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COMPACT DIFFERENCES OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS ON
BERGMAN SPACES INDUCED BY DOUBLING WEIGHTS

BIN LIU, JOUNI RATTYA, AND FANGLEI WU

ABSTRACT. Bounded and compact differences of two composition operators acting from the
weighted Bergman space AL to the Lebesgue space Li, where 0 < ¢ < p < o0 and w belongs
to the class D of radial weights satisfying a two-sided doubling condition, are characterized.
On the way to the proofs a new description of g-Carleson measures for A? with p > ¢ and
w € D, involving pseudohyperbolic discs is established. This last-mentioned result generalizes
the well-known characterization of g-Carleson measures for the classical weighted Bergman
space AY, with —1 < a < o to the setting of doubling weights. The case w € D is also briefly
discussed and an open problem concerning this case is posed.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Each analytic self-map ¢ of the unit disc D = {z € C : |z] < 1} induces the composi-
tion operator C,, defined by C,f = f o ¢, acting on the space H (D) of analytic functions
in . These operators have been extensively studied in a variety of function spaces, see for
example [l 24, 25, 29]. Some studies on topological properties of the space of composition
operators attracted attention towards differences of composition operators. The question of
when the difference C, — Cy, of two composition operators is compact on the Hardy space H?
was posed by Shapiro and Sundberg [26]. Differences of composition operators have been
studied ever since by many authors on several function spaces, see, for example, [1I 3], [6, [10].
In 2004, Nieminen and Saksman [14] showed that the compactness of C, — Cy, on the Hardy
space HP, with 1 < p < 00, is independent of p. By using this, Choe, Choi, Koo and Yang [2]
then characterized compact operators C, — Cy on Hardy spaces by using Carleson measures
in 2020. Further, Moorhouse [12} [I3] characterized the compactness of C, —Cy, on the standard
weighted Bergman space A%. Saukko [22] 23] generalized Moorhouse’s results by character-
izing the compactness from A%, to Aqﬁ if either 1 < p < ¢, or p > ¢ = 1. Very recently, Shi,
Li and Du [28] extended Saukko’s results for the complete range 0 < p,q < o and to higher
dimensions.

In this paper we are interested in the compactness of C, — Cy, on weighted Bergman spaces
induced by doubling weights. We proceed with necessary definitions. For 0 < p < o0 and a
positive Borel measure v on D, the Lebesgue space LY, consists of complex valued v-measurable
functions f on D such that

g = [ 1P ane) <o

If v is continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, that is, dv(z) = w(z)dA(z) for some
non-negative function w, then we adopt the notation L) = L, without arising any confusion.
For a nonnegative function w € L([0, 1)), its extension to D, defined by w(z) = w(|z|) for all
z €D, is called a radial weight. For 0 < p < o0 and a radial weight w, the weighted Bergman
space AL consists of analytic functions in L. As usual, A%, stands for the classical weighted
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Bergman space induced by the standard radial weight w(z) = (1 —|2|?)%, where —1 < a < 0.
For the theory of these spaces consult [5 [§].

For a radial weight w, write &(z) = S|12| w(s)ds for all z € D. In this paper we always assume
©(z) > 0, for otherwise Af, = H(D) for each 0 < p < 0. A radial 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

1—r
-7

w(r) < C'J w(t)dt, 0<r<l.
T
The intersection D A D is denoted by D, and this is the class of weights that we mainly work
with. For recent developents on Bergman spaces induced by weights in 73, see [I7] and the
reference therein.
In this paper we consider compact differences of two composition operators from the weighted
Bergman space AL to the Lebesgue space L7 when 0 < p,q < o0 and w € D. To state the first

main result, write
5oy = L) = (2

1—9(2)e(z)
The next result generalizes [23, Theorem 1.2] to the setting of doubling weights.

Theorem 1. Let 0 < g <p < o0 and w e D, and let v be a positive Borel measure on D. Let
p and ¥ be analytic self-maps of D. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) Cy,—Cy: AY, — L is bounded;
(ii) C, — Cy : A, — Li, is compact;
(iii) 6C, and 6Cy are compact (or equivalently bounded) from AL, to L.

The proof of Theorem [lis organized as follows. We first show that C, — Cy is compact if
0C, and 6C, are bounded. The proof of this implication is straightforward and relies on the
fact that the norm of f € H(D) in A%, is comparable to the Lf-norm of the non-tangential
maximal function N(f)(2) = supcer(z) |f(¢)], where

r(z):{geD:|9argg|<%<1@)}, > = rei? e D0},

is a non-tangential approach region with vertex at z. Then, as each compact operator is
bounded, the proof boils down to showing that 6C, and 6C, are compact whenever C, — Cy,
is bounded. This part of the proof is more laborious. We first observe that for each p-lattice

{2z} the function
1— ]z \ M 1
S Z i 1 -7 1
B — RS (w(T(z)))”

belongs to AL for all b = {b;} € 7 and its Af-norm is dominated by a universal constant
times [[b]s». Then we use this function for testing and apply Khinchine’s inequality. After du-
ality arguments we finally arrive to a situation where we must understand well the continuous
embeddings A%, < L},. Recall that a positive Borel measure p on D is a g-Carleson measure
for A%, if the identity operator I : A, — L, is bounded. A complete characterization of such

measures in the case w € D can be found in [I8], see also [I5} 16} [[9]. In particular, it is known
that if p > ¢ and w € D, then p is a ¢-Carleson measure for A% if and only if the function

dp(2)
¢ fm) o(T(2) 1)

_p_
belongs to L{?. Here and from now on 7T'(z) = {( € D : z € T'(¢)} is the tent induced
by z € D\{0}. Further, w(E) = {,wdA for each measurable set £ c D. Observe that in
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(CI) we may replace the tent T'(z) by the Carleson square S(z) = {¢ : 1 — |z] < [(] <
1, larg ¢ — argz| < (1 — |2])/2} because w(T(z)) = w(S(2)) for all z € D\{0} if w € D. To
complete the proof of Theorem [Il we will need a variant of the above characterization of
Carleson measures in the case w € D. Our statement involves pseudohyperbolic discs and an
auxiliary weight associated to w. The pseudohyperbolic distance between two points a and b
in D is p(a,b) = [(a —b)/(1 —ab)|. For a € D and 0 < r < 1, the pseudohyperbolic disc of
center a and of radius r 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 —72)a/(1 — r%|a|?) and of radius (1 — |a|?)r/(1 —72|a|?). We
denote @W(z) = @(z)/(1 — |z|) for all z € D and note that

[flaz = fllaz, feHD), (1.2)

provided w € D, by [17]. Our embedding theorem generalizes the case n = 0 of [I1, Theorem 1]
to doubling weights and reads as follows.

Theorem 2. Let 0 < ¢ < p < 0 and w € D, and let p be a positive Borel measure on D.
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) p is a q-Carleson measure for AL ;
(ii) I: AL — L}, is compact;
(iii) the function
1(A(z,r))
w(y) = BT D
o) = Mol s emyo,

o
belongs to L2 * for some (equivalently for all) r € (0,1).
Moreover,

1] (1.3)

?45_,LZ = HGZ)HLg%q
_p _p

We may not replace Lz by Lg™" in part (iii) of Theorem 2l A counter example can be
constructed as follows. Write D(z,r) for the Euclidean disc {¢ : |( — 2| <r}. Let r,, =1—-27"
and A, = D(0,7,4+1)\D(0,7r,) for all n € N. Pick up an w € D such that it vanishes on Ay,
for all n € N. A simple example of a such weight is >} _XAs,.,- Then choose p such that
for some € > 0 its support is contained in the union of the discs A(ay,e) which have the
property that for some fixed r € (0,1) we have A(z,r) < Ag, for all z € A(a,, &) and for all
n € N. The choice a,, = (12, + ron+1)/2 works if 0 < r < 1 and € = (r) > 0 are sufficiently
small. Then, for such an r, the norm H@ﬂL _z_ vanishes and thus it cannot be comparable to

w

1©%] _»_ which is non-zero if y is not a zero measure because @ is strictly positive. Moreover,
L?

by chouz)sing p appropriately the norm [[©%]| _z_ can be made infinite.
LE

The second main result of this study concerns the case when p < ¢ and w € D. It completes
in part the main result in [10] which concerns the class D only. An analogue of this result
was proved for the Hardy spaces in [27]. Therefore Theorem [B] takes care of the gap consisting
of small Bergman spaces that exists between the Hardy and the standard weighted Bergman
spaces.

Theorem 3. Let0 <p < qg< o0 and w € 73, and let v be a positive Borel measure on D. Let
¢ and 1 be analytic self-maps of D. Then Cy, — Cy : AL, — LY, is bounded (resp. compact) if
and only if 6Cy, and 6Cy are bounded (resp. compact) from Af, to Li.

If ¢ = p then the boundedness (resp. compactness) of dC, and dCy implies the same
property for C, — Cy by Proposition @l below. Further, Proposition [ below shows that
Cy, — Cy is compact if 0C, and 0Cy are bounded when p > ¢. But we do not know if the

boundedness of C, — Cy, implies that of 6C, and dCy if w € ZS\D if p > q. The methods used
in this paper do not seem to give this implication and hence this case remains unsettled.
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The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section we consider Carleson
embeddings and prove Theorem 2l The sufficiency of the conditions on 6C, and §Cy, are
established in Section B, while Section [ is devoted to their necessity. Finally, in Section [Bl we
indicate how our main findings on C, — Cy, follow from these results.

To this end, couple of words about the notation used in this paper. 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 @ < b and a 2 b, then we write a = b and say that a and
b are comparable.

2. CARLESON MEASURES

If w € D, then there exist constants 0 < a = a(w) < f = f(w) <0 and C = C(w) > 1

such that
1 /1-=r\* _ &(r) 1—r\"
— <—’<C . 0<r<t<l. 2.1
C<1t> o(t) <1t> rsts (2.1)

In fact, these 1nequaht1es characterize the class D because the right hand inequality is sa‘msﬁed
if and only if w € D by [15, Lemma 2.1], while the left hand inequality describes the class D
in an analogous manner [I7, (2.27)]. The inequalities (2.1]) will be frequently used throughout
the paper.

Proof of Theorem 2 If p1 is a g-Carleson measure for A%, then I : AL, — L}, is automatically
compact by [19] Theorem 3(iii)]. Therefore it suffices to show that (i) and (iii) are equivalent
and establish (L3]).

_b

Assume first ©f € L5 for some r € (0,1). The subharmonicity of |f|?, Fubini’s theorem,
Holder’s inequality and (L2]) imply

1175 = j@ ( L(z ., %M(g)) dpu(2)

: e O )
-], (fw,r) O 50a - |<|>dA“)> )

BQAAQ) < 1% 1851 oz,
=l 165l 2. fed

w*

Therefore y is a g-Carleson measure for A and [I|¢ AP

Conversely, assume that p is a g-Carleson measure for Ap Then (IIZI) shows that p is also
a g-Carleson measure for Ag and the corresponding operator norms are comparable. Further,
since w € D by the hypothesis, an application of (ZII) shows that @ € D. Therefore [I8]
Theorem 1(a)] implies

. 7d,u(g“) ﬁ&z z) <
- ], (L@ wmc») e

I() = {CEID): |arg ¢ — arg 2| <%<1%>} > e D\{0},

is a non—tangential approach region with vertex at z. Further, by [19] Theorem 3(iii)] we have

[y B3| e

A‘:;HLZ ~ ’ Lp,

where
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Let now r € (0,1) be given. For K > 1 and z € D\D(0,1 — %) write zx = (1 — K(1 —
|z]))e’@8=. Pick up K = K(r) > 1 and R = R(r) € (1 — +,1) sufficiently large such that
A(zg,r) < I'(z) for all z € D\D(0, R). Straightforward applications of the left hand inequality
in (7)) show that @(T'(¢)) < w(S(()), as || — 17, and @(z) S @(zk) for all z € D\D(0, R).
In an analogous way we deduce w(S(()) S w(S(zk)) for all ( € A(zx,r) and z € D\D(0, R)
by using the right hand inequality. Therefore

p

du(Q) \"" -
qp q 2 Wiz dA z
o= ”IHAW_’L“ ~ fD\D(O,R) (L(ZK,T) W(T(C))> (2)dd(z)

P

:U'(A(Zer)) m&) P 5
< fD\D(O,R) ( w(S(zk)) > () dA(2)

P

: ’@i(z)’ﬁ W(z) dA(z).

fD\D(O,l—K(l—R

_p_ ~
It follows that ©y € L2 and HIHZ%_)LZ 2 HBZ’HL 2 H@ﬂL P 0

P—q P—q
@ @

3. SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS

In this section we establish sufficient conditions for C, — Cy, : AP LY to be bounded

or compact. All these results are valid under the hypothesis w € D despite the main results
stated in the introduction concern only the class D. We begin with the case p < q.

Proposition 4. Let 0 <p < g < 0 and w € 13, and let v be a positive Borel measure on D.
Let ¢ and 1 be analytic self-maps of D. If 6C, and 6Cy are bounded (resp. compact) from
AY to LY, then Cp,—Cy: AP — 19 is bounded (resp. compact).

Proof. We begin with the statement on the boundedness. Let first ¢ > p. Let f € AL, with
Ifl4» <1. Fix 0 <r < R <1, and denote E = {z € D :[d(z)| <r} and E' = D\E. Write

(Cp — Cy)(f) = (Cp — Cy)(f)xe + (Cp — Cy)(f)xE

and observe that it is enough to prove that the quantities

[(Cp = Cp)(Hxerlzg and [(Cp = Cy)(f)xelry (3.1)

are bounded.
We begin with considering the first quantity in ([B.]). By the definition of the set E we have
the estimate

| =

[(Co = Cy)(N)xmr| < ~(16C ()] + 16Cy ()], (3:2)

on D. Since the operators 6C, and §Cy, both are bounded from Af, to L{ by the hypothesis,
the first term in ([B1]) is bounded by ([B:2]).

We next show that also the second term in ([B1) is bounded. Let u be a finite nonnegative
Borel measure on D and h a measureable function on D. For an analytic self-map ¢ of D, the
weighted pushforward measure is defined by

r

ealhn)) = | (33
)

for each measurable set M < . If p is the Lebesgue measure, we omit the measure in
the notation and write @, (h)(M) for the left hand side of (33). By the measure theo-
retic change of variable [7, Section 39], we have |6C,(f)|L2 = [ fllLa for each f e Af.

#x(16]9v)
q

Therefore the identity operator from AL to Leo* (16]22) is bounded by the hypothesis. Hence
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o« ([0]9V)(A(¢, R)) S w(S(C))% for all ¢ € D\{0} by [18, Theorem 1(c)]. Further, by [10]
Lemma 3], with w = 1 and ¢ = p, there exists a constant C' = C(p,r, R) > 0 such that

B p(z,a)f
1f(2) = fla)]? < 07(17@

for all f e Af, with ||f|4» < 1. This and Fubini’s theorem yield

f FOPAAQ), aeD, zeAlar),
A(a,R)

I(Cy = Co) (el = j F(9(2)) — F(()|1w(2) dA(2)
5()]° ) .
<f = 1o(2])? L,(Z)R)' O A (=) dA(z)
BN
<[, <f CR)mEa (e A )>‘M(O -
52l |
<[ o (j o 1_@ <z>dA<z)>dA<<>
f|f ‘q%(‘(s‘q’/ |<|) R)) dA(C)

SN m Q) = [ 17©Omdu(

Standard arguments show that p(S(a)) < w(S(a))E for all a € D\{0}. Hence [I8, Theorem 1(c)]
yields [(Cyp — Cy)(f)xelfd S IfI3e < 1£]%:- Therefore also the second term in (BI) is
v I w

bounded. This finishes the proof of the case ¢ > p.
Let now ¢ = p. By following the proof above, it suffices to show that

a8 (A, R)
|, 2SS 4 S wis) (35

for every Carleson square S < D. By the hypothesis, the identity operator from Af, to
LZ*(‘(S'(IV) is bounded, and hence ¢, (]6|7v)(S) < w(S) for all S by [18, Theorem 1(b)]. But for

each positive Borel measure p on D, Fubini’s theorem yields

HAGR) Ly B ICO N S
f S (L—=1¢))? 4A4(0) = LzeD:S(a)mA(z,R)#Q} (fs(a)mA(zvR) (1- ‘CD2> )

_dAQ) g = )
) L(b) (JA(Z,R) (1- |C|)2> dp(z) = p(S(®)), lal > R,

where b = b(a, R) € D satisfies argb = arga and 1 — |b| = 1 — |a| for all a € D\D(0,R). B
applying this to u = ¢« (|d]9v) and using the hypothesis w € D we deduce

f e« ([0]'v)(A(¢ R))
S(a) (1 =<2

This estimate implies (8, and thus the case ¢ = p is proved.
To obtain the compactness statement, it suffices to show that the quantities

[(Co = Cy)(fr)xerlrg, and  [(Cp = Cy)(fn)xelLy (3.7)

tend to zero as n — oo for each sequence {f,}nen in A% which tends to zero uniformly on
compact subsets of D as n — oo and satisfies | f,|4» < 1 for all n € N. Since 6C,, and 6Cy, are
compact from A%, to L by the hypothesis, an application of ([3.2) to f = f, shows that the

(3.6)

dA(C) S ¢ (18])(S(b)) S w(S(b)) S w(S(a)), la] > R.

~
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first quantity in (3.7) tends to zero as n — 0. As for the second quantity, observe that (3.4])
implies

ICo = Colttuelly 5 [ 1@ lEED ane), nen. @y

Let first ¢ > p. Since the identity operator from AL to L<P*(|5\QV) is compact by the hypothesis,

we have go*(|5|ql/)(S(C))/w(S(C))% — 0 as [¢| = 17 by [19, Theorem 3(ii)]. Now, for each ( €
D\{0} pick up ¢’ = ¢’(¢, R) € D such that arg (' = arg ¢, A(¢',R) = S(¢) and 1 —[¢'| = 1— (]
for all ¢ € D\{0}. Then
80*(|5|qV)(5q(C)) . QD*(|5|qV)(A(§',R)) - 90*(|5|qV)(A(Cq'aR))
w(S(¢))» w(5(¢))7 T WS

and hence supeep) (o} ¢ (|6|77)(A(¢, R))/w(S(C))? < o and, for a given € > 0, there exists

1 = n(e) € (0,1) such that ¢, (|8]70)(A(C, R))/w(S(C))¥ < & for all ¢ € D\D(0, ). Further, by
the uniform convergence, there exists N = N(e,7,q) € N such that |f,|? < e on D(0,7n) for all
n = N. These observations together with the proof of the boundedness case and (B8] yield

, CeD\{0},

ICo — Collpnslly 5 sup  LAPLNECTD) JD(O)‘fn(C)‘quA@

DOV} w(S(C))7 SR
. 0«(]0]7v)(A(¢, R)) QM
+ (e]D)\DI()O,n) w(S (C))% jD\D(O,n) | fn (O 1 —|C))? dA(Q)

q

w(S

<€f SN ja(¢) + elfully S nN.

(1-1¢?

Thus also the second quantity in ([B.7)) tends to zero as n — oo in the case ¢ > p.
Finally, let ¢ = p. The compactness of the identity operator from Af, to LZ L (672) implies

0 (|0[Pv)(S(C))/w(S(¢)) — 0 as |(| — 1~ by [19, Theorem 3(ii)]. By following the proof above

the only different step consists of making the quantity

_ pPx(10[PV) (A(C, R))
J(n) - fD\D(O,n) |fn(<)‘ (1 - ‘C‘)Q dA(C)

small, uniformly in n, by choosing n € (0,1) sufficiently large. But an application of [I8]
Theorem 1(b)] together with (B.6]) yields

px(10[P) (S(B)\D(0, 7))
J(m) S fal’p sup :
AL bep\ {0} w(S(b))
Standard arguments can now be used to make the right hand side smaller than a pregiven

e > 0 for n sufficiently large by using ¢4 (|0/Pv)(S(¢))/w(S(¢)) — 0 as || — 17, see, for
example, [16, pp. 26-27] for details. This completes the proof of the proposition. O

The next result is a counter part of Proposition M in the case p > q.

Proposition 5. Let 0 < g < p < w0 and w € 73, and let v be a positive Borel measure on .
Let ¢ and ¢ be analytic self-maps of D. If 6Cy, and 6Cy are bounded from Al to LY, then
Cpo—Cy: AV, — L1 is compact.

Proof. Let {f,} be a bounded sequence in A%, such that f,, — 0 uniformly on compact subsets
of D. Since 6C, and §C};, are bounded from A%, to L by the hypothesis, they are also compact
by [19, Theorem 3(iii)], and therefore

Tim (10/a(2) g + 167 (¥)] 1) = 0. (3.9)
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Let 0 < r < R < 1, and denote E = {z € D : |§(z)| < r} and E' = D\E. To prove the
compactness of C,, — Cy, : A, — L, it suffices to show that

Tim ((C, = Co)(Fxelig +1(Co = Co) )l ig) = 0
since
Gy = o)l = I(C = Co) sl + (o — Cod )l
By using (3.2) and (8.9), it is easy to show that
Tim (€ — ) (Fu)xrlig = 0.
Further, by (34]), we have

(19]*)(A(¢, R))
(1—1¢)?

Let € > 0. Since the identity operator from A% to L({J (16]22) is bounded by the hypothesis,

1(Co = Co) ()l < f Fal)]722 dA(O).

[19, Theorem 3(iii)] and the dominated convergence theorem imply the existence of an Ry =
Ry(g) € (0,1) such that

P

e (010)(A(C, ) o <
JD UF(z)\D(ORo) w(T'(€)) (1 = [¢])? dA(C)) w(z) dA(z) : (3.10)

Further, by the uniform convergence, there exists N = N(¢) € N such that | f,(z)| < e for all
n>= N and z € D(O, Ry). Therefore, for all n > N, by Fubini’s theorem, Hélder’s inequality,
[16l Lemma 4.4] and B10), we have

q J2<(1011) (A(G, R))
(G, — Co) el s(fm+ fn\m> a4 )

e BIACR)
<=, (fwm(o,m' O - 12 dA(O) (:)dA(z)

" 24 (017) (A(C B)) s
<ex J, N )Or(z)\m ATO)(I - )2 dA(O) ()4
e (1+IN(Ig, ) ==

Therefore lim,, o0 [(Cyp — Cy) (fn)xE| 2 = 0, and thus Cy, — Cy, is compact from AL to LE. O

4. NECESSARY CONDITIONS

In this section we establish necessary conditions for C, — Cy, : AP — LI to be bounded or

compact. In the case p < ¢ we work with the whole class 75, but the arguments employed in
the case p > ¢ rely strongly on the hypothesis w € D. We begin with the case p < q.

Proposition 6. Let either 0 < p < q < 0 and w € D or p=gqand w € D, and let v be a
positive Borel measure on D. Let ¢ and v analytic self-maps of D. If Cy, — Cy :+ AL, — Li is
bounded (resp. compact), then 6Cy, and 6Cy are bounded (resp. compact) from A%, to L.

Proof. Let first p < ¢ and w € D. We begin with the boundedness and show in detail that
0C, is bounded from AP to L. For each a € D, consider the function

Al

fa(2) = (“—‘_“')vw(sm))— , zeD,

1—az
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induced by w and 0 < 7,p < 0. Then [I5] Lemma 2.1] implies that for each v = vy(w,p) > 0
sufficiently large we have | fo||4» = 1 for all @ € D. Fix such a 5. Since C,, — Cy is bounded,
we have

1= fal’yp, 2 1(Cp = Cy)(fa)ll 7

() - (5t e
b %ﬁ‘z) G:;ﬁz) wf((z))) e

According to [22 p. 795], for each 0 < v < o and 0 < r < 1 there exist a constant C' =
C(v,7) > 0 such that

()
1 —aw
An application of this inequality gives
|a|q SD*(|(S|qI/)(A(a’ T))

q q
1z AT ) aa) - :
o= 1(A(r) (w(S(a)))r (w(S(a)))?
It follows that ¢4 (]d|7v) is a bounded g-Carleson measure for A% by [I8, Theorem 1(c)], and
hence 6C,, : A, — Li, is bounded. The same argument shows that also dCy is bounded.
For the compactness statement, first observe that f, tends to zero uniformly on compact
subsets of D as |a| — 17. Then, if C,—Cy is compact, we have lim|q 1~ [|(Cy,—Cy)(fa)] 12 = 0.
By arguing as above we deduce

= Clalp(z,w), ze€A(a,7), a,weD. (4.1)

i 208 @r)
o1 (w(S(a)

Therefore 6C,, : A, — L} is compact by [19, Theorem 3|. The same argument shows that also
0Cy, is compact.

Let now p = g and w € D. The statement follows from the proof above with the modification
that [10, Theorem 2], valid for w € D, is used instead of [I8, Theorem 1(c)] and [19, Theorem 3].
The only extra step is to observe that for each w € D there exists r = r(w) € (0,1) such that
w(S(a)) = w(A(a,r)) for all a € D\{0}. This follows from ([ZI). With this guidance we

consider the proposition proved. O

The next result establishes a counter part of Proposition [6l when p > q.

Proposition 7. Let 0 < ¢ < p < 0 and w € D, and let v be a positive Borel measure on D.
Let ¢ and 4 be analytic self-maps of D. If C, Cw AY, — L1 is bounded, then 6C, and 5C,
are both bounded from AL, to L}.

Proof. Let {zx}ren be a p-lattice such that it is ordered by increasing modulii and z; # 0 for
all k. Then by [2I, Theorem 1] there exist constants M = M (p,w) > 1 and C' = C(p,w) > 0
such that the function

1-— ‘Zk‘ 1
= b — 1
2 <1 wz) (@(T(z1)))7

belongs to Af, and satisfies |F|| 4» < C|b¢r for all b = {by} € £7. Since C, — Cy : A, — Lj is
bounded by the hypothesis, we deduce

1b1Z 2 1F1%s, Nf (Cp = Cy) 0 F(2)|" dv(2)

() - () ) s

z e,

q
dv(z), belP.
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We now replace by by bgri(t), integrate with respect to ¢ from 0 to 1, and then apply Fubini’s
theorem and Khinchine’s inequality to get

o (T=lzl \Y (1= mf 1 " »
b”””fn ; (1—@%2)) (1—%1&(2)) | (W(T ()7 dv(z). bel

By applying ([@I]) and the estimate |1 — Zpz| = 1 — |z, valid for all z € A(zg,p) and k € N,

(SIS

we obtain
( 1— | >M< L~ |z >M :‘ -zl M, (1—@0@))”’
1 —Zxp(2) 1—Zy(z) 1 —Zxp(2) 1—Zpy(2)
|2k
2 |zkl0(2)] ’7(2) Xap_l(A(zk,p))(Z)
= |Zk||5( )|X<p—1 A(zg,p)) (Z)a zeD, keN,
and hence
q
Z 2
16l 2 Ileqf ( [bk[?6(=) ﬁXw—l(A(z;wp))(ZO dv(2). (4.2)
(W(T'(zk)))
If ¢ > 2 then the inequality Z] ¢ < (Z] CJ-)x, valid for all ¢; = 0 and x > 1, imply
1
b1 NJ ( |6k |16 ()| ————— X1 (ACn, ))(Z)) dv(z). (4.3)
e @@~

To get the same estimate for 0 < ¢ < 2 we apply Holder’s inequality. It together with the
fact that the number of discs A(zg,r) to which each ¢(z) may belong to is uniformly bounded
yields

6 (z q; -1 z v(z
j@ @bu BN s )) d(z)

< b ?16(2) P X1 Ao <z>)
) @ ‘ (T () e
1-4
'(va-lm(zk,p»(z)) dv(z)
k

f <Z|bk| 6(2) m v_l(A(zk,p))(Z)> dv(z).

Thus ([£3) holds for each 0 < ¢ < c0. By using Fubini’s theorem we now deduce

[ol% = Z Ibk\q 16(2)["dv(2)

q
2

ok

)))% f (A1)

q )

( ( (%)))5

{so*(wwmm(z;ﬁq, p))}
@TE))? ) pen

Therefore the sequence
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belongs to (ﬁ)* ~ Eﬁ, and consequently

_p_

px(10]70) (A2, p)) )7
Zk: (W(T'(z)))»

< Q0.

S

Pick up an r = r(p) € (0,1) such that A(z,p) < A(zg,r) for all z e A(zg,p) and k € N.
The right hand inequality in ([Z]) shows that ©(z) = ©(z;) and w(S(2)) = w(S(zx)) for all
z € A(zg,p) and k € N. Then, as {zx }ren is a p-lattice, we deduce

[ (=) s

-5 [ <¢*<|a|qu><§)§z,p>>> A

<y (SD*(W paL () (1 — |z4))?

; w(S(

< Q0.

o )AL YT (a0 (A ) | T
<2\ e S\ e

Therefore 4 (]6|7V) is a g-Carleson measure for A% by Theorem 2l For the same reason,
¥4 (]0]7v) is a g-Carleson measure for A%. The proof is complete. O

5. PROOFS OF MAIN THEOREMS

Here we shortly indicate how the main results stated in the introduction easily follow from
the propositions proved in the previous two sections.

Proof of Theorem [Il The theorem follows by Propositions Bl and [l Namely, if 6C, and §C,
are bounded from AY, to L, then Cyp — Cy : A?Y, — Ll is compact, and thus bounded as
well, by Proposition Bl Conversely, if C, — Cy, : AP, — L} is bounded, then 0C, and 0C,, are
bounded by Proposition [71 O

Proof of Theorem [3l The theorem is an immediate consequence of Propositions [ and @l [
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