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C∗-ALGEBRAS GENERATED BY MULTIPLICATION

OPERATORS AND COMPOSITION OPERATORS WITH

SELF-SIMILAR MAPS

HIROYASU HAMADA

Abstract. Let K be a compact metric space and let γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) be
a system of proper contractions on K. We study a C∗-algebra MCγ1,...,γn

generated by all multiplication operators by continuous functions on K and
composition operators Cγi induced by γi for i = 1, . . . , n on a certain L2 space.

Suppose that K is self-similar. We consider the Hutchinson measure µH of γ
and the L2 space L2(K,µH ). Then we show that the C∗-algebra MCγ1,...,γn

is isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra On under some conditions.

1. Introduction

Several authors considered C∗-algebras generated by composition operators (and
Toeplitz operators) on the Hardy space H2(D) on the open unit disk D ([2, 5, 7, 8,
11, 12, 13, 15, 17, 18, 19]). On the other hand, there are some studies on C∗-algebras
generated by composition operators on L2 spaces, for example [3, 4, 14]. Matsumoto
[14] introduced some C∗-algebras associated with cellular automata generated by
composition operators and multiplication operators. Let R be a rational function of
degree at least two, let JR be the Julia set of R and let µL be the Lyubich measure of
R. In [3], we studied the C∗-algebraMCR generated by all multiplication operators
by continuous functions in C(JR) and the composition operator CR induced by R
on L2(JR, µ

L).
Let K be a compact metric space, let γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) be a system of proper

contractions on K and let ϕ : K → K be measurable. Suppose that γ1, . . . , γn are
inverse branches of ϕ and K is self-similar. Let µH be the Huchinson measure of
γ.

In [4], we studied the C∗-algebra MCϕ generated by all multiplication operators
by continuous functions in C(K) and the composition operator Cϕ induced by ϕ
on L2(K,µH). Then the C∗-algebra MCϕ is isomorphic to the C∗-algebra Oγ(K)
associated with γ introduced in [9] under some condition.

In this paper we study a C∗-algebra MCγ1,...,γn
generated by all multiplication

operators by continuous functions in C(K) and composition operators Cγi
induced

by γi for i = 1, . . . , n on L2(K,µH). Then we show that the C∗-algebra MCγ1,...,γn

is isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra On under some conditions.
We can prove the main theorem using Cuntz-Pimsner algebras and a proposition

in [16]. However we prove this theorem directly using multiplication operators and
composition operators in this paper.
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2. Main Theorem

Let (K, d) be a compact metric space. A continuous map γ : K → K is called a
proper contraction if there exists constants 0 < c1 ≤ c2 < 1 such that

c1d(x, y) ≤ d(γ(x), γ(y)) ≤ c2d(x, y), x, y ∈ K.

Let γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) be a family of proper contractions on (K, d). We say that
K is called self-similar with respect to γ if K =

⋃n
i=1 γi(K). See [1] and [10] for

more on fractal sets.
Let us denote by B(K) the Borel σ-algebra on K.

Lemma 2.1 ([6]). Let K be a compact metric space and let γ be a system of proper

contractions. If p1, . . . , pn ∈ R satisfy
∑n

i=1 pi = 1 and pi > 0 for i, then there

exists a unique probability measure µ on K such that

µ(E) =

n
∑

i=1

piµ(γ
−1
i (E))

for E ∈ B(K).

We call the measure µ given by Lemma 2.1 the self-similar measure on K with
{pi}ni=1. In particular, we denote by µH the self-similar measure with pi =

1
n
for i

and call this measure the Hutchinson measure. We say that γ satisfies the measure

separation condition in K if µ(γi(K)∩γj(K)) = 0 for any self-similar measure µand
i 6= j.

For a ∈ L∞(K,B(K), µH), we define the multiplication operatorMa on L2(K,B(K), µH)
by Maf = af for f ∈ L2(K,B(K), µH). Let ϕ : K → K be measurable. Suppose
that γ1, . . . , γn are inverse branches of ϕ, that is, ϕ(γi(x)) = x for x ∈ K and
i = 1, . . . , n.

Let i = 1, . . . , n. Set (γi∗µ
H)(E) = µH(γ−1

i (E)) and (µH ◦ γi)(E) = µH(γi(E))
for E ∈ B(K). Then γi∗µ

H and µH ◦ γi are measures on K.

Lemma 2.2. Let γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) be a system of proper contractions on K. As-

sume that K is self-similar and the system γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) satisfies the measure

separation condition in K. Then we have

(µH ◦ γi)(E) =
1

n
µH(E)

for E ∈ B(K).

Proof. By the definition of Hutchinson measure, we have

µH(E) =
1

n

n
∑

i=1

µH(γ−1
i (E))

for E ∈ B(K). Since γi is a proper contraction, γi : K → γi(K) is bijective. Thus
we obtain the desired equation. �

We can calculate the Radon-Nikodym derivative dγi∗
µH

dµH in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) be a system of proper contractions on K. As-

sume that K is self-similar and the system γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) satisfies the measure
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separation condition in K. Then we have

dγi∗µ
H

dµH
(x) =

{

n if x ∈ γi(K),

0 if x /∈ γi(K)

for i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. Fix E ∈ B(K) and i 6= j. We consider F := γ−1
i (γj(E)). Since the system

γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) satisfies the measure separation condition in K, we have

γi∗µ
H(γj(E)) = µH(F ) = nµH(γi(F )) ≤ nµH(γi(K) ∩ γj(K)) = 0

by Lemma 2.2. Thus γi∗µ
H(γj(E)) = 0. It folows that

dγi∗µ
H

dµH
(x) = 0(1)

for x /∈ γi(K). On the other hand, by Lemma 2.1, we have

n
∑

i=1

dγi∗µ
H

dµH
= n.(2)

From (1) and (2), we obtain the desired conclusion. �

Write Cγi
f = f ◦ γi for f ∈ L2(K,B(K), µH). Assume that K is self-similar and

the system γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) satisfies the measure separation condition in K. By

Lemma 2.3, the Radon-Nikodym derivative dγi∗
µH

dµH is bounded. By [20, Theorem

2.1.1], the operator Cγi
: L2(K,B(K), µH) → L2(K,B(K), µH) is bounded. It is

called a composition operator on L2(K,B(K), µH) induced by γi. Set Vi =
1√
n
C∗

γi
.

Proposition 2.4. Let γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) be a system of proper contractions on K
and let ϕ : K → K be measurable. Suppose that γ1, . . . , γn are inverse branches

of ϕ. Assume that K is self-similar and the system γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) satisfies the

measure separation condition in K. Then we have

V ∗
i Vi = I and

n
∑

j=1

VjV
∗
j = I

for i = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. We consider the closed subspaceKi = {f ∈ L2(K,B(K), µH) | f vanishes onKr

γi(K)} of L2(K,B(K), µH). Since the system γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) satisfies the measure
separation condition in K, we have Ki ⊥ Kj for i 6= j. It is sufficient to show that
V ∗
i : Ki → L2(K,B(K), µH) is a surjective isometry. By Lemma 2.3, we have

‖V ∗
i f‖2 =

1

n

∫

K

|f(γi(x))|2dµH(x) =
1

n

∫

K

|f(y)|2 d(γi∗µH)(y)

=

∫

γi(K)

|f(y)|2 dµH(y) =

∫

K

|f(y)|2 dµH(y) = ‖f‖

for f ∈ Ki, where y = γi(x) is a change of variables. Thus V ∗
i is an isometry.

For g ∈ L2(K,B(K), µH), we define the function f : K → C by

f(y) =

{√
n g(ϕ(y)) if y ∈ γi(K),

0 if y /∈ γi(K).
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Since γi : K → γi(K) is bijective and its inverse is ϕ|γi(K) : γi(K) → K, we have

∫

K

|f(y)|2 dµH(y) = n

∫

γi(K)

|g(ϕ(y))|2 dµH(y)

= n

∫

K

|g(x)|2 d(µH ◦ γi)(x) =
∫

K

|g(x)|2 dµH(x)

by Lemma 2.2. Therefore it follows that f ∈ Ki. We also have

(V ∗
i f)(x) =

1√
n
f(γi(x)) = g(ϕ(γi(x))) = g(x)

for x ∈ K. Hence V ∗
i is surjective. �

Definition. We denote by MCγ1,...,γn
the C∗-algebra generated by all multiplica-

tion operators by continuous functions in C(K) and composition operators Cγi
by

γi for i = 1, . . . , n on L2(K,B(K), µH).

The following theorem is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 2.5. Let K be a compact metric space, let γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) be a system

of proper contractions on K and let ϕ : K → K be measurable. Suppose that

γ1, . . . , γn are inverse branches of ϕ. Assume that K is self-similar and the system

γ = (γ1, . . . , γn) satisfies the measure separation condition in K. Then MCγ1,...,γn

is isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra On.

Proof. By Proposition 2.4, the C∗-subalgebraC∗(V1, . . . , Vn) generated by V1, . . . , Vn

in MCγ1,...,γn
is isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra On. We only need to show that

Ma ∈ C∗(V1, . . . , Vn) for a ∈ C(K).
For a finite word ω = (ω1, . . . , ωk) ∈ {1, . . . , n}k, we use the multi-index notation

Vω = Vω1 . . . Vωk
and γω = γω1 ◦ · · · ◦ γωk

. Fix x0 ∈ K. For distinct finite words

ω(1), . . . , ω(nk) ∈ {1, . . . , n}k, we define operators V andD on
⊕nk

i=1 L
2(K,B(K), µH)

by

V =











Vω(1) · · · Vω(nk)

0 · · · 0
...

. . .
...

0 · · · 0











and

D =











Ma◦γω(1)−(a◦γω(1))(x0) 0 · · · 0

0 Ma◦γω(2)−(a◦γω(2))(x0) · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · Ma◦γ

ω(nk)
−(a◦γ

ω(nk)
)(x0)











.
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From Proposition 2.4, it follows that
∑nk

i=1 Vω(i)V
∗
ω(i) = I and V ∗V = I. Thus we

have
∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Ma −
nk

∑

i=1

(a ◦ γω(i))(x0)Vω(i)V
∗
ω(i)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

Ma

nk

∑

i=1

Vω(i)V
∗
ω(i) −

nk

∑

i=1

(a ◦ γω(i))(x0)Vω(i)V
∗
ω(i)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

nk

∑

i=1

Vω(i)Ma◦γω(i)−(a◦γω(i))(x0)V
∗
ω(i)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

= ‖V DV ∗‖
= ‖D‖
= max

{

‖a ◦ γω(i) − (a ◦ γω(i))(x0)‖ | i = 1, . . . , nk
}

.

Since a is uniformly continuous and γ1, . . . , γn are proper contractions, the above
norm is sufficient small for a sufficient large k. Thus Ma ∈ C∗(V1, . . . , Vn), which
completes the proof. �

Remark. In the proof of Theorem 2.5, we mainly use multiplication operators and
composition operators themselves. We can also prove this theorem using the Cuntz-
Pimsner algebras as following.

Consider the C∗-algebra A = C(K) and the canonical Hilbert right A-module
X = An. For i = 1, . . . , n, we define a left A-action φ : A → LA(X) by the diagonal
matrix

(φ(a))(x) = diag(a(γ1(x)), . . . , a(γn(x)))

for a ∈ A, x ∈ K, where we identify LA(X) with Mn(A). We consider the Cuntz-
Pimsner algebra OX of the Hilbert bimodule X over A. We note that OX is
the universal C∗-algebra generated by a ∈ A and Sξ with ξ ∈ X satisfying that
aSξ = Sφ(a)ξ, Sξa = Sξa, SξSη = 〈ξ, η〉A for a ∈ A, ξ, η ∈ X and

∑n
i=1 Sui

S∗
ui

= 1,
where {ui}ni=1 is the canonical finite basis of X . By Remark 4.8 or Proposition
4.10 in [16], the C∗-algebra OX is canonically isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra On.
Hence OX is simple.

It is easily seen that aSui
= Sui

(a◦γi) and S∗
ui
Sui

= 1 for a ∈ A and i = 1, . . . , n.
On the other hand, we have corresponding equations MaVi = Vi(a ◦ γi), V ∗

i Vi = I
and

∑n
j=1 VjV

∗
j = I for a ∈ A and i = 1, . . . , n by Proposition 2.4. By the

universality and the simplicity of OX , there exists an isomorphism Φ : OX →
MCγ1,...,γn

such that Φ(a) = Ma, Φ(Sui
) = Vi for a ∈ A and i = 1, . . . , n. Therefore

the C∗-algebra MCγ1,...,γn
is isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra On.

We give some examples for C∗-algebras generated by composition operators
Cγ1 , . . . , Cγn

and multiplication operators.

Example. Let K = [0, 1] and

γ1(x) =
1

2
x, γ2(x) =

1

2
x+

1

2
.

Then K is the self-similar set with respect to γ = (γ1, γ2). The Hutchinson measure
µH on K coincides with the Lebesgue measure on K. The system γ satisfies the
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measure separation condition in K. Let ϕ : K → K be defined by

ϕ(y) =

{

2y 0 ≤ y ≤ 1
2 ,

2y + 1 1
2 < y ≤ 1.

Then γ1 and γ2 are inverse branches of ϕ. By Theorem 2.5, the C∗-algebraMCγ1,γ2

is isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra O2. The function ϕ is not continuous. Note
that ϕ in Theorem 2.5 is not necessary continuous.

Example. Let K = [0, 1] and

γ1(x) =
1

2
x, γ2(x) = −1

2
x+ 1.

Then K is the self-similar set with respect to γ = (γ1, γ2). The Hutchinson measure
µH on K coincides with the Lebesgue measure on K. The system γ satisfies the
measure separation condition in K. Let ϕ : K → K be defined by

ϕ(y) =

{

2y 0 ≤ y ≤ 1
2 ,

−2y + 2 1
2 ≤ x ≤ 1.

The function ϕ is called the tent map. Then γ1 and γ2 are inverse branches of ϕ.
By Theorem 2.5, the C∗-algebra MCγ1,γ2 is isomorphic to the Cuntz algebra O2.
This example is also considered in [4].

Acknowledgement. The author wishes to express his thanks to Professor Yasuo
Watatani for suggesting the problem and for many stimulating conversations.
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