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Abstract

This paper characterises the dual of the model space K1
I , where I is an in-

ner function, intersected with the shifted Hardy space, zH1. With this duality

result, it is then shown that every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator on the

model space K2
I has a bounded symbol if and only if every compact truncated

Toeplitz operator on K
2
I has a symbol which is of the form I multiplied by a

continuous function.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we provide two new overlapping results. We first characterise the
dual space of any given backward shift invariant subspace of the Hardy space H1

intersected with zH1. We then use our duality result to study the question: when
does a bounded truncated Toeplitz operator have a bounded symbol? This question
has generated much research interest and is one of the most fundamental problems
concerning truncated Toeplitz operators. The main result of this paper shows that
every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator on K2

I has a bounded symbol if and only
if every compact truncated Toeplitz operator on K2

I has a symbol which is of the
form Iφ where φ is a continuous function on the unit circle.

Throughout we let 1 6 p < ∞ and we denote the unit circle by T. All Lp spaces,
and L∞, are assumed to be on the unit circle, T. We denote the Hardy space on the
unit circle by Hp and we refer the reader to [8, 15] for background theory on the
Hardy space. Throughout we let I be an inner function (i.e. a function in H2 which
is unimodular on T). It is shown in Chapter 5 of [7] that all backward shift invariant

subspaces of Hp are of the form Kp
I := Hp ∩ IHp

0 , where Hp
0 := {f : f ∈ zHp}.

We call the space Kp
I a model space, and we refer the reader to [7] for background

theory on model spaces. Integrals will be evaluated with respect to m, where m
is the normalised Lebesgue measure on T. We define C(T) to be the continuous
functions on the unit circle.
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We let BMOA denote the set of all analytic functions of bounded mean oscilla-
tion, i.e., f ∈ BMOA means f ∈ H2 and

sup
A

1

|A|

∫

A

|f − fA|dm < ∞,

where the supremum is taken over all arcs A ⊂ T and

fA :=
1

|A|

∫

A

fdm.

It can be checked that BMOA is a linear vector space and an easy adaptation of
Proposition 2.5 in [13] shows that when equipped with the norm

‖f‖∗:=

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫

T

fdm

∣
∣
∣
∣
+ sup

A

1

|A|

∫

A

|f − fA|dm,

BMOA becomes a Banach space.
When 1 < p < ∞ we let P : Lp → Hp be the Riesz projection, and PI =

PI(Id − P )I be the projection from Lp to Kp
I . When p = 2, P and PI are in

fact orthogonal projections. As noted in Section 2 of [16], these projections can be
expressed as integral operators independent of p ∈ (1,∞). With these projections,

for 1 < p < ∞ we can write Lp = Hp
0 ⊕ Hp or Lp = Hp

0 ⊕ Kp
I ⊕ IHp (see page

20 of [17] for details) and furthermore for p = 2 the summations are orthogonal
summations.

For φ ∈ L2, we define the truncated Toeplitz operator Aφ on bounded functions
from K2

I by
Aφ(f) = PI(φf), f ∈ K2

I ∩ L∞,

where here PI : L
2 → K2

I . In contrast to the Toeplitz operators on H2 the operator
Aφ may be extended to a bounded operator onK2

I even for some unbounded symbols.
We use the notation T (I) to denote the space of bounded truncated Toeplitz

operators on K2
I and Tc(I) to denote the space of compact truncated Toeplitz oper-

ators on K2
I . Previous results in [4] identify the dual space of K1

I ∩zH1 for a certain
class of inner functions.

The results of Section 2 give an alternative description of the space dual to K1
I ∩

zH1, and furthermore this description is valid for all inner functions. Specifically,
the description of the space dual to K1

I ∩ zH1 given in Section 2 initially realises
(K1

I ∩ zH1)∗ as a quotient space and then we further show that (K1
I ∩ zH1)∗ may

be realised as a space of analytic functions.
In Section 3 we will see that this realisation of (K1

I ∩ zH1)∗ lays the foundation
for us to prove the main result of this paper, which is every bounded truncated
Toeplitz operator on K2

I has a bounded symbol if and only if every compact trun-
cated Toeplitz operator on K2

I has a symbol lying in IC(T).

2 Duality results

In this section we describe the dual and predual of the space K1
I ∩ zH1. This

description is a crucial tool needed in Section 2, where we study the symbols of
truncated Toeplitz operators.
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For not necessarily closed subspaces M ⊆ X and N ⊆ X∗ of a Banach space X
we define the annihilator

M⊥ := {ℓ ∈ X∗ : ℓ(x) = 0 ∀x ∈ M}

and the pre-annihilator

⊥N := {x ∈ X : ℓ(x) = 0 ∀ℓ ∈ N}.

We note that with the above definitions the Hahn-Banach separation Theorem im-
plies that ⊥(M⊥) is the norm closure of M .

Lemma 2.1. K2
I ∩ zH2 is dense in K1

I ∩ zH1.

Proof. Clearly we have IzH2
0 ∩H2 ⊂ IzH1

0 ∩H1. If we show

(IzH2
0 ∩H2)⊥ ⊆ (IzH1

0 ∩H1)⊥,

then as ⊥(M⊥) is the norm closure of M for a subspace M we obtain that IzH2
0 ∩H2

is dense in IzH1
0 ∩H1.

A result originally due to Fefferman-Stein [10], which can also be found as
Theorem 2.2 in Chapter 9 of [1], shows that the dual space of H1 is BMOA. By
duality in the H2 sense (which agrees with the H1-BMOA duality pairing) we

have if g ∈ (IzH2
0 ∩ H2)⊥ then g ∈ BMOA and 〈IzH2

0 , g〉 = 0, which implies
g ∈ I

z
H2∩BMOA so gz ∈ BMOA∩ IH2. If we define G := gz

I
, then as the space H1

is invariant by multiplication by I, we can deduce that BMOA (being the dual ofH1)

is invariant under the Toeplitz operator TI and so G ∈ BMOA. If f ∈ IzH1
0 ∩ H1

then fz
I
= F for some F ∈ H1

0 , and if we denote 〈 , 〉 to be the H1-BMOA duality
pairing then we have

〈f, g〉 = 〈
fz

I
,
gz

I
〉 = 〈F,G〉 = 0.

Thus, we have established IzH2
0 ∩H2 is dense in IzH1

0 ∩H1. Now clearly as multi-
plication by z is an isometry we have K2

I ∩ zH2 is dense in K1
I ∩ zH1.

Theorem 2.2. l ∈ (K1
I ∩ zH1)∗ if and only if there is a unique v + Q ∈ L∞/Q,

where Q = L∞ ∩ (H2 + IH2), such that

l(f) = lv+Q(f) :=

∫

T

f(ζ)v(ζ) dm(ζ).

Furthermore ‖lv+Q‖= ‖v +Q‖L∞/Q.

Proof. Clearly as v ∈ L∞ this will define a bounded linear functional. This func-
tional is well defined as if v2 is another representative of v then v − v2 ∈ Q
but for all f in K2

I ∩ zH2 and any q ∈ Q by orthogonality in the H2 sense we
have

∫

T
f(ζ)q(ζ) dm(ζ) = 0 and so by the above lemma we must indeed have

∫

T
f(ζ)(v(ζ)− v2(ζ)) dm(ζ) = 0 for all f ∈ K1

I ∩ zH1.
To prove the converse implication we must find the annihilator of K1

I ∩zH1. The
annihilator of K1

I ∩zH1 (viewed as a subspace of L1) is given by (K1
I ∩zH1)⊥ = {b ∈

L∞ :
∫

T
f(ζ)b(ζ) dm(ζ) = 0 for all f ∈ K1

I ∩ zH1}, but as a result of our previous
lemma this is equal to {b ∈ L∞ :

∫

T
f(ζ)b(ζ) dm(ζ) = 0 for all f ∈ K2

I ∩ zH2}.
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We now argue that

{b ∈ L∞ :

∫

T

f(ζ)b(ζ) dm(ζ) = 0 for all f ∈ K2

I ∩ zH2} = Q := L∞ ∩ (H2 + IH2).

A straightforward computation verifies the ⊇ inclusion. Before we show the ⊆
inclusion we first note that f ∈ K2

I ∩ zH2 if and only if f ∈ K2
I and f(0) = 0,

which is equivalent to f ∈ K2
I and f ⊥ kI

0, where 1− I(0)I(z) = kI
0(z) ∈ K2

I is the
reproducing kernel at 0, (see Chapter 5 of [11] for details on the reproducing kernels
for model spaces). HenceK2

I∩zH
2 = K2

I⊖CkI
0 , givingK

2
I⊖(K2

I ∩ zH2) = CkI
0. Now

to prove the ⊆ inclusion, take b ∈ L∞ such that 〈f, b̄〉2 = 0 for every f ∈ K2
I ∩ zH2.

Decompose b = g + Iϕ1 + ϕ2, with g, ϕ1 ∈ H2 and ϕ2 ∈ K2
I . Hence, for every

f ∈ K2
I ∩ zH2, we have

0 = 〈f, ḡ〉2 + 〈f, Iϕ1〉2 + 〈f, ϕ2〉2 .

The first term 〈f, ḡ〉2 is zero because f ∈ zH2 and g ∈ H2, the second term 〈f, Iϕ1〉2
is also zero because f ∈ K2

I and Iϕ1 ∈ IH2. Thus we obtain that, for every
f ∈ K2

I ∩ zH2, 〈f, ϕ2〉2 = 0. That means that ϕ2 ∈ K2
I ⊖ (K2

I ⊖ zH2), and as

previously pointed out K2
I ⊖ (K2

I ∩ zH2) = CkI
0, which means ϕ2 = c(1− I(0)I) for

some c ∈ C. Hence

b = g + Iϕ1 + c(1− I(0)I) = g + c̄+ I
(

ϕ1 − cI(0)
)

.

We then deduce that b ∈ L∞ ∩
(

H2 + IH2

)

= Q.

Now given l ∈ (K1
I ∩ zH1)∗, the Hahn-Banach Theorem shows there is a unique

v +Q where v ∈ L∞ such that l(f) = lv+Q(f) =
∫

T
f(ζ)v(ζ) dm(ζ) and furthermore

that ‖lv+Q‖= ‖v +Q‖L∞/Q. We refer the reader to page 97 Theorem 4.9 of [18] for
details.

One can also obtain a set theoretic description of (K1
I ∩ zH1)∗ which more so

resembles the classical duality result for model spaces, which is (Kp
I )

∗ = Kq
I where

1 < p < ∞ and 1

p
+ 1

q
= 1 (see Theorem 5.10.1 in [7]).

We let PI,z denote the orthogonal projection L2 → K2
I ∩ zH2 and we let E :

L∞/Q → PI,z(L
∞) be the well defined map v + Q 7→ PI,z(v). If we equip PI,z(L

∞)
with the norm ‖PI,z(f)‖:= inf{‖g‖L∞: PI,z(g) = PI,z(f)} then E is an isometric
antilinear isomorphism. Now as PI,zP = PI,z and P (L∞) = BMOA (see Theorem
3.5.11 in [7]), we may view E as a map from L∞/Q to PI,z(BMOA). Furthermore,
we can write PI,z(BMOA) as

{k ∈ K2

I ∩zH
2 : ∃h ∈ H2 and ∃c ∈ K2

I⊖(K2

I ∩zH
2) with c+k+Ih ∈ BMOA} := K.

Noting that, as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we have that K2
I ⊖(K2

I ∩zH2) = CkI
0 ⊆

H∞ ⊆ BMOA, this allows us to further write K as

{k ∈ K2

I ∩ zH2 : ∃h ∈ H2 with k + Ih ∈ BMOA}.

As mentioned previously, because the space H1 is invariant by multiplication by
I, and as BMOA is the dual space of H1 (see Theorem 2.2 in Chapter 9 of [1]), we
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can deduce that BMOA is invariant under the Toeplitz operator TI . So, if k ∈ K
is such that k + Ih = b ∈ BMOA with h ∈ H2, then TI(k + Ih) = TI(b), and so as
k ∈ ker TI , we have h = TI(b) ∈ BMOA. Thus, we can in fact write K as

{k ∈ K2

I ∩ zH2 : ∃h ∈ BMOA with k + Ih ∈ BMOA}.

The above description of K is clearly equal to span(BMOA, I(BMOA))∩K2
I ∩ zH2,

so we conclude

PI,z(L
∞) = span(BMOA, I(BMOA)) ∩K2

I ∩ zH2.

Thus via E and the above expression for PI,z(L
∞) we can isometrically identify

(K1
I ∩ zH1)∗ as span(BMOA, I(BMOA)) ∩ K2

I ∩ zH2, where for k ∈ K we have
‖k‖= inf{‖g‖L∞: PI,z(g) = k}.

Remark. We remark that adapting the above theorem and reasoning we can simi-
larly deduce (K1

I )
∗ = PI(BMOA) = span(BMOA, I(BMOA)) ∩ K2

I where for k ∈
span(BMOA, I(BMOA)) ∩K2

I we have ‖k‖= inf{‖g‖L∞: PI(g) = k}.
We note that in general IBMOA 6⊆ BMOA. In fact, the conditions for when

IBMOA ⊆ BMOA can be found as Theorem 1 in [9].

If one wants to consider the predual of the space K1
I ∩zH1, we have the following

result which may be found as Lemma 3.1 in [5].

Theorem 2.3. Let FI be the closure of the set IH∞ +H∞ in the weak ∗ topology
of the space L∞. Then (C(T)/(FI ∩ C(T)))∗ = K1

I ∩ zH1.

Specifically, in the above theorem there is an isometric isomorphism given by
h 7→ lh where h ∈ K1

I ∩ zH1 and lh ∈ (C(T)/(FI ∩ C(T)))∗ is defined by lh(φ) =∫

T
φh dm where φ is any representative of an element in (C(T)/(FI ∩ C(T))).

3 Application to truncated Toeplitz operators

In this section after giving a brief overview on some of the previously known results
about the symbols of truncated Toeplitz operators, use our duality results from our
previous section to deduce the main result of this paper, which is Theorem 3.2.

The question of whether every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator has a bounded
symbol is an interesting one. This question has led to much research activity within
the community with many questions being answered and many new questions being
posed. Here we give the reader a brief background on this topic. In Sarason’s semi-
nal work of 2007 [19] he initiated a systematic study of truncated Toeplitz operators
with symbols in L2. In this paper, one of the most natural questions posed was
whether every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator has a bounded symbol. This
question was then shown to be negative in 2009 (see [3]). In fact, the authors actu-
ally constructed a bounded rank one truncated Toeplitz operator which was shown
to have no bounded symbol. To build on this work, in [2] the authors gave two con-
ditions on the inner function, I, which are equivalent to every bounded truncated
Toeplitz operator on K2

I having a bounded symbol. (See Theorem 3.1 below.)
Motivated by these findings, a similar study in to the symbols of compact trun-

cated Toeplitz operators was initiated. Section 5 of [6] gives an overview of many
results in this area. In particular, the role played by bounded symbols in the case of

5



bounded truncated Toeplitz operators seems to be replaced by symbols of the form
IC(T) when we are considering compact truncated Toeplitz operators. Specifically,
Proposition 5.4 of [6] shows that if φ ∈ IC(T) then AI

φ is compact, however using
the example of the rank one truncated Toeplitz operator which does not possess
a bounded symbol, we know there exists a compact truncated Toeplitz operator
without a symbol in IC(T), as trivially IC(T) ⊆ L∞. One question posed in [6]
was whether there was a compact truncated Toeplitz operator with a symbol in
IC(T) + IH∞ that has no continuous symbol. This question was then answered
affirmatively in [14] when a compact truncated Toeplitz operator with this property
was then constructed.

Following the results in [2] one may suspect that there are conditions on the
inner function I which are equivalent to every compact truncated Toeplitz operator
on K2

I having a symbol in IC(T). We may further suspect that these conditions may
be similar in nature to the conditions on the inner function I which are equivalent
to every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator on K2

I having a bounded symbol. In
fact, in this section we will prove that every compact truncated Toeplitz operator on
K2

I has a symbol in IC(T) if and only if every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator
on K2

I has a bounded symbol. We show this with Theorem 3.2 below.
In the following we define Cp(I) to be the set of all finite complex Borel measures

µ on the unit circle such that the embedding Kp
I → Lp(|µ|) is continuous.

Theorem 3.1. [2]
The following are equivalent:

1. any bounded truncated Toeplitz operator on K2
I admits a bounded symbol;

2. C1(I2) = C2(I2);

3. for any f ∈ H1 ∩ I2zH1
0 there exists xi, yi ∈ K2

I with
∑

i‖xi‖2‖yi‖2< ∞ such
that f =

∑

i xiyi.

The inner function I is said to be one-component if and only if there exists an
η ∈ (0, 1) such that

{z ∈ D : |I(z)|< η}

is connected. We remark that by Corollary 2.5 in [2] the equivalent conditions of
the theorem below are fulfilled when I is a one component inner function.

Throughout the rest of the paper we will focus on proving the following

theorem.

Theorem 3.2. The equivalent conditions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied if and only if
any compact truncated Toeplitz operator on K2

I has a symbol in IC(T).

We note that the forward implication of the above theorem has already been no-
ticed. Indeed, as noted in Section 3.2 of [6], we have C2(I2) = C2(I), and thus in view
of Theorem 3.1, Theorem 5.2 in [6] states if every bounded truncated Toeplitz oper-
ator on K2

I has a bounded symbol then every compact truncated Toeplitz operator
on K2

I is of the form AIφ where φ ∈ C(T).
The main theorem of this paper is the backwards implication of the above the-

orem, that is, if any compact truncated Toeplitz operator on K2
I has a symbol in

6



IC(T), then the equivalent conditions of Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. As the work-
ings for the proof of the backwards implication of Theorem 3.2 are quite long and
detailed we first outline the idea of the proof for the reader.

We first consider the map L : X → K1

I2 ∩ zH1, given by f 7→ If (where X is
defined as in (1) below). Then using the results of Section 1 as well as Theorems
3.6 and 3.3, which identify the predual and dual space of X as Tc(I) and T (I)
respectively, we can describe the pre-adjoint, ∗L, and adjoint, L∗, of L,

∗L :C(T)/(FI2 ∩ C(T)) → Tc(I), g + FI2 ∩ C(T) 7→ AI
If

L :X → zH1 ∩K1

I2, f 7→ If

L∗ :L∞/Q2 → T (I), g +Q2 7→ AI
If ,

where Q2 = L∞ ∩ (H2 + I2H2). The above description of L∗ is given by Theorem
3.4 and the description of ∗L is given by Proposition 3.7.

Then for an inner function I, by Proposition 3.8 we notice that any compact
truncated Toeplitz operator on K2

I having a symbol in IC(T), is actually equivalent
to ∗L being isomorphic. Then when ∗L is isomorphic, L∗ must also be isomorphic and
in particular the image of L∗ must be equal to T (I). Then under the assumption ∗L
is surjective, by Corollary 3.5 (which shows the image of L∗ is all truncated Toeplitz
operators on K2

I with a bounded symbol) we are able to deduce that every bounded
truncated Toeplitz operator on K2

I has a bounded symbol.

Following the results of [2], we define the Banach spaces

X = {
∑

xiyi : xi, yi ∈ K2

I ,
∑

‖xi‖2‖yi‖2< ∞}, (1)

and
Xa = {

∑

xiyi : xi, yi ∈ K2

I ,
∑

‖xi‖2‖yi‖2< ∞}.

The norm in the space of X and Xa is defined as the infimum of
∑

‖xi‖2‖yi‖2 over
all possible representations. We note there is an isometric isomorphism from X to
Xa given by

f 7→ zIf, (2)

and one can also show that the forward shift from Xa → K1

I2 ∩ zH1 is bounded.
The following theorem can be found as Theorem 2.3 in [2].

Theorem 3.3. The dual space of X can be naturally identified with T (I). Namely,
continuous linear functionals over X are of the form

ΦA(f) =
∑

i

〈Axi, yi〉, f =
∑

i

xiyi ∈ X,

with A ∈ T (I), and the correspondence between X and T (I) is one to one and
isometric.

We define a bounded linear map

L : X → K1

I2 ∩ zH1,

given by
f 7→ If.

7



Now taking into account the results of Section 1 and Theorem 3.3, when considering
the adjoint, L∗, of L we obtain a bounded map

L∗ : L∞/Q2 → T (I),

where Q2 = L∞ ∩ (H2 + I2H2) Explicitly, L∗ is the unique map satisfying

〈L(k), g +Q2〉 = 〈k, L∗(g +Q2)〉, (3)

for each k ∈ X and g + Q2 ∈ L∞/Q2 (here the duality pairings, denoted 〈 , 〉, are
given by Theorem 2.2 and 3.3 respectively). If we denote A to be the truncated
Toeplitz operator L∗(g +Q2), then for k = xy with x ∈ K∞

I , y ∈ K2
I equating both

sides of equation (3) gives us
∫

T

xyIg dm =

∫

T

A(x)y dm,

and so as y ∈ K2
I , and by orthogonality we know 〈f, y〉2 = 〈PI(f), y〉2 for each

f ∈ L2 we have
∫

T

(A(x)− xIg)y dm =

∫

T

(A(x)− PI(xIg))y dm = 0.

Now by density of K∞

I in K2
I (see Section 2.5 of [12]) and non-degeneracy of the

integral we can deduce
A = AI

Ig.

We conclude the following result;

Theorem 3.4. There is a bounded linear map L∗ : L∞/Q2 → T (I), given by

g +Q2 7→ AIg. (4)

Corollary 3.5. The image of L∗ is exactly all elements of T (I) which possess a
bounded symbol.

Proof. Clearly the image of L∗ is contained the set of all bounded truncated Toeplitz
operators with a bounded symbol. Conversely, if AI

φ has a bounded symbol g then

Ig ∈ L∞, so Ig +Q2 ∈ L∞/Q2 and maps to AI
φ through L∗.

In the case when every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator has a bounded
symbol the map L∗ is isomorphic, and so the norm of AIg is equivalent to ‖g +
Q2‖L∞/Q2

.
We now seek to describe the pre-adjoint of L. The second part of Theorem 2.3

in [2] states the following.

Theorem 3.6. The dual space of all compact truncated Toeplitz operators can be
identified with X, via the duality pairing

∑

i xiyi 7→ L∑
i
xiyi, where

L∑
i
xiyi(A) =

∑

i

〈Axi, yi〉,

for each compact truncated Toeplitz operator A. Furthermore the duality pairing
∑

i xiyi 7→ L∑
i
xiyi is one-to-one and isometric map between X and (Tc(I))

∗.

8



In general the pre-adjoint of a bounded linear map may not exist. Nonetheless
we may define the map ∗L : C(T)/(FI2 ∩ C(T)) → Tc(I), where

g + (FI2 ∩ C(T)) 7→ AIg.

Proposition 3.7. The map ∗L is a well defined bounded, linear, injective map and
(∗L)∗ = L (i.e. ∗L is the pre-adjoint of L).

Proof. The map ∗L is clearly linear. Proposition 5.4 in [6] ensures that the specified
AIg is indeed a compact truncated Toeplitz operator. Noting that AI

φ = 0 if and

only if φ ∈ IH2 + IH2 (see Section 3 of [19]), we see that the map is well defined
and injective. By non-uniqueness of the symbol we have that

‖AIg‖6 inf{‖Ih1 + Ig + Ih2‖L∞} = inf{‖I2h1 + g + h2‖L∞}

taken over all I2h1 + h2 ∈ (FI2 ∩ C(T)). We see the above expression is actually
equal to ‖g + (FI2 ∩ C(T))‖, and thus ∗L is bounded

We now argue (∗L)∗ = L. Proposition 4.1 in [2] states that every element of X
can be expressed as a sum of four elements of the form xy for x, y ∈ K2

I . So for an
arbitrary element

∑
4

i=1
xiyi ∈ X , we know (∗L)∗ is the linear map satisfying

〈∗L(g + (FI2 ∩ C(T))),

4∑

i=1

xiyi〉 = 〈g + (FI2 ∩ C(T)), (∗L)∗(

4∑

i=1

xiyi)〉,

for every g + (FI2 ∩ C(T)) ∈ C(T)/(FI2 ∩ C(T)) and every
∑

4

i=1
xiyi ∈ X . Here

the duality pairing on the left hand side is understood by the duality described in
Theorem 3.6 and on the right hand side the duality is described by Theorem 2.3.
Explicitly, this means (∗L)∗ is a linear map satisfying

∫

T

Ig
4∑

i=1

xiyi dm =

∫

T

g(∗L)∗(
4∑

i=1

xiyi) dm, (5)

i.e.
∫

T

g

(

I
4∑

i=1

xiyi − (∗L)∗(
4∑

i=1

xiyi)

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=u

dm = 0 (6)

for all g + (FI2 ∩ C(T)) ∈ C(T)/(FI2 ∩ C(T)). Now, u defined as above lies in
K1

I2 ∩ zH1, so by Theorem 2.3 the map lu, where lu(g + (FI2 ∩ C(T))) 7→
∫

T
gu dm

defines a continuous linear functional on C(T)/(FI2 ∩C(T)). So when (6) holds we
must have lu is the zero functional, however by Theorem 2.3 we know u 7→ lu is
an isometric isomorphism and so we must have u = 0 and so (∗L)∗(

∑
4

i=1
xiyi) =

I
∑

4

i=1
xiyi and therefore (∗L)∗ = L.

We can make a result which is analogous to Corollary 3.5 but in the case of
continuous symbols.

Proposition 3.8. The image of ∗L is all truncated Toeplitz operators of the form
Aφ where φ ∈ IC(T)

9



As the map L is clearly injective, ∗L must have dense range and we can make
the following corollary which has been previously noticed in the proof of Lemma 3.5
in [5].

Corollary 3.9. Truncated Toeplitz operators of the form Aφ where φ ∈ IC(T) are
dense in Tc(I).

We now can prove our main result, which is a one way implication of Theorem
3.2.

Theorem 3.10. If every compact truncated Toeplitz operator on K2
I is of the form

AIφ where φ ∈ C(T) then every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator has a bounded
symbol.

Proof. If every compact truncated Toeplitz operator on K2
I is of the form AIφ where

φ ∈ C(T) then by Proposition 3.8 we know that ∗L is surjective (and hence iso-
morphic). Now by Proposition 3.7 we must also have that (∗L)∗ = L is isomorphic,
and hence L∗ is isomorphic. Now by Corollary 3.5 this must mean every bounded
truncated Toeplitz operator on K2

I has a bounded symbol.

Remark. Examining the above proof we can obtain a concise alternate proof of a
result already known from Theorem 3.1, which is L is isomorphic (or equivalently
condition 3 holds in Theorem 3.1) implies every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator
on K2

I has a bounded symbol.

We now easily state the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. The forward implication is already known by previous results
(see the reasoning laid out after the statement of Theorem 3.2) and the backwards
implication is Theorem 3.10.

A long standing open conjecture regarding symbols of bounded truncated Toeplitz
operators is the following.

Conjecture 3.1. Every bounded truncated Toeplitz operator on K2
I has a bounded

symbol if and only if I is one-component.

We can now state an equivalent formulation of the above conjecture, which is
the following.

Conjecture 3.2. Every compact truncated Toeplitz operator on K2
I has a symbol

in IC(T) if and only if I is one-component.
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