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Introduction

This doctoral thesis is a presentation of the work done during the Ph.D. program,
carried out by the author in Universita degli Studi di Milano - Statale, under the
supervision of professor Marco M. Peloso, from October 2021 to September 2024.
This work is devoted to the study of certain Hilbert spaces of analytic functions
on the unit disk D of the complex plain, D := {w € C: |w| < 1}. The classical
Dirichlet space D [3, 23|, the Hardy spaces H?, 0 < p < oo, [21, 36, 40], and the
Bergman space A? [11, 20, 35] are the most well-known function spaces on the
open unit disk ID. These spaces have been extended in several diverse directions.
In this thesis, we are interested in a generalized version of the Dirichlet space D,
and a class of Hilbert spaces that arise from the Hardy space H?2.

This dissertation is divided into four parts. The first chapter contains the rel-
evant background definitions and results. The remaining three chapters contain
the original results, and are organized as three different papers or preprints. In
particular, Chapters 2 and 3 stem from a broad investigation into the relations be-
tween the two different classes of spaces of interest for this work, whereas Chapter
4 focuses on a specific problem in Dirichlet spaces.

In this introduction, we give an overview of the content of this thesis and we
provide a selection of the original results that were obtained. The third chapter
contains a joint paper with Carlo Bellavita, that has already been published, which
corresponds to Subsections 3.1 and 3.2. The second and fourth chapters are based
on two separate projects that gave rise to two preprints, that are currently under
review: the first one in collaboration with Carlo Bellavita and Javad Mashreghi,
and the second one with Javad Mashreghi, Mostafa Nasri and William Verreault.

In Chapter 1, we introduce the setting, the main stage where this work takes
place, that is, the Hardy space on the unit disk H?. This mathematical object
lies at the intersection between harmonic analysis, complex analysis and operator
theory. In this dissertation we recall some of the aspects that have made the space
H? one of the most studied topics in mathematical analysis in the last century.
In Chapter 1, we also define the protagonists of this study, that are two different
classes of subsets of H?, the de Branges—Rovnyak spaces H (b) and the harmonically
weighted Dirichlet spaces D,,.

The first class of spaces have been introduced in 1966 by Louis de Branges and
James Rovnyak [18], as a generalization of the range space for the multiplication
operator Tj,. Here, b is an analytic function on ID that is uniformly bounded by 1.
In 1994, Donald Sarason [54] started a new approach to this theory and suggested
a new equivalent definition for the H(b) spaces. In this formulation, that is the

1ii
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one that we follow in this thesis, the de Branges-Rovnyak spaces are realized as
the range of the square root of the positive operator I — 7;,7;". They are subsets
of H? that are not necessarily closed in the topology induced by the Hardy norm.
In general, the de Branges-Rovnyak space H(b) = Ran(I — T,1})z is a Hilbert
space with respect to the so-called range norm, that in general can be somewhat
mysterious. As we will see, the construction is rather abstract, there is no explicit
formula that one can use to establish whether a function f € H? belongs to a
certain H(b) space. This aspect is one of the features that makes this whole
theory complicated, yet intriguing.

A special class of de Branges—Rovnyak spaces that we will discuss in great
detail are the model spaces. They correspond to the H(b) spaces that are, in fact,
closed in the Hardy norm and satisfy || - [|z@) = || - ||z2. They are characterized
by the fact that the associated function b is inner. Their name, and a part of
their fortune in literature, is due to certain results by Sz. Nagy and Foias, who
understood that the model spaces act as models for a certain type of isometries:
they appear in representation theorems for completely non-unitary isometries, a
class of operators that the very powerful spectral theorem cannot reach. Proper
references will be given throughout this work.

The other class of spaces that we treat in this thesis is a weighted version of
the Dirichlet space D. The harmonically weighted Dirichlet spaces D,, have been
introduced by Stefan Richter in 1991 [48], in the context of the representation of
cyclic analytic 2-isometries. They also play an important role in the study of the
forward shift S on the classic Dirichlet space D: they appear in a very beautiful
Beurling-type classification theorem for closed S-invariant subspaces of D [50].
An important example in this class of spaces is the so-called local Dirichlet space.
Given a point ( in the unit circle T := 0D and a function f that is analytic on D,
we define the local Dirichlet integral of f at ( as

1 1— |z
D = —/ "(2)]? dA(z).
(== [ Iror = A
We define the local Dirichlet space as
D == {f € Hol(D): De(f) < oo},

where dA is the two-dimensional Lebesgue measure, i.e., the area measure, and
Hol(DD) denotes the space of analytic functions on D). This space is of great impor-
tance in this theory because of a disintegration formula that allows to express more
general Dirichlet integrals in terms of the local one. Because of this formula, that
we will discuss later, in some contexts the study of the quantities D(f) allows one
to recover information on the membership of the function f in any harmonically
weighted Dirichlet space. One thing that we mention in passing is that every har-
monically weighted Dirichlet space contains all polynomials, hence it is dense in
H?2. In 1991, Stefan Richter and Carl Sundberg [49] characterized the functions in
H? that belong to D¢: a function f € H? belongs to D¢ if and only if the difference

quotient function
f(z) — f(©)

o z €D, (1)

Qcf(2) =
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belongs to H?. Moreover, in this case, D¢(f) = ||Qcfl3.. This result is very
important to us, and we show it in this introduction to motivate some of the work
that appears in this thesis.

The two classes of spaces that we introduced, the H(b) spaces and the D,
spaces, have both a beautiful structure and interesting properties that will be
dealt with in more detail. In 1997, Donald Sarason [55] showed that they are not
two completely separate species. From the realization that a special example of a
harmonically weighted Dirichlet space, the local Dirichlet space D¢, is in fact also
a de Branges-Rovnyak space, many authors have started to study the possible
connections between these two classes of spaces. In Chapter 3 we say more about
the state of the art of this fascinating line of research, and we provide some original
contributions.

In Chapter 2, we study a special class of operators on the spaces H(b), the
difference quotient operators Qg. The idea is to study from an operator-theoretic
point of view the fundamental quantities

f(z) = F(Q)
2—C

for functions f € H(b) and boundary points ( € T. As we briefly explained
with Equation (1), such difference quotients characterize the membership in the
local Dirichlet space D¢, and can give much information about the membership in
more general Dirichlet spaces. In this chapter, there are original results that are
interesting on their own, and the analysis that is carried out is instrumental for
Chapter 3. In these results that we report, a special role is played by the spectrum:
given a bounded analytic function b with ||b]|g~ = 1, we define its spectrum as
the set
o(b) :={weD: b(w)=0yU{reT: lirzri)i/{lf |b(z)| < 1}.

We will discuss the set o(b) in much more detail in the preliminaries chapter.
In particular, we will show that, if A is an open arc that is contained in the

complement of the closure of the spectrum o(b) , i.e., A C T\ a(b)d, then the

function b extends analytically on A with || = 1 on A. For a boundary point
CeT\o(b) 1, the difference quotient operator
b f(z) = (¢
= D
ch(z) o — C ) z E )

is well-defined and bounded on H(b). In the following original result, we describe
the spectrum U(ng) and we give a lower estimate for the norm of Q’C’. We consider
the usual operator norm in the space B(H (b)) of bounded operators on H (b).

Theorem 1. Let b be a bounded analytic function on D with ||b||g~ = 1, and
¢eT\o(b) g Then, the spectrum of the operator Q’g is the set

o) = {2 ne s},
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Also, the following lower estimate holds:
1

. —=~cl : (2)
dist(¢,o(b) NT)

1Q2| () >

Notice that the inequality in (2) shows that it is actually necessary to consider
points outside of the closure of the spectrum of b, to have a bounded operator Qg.

Specializing to the case of inner functions, we provide another lower estimate
for the norm ||Q2’||B(H(b)). As we will see, the case of inner functions is easier,
because the norm of the associated model space coincides with the Hardy norm.
Moreover, the spectrum of an inner function is always closed.

Theorem 2. Let u be an inner function and ( € T \ o(u). Then,

(<]
2w (O

Q¢ Nl Br) =

The next results concern a special class of inner functions, the one-component
inner functions. As we will see, these special functions have certain properties that
allow for easier computations, in the context of difference quotients. The following
upper estimate for the norm holds.

Theorem 3. Let u be a one-component inner function, and let ¢ € T\o(u). Then,

1Q¢ (k. < Cul' (O, (3)
where C,, 1s a positive quantity not depending on (.

This beautiful match between one-component inner functions and the difference
quotient operator reaches its climax in the next theorem, where a characterization
of the property of being one-component is given in terms of the difference quotient
operator.

Theorem 4. Let u be an inner function. Then, u is a one-component inner
function if and only if there exists a positive constant C, such that for every ( €
T\ o(u) the inequality (3) holds and m(co(u)) = 0, where m denotes the normalized
Lebesgue measure on T.

In Chapter 3, as we mentioned before, we treat the topic of the different rela-
tions between H (b) spaces and D,, spaces. We report some important results and
recent contributions to this study, concerning when a de Branges—Rovnyak space
is also a Dirichlet space, and vice versa, with equality or equivalence of norms. As
we will further motivate, we are also interested in the possibility that a H (b) space
simply embeds into D,,, without necessarily a total identity of the sets.

Before we give more details about the content of this chapter, we have to tell
something more about the structure of the H (b) spaces. Basically, the theory splits
into two main categories, depending on whether the function b associated to the
H (b) space is an extreme point of the closed unit ball of H*. For functions b that
are extreme, the corresponding H (b) space cannot contain all polynomials, and in
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this case an embedding result H(b) — D, is the best that we can hope for. In
general, H(b) spaces associated to extreme functions b may be very “small”, even
finite-dimensional. We mention that inner functions are always extreme, hence this
is the case of the model spaces. On the other hand, when the function b is non-
extreme, the space H(b) contains all polynomials. In particular, the corresponding
H (b) space is infinite-dimensional, it is dense in H?, and we may have an equality
of sets H(b) = D,. When the function b is non-extreme, one can construct an
auxiliary function a that plays an important role in the study of the associated
H(b) space. We will say that a is the Pythagorean mate of b.

In Chapter 3, we study the embedding phenomenon in some special cases. We
give a sufficient condition for the embedding into local Dirichlet spaces.

Theorem 5. Let b be a bounded analytic function with ||b]|g~ = 1, and let { €
T\ o(b) ! Then, we have the embedding H(b) — D..

We also give a necessary condition for the embedding H (b) < D..

Theorem 6. Let b be a bounded analytic function with ||b]|g~ = 1, and let { €
TNo(b). Then, the de Branges—Rovnyak space H(b) does not embed into the local
Dirichlet space De.

In some special cases, these two conditions combined provide a complete char-
acterization of the embedding. For example, this is the case of the embedding of
model spaces into the local Dirichlet spaces, or any H(b) space that is associated
to a function b whose spectrum o(b) is closed. We also completely characterize the
embedding of a H(b) space associated to a non-extreme function into a D,, space,
where the associated measure g is a finite sum of Dirac deltas,

N
o= Zajécj, (4>
j=1

with positive weights a;; > 0.

Theorem 7. Let b be a non-extreme function in H*, a its Pythagorean mate, and
p an atomic measure as in (4). Then, we have the embedding H(b) — D, if and
only if the following conditions hold:

(i) There exists g € H> such that a has the form

({1

Jj=1

(i) {C1,- -y} Na(b) = 0.

We conclude the discussion of this embedding with a characterization of the
identity H(b) = D, completing a previous result in literature.
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Theorem 8. Let b be a non-extreme function in H°, a its Pythagorean mate, and
p an atomic measure as in (4). Then, we have the equality H(b) = D,, if and only
if the following conditions hold:

(1) There exists g € H*> with infp |g| > 0 such that a has the form

a= (H(Z - Cj)) g;

j=1

(it) {1, -, Cny No(b) = 0.

As previously indicated in the introduction, the last chapter diverges from
the main topic of the thesis. This final piece of work was carried out during a
visiting period at Université Laval, in Québec City (CA), under the supervision
of professor Javad Mashreghi. In Chapter 4, we deal with a specific question
about polynomial approximation schemes in Dirichlet spaces. Given the analytic
function f(z) = >_;_, axz" in an appropriate weighted Dirichlet space, we study
the generalized Cesaro means

@ = (") (T e

k=0

where « is a parameter in the interval [0,1]. We point out that, for a = 0, we
recover the n-th partial Taylor sum

n

(onf)(z) =Y a2t

k=0

while for &« = 1, we obtain the standard Cesaro mean

=3 (15 ) e

k=0

We investigate the convergence ot f — f as n — oo. To this end, it is enough to
study such convergence in the local Dirichlet space Dy, to recover analogous results
in more general weighted Dirichet spaces. In particular, we are interested in the
asymptotical behavior of the norm ||o¢||, as n — oo, and its dependence on the
parameter o € [0, 1]. In [41] it was proved that the approximation ||¢% f — f|p, — O
is valid if and only if a > % Hence, the value a« = 1/2 is a threshold point, and
that is why in the following we have different theorems about the behavior of ||c% ||,
with different flavors, corresponding to whether v > 1/2, o = 1/2, or a < 1/2.
The notation f(n) ~ g(n) means that

f(n)

lim —= = 1.



CONTENTS ix

Theorem 9. Let a < % Then
log | ~ Canz=,

where ( )1/2
I'l — 2«
Co:=T 1)———
(a+1) ['l—a)
is a finite positive constant.

Theorem 10. Let o« = L. Then

5.

1 1
loa || ~ 3 logl/2 n.

The result concerning the case o > % is more complicated, and we will not
discuss it in this introduction.
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Chapter 1

Preliminaries

1.1 Measures and Poisson kernels

We will be needing some basic yet fundamental results in measure theory. For
this part, we follow [30]. Standard references are [24, 52]. We will consider mainly
measures on the unit circle T, defined on the Borel o-algebra, that is, the smallest
o-algebra that contains all open arcs of T. A Borel measure on T is a countably
additive function that assigns to each Borel subset of T a complex number. We
denote M(T) the set of all such measures. An example of an element of M (T),
and perhaps the most important, is the Lebesgue measure m, normalized so that
m(T) = 1. We are mainly interested in the set of positive measures, denoted
M, (T), i.e. measures u such that u(E) > 0 for every Borel set E.

We distinguish between the notions of support and carrier for a positive mea-
sure p. Consider the union U of all the open sets O of T having measure pu(O) = 0.
Then, we define the support of p as the complement

supp(p) =T\ U

Equivalently, we can define the support of u as the set of points ( € T such that
every arc A containing ¢ has positive measure p(A) > 0. Notice that the support
is a closed subset of T. On the other hand, a carrier for p is any set F such that,
for every Borel set A C T,

n(A) = p(ANE).

We also say that p is carried by the set E.

In general, the support of a measure is unique while a carrier is not. Also,
the support is always a carrier, however a carrier need not be the support. For
example, taking the normalized Lebesgue measure m on T, its support is the whole
circle T, but if we remove any collection of finitely many points from T we would
get a carrier for m. Note also that, in fact, a carrier might not even be closed.

We have the following notion of derivative for elements of M (T).

Definition 1.1. For a measure p € M(T) we define the symmetric derivative

1
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Du(¢) at ¢ € T as the limit

Y (R ers)
Dule) == I e, en )

when this limit exists, where (e7%(, €() is the arc having extremes e ¢ and e%(,
for t > 0.

This notion is strongly related to the Radon-Nikodym decomposition of a mea-
sure. The notation p L m denotes that p is singular with respect to m, that is,

that the measures p and m are carried by two disjoint sets. The following result
holds.

Theorem 1.2. Let p € M(T). The following properties hold:

(1) Du(Q) exists for m-almost every ¢ € T and

d
Dy = o m — a.e.,
dm
where dp/dm is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of p with respect to m;
(i1) L m if and only if Du = 0 m-almost everywhere;

(111) If p is positive and pLlm, then Dy = oo p-almost everywhere. In particular,
p is carried by the set {¢ € T: Du(¢) = oo}

Proof. See Theorems 7.14 and 7.15 in [52]. O

We introduce the Poisson kernel. The function

1|z
P.(¢) = 7
’ |z —¢J?
is called the Poisson kernel. This function plays a crucial role in many areas of
mathematics, in particular in harmonic analysis on the unit circle T and in complex
analysis, due to his many properties. We report some of them.
A simple computation shows that

zeD, ¢eT,

Pz(():Re( ), zeD, (eT.

(—z
Hence, for fixed ¢ € T, the mapping z € D — P,({) € (0,+00) is a positive
harmonic function on D. A computation using the geometric series expression
Pa(Q) =) _r"\C", re(0,1), AeT,
nez

shows that
/ P(Q)dm() =1, zeD.
T
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Given a measure pu € M(T), its Poisson integral is

e
P:U’(Z) T T |Z . <|2 dﬂ((%

which is well-defined since the mapping T > ¢ — P,(() is continous for every z
in D. A crucial result that we will need is Fatou’s Theorem. The following is
Theorem 1.10 in [30].

Theorem 1.3 (Fatou). Let p € M(T) and A € T. If the symmetric derivative
Du(N) ezists, then
lim Pu(rA) = Du()N).

r—1-

Thus, Pu has a finite radial limit m-almost everywhere on T.

Poisson kernels are instrumental in representing harmonic functions. The fol-
lowing fundamental result by Herglotz is Theorem 1.18 in [30].

Theorem 1.4 (Herglotz). A function u on D is positive and harmonic if and
only if there exists a positive measure p € M (T) such that uw = Pu. Also, such
measure (L 1S unique.

In the last chapter, we will also see an analogous for a more general class of
functions, the super-harmonic functions.

Given a finite positive Borel measure p on the unit circle T, another function
associated to p that is important for this work is the potential

1
Vui Cozr /Emd/i()\) € [O,“‘OO]
Following [17], we list some properties of V,, that we will use in this work. We also

give a short proof.

Proposition 1.5. Let pu be a finite positive Borel measure on the unit circle T.
The following properties hold:

1. 'V, is lower-semicontinuous on C and continuous on C\ supp(u);

2. For z € C, it holds

W(T) ) W(T)
G < V) S i sup()®

3.V, =00 p-a.e. onT.

Proof. The first two properties are trivial. The last one follows from the following
claim: given e’ € T, if the symmetric derivative at e’ exists and Dpu(e™) > 0,
then V,(e") = +o0. Indeed, for t € (0,27), let I, be the arc

L={" a—-t<0<a+t}
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Since ¢ € I, for every t > 0, it holds

- 1 o 1 p(l)
Ve“"z/éd ey > — .
u( ) L |6w‘ . 626|2 :U’( ) |]t| |It|

Since the arc length |I;| is comparable with m(I;), and Du(e™) > 0, it follows that
V,.(€"*) = 400, as we claimed. Now, the proof follows from taking the Radon-
Nikodym decomposition of u, namely du = fdm + du,, with f € L'(m) and
isLm, and the properties of the symmetric derivatives of measures in Theorem
1.2. ]

1.2 Hardy spaces

In this section we introduce the Hardy spaces HP. These are arguably the most
important and most studied spaces of holomorphic functions in the unit disk. As
we will briefly explain, H? spaces correspond to an analytic version of the LP
spaces on the unit circle T, with respect to the Lebesgue measure. There exist
versions of Hardy spaces in other domains, for example in the upper half plane
{z € C: ¥(z) > 0}, and also in several complex variables. For the presentation of
this very classic topic, we follow [28] and [30]. See also [31].

For an analytic function f on the unit disk D and r € (0,1), we denote by f.
the function

fr(2) == frz), z € D.

The function f, is holomorphic on the closed disk ﬁd, and this allows us to give
the following definition.

Definition 1.6. For p € (0, 4+00], the Hardy space H? is the space of holomorphic
functions on D such that

[ fllze == sup || fo]lLr(r) < 00.
0<r<1

For p > 1, the space H? paired with the norm || - || g» is a Banach space and,
as per usual, the special case p = 2 provides a Hilbert space. For p € (0,1), the
function || - ||g» provides a seminorm that is not a norm, and the corresponding

HP spaces are quasi-Banach spaces. In this thesis, we will only deal with the case
p > 1, and we will be mainly interested in H? and H*. However, an application
of Holder’s inequality gives the containment property

H? C H? <= p2>q,

and thus we will present some properties of the space H', which contains all H?
spaces with p > 1. We point out that some of these properties that we discuss
for H' also hold for the quasi-Banach case p € (0,1), but we will not mention it
again.

The following result clarifies the connection with the L? spaces that was men-
tioned at the beginning of this chapter.
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Theorem 1.7. Let f € HP,1 < p < oo. Then the radial limit

fH(¢) = lim f(r() (1.1)

r—1-

exists for almost every ¢ € T, the boundary value function f* belongs to LP, and
it holds || f|lze = || f*||Le. Also, if f € H', then the Fourier coefficients of f* are

described by
1000 n>0
0, n < 0.

Finally, we have the Poisson and Cauchy integral representations,

10 = [ r©ano - pre). en (12
[ Q)
f6)= [ =g dm@),  zeD (1.3)

The last theorem gathers many important facts about Hardy spaces. First of
all, that H? is isometrically isomorphic to the (closed) subspace of L? consisting of
functions whose Fourier coefficients vanish on the negative integers. In particular,
the Taylor coefficients of f coincide with the Fourier coefficients of the boundary
function f*. In the Hilbert case p = 2, we can consider the orthogonal projection
P, : L? — H?% This map is called the Riesz projection, and it acts as

P, (Z f(n)C”) =Y fn)z",  fel’

nez n>0

The Riesz projection returns the “analytic part” of a Fourier series in L?. As we
will see later, the Riesz projection can also be expressed in terms of the Cauchy
integral.

We have an explicit formula to compute the Hardy norm, by means of the L
norm. In particular, for f,g € H?,

<f7 g>H2 = <f7 g>L2 = /Tfﬁdm

Also, Equations (1.2) and (1.3) tell us that the Poisson integral and the Cauchy
transform act as bridges between these two different realms. Finally, we remark
that the existence of the radial limit f(¢) in (1.1) can actually be improved to the
existence of a limit in a bigger, non-tangential, region. Given a point ( € T and
a > 1, we define the Stolz region as

La(¢) == {z € D: |z — | < a(1 - |2])}.

We say that f has non-tangential limit L at  provided that, for every a > 1, it
holds
lim  f(z) = L.

z—(,2€l(C)
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We denote this special non-tangential limit with

L = Zlim f(2).
z—(

It can be proved that a function f € H' has non-tangential limit at almost every
point in T. In what follows, with a standard abuse of notation, we will use the
same symbol f to denote both the function on D and its boundary values on T.

We recall the inner-outer factorisation for H? functions. To this end, we follow
Chapter 17 of [52] and Chapter 2 of [30]. We say that

1. an inner function is a function u € H* for which |u| =1 m-a.e. on T,

2. an outer function is an analytic function O on D of the form

O(z):exp{/qritjgo()\)dm(/\)}, 2 eD,

where ¢ is a real-valued L' function on T.

We are able to explicitly describe the structure of an inner function. They are
made up by two main factors: a Blaschke product and a singular inner function.
We recall that a sequence (a,,), C D satisfies the Blaschke condition if

[e.e]

> (1= ay]) < 0. (1.4)

n=1
A sequence that satisfies (1.4) is called a Blaschke sequence.

Theorem 1.8 (Blaschke, F. Riesz). If (a,), € D\ {0} is a Blaschke sequence,
then the infinite product

s a, Qp — 2
B(z) ::Ha_n\l—% , z€D,

I\

converges uniformly on compact subsets of D. Moreover, B is an inner function.
We call Blaschke product any function of the form

Qp Qp — 2
_ewNH|n Yn <~ 2z €D,

ap| 1 —a,2’

where (a,), C D\ {0} is a Blaschke sequence, N € N and 7 € R. Note that, by
construction, every Blaschke product has some zeros inside the disk: the zero set is
precisely {a,},. The second class of inner functions that we mentioned, however,
are distinguished by the property of being nowhere zero on D.

Theorem 1.9. Let 7 be a positive measure on T that is singular with respect to
the Lebesgue measure m. The function

S.(2) = exp{—/qrijsz(/\)}, 2eD,

1S inner.
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A function of the form €S, with v € R, is called a singular inner function.
Blaschke products and singular inner functions form the building blocks of all
non-constant inner functions.

Theorem 1.10 (Nevanlinna, F. Riesz). Let u be an inner function. Let
A:={zeD\{0}: u(z) =0} = (an)n,

counting multiplicity. Then, A is a Blaschke sequence and u can be written as the
product
u = zVB\S,,

where N is the multiplicity of the zero of u at z = 0, By s the Blaschke product
associated to zero set (a,), C D\ {0} and S; is a singular inner function. This
factorisation is unique up to a unimodular constant.

Now, we recall the inner-outer factorisation for H? functions.

Theorem 1.11. Let f € H? \ {0}, for 1 < p < oo. Then, log|f| € L'(T), the
outer function

A
O4(2) 1= exp {/ T2 Jog | F()| dm()\)}, 2eD,
T A— 2z
belongs to HP, and there exists an inner function uy such that

f = UfOf.

Notice that, in particular, if f € H? \ {0} is an outer function, then

f(z):exp{Aifz log|f()\)\dm()\)}, 2 eD. (1.5)

In other words, outer functions are entirely determined by the modulus of
their boundary values. This of course does not hold for inner functions, since by
definition every inner function u satisfies |u| =1 a.e. on T.

We conclude this part on the inner-outer factorisation with some concrete ex-
amples of outer functions. This simple class of functions will come up in Section
3.3. Using Equation (1.5), one can deduce the following characterization. For a
proof, see [30, Proposition 3.22].

Proposition 1.12. Suppose f € H?. Then f is outer if and only if

log |£(0)] = / log | £(A)] dm ().

It also holds the following sufficient condition. For a proof, see [30, Corollary
3.23].

Proposition 1.13. If f € H? satisfies Re(f) > 0 on D, then f is outer. In
particular, given any self-map of the unit disk p: D — D, the function ¢ + 1 is
outer.
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It follows that the binomial z — + is outer, for any v € C\ D. It is not relevant
for the thesis, but for v € D, the binomial z — « cannot be outer, for it vanishes
in 7. In this case, its inner-outer factorization is given by

Now that we have described the inner-outer factorisation, we can introduce two
special classes of functions.

Definition 1.14. The Nevanlinna class N is the set of all analytic functions on D
that can be written as the quotient of two bounded analytic functions,

h

N:= hleHoo hQGHOO\{O}}

The Smirnov class N is a special subset of N, where we ask that the denominator
is outer:

h
ha

The Smirnov class has the following important property.

N, = : hy € H™, hy € H®\ {0} outer }.

Theorem 1.15 (Smirnov maximum principle). If f € Ny and

/]f|2dm < 0,
T

then f € H?. If the boundary function f belongs to L™=, then f € H*>.

1.2.1 H?: kernels and shifts

A central fact in the theory of H? spaces is that the polynomials are dense in HP.
In particular, for p = 2, starting from the Taylor series f(z) = Y., ax2", one can
deduce the following formula:

27
1 =i o= [ 1) a9

—1 21

_ iko i —ijo
—lgrig/ (Zare ) (Zoajrje ]>d9
]:

Not only is the formula || f[|7,. = 3=,~ lax|* very beautiful and useful on its own,
but we can also apply it to show that the partial Taylor sums

Snf = i agz”
k=0
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converge to f in H?, as n — oco. One has

o0
If = Sl =D lax> — 0.
n—oo
k=n-+1

The same result does not hold for example in H!. One can use the Cesaro means to
produce an explicit example of approximation with polynomials in this space, but
the Taylor approximation scheme fails. We will say more about these polynomial
approximations in the last chapter. In the case p = 2, in analogy with the Fourier
basis in L?) the monomials {z"},>¢ form an orthonormal basis for H?.
For w € D, we introduce the Cauchy-Szego kernel
1

Cw(z)zl—wz’ z € D.

Due to the Cauchy integral formula (1.3), we have that

fy - [ S©

- Tl_zwdm<C):<f7cw>H27 f€H2'

This tells us that H? is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space.

Definition 1.16. Let H be a Hilbert space of functions on ID. We say that H is a
reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) if there exists a function k: D x D — C
such that for every w € D the function k(-,w) € H and it satisfies the reproducing
kernel formula

f(w):<f7k(7w)>H7 fGH

Equivalently, H is a RKHS if for every w € H the evaluation functional H >
f— f(w) € C is bounded.

Using the reproducing kernels ¢,,, we have the following expression for the Riesz
projection P, : L? — H?. For f € L?, we have that

Pof) = (eeadre = [ dm@). wep,

This is because, since P, f € H? and P, is an orthogonal projection,

P+f<w) = <P+f7 Cw>H2 = <f7 P+Cw>L2 = <f7 Cw>L2'

We introduce the (forward) shift operator S on the Hardy space H2. We follow
[30]. For f € H?, we define

Sf(z):=zf(2), z € D.

One can easily check that S is bounded on H?. More precisely, it is an isometry,
ie. [[Sfllaz = || fllg2- The forward shift S plays a crucial role in operator theory,
for it represents a prototype for non-unitary isometries. We would need an entire
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section to explain this last statement, and this topic is not really in the goals of
this thesis, so we will not add anything to this.

If we study the action of S on the Taylor coefficients, with the standard iden-
tification

f(z) = Zakzk € H? +— (ag,a1,ay,...,) € (%
k=0
then it is easy to see that S acts on £?
S: 0?3 (ag,a1,as,...,) (0,ag,ai,...,) € £
With this in mind, it is clear that
Ker(S) = {0},  Ran(S)={f € H*: f(0) =0} = zH>.

Given an Hilbert space H, we denote B(H ) the algebra of bounded linear operators

on H and | - ||z the operator norm, i.e.
[Allpan == sup || Az|a.
z€H,||z||g=1

We recall that, given an operator A € B(H), its resolvent p(A) is the set
p(A) :={\ € C: A\ — A is invertible in B(H)},
and its spectrum is the complement
ag(A) :=C\ p(A4).
Also, the point spectrum is the set
op(A) :={X € C: \[ — A is not injective}.

In other words, 0,(A) is the set of the eigenvalues of A, and clearly 0,(A) C o(A).
By Gelfand Theorem, the spectrum o(A) is a non-empty compact set. We recall
the spectral properties of the shift S. We recall that, to avoid ambiguity with the

. . . . —=cl
notation for the conjugation on C, we denote the closure of a set £ with E°.

Proposition 1.17. Let S be the (forward) shift operator on H?. Then:
o The spectrum o(S) is the closed disk ﬁd;

e The point spectrum o,(S) is the empty set.

We discuss the adjoint S*. Let f € H?. First, notice that the function
f(z) = f(0)

z

D>z cC

is analytic and in H?. We can write

S f(2) =(S"f.cx)u2 = (f,2c2)m2 = {f — f(0), z¢2) e,
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since in H? the set C is orthogonal to zH?2. Thus,
S*f(2) = (f = f(0),zc.) 2

_ /T (F(O) = £(0)) Cex(C) dm(C)

- [ ane)
)~ )

z

z
The operator S* is called the backward shift operator. Notice that S* acts on the
Taylor coefficient as

S*: 629 (ao,al,ag,...,) »—>(a1,a2,a3...,) 662.

In particular, it is clear that Ker(S*) = C and Ran(S*) = H?. We introduce the
following notation for a special class of operators. Given two points in a Hilbert
space, z,y € H \ {0}, we define x ® y as the rank-one operator

rRy: H — H

ho—s (b (1.6)

Notice that Ran(z ® y) = Cu.
The operators S and S* satisfy the relations S*S = I and

SS* :]—C()@CQ,
where ¢y ® cq is the rank-one operator given by

(co®co)f = (f,co)m2 co = f(0), feH?,
for the Cauchy-Szego kernel ¢ is identically 1. Concerning the spectrum of S*, it

follows from Proposition 1.17 that o(S*) is the closed disk D However, unlike
the forward shift S, in this case we have that the point spectrum o,(S*) is the
open disk D. In particular, it is not hard to show that

S*Cw = Wey,, w € D.

We conclude this section discussing the shift-invariant subspaces of H2. Notice
that the multiplication operator with an inner function u

T,: H*> f — uf € H?

is an isometry on H?, due to the fact that |u| = 1 a.e. on T. The shift S is a
special case of this class of operators, for S = T,. In particular, the subspace
uH? is always closed in H?, whenever u is inner. It is easy to check that uH? is
a shift-invariant subspace of H? i.e. S(uH?) C uH?. Surprisingly, these simple
spaces ©H? turn out to be exactly all the closed S-invariant subspaces of H?2.

Theorem 1.18 (Beurling). Let M be a non-zero closed shift-invariant subspace
of H?. Then, there exists an inner function u such that M = uwH?. Also, the
function u is unique up to unimodular constant.

We will devote an entire section to the closed S*-invariant subspaces of H?,
the so-called model spaces.



12 CHAPTER 1. PRELIMINARIES

1.2.2 H®: spectrum and Corona theorem

Given a function b € H* with ||b||g~ < 1, we are interested in characterising the
open arcs A C T for which b has an analytic extension across A with the property
that |b| = 1 on A. We introduce the notation

H® = {be H™: [|b] g~ < 1}.

To extend analytically our functions, we appeal to the Schwarz reflection principle,
see for example [52, Theorem 11.14]. We recall the result for the unit disk.

Theorem 1.19. /28, Theorem 4.21] Let A be an open subarc of T and f an
analytic function on D. Suppose that

lim Im(f(2,)) =0

n

for every sequence (z,), in D converging to a point in A. Then, f can be analyti-
cally extended through A.

We will use the following corollary, for which we could not provide any specific
reference. We also give a short proof.

Corollary 1.20. Let A be an open subarc of T and f an analytic function on D.
Suppose that

lim | f(z)] = 1

for every sequence (z,), in D converging to a point in A. Then, f can be analyti-
cally extended through A.

Proof. Let ( € A. By assumption,
lim [f(z)| =1,

z€D,z—(¢

and we can select an open disk D¢ > ¢ such that f never vanishes on D NID. The
function ¢ :=¢log f is well defined and analytic on D N'D. Also,

Im (g(2)) = Re(log f(2)) =log|f(2)],  2€ DcND,

thus by Theorem 1.19 the function g can be analytically extended across the arc
D: N A. Let G be this analytic extension. The function

F :=exp (—iG)
is an analytic extension for f across D¢ N A, and we conclude the proof. O

We introduce the notion of spectrum of a bounded analytic function. This is
one of the central definitions for this work.

Definition 1.21. For a bounded analytic function b on D with [|b||g=~ = 1, we
define its spectrum as the set

o(b) :={weD: b(w)=0yU{reT: liirii){lf |b(z)| < 1}.
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We point out that in literature there exist different definitions for the spectrum
o(b). For example, in [28], the spectrum of b introduced in section 5.2 is always a

closed set, and it corresponds to the closure md according to our definition. In
this work we follow [8], where the boundary spectrum introduced in Section 5 is
not necessarily closed.

Later in this work it will be more apparent why this set is called spectrum,
and why it contains some points in the inside of the unit disk, even though we are

introducing it in the context of boundary regularity. The following proposition
holds.

Proposition 1.22. Let b € H*® with ||b||g~ = 1 and A be an open arc in T.
Then, b has an analytic extension across A with [b] =1 on A if and only if

ACT\a(B)".

——cl
In particular, the boundary part o(b) NT is the smallest closed subset of T having
the property that b admits an analytic extension on every open arc A contained in

T\ o(0)" with [ =1 on A.
Proof. On the one hand, if A C T\ a_b)d, then
liminf |b(2)] > 1, ¢ eA.

z€D,z—(¢

Since ||b||g~ = 1, it follows that
limsup |b(2)| < liminf |b(z)], ¢eA.

2€D,z—( z€D,z—(
This shows that [b] = 1 on A, and therefore by Corollary 1.20 the function b
admits an analytic extension through A. On the other hand, assume that b has an
analytic extension across A with [b| = 1 on A. By contradiction, if ¢ € ANo(b) ,
then there would exist a sequence ((,), in T converging to ¢ and such that
liminf [b(2)| < 1, n € N.
z—(,

n

Since ¢ € A, there exists N € N such that for any n > N we have (,, € A. But then
b is analytic on each (, with |b((,)| = 1, which is a contradiction. This shows that

necessarily A C T\@d. The last part of the statement is a trivial consequence:
let E' be a closed subset ot T such that b admits an analytic extension on every
open arc A contained in T\ E with [b| = 1 on A. Being E closed, we can write
its complement as a union of open arcs,
T\E=|]JA,.
neN
Since every A, is contained in T \ E, b admits an analytic extension across A,

—=C

with |b] = 1 on A,,. This shows that A, C T\ o(b) , whence
T\E=|JA,CT\o(d)",

neN

proving that (b)Cl NTC E. O
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The last proposition shows that the closure (b)C is the right set to consider if
we want to study when b admits analytic extensions across an arc A of the unit
circle, with |b| = 1 on A. For some finer results which will be discussed later, it is

important for us to distinguish between o (b) and its closure o(b) .

Now, we move on to describe more explicitly the spectrum. In order to do so,
we appeal to the inner-outer factorisation. In the case of inner functions, we have
the following explicit description of the spectrum, in terms of the Blaschke factor
and the singular inner part. We use the convention that, if z = 0 is a zero for
the function u, then the corresponding Blaschke factor is z*, where k € N is the
multiplicity of the zero of u at z = 0.

Theorem 1.23. Let u = BxS, be an inner function, where By is the Blaschke
product associated to the zero set A = {an}n of u and S; is the singular inner
function associated to the singular measure 7. Then,

o(u) = {w € D™ liminf [u(z)] = 0} = {anTu" U supp(r).
Z—W

In particular, o(u) is closed.

Parts of the following proof are taken from Chapter 7 of [30]. We point out that
the definition of spectrum of an inner function in [30], which is Definition 7.17, at
first glance does not coincide with ours. The goal of Theorem 1.23 is precisely to
show that there is no ambiguity, for the two definitions are equivalent.

Proof of Theorem 1.23. The set equality
{weD": liminf [u(z)| = 0} = Tantn U supp(r)
is proved in Proposition 7.19 in [30]. That
{weD": lim inf [u(z)| = 0} € o(u)
follows trivially from Definition 1.21 of the spectrum. To conclude, we show that

o(u) C {an}nCl U supp(7).

In Theorem 7.18 of [30], the authors show that u admits an analytic extension
with |u| =1 across any open arc contained in the set

T\ (Tanta” Usupp(r) ).

Therefore, by Proposition 1.22, we have that

olu)yNT C (Wd U supp(7)> NT.

Again by definition, the part of o(u) that is inside of D is precisely the zero set of
u, in symbols o(u) ND = {a,},. This shows that

o(1) € {an}n" Usupp(r),

concluding the proof. m
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For a bounded outer function F', we have the following interpretation of the
spectrum o(F), in terms of the measure log |F|dm. Although this result is well-
known, we are not able to provide any reference for this specific formulation.

Proposition 1.24. Let F' be an outer function with |F| g~ = 1. Then,
——d
o(F) = supp(—log |F|dm). (1.7)

Proof. First of all, notice that

o(F)" ={C €T lipinf [F()] < 1},

since F' does not vanish on D. Let ¢ € supp(—log |F|dm). By the definition of
support of a positive measure, for every open neighbourhood U C T containing (,
we have that

—/log]F|dm>0.
U

Let us consider
A(Ge)={z€T: |z—(| <e}.

Notice that for every n € N there exists ¢, € A((, %) such that

liminf |F(z)] < 1.

z€D,z—(n

Otherwise, we would have |F| = 1 on some arc A((, ), which gives the contra-
diction

_/ g [F(V)|dm(3) = 0.
A(C

7ﬁ)
We have constructed the sequence ((,), in o(F) converging to ¢, proving that

¢ € U(F)d. On the other hand, we consider ¢ € T \ supp(—log|F|dm). Let
A C T be an open arc containing ¢ such that

/10g|F|dm:0.
A

Since F' is an outer function, for every z € D we have that
il il
P = e ([ =5 0B F() | dm()

— exp ( /T . |1Z —K’I? log |F (V)] dm()\)).

This proves that F' can be analytically extended across A, and that |F| =1 on A.
By Proposition 1.22; this means that

1

ACT\o(F),

and in particular that ¢ ¢ J(F)Cl, concluding the proof. O
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For an analytic function b with ||b||g~ = 1, we have the following description

of o(b)" in terms of its inner-outer factorisation.

Theorem 1.25. Given b in H*® with ||b||g~ = 1, let b = b;b, be its inner-outer
factorisation. Then,

o(b) = oa(b;) U supp (—log|b,| dm) .
Proof. By Theorem 1.23,
o(b;) ={we D" hﬁ&{ﬁlf b;(2)| = 0} C a(b).
Also, by Proposition 1.24, since b, € H*>® with ||b,||c = 1,

supp(—log b| dm) = {C € T+ Tminf b,(=)] < 1 o,

for
liminf |b(2)| < lim iglf |bo(2)], ¢eT.
2z

z—(

To show the reverse inequality, we note that if

¢ e T\ (o(b) Usupp (— log b dm) ),

then both b; and b, have an analytic extension to an open arc A containing (, with
|b;| = |bo| =1 on A. In particular, the same holds for the product b = b;b,, and
then by Proposition 1.22

ACT\o(b).
This shows that ¢ ¢ a(b)d, concluding the proof. O

We conclude this section with a discussion on the Corona theorem. This was
proved in 1962 by Carleson [13]. This is a very profound result, concerning the
structure of the maximal ideals in the Banach algebra H*°. However, for the goals
of this thesis, we are only interested in the following statement, that is also very
important on its own.

Theorem 1.26 (Corona Theorem). Let n € N and f1,..., f, € H®. Then, the
two following conditions are equivalent.

(i) There exists 6 > 0 such that
STIf(2) =6, zeD
k=1

(1) There exist functions g1, ..., g, € H* such that

S fla(z) =1,  zeD.
k=1
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1.3 Spaces of analytic functions

In the following chapters of this thesis, we will discuss several spaces of analytic
functions on the unit disk. In this section, we gather the preliminary and central
facts that are important to us for our goals. We split this discussion in three
different parts, corresponding to three different subsections. First, we introduce
the de Branges—Rovnyak spaces H(b), then we focus on a special class, the so-
called model spaces K, and finally we define the harmonically weighted Dirichlet
spaces D,,.

1.3.1 H(b) spaces

We define the de Branges—Rovnyak spaces H(b). These spaces were originally
introduced by Louis de Branges and James Rovnyak in 1966 as a generalization
of the orthogonal complement of the range of multiplication by b on H?, see [18].
Ever since, this class of spaces has been of great interest because of the role that
they play in operator theory. We will see some examples of their importance, and
we will briefly present some aspects of their beautiful structure.

There are several equivalent definitions for the de Branges-Rovnyak spaces
H(b). In this work, we follow the approach of [28] and [29]. See also [54].

We start in a rather abstract setting. Given a Hilbert space H, let A € B(H)
be a bounded linear operator on H. We can give a Hilbert space structure to the
range of A, Ran(A), regardless if it is closed in the topology of H. We call M(A)
the pair (Ran(A), (-, -)aa)), where

<A3§', Ay>M(A) = <P(KerA)ix> P(KerA)Ly>H7 T,y € H.

Here, Pgera)r denotes the orthogonal projection on (KerA)*, and the symbol L
denotes the orthogonal complement. Notice that the definition of the inner product
is well-given, because if x1, 2o € H satisfy Ary = Axg, then x1 — 29 € KerA and
therefore Pkerayt 1 = PgerayL To. Also, if either z or y belongs to (KerA)*, then

(Az, Ay)wa) = (2, 9) - (1.8)

Finally, it is not hard to check that M(A) is a Hilbert space. We move on to
the so-called complementary spaces H(A), that will be our de Branges—Rovnyak
spaces. We consider a contraction A € B(H), i.e.

[Az|la < [zfla, v e H.

Notice that it holds AA* < I, meaning that the operator I — AA* is positive.
1

Thus, its square root (I — AA*)z is a well-defined positive operator. We define

H(A) as the range space

H(A) == M((I — AA%)?).

Notice that both I — AA* and (I — AA*)2 are self-adjoint. For more information
on the construction of the square root of a positive operator, see [28, Ch. 7]. The
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condition that A is a contraction is equivalent to [|Allsmy < 1. If ||Alls@m) < 1,
then we have the set equality H(A) = H. This is because

H(A) = Ran(I — AA")? = (Ker(I = AA")?)",

and
Ker(I — AA*)2 C Ker(I — AA*) = {0}.
That Ker(I — AA*) = {0} follows from the following fact. If x € Ker(/ — AA*),

then
2]l = [[AA 2| i < Al Z |l e

If  # 0, we would have the contradiction ||z||g < ||z||z. It can also be shown
that, in the case with ||Al|g) < 1, the H(A)-norm is equivalent to the H-norm,

being that (I — AA*)% is bounded, invertible and positive, thus also bounded from
below.

Another equivalent definition for H(A), the complementary space for the range
M(A), follows from the next theorem (that is Corollary 16.27 in [29]). This was
actually the original construction of H(A), done by de Branges and Rovnyak in
1966 [18].

Theorem 1.27. Let A € B(H) be a contraction and let x € H. Then, the
following are equivalent:

e z € H(A);

o sup,ercn) (14 yl = By ) < oo

Moreover, for such an element, we have

)7y = sup ([l + yllE = lwllea) -
yeEM(A)

This theorem is due to Sarason, who originally showed that the spaces H(A)
defined by de Branges and Rovnyak coincide with the range of the operator (I —
AA*)2. See [54].

Notice that, if A is a contraction, then the adjoint A* is also a contraction.
There is a relation between the space H(A) and the space H(A*), that gives us an
important inequality for the norm.

Proposition 1.28. Let A be a contractive operator on a Hilbert space H, and let
x € H. Then, v € H(A) if and only if A*x € H(A*). Moreover, in this case,

17y = 1A @[ ae) + Nl

In particular,

lzlle < llellmeay, @€ H(A). (1.9)
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We are ready to define the de Branges-Rovnyak spaces. We recall the notation
H7?® for the closed unit ball in H*°. Given b € H{°, we introduce the multiplication
operator

T,: H*> f s bf € H*.

Since ||b|| g~ < 1, the operator T} is a contraction, for

T f 112 = /T [bf 12 dm < ([l 172 < [1f 1o
We define the de Branges—Rovnyak space H(b) as the complementary space
H(b) := H(T,) = M((I - T,T;)?).

If ||b]| zr= < 1, then the space H(b) is just a renormed version of H?. In some parts
of this thesis, we will make the non-restricting assumption that ||b|| g = 1.

We have introduced a class of Hilbert spaces that are contained in H?, but are
not necessarily closed in H?. We will discuss their closure in the H? norm in Section
1.3.2. This definition is rather mysterious, and we have no concrete examples of
elements in an H(b) space, nor much information on the norm || - || 4. Equation
(1.9) gives us

1l < I flwey.  f € H) (1.10)

Using the characterization in Theorem 1.27, we can show that H(b) spaces are
all invariant under the action of the backward shift S*. In fact, this is one of the
central properties of these spaces.

Theorem 1.29. Let b€ H®°. If f € H(b), then S*f € H(b) and

15" Fllawy < [1flmcey-

In particular, the operator
(1.11)

1s bounded.

Proof. We fix f € H(b) and we show that S*f € H(b). In light of Theorem 1.27,
it suffices to show that

sup (1S f + gllze = l9l3ecr,)) < oo
gEM(Ty)

Notice that the operator T} is injective, therefore for every g € M(T;,) = bH? there
exists a unique h € H? such that g = bh, and it holds ||g||n,) = ||h[ 2. Since
the (forward) shift operator S is an isometry on H?, one can check that it is well-
defined and isometric also on M(T;). Also, recall that the range Ran(S) = zH? is
orthogonal in H? to C. It follows that, for g € M(T}),

1S + gllz = 1SS"f + Sgllz> = 1SS f + Sg + F ()32 — [F(O).
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From the identity SS5* = I — ¢y ® ¢, we have that
15* f 4 gll7r: = gl3eeryy = 11 + Sgllie = 1£0)1* = lgl3ecr,)
= [l +SgllE: — 159]5er,) — [FO)F.

In particular, by Theorem 1.27, for every g € M(T})

15*f + gll3z = ll9l3em,) < _Sup (ILf + Gllze = G eezyy) — 1 (O)?
€

(T)

= ”f”?f(b) —£(0)* < 0.

In particular, S*f € H(b) and

1S fllEw) = 53‘1/[1(%) (1S*f + gl = l9leryy) < N Wy = 1F O < 1 7wy
ge b

]

For concrete examples of functions in H(b), we discuss its reproducing kernel
Hilbert space structure. We recall that

Cw(Z) = Z,U)E]D),

is the reproducing kernel of H2. Notice that, for b € H®,

(Ty) cw(2) = (Cw, bCs) gz = b(w)c,(w) = b(w)ey,(2), z € D. (1.12)

Theorem 1.30. Let b € H*. Then, H(b) is a RKHS with kernel given by the
function

1 —b(w)b
Kb (2) = | (w_) (Z), z,w € D.
— Wz
Also, it holds
1 — [b(w)?

Proof. First of all, by (1.12) it holds

(I = T )eu(z) = (1= b(=)0@))eu(z), = €D,

so that ) 1
kb= —TTy):(I - T,Ty)2c, € H(b), weD.

Now, we show that the reproducing formula holds. By definition, given f € H(b),
there exists g € H? such that

f=0-TT))%g.
Also, since (I — TbTb*)% is self-adjoint,

(Ker(I — TyT;)?)" = Ran(I — T,Ty)>.
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By the reproducing formula for H? and (1.8), for f € H(b) it holds

f(w) = ([, cw)n

=(g,(I - TbTb)QCw>H

= ((I - TTy)29, (I — LT} )ew) ey
=(/, ) H(b)

Finally, for w € D,

1 — |b(w)|*

b b b _ b _
Iy = (K Ko = Kow) =

w) W

concluding the proof. m

It is easy to check that the kernels k% span a dense subset of H(b): if f € H(b)
is orthogonal to every kernel k2 then

f(w) = <f7kz;>H(b) :()7 U}GD,
so that f = 0. Following the abstract construction of a reproducing kernel Hilbert

space of Aronszjan [4], one could equivalently define the H(b) space as the RKHS
having for kernel the function

K (z,w) = ——2"2 z,w € D.

In this case, the space H(b) is defined as the closure of the linear span of the
reproducing kernels,

span({kP(-,w): w € ]D)})d,

with respect to a suitable norm so that the reproducing kernel property is satisfied.

An interesting feature of the H(b) spaces is that, not only do we have repro-
ducing kernels for points w € D, but we also have kernels for some special points
¢ € T. We recall the following definition. Given a function b € H7° and a point
¢ € T, we say that b has angular derivative in the sense of Carathéodory (ADC)
at ¢ if the boundary value b(¢) exists and has modulus 1, and the derivative ¥
admits non-tangential limit &'(¢) at . For more details on this definition, see for
example [30, Section 2.5]. The following is Theorem 21.1 in [29].

Theorem 1.31. Let b be an analytic function on D with ||b||ge~ < 1 and let € T.

Put ;
¢ := liminf M
==¢ 12

The following are equivalent:

(1) ¢ < oo;
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(i1) There exists X € T such that the function

Dsz— b(z)——)\
z=C
belongs to H(b);
(11i) Every function f in H(b) admits non-tangential limit at (;
(iv) The function b has ADC at (.

Moreover, under the preceding equivalent conditions, the following results hold:

(a) X\ =0(C) and for every f € H(b) one has f(C) = (f, k) u(w), where

i) = 12 < oy
(b) We have
1—1b NS
.o 4%1_'—‘(;‘)' — K2l = 1B(O)] = BOCH () > 0

(¢) We have the convergence

/1 b 1.b)2 —0.
wlglcukw kelag =0

The function ké’ is called boundary kernel at the point ¢ € T. The previous
theorem says that, roughly speaking, boundary regularity of the function b trans-
lates to boundary properties for the elements of H(b). We see another result in
this direction, that concerns analyticity. The spectrum o(b), introduced in Section
1.2.2.; and the operator X, introduced in Section 1.3.1, come into the picture.

Theorem 1.32. Let A be an open arc of T. The following are equivalent:
(1) Each function f € H(b) has an analytic continuation across A;
(11) b has an analytic continuation across A and |b| =1 on A;
(111) A is contained in the resolvent of X, i.e. A C T\ o(X});
——

(iv) A is disjoint from the closure of the spectrum of b, i.e. A CT\ o(b) .

Proof. The equivalence of the first three statements follows from Theorem 20.13
of [29]. The equivalence of (i) and (iv) follows from Proposition 1.22. O
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Notice that, as a Corollary of Theorem 1.32, we have that
TNo@) =TNo(X}).

This relation between the spectrum o(b) and the spectrum of the operator X will
be discussed in greater detail.

In Theorem 1.29, we showed that all H(b) spaces are invariant under the back-
ward shift operator S*, and its restriction X, is a bounded operator on H ().
However, the same does not hold for the forward shift S: not all H(b) spaces are
S-invariant. To discuss this matter, we introduce an important notion that allows
to categorize H(b) spaces into two main groups: this is the notion of extremality.
We follow [28, Chapter 6]. Given a normed vector space X and two distinct points
x,y € X, we define the interval [z,y] as the set of all convex combinations

[z,y] == {te + (1 —t)y: t € [0,1]}.

We recall that a set B C X is convex if, for each pair of distinct points z,y € B,
the interval [z, y] is entirely contained in B. Given a convex set B C X and p € B,
we say that p is an extreme point for B if it is not in the interior of any interval
contained in B. Equivalently, a point p € B is an extreme point for B if and only
if the set B\ {p} is convex.

There is a very practical characterization for the property of extremality in the
context that interests us: b € H7° is an extreme point of H7° if and only if

/log(l —10]) dm = —o0.
T

For a proof, see [28, Theorem 6.7]. Notice that, in particular, every inner function
u is an extreme point of H°, for |u| = 1 a.e. on T. Also, notice that the property
of being non-extreme forces a condition on the size of the spectrum o(b). This is
because, if ¢ ¢ o(b), then liminf, ,; |b(z)| > 1. Since ||b]| g < 1, this implies that
the limit lim, . |b(2)| exists and it is equal to 1. In particular, the complement
T\ o (b) has to have Lebesgue measure m(T\ o (b)) = 0, otherwise, by monotonicity,
since log(1 — |b]) <0,

/Tlog(l b)) dm < / log(1 — |b]) dm = —oo.

T\o(b)

This means that the spectrum o(b) has full measure, and in particular the closure

is %Cl = T. Theorem 1.32 tells us that, given any open arc A C T, then for
every non-extreme symbol b there exists a function in H(b) that does not have
analytic continuation across A.

If the function b is non-extreme, i.e. log(l — |b]) € L', then there exists an
unique outer function a whose modulus on T is a.e. (1— [b|2)2 and a(0) > 0. This
function is defined by

) = e ([ 52 0g1 - o) am(0). e,
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and it is called the Pythagorean mate of b. The name comes from the following
relation that the pair (b, a) satisfies:

b2+ |a* =1 a.e. on T.

This function a plays a pivotal role for the structure of H(b). We refer to [29, Ch.
23-24] for more details.

The structure of H(b) heavily depends on whether the function b is an extreme
point for H{® or not. Informally, the H(b) spaces associated to a non-extreme
function b are “bigger” than the ones associated to an extreme function, and
they are more similar to the Hardy space H2. We list some important features
of the structure of H(b) spaces with a non-extreme symbol b. We always have
that b € H(b). The space H(b) contains all (analytic) polynomials, and the set
of polynomials is dense in H(b). For every f € H(b), we have that Sf € H(b),
where S denotes the (forward) shift operator. Also, S defines a bounded operator
on H(b). We denote Y} the restriction of S to H(b), and we recall that X, denotes
the restriction of S*. We have that Y, and X, are not one the adjoint of the
other. There is a rank-one operator that ruins this analogy with the H? case. The
following relations hold:

Yy =X; +b® S, Yy =X,+Sb®b.

In this work, it is more important to us the adjoint operator X, rather than the
restricted shift Y;. In Chapter 2, X will be used to define the difference quotient
operator, that will be crucial in Chapter 3. The following spectral properties hold,
in the non-extreme case: 0,(X;) =D, 0,(X;) =0, and o(X,) = 0(X}) = D°. For
proofs, we refer to [29, Section 24.3]. Notice the analogy between the spectra of
the operator X3, and the spectra of the operator S* on H?, that was previously
discussed. We conclude this part with an important result that characterizes the
property of being non-extreme in terms of the associated H(b) space.

Theorem 1.33. Let b € H°. Then, the following are equivalent.
(i) b is a non-extreme point of H®;
(i) b€ H(b);
(111) H(b) is invariant under the forward shift operator S;
(iv) H(b) contains all the (analytic) polynomials.
Proof. See Corollary 25.5 and Corollary 25.10 in [29]. O

Now, we treat the H(b) spaces with symbol b extreme. In this case, it is no
longer necessary that o(b) is dense in T, although it still might occur. In light of
Theorem 1.32, we can expect boundary regularity on larger subsets of T from both
b and the elements of H(b). This has also consequences on the spectrum of X,. A
very important example of extreme functions of H7° are inner functions, and the
corresponding class of H(b) spaces will be discussed in detail in the next section.
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By Theorem 1.33, we know that b ¢ H(b), H(b) does not contain all polynomials
and it is not invariant under the shift S. We have the following description of the
spectrum of X}, when the function b is extreme.

Theorem 1.34. Let b be an extreme function in H{°. Then the spectrum of the
operator X coincides with the closure of the spectrum of b,

In particular,
0p,(X;) =0(X;)ND = {w € D: b(w) = 0}.

Proof. This follows from combining Corollary 26.3 of [29], for the part of o(X})
that is inside D, and Theorem 1.32 for the part of o(X}) that is on the boundary
T. O

In the case of b inner, this celebrated result is due to Livsic-Moller [37, 43].
Note that a similar result holds for X;: we have that

o(X,) = {w e D" W € o(b)},
and
0,(Xp) = 0(X;,) ND = {w € D: b(w) = 0}.

We conclude this section showing a class of functions b that will appear in many
examples in Chapter 3. For these special functions b, much can be said about the
structure of the associated H(b) space. For reference, see [25].

Proposition 1.35. Let u be an inner function. Then, the function

 1+u(z)
=

b(z) :

zeD,

s a non-extreme element of HY°. Its Pythagorean mate a satisfies

in 1 —u(2)

a(z) =e 5

z €D,

where v € R.

Proof. Since wu is inner, we have that ||b||gz=~ < 1. Now we show that b is non-
extreme. For every z € D it holds that

1+ u(2)* + 11— u(z)]* =2(1 + Ju(2)[).

In particular, the following equality holds m—a.e. on T:

1—ul?

2

b2+ \
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By proposition 1.13, the function 1 — u is outer, and therefore by 1.12 we have

that
/log(l — [6*) dm = /log
T T

:2/log]1—u|dm—2log2
T

= 2log |1 — u(0)| — 2log 2.

2

1 —
Y dm

This shows that b is non-extreme. Also, the function a := (1 — u)/2 is outer and
it satisfies |b|> + |a|> = 1 a.e. on T. Therefore, the Pythagorean mate a of b is
obtained through a suitable rotation

1 —
a(z) = e”%, z €D,

with v € R chosen in a way that a(0) > 0. O

1.3.2 Model spaces

In this subsection, we are interested in the de Branges-Rovnyak spaces that are
actually closed in H?, and that inherit the Hilbert space structure from H?, with

|- l#@y = || - |m2- The following result, that is Lemma 16.14 in [29], gives us a
characterization for the complementary spaces H(A) that are closed in H with
| - llezcay = || - |lz- We say that an operator A is a partial isometry if

|Az||g = ||z||u, r € (KerA)™ .

Proposition 1.36. Let A € B(H) be a contraction. Then, H(A) is a closed
subspace of H and ||z||gay = ||@||a, for each x € H(A), if and only if A is a
partial isometry. In this case, the set identity H(A) = Ran(I — AA*) holds.

In our context, Proposition 1.36 says that the space H(b) is closed in H?, with
| - law)y = | - [l@2, if and only if the operator T; is a partial isometry. In light
of Theorem 12.18 in [28], this happens if and only if the function b is inner. The
special class of H(b) spaces with b inner are called model spaces. It is common to
denote the inner function with the letter u, and the corresponding model space
with K.

Being K, closed in H?, there exists P,: H> — K,, the orthogonal projection
onto K,. We can express P, in terms of the reproducing kernels k*: for f € H?,
it holds

Puf(w) = (Puf, ky)mz = (f, Puky) iz = (f k) e
We can also express P, in terms of the Riesz projection P, : L? — H?, and this
will have important consequences for us. This is taken from Proposition 5.14 in
[30]. We write the (short) proof for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 1.37. Let f € H%. Then,
P.f = f —uPy(af). (1.13)
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Proof. We recall that k" = (1 — u(w)u)c,, where

1
cw(z)zl_wz, zeD,

is the reproducing kernel of H2. We have that

wf (W) = (f, k) i

£ (1= u(w)u)ey) g2

= (f, cw) 2 — w(w)(f, ucw) u2
= f(w) — uw(w)(@f, cw)r

= f(w) —uw(w)Py(uf)(w). O

We remark that it follows directly from (1.13) that P, = I — T,,7%. This is
coherent with the general result contained in Proposition 1.36: when the operator
A is a partial isometry, then H(A) = Ran(/ — AA*).

Thanks to this expression for the orthogonal projection P,, we obtain the
following description for the model space K.

{f;
=

Theorem 1.38. Let u be an inner function. Then, K, is the orthogonal comple-
ment of the space uH?,
K,=H*ouH”

Proof. On the one hand, we show that every function f in K, is orthogonal to
uH?. We start with the reproducing kernel f = k“. For g € H?, it holds

(ug, ki) 2 = (ug, (1 = u(w)u)cy) 2

= <Ug, Cw>H2 - U(U)) <Ug, ucw>H2
Being that |u| =1 a.e. on T,
(ug, k)2 = u(w)g(w) — u(w)(g, w2 = 0.

In particular, the orthogonal complement H? © uH? contains every finite linear
combination of kernels £, and therefore its closure as well. This means that

H? S uH? D span({k*: w € D}) = K,

On the other hand, we show that every function f € H? © uH? belongs to K,.
Notice that

PJr(ﬂf)(w) = <ﬂf7 Cw)L2 = <f7 UCw>H2 = 0.
It follows from Proposition 1.37 that

f:PufeKua

concluding the proof. m
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Thanks to this expression for K, it follows from Beurling’s theorem 1.18 that
the model spaces are exactly all the closed S*-invariant subspaces of H?. In liter-
ature, it is more common to find the model spaces introduced in this way, as the
orthogonal complement H? © uH?, with u inner. For a treatise on model spaces,
see for example [30, 46].

We can characterize the membership in model spaces in terms of the boundary
values.

Proposition 1.39. For an inner function u, the model space K, is the set of all
f € H? such that f = uzg a.e. on T for some g € H?. In other words,

K, = H?NuzH?2.

Proof. We have that f € K, if and only if (f,uh);2 = 0 for every h € H%. This is
equivalent to saying that uf belongs to the orthogonal complement of H 2in L2,
which is exactly zH2. Thus, f € K, if and only if @f € zH2. This concludes the
proof, for |u| =1 a.e. on T. O

This characterization allows to define a special conjugation operator on K,
defined in terms of the boundary function:

c: K, — K,

;o T (1.14)

C is a conjugation, i.e. conjugate linear, involutive (C? = I), and isometric.

As we saw in the previous subsection, being that inner functions are a special
class of extreme functions of H7°, the model spaces K, are not S-invariant. Thanks
to the orthogonal projection P,, we have a substitute for this important operator.
We define the compressed (forward) shift on K, as S, := P,S. It is easy to check
that S, is well-defined and bounded on K,. In fact,

[Sufllz = 1PSFll> < W fllmz f € K
This compressed shift plays a very important role in our analysis.

Proposition 1.40. Let u be an inner function. Then, X} = S,.
Proof. Let f,g € K,. Then,

(Xof, 9z = (f,5"9) >
Sf,9)ue

Sf, Pug) e
P.Sf,9) u

(
=
=
=
= (Suf; 9)mr
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The compressed shift S, is a natural substitute for the forward shift S, in
the context of model spaces. By the Livsic-Moller theorem, the spectrum of the
operator S, is exactly the spectrum of u, i.e. ¢(S,) = o(u). Just like in the H?
space, the shift S, is a rank-one operator away from being unitary. It holds that
[30, Lemma 9.9]

where C' is the conjugation defined in (1.14). We will discuss a special class of
rank-one perturbations of S,, that will provide a family of unitary operators, the
Clark operators U,. These operators are very important to us, for they allow us to
interpret the model space K, as the Lebesgue space L?*(o,), for a suitable measure
Oa, called Clark measure. This identification will give us crucial information about
the model spaces, that will be used in the following chapters. We introduce the
Clark theory. For every o € T, the function

1+ au(z)

1 —au(z) €C

zeD—

is analytic on D, and the function

DSz Re (H?U(Z)) _ 1wl

1 —au(z) lae — u(2)]?

is positive and harmonic on ID. By Herglotz’s Theorem 1.4, there exists a positive
measure o, on T such that

1-Ju(x)]? —z|2

cD.
a—u@p ~ Jeje=ap doal®

The set of measures {0, }aer is the set of the Clark measures for the inner function
u. We cite [51] and [53] as standard references for the Clark measures, and we
follow Chapter 11 of [30].

Proposition 1.41. For an inner function u, the corresponding family of Clark
measures {0 et Satisfies the following properties:

(i) oo L m for every a € T;
(i1) o4 L og for every a # 3;
(i1i) o, has a point mass at ¢ € T if and only if

u(¢) = limu(r() = a

and uw has finite angular derivative in the sense of Carathéodory at . Fur-
thermore,

oa({C}) = and /() =

| (C)]
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(iv) A carrier for o, is the set
{C eT: limu(r{) = a}.
r—1

We call Clark points the atoms, i.e. the point masses, of a Clark measure, that
are described in (7i1).

Proof. See Proposition 11.2 of [30]. Notice that the assumption that u(0) = 0 is
not really necessary for the proof. n

We introduce the Clark unitary operator, the Clark transform and we discuss
a special orthonormal basis for K. For simplicity, it is customary to assume that
u(0) = 0. At the end of this section, we will quickly discuss how to move to the
general case. We fix an inner function u such that u(0) = 0. For each a € T, we
define the Clark operator on K, as the rank-one perturbation

Ua = Su + O./(/{?g ® Ckg)a

where C'is the conjugation defined in (1.14). It holds the following, that is Theorem
11.4 in [30].

Theorem 1.42 (Clark). For each o« € T, the operator U, is a unitary operator.
The eigenvalues of U, are the points ¢ € T such that u(¢) = a and u has an angular
derivative in the sense of Carathéodory at (. The corresponding eigenvectors are
the boundary kernels k¢ .

We have a concrete spectral representation for the operator U,, that uses the
Clark measure o, [30, Theorem 11.6].

Theorem 1.43 (Clark). For an inner function with u(0) = 0 and o € T, the
Clark transform defined by

(Vaf)(z) = (1 —au(z)) g % doa(N), zeD,

is a unitary operator from L*(o,) onto K,. Furthermore, considering the bilateral
shift
Zo: L*0a) = L*(00)  (Zaf)(N) = Af(N),

then Vo Z, = U,V,. In particular, U, is unitarily equivalent to Z,,.

Some collections of boundary kernels provide orthonormal basis for the model
space K,. In what follows, we take w inner with 4(0) = 0 and o € T such that the
Clark measure o, has countable support. If {(,},en C T are the Clark points for
the measure o,, we denote

~ 1 -Gl
) e e -

., zeD (1.15)

the associated normalized boundary kernels.



1.3. SPACES OF ANALYTIC FUNCTIONS 31

Lemma 1.44. Let o, be a Clark measure with countable support. Then, the collec-
tion {ky}n defined as in (1.15) forms a complete orthonormal basis for the model
space K.

Proof. The Clark transform V,,: L?(0,) — K, is a unitary operator. We note that
the set {p,}, of the normalized characteristic functions

1
Pn(A) = mX{cn}(A)v

is a complete orthonormal basis for L?(o,). Finally, since by Theorem 1.31 and
Proposition 1.41,

AeT,

1
[ (Ga)l IR

7a({Cn})

then for z € D it holds
1 —au(z) [ x.(N)

Vapn)(2) = —~ do, (A
arn)() = o [ Rt o)
_ 1 1 —au(z)

‘UI(Cn)‘ 1_C_nz

L1 —u(Gn)u(z)
kg 2 1= Gz

= kn(2).

Therefore, (l;l)n is a complete orthonormal basis in K. O

So far, we have assumed that «(0) = 0. To pass to the general case, one can
consider the Crofoot transform. First of all, we recall that every (analytic) disk
automorphism takes the form

a—z

Onal2) =1 , z €D,

1—az
with 7 € T and a € D. Notice that, given an inner function v and ¢,, an
automorphism of D, the composition ¢, , o u is inner, since ¢, , maps the cirle
T in itself. It is less evident, but the composition of two inner functions always
produces an inner function [30, Chapter 6].

Theorem 1.45 (Theorem 6.7 in [30]). For an inner function v and w € D, the

Crofoot transform
V1—|wP

wa = 1—w f
—wuy
defines a unitary operator from K, onto K,,, where
U —w
Uy = — = ¥Y-1w0U
1 —wu

Considering the Crofoot transform J,, with w = (0), notice that u,(0) = 0.
This shows that any model space K, admits an unitary operator onto another
model space K, , with u,(0) = 0. This is the reason why, in our context, in the
study of the Clark theory it was not restrictive to assume that «(0) = 0.
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1.3.3 Dirichlet spaces

We move on to the third class of spaces that are of interest for this work. The
Dirichlet space

D= {f € Hol(®) | D(f) = 1 [ IF()F dA:) < oo,

endowed with the norm |[f[|3, := || f||2 + D(f), is one of the most interesting
and studied spaces of analytic functions on the unit disk. Here, dA is the two-
dimensional Lebesgue measure, i.e. the area measure. Many questions about
Dirichlet functions are still unanswered today. For example, it is not known if
there exists a characterization for the zero sets of Dirichlet functions, or a charac-
terization for the cyclicity condition in D. We mention that there is a formula for
D(f) expressed purely in terms of the boundary values of f, due to Douglas [19]:

o= [ [ PO

In this work, we will be interested in a weighted version of D. Given a finite
positive Borel measure p on the unit circle T, the associated D, space is the
space of holomorphic functions on D having finite harmonically weighted Dirichlet
integral, that is

2

dm(X) dm((), f € Hol(D). (1.16)

D)= 7 [ 1FF Pu)dAG:) < . (1.17)

where P is the Poisson integral of f,

du(\),  zeD.

These spaces were introduced by Stefan Richter in 1991 for the representation of
cyclic analytic two-isometries, see [48]. Also, they play a key role in the description
of the closed shift-invariant subspaces of the classical Dirichlet space D, see [50].
In the last chapter, we will consider a more general weighted version, the super-
harmonically weighted Dirichlet spaces.

We recall a few basic properties; for a treatise of Dirichlet spaces we refer
to [23]. If p is a finite positive Borel measure on T, then D, is a subset of the
Hardy space H? which contains all polynomials. Notice that the weighted Dirichlet
integral annihilates the constants, thus, on its own, it does not produce a norm.
However, D, is a Hilbert space with respect to the norm

1115, = 11£lIz2 + D(f)-

Considering @ = m, the normalized Lebesgue measure on T, one has Pm = 1, so
that D,,(f) = D(f) and the space D,, is exactly the classical Dirichlet space D.
For ¢ € T, considering the Dirac delta d; we obtain the so-called local Dirichlet
space, which we simply denote by D¢. Also, we write D¢(f) instead of Ds (f), to
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denote the local Dirichlet integral. For f € H? by Fubini’s theorem, D, (f) given
in (1.17) can be expressed as

D,(f) = / De(f) dpu(©). (118)

In [49], Richter and Sundberg showed the following characterization of D,.

Theorem 1.46. Let f € H?. Then, f € D if and only if there exist c € C and
g € H? such that

f(z)=c+(z—=)g(2), z € D.
In this case, ¢ = f(¢) and D¢(f) = ||gll3.-

We can also write
Dy =C+ (S —(I)H?.
The proof of Theorem 1.46 is technical, and we do not show it here. See [49] or
[30]. In particular, Theorem 1.46 implies that all functions in D, admit boundary
value at (. We remark that, in fact, stronger results hold: the limit f({) exists in
any oricyclic approach region of the form

{zeD: |z = ¢l < w1 - |2P)7},
for every k > 0, the Fourier series of f converges at ¢ and
F(O =) fnrec.
n>0

As a corollary, we get the following useful formula for D.(f), which includes the
boundary value f({) = lim,_,;- f(r(), whenever it exists.

Theorem 1.47 (Local Douglas formula). Let f € H? and ¢ € T. If the boundary
value f(C) exists, then

dm(\). (1.19)

Otherwise, D(f) = oo.

Notice that, integrating both sides of (1.19) with respect to dm((), we recover
the Douglas formula (1.16).

Proof of Theorem 1.47. We follow [30]. Suppose first that D(f) < co. Then, by
Theorem 1.46, f(() exists and D¢(f) = ||gl|32, where

_ )=
9(z) == P
In particular, (1.19) holds. To conclude the proof, we have to show that if f(()
exists and D¢(f) = oo, then the right-hand side of (1.19) is also oco. Consider
again ¢ as in (1.20). The numerator of ¢ is in L?, and the denominator is an outer
function. If we had g € L?, then by Theorem 1.15 we would have that g € H?. We
would have that f € D¢, by Theorem 1.46, which is a contradiction. In particular,
llg||zz = o0, concluding the proof. O

,  zeD. (1.20)
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This formula shows that the difference quotient at ¢ plays an important role
for membership in the local Dirichlet space. We will study these quotients in great
detail in Chapter 2.

Inner functions behave nicely with respect to the local Dirichlet integral.

Theorem 1.48. Let u be an inner function and ¢ € T. Then, u € D, if and only
if u has finite ADC at (. Moreover,

De(u) = [u'(Q)]-
Proof. By Theorem 7.6.5 in [23], we have that

(1.21)
Using the notation of Theorem 1.31, if u € D¢, then the quantity
1—
¢ := liminf M
¢ 1—|z]

is finite. Thus, v admits ADC at (, and it follows that

: 1— ‘U(Z)’ /
=/lim —* = .

In particular, by (1.21), we have that D¢(u) = |[«/(¢)|. On the other hand, if u
has finite ADC at ¢, then by (b) in Theorem 1.31 and (1.21) we conclude that
De(u) = [/ (Q)] < oo O

The previous result is taken from Proposition 3.5 of [49]. In the same work,
the authors also showed that for any analytic self-map of the disk b: D — D, if
b has finite ADC at ¢, then b € D, with D,(b) < |¥'(¢)|. We can prove a simple

generalization for an arbitrary measure .

Corollary 1.49. Let ui be a finite positive Borel measure on T. Then, u € D, is
and only if v’ € L*(u). Moreover,

Dyu(u) = [[u'l| 2 u)-
Proof. 1If u € D, then by Fubini’s Theorem

D) = | Delw)du(6) < .

In particular, for p-a.e. ¢ € T we have that D¢(u) < co. By Theorem 1.48, we
have that u has finite ADC at p-a.e. ( € T, and

lollo = [ 1W(O1d(6) = [ Dl du€) = Do) < .

Similarly, if «' € L*(p), then for p-a.e. ¢ € T we have that D¢(u) < co and

D, () = / D (u) dp(¢) = / ()] du(€) = Ity < oo
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There is a nice formula for the angular derivative |u/(¢)|, that uses the Nevan-
linna factorization of the inner function wu.

Proposition 1.50. Let ( € T and u be an inner function with Nevanlinna decom-

position
B T, a4, — 2 B (+z
" <H o1 —a—nz> ool = [ o)

where {a,}, are the zeros of u and T a singular measure on T. Then, u has finite

ADC at ¢ if and only if
1 — ‘an‘Q /
dr(A
!an ¢l A=

Moreover, in this case,

/ 1_’(171’
d
WOl= 2 —tp /|A o

Proof. The proof is taken from Theorem 2.21 of [30] and Theorem 21.11 of [29]. [

It follows a characterization of the membership of inner functions in the classical
Dirichlet space D. For the details, see Corollary 7.6.10 of [23].

Corollary 1.51. The only inner functions in D are finite Blaschke products.

We conclude this part showing another property of inner functions, in relation
to the local Dirichlet integral. For a proof, see [23, Theorem 7.6.1].

Proposition 1.52. Let f € H?, u an inner function and ( € T. Then,

De(uf) = De(f) + /(O De(w). (1.22)

If the radial limit f(¢) does not exist, then the right-hand side of (1.22) should
be interpreted as oo. If the radial limit f(¢) is equal to 0, then the product
|/ (Q)]*D¢(u) should always be interpreted as 0.

As a corollary of the previous proposition, we deduce that the forward shift

S defines a bounded operator on D,,, for every measure p. This is taken from
Theorem 8.1.2 in [23].

Corollary 1.53. Let p be a finite, positive, Borel measure on T. Then, the fol-
lowing hold.

(i) For every f € D, we have that f € L*(u) with
1
[z < (14 w(T) )] f ],
(i) The forward shift

S: D, D

—>M
f — =z

is well-defined and bounded.
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Proof. We prove (i). For f € D, C H?, consider g := S*f € H?. It holds that

z9(2) = f(2) = f(0),  z€D,

and that, by (1.22),
D¢(z9) = De(g) + 19(ODe(2).
As D¢(z) =1 and f = zg+ f(0), it holds

D¢(f) = Delzg) = Delg) + |£(C) — F(O)*
In particular,

/T Q) — FO)Pdu(C) < /T De(f) dpu(¢) = Dy(f) < oo.

It follows that f € L?*(u) and

M=

1126 < I = FO) | z2ge) + | £(0)](T)
< Dou(f)? + | fllm2p(T)?
< (1+ w(T)2)| fllo,.

Now, we prove (i7). For f € D, we have that
Du(ef) = [ Delaf) ducc)

/ D duc) + [ 17(6)PDe() duc)

() + 1AL < oo,

so that zf € D,. The boundedness of S follows from (¢). O



Chapter 2

Difference quotient operator

In this chapter, we discuss the difference quotient operator on de Branges—Rovnyak
spaces, with a special attention to the model spaces. We use the tools of operator
theory to study the quantities

f(z) — f(w)

)
Z— W

given a function f in a suitable function space and appropriate points z,w. Ob-
viously, difference quotients are a key concept of mathematical analysis, they are
instrumental for the definition of the derivative, that is an idea that revolutionised
the history of mathematics and, thus, the history of mankind. Here, with a much
more humble and modest approach, we discuss the operator on H(b) that natu-
rally arises from different quotients at boundary points ( € T, and we study its
properties.

The analysis that we do in this chapter is very important for Chapter 3: as we
already mentioned in Subsection 1.3.3, difference quotients play an important role
for membership in the Dirichlet spaces. However, there are also original results
that are very significant on their own: for example, Theorem 2.12 provides a
new equivalent characterization for the property of being a one-component inner
function. We conclude this introduction saying that the content of this chapter
comes from a joint work with Carlo Bellavita and Javad Mashreghi. Now, we give
a proper introduction to the difference quotient operators.

Let X be a family of functions which are defined on the set 2 C C. Fix a point
w € €2. The mapping

Qui)z) = 1= o\ (), rex (2.1)

Z—Ww

appears in many discussions and it is called the difference quotient operator. In
particular, for the Hardy space on the unit disk H?, the very special but important
case w = 0 leads to the backward shift operator

S*f(2) = Qof(2) = M zeD\{0}. (2.2)

37
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In this introductory part, we will report some results on the operator ()., on the
Hardy space H?, for w € D. We follow [30, Chapter 4.6]. First of all, we recall
that the reproducing kernel of H? is

cuw(2) = —, z,w € D.

For z,w € D, we have that
(I—=wS)ew(z) =1 = cy(2).

We recall that o(S) = D, so that the operator I —wS is invertible for every w € D.
In particular, ¢,, = (I — wS) ey, and it follows that

fw) = {f,co)mz = (f, L =W0S) o)z = (I = wS") "' f, co) 2.
We define
Qu = (I —wS*)"15*, w e D, (2.3)
and we show that the operator @, satisfies the difference quotient formula (2.1).

Note that Q,, is bounded on H? and, in particular, Q, = S*.
Proposition 2.1. For f € H? and w € D, it holds

Qui)z) = TEZIW) gy,

Z—w
Proof. We start with the following resolvent computation:

(I—28"'—(1-wsS)?t=1-29)"11—-wsS)1—-ws*)™*
— (I =281 - 281 —ws*)™!
=1 — 28" (wS* + 25")(I —wS*) ™"
=(z —w)(I — 28*) "I — wS*) 15"

We write this as

(I—z5)"1—(1—wS*)™!

Z—Ww

I—28") 11— wsS*) 15" =

We now have

Quf(2) = (Quf, )2
= (Quf, T —2S) " co) 2
= (I —28") "' T —wS*)'S*f, co)

T _1 w (T =28 fcome + (T—wS") ' f, o))
_ J() = flw)
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2.1 Difference quotient operator on H(b)

So far, we have formally introduced the difference quotient operator on H? at a
point w € D, as

Quf(z) = ([—ws") ' f(z) = LA I p e

Z—Ww

On the space H?, it makes no sense to consider difference quotient operators Q. at
points in the boundary ¢ € T. One the one hand, from a functional point of view,
not every function f in H? admits the boundary value f(¢), for the same fixed
(. On the other hand, from an operator-theoretic point of view, the spectrum of
S* is the whole closed disk ECI, and there is no natural extension for the resolvent
operator in formula (2.3) for points on the boundary. The situation changes if we
move to the special class of subsets of H? that are H(b) spaces. In this context,

instead of S* we consider the operator X,. We recall that, if b is non-extreme,

then o(X;) = o(X}) = ﬁd, and if b is extreme then o(X}) = O'(b)d. We focus on
cl

the latter case: the set (b)Cl in general can be smaller than D”. For ¢ ¢ o),
the operator I — (X, is invertible, for

I= (X = ((CT = Xp) = ¢(CT= X7)".
In light of the formula (2.3), we give the following definition.

Definition 2.2. Let b € H® be such that o(b)" NT # T. Then, for ¢ € T\ o(b)",
we define the difference quotient operator Qg on H(b) as

QY = (I-¢Xy) "X, (2.4)

Notice that the assumption Wd N T # T is possible only for functions b
that are extreme. For the rest of this chapter, we will only work with extreme
functions b with Wd NT # T. Choosing ¢ € T\ Wd, then by Theorem
1.32 every function f in the de Branges-Rovnyak space H(b) admits an analytic
extension in a neighbourhood of the point ¢ and, in particular, the boundary value
f(¢) = lim,_; f(r() is always well-defined.

Following the same steps of the proof of Proposition 2.1, using the boundary
kernel k2 instead of c,, one can check that for f € H(b) it holds the difference
quotient formula
f(z) — ()

2—C

This operator will be the object of study for this chapter. We start with the
study of the spectrum of the operator Qg, and we provide a lower bound for the
norm. We will simply write ||QZ|| to denote the operator norm [|Q2||sz(s))-

(QZf)(z) = z € D.
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Theorem 2.3. Let b € H® extreme and ¢ € T\ a(b)C . Then, the spectrum of the
operator Q’é 1s the set

o) = { s nea'}. (25)

Also, it holds the lower estimate
1
dist(¢,o(0)" N'T)

loell > (2.6)

Proof. We recall the definition (2.4), Qé’ = (I — (X)7'X,. For A € C, an easy
computation leads to the identity

A= Q¢ = (1= ¢Xp) AL = (AC + 1) X,].

This shows that, for A = —(, the operator A\ — Qg is invertible. Moreover, for
A\ # —C it holds

—1 >\
A — QY= (A +1)(I—-(Xy) <1+(/\I—Xb). (2.7)

It would be more natural to work with the operator X,. However, since we want
the set o(b) to appear, which is directly related to its adjoint X, we write

0t = _ -1 A _y* )
ANl — Q¢ = (A +1)(I - (Xp) <1+C_>\I Xb>.

This shows that

3 *
(@) = {reC\ (-3} 1+a€“<Xb>}'

For n € o(X}), one can check that

A _
— =1 <= A= n_
14 ¢A 1—{(n

)

proving the set identity in Equation (2.5), since by Theorem 1.34 we have that
o(Xy) = %Cl. Now, the lower estimate (2.6) follows from the basic fact that
each point in spectrum of an operator has modulus less or equal than the operator
norm. In particular, for every n € WCI NT we have that

1
Q= —,

and we conclude by taking the supremum. Notice that, if the intersection (b)C NT

——cl
o(b) NT) =inf ) = 400, and the statement is trivial. [

(b)

is empty, then dist((,
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——=cl

Theorem 2.3 shows in a quantitative way that, when a point € T \ o(b)
approaches the closure of the spectrum of b moving on the boundary T, then
the operator norm [[Q|| explodes. This behaviour suggests that the choice of

considering points ¢ € T\ o(b)" is optimal, in order to have a bounded operator
associated to the difference quotient at (.

For what follows, we restrict to the case where b = wu is an inner function.
We recall that the spectrum o(u) is always a closed set. We prove another lower
estimate for [|Q¢||, which turns out to be somewhat sharp at least in some special
cases that we will discuss. First, a lemma concerning the pointwise derivative f’(()
for functions f in K,.

Lemma 2.4. Let u be an inner function, and let { € T \ o(u). Then, for every
f € K, the derivative f'(C) exists and the linear mapping

Aci K, — C
fo— 1

is an element of the dual space (K,)*, with norm

1Al ey = 1R 2

In particular, we have that

O < NQEEO N f 2, f € K (2.8)

Proof. The first part of the proof is taken from Section 21.6 of [29]. Let f € K,.
Since ¢ € T\ o(u), there exists 6 > 0 such that f has an analytic extension in the
open ball Be((,6) :={w € C: |w — (| < 6}. For w € DN Be((, §), we have that

‘<f k’ff}—k’?> ‘f(%U)—f(C)‘
W= /e w—¢

1 / v
= |—— [ fl(2)d=
‘w —CJ
Hence, by the uniform boundedness principle, there exists a constant C' > 0 such
that

We can extract a sequence (w,), in D that converges to ¢ such that the difference

quotients (@, — ()~ (ky, — k¢) weakly converge to a function ¢ € K,. Now, for
every f € K, one has that

§0f<OO.

i — K

w—(

<, wEDﬂBc(C,(S).

H?2

ku _ fu _
(oo =tm (225} <t 2L )

’LUn—C " wn_c

*

This proves that the operator A; is an element of the dual (K,)*, and its norm
|Acll(k,)+ is equal to [|1¢||g2. To conclude the proof, it suffices to show that
el 2 = |Q¢ (kE) || 2. We compute the function 1.
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For z € D, we have that

Differentiating the kernel k¥, we obtain

TQu(z) | (1= 0uo)

Ye(2) = — 1_ZZ (I—ZZ)Q , z e D.
Hence,
, —dQu(n) A <m—m> 2
Il = | |532% e L)
_ U(A) —u m_ﬂ ? m
-/ A@_@( 0+ ) dm())

(L (s wQuQuiy) 1
—/“_C< Q) + e ) m().
Factoring out Cm, which has modulus 1, it follows that
1 Nt
ol = [ |52 (-Qu(e)C + ) | am(,

Since by Theorem 1.31 it holds k¢(¢) = |u'(()] = v/(¢)¢u((), we have that

el = /

Notice that the same operator A. is bounded also in the context of de Branges—
Rovnyak spaces, mutatis mutandis, but the computation for the norm does not
hold: the assumption that b = u is inner allows us to compute the norm in H(b)
of the element 9 simply as a norm in H?

Using this lemma, we prove the following lower estimate for the norm of the
difference quotient operator.

2

K am(Y) = QL) 2. O

— k¢ (Q)
A=¢

Theorem 2.5. Let u be an inner function and ( € T \ o(u). Then,

Qi > % (2.9)
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Proof. From Lemma 2.4, we have that

Q¢ (k)72 = sup | F/(O)I. (2.10)

[fll k=1

We test (2.10) on the (normalized) boundary kernel itself. By direct computation,
it follows that

00 [ul) — ()
(- ==¢

(k) (2) =

—u'(2)], z€D.

Expanding u(z) and «/(z) in Taylor series in a neighborhood of ¢, one can check
that
|u”(¢)]

5

(R)' ()] =

In particular, (2.10) yields

(k) (OF _ " QP
1BE7 Al (O

1Q¢ (R 72 >

We conclude that

IQERNE 1 QP _ W"(OF

QLI > —p > = .
‘ 151172 1R F 41w (] 4w ()

Notice that we used the identity |u'(C)| = ||k¢[|32 from Theorem 1.31. O

We give more information on the quantity appearing in Theorem 2.5.

Proposition 2.6. Let u be an inner function, and consider an open arc A C

T\ o(u) such that AN o(u) # 0. If || is unbounded on A, then also M is
unbounded on A.

d

=

Proof. Since A% o(u) # 0, the function u admits an analytic extension across
A. Also, by Theorem 1.31, |«/| > 0 on A. This means that there exists an open
set 0 C C containing A on which «' is holomorphic and does not vanish. Without
loss of generality, we can assume that €2 is simply connected, so that the function
log(u') is well defined and holomorphic on €2, a neighbourhood of A. Notice that
it holds

= (log(u))'(2), z€Q.

Since |u'| is unbounded on A, so is |log(u’)|. A standard argument using the
fundamental theorem of calculus shows that also |(log(w )),\ must be unbounded
on A, concluding the proof. n
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2.2 One-component inner functions

In this section, we restrict to a special class of inner functions, the one-component
inner functions, for which we establish an upper estimate for the norm [|Q¢||.
We will also show that, actually, the upper estimate that we provide is in fact
characterizing for such special class of inner functions. First, we introduce the
one-component inner functions.

Definition 2.7. We say that an inner function v is one-component if there exists
e € (0,1) such that the sublevel set

Q. ={zeD: |u(z)] <e}
is connected.

One-component inner functions were introduced in 1982 by Cohn [16], to study
the embeddings of model spaces in LP(u) spaces. Other equivalent descriptions of
the one-component inner functions have been given in [1], [12] and [45]. The model
spaces associated to one-component inner functions have been widely studied, see
for references [9] and [59]. In particular, the following characterization holds.

Theorem 2.8 (Aleksandrov, [1]). An inner function u is one-component if and
only if the following two conditions hold:

(1) The Lebesque measure of its boundary spectrum o(u) N'T is zero, and |u'| is
unbounded on every open arc A C T\ o(u) such that AN o(u) # 0;

(11) There exists a positive constant C, such that for every ¢ € T\ o(u) it holds
(O] < Culu/ ().

Using Theorem 2.8, Bessonov characterized the Clark measures of the one-
component inner functions, see [12, Theorem 1]. We recall that, given an inner
function v and a € T, the Clark measure o, is the unique finite, positive, Borel
measure on T such that

1 — Ju(2)? 1— |z
= do_a(C) ) zeD.
la—u(z)P? Jrlz—(]?
Following Bessonov’s notation, for every Borel measure g on the unit circle
T, we denote by a(u) the set of the isolated atoms of u, and we define p(u) =
supp(p) \ a(p). We say that an atom ¢ € a(p) has two neighbors if there is an
open arc (¢(_,(,) of T with endpoints (1 € a(u) such that ¢ is the only point in

(€=, Cy) Nsupp(p).

Theorem 2.9 (Bessonov). Let u be a one-component inner function, and let o €
T. Then the associated Clark measure o, 1s a discrete measure on T with isolated
atoms such that m(supp(cs)) = 0. Moreover, every arc A C T \ o(u) contains
infinitely many atoms of a(c,) and every atom ¢ € a(o,) has two neighbors (+ €
a(oy) such that

Aul¢ = G € 0a({C}) < Bul¢ — ¢+ (2.11)

for some positive constants A,, B, depending only on u.
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We will assume that the atoms are indexed on the set of positive natural num-
bers. Using the information on the atoms of o, in Theorem 2.9 and Proposition
1.41, one can explicitly describe the Clark measures o, associated to the one-
component inner functions. In fact, o, is the purely atomic measure given by

Oaq = Zaa({Cn}) 6Cn7 (2'12>

neN

where the boundary points (,, are the Clark points, the points where the atoms
are anchored, and they satisfy

Z lim u(z) =«
z—Cn

and

u(z) —u(G) _ aG

W (C,) = 4}1_)121 = oD £ 0. (2.13)
In particular,
1
oa({Cn}) = @

For each of these points (,, we consider the associated (normalized) boundary
kernel, as we did in (1.15):

R e R B e
kn(z) := ¢ = 2
B = e = TRl 1=coo

) z € D.

With all of this in mind, we provide an upper bound for [|Q¢||, when wu is
one-component.

Theorem 2.10. Let u be a one-component inner function, and let ( € T \ o(u).
Then, it holds

QI < Culu' (¢, (2.14)

where C,, 1s a positive quantity not depending on (.

Before the proof, we need a lemma. Since ¢ does not belong to the spectrum
of u, we consider a := u(¢) € T and the associated Clark measure o,, that is
described in (2.12). Denoting ((,)nen the atoms of the measure o,, thanks to
Lemma 1.44 we know that the collection of normalized boundary kernels {kp }n
defined as in (1.15) forms a complete orthonormal basis for the model space K,.
We note that our original point { € T\ o(u) is an atom for o, since by definition
a = u((), and wu is analytic in a neighbourhood of (. Let ¢ € N be the index
such that (, = ¢. This index ¢ will play a special role. We write l;?vg to denote the
normalized kernel k¢/[[k¢[|. In the following lemma we compute the entries of the

infinite matrix associated to Q¢, with respect to the basis {/;n}n



46

CHAPTER 2. DIFFERENCE QUOTIENT OPERATOR

Lemma 2.11. Let u be a one-component inner function and ¢ € T\ o(u), as
above. Let (a;;);; be the infinite matriz representing the operator Q¢ with respect

to the orthonormal basis {kn}n, i.e.

Q55 1= <ng:]ak2>H27 Za] > 1.
Then, the matriz (a;j);; has the form
1 o [t
a—¢ 0 0 kg, I <=C 0
1 o [t
0 G< 0 T, 1 TGz 0
0 0 e L 0 0
Ce—1-C ,
(k&)'(©Q) (k) () (kg, )0 (k) (C) (k¢, )" (©)
[1%E, MMEEN 1R, TE kg, IEE] %12 %z, , , TI&
[ 1
0 0 0 K¢, I ¢=Cetn Ce+1—C

In particular, all the non-zero coefficients are either on the diagonal, on the (-th
row or on the {-column, where € is the index such that ¢, = .

We point out a necessary abuse of notation: in the matrix above, ||-|| represents

the H?-norm.

Proof of Lemma 2.11. The proof is technical and it splits in different cases. Keep
in mind that {; = (. We start away from the (-th row, taking i # ¢. For all j's,
by the reproducing kernel property and writing Q¢k; as the difference quotient, it

holds
Qjj = <Qg];;‘> E@)HQ
(@R ()
I
1 kG —EQ
kel G—¢
1 1

IR

(ke ke 2 — (kK e
Gi—¢ '

We distinguish three cases and we use the orthogonality relations. If j = ¢, then

(ke Kt = Ik

i A0,

J=1 = a; =

? and (K¢, k)2 = 0, so that

1

G—¢

If j = ¢, then (K¢, k¢ ) =0 and (K¢, k) a2 = ||KE, ||, so that

A
[RelG—¢

W —

i # 4

=0 = a
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If j # ¢,7 # 1, then all the inner products involved equal 0, and a;; = 0. Now,
we move to the (-th row: we take i« = (. This is more delicate, because we
are evaluating Q¢k;, the difference quotient at ¢, precisely in the point ¢. Since
¢ € T\ o(u), by Theorem 1.32 every function in the model space K, admits an
analytic extension in a neighborhood of {. In particular, for all j's, we can write
the Taylor series
(m)
= (k) (Q)
u C m
ke (z) = Z ]T(Z — )

m=0

where (k:gj)(m) is the m™ derivative of k¢ . We compute

()~ RE(Q)

(Q?ka)(z) - Z_C
=£<{Z ( g)m! om0
00 u ) (M)
_ Z ( Cj)m' <C) (Z—C)mil

One has (Q¢ /{;gj)(() = (k:“j)/(C), so that

(Qek)(¢)  (QER)©  (k)'(Q)

Qy; = = — .
’ A I A

In particular, for j = ¢,
/
(k¢) (©)

T TR

and the proof is complete. O]
Using the coefficients a;; = <ng,;;7 %)Hz, we prove Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Theorem 2.10. We can decompose any f € K, using the complete or-
thonormal basis of normalized boundary kernels {k,} as

f= Z%kz
The coefficients v; := (f, IZZ) 2 satisfy the Parseval identity
Dol = 1l

By linearity, it holds

1QECH i < el | QE el = + (2.15)

Qe(D_ ki)

i

H2
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Now, we work separately on each summand of (2.15). We start with the first one.
Using the orthonormal basis {k,} and coefficients a;;, the Parseval identity yields

2 2
=2 laul”

()

QR 52 = D [ (@ (k). ko)

Now, by Lemma 2.11, separating the index ¢ it holds

u 1K) Q1 \kgHHz
1QE (ko) 1372 = Z| aul? = Hk“!l Z L C!Q (2.16)

'L;éé

By direct computation, it follows that

(]CEL)/(Z) _ U(C) ) [u(z) — U(C) . U/(Z):| ’ 2 eD.

(= z=C
Expanding u(z) and /(z) in Taylor series in a neighborhood of ¢, one can check
e )
u u
By ="

Using property (ii) of Theorem 2.8, it holds that

(k) (OF () ,
il gp = Gl OF

(2.17)

where C, is a positive constant that depends only on u. We can rewrite the second
summand in (2.16) as

Z||

LAl

Now, by [12, Equation (16)],

1 Cy,
/w noe W = ooy

and we conclude that B
1QE (ke)||32 < Cult! (). (2.18)

Note that we use the same symbol C, for a positive constant that depends only
on u, although the various constants involved may be different from term to term.
We have obtained the desired estimate for the first of the two summands of (2.15),
since

el Q¥ 1 < (Z_ m?) Q) 2 < Cult (O
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To conclude the proof, we exhibit a similar estimate for the second summand in
(2.15). Notice that, now, the indexes 7 involved are different from ¢. For ¢ # ¢, by
orthogonal decomposition it holds

Qg( i) = Z(Qu( i), k ~>H2k‘ —Zajilgj:aiil;i"'aéz‘gﬁ,

for all the other coefficients aj; equal 0, by Lemma 2.11. Therefore, by linearity
and again Lemma 2.11,

H@g(Zw&)

il

2 2

= Z %QZ(E)

2 il

H2

= Z Yi (aiila + ah‘@)

2

_ (kCz)/(g) 7
“|& (@ TR 7) )

¢HH2

SRR ®)'©\ |
2T T (Z’V ke T >’“

i#L H?

2

Since {k,} is an orthonormal basis, the previous squared norm can be rewritten
as the sum of squares

2
. ~ o |%‘|2 1
‘Qg(Z%kz’) "L G-cr TR

£l 2
In this last equation, we have rewritten the second and last summand of the
original (2.15) in a more suitable form. Once again, we work separately on the
two summands that appear in (2.19). We start with the first one. Notice that

;]2 £ 1172
;M—(P_ i |G — C|QZ| ¢

lnfz;éé |<7,

2

(k2)'(©)

Vi (2.19)

By assumption, u is a one-component inner function, and this gives us information
about the atoms. In particular, the atom (; that is closest to ( is one of the
neighbors (4, so that

125‘@ — ¢ = min{|¢ — [, [¢ — ¢}

By Theorem 2.9, we conclude that

2
me 3 < sl = Gl P
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Now, we move on to estimate the second (and last) summand of (2.19). Simply
by adding and subtracting the same term and using Young’s inequality, it holds
that

() © F)Q L) QP
2 i DRyl I Ty e

il

By Lemma 2.4, since the operator A¢: f — f/({) is linear and bounded on K, we
have

z%“z ) S e
(L P S VTE

- (25)

= Ac(f)
= f'(€)-

Notice that, by definition of the index ¢, k; is the normalization of k¢ By (2.8)
and (2.18), we have that

L OF < If Il Qe (k) 2
= [l 222 152 113 | Q2 (R) [ 2
< Cull Il (OF.

This shows that

2
y (’féi)'(C)
TR T

(k > >|2‘

For the last term in the previous sum, as in (2.17) it holds

G D'

Hku” < Cu\’YdQ\U'(C)!S < Cu,‘f”%ﬂ‘u/(cﬂs

Therefore, we can conclude that for (2.19) it holds

HQz(Z%%) 2

1£L b2

1

bl (k)]
2 T-<F * Tl :

Vi

< CulW' (OP (I3 +
< Culd' QP f 17

concluding the proof. m

2 2 / 3
@] (Cull £ 11z (OF)
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Theorem 2.10 has a strong consequence: it provides a characterization of the
property of being one-component.

Theorem 2.12. Let u be an inner function. Then, u is a one-component inner
function if and only if m(o(u)) = 0 and for every ¢ € T\ o(u) the inequality (2.14)
holds. More explicitly, u is one-component if and only if m(o(u)) = 0 and there
exists a positive constant C,, depending only on u such that, for every ¢ € T\ o(u)
and every f € K,, it holds that

/Lﬂﬂ—f@)
Tl A—¢
Proof. 1If u is one-component, then by Theorem 2.8 the Lebesgue measure of o(u)
is 0, and by Theorem 2.10 it holds (2.14). Viceversa, confronting (2.14) with (2.6)
we obtain

2
dm(X) < Culu (O)F[|fIIZ2-

/ Cy
Ol 2 S o AT

¢eT\o(u),

showing that |u/| is unbounded on every open arc A C T\ o(u) such that AN
o(u) # 0. Also, confronting (2.14) with (2.9), we obtain

W (O < Cul'(QFF, €T\ o(u),

for some positive constant C, depending only on u. By the characterization in
Theorem 2.8, we conclude that u is one-component. O

Now, we show an example for which the lower estimate in Theorem 2.5 and
the upper estimate in Theorem 2.10 that we have produced have the same order of
infinity. Note that this example also shows that the exponents of the derivatives
of u involved in Theorems 2.5 and 2.10 are sharp.

Proposition 2.13. Let u be the singular inner function associated to the measure
617
z+1
=e , e D.
u(z) = exp (z — 1) z

Then, there exists a positive constant C,, such that for every ¢ € T\ {1} the couple
of inequalities

1 20

]' / ’lL _

Cc-1p
hold.

Proof. The spectrum of the inner function w is the singleton {1}. A simple com-
putation shows that

2
u' (¢ : ¢ # 1. 2.20
Q)= = (2:20)
Also, by directly computing the second derivative of u, we see that
4
du@) - cp (2.21)

W) =
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In light of Aleksandrov’s Theorem 2.8, we have that u is a one-component inner
function. We note that this fact could also be easily proved directly, computing
the sublevel sets €).. According to Theorem 2.10, for every ¢ # 1,

2C,
C— 1>
On the other hand, by Theorem 2.5 and equations (2.20), (2.21)

Q¢ < Culu'(Q)] =

4 |¢C—1 1
> = = 1.
We have obtained the desidered inequalities
1, 1 C’
—|u'(C < ||Q¥| < = Oyl
and the proof is complete. O

As a concluding remark, we note that the operator ()¢ appears in an explicit
expression of the norm of R(¢,S,) = (¢I — S,)~*, the resolvent operator of the
compressed shift.

Proposition 2.14. Let u be an inner function and let { € T\ o(u). Then,
IR(C, S)lI* = Q¢ + [/ (). (2.22)
Proof. First, since X} = S, notice that
IR(C, Sl = 1R(C Xu)ll = 1(¢I = Xu) M| = (I = ¢X) M-
From the definition (2.4) of the operator Qf, it follows that
(I = (X))~ =T +CQ¢
In fact,
I+¢Q¢=T+((I - (X))~
= ([ - CXU)(I - CXu)_l + C(I - CXU)_l
= - (X))

Thus, we have that

(1 — X)) = flz)+ L _

z—C z—C
Computing the norm, we obtain that
g2 F) = ¢
I = ¢X) ™l = [ [P am(y) = p(se)




2.2. ONE-COMPONENT INNER FUNCTIONS 93

We appeal to the local Dirichlet integral for convenience, since by (1.22) it holds

De(Sf) = De(2f) = De(f) + [ FOF = [QEfI* + £ ()"

Finally, by Theorem 1.31, we have that

IR(C, Sll* = QN + 1k Iz = QN + 1w/ (O,

concluding the proof. O]
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Chapter 3

H(b) spaces and D/, spaces

In this chapter, we discuss the embeddings and, in a special case, the equality,
between de Branges-Rovnyak spaces and harmonically weighted Dirichlet spaces.
For the sake of clarity, we say that H(b) embeds into D,,, and we write H(b) — D,
if H(b) C D, and

[fllo, < Clflluey, — fe H®),

where C' is a positive constant. Notice that the simple set inequality would suf-
fice, for the boundedness follows automatically from the closed graph theorem. In
Section 3.1 we show a sufficient condition and a necessary condition for the embed-
ding H(b) — D, with no particular assumptions on the function b. In Sections
3.2 and 3.3, respectively, we show a complete characterization for the embedding
H(b) = D,, when b is inner and when b is non-extreme. In the latter case, we also
discuss the equality of spaces H(b) = D,,. The content of Section 3.1 and Section
3.2 is taken from a recent paper, that is joint work of the author of this thesis and
Carlo Bellavita, [10].

Before entering into the technical details, we give a brief overview on the state
of the art. The first work in this direction dates back to 1997. In [55], Sarason
showed that the local Dirichlet space D¢ coincides with equality of norms with the
de Branges-Rovnyak space H(b;) associated to the rational function

| o ¥F
be(z) == %, z €D,

where sy = (3 — v/5)/2 is the smaller of the two solutions of the equation s =
(1 — s)% This means that H(b;) = D, as sets and

[ lazwe = [0, f € H(be). (3.1)

The author used this identification to give a new proof that the local Dirichlet
spaces are star-shaped, i.e. for every function f in D, the radial approximations
fr(2) := f(rz), for 0 < r < 1, converge to f in the norm of the space.

Later, in 2010 [15], Chevrot, Guillot and Ransford showed that the case studied
by Sarason is basically the only case in which it holds H(b) = D,, with equality of
norms as in (3.1). More precisely, they showed that H(b) = D, with equality of

25
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norms if and only if ;1 = ¢d, with ¢ > 0, i.e., 1 is an atomic measure with a single
atom, and the function b is given by

b(z) = O&LCE,
1—7(z
where o € C and 7 € (0,1] satisfy |a|* =cand 7+ 1/7 =2 +c.

In [22], the authors studied the equality of norms in H(b) = D, with w a
super-harmonic weight. In 2013 [17], Costara and Ransford showed that there can
be an equality of sets H(b) = D, with just an equivalence of norms. In particular,
they provided sufficient and necessary conditions for the equality H(b) = D,
where b is a rational function and p is a finitely supported measure, i.e. a finite
sum of Dirac deltas centered in boundary points.

There exist also results on the embedding between different de Branges—Rovnyak
spaces. We will use the following result, due to Ball and Kriete [6]. This is Corol-
lary 27.18 in [29].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose by is a non-extreme point of the closed unit ball of H*,
and assume by is continuous on the closed unit disk. Let by be a function in H*
and 0y its inner factor. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) It holds the inclusion of de Branges—Rovnyak spaces H(by) C H(by).
(ii) The following conditions hold:

e {AeT:|by(N)|=1}no(6) = 0.
o There exists v > 0 such that 1 — |bs]* < (1 — |b1]?) a.e. on T.

3.1 Embedding H(b) — D,

This section comes from a joint work [10] by E. Dellepiane and C. Bellavita. We
provide a sufficient condition and a necessary one in order to have an embedding
H(b) — D¢ between de Branges-Rovnyak spaces and local Dirichlet spaces. We
make no special assumption on the function b, we only ask that ||b||g~ = 1. The
conditions that we will discuss involve the boundary spectrum

ob) ={ e T: lig:i}\lf b(2)] < 1},

introduced in the preliminaries section. We recall that every analytic function b
with ||b]|g~ = 1 can be factorized as b = Fu, where F' is the outer function

(+z
rC—z

that satisfies ||F'||g~ = 1 and u is an inner function. In particular, according to
the Nevanlinna factorization, we can write

(H IZZ| 1%1;1 ) P { - /T g - - dT(C)}, (3.3)

F(2) = exp { 1oz 5(0) dm<c>} (3.2)
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where {a, },>1 are the zeros of u and 7 a positive singular measure.

——cl
The closure of the spectrum o(b) is the smallest closed subset of T containing
the closure of the zero set {a, }, and the supports of the (positive, finite) measures
7 and — log |b| dm. Also, the function b and every element of the space H(b) admit

——l
an analytic extension through any open arc contained in T \ a(b)C . In particular,
|b| = 1 on such arcs. If b = u is an inner function, then it holds that

o(u) ={A € T: liminf |u(z)| = 0}.
Z—A
In particular, the spectrum of inner functions is a closed set. We have the following
sufficient condition for the embedding H(b) < D.

Theorem 3.2. Let b be a bounded analytic function with ||b||g~ = 1, and let { € T
be such that ( ¢ o(b) ! Then, we have the embedding H(b) — D..

Proof. The proof is short, it follows from the boundedness of the operator Q’Z
discussed in Section 2.1. By the local Douglas formula (1.19), and (1.10), for

every f € H(b) we have
f) = 1)

() = [ [P

This proves the embedding. We also have the following estimate for the norm:

2
dm(X) = QLS I < 11Q¢f Il < oo

1FID, = 1172 + D () < (L+1QLUM) I f ) O

Notice that the sufficient condition of Theorem 3.2 can only hold for extreme
functions b. We have the following necessary condition, that is also a partial
converse result. For this, we do not require that b is extreme.

Theorem 3.3. Let b be a bounded analytic function with ||b||g=~ = 1, and let { € T
be such that ¢ € o(b). Then, the de Branges—Rovnyak space H(b) does not embed
into the local Dirichlet space D.

Proof. By contradiction, let us suppose that the embedding H(b) < D, holds.
Let C' > 0 be such that

D(f) < Cllf . f€HD). (3.4)

By assumption, ¢ € o(b), hence there exists a sequence (w,), in D converging to
¢ such that
f = lim |[b(w,)| < 1.

Let us consider the family of kernels
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Since H(b) C D¢, by Theorem 1.47 every function of H(b) admits boundary value
at (. By Theorem 1.31, b(() is well defined and unimodular. Therefore, one can
compute

1= bwa)b(z) 1= b(wa)b(¢)
1—w,z 1 —w,(C
_ @al(z =€) = b(wa) (b(2) = b(¢)) + wab(wn) (C(2) — 2b(¢))
(1 —022)(1 — @()
a2 = O)(1 = b(wn)b(¢)) — blwn) (b(2) = b(©)) (1 — @)
(1 —wnz)(1 — @)

Consequently,
F(2) = k() @n 1=bwa)b(Q)  blwn) b(z) —b(C)
z—C 1—wpz 1—w,( 1—wp,z 2z—C
= W, (2)kn(C) = b(wn)Cw, (2)D(C)CRE(2), (3.5)
where .
Con(2) = 1—w,z

is the usual Cauchy-Szego kernel, the reproducing kernel of the Hardy space H2.
The local Dirichlet integral can be computed as in (1.19), yielding

= ka(Q) ||

— C 72
= (@ k() — b(wn)b(C)C o, kL, T (), — B(win)B(C)CC, kL) 1o
—feon P (Ol Iz = 29 (@b Qb wn)DICIC (o o i)

+ [bwn) Pl k=

(k)

We have written the local Dirichlet integral D¢(k,) as a sum of three terms. We
leave the first one as it is, and work on the other two. We use the reproducing
property of the Cauchy-Szego kernel, the fact that c,,, kJC) is an H? function and we
estimate the real part with the modulus, obtaining

R (@i (b(n)DOIC s k12 ) = R (@i (b B) e () E ) )

= ||, 72 R (@b(wn)D(C)Chn(C)?)
< llew, a2 En (O lwnb(wn)I-

For the third summand, using the triangular inequality, we have

1 1=bO)bN)|
b2 _
[ kT2 /T oA 1-0) dm()\)
:/T T—wnl—wA\ 1—cA

1 1 (1— (C)b(A)>2
- ‘ R (1 g _(%imfdm“)"

dm(\)
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The function c¢,,, (ké’)2 belongs to H' and, in particular, by the Cauchy integral
formula (1.3) it holds

! 4 S SLICAY e WE) ™
/Tl_wnm‘w_ﬂ< 1—CA )dmm_/qr 1 — wah dm(2)

=cy, (wn)(k’g)z(wn).

Using this, we obtain
[b(wn) Pllewn kel 2 1b(wn)Pllcu, 12 ha (O
Now, computing the norms of the kernels

1 1 — |b(wn)?
2 _ 2 — n
HCWnHH2 - 1 — ’wnP’ ”anH(b) - 1_ ‘wn|2 )

we obtain the lower bound
Delkn) o Jwnl* k(O 20kn(OF [wnblwn)]  [b(wn)[Fn ()

knllfrey — 1= [b(wn)l? 1= [b(wn)|? 1= [b(wn)?
_ 2 |wn? = 2Jwnblwn)| + [b(wn)|”
_ ‘1 — bw)b(Q) | (Jwal = ID(wa)])?
1—w(¢ 1= [b(wn)?

o (L= 1)) (jon] = [b(wn) )"
S -mP =)l

Since lim, w, = ¢ and lim, |b(w,)| = € [0,1), we conclude that

D 1—B)2 (1—p)?
lim inf C(];n) > lim inf ( _ﬂ) 5 ( B; = 400,
n HanH(b) no |L—wnC)? 1-5
contradicting the uniform bound in (3.4). O

The following result is contained in the proof of Theorem 3.3.

Corollary 3.4. Let b be an analytic function on D with ||b||g=~ < 1 and let € T.
If b admits ADC at a point ¢ € T, then for all w € D the reproducing kernel kb
belongs to De.

Proof. From (3.5), it follows that
ko — k5 (Q)
¢

We have proved a positive result, that is, that H(b) — D, when ¢ ¢ o(b)
and a negative one, that is, that if ¢ € o(b), H(b) € D,. We now present some

2
= |[@k2 (¢)ew — b(w)b(C)Ceukl |}z < 00, O

H2

De(k2) = ‘

examples to show that, for the remaining case ¢ € o(b) \ o(b), anything can
happen.
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Example. Set
So ‘= s (36)

let ¢ € T and define the function

(1 —s0)Cz

bC(Z> = 1_SOZZ :

By Proposition 2 in [55], H(b;) = D, with equality of norms, guaranteeing the
embedding. Since b; is continuous up to the boundary T, it holds

o(be) = {A € T: be(N)] < 1}.
Writing ¢ = e and X\ = €, if € # ™, we have that
11— soCA> =1 — 2spcos(f — 1) + 52 > 1 — 250+ 53 = |(1 — 50)CA|.
On the other hand, when e = e,
11— s0CA12 = |(1 — s0)CA

This means that o(b;) = T \ {C}, providing a function in H* such that ¢ €
(b)) \ o(b;) while the embedding H (be) — D¢ holds.

——=C

Now we provide an example of an extreme function b with 1 € o(b) \ o(b)
such that H(b) < D; doesn’t hold. We use Proposition 3.1 as a criterion for the

inclusion.
Ezxample. Let
(1 —5s0)z
b = 3.7
() 1= (37)

where s is the constant in (3.6), so that H(b;) = Dy, and we construct an outer
function by as follows. We start by considering the function ¢ defined on T as

1og( 1—|1—)\]%>, if |arg(\)| < I,

0, elsewhere.

P(A) =

The function ¢ is in L*°(T) and real-valued, and this allows us to define the outer

function ba() 1= e { /T i J_r z o(N) dm(A)},

that satisfies |bs] = e? a.e. on T. The first condition of (i7) in Proposition 3.1 is

trivially true, since by is outer and therefore o(6y) = (). For the second condition
of (i), it holds that

1 b(W)[2=[1— A3,  forae A€ T with |arg(\)| < g
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Since for all A € T it holds

1 — s)2[1 — A2

L= )2 =
b (V)] T

it follows that in proximity of the point 1 the condition (ii) of Proposition 3.1
fails, meaning that the inclusion H(by) C H(b;) = D; cannot hold. Finally, from
a classical argument with Poisson kernels found in the proof of [30, Theorem 1.9],
it follows that for every A € T with |arg A| < %, it holds that

lim |by(2)] = e#™ = 1/1 — |1 — Az,
z—A

since ¢ is continuous on such \’s and bounded on T. It follows that

ab)N{r e T: |arg(\)| < 7/6} ={A e T: |arg(\)| < 7/6}\ {1},

———cl

so that 1 € o(bg) \ o(b) while H(by) ¢ D;.

3.1.1 Embedding H(b) — D,

In this section, we deal with the embedding H(b) — D,. Again, we provide a
sufficient condition and a necessary one for the embedding to hold, involving the
support of the measure p and the boundary spectrum o(b). We have the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Let iv be a finite positive Borel measure on T and let b € H. If
supp(p) N a(b)Cl = (), then the embedding H(b) — D,, holds.

Proof. By assumption, supp(u) and (b)C are disjoint compact sets, therefore

——cl

6 = dist (supp(p),o(b) ) > 0.

We consider the open set

U:= U {zEC:]z—x\<g}.

ccEa(b)Cl

Notice that U D (b)Cl and dist(U, supp(p)) > 6/2. For f € H(b), we split the
harmonically weighted Dirichlet integral of f into the sum

1 1
@MU)Z-i/ \fVPudA+qi/\|fFPu¢4
DNU D\U

™
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For the first summand, we use a classical Littlewood-Paley estimate, see Proposi-
tion 3.2 in [31]:

%Awwwwﬁﬁéwwmmwwﬂéwé%ﬁﬁma

yu /u (1= ) dA(2)

su® [ 170) = SO dm()
(D)1

| /\ |

C>7|Oo

For the second summand, we recall that every function in the space H(b) admits

_ , ——
an analytic extension across T \ o(b) . Hence, we have

iéwwwwwaM<<%wv|//k Fp () dAC)

—maXIfl/du

= max | f| (T
D\

We have proved that for every f € H(b) it holds

01|OO

Dpu(f) < ()| fII32 + max [ f/|1(T) < oo
D\U

The boundedness of the embedding K, — D,, follows from the closed graph the-
orem. [

Notice that Theorem 3.5 could also be proved using the analyticity of the
—
mapping ¢ € T \ o(b) Qg € B(H (b)), where ng is the difference quotient
operator. Now, we give a necessary condition for the embedding H(b) — D,,.

Theorem 3.6. Let p1 be a finite positive Borel measure on T and let b € H. If
the embedding H(b) < D,, holds, then p1(o(b)) = 0.

Proof. For the proof, we recall the function V,,: C — [0, +o0] defined as

1
w) —/deu(é), w e C,

that was introduced in Section 1.1. We show that V), is finite on the boundary
spectrum o (b)NT, which we can assume to be non-empty without loss of generality.
Let C' > 0 be a constant such that

Du(f) < Clf iy, f € HD).
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One could also take C' to be the norm of such embedding. Let A € o(b) and, as we
did in the proof of Theorem 3.3, let us consider a sequence (wy,), in D such that
|b(wy)| — B €10,1) as n — oo. By the disintegration formula in (1.18) and the
lower estimate for D¢ (k,) obtained in the proof of Theorem 3.3, we have that

CllEalry > Dpl) = / D (k) du(C)

|b<wn>|)2(|wn| — [b(wn)])®
> [l i >|2) )

_ Hkn”qu(b)( - |b(wn)])(\wn| — [b(w / — wn’2 1(0).

1+ |b(wy)|

Hence, by Fatou’s Lemma, it holds that

imin (1 _ |b(w")|) (|wn| — [b(wn)|
C>1 f / — wn,z 0)

1+ |b(wn)|
- 1 + ﬁ / ¢ — AIQ
_ (=
= V A
1+ 5 W)
In particular,
1+ 5
V. <C——— < 0, A€ o(b).

The theorem follows from the fact that V,, = oo p-a.e. on T (see Proposition 1.5)
and therefore, necessarily, we have that z(co(b)) = 0. O

Remark. We note that, if there exists an € > 0 such that for every A € o(b) we
have < 1—¢, then the potential V), is uniformly bounded on o (b). This happens,
for example, when b is inner. In this case, we can always choose § = 0. In general,
however, V|, can be unbounded on o(b). As an example, take the usual function
by as in (3.7) that realizes the equality H(b;) = D;. Clearly, the embedding holds,
but the potential associated to the measure = ¢y,

1
Vu(z) = m,

is not bounded on o(b) = T \ {1}.

We have another necessary condition for the embedding H(b) — D,,.

Proposition 3.7. Let p be a finite positive Borel measure on T and let b € H®.
If the embedding H(b) — D,, holds, then b belongs to D,,.

Notice that, when b is extreme, b ¢ H(b), so that in general the membership
b € D, does not trivially follow from the embedding.
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Proof of Proposition 3.7. Consider w € D such that b(w) # 0. One has

b(z) = % - (1-@)k(:)], zeD,

so that »
b=bw) (1—(I-wS)k’) €D,

since € and the forward shitt .5 18 well defined on , orollary 1.93.
i kg D, and the f d shift S'i 1l defined on D,,, by Corollary 1.53. [

3.2 The case b = u inner

In this part, we choose b = u to be inner. In this case, Theorems 3.2 and 3.3
provide an equivalent characterization of the embedding K, — D,,.

Corollary 3.8. Let b be an analytic function with ||b||g~ = 1 with closed boundary
spectrum, and let ¢ € T. Then, the embedding H(b) — D holds if and only if
¢ & o(b). In particular, if w is an inner function, then the embedding K, — D,
holds if and only if ¢ ¢ o(u).

Proof. The result follows using Theorems 3.2 and 3.3 and the fact that the spec-
trum of b is closed. [

We can rewrite the embedding K, < D, in terms of the boundedness of the
derivative operator, providing a corollary which is somehow related to the results
of Baranov about the boundedness of the differentiation operator acting on model
spaces, see [7].

Corollary 3.9. Let u be an inner function and ( € T. Let D be the derivative
operator

D: K, — L*(Po:d4), fw [,

acting from the model space to the Lebesque space L*(D, Pé:dA). Then, D is
bounded if and only if ( ¢ o(u).

Proof. Tt follows at once from Corollary 3.8, for

1— |2

71 sy = [P OF T 5 4AG) = #De(). O

The embedding K, — D¢ allows to find some Carleson measures for K. First,
let us recall the definition.

Definition 3.10. Let H be a Hilbert space of holomorphic functions on . We
say that a positive Borel measure v on D is a Carleson measure for H if there
exists a constant C' > 0 such that

/D Pdv<ClfIE.  feH. (3.8)
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Carleson measures for the Hardy space H? appeared in a very natural and
powerful way in the proof of the Corona Theorem for H*, see [31]. Such measures
have been well studied, and they admit a nice geometric characterization in terms
of Carleson boxes.

Proposition 3.11. Let v be a finite positive Borel measure on D. Given an arc
I C T, the Carleson box associated to I is

S(I):={re?: e cI, 1—|I|<r<1},

where |I| denotes the arc length of I. Then, v is Carleson for H?* if and only if
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

v(SI) < C|Il, IcCT. (3.9)

Carleson measures of D, have been characterized in [14] in terms of Carleson
measures of H?, as follows:

Proposition 3.12. Let v be a finite positive Borel measure on . Then, v is a

Carleson measure for D¢ if and only if the measure |z — (|* dv(z) is Carleson for
H?.
Note that every Carleson measure of D, has to be finite, since 1 € D.. Having

mentioned these preliminary facts, we can state our result.

Corollary 3.13. Let u be an inner function and v a finite positive Borel measure
on D. If there exists ¢ € T\ o(u) such that |z — (> dv(z) is a Carleson measure
for H?, then v is a Carleson measure for the model space K, .

Proof. Since ¢ ¢ o(u), by Theorem 3.8 the embedding K, < D, holds. Also, by
Proposition 3.12, the measure v is a Carleson measure for D.. Then, for every
f € K, it holds

/D 2 dv < CIFI, < CIFIE,

for some positive constants C, C’, meaning that v is a Carleson measure for K,. [

We conclude this part with an example of a Carleson measure for D; (and thus
for every model space K, with 1 ¢ o(u)) which is not Carleson for H?.

Ezxample. Let v be the measure defined on Borel sets of D as

1
v(A ::/
( ) ANo,1] V I—s

We use the characterization in Proposition 3.11 to prove that v is not a Carleson
measure for H2. For § > 0, consider the arc I centered at 1 with arc length 6.
One can compute the measure of the Carleson boxes S(I5) and obtain

ds.

v(S(I5)) = /:5 L 45 =25,

1—s
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showing that the bound in (3.9) cannot hold as 6 — 0. However, the measure v
is a Carleson measure for the local Dirichlet space D;. We use Proposition 3.12,
and because of the definition of v it suffices to consider only the arcs that contain
1, and one can show that the measure |z — 1|2 dv(2) satisfies (3.9).

We move now to the description of multipliers from the model space K, into
the local Dirichlet space.

Definition 3.14. Let H;, H, be Hilbert spaces of holomorphic functions on D.
The multipliers from H; to Hs are defined as

M(Hl,HQ) = {¢ € HOI(D) ngl g HQ}
When H, = H, we simply write M (H,).

The multiplier algebra M(D,) of the local Dirichlet space is characterized as
follows. This result follows from Proposition 3.1 of [27]. For sake of completeness,
we provide an explicit proof.

Lemma 3.15. For ( € T, the multiplier algebra of D is D N H>.

Proof. The fact that the multipliers of D, are in D, N H* follows from the stan-
dard argument which holds for many other reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces of
analytic functions, see for example Proposition 3.1 in [26]. Let us move to the
other inclusion: let ¢ € D, N H>, and let f € D,. In light of the characterization
in Theorem 1.46, there exist functions 7, g € H? such that

¢(z) =0(Q)+ (z=Onlz),  fl&) =[O+ (z-Qgz), =zeD. (3.10)
Then, for z € D it holds that

#(2)f(2) = (¢(C) + (= = On(2)) (F(O) + (= = (=)
= (O f(O) + (2= Qe(Qg(z) +1(2) F(Q) + (= = On(2)g(2)].

Again by Theorem 1.46, membership of the product ¢f in D, is equivalent to the
membership in H? of the function

?(Q)g(z) +n(2)f(C) + (2 = On(2)g(2).

Since n, g € H?, it suffices to show that (z — {)n(z)g(z) belongs to H?, and this
follows from (3.10) and the assumption that ¢ € H*, for

(2 = On(2)g(2) = (6(2) — 6(¢))g(2). O

In [26], multipliers between model spaces are studied. It is shown that M (K,,) =
C, meaning that every function multiplying any model space into itself must be
constant. Furthermore, multipliers from model spaces to the Hardy space H? are
characterized in terms of a Carleson condition on the unit circle. More precisely,
NS M(Ku, HQ) if and only if the measure |¢|>?dm is a Carleson measure for K,
i.e. there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

/T foPdm < CIfI%, ek
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Assuming the inclusion K, C D¢, the local Dirichlet space D, is an intermediate
space between K, and H?. This is reflected in our following multiplier theorem.

Theorem 3.16. Let u be an inner function, ¢\ o(u) and ¢ € Hol(D). Then, ¢ is
a multiplier from K, to D¢ if and only if the measure |p|*dm is Carleson for K,
and ¢ belongs to D.

Proof. Let us assume that ¢ € M(K,,D;). Then, in particular, the measure
|#|* dm is a Carleson measure for K,, so it suffices to show that every multiplier
from K, to D¢ belongs to D.. If u(0) = 0, then 1 € K,, implying that the
multiplier ¢ belongs to D.. If u(0) # 0, we consider the kernel

ky =1 —u(0)u.

Using Theorem 1.47, one can check that 1/k{ € H>* N D¢, so that by Lemma 3.15
the function 1/k{ is a multiplier of D.. Thus,

1
¢=ﬁ¢k5€@<
0

which implies the statement. Let us now prove the other implication. We assume
that |¢|*> dm is a Carleson measure for K, and that ¢ belongs to D.. Since ¢ €
M(KU,H2), for every f € K, the product ¢f belongs to H2. We compute the
local Dirichlet integral. We have

D) = / f(A)ﬁb()\))\: g(C)Qﬁ(C) ()
_ / SNR) = sNI(Q) + 6N = HOHD
T A—¢
<2 [1o0E EE=LO dmon + 210 [ |23 =2 iy
f= 1O o|[¢ = Q)|
=2 — +2f(OP||—=*
H =G Mlz2gpam) TR it
<co|I=L9| rarorodo
< (C+2D¢(9)) I I
concluding the proof. O

It is natural to ask whether the condition in Theorem 3.16 guarantees the
boundedness of the multipliers, in other words, whether M (K, D) is contained
or not in H*°. The answer to this question is negative. Considering the simplest
case u(z) = z, one has that K, = C, and therefore M(K,,D;) = D, which
contains unbounded functions.
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3.2.1 Embedding K, — D,

Given p a finite positive Borel measure on T and an inner function u, Theorems 3.5
and 3.6 provide a sufficient condition and a necessary condition for the embedding
K, — D, respectively supp(p) No(u) = 0 and u(a(u)) = 0. If p = 0., both these
conditions are equivalent to ¢ ¢ o(u), leading to the characterization

K, — D <= (¢ o(u).

Considering the Lebesgue measure p = m, the two conditions do not coincide, but
the sufficient one is also necessary. This is because, if the inclusion K, < D =D,
holds, then by Proposition 3.7 the function u belongs to D. However, by Corollary
1.51, the only inner functions in the classical Dirichlet space are the finite Blaschke
products, resulting in the boundary spectrum o(u) N'T being empty. Therefore,
we have the characterization

K, =D < supp(m)No(u) =0 < o(u) = 0.

As a consequence of Theorem 2.10, we know that in general the sufficient condition
supp(u) No(u) = 0 is not necessary for K, < D,,.
Example. Let u be the one-component inner function considered in Proposition

2.13,
z+1
= c D.
u(z) = exp (2_1>, z

Consider a measure p such that p({1}) =0 and

1
/T—K_ Q) < .

Then, the embedding K, — D, holds. This is because, for every f € K, and
C#1,
Cy

|< _ 1|2 Hf”l%ﬂa

De(f) = 1Q¢ Il < NQIPIFIE <

so that
1
D = D 2, —— .
u(f) /T\{l} () du(Q) < Cull fllm A|C_1|2dM(C)<m

We conclude this section discussing the compactness of the embeddings K, —
D,. Due to the trivial norm inequality || - ||g2 < || - [|p,, the compactness of the
embedding K, — D,, implies the compactness of the identity map I, . Therefore,
it is easy to see that the embedding K,, — D,, is compact if and only if K, is finite
dimensional, that is, if and only if u is a finite Blaschke product [30, Proposition
5.19].
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3.3 The case b non-extreme

This section comes from original results of the author. We consider a non-extreme
function b € H{®, i.e., such that log(1 — |b|) is integrable, and its Pythagorean
mate a. We recall that a is the unique outer function such that a(0) > 0 and

Ib]? + |a|* =1 a.e. on T. (3.11)

This function a is defined by

a(2) = exp (/T i i “log(1 - b)) dm()\)), 2 eD.

We say that (b,a) is a pair. An application of the maximum principle for subhar-
monic functions yields that, in fact, if (b, a) is a pair, then

b(2)]> + |a(2)]> <1 z € D. (3.12)

Check also [29, Exercise 23.1.1]. We consider the following boundary zero set of
the function a,
Z(a)={ e T: lirr% a(rA) = 0}.
r—

This set is related to the spectrum of b, in particular to the boundary part o(b)NT.
Notice that
T\o(b)={AeT: lim |b(z)|=1}.

z€D,z—A

Therefore, if A € T \ o(b), then by (3.12) it follows that

limsup |a(z)| < limsup /1 — |b(z)|? = 0.
2=

z—A

In particular, we have the set inequality
T\ o(b) C Z(a).

We will show that a converse to this inequality does not hold, in general. If the
function b is continuous up to the boundary, then also the function a is continuous
up to the boundary, and in this case we have the set identity

Z(a) =T\ o(b), (3.13)

and the set Z(a) is the usual zero set for the boundary function a. In particular, if
b is continuous up to the boundary, then Z(a) is closed. However, this is not true
in general.

Example. Consider the singular inner function associated to the Dirac measure ¢y,

1
u(z):exp(z+ ), zeD.

z—1
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Since o(u) = {1}, the function v admits an analytic extension across any open arc
A C T\ {1} with |u| =1 on A. Therefore, if we consider the non-extreme function

_1+u

b
2

as in Proposition 1.35, we have that its mate is a = (1 — u)/2 and

2kmi+1
@\ = (e TV} u(e) = 1} = { 35 we 2
The set Z(a) accumulates at 1, however a computation shows that

limu(r) =0,
r—1
proving that 1 ¢ Z(a).

The next example shows that the equality in (3.13) does not always hold. This
was suggested by T. Ransford, while the author was visiting Laval University, QC,
through private communication.

Example. We consider again the singular inner function u associated to the Dirac
measure 01, and we set

1+2
b(z) == 5

Since |u] = 1 on T\ {1} and liminf, ,; |u(z)| = 0, we have that o(b) NT = T.
Its Pythagorean mate is a(z) := (1 — 2)/2. Indeed, a is an outer function with
a(0) > 0, and for z € T \ {1} we have

u(z), z € D.

1
b +la(z)P = (11 + 2P + 1= 2°) = 1.

In this case, we have that Z(a) = {1} and T \ o(b) = 0.

Given p a finite positive Borel measure on T, we recall that its potential is
defined as

1
V, = | ———du(A C
M(w) /11‘|)\_w‘2 M( )7 w e )
and it satisfies V,, = oo pu—a.e. on T. We need some technical results from [17].

Lemma 3.17. L@t
w - 1 — y )
C (Z) = w,z €D

be the Cauchy-Szeqo kernel. Then, if (b,a) is a pair,

1+ [b(w)/a(w)[?
2 _
||CU)HH(b) - 1 — |U)|2 ) (314)

and if p is a finite positive Borel measure on T, then

, Lt [PV (w)
I

(3.15)

”Cw|



3.3. THE CASE b NON-EXTREME 71

Proof. See Lemmas 3.4 and 3.5 of [17]. O

In the following, we will use the notation F' < G to denote that F/G is a
bounded function, and we will write F' < G when ' < G and G S F.

Proposition 3.18. Let (b,a) be a pair and p a finite positive Borel measure on
T. If the set inequality H(b) C D, holds, then Z(a) is a carrier for the measure

—cl

w. In particular, it holds the set inclusion supp(u) C Z(a)

Proof. By the closed graph theorem and Lemma 3.17,

[b(w)?

1+ V,(w) S1+ ,
! la(w)[?

w € D.

Let ¢ be in T \ Z(a). In particular, there exist ¢ > 0 and a sequence 7 in (0, 1)
converging to 1 as k — oo such that limy |a(ry()| > . By Fatou’s Lemma,

V,.(¢) < limkinf V(1)

a(riO)?

< lim inf
< 0—F—F—5 < 00.
— limy |a(rkQ)[?

We have the set inclusion
T\ Z(a) C{¢ e T: V,(¢) < oo}

Since V,, = oo p—a.e. on T, then pu(T \ Z(a)) = 0, meaning that Z(a) is a carrier
for the measure p. Notice that by monotonicity it also holds

o(T\F@) -

thus by definition of support we have that supp(u) C mel. ]

We study the reverse inclusion D,, C H(b). First of all, we note that, if the
set inclusion D, C H(b) holds, then the space H(b) contains all the polynomials,
and therefore the function b is non-extreme. As usual, we will denote by a the
Pythagorean mate of b. We will make the assumption that (b, a) is a Corona pair,
i.e., that there exists 0 > 0 such that

inf ([b(=)] + la(:)]) > o

This is one of the two equivalent conditions in the Corona Theorem 1.26.

Proposition 3.19. Let pu be a measure and (b,a) a Corona pair. If the embedding
D, — H(b) holds, then Z(a) C supp(p). Also, for every point ¢ € Z(a) that is an
i1solated atom for u, it holds the estimate

im sup
we o |a(w)]

< . (3.16)
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Notice that, a priori, there might not be any point ¢ in Z(a) that is also an
isolated atom for .

Proof. To prove the set inclusion Z(a) C supp(u), we prove the opposite inclusion
between the complements of the sets. Let ¢ € T \ supp(u). By definition of V,,
one can check that V,(¢) < co and that

p(T)
Vu(w) < diSt(wv Sllpp(ﬂ))2,

w e C. (3.17)

In particular, V,(¢) < oco. Also, again by the closed graph theorem and Lemma

3.17,
. b(r¢)|? - 2
lim su < limsup 7V, (r() < oo.
P lagrgp S e )
With the assumption that (b,a) form a Corona pair, this shows that ¢ ¢ Z(a).
Now, fix a point ¢ € Z(a) that is an isolated atom for y, if there are any. By
(3.17), we have that

|b(w)’2 < |w|2Vu(w) < |w|2M(T)

D.
(@) ~ = Tist(w,supp(r))?’ ©C

Thus, in an appropriate neighbourhood Uy of ¢, since (b, a) form a Corona pair, it
holds
jw —¢]

|a(w)]

concluding the proof. O

51, IUGUC,

Notice that the growth condition (3.16) gives information on how fast the
function a(r¢) tends to 0 as r — 17. In particular, if a is analytic in ¢, then (3.16)
implies that a has a 0 of order 1 in (.

Confronting the two different inclusions, we obtain the following.

Theorem 3.20. Let (b,a) be a Corona pair and i a finite positive Borel measure
on T. If H(b) =D, then
—l
supp(p) = Z(a) .
Proof. Tt follows from Propositions 3.18 and 3.19. m

Notice that, if b is a rational function or if b has the form (1 + u)/2 with u
inner, then (b, a) forms a Corona pair.

3.3.1 p finite sum of atoms

In [17], the authors proved the following theorem.

Theorem 3.21. Let (b,a) be a pair such that a is rational, and let p be a finite
positive measure on T. Then H(b) = D, if and only if the following conditions
hold:
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1. the zeros of a on T are all simple;
2. the support of v is exactly equal to this set of zeros;

3. none of these zeros lie in the spectrum o(b;), where b; is the inner factor of
b.

Using this theorem, we prove a similar result, but with a different point of
view. We consider a measure p that is a finite sum of atoms, i.e.

N
p=> (3.18)
j=1

where a; > 0 and ¢; € T, for j = 1,..., N. We characterize the conditions on the
pair (b,a) in order to have the equality H(b) = D,. As a corollary of Theorem
3.21, in [17] the authors showed that D, = H(b,), where the function b, can
be chosen as the non-extreme function of H° having for Pythagorean mate a, a
polynomial with simple zeros in the atoms of y. We can write

N

a,(z) = C’H(z - ¢), z €D, (3.19)

J=1

where C' € C is an appropriate constant such that a,(0) > 0 and |la,|g~ < 1.
Also, in [17] the function b, is constructed starting from the function a, defined
in (3.19) using the Fejér-Riesz Theorem. In particular, b, can be chosen to be a
polynomial whose zeros lie outside the disk D.

The choice of the pair (b,,a,) is not unique, for example in [55] the equality
H(b) = D¢ is realized with the pair (b¢, ac) given by

be(z) = —(1 : zz%iz, ac(z) = u _lsi)iif_z Cz))

z €D,

where
3 _
2

Being that D, = H(b,), to study the equalities D, = H(b) for a general b we can
appeal to the following result from J. Ball and T. Kriete [6]. See also Theorem
27.15 of [29].

Theorem 3.22. Let by and by be two functions in the closed unit ball of H>, with
by non-extreme. The following assertions are equivalent.

(1) H(by) S H(b);

=

So —

(11) There exist v,w € H*® and vy > 0 such that

(A) b1+UCL1 :wa
(B) 1—|bs]®> < ~v(1 —|b1]?) a.e. on'T.



74 CHAPTER 3. H(b) SPACES AND D,, SPACES

Using this theorem, we prove the following embedding result.

Theorem 3.23. Let b be a non-extreme function in H°, a its Pythagorean mate,
and p an atomic measure as in (3.18). Then, we have the embedding H(b) — D,
if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) There exists g € H* such that a has the form

a= (H(Z - Cj)) 9

j=1

(i) {1y, Cny Na(b) = 0.
Proof. We assume that H(b) — D,. Since

N
D, =)D,
j=1

then by Theorem 3.6, necessarily (; ¢ o(b) for each j = 1,..., N. This proves (ii).
Now, applying (B) of Theorem 3.22 to our pair (b,a) and the pair (b,, a,) defined
in (3.19), there exists a positive constant v such that

L= [P <y(1—[b,(N)]?), aeAeT.

Since (b,a) and (b,,a,) form two Pythagorean pairs and a, has the expression
(3.19), we have that

N
eV <AICPT]IA =GP aeXeT.

i=1

In particular, the function defined for a.e. A € T

a(A)
g(/\) NN
Hj:l (/\ - C])
belongs to L>(T). We recall that the binomial z — (; is outer. Being g a quotient
of outer functions, and therefore in the Smirnov class, by Theorem 1.15 we have
that
a(z)

HjV:1(z - Cj)’
belongs to H*, proving (i). Now, we assume that (i) and (ii) hold. We recall that
D, = H(b,), where the pair (b,,a,) is described in (3.19). Our goal is to apply
Theorem 3.22. Condition (B) is 1 — [b]? < (1 — |b,|?), a.e. on T, and this follows
from (i) and the fact that g € H*. On the other hand, by assumption we have
that {(1,...,{n} No(b) = 0, meaning that

lim |b(z)| =1

z€D,z—(;

9(2) ==

z € D,

for every j =1,..., N. By the definition (3.19) of a,, it follows that b and a,, form
a Corona pair. An application of the Corona Theorem 1.26 proves that condition
(A) holds. We conclude that H(b) € H(b,) = D,. O
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As an application of this theorem to the special case of one atom, N = 1, we
obtain a complete characterization for the embedding in the local Dirichlet space
H(b) — D¢, completing Theorems 3.2 and 3.3, for a non-extreme b.

Corollary 3.24. Let b be a non-extreme function in H°, a its Pythagorean mate,
and ¢ € T. Then, it holds the embedding H(b) — D¢ if and only if the two
following conditions hold.

e (¢ ab)
o There exists g € H*® such that a = (z — ()g.

Now, we move to the reverse inclusion D, C H(b).

Lemma 3.25. Let p be an atomic measure as in (3.18), and (b,a) be a pair such

that a has the form
N
({1

j=1
with g € H*. Then, we have the inclusion D, C H(b) if and only if infp |g| > 0.

Proof. This is again a consequence of Theorem 3.22. Since a is outer and so is
the product of the binomials (z — (;), g is outer as well, for it cannot have inner
factors. Also, the condition (B) of Theorem 3.22 in this context can be rewritten
as
2 2
la,]® < vlal a.e. on T,

which is equivalent to saying that 1 < |g| a.e. on T. By Smirnov’s Theorem 1.15,
this happens if and only if the function 1/g belongs to H*, or, equivalently, if
and only if infp |g| > 0. Now, being b, @, polynomials, necessarily the relation
1b]* + |a|*> = 1 holds for every point on the boundary, and in particular [b((;)] = 1
for every j. Therefore, assuming that infp [g| > 0, then b, and a form a Corona
pair and condition (A) of Theorem 3.22 is satisfied. This concludes the proof. [J

Theorem 3.26. Let b be a non-extreme function in H°, a its Pythagorean mate,
and p an atomic measure as in (3.18). Then, we have the equality H(b) = D, if
and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) There exists g € H® with infp |g| > 0 such that a has the form

a= <H(Z - Cj)) g;

Jj=1

(ii) {C1,..., ¢} No(b) =0.
Proof. We assume that H(b) = D,. By Theorem 3.23, since H(b) C D, the

function a has the form
a= <H(2 - Cj)) g

j=1
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for some g € H* and it holds (ii). Now, applying Lemma 3.25 we conclude that
infp |g| > 0.

On the other hand, if conditions (i) and (ii) hold, then we automatically have
both the inclusions, concluding the proof. O

To conclude this part, we show that neither one of the two conditions of The-
orem 3.26 implies the other. In the following examples, N =1 and (; = 1. These
examples were suggested to the author by Thomas Ransford through private com-
munication.

FExample. Let b be the function defined by

1 1
b(z) = —;Zexp(jtl), z e D.

We considered the same function in a previous example, at the beginning of Section
3.3. In this case, the Pythagorean mate of b is a(z) := (1—z)/2. Clearly, condition

(i) holds with ¢ = —1/2. However, because of the presence of the singular inner
factor in b,
hrzn_glnf 1b(2)| =0,
so that 1 € o(b).
Example. Consider
1 2
b(z) = ;Z . zeD.

Then, its Pythagorean mate is a(z) := (1 —2?%)/2. Condition (ii) is easily satisfied:
since
lim |b(2)| =1,

z—1

then 1 ¢ o(b). However, since by Proposition 1.35

) =155 = - (<157,

condition (i) cannot be satisfied.




Chapter 4

Generalized Cesaro means on
Dirichlet spaces

In this chapter we present some recent results obtained in collaboration with J.
Mashreghi, M. Nasri and W. Verreault (a preprint is now ready and currently
under review). The content of this chapter differs from the main topic of the
previous ones. So far, we have conducted a broad analysis on topics that cross
the two different realms of de Branges-Rovnyak spaces and harmonically weighted
Dirichlet spaces. However, in this last part of the thesis, the results that we
will present are aimed to answer a very natural and specific question about the
convergence of certain means on weighted Dirichlet spaces.

One of the fundamental facts in complex analysis is that every holomorphic
function f on the open unit disk D has the Taylor series expansion

o0

flz) = Zakzk, z € D.

k=0

Therefore, in any polynomial approximation scheme in a Banach space X consisting
of such analytic functions, it is natural to consider the Taylor polynomials

n

(Suf)(2) =D az*,  n>0, (4.1)

k=0

and explore if S, f — f in the ambient space X. For example, it is straightforward
to see that this holds in the Hardy space H? and in the classical Dirichlet space
D. Moreover, it is a deep result of Hardy—Littlewood [33, 34] that it is also a valid
scheme in HP-spaces for 1 < p < co. However, this natural approximation method
fails in some settings such as the disk algebra A and the Hardy space H'.

As a first alternative to Taylor polynomials (4.1), the weighted versions

(onf) (2) = Zn: (1 __k ) apz”, n >0, (4.2)

P n+1

known as Cesaro means or Fejér polynomials, were considered. In fact, Hardy-
Littlewood demonstrated that o, f — f holds in both the disk algebra A and the
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Hardy space H!. They even considered more sophisticated means which we do not
discuss in this work.

We consider weighted Dirichlet spaces. For this part, we allow a greater gen-
erality for the weights: we consider superharmonic functions. Standard references
for this topic are [31, 47]. In literature, it is more common to define first the
subharmonic functions, rather than the superharmonic ones.

Definition 4.1. Let U C C be an open set. A function u: U — [—00,400) is
called subharmonic if it is upper semicontinuous and it satisfies the local submean
inequality, i.e., given w € U, there exists p > 0 such that the closed ball {z €
C: |z —w| < p} is contained in U and

1 2m )
u(w) < —/ u(w +re') db), 0<r<p).
27 Jo

We say that a function v: U — (—o00, +00] is superharmonic if —v is subharmonic.

Given a function w that is positive and superharmonic on D, we define the
superharmonically weighted Dirichlet space

D, = {f € Hol(D): /D|f’(z)|2w(z) dA() < oo}

These spaces were introduced by Alexandru Aleman in 1993 [2] as an interesting
generalization of the harmonically weighted ones. This generalization in the weight
comes with some differences in the structure and the properties of the space, with
respect to the harmonic case. For example, the forward shift S acts as a 2-isometric
operator on D, if and only if the weight w is harmonic. For more details, see [2].

In 2019, Mashreghi-Ransford [42] studied problems related to polynomial ap-
proximation on the spaces D,. More explicitly, it was demonstrated that while
there are cases where ||.S,,f — f||», 7 0, the approximation scheme ||o,, f — f||p, —
0 remains valid. Later in this chapter, we will give more details about this initial
work of Mashreghi-Ransford, to provide the reader with more context. In [41],
the generalized Cesaro means

n

e = (") (T e

k=0

were considered on superharmonically weighted Dirichlet spaces. Here, « is a
parameter in the interval [0, 1], and notice that for &« = 0 and o = 1 one recovers,
respectively, S, and o,,. It was shown that the approximation ||o& f — f||p, — 0 is
valid for every superharmonic weight w if and only if a > % In this chapter, we are
interested in the asymptotic behavior of the norm of the operator of associated to
the generalized Cesaro means on the spaces D, as n — oo. To tackle this topic,
we will introduce the Hadamard multipliers and we will need several technical
estimates.
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4.1 Hadamard multipliers and main results

Definition 4.2. Given two formal power series f(z) := > o arz" and g(z) =
> e biz®, their Hadamard product is the formal power series given by the formula

oo

(f+9)(2) =) (arbi)2

k=0

It is trivial that if either f or g is a polynomial, then f x g is also a polynomial.
In passing, we note that if f, g € H?, the coefficients (ax)ren, (bx)ren are the Fourier
coefficients of their boundary functions. Then, the coefficients of the Hadamard
product f % g are the coefficients of the convolution of the boundary functions
associated to f and g.

Definition 4.3. We say that an analytic function g on D is a Hadamard multiplier
for D, if the product f * g belongs to D, for every f € D,,,.

The study of Hadamard multipliers on weighted Dirichlet spaces started in
2019 with a work by Mashreghi—Ransford [42]. The property of being a Hadamard
multiplier was associated to the boundedness of a special infinite matrix on ¢2. For
a sequence of complex numbers (¢ )ren, write T, for the infinite matrix

Ci Cp—C C3—C Cq4—C3

0 Co C3 —Cy Cq4 — C3
T..=1 0 0 3 Ca—C3 ... |, (4.3)
0 o

0 0 Cy

If this matrix is a bounded operator on (%, we denote its operator norm by || T¢[| 2.
For convenience of notation, if (¢ )ren is the sequence of the Taylor coefficients of
an analytic function h, or even of a formal power series h(z) = > 7o, cx2¥, we also
write T}, in place of T,.. Note that the term ¢y does not appear in the matrix 7.:
this is consistent with the fact that the Dirichlet integrals annihilate the constants.
The following central result is needed in our discussion.

Theorem 4.4 ([42]). The function h is a Hadamard multiplier of D,,, for any
superharmonic weight w, if and only if Ty, defined as in (4.3) acts as a bounded
operator on (*. Moreover, in this case, it holds the estimate

Doy(h % [) < 1 Thll52) Deo)- (4.4)

The constant ||Th||%(42) is optimal. To be more precise, we introduce the quan-
tity
Db f)

T3 =sup ——————, 4.5
H h”Dw—>®u ’ @w(f) ( )

where w is a superharmonic weight and the supremum is taken over all non-
constant f € D,,. Hence, we know that, for each weight w,

1Tl D0 =20 < 1 ThllB2),
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and the sharpness of the constant ||7}||s(2) means that, when we take another
supremum with respect to weights w, we obtain

sup || Th[lp, —o., = [|Thlls(e2)-

In [42], it is shown that this supremum is attained by choosing the harmonic weight

1—|z]?
o (2) - 2|

':|1—z|2’ z € D.

The corresponding Dirichlet space is the local Dirichlet space D;. Our goal is to
further analyze
— sup Dy(h* f)

r Dulf)

for the special class of polynomials & that give rise to the generalized Cesaro means.
Proper estimation of ||T},|| is crucial in applications.

After proving Theorem 4.4, the authors in [42] studied sufficient and necessary
conditions for the matrix 7, to be bounded on ¢?. They also provided estimates for
the norm ||T;| (), with important consequences for the function spaces D,,. For
example, interpreting the radial approximation f,.(z) = f(rz) as the Hadamard
product f % P,, where P, is the Poisson kernel given by

P.(z) = Zrkzk,
k=0

they proved the following result: given w a superharmonic weight and f € D,,
then for every r € (0,1) the function f, belongs to D, and

Du(f) < (2 = 1)Du(f). (4.6)

|Tw|| = |Thl|B(e2)

Similar results were already known, but with these Hadamard multipliers tech-
niques the authors managed to give a direct proof with a better constant. Actually,
the estimate in (4.6) is the best one to date.

Now, we introduce the object of interest for this chapter: the generalized Cesaro
means. For the rest of this work, n > 1 will be a fixed natural number and « a
real number in the interval [0, 1].

Definition 4.5. For a power series f(z) = Y -, a;x2", the generalized Cesaro
operator o acts on f as

n

@ = (") (T e

k=0

where the generalized binomial coefficient is defined for a pair of real numbers z, y

with x >y > —1 as
(1:) o ['(z+1)
y)  Ty+Dl(z—y+1)
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Here, I' denotes the Gamma function. We set
~1
—k
ck:cgn:<n+a) (n +oz>’ k=0,...,n, (4.7)
’ o o

and ¢, = 0 otherwise. In the language of Hadamard products, writing hd(z) =
Y oreo cp2" and assuming that The acts on the formal power series, we see that

Th% = O‘:,):
We set [|o%|| := ||Tha||, that is the quantity of interest for this chapter. Let us pay
more attention to two special cases.
1. For a = 0 and n € N, the coefficients ¢, are equal to 1 for Kk =0,...,n and

0

then they jump to zero for £ > n. Hence, o,

partial sum operator

is precisely equal to the n-th

n

Snf(z) = Zakzka

k=0
which is the Hadamard product of the Dirichlet kernel D,, with f. It is known
that ||0?]|> = n+1 with the maximizing function f(z) = nz"*' —(n+1)2"+1.

2. For a = 1, we have that 0! = o, is the Cesaro operator

on(f) :i (1— nf—l) a2,

k=0

which satisfies 0,,(f) = K, * f, where K, is the classical Fejér kernel. It is
known that ||o}||* = n/(n+ 1) with maximizing function f(z) = 2" — (n+
1)z +n.

See [38, 39, 42] for further details.

Our main concern in this work is to estimate, as precisely as possible, the
quantity ||o%] for different values of the parameter a. As mentioned above, the
value o« = 1/2 is a threshold point, and that is why we have three different theorems
with different flavors about the behavior of ||c%|| corresponding to whether o >
1/2, « =1/2, or @« < 1/2. In the following, the notation f(n) ~ g(n) means that

lim m = 1.
n g(n)
We state our main results.

Theorem 4.6. Let a < % Then
log || ~ Can27e,

where ( )1/2
I'(1 — 2«

is a finite positive constant.
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Theorem 4.7. Let o = % Then

1 1
o]l ~ 3 log!/? n.

Theorem 4.8. Let o € (3,1). Then

« (200 — 1)271/2 } «

max {1, 2o D (o) < liminf oyl < fimsup flon ]| < o577

We add to the main theorems the following comments.

1. Theorems 4.6, 4.7 and 4.8 reaffirm that c%(f) — f in D,, if and only if a >
1/2, as it was established in [41]. Additionally, the behavior at the critical
case a = 1/2 was conjectured and observed numerically in the doctoral
dissertation of P. Parisé.

2. For o < 1, by Theorem 4.6 we have that [o| ~ C,n2~®, with

(1 —2a)'/?
Cc,=T 1)—————.
(a+1) I'l —a)
For each fixed n > 1, interpreting C.,n2~% as a continuous function of o, we
have that
lim Cynz™% = n%,
a—0t

which is coherent with the fact that the norm of S, = ¢% asymptotically
behaves as y/n.

3. Handling the case a > 1/2 presented some challenges. For a < 1/2; the
norm |[c%|| diverged as n — oo, allowing us to isolate a dominant term
that represented its growth at infinity. This simplification enabled us to
disregard other terms that were overshadowed by the principal one. However,
as established and reaffirmed above, whenever a > 1/2; the norm |[c%|
remains bounded as n grows. Consequently, all contributing terms become
significant, making it more complex to determine the asymptotic behavior
of ||o%|| as n increases. The only case for which precise formulas have been
derived is a = 1 [38].

4.2 Proofs

We give some technical results that will be needed in the proofs of the three
theorems previously stated. Here is a simple observation about the eigenvalues of
T.. As a matter of fact, we will just use a special case of (4.8), corresponding to
k =1, which also follows from more substantial results in [42].
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Lemma 4.9. Let (cx)r>1 be a sequence of complex numbers. Then ¢, k > 1, is
an eigenvalue of the matrix T,, with corresponding eigenvector

k
Vi = E €,
i=1

where e; is the sequence given by €;(j) = d;;, the Kronecker delta, for j € N. In
particular, if T, is bounded on (2,

sup |cx| < ||| B e2)- (4.8)
k>1

Proof. We prove by induction that T,v, = ¢yvi. For k = 1, the result is trivial.
Assume that it holds for £ € N. Then
k
Tevisr =Tevy +Teepr = cpvy + Z(Ck;-H — )€ + Crp1€p41
i=1
= cx Vi + (Chp1 — C&)VE + Crr1€p41 = Chp1 Vg1, O

In [42], it was shown that for a polynomial h of degree n,
ITl* < (n+1) Z |1 — . (4.9)
k=1
Additionally, this estimate was complemented in [41] by the lower bounds

IT0 > = m ) lersr — el (4.10)

k=m

that hold for every m € {1,...,n}. Using these results, we derive explicit asymp-
totic expressions for generalized Cesaro means. We begin with the following pair
of inequalities, originally due to W. Gautschi [32]. For the reader’s convenience, a
sketch of the proof is provided.

Lemma 4.10 (Gautschi’s Inequality). Let x be a positive real number and o €
(0,1). Then

['(z+ )
—F <
['(z+1)

Proof. Write I'(z + a) = I'((1 — a)z + a(z + 1)). By the strict log-convexity of
the Gamma function on the positive real axis [5], we have

(z+1)*t < TR (4.11)

[(z+a) <T(z)"°T(z+1)*

for x > 0 and a € (0,1). Hence, by the well-known multiplication formula for the
Gamma function, i.e., I'(z + 1) = z['(x), x > 0, we deduce that

[(x+a) <2 'T(z+1),
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proving the second inequality in (4.11).
For the first inequality, using similar arguments, we see that
Fz+1)=T(a(z+a)+ (1 -a)(z+a+1))
<ID(x+a)T(z+a+ 1)
=T(z+a)(z + o)™,
concluding the proof. O
Notice that, following the proof, we have actually obtained as a lower bound the
quantity (x + «)®~!. However, since we are only concerned about the asymptotic

behavior as x — oo, for the sake of simplicity we stick to the original statement.
We can now show an optimal upper estimate for the quantity appearing in (4.9).

Lemma 4.11. Let a € (0,1), n > 1, and let ¢x be as in (4.7). Let

n
S = Z ’ckJr]_ — Ck‘z.
k=1

Then
+1)22 (n — 1)2-1 20 — 2 . 1
S <Tla+1p"F V" (4 1
s Tla+1) (n+ «a)? I'(a)?(2a — 1) * [(a)?(2a—1) )" ifas 2’
(4.12)
and 1 1 1
T n+
S<———m— |14+ —(1 —1 1 ] = —. 4.13
<o (1 om0+ 0) g asg
Proof. Since ¢,+1 = 0 and all the ¢;’s are real, then
n—1
S = Ci + Z<Ck+1 — Ck)Q.
k=1

Fork=1,...,n—1,

i () () ()

:(n+a>1r(1 (F(n—k+a) F(n—k+a+1)>

a a+1) T(n—k)  Dn—k+1)
n—k+a«
= Cg+1 (1 - ﬁ)
B «
T kckﬂ-

Hence,




4.2. PROOFS 85

We start estimating c,. We have

) (n + a) 7 T(a+1)T(n+1)°

(n+1)*2
= ~ 7
n T(n+a+1)

<TPla+1)7 (n+ «)?

. : (4.14)

where we used Gautschi’s inequality (4.11). On the other hand, once more by

(4.11),
(k + -
Z kjf Zk‘z ’

k=
Now, estimating the sum w1th the correspondmg integral, we see that

n—lF n—1 n—1
2a0—2 20—2
glr <1—|—’§2k <1+/1 T dx.

At this point, we have to distinguish between two cases. If o # 3 1 then

(k+ a)? _ (n —1)%1 N 200 — 2
(k+1)2 200 — 1 200 — 1’

and therefore (4.12) is proved. If o = , we have

n—

T
k
—i—a 5 <log(n—1)+1,
k=1

which gives (4.13). We also exploit the well-known identities
1 3 VT
r{=)= r(2)=Y"

Similarly, we provide a lower estimate for the quantity in (4.10).

Lemma 4.12. Let o € (0,1), n > 1, let ¢, be as in (4.7), and let m be a natural
number with 1 < m < n. Let

~ n
Sm = Z |Ck+1 - Ck|2'
k=m

S ot (n—m+2)>1 92a-1 . 1
( L(@)*(2a 1) F<a>2<2a—1))’ f :1253

L1)2(1+%(10g(n—m+2)—10g2)>, if azé. (4.16)
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Proof. This proof has the same flavor as the previous proof, but we are interested
in the opposite inequalities. For m < n,

. 1
Sm = ¢, (1—1— Ia)?

For the coefficient ¢,, we have

2 [(a+1)*T'(n+1)? , miT
" I'(n+a+1)2 '

(4.17)

Note that in (4.10) we were allowed to pick m = n. However, in this case S, = 2,
and the required estimate is precisely the established inequality (4.17). Then

n—m n—m

ZF >Zk+ 2a2>/nm+1(x+1>2a2dx
F )

k=1 k=1

and we conclude the proof evaluating the integrals in the cases a # % and o =

1
3 =

Note that comparing (4.14) and (4.17), we obtain the asymptotic

s Tla+ 1)2

¢ = (4.18)

Proof of Theorem 4.7. By (4.9) and (4.13), we have

2 2
& +1 1 1 1 1
||1<7 I < m (n 1)2 ( og(n —1) )
ogn 4 (n+3)? \logn mlogn mlogn

revealing that

el
im su -

n P logn — 4

Now, let v € (0,1), and set
"
m = :
27

where [z] := max{k € Z: k < z} denotes the integer part of the real number z.
Then we have _q

and that, at least for n > 7,

>
="y = A
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Therefore, for every n > 7, equations (4.10) and (4.16) yield

1 T mn 1
o [|* > 1tz <1 + ;(log(n —m+2)— log2)>

m(n—1 n 1 n(2"—1)+1+ 27!
> — —1)——(1+—-{1 —log2 | ).
=1 ) g (e (e (S "

In particular, for every v € (0, 1),

Sl

o [1”

o 11
lim inf > ——,
n  logn 274

and the theorem follows taking the limit as v — 0.

O
Proof of Theorem 4.6. By Gautschi’s inequality (4.11),
Llk+a)? 5
L < e k> 1. 4.19
Tk+1)2 ’ = (4.19)

Since in this case 0 < a < %, we conclude that

In fact, we can go further and observe that
o0

L(k+a)? X (kta—1\" X [(k+a-1)\°
Ca= ZFk+ i;( a—l)zz( k )

is the H?norm of the function Y, (k+‘;_1)zk = (1—2)*(]z| < 1), so by
Parseval’s theorem we have that

1 Tk+a)? 1 (7 0 —2
= — [ |1- e qp,
T(@?24=Tk+1?2 2r /,r| el

k=0

This can be rewritten as the double integral

1 T ) 1 T T ]
%/ ’1 o 619‘—204 do = (27T)2 ’6191 o 6192‘—204 d91d927

by rotational invariance in the 6 coordinate. We obtained the Morris integral [44]
for n =2 (or a version of the Selberg integral [56, 57, 58]), that equals

191_ 10 | —2x ( )
(2m)? /W/_ﬁ [ dbdby = T(l—a)?
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Now, on the one hand, by (4.9),

i " 1 S T(k+a)?
lonll” < (n+1) Z ek — l? = (n+ 1)c, (1 + T'(a)? Nk+1)2)

k=1
By the asymptotic (4.18), we have

lo®

n1—2a

lim sup

SF(a+1)2<1+ ! i?ik+a)z>zf(a+l)2u.

On the other hand, choose

Notice that m > %=+ — 1 and

_ —
B et B 1)n—1—17
2 2

so that n —m — 400 as n — 400, and for every v € (0,1) it holds

e llonll? o Tla+ 12T = 2a)
hmnlnf 12 > 7 I —a)

Taking the limit as v — 0, we conclude the proof.
Proof of Theorem 4.8. By (4.9) and (4.12),
logl® < (n+1) ) lewsn — il
k=1

;(n +1)32e (n— 1) 20 =2
<ot DC (14 Hapmh—s * TaPEecT))

In particular, since % <a<l,

o?
limnsup |o2|? < 5o 1
For the other direction, by Lemma 4.9,
P(n+1)* T(n+a)? n?

all2 > 2 — —
||Un|| = |Cl| F(?’L+C¥+1)2 F(n)2 (TL—FO./)Q’
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and thus liminf, ||¢%||*> > 1. Moreover, by (4.10) and (4.15), we have

n2—2a (1 N (TL —m+ 2)204—1 2204—1 ) |

72l 2 mSn > e+ U e s \ U TR 1)~ Tap@a 1)

for all m € {1,...,n}. Put m = [%=}]. This particular choice yields

< (2a—1)n+3) Za—l

ang . n—1-2a , ni 20 g2e~
>———T 1) — | 1 -
so that
1 20 — 11 20—1 1 a?(2a0 — 1)%02
liminf ||o®]|? > —T 1 2( ) =
1mn1n Ho-n“ =~ 920 (a + ) 200 F(Oé)2<206 - 1) (2a)2a
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