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Abstract. Let f and g be analytic on the unit disk D. The integral

operator Ty is defined by T, f(z fo t)dt, z € D. The problem

considered is characterizing those symbols g for which Ty acting on H*,

the space of bounded analytic functions on D, is bounded or compact.

When the symbol is univalent, these become questions in univalent func-

tion theory The corresponding problems for the companion operator,
fo t) dt, acting on H* are also studied.
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1. Introduction

Let D denote the unit disk {z : |z| < 1} and H(D) the set of analytic functions
on . The operator Ty with symbol g € H(D), defined by

= /OZ f(t)g'(t)dt, z€D, feHD),

has attracted interest as a generalized Césaro or Volterra operator. For the
multiplication operator

M, f(2) = f(2)9(2),

and the companion operator
A= [ 1w
0

integration by parts gives that

Mg f(2) = f(0)g(0) + Tgf(2) + S f (2)- (1.1)
For a Banach space X C H(D) and a linear operator L, on X, let
LIX]={g€ HD) : Ly is bounded on X},
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and
L,[X]={g € HD) : L, is compact on X }.

It is easily checked from the definitions that the operators T, Sy, and
M, are all linear in the parameter g. Also Mgy, 4, = Mg, My,, and Sg,4, =
Sg.Sg,. Hence M[X] and S[X] are always subalgebras of H(ID). This is not
the case for T'[X], in general.

Christian Pommerenke [9] first noted that T[H?] = BMOA by the
Littlewood-Paley identity for the Hardy space H?2, and he used this fact to
give a proof of the analytic John-Nirenberg inequality. T'[X] has been deter-
mined for a variety of spaces X, including X = H?, 1 < p < oo, by Aleman
and Siskakis [1], and X = BMOA by Siskakis and Zhao [14]. The condition
characterizing compactness of an operator is typically a little-oh version of
the condition characterizing boundedness, as for example T,[H?] = VMOA
[1]. The companion operator S, is easier to analyze in many situations; see
Proposition 2.2.

In this paper we begin the study of T[H*°] and T,[H°], where H* is the
usual Banach space of bounded holomorphic functions on D with supremum
norm. It turns out (Proposition 2.3) that T[H*°] = S[H°], and hence T'[H*]
is an algebra. Moreover, T[H>°] C H, yet this containment is proper. Exam-
ples of bounded functions outside of T[H°] include some Blaschke products
(Theorem 2.10) and some functions in the disk algebra A (Proposition 2.14).
An obvious sufficient condition for T, to be bounded on H* is that g has
bounded radial variation, but whether this is necessary is an open question.
When the symbol g is univalent, a change of variables shows membership of
g in T[H®°] becomes a question in univalent function theory; see Proposition
2.13. Regarding compactness, we note that S,[H°] = {0} in Proposition 3.3,
but T,[H*>] is not trivial. We show that a function with derivative in H!
induces a compact operator (Proposition 3.4) and that T,[H*] C A (Theo-
rem 3.5). The space A itself provides another interesting setting for T,. We
show that T[A] = T[H>] N A (Proposition 2.17), and give partial results
toward characterizing T,[A]. We end the paper with a section of problems
and questions suggested by our work.

2. T[H>]

First we examine necessary conditions for boundedness of T, and S;. Lemma
2.1 is analogous to a result for M,; see [6, Lemma 11].

Lemma 2.1. Let X andY be Banach spaces of analytic functions, z € D, and
let A, and X, be linear functionals defined by A\, f = f(z) and A\, f = f'(2)
for f € XUY. Suppose \, and X, are bounded on X andY.

(i) If S4 maps X boundedly into Y, then

[EY15%
ALl x

l9(2)] < 115l
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(i) If T, maps X boundedly into Y, then

/ ALy
g (2)] < ||T,
Proof. Note that, for f € X,
|f (g(2)] = INSg (DI < NNy 1S Il - (2.1)

Since

sup [f'(2)| = [IXLx,
I £llx=1

taking the supremum of both sides of (2.1) over {f € X : ||f|ly = 1} gives us

NN xlg(2)] < [1SgIHIALL -
Hence (i) holds. Similarly,

[F@)g' () = INTo(Hl <INy 1Tl ]
Taking the supremum over {f € X : || f||, =1}, we get

A=l 19" ()] < T I -

Lemma 2.1 explains why, in many cases, S, is easy to analyze.

Proposition 2.2. Let X be a Banach space of analytic functions on which point
evaluation of the derivative is a bounded linear functional. Then S[X] C H>.

Proof. The proof is immediate from Lemma 2.1 (i) with X =Y. O

From (1.1), we see that when any two of Ty, Sy, and M, are bounded,
then so is the third. However, there are a variety of ways in which the
sets T[X], S[X] and M[X] might relate to each other. We have noted that
BMOA = T[H?] 2 M[H?] = S[H?] = H>, and Proposition 2.3 is the first
step in showing H> = M[H*| 2 S[H*] = T[H"°]. Other relationships are
known to hold when the operators act on BMOA, eg., and other spaces; see
[2].

Proposition 2.3. T[H>®] = S[H*] C M[H*] = H*.

Proof. 1t is well known that
1

)\/ 0 = 5,
|| Z||H 1_|Z|27

see for example [15, Proposition 5.1]. Thus Proposition 2.2 gives that S[H*°] C
H°. Letting 1 € H* denote the constant function,

19 = 9(0)]lee = [Tgllco < [Tyl mre~-

Thus T[H*] C H*. Combined with the fact M[H*] = H®, the result
follows from (1.1). O
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Examples will be given in Theorem 2.10 and Proposition 2.14 showing
the inclusion in Proposition 2.3 is proper. First, we shall give a sufficient
condition for g to be in T[H].

For 0 < 6 < 27, we denote the radial variation of a function g € H(D)

1
= [ 1o/ .
0

We consider the class of analytic functions on the disk with bounded radial
variation, defining

BRV = {g € H(D) : suelpV(g, ) < oo}.

/ f(teie)g/(teie)eie dt‘
0

< sng(gﬁ)llfHoo.

by

It is clear that BRV C T[H®], since

179 flloo = Sup

= sup
0

We formulate this observation as a proposition for later reference.
Proposition 2.4. BRV C T[H>].

It is natural to ask if the inclusion in this proposition is actually an
equality. This question will be formally posed, along with an equivalent for-
mulation for the case when ¢ is univalent, in §4. All our results are aligned
with a positive answer. In particular, see Proposition 2.7 and Theorem 2.10,
which concern Blaschke products; or see Proposition 2.14 and Remark 2.16,
which concern univalent functions.

A Blaschke product B with zero sequence {ar} C D — {0} is given by

H'ak‘ “w-: L ep.
ap 1 —apz’

We call B uniformly Frostman if its zeros satisfy

Z | — || < C for some C independent of 6. (2.2)
ag —

610 |

The terminology we give comes from a condition used by Frostman to an-
alyze the radial limits of B, and Cargo [4] used (2.2) to characterize when
all subproducts of B are in BRV. A corollary to [4, Theorem 1] is that uni-
formly Frostman Blaschke products are in BRV. The condition (2.2) forces
the sequence {a,} to approach the unit circle tangentially. In contrast, an
interpolating Blaschke product with zeros in a nontangential approach region
is not in BRV, as we show in Proposition 2.7.
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Denote by By, the Blaschke product with the k™" zero removed from the
Blaschke sequence, so that

1—a
Bi(z) = B(z) 2 =~ 4k=
lak| ar — =z
Also, denote by p the pseudo-hyperbolic metric on D, so
z—w
3 = 9 7 e D’
p(z,w) 1w, Z,w

and recall [7, Chap. VII] the following facts about interpolating sequences for
Hee:

Proposition 2.5. The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) {ar} is an interpolating sequence;
(2) There exists § > 0 such that

|Bi(ax)| > 6, k=>1,; (2.3)
(3) The points ay, are separated, i.e. there exists a > 0 such that
p(ajaak)za’a ]7&]%
and pigq,y = (1 —|ax])da, is a Carleson measure on the disk.
Recall that p is a Carleson measure on the disk if there exists a constant
C such that u(Sy) < C|I|, for every Carleson square
: ; 1
sz{rew:ewel,l—u§7’<1}.
2m
Lemma 2.6. If f € BRV, then f has a nontangential limit at every point of
the unit circle.

Proof. Clearly functions in BRV have radial limits at all points on the unit
circle, and also are in H*°. So the result follows from the well known fact
that a function in H* with a radial limit at e’’ has a nontangential limit at
e'?; see [12, Exercise 14, Chapter 14]. O

Proposition 2.7. If B is an interpolating Blaschke product with zero sequence
{ar} contained in a nontangential approach region, then B ¢ BRV.

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that the zeros of B are contained
in a nontangential approach region with vertex at 1. Denote by 7 the circle
with center aj and radius (1 — |ag|)/2, oriented counterclockwise. Then, by
M,
< My

Cauchy’s formula,
B(z)
———dz| < ———
/% (z—ar)> |7 (1—laxl)

where My, = sup{|B(z)| : 2z € q%}. Since B'(ax) = —Bx(ax)/(1 — |ax|?), it
follows from (2.3) that

1
B'(a)| = —
|B'(ax)| = 5

My, >

NS
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Denote by I' a nontangential approach region with vertex at 1 and large
enough so that v, C T for all k. Then

)

limsup |B(z)] > — > 0.
I'sz—1 4

Since the zeros of B are in I' and converge to 1, it follows that B does not

have a nontangential limit at 1 and hence B ¢ BRV by Lemma 2.6. (]

Next we will show that the interpolating Blaschke products with real
zeros induce unbounded integral operators on H*. Let

Afa,r) ={z€D:p(a,z) <r}

denote the pseudo-hyperbolic disk of radius r centered at a. We will need the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Let B be an interpolating Blaschke product with zero sequence
{ar}. For every € > 0 there exists v > 0 such that |B(z)| > v for all z €

D\ Uy Alag,€).

Proof. If not, there exist ¢ > 0 and a sequence {b;} C D\ J, A(ax,€) such
that B(b;) — 0 as j — oo. Since B has no zeros in D\ J, A(ax,¢€), |bj| — 1
as j — oo. By pruning the sequence we may assume that 2(1 — |bj41]) <
(1 — |bj]) for all j, which implies that {b;} is an interpolating sequence; see
for example [5, Theorem 9.2]. Since the pseudo-hyperbolic distance from {ay, }
to {b;} is positive, it follows that {ar} U {b;} is an interpolating sequence;
see [7, Exercise VIL2]. Let B be the corresponding Blaschke product, and let
rBZ(z) = B(z)(1 — b;2)/(b; — z). Then |§;| < |B] for each j, since the zero

sequence of B; contains {ay}. Hence, by (2.3), there exists § > 0 such that
|B(bj)| > |Bj(bs)] = 6.

This contradicts the assumption that B(b;) — 0 and completes the proof.
O

Lemma 2.9. Let B be a Blaschke product with zero sequence {ay} contained
in (0,1) and satisfying ap < ags1, k > 1. Then the zero sequence {by} of B’
is contained in (0,1) and interlaces the sequence {ay}; i.e. there is exactly
one zero of B in each interval (ag,ary1), k > 1.

Proof. By the Riemann - Hurwitz formula [3, Theorem 5.4.1], each partial
product

n

ar — 2
Pn(Z) - H 1—arz
k=1

of B of degree n has exactly n—1 critical points in . Since P, is real on (0, 1),
Rolle’s Theorem shows that there is a critical point of P, in each interval
(ag,ag+1), 1 < k < n — 1. As this accounts for all n — 1 critical points, all
critical points of P, are in (0,1) and interlace the sequence {ax}, 1 <k <mn.
Since P,’ — B’ uniformly on compact subsets of I, it follows from Hurwitz’s
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Theorem that the sequence {b;} belongs to the interval (0,1) and interlaces
the sequence {ay}. O

Theorem 2.10. If B is an interpolating Blaschke product with zero sequence
{ar} contained in the interval (0,1), then the operator Tp is unbounded on
He.

Proof. By Lemma 2.9, the zero sequence {by} of B’ is contained in (0,1), and
interlaces the sequence {ay}. Hence {by} is a Blaschke sequence, and we can
write B’ = BG, where B is the Blaschke product with zeros {b,} and G is
never zero on ID. Since B’ and B are real on (0, 1), so is G. We may assume
without loss of generality that G(r) > 0 for r € (0, 1).

Next we show that {b} satisfies condition (3) of Proposition 2.5, and
hence is an interpolating sequence. By [8, Lemma 3.5] there exist positive
constants «, 3 such that 5

B'(2)| > ————, 2.4
B> 1 (2.4
for all z € A(ag,a), where the pseudo-hyperbolic disks {A(ag, )}, are
pairwise disjoint. Hence by ¢ A(an, ), for all k,n = 1,2, .... Since there is

exactly one by in each interval (ag, ag41), it follows that p(b;,b;) > «, i # j.
It is easy to check that jyy,} is a Carleson measure on D. Hence condition
(3) of Proposition 2.5 is satisfied, and {by} is an interpolating sequence.
We now show that TBE ¢ H°°, and hence T is unbounded on H*°. For
€ (0,1), B(t)B'(t) = B*(t)G(t) > 0, and hence B(t)B'(t) = |B(t)||B'(t)|.
If t € A(an, 5), then t € D\ J, A (bk, $) and by Lemma 2.8 there exists
v > 0 such that \B t)| > v. It is well known that the euclidean diameter of
A(ag, R) satisfies diam (A(ag, R)) > R(1 — |ag]|); see for example [7, p. 3].
Using these estimates and the estimate for |B’| from (2.4), we have

5 By o aBy
B(t)B'(t)dt > diam (A (ag, = )) > —— >0.
/A(ak,Z) (0,1) 1—|ak] ( ( 2)) 2
Therefore
. > _ / / —
lim T B(r) = Jim BB/ dt>Z/ B(t) B (t)dt = oo,

and so TpB ¢ H°°. This completes the proof.
O

Since T[H°] is an algebra properly contained in H*, we are brought
to consider the disk algebra A of analytic functions on D which extend to
be continuous on D. As noted earlier, uniformly Frostman Blaschke products
are in T[H*°]. Since such Blaschke products may be infinite, membership
of g in A is not necessary for T, to be bounded on H°. It turns out to
also be not sufficient, yet the interesting examples may shed some light on
the problem, especially in the univalent case. First we show that there exist
univalent functions g € T[H>]\ A. Key to our argument is the next theorem,
concerning length distortion by a conformal map. It is a version, suitable for
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our application, of the important Gehring-Hayman Theorem. We use £(FE) to
denote the arc length of a rectifiable curve E.

Theorem 2.11. [10, p. 72] Let f : D — G be analytic and univalent. Let
E C G be a rectifiable curve from f(0) to f(z), where z = re®. There is an
absolute constant K such that

/T |f/(te')| dt < KU(E).
0

Proposition 2.12. There exist univalent g ¢ A such that Ty is bounded.

Proof. Our example is a Riemann map to a comblike domain. Denote the
unit square
R={z+iy:0<z<1l,0<y<1}
and the set of segments
S={2"+iy:1/2<y<1l,n=12,..}

Let G be the region R\ S (see Figure 1), and let g be a Riemann map from
D to G with g(0) = 1/2 +i/4. Then g is not in A, since the boundary 0G is
not locally connected [10, Theorem 2.1].

Note that any point g(z) € G can be connected to the point ¢g(0) by a
horizontal and a vertical line segment, comprising a rectifiable curve of length
less than 2. Thus from Theorem 2.11 we have

Vi(g,0) = mq/ g/ (te?®)| dt < 2K, 0<6<2nr.
r—r 0

Hence g € T[H®] by Proposition 2.4. O

Next, we give a proposition that provides an equivalent formulation of
when a univalent function g is in T[H*°]; see also [13, p. 2]. This will then
be used to give an example that shows A ¢ T[H].

Let Q be a simply connected domain and let wy € §2. Define the linear
operator taking a function f holomorphic on 2 to its indefinite integral by

w
Jwof(w) = [ f(t)dt, w e, (2.5)
wo
where integration is over any smooth curve in €2 connecting wqy to w. Then
Juwo [ 18 holomorphic and well defined since 2 is simply connected. Let H>°(2)
denote the usual space of bounded holomorphic functions on €2, with supre-
mum norm.

Proposition 2.13. Let Q) be a simply connected proper subdomain of the plane
and let g be a conformal map from D onto Q. Then g € T[H™] if and only
if Jg(0) is a bounded operator on H>().

Proof. Let g be a conformal map from D onto €. A change of variable shows
that, for f holomorphic on Q and F' = Jy () f,

T,(fog)(z) = / T F(g(0)g' () di = F(g(2). (2.6)
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FIGURE 1. g ¢ A, g € T[H*™]

FIGURE 2. g € A, g ¢ T[H™)

Since composition with g is an isometry from H°(Q) onto H>°(ID), the result
follows. 0

Proposition 2.14. There exists a univalent function g € A such that T is not
bounded.

Proof. Let Q = D\{y(t) : t > 1}, where v(t) = e*™/t, t > 1 (see Figure 2).
Note that v(n) = 1/n , for n € N. Clearly Q is a simply connected domain
with locally connected boundary and a prime end at 0. Let g be a Riemann
map from D onto Q2. Then g € A since 99 is locally connected [10, Theorem
2.1], but we will show that g ¢ T[H].
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1/1 1
Letr, =~ (~+——
ar 2\n n+1
and 0 ¢ Q, there is a branch ¢(z) of log(z) on € such that
L(ry) =log|ry| + 2mi(n + 1).

,n €N, sor, € Q. Since (2 is simply connected

Since Im4(z) > 0, z € 2, we can define H(z) = Log(¢(z)) on 2, where Log
is the principal branch of the logarithm. Then

[H(rn)| > [Re H(rn)| = log [€(rn)| ~ logn,
so H ¢ H*(Q). Here a,, ~ b,, means that N 1, as n — oo.

Next, observe that for z € Q such thatnv(n +1) < |z| < y(n), we have
that Im ¢(2) ~ 2mn and |z| ~ 1/n. Hence H'(z) = (2£(z))~! € H>(Q). Since
Jo0)H' = H — H(g(0)),

Jg(0y is not bounded on H>(Q2), and g ¢ T[H*°] by Proposition 2.13. O
Corollary 2.15. T[H®] is a subalgebra of H*, but is not closed.

Proof. Asnoted in the Introduction, S[X] is always an algebra. Since T[H*>] =
S[H®], T[H®] is a subalgebra of H*. Clearly every polynomial p € T[H®].
If T[H®°] were a closed subspace of H*°, then it would contain A. By Propo-
sition 2.14, this is not the case, which finishes the proof. O

Remark 2.16. Note that if @ = D\{(t) : t > 0}, where y(t) = *™* /2", t >0,
and g is a conformal map from D onto 2, then g € T[H™] by Proposition
2.4 and Theorem 2.11.

Of course, when endowed with the supremum norm A is a closed sub-
space of H>, and it is natural to consider how T[A4] is related to T[H*°].

Proposition 2.17. T[A] = T[H*>] N A.

Proof. Suppose g € T[A]. Applying T, to 1 shows g € A. Let f € H> and
let fr(z) = f(rz) for 0 < r < 1. We have

freAand || frllso < |lflles 0<r <Ll

For z € D, lim, 1 [ f(t)g'(t)dt = [; f(t)g'(t)dt by the Bounded Conver-
gence Theorem. Hence

Ty ()] = [1im Ty o ()] < 1T 1)1

Therefore T, is bounded on H*°, which completes the proof that T[A] C
T[H*>] N A.

To prove the reverse inclusion, suppose g € T[H®] N A and let f € A.
Let 0 < r < 1, so f, extends to be analytic across the unit circle. Then
g € A implies that the functions Sy f, and M,f, are in A. Hence Ty f, =
Myfy — Syfr — 9(0)/(0) € A,

Also,

m |[Tgf =Ty frlloo < lim [Tyl |lf = frllco = 0.
r—1 r—1
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Since A is a closed subspace of H*, it follows that T, f € A. Hence g € T|[A],
completing the proof. O

3. T,[H™]

We now discuss compactness, beginning with a characterization of when one
of the operators we are studying is compact on H*. First, we introduce the
notation

B={feH>®:|fllw <1}
for the closed unit ball of H®°.

Proposition 3.1. Let L be one of the operators Ty, Sy, or My acting on H*.
If L is bounded, then the following are equivalent:

(i) L is compact on H™;
(ii) If {fu} C B and f,(z) — 0 locally uniformly in D, then |Lfn|lcc — 0.

Proof. Assume that {f,} C B, that f,(z) — 0 locally uniformly in D, and
that L is compact. To prove (ii) holds, by a standard argument it suffices to
show that there is a subsequence { f,, } such that ||Lfy, |lcc — 0. It is easy to
see from the definitions of the operators that if L is one of Ty, Sy, or My, then
Lf,(z) — 0locally uniformly in D. Since L is compact, there is a subsequence
{fn.} and h € H®® such that ||Lf,, — h|lcc — 0. Since Lf,, (z) — 0 locally
uniformly in D, A = 0 and hence ||Lf,, ||cc — 0. This completes the proof
that (i) implies (ii).

Next, assume that (ii) holds and let {h,} C B. Then {h,} is a normal
family, and hence there exists h € H* and a subsequence {h,, } such that
hn, — h locally uniformly in D. Let {fi} = {hn, — h}. By (ii), | Lfxllcoc =
|Lhy, — Lh|looc — 0. Since by assumption L is bounded, Lh € H*. Hence
Lh,,, converges in H* to Lh, which completes the proof that L is compact.

([

Remark 3.2. We remark that

(a) The sufficiency of condition (i) in Proposition 3.1 for L to be compact
on H is valid for any bounded linear operator.

(b) The necessity of condition (i) in Proposition 3.1 for L to be compact
on H*> is not valid for general bounded linear operators.

Indeed, the proof of sufficiency given above is valid for any operator. For
an example showing that necessity fails in general, start with the evaluation
functional A defined on the disk algebra A by Af = f(1). Then A is a norm
1 linear functional on A, and by the Hahn-Banach Theorem can be extended
to a linear functional A on H*® with ||[A| = 1. Let L be the operator on H>
that takes f € H* to the constant function with constant value A f. Then
L is a rank-one operator, and hence compact. But L(z") = A(2") = 1 for all
positive integers n, and hence condition (ii) fails.
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As with boundedness, if two of the operators My, S, and T, are compact,
then so is the third. Since M,[H>°] = {0}, it is not surprising that the same
is true for 9.

Proposition 3.3. S,[H>™] = S,[A] = {0}.

Proof. 1f S, is compact on H>°, then S, is bounded and g € H* by Propo-
sition 2.2. If g # 0, then without loss of generality we may assume ||g|lcc = 1.
Note that g is not constant, for otherwise S; would be a constant multiple of
a rank-1 perturbation of the identity operator, which is not compact. Thus,
the functions ¢", n = 1,2, ... converge locally uniformly to 0 in . We have

sgg”(z)=:jﬁzg<w<g">%t>dt::

Since g"T1(0) — 0, as n — 0o, but ||¢" || = 1 for all n, this violates the
condition for compactness Proposition 3.1 (ii). Hence g = 0, showing that
So[H>] = {0}.

The same proof shows that S,[A] = {0}, and so will be omitted. O

Nty M i
nt1? (2) nt1? (0).

Although S,[H>*] = M,[H°] = {0}, there are non constant functions g
for which T} is compact. We now introduce notation for spaces of functions
which we will show have this property. Let

H ={gec HD) : ¢ € H'}

so, for example, a conformal map from D to a domain with rectifiable bound-
ary belongs to Hi; see [5, Theorem 3.12]. Let

H(D) = {g(z) = Zanz" : Z lan| < oo}
n=0

n=0
denote those functions holomorphic on D with absolutely convergent Fourier
series. Next, we say that the derivative ¢’ of a function g € H (D) is uniformly
integrable on radii if: Given € > 0, there exists r < 1 independent of 6 such
that

/1 g’ (te'?)| dt < e, 0<6<2n. (3.1)
We use this conditionrto define the final space of functions we consider:
U={ge HD) : ¢ is uniformly integrable on radii}.
Proposition 3.4. H{ & ('(D) S U C T,[H>].

Before giving the proof we note that the Fejér-Riesz inequality [5, The-
orem 3.13] tells us that

1
/Wwwmmsﬂme
0

Thus the inclusion H{ C U can be viewed as a uniform integrability version
of this classical inequality.
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Proof. Let g(z) = > o axz”, so ¢'(z) = Y7 (k + 1)axt12*. By Hardy’s in-
equality [5, p. 48], ¢’ € H* implies

(k+ 1)|ag+1]
ENH*Z‘ﬁﬁTL g/l

k=0

Hence H{ C ¢*(D). To see that the inclusion is proper, consider the lacunary
series g(z) = > 27k22" Then g € ¢! (D), while the Riemann-Lesbesgue
Lemma shows that ¢/(z) = Y0 221 is not in H.

Next, let g(z) = Yo" arz® € £1(D), and let & > 0. Set b, = (k+ 1)ag+1,
so ¢'(z) = > brz". Since g € £1(D), there exists a positive integer N such
that

oo

Z |bk <<
— 2
Let
N-1
bkzk,
k=0

and choose r < 1 such that

1
/ pn(te®)| dt < /2, 0<6 < 2.

s

Then for 0 < 6 < 27 we have

/ g’ (te'?) |dt</ Ipn (te') )| dt—|—/ Z |br. |t dt

k+

Hence (3.1) is satisfied, which completes the proof that ¢}(D) € U. To see
that this inclusion is proper, it is known that there exists f € H(D) such
that |f/(z)] < C(1 — |2|)"Y2, |2| < 1, and hence f € U, but f ¢ £(D); see
[5, Chapt. 5 ex. 7].

To prove the final inclusion, let ¢ € U. If ¢’ = 0 then g € T,[H™]
trivially, so assume ¢’ # 0. Let € > 0, and choose 7,1 — & < r < 1, such that
(3.1) holds. If {f,,} € B and f,, — 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D, then
there exists N such that

| fn(2)] <
Then for n > N,

1
Tl = s | [ 5t 0
0

r 1
< st;p (/0 |fn(tei9)g'(tei9)\ dt Jr/r |fn(tei0)g'(tei0)| dt>

<er+4e.

sup{lg'(2)] : |2 <7}’

2| <r, m>N.
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Thus, || Ty fnllsc — 0, and T} is compact by Proposition 3.1. O
Theorem 3.5. T,[H>] G A.
Proof. For f € H>*, § € R, and z € D, define

Fo(2) = f(ze”).

Suppose T, is compact on H>. Since f°(z) — f(z) uniformly on compact
subsets of D, Proposition 3.1 implies

I1Ty(f = f*)loc = 0 as § — 0.
Also,

ﬂﬂf—ﬁx@=[fwwwxwXﬂm—fWM%Mw

[ @ - i =)
Tg(fﬂs - f)(zei‘s),

SO
1Ty (f — £2)]loc — 0 as 6 — 0.
Thus, by linearity of 7, in the symbol g,
1Ty (f = F)loo = 1Ty (f = £°) = Tys (f = f*)lloc = 0 a5 & = 0.
Setting f =g and h = f — f% = g — ¢°, since

Thh(z) = /O " h(w)h (w) dw = (h(2))2/2,
we obtain
19— gslloc — 0 as d — 0. (3.2)

An argument involving the modulus of continuity of g will complete the
proof; see, eg., [11]. For f € A,§ > 0, let

w(d, f) = sup{|f(21) — f(z2)| : |21 — 22| <6, 21,22 € D},
and
@8, f) =sup{|f(z1) — f(z2)| : |21 — 22| <&, 21,22 € OD}.
For 0 < r < 1, denote the functions
gr(z) = g(rz).
Let € > 0. (3.2) implies the existence of 6 > 0 independent of r such that
w(d,9r) < e.
By [11, Theorem 1.1],
w(d, gr) < 3w(d, gr) < 3e.

Since this estimate holds independent of r € (0, 1), ¢ is uniformly continuous
in D, i.e., g € A. This completes the proof that T,[H>*] C A. That the
containment is proper follows from Proposition 2.14. (I
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We saw in Proposition 2.12 that T[H>°] \ A is non-empty. This gives
the next corollary.

Corollary 3.6. T,[H>] G T[H"].

Next we turn to the relationship between T,[H*] and T,[A].
Proposition 3.7. T,[H>] C T,[A].
Proof. Suppose g € T,[H°]. For any polynomial p,

Sup(2) = / TP (1) di € A,

since p'g € H*>. Also, g € A by Theorem 3.5, and so Myp € A. Hence,
Typ = Mgp — Sgp — g(0)p(0) € A. Since the polynomials are dense in the
closed subspace A of H*°, and T} is bounded on H®°, it follows that T, maps
A to A and is compact on A. O

Corollary 3.8. If g € T,[H*], then T, : H® — A.
Proof. Let g € T,[H*]. For f € H* define

fn(z)=f<<1—:l> z>7 n>1.

Clearly f,, € A, ||fulla < ||fl|lg= for n > 1, and f,, — f locally uniformly
on D as n — oo. Since Ty is compact on A (by Proposition 3.7), there exists
a subsequence {fy,} of {f,} such that T,(f,,) — h in A. It follows that
Ty(fn,) — h pointwise.

For fixed z € D we have

z

lim T, fu(z) = lim | g/(6)fu(t) dt = /0 TS WOF) dt =T, f(2).

n—0o0 n—oo 0

Therefore T, f(z) = h(z), and hence T, f € A. O

4. Problems
In this section we collect some problems left unresolved in our work:
Problem 4.1. Give a function theoretic characterization of T[H®].

From Proposition 2.4, we know BRV C T[H®°]. This leads to the natural
question:

Is BRV = T[H™]?

Next, we present a problem in geometric function theory that is a version
of Problem 4.1 for univalent functions. For a simply connected domain €2 and

wo € Q, let Jy, be the integration operator defined in (2.5). Clearly, if J,,
is bounded on H*°(Q), then J,, is also bounded for all w; € Q.

Problem 4.2. Give a geometric characterization of simply connected domains
Q such that Jy, is bounded (compact) on H*(£2).
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The question given after Problem 4.1 can be formuated in this setting.
Define the arc-length distance between the points z and w in a domain 2
in the plane to be the infimum of the arc-lengths of rectifiable curves in 2
that connect z to w. The arc-length diameter of €2 is the supremum of the
arc-length distances between points in . Using Theorem 2.11 we see that
the image of D under a univalent map g has finite arc-length diameter if and
only if g € BRV, and recall from Proposition 2.13 that g € T[H*] if and
only if Jy gy is bounded on H*(£2). Thus we are led to the question:

Is the operator Jy,, bounded on H™(Q) if and only if Q has finite

arc-length diameter?

The next problem concerns Blaschke products. We saw that uniformly
Frostman Blaschke products are in BRV. It is natural to ask if there are other
infinite Blaschke products, or families of Blaschke products, that belong to
this class.

Problem 4.3. Characterize, in terms of their zero sequences, Blaschke prod-

ucts in BRV.

A possible candidate for a Blaschke product in BRV is the Blaschke
product with zeros {1 — 1/k?}. It is not hard to see that the image of every
radius is rectifiable, but it is not clear that there is a uniform bound for their
arc-lengths.

We end with the problem of characterizing when T} is compact.

Problem 4.4. Give function theoretic characterizations of T,[H™] and T,[A].

We know that U C To[H>] C T,[A] € T[A] & A, but we do not know
if the first three inclusions are proper.

References

[1] A. Aleman and A. Siskakis, An integral operator on H? Complex Variables
Theory Appl. (1995) 28, 149-158.

[2] A. Anderson, Multiplication and Integral Operators on Spaces of Analytic Func-
tions, Dissertation, University of Hawaii, ProQuest/UMI 2011.

[3] A. Beardon, Iteration of Rational Functions, GTM 132, Springer-Verlag 1991.

[4] G. Cargo, The Radial Images of Blaschke Products, J. London Math. Soc.
(1961) 36, 424-430.

[5] P. Duren, Theory of H? Spaces, Dover 2000.

[6] P. Duren, B. Romberg, and A. Shields, Linear functionals on H spaces with
0 < p < 1.J. Reine Angew. Math. (1969) 238 , 32-60.

[7] J. Garnett, Bounded Analytic Functions, Academic Press 1981.

[8] D. Girela, J.A. Pelaez and D. Vukotic, Integrability of the Derivative of a
Blaschke Product, Proceedings of the Edinburgh Mathematical Society (2007)
50, 673-687.

[9] Ch. Pommerenke, Schlichte Funktionen wund analytische Funktionen wvon
beschrankter mittlerer Oszillation, Comment. Math. Helv. (1977) 52, 591-602.



Some Integral operators acting on H 17

[10] Ch. Pommerenke, Boundary Behavior of Conformal Maps, Springer-Verlag
1992.

[11] L. Rubel, A. Shields, and B. Taylor, Mergelyan Set and the Modulus of Con-
tinuity of Analytic Functions, Journal of Approximation Theory (1975) 15,
23-40.

[12] W. Rudin, Real and Complex Analysis, third edition, McGraw-Hill 1987.

[13] A. Siskakis, Volterra Operators on Spaces of Analytic Functions - a Survey,
First Advanced Course in Operator Theory and Complex Analysis, University
of Seville, (2004), 51-68.

[14] A. Siskakis and R. Zhao, A Volterra type operator on spaces of analytic func-
tions, Function spaces (Edwardsville, IL, 1998), 299-311, Contemp. Math., 232,
Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1999.

[15] K. Zhu, Operator theory in function spaces, 2nd ed., Mathematical Surveys and
Monographs 138. Amer. Math. Soc, Providence, 2007.

Austin Anderson
Department of Mathematics, University of Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
e-mail: austina@hawaii.edu

Mirjana Jovovic
Department of Mathematics, University of Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
e-mail: jovovic@math.hawaii.edu

Wayne Smith
Department of Mathematics, University of Hawaii, Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
e-mail: wayne@math.hawaii.edu



