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COMPACT DIFFERENCES OF WEIGHTED COMPOSITION OPERATORS

BIN LIU AND JOUNI RATTYA

ABSTRACT. Compact differences of two weighted composition operators acting from the
weighted Bergman space AP, to another weighted Bergman space A, where 0 < p < ¢ < ©
and w, v belong to the class D of radial weights satisfying two-sided doubling conditions, are
characterized. On the way to the proof a new description of g-Carleson measures for AL
with w € D, in terms of pseudohyperbolic discs is established. This last-mentioned result
generalizes the well-known characterization of g-Carleson measures for the classical weighted
Bergman space AL with —1 < a < o0 to the setting of doubling weights.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Let H(D) denote the space of analytic functions in the unit disc D = {z € C : |z| < 1}.
For a nonnegative function w € L([0, 1)), the extension to I, defined by w(z) = w(|z|) for all
z €D, is called a radial weight. For 0 < p < o and a radial weight w, the weighted Bergman
space AL consists of f € H (D) such that

Il = || 17GIPal) dAG) <o

where dA(z) = @ is the normalized Lebesgue area measure on D. As usual, A5 stands for
the classical weighted Bergman space induced by the standard radial weight w(z) = (1—|2[?)%,
where —1 < o < 0.

For a radial weight w, write &(z) = S|12|w(s) ds for all z € D. In this paper we always
assume O(z) > 0, for otherwise A%, = H(D) for each 0 < p < 0. A weight w belongs to the
class D if there exists a constant C' = C(w) = 1 such that @(r) < CH(HL) forall 0 <7 < 1.
Moreover, if there exist K = K (w) > 1 and C' = C(w) > 1 such that &(r) > C& (1 — L) for
all 0 <7 < 1, then we write w € D. In other words, w € D if there exists K = K(w) > 1 and
¢’ = C'(w) > 0 such that

w(r) < C”f w(t)dt, 0<r<l.

The intersection D A D is denoted by D, and this is the class of weights that we mainly work
with.

Each analytic self-map ¢ of I induces the composition operator C, on H(ID) defined by
Cof = fop. The weighted composition operator induced by u € H(D) and ¢ is uC, and
sends f € H(D) to u- fop € H(D). These operators have been extensively studied in a variety
of function spaces. See for example [4 [5l 6] [7 [§, 22, 23] 25| 26]. XXX

If now 1) is another analytic self-map of I, the pair (¢,%) induces the operator C, — Cy.
One of the most important problem considering these operators is to characterize compact
differences in Hardy spaces. Shapiro and Sundberg [24] studied this problem in 1990. Very
recently, Choe, Choi, Koo and Yang [3[have solved this problem. For more about difference
operators, see [2], 8, 10, 11l 20]. Moorhouse [I1] 12] obtain some important results on this
operator in weighted Bergman spaces. He showed [I1], among other things, that C, — Cy is
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compact on A2 if and only if

1— |z 1— |22
lim |51(z)|< LI 12 |2> —0, (1.1)

|2l >1- L—]p(2)]*  1—1]¢(2)
where
5i(2) — SD(Z);¢(Z)’
= e

Saukko [20], 21] generalized this result by showing that if either 1 < p < ¢, or p > ¢ > 1, then
C,—Cy : AL — Aqﬁ is compact if and only if the operators 6;C, and §;Cy, are both compact
from AL to L%. Very recently, Acharyya and Wu [I] characterized the compact differences of
two weighted composition operators uC, — vCy, between different weighted Bergman spaces
AP and Aqﬁ, where 0 < p < ¢ < o0 and —1 < o, 8 < 00. Their result states that, if O‘sz < %
and u, v € H(D) satisfy

B+2  a+2

S;lég(lMZ)l+|U(Z)|)(1*|Z|2) ¢ P <o,

then uCy, —vCy, : AP Aqﬁ is compact if and only if

e e
lim |51<z>|<|u<z>|(“ R Gl i) >=o (1.2)

|21~ e

L—lp(2)]) A —=1v(=)?) »
and
243 248
: 2ta (1—2*) L—1e%) "
tim (1 [51()%) 7 |u<z>—v<z>|< el )=o)
== I=le(x)*) 7 A —=|p(z)]?) >
In this paper we characterize compact differences of two weighted composition operators

from the weighted Bergman space A’ to another weighted Bergman space Af with 0 < p <
q < oo and w,v € D. To state the result, write

z) — oz
52(2) = By puplz) = P2 ,
1= 9(2)p(2)
and observe that |01| = |[d2| on D. Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 1. Let w,v € D and 0 < p < g < 0 such that v(z)(1 — |z|) < (©(2)(1 — |z|))% for
all z € D. Further, let u,v € H(D) and ¢ and v analytic self-maps of D such that

NG 2])

sup (|u(2)] + |v(2)]) — 1
2eD (@(2)(1 —|z[))

< 0. (1.4)

Then there exists v = y(w,p) > 0 with the following property: uCy, — vCy : AL, — A} is
compact if and only if

nm|51<z>|<|u<z>| @R ZD) 2R D) 1>=0 (15)
i1 @)1 o)) @WE)(1 — [

and

3=
&

|z[—1~

hm( L-e@aEI - dERE)N )
Gl -l GEE)A - kD)
Ju(z) = v(=)| (P(2)(1 ~ |)7 = 0.

(1.6)

Q=
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If w(z) = (1 —[z))® and v(z) = (1 — |2])? for =1 < o, B < o0, then &(2) = (1 — |z|)**!
and D(z) = (1 — |2])%*! for all z € D. Therefore (L) reduces to (L2). Moreover, the proof of
Theorem [I] shows that the only requirement for v = v(w, p) > 0 appearing in the statement is
that

~

@) o(a)
Jo T2 409 < Oy
a+2

for some constant C' = C(w,p,7) > 0. If w(z) = (1—|2()*, any v > %= is acceptable, and the

choice vy = 20%2 converts (LO) to (L3)), as a simple computation shows. Therefore Theorem [Tl
indeed generalizes [I, Theorem 1] for weights in D.

We need two specific tools for the proof of Theorem [[l The first one concerns continuous
embeddings A%, = L},. Recall that a positive Borel measure p on D is a ¢g-Carleson measure
for AL if the identity operator I; : AY, — L}, is bounded. A complete characterization of such

aeD,

measures in the case w € D can be found in [15], see also [13] I7]. In particular, it is known
that if ¢ = p and w € D, then p is a ¢-Carleson measure for A% if and only if

p(S@) _

su 7

<D (S (a))

Here and from now on S(a) = {z : 1 —|a| < |z|] < 1, |argz — arga| < (1 — |a|)/2} is the
Carleson square induced by the point a € D\{0}, S(0) = D and w(E) = {,wdA for each
measurable set £ < D. We will need a variant of this result and its “compact” counterpart
for w € D where the Carleson squares are replaced by pseudohyperbolic discs. To this end,
denote ¢4(z) = ==, for a,z € D. The pseudohyperbolic distance between two points a and b
in D is p(a,b) = |pa(b)]. For a € D and 0 < r < 1, the pseudohyperbolic disc of center a and
of radius 7 is A(a,r) = {z € D : p(a,z) < r}. It is well known that A(a,r) is an Euclidean

disk centered at (1 —r2)a/(1 — r%|a|?) and of radius (1 — |a|?)r/(1 — r%|a|?).

Theorem 2. Let 0 < p < q < 0, w e D and p a positive Borel measure on D. Then there
exists = r(w) € (0,1) such that the following statements hold:

(i) p is a g-Carleson measure for AL if and only if
A
IENCRS
acD (w (A(a,r)))?
Moreover, if u is a q-Carleson measure for AY,, then the identity operator satisfies
b M (A(a, 1))
7-
acl (w (A(a,7)))?
(ii) The identity operator Iy : AL, — L}, is compact if and only if
A
2B
lel=17 (w (A(a,7)))»
Another result needed is a lemma that allows us to estimate the distance between images
of two points, say z and a, under f sufficiently accurately whenever z is close to a in the sense

that z € A(a,r), and f € AL, with w € D. For the statement, denote &(z) = &(z)/(1 — |z|) for
all ze D.

(1.7)

q
aly g =

= 0. (1.8)

Lemma 3. Let we D, 0 < p<g< o and 0 <r < R < 1. Then there exists a constant
C =C(w,p,q,7, R) > 0 such that

2)— fla)|?< C plz,a)t - PO(O)dA(C), aeD, zeAl(a,r), (1.9
- f@r <o LR || IHOPAQ Q). acD, zeden. (19

for all f € A% with || f| 4» < 1.
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This lemma plays an important role in the proof of Theorem [I] when we show that (D)
and (LG) are sufficient conditions for the compactness. By [I8, Proposition 5] we know that

114z = 1flaz, feHD), (1.10)

provided w € D. This explains the appearance of the weight @ on the right hand side of (L.9]).
It is worth observing that, despite of (LI0), the strictly positive weight & cannot be replaced
by w in the statement because w € D may vanish in pseudohyperbolic discs of fixed radius
that tend to the boundary.

The rest of the paper contains the proofs of the results stated above. We first prove
Lemma Bl in the next section. The proof of the result on Carleson measures, Theorem [2] is
given in Section [ and finally, Theorem [ is proved in Section @l

To this end, couple of words about the notation used in the sequel. The letter C' = C(-)
will denote an absolute constant whose value depends on the parameters indicated in the
parenthesis, and may change from one occurrence to another. We will use the notation a < b
if there exists a constant C' = C(-) > 0 such that a < Cb, and a 2 b is understood in an
analogous manner. In particular, if a < b and a 2 b, then we write a = b and say that a and
b are comparable.

2. PROOF oF LEMMA [

It is known that if w € D, then there exist constants 0 < o = a(w) < f = f(w) < o0 and
C = C(w) = 1 such that

1 /1-=r\* _ &(r) 1—r\"
(=) < <C(— <r< . :
C<1t> <30 C<1t> L 0<r<t<l (2.1)

In fact, this pair of inequalities characterizes the class D because the right hand inequality is
satisfied if and only if w € D by [17, Lemma 2.1] while the left hand inequality describes the
class D in an analogous way, see [I4] (2.27)]. The chain of inequalities (1)) will be frequently
used in the sequel.

To prove the lemma, let a € D, 0 <7 <1 and z € A(a,r). Then
P

e
() = F@P = | (pala(2))) — FlealO)P = fo (f 0 0a) (€) de

< _max_ |(f owa) (O ]pa(2)P < max |(f o wa) (€)F|pa(2).
£eD(0,|¢a(2)]) &eD(0,r)

Let R e (r,1) and set R’ = # Further, let 0 < s < 1. Then the Cauchy integral formula
for the derivative and the subharmonicity of |f|P yield

(2.2)

p 2p
(Foga)©F = |5 f'w_R,%dw < <RL) (R mas |/ (oal))
i max ; p 2.3
S o S T T iy O 440 23)

1

Smax o [ JfQPAAQ), €€ DO,
wi=r (1 = [a])? Ja(pa(w),s)

Fix now s = s(r,R) € (0,1) sufficiently small such that A(p.(w),s) < A(a,R) for all w

such that |w| = R’. Further, an application of the right hand inequality in (ZI]) shows that

@(¢) = w(a) for all ¢ € A(a, R). Therefore, by combining ([2.2]) and (2.3]) we deduce

o < L2 )
10— S@F S 0 | aa

eI L a z a,r
S Bl Jag i FOP FQ A, e, 2eafan)
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This proves the case p = ¢ because |¢,(2)| = p(z,a) for all a,z € D. This part of the proof is
valid for all f e H(D) if we D.

Let now g > p, and observe that trivially |f(z) — f(a)|? = (|f(2) — f(a) |p)%. An application
of the case ¢ = p implies

g

P

. q < p(Z, a)q P dA
1) = S § L2ty ( Jo O 40
p(z, ) f1"
< 7 [F(OPP@(C) dA(C).
@(a)(1—Ja]))? [
But (LIO) guarantees |f[l4» = |f|ar < 1, and thus the assertion in the case ¢ > p follows
from the above estimate.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

To prove (i), assume first (L7) and let 0 < r < 1. The fact that |f|? is subharmonic in D
together with Minkowski’s inequality in continuous form (Fubini’s theorem in the case ¢ = p)

and (7)) imply
P
q

Qe o\ pu A1) :
Iy 5 | (L o dA<<>> (f UGl dA(C))

< ([rerg=inla (c))g, f e H(D).

Since w € D by the hypothesw7 we may apply the right hand inequality in (2.1 to deduce

w(A(¢r) SO =), (eD. (3.1)
It follows that | f] s < HfHAp and hence | f[z2 < [flaz for all f e H(D) by (LI0). Thus

is a ¢g-Carleson measure A?).
Conversely, assume that j is a g-Carleson measure AY,. For each a € D, consider the function

fa(z) = (1 — |a|2>y ! T = 1- E%(Z))WI zeD (3.2)
1=82/ @)1 —la)?  (@(a)(1—la]))?

induced by w and 0 < 7,p < 00. Then [I7, Lemma 2.1] implies that for all v = vy(w,p) > 0
sufficiently large we have | fo[ 4» = 1 for all a € D. Therefore the assumption yields

u(A(a,r))
@(a)(1 — |al))7

1= HfaHZ; 2 HfaHLq =~ aeD,

that is, u(A(a,r)) < (@(a)(1 — |a|))% for all a € D. Since w € D = D by the hypothesis, there
exists K = K(w) > 1 and C' = C(w) > 1 such that @(r) > C& (1 — LX) for all 0 < r < 1 by
the definition. Fix now r = r(K) € (0, 1) sufficiently large such that

1-— 1— 1
A(a,r):{tele la| <t <1-— K|a‘,\arga—0\<%<1_?)}_

Then, as we D < ZS the right hand inequality in (2.]) yields

w(Aa,m) > (1 Ja] (1—-) a f‘_
S

< &(a)(1 —lal)al, aeD,
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and therefore

a

w(Ala,r)) T>)> ", aeD\{0}.

w(A(a,r) S @(a)(1 —al)r S ( lal

The claim (7)) now follows from these estimates for all r = r(w) € (0, 1) sufficiently large.

To prove (ii), assume first that I : AL, — L, is compact. An application of [I7, Lemma 2.1]
and the right hand inequality in (2.I]) ensure that we may choose v = v(p,w) > 0 sufficiently
large such that | fq[4» = 1 for all @ € D, and f, — 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D,
as |a| — 17. Therefore the closure of the set {f, : a € D} is compact in L},. Since for
each ¢ > 0 the open balls B(fq,c) = {f € L}, : || fa — flzs < €} cover {fq:aeD}, there
exists a finite subcover {B(f,,,¢) :n=1,...,N = N(e)}. Let now a € D be arbitrary, and let
j=3jla) € {l,..., N} such that f, € B(fs,,e). Then, for each R € (0,1), we have

j a2l du(z) < j
D\D(0,R) D\D(0,R)

)

<fu fullly + max f V) ),

Fal2) = fu ()19 dia(z) + j o ()

By fixing R € (0, 1) sufficiently large, and taking into account that ¢ > 0 was arbitrary, we
deduce

lim |[fa(2)|* dp(z) = 0
R—1~ JD\D(0,R)

uniformly in a. This together with the uniform convergence yield

— lim |fa)% > I ()| du(z) > i ZCC)
0 la |1H1 ”f ”L = MEI}_ Ala,r) |f (Z)| M( ) la |£Ii_ (&}(a)(l B |CL‘))%

for all r € (0,1). Now fix r = r(w) as in the case (i) to have &(a)(1 — |a|) S w(A(a,r)) for all
a € D. Then we obtain (LJ]).

Conversely, assume (L8). Let {fi}ren be a sequence in Af, such that supgey | frl 4z = M <
0. Then it is easy to see that {fi}ren is uniformly bounded on compact subsets of D —
this follows, for example, from ([@3]) below. Therefore {f}ren constitutes a normal family by
Montel’s theorem, and hence we may extract a subsequence { Ik; }jen that converges uniformly
on compact subsets of D to a function f which belongs to H(ID) by Weierstrass’ theorem.
Fatou’s lemma now shows that f € AL. For r € (0,1), fix an r-lattice {an }nen. Since |a,| — 1,
as n — o0, we have

p(A(an, r))

lim —— 2 —
P w(A(an, )

by the hypothesis. Therefore, for each € > 0, there exists N = N(¢) € N such that

(A(an, 7))
w(A(an,))

<e, n=N.

TR



COMPACT DIFFERENCES OF WEIGHTED COMPOSITION OPERATORS 7

Hence, as in the case (i), Minkowski’s inequality in continuous form (Fubini’s theorem in the

case ¢ = p), B1), 1) and (CI0) yield
Z ], fiy ()1 du(2)

an,r)
1£(O) = fi, (O z ]
: nZN JA(an,r) (JA(Z,R) (1—1¢])2 dA(C)) du(z)
3 SO e\
- n;N (Lﬁiﬂ(an,r)mA(gR)#Q} (1 — ‘C‘)Q H (A( ns )) dA(C))

SAS)

3 Q= fOP
- ZN <LC:A(Gn7T)ﬁA(C,R)¢Q} (1-1¢)? (Afan, >)dA(C)>

— [, (Q)P@(¢) dA
(Z er e MO = 03 <<>>
Sellf = fis % = ellf = fi, 1%, < M.

T

Since
N-1

i 3 [ 1) = Ay du() = 0
J—©0 n=1 YA(an,r)
by the uniform convergence in compact subsets, we deduce

limsupj If(2) 2)|?7du(z) < limsup < Z JA( Jr; (2)|7 dp(2)

J—0 J—®©

N Z J o j(z)|qdﬂ(z)> <e.

Since € > 0 was arbitrary, we have

fimsup | [7() = fu, )" du(z) =0,

J—®©

and hence I : A, — L}, is compact. This completes the proof of the theorem.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

With the auxiliary results proved in the previous sections we are ready for the proof of the
main result. We will follow the arguments used in [I] with appropriate modifications. The
following two propositions will prove Theorem [Il The first one gives necessary conditions for
uCy — vCy : AL, > A} to be compact.

Proposition 4. Let w,v € D, 0 < p,q < 0, u,v € H(D) and ¢ and ¢ be analytic self-maps
of D. If uCy, —vCy : AL, — Al is compact, then

11m7‘51 )| <"LL(Z)| ~ (ﬁ(z)(l_‘zD)a +"U(2’)‘ (I/)<Z)(1_|Z‘))a ) =0
[z~ (@(e(2))(1 = [e(2)]))
and there exits v = vy(w,p) > 0 such that

- ( 1L-FEAEN | [1=TEREN
RN @)X = o)) 7 (@((2)) (1 = [(2)])

=

—

&)
—
<
—

S
~—
~—
—

—_

\
<
—

S
~—
—
~—

=

Al
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Proof. Consider the test functions f, defined in [B.2]), and set Fy(z) = ¢q(2)fa(z) for all
a,z € D. Obviously, |F,|4» < [fallar for all @ € D. Further, by the proof of Theorem [2, both
fa and F;, tend to zero uniformly on compact subsets of D as |a| — 17, and | fo| 4» = 1 for all
a€Dif vy =vy(w,p) > 0 is sufficiently large. Since uCy, — vCy : Af, — Al is compact by the
hypothesis, we therefore have

S JuC(£2) ~ vCy(fo) Lag = 0 (41
and
JmuC(Fy) — vCy(Fa)lag = 0. (4.2

Also, if lim|4 ;- is replaced by sup,ep in the above formulas, then the corresponding quantities
are bounded. R

We next observe that for each w € D and 0 < ¢ < o, there exists a positive bounded
function C,, on [0, 1) such that

fe) < — %D e peas, e, (4.3)
@)1 — |2

and C,(z) — 0 as |z| — 17. Namely, for each z € D we have

1+ 2] !
2 [ R0 2 0 (S5 1) [

1 1+ |z ~ ([ 1+ |z] 1+ |2 ~
> yv (B )e () 2 () e

f) (1—|z]) q valid

rw(r)dr

which combined with the well-known inequality My (|2, f) S M, (H
for all f e H(D), yields (@3] because
| FOI()dAQ) =0, o] =17,
D\D(0, 2]

for each f e AL.
By combining (1) and (£2) with (£3)), we deduce

lm - uCly(fa)(2) = vCy(fa) () (P(2) (1 — |2]))

max(|al,|z[)—>1~

Q=

and

Q=
||

lim — |uCy(Fa)(z) — vCy(Fa)(2)| (#(2)(1 — [2]))

max(|al,|z[)—>1~

By choosing a = ¢(z), we obtain

| }gqf [u(2) fo(z) ((2)) = v(2) fip(2) (¥(2))| (P(2)(1 — 2]))7 = (4.4)
and )
‘ }gﬂ 101(2)[[0(2)|[ fo(2) (¥(2))] (F(2)(1 = |2]))a = 0. (4.5)

Since [01(z)| < 1 for all z € D, and
()| fo() (2] < [u2) fo() (9(2) = v(2) fio() (W ())] + [0(2)]| f o) ($(2))];
by combining ([£4]) and (L35 we deduce
hm|&umm>uw>ufvp%
A= p(2) (1 = le(z)])7 (4.6)
= lim |51( ()| o) (2N (PN = |2)7 =

lz[—1~
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Further, we claim that for each 0 < v < o and each bounded set €2 < C, there exists a
constant C' = C(v,Q) > 0 such that
1-27<Cll—z%, ze€Q, (4.7)
the proof of which is postponed for a moment. By using this and the fact that 1 — 1;'%‘; =
apq(b) for all a,b e D, we deduce

|ftp(z)(90(z)) - fap(z)(w(z)” = |f<p(z)(90(z))|

S o) (0(2))]

and hence
u(2) = v(2)[|foz) (W (D] < [u(2) () ((2) = v(2) fio(z) (0 (2))]
+ [u(2) [ fo(2) (0(2) = fo() ($(2))]
S [u(2) fo() (9(2)) = v(2) fo(2) ($(2))]
+101(2 )Hu( o) (p(2))], z€D.
Therefore, by (£4]) and (£, we finally obtain

lim ( . 1>|u P(2)(1— |2]))F
#=17\ (@( (2 )) (1— |80 P
— lim_[u(e) (3 oo (VN ()1~ 2D =

By following the reasoning above, but with the choice a = v (z), we obtain

m MOREIEEQ-ED
T @) - )

as an analogue of (L)), and then eventually

Q|

hm_( L= V) l>|u<z> ()| ()1 — 1))
A1 \ @) (1~ ()

Therefore to finish the proof of the proposition, it remains to establish (7). If z € Q\{z :
|1 — z| < 1/2}, then

1 —27] <1+suplz|” < <1+sup\z|“’)\1—z|,
2€0) 2e€2

while if z € @ n {z : |1 — 2| < 1/2}, we have

1,371
11— 27| = %llzl-

1 1
w—l(x] <~ f cPlde] <

This proves (A7), and completes the proof of the proposition. O

Sufficient conditions for the compactness of uC, — vCy : A%, — A} are given in the next
result.

Proposition 5. Let w,v € D and 0 < p < q < © such that U(z)(1 — |z]) < (@(z)(1 — |z |))
for all z € D. Further, let u,v € H(D) and ¢ and ¢ analytic self-maps of D such that (LA is
satisfied. If there exists v > 0 such that ([LH) and ([LG) are satisfied, then uCy —vCy : AY —

Al is compact.
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Proof. Tt suffices to show that for any norm bounded sequence {f,} in A% which tends to
zero uniformly on compact subsets of D as n — o0, we have ||(uCy, — vCy)(fn)| a2 — 0 as
n — oo. For simplicity, assume |[f,|4» < 1 for all n. Fix 0 < r < R < 1, and denote
E={zeD:61(2)] <r} and E' = D\E. Write

(uCp —vCy)(fn) = (uCyp —vCy)(fr)xEr + (u—0)Cy(fa)xE + u(Cp — Cp)(fn)XE;
and observe that it is enough to prove that each of the three quantities

[(uCy —vCy)(fr)xerlag, [(w—=0)Cy(fa)xelag and |u(Co —Cy)(fu)xelag  (4.8)

tends to zero as n — 0.
We begin with considering the first two quantities in (£.8]). By the definition of the set E
we have the estimates

|(uCy —vCy)(fa)xm| <

S| =

(8C ()] + [510C (1))
and X
= )Cuted < (12 ) 1= Tl ol Culs)

on D. Therefore it suffices to prove that d;uC,, 01vCy and (1 — 62) Y (u — v)Cy are compact
operators from A, to L{. We show in detail that §;uC,, is compact - the same argument
shows the compactness of the other two operators.

Let p be a finite nonnegative Borel measure on D and A a measureable function on . For
an analytic self-map ¢ of D, the weighted pushforward measure is defined by

pull0) = | I (4.9)
)

for each measurable set M < D. If p is the Lebesgue measure, we omit the measure in the
notation and write ¢4 (h)(M) for the left hand side of (£9]). By the measure theoretic change
of variable [9, Section 39], we have ||01uCy,(f)|2 = | f| : for each f e AL. Therefore

P (|6 uldv

Theorem 2 shows that d,uCy : Al, — L} is compact if and only if
QD*(|51u|q1/)(A(a,r)) . SSO_I(A((I,T‘)) |61(Z)U(Z)|ql/(2) dA(Z)

q - q

w(A(a,r))? w(A(a,r))r

This is what we prove next. Define

—0, |a]—>1".

v(z)(1 — =)
~ a-
(©(p(2))(1 = le(2))) 7
Then W, — 0, as |a|] — 17, by the hypothesis ([H). Moreover, for « € D and z €
¢ (A(a,7)), @T) yields

(61(2)u(2))*

Wa,r = sup
L INC)

; (@(a)(1 —|a]))?
BN S War 55

and therefore, for each ¢ € (0,1) we have

o« ([01ulfv)(A(a,r)) = f s 101 (2)u(2)]|v(z) dA(2)
%) a,r

We, (@)1 —[a)F  (4.10)
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Before proceeding further, we indicate how to get to this point with the operator (1 —
02)7(u — v)Cy. After the measure theoretic change of variable and an application of Theo-
rem [2 consider

_ . P(2)(1 — |2])
Var = su 1—9(2)02(2)) " (u(z) — v(2))? 7
g By | T VR T ) — o e e

instead of W, ,. Then V,, — 0, as |a| — 17, by the hypothesis (6], and moreover, for a € D
and z € v~ (A(a,r)), @) yields

1= TR fule) = v S Ve, A"
Therefore, for each ¢ € (0, 1), we have
a1 = 9| ™ |u — v]7) (A(a,r))
1—¢
— v v(z)(1 — |z]) - ca
Ssup (1 —(2)d2(2)) ™ (u(2) — v(2))? 7| Var (@(a)(1—]a])"?
B 2() @Ea—l)r|

) (@(2)(1 — |z|))(1_5)% v(2)
L-l(A(a ") p(2)(1— |2)) dA(z), aeD.

To estimate this last integral, which is the same as the one appearing in ([@I0), we first
show that there exists ¢ = e(w, v, q,p) € (0,1) sufficiently small such that the function

_ - @R v
p(2) = ploveqp(z) = 5(2)(1 — |2|) ) €D,

is a weight and belongs to D. To see that u € D, for n e N u {0}, define p,, by U(p,) = %93,

where K > 1. Let 0 < r < 1 and fix M € N u {0} such that pps <7 < par41. Set a = (1—¢)4
for short. Since w,v € D by the hypothesis, ([21) yields

iSACS

B(w) ~ B(w)
N 1—p; 7/(,0') a(v)
<o - " <o o W
) < 3loy) S Blpyenen) (T2 2= ) Sl (5
R Bl)
= B(pjne) KNV e0 = Gy na1)
and 1 — p; =<1 — p;;1 for all j and for each fixed NV € N. Therefore
1 O rpjt1 ¢ O Pi+1 (¢t
IR0 P (N TO TP B 7 f v(t)
Lo S &, Uooean Y S AT pte Sl O
0 Sl Pi+N+1 1)(t 1 t a t
B SR 2 LU e 0y,
j=M (1 - pj+1) Pj+N V(t) PM+N t) v t)

Another application of (2.1) shows that there exists N = N(v) € N such that pysn = Hp%.
Namely, the right hand inequality implies

5 3 N-1\ 7
1_pM+1>(V(PM+1)>6:<K )‘3>2
1—pysn ~ \CO(pm4n) C ~

for sufficiently large N giving what we want. Therefore

[ or v, o GO v, f G v,

p (L=)imep(t) ™ e (1—6)1 7 D(t) (I =t)t=v(t)

which shows that p e 13, provided g is a weight.
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We next show that p is a weight in D. By using (210), with g in place of a, we obtain

r (1_t) 70[%

Now fix ¢ € (0,1) sufficient small such that o = (14 S)a = (1+ 8)(1 —¢)f > 1. By [19,
Lemma 3|, the last expression above is dominated by a constant times

e

Since v € D by the hypothesis, there exists K = K (v) > 1 such that

1— 1—7r

@A =r)* _ @) -r)” J “ )de

where the last step is a consequence of (2.1]), applied to both weights w, v € D. This reasoning
shows that p is a weight in 75, and thus p € D.

We return to estimate the last integral in ([@I0). By [16, Proposition 18], the operator
C, : A, — Al is bounded for each 0 < p < 00. By the measure theoretic change of variable,
this is equivalent to saying that I : A}, — Lg (i is bounded. Since we just proved that pu € D,

this is in turn equivalent to . (u)(A(a,r)) < p(A(a,r)) by Theorem Bl By the definition of

~

these two measures and the poof of the fact u € D above, we have

| o w@dae | p)dAE) S @@ - ), aeD,
e HAar) A(ar)

This combined with ([£I0) gives

~ 1-
ou([510]%) (A(a, 7)) < sup PEAZED | e o) - )

zeD

(01(z)u(2))*

Since the supremum above is bounded by the hypothesis (L)), and &(a)(1 —|a|) S w(A(a,r))
for r = r(w) € (0,1) sufficiently large by the proof of Theorem 2] we deduce via Theorem
that §;uC,, : AL, — L is compact. As mentioned already, d;vCy and (1 —1d)7(u—v)Cy can
be treated in the same way.
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It remains to deal with the third term in (£8]). By Lemma Bl Fubini’s theorem and (2.1]),
we have

[u(Cp = Cy) ()Xl —f [u(2)|*|fulp(2)) = fu(¥(2))|*r(2) dA(2)

() ) )
; Fa(QPPB(C) dA(Qw(2) dA(z
J @)1 — oz >\>>JA<¢<2>,R>' (OPB(Q) dAQ)w(2) dA2)

< [ 1n@ra

|u(2)01(2) ]
: 7v(2) dA(z) | dA(C)
(L‘l(A(C,R))ﬂE (@(p(2))(1 = lp(2)])) 7 >

= P& [u(z)01 (2)[" v(z dAz)dA
[ 1@z (f e T e AL | aA©

*\&u\qu) A(C,R)) -
falO)IPZ ¢)dA(C).
f' ) @)1 —[¢]))7 R

is compact, it is also bounded. This and

Since the identity operator from A%, to L
Theorem [2 yield

e (181ulv)

(Sul) (A, R)) s
0O = Coeslly s E D |1 0pE(6)aa()
o eelBWAGR)) S

I el NG OLAT

px([01u["v)(A(¢ R))

< sup [ fu(Q)P+  sup — —, O0<r<l.
¢eD(0,7) ¢eD\D(0,r)  (W(C)(1 —[C]))P
By choosing 0 < r < 1 sufficiently large, the last term can be made smaller than a pregiven

€ > 0. For such fixed r, the first term tends to zero as n — o by the uniform convergence.
Therefore

[u(C, — C) (fu)xely — 0. n— o,

and hence also the last term in (L8] tends to zero. This finishes the proof of the proposition.
O
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