arXiv:math/0610077v2 [math.FA] 31 Oct 2008

COMPOSITION OPERATORS WITHIN SINGLY GENERATED
COMPOSITION C*-ALGEBRAS

THOMAS L. KRIETE, BARBARA D. MACCLUER, AND JENNIFER L. MOORHOUSE

ABSTRACT. Let ¢ be a linear-fractional self-map of the open unit disk D,
not an automorphism, such that ¢(¢) = n for two distinct points ¢,n in the
unit circle OD. We consider the question of which composition operators lie
in C*(Cy, K), the unital C*-algebra generated by the composition operator
C, and the ideal K of compact operators, acting on the Hardy space H2.
This necessitates a companion study of the unital C*-algebra generated by
the composition operators induced by all parabolic non-automorphisms with
common fixed point on the unit circle.

1. INTRODUCTION

Given any analytic self-map ¢ of the unit disk D in the complex plane, one
can form the composition operator Cy, : f — f o ¢, which acts as a bounded
operator on the Hardy space H?. This paper is the second in a series of three
investigating spectral theory in C*-algebras generated by certain composition and
Toeplitz operators. In the first article [I5], we studied C*(T%,C,), the unital C*-
algebra generated by the unilateral shift T, on H2 and a single composition operator
C, with ¢ satisfying
(1)

@ is a linear-fractional self-map of D which is not an automorphism, and

{ ©(¢) = n for distinct points ¢, n in the unit circle 9D.

Throughout the current paper, ¢ will always have this meaning. The algebra
C*(T,C,) necessarily contains the ideal K of compact operators on H2. The main
result of [I5] identifies C*(T%,C,)/K with a certain C*-algebra of 2 x 2 matrix
valued functions; see Theorem 4.12 of [15]. The case where ¢ is replaced by an
automorphism of I, or even a discrete group of automorphisms, has been studied
by Jury [12], [I3], and has a rather different character.

The shift T, does not appear to play a role in the questions we consider in this
paper; accordingly we omit it and study C*(Cl,, K), the unital C*-algebra generated
by C,, for ¢ as described above, and the compact operators. The composition
@ o has sup-norm strictly less than 1, so that Cf, = Cyoy is compact and non-
zero. Since ¢ has no boundary fixed point, a theorem of Guyker [10] shows that
C, is irreducible if and only if ¢(0) # 0. It follows that when ¢(0) # 0 the unital
C*-algebra C*(C,) generated by C, alone contains KC; see [5], p.74. We want
our C*-algebras to always contain K, and we indicate this by continuing to write
C*(Cy, K) if the irreducibility criterion ¢(0) # 0 is in doubt.
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Let P denote the dense subalgebra of C*(C,,K) consisting of all finite linear
combinations of the identity I, all words in C, and C;, and all compact operators.
An element B in P has a unique representation of the form

(2) B =cl+ f(C;C,) + g(CpCy) + Cop(CLC,) + Crq(CoCr) + K

where f,g,p and ¢ are polynomials, f(0) = 0 = ¢(0), ¢ is complex, and K is
compact. Let s = 1/|¢'(¢)| and write D for the C*-algebra of continuous 2 x 2
matrix-valued functions F on [0,s] with F(0) a scalar multiple of the identity,
equipped with the supremum operator norm. It was shown in [I5] that there is a
unique *-homomorphism ¥ of C*(C,,, K) onto D with Ker ¥ = K and such that

ctyg Tp
VU(B) =
®) =] e,
where B is given by Equation () and r(t) = v/t. Equivalently, we have a short
exact sequence of C*-algebras

0 K5 C*CpK) 5D —0

where i is inclusion. For any operator T' on H? we write ||T|| for the essential
norm of T, that is, the distance from T to the ideal . We note that if T is in
C*(Cy. ), then T = | W(T)).

For bounded operators A and B on H?, let us write A = B (mod K) if there
exists a compact operator K with A = B+ K. In [I5] the authors used C. Cowen’s
well-known adjoint formula [7] to show that if

az+b

is a linear-fractional self map of D, not an automorphism but satisfying |1 (z)| = 1
for some zg € D, then

1
4 Ch=——C,, (mod K
() b = oy oo (0010
where oy, is the so-called “Krein adjoint” of 1,
az —¢
Z)= ———.
ou(2) = — =

We denote the Krein adjoint of ¢ itself simply by o, which the reader can distinguish
by context from the spectrum o (7') or essential spectrum o.(7T") of an operator T.

Now consider an operator B in the dense subalgebra P, as expressed in Equa-
tion [@). Since I = C,,C;C, = 5Cp0, (mod K) and C,Cy = sCh0p (mod K),
where s = 1/|¢’(¢)|, we can rewrite Equation (2)) as

(5) B:CCZ+A1+A2+A3+A4+K/

where K’ is compact and A1, Az, A3, and A4 are finite linear combinations of com-
position operators whose associated self-maps are chosen, respectively, from the
four lists

(6) {(po0)n, 1 {(00@)n,} {0 0)ns 0} {(070@)n, 00}

Here we write (1), for the n'” iterate of a self-map ¢ of D, and let nj range over
the positive integers for £ = 1,2, and over the non-negative integers for k = 3, 4.
See [15] for further details. Thus C*(C,, K) is spanned, modulo the compacts, by



SINGLY GENERATED COMPOSITION C*-ALGEBRAS 3

actual composition operators. This leads to our main question: for which analytic
self-maps ¥ of D does Cy lie in C*(Cy,, K)?

In particular we will describe explicitly, in both function-theoretic and operator-
theoretic terms, all linear-fractional composition operators lying in C*(C,,, KC). This
description plays a role in the third paper of our series [I6] which is devoted to
spectral theory in Toeplitz-composition algebras with several generators. Along
the way here we show that if C*(IP,) denotes the unital C*-algebra generated by
composition operators induced by the parabolic non-automorphisms fixing + in the
unit circle, then there is a short exact sequence

0 — K—=C*(P,)—C([0,1]) = 0

of C*-algebras, where C([0,1]) denotes the algebra of continuous functions on the
unit interval.

2. NECESSARY CONDITIONS

If ¢ : D — D is analytic we write F(¢) for the set of points a in D at which
1 has a finite angular derivative in the sense of Caratheodory; see [],[21]. In
particular, if « is in F'(¢), the nontangential limit 1)(«) necessarily exists and has
modulus one. We write ¢'(«) for the angular derivative of ¢ at a. Recall that
this is the ordinary derivative if ¢ extends analytically to a neighborhood of o and
()] = 1.

It is well known that if Cy, is compact on H?, then F(¢) is empty [20]. When
Cy is considered as acting on the Bergman space in D, the converse assertion is
true [17]. On the space H? considered here, however, “Cy, is compact” is a strictly
stronger requirement than “F(v) is empty”; see, for example, [8],[21]. Our first
goal is to show that when Cy, lies in C*(C,,, K) these two conditions are equivalent.

First we recall that a linear-fractional self-map p of D is parabolic if p fixes one
point vy in 0D and is conjugate, via the map (v + z)/(y — z), to translation in the
right half-plane Q = {w : Re w > 0} by a complex number a with non-negative
real part. We denote this parabolic map by p,, or by p,,, if the fixed point + is
not clear from the context. A linear-fractional map p with fixed point v in 9D is
parabolic provided p’(y) = 1. Another representation of p, will prove useful. The
map 7,(z) = i(y — 2)/(7y + z) carries D onto the upper half-plane {w : Im w > 0}
and takes 7 to 0, rather than infinity. We write u for the conjugate of p, by 7,:
u =7y 0pg 07, . One readily computes that u(w) = 7w/ (i +wa), and so

(7) u”(0) = 2ia.

Also important for us will be several lower bounds for the essential norm of a
linear combination of composition operators. Given an analytic self-map 1 of D
and « in F (), we call Dy(¢, ) = (¢(«), ¢’ («)) the first order data vector for v
at . If we have a finite collection of maps ¥1,%s - -+ , 9, and « lies in the union of
the finite angular derivative sets F(11), F(v2),- - F(¢n), we define

Di(a) ={D1(¢j; @) : 1 < j <mnand a € F(¢;)},

the set of possible first order data vectors at a coming from that collection of maps.
Theorem 5.2 in [14] states that if D; («) is non-empty, then for any complex numbers

C1s 7 5 Cn;,
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0 e eI A= D B D!
deD;(a) | ocF@) i
Dy (¢;,a)=d
where d = (dp, dy).

There is a higher order version of this lower bound which works provided that for
the specific a in F (1), v is analytically continuable across 9D at o and [¢(e?)| < 1
for € near to, but not equal to, a. More detail can be found in [I4], where a
somewhat larger class of maps is considered. For such a, the curve ¢(e'?), ¢/ near
«, automatically has positive and even order of contact 2m with 0D when e = «;
that is,

1— [y(e”)?
() — p(e?)Pm
is bounded above and away from 0 for e’ near o. For k > 1 the k** order data
vector

Dy (9, @) = ($(a), ¢ (@), , 9P ()
makes sense. Given a finite collection 11 - - - , 9, of such maps and k > 2, we write
My (e) for the set of integers j, 1 < j < n, for which F(¢;) contains o and the
order of contact of ¥; at « is at least k. Further, put

Dy(a) = { Dby, @) : j € My(a)},

the set of possible k*" order data vectors at « for associated orders of contact at
least k. With this notation, Theorem 5.7 in [I4] states that for any k¥ > 2 and
complex constants ¢y -+ , ¢y,

) aCo o +eColt> 3 | X ol
deDy_1(a) |  eMp(e) d
Dj_1(j,0)=d
where d = (do, dl, s ,dkfl).

For the case k = 2, we need a calculation which appears in the proof of a more
delicate version of the inequality (@); see Lemma 5.9 in [T4]. Given ¢ as above,
with a in F(¢), convert it into a self-map u of the upper half-plane fixing the
origin by u = Ty(q) 0t 0 7. Given our finite collection 1y - -+ , 4, associate u;
to 7; in this manner. For D > 0 we write I' p for the locus of the equation
(1 —|2?)/(la — 2|?) = 4D, a circle internally tangent to D at a. We have

2
k 2
(10) lim {|(G7Cy, + -+ + @) )| = > > Gk,
T'a,D szH deD (a) JEMa(a)
Dy (¢j,0)=d H2
2

where k, is the Szego kernel for the Hardy space H? in the disk, Hi is the Hardy
space of the right half-plane Q, kf (z) = 1/(w + 2) is its reproducing kernel, w; =
u(0)/2 — iDu}(0), and the limit is taken as z — « along I'y p. Since u//(0)
necessarily has non-negative imaginary part, w; is a complex number automatically

lying in Q. For further discussion of this circle of ideas, see [I4]. We note for future
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reference that a non-automorphism linear-fractional self-map v of D has order of
contact two at the unique point in F(1)).

Finally, we need a variant of a result of Berkson [4] and Shapiro and Sundberg
[19], which states that if 11, - - - , 1, are distinct analytic self-maps of D and J(1);) =

{e® : |1p;(e?)| = 1}, then for any complex constants ci,- -+ ,cp,
1 n

(1) lexCo -+ enCu 2 2 5= D e P1I W),
j=1

where |J| denotes the Lebesgue measure of J; see Exercise 9.3.2 in [§].

Theorem 1. Let ¢ be an analytic self-map of D such that Cy lies in C*(Cy, K),
where ¢ is as in ([1). If F(¢) is empty, then Cy is compact.

Proof. Suppose that Cy lies in C*(Cy,K) and F(¢) is empty. We want to show
that Cy is compact, or equivalently, that the matrix function

wew=| 7 1|

is identically zero on [0,s]. Given a small € > 0 (size to be specified later), there
exists B in P given by Equation ([2) and equivalently by Equation (&), such that
|Cy — BJ| < e. If we write

Y1 = f(C,C,), Y2 = g(C,Cy), Ys = Cpp(CLCyp ) Yy = Cgq(C,Cy),
and Y = Y, +Ye 4+ Y3 + Yy, it is clear that Ay = Y) (mod K) for each ¢, and
U(Y) = U(A), where A = Ay + Ay + A3 + Ay. Now usmg the representation (&)
for B, we have
|ICy —cC, — Alle < e.
Since A is a finite linear combination of composition operators, we see from the
inequality (1)) that

€ >|Cy —cC, — A|2 > + |¢)?.

/()
2m
From this we find that |¢| < €, and since € > 0 is arbitrary, |J(¢)| = 0. In particular

we have ||Cy — Al < 2¢, hence

(R ——
It follows that |f3(t) — v/tp(t)| < 2¢ for 0 < ¢ < s, and similarly for the other three
matrix entries.

We will show that f3 vanishes identically on [0,s]. Suppose not, so that its
supremum norm || fs||eo is positive. Without loss of generality we may assume
8¢ < || f3]|co- It follows that there is a non-degenerate closed subinterval I of [0, s],
depending only on f3 and not containing zero, with v/[p(t)| > || f3]|o0/2 for ¢ in I.
Thus

2
(12) [ wtopar = LI

We return to this inequality below.
Now we want to apply Equation (I0) to the linear combination A, which we
write as

(13) A= 010% + - ~CmC¢m.
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Recall that the normalized Szego kernel functions k,/||k.|| tend to zero weakly as

|z| = 1, and so
k
= ()l
’ 1% |

for any bounded operator T on H?. The linear-fractional maps 1, -- , %, in
Equation (I3)) are taken from the four lists in (G). The maps in each of these lists
have a common angular derivative set (a singleton) and a single common first order
data vector. For example, the maps v; from the first list all have F(¢;) = {n} and
first order data vector D;(%;,nm) = (n,1), which we call d;. The following table
summarizes the corresponding information for each of the four lists:

IT|le = IT*||e > limsup

T 2=l

TABLE I
1); chosen from F (1) unig;lteaﬁ\fg(t:-tgl;der
poo)y, 1 n1 =1} {n} | di=(n1)
TOP)n, + Mg > 1} {¢} ¢1)

ds — (
ns 09 mg >0} {¢} ds = (n,¢'(())
0Py 00 Ny 2 0} {77} ds = (QU/(U))

Since C (k=) = ky(z), our hypothesis that F'() is empty says exactly that

k. || 1— |22
Cj——1| = lim ———— =
e T e Ok
(see [8], p.132) and thus
L 2
4 > ||Cy — A2 > limsup ’(C’:Z—A*)—Z
|2|—1 (LA
k 2
> lim ||@C, + o+ T Cl )|
S TR e Ty

We evaluate the limit on the right via Equation (I0) with « = (. Note that
Di1(¢) = {ds,d3}. Discarding the (necessarily non-negative) ds term from the
right-hand side of Equation (I0) yields

k. |7 2
(14) 4¢* > lim |[(e1Cy, + -+ +TnCy, Jir || = > @k,
Lep [kl e
Dy (¢;,{)=dg Hi
We can relabel 91, - - - , 9., so that the relevant s occur at the beginning, starting

with 4 = 0. Then the right-hand side of (4] becomes

n 2 n 1 n 1
E ﬁk;}k = E Cicj——— E cicj / toitwi—lay
o Wi + Ww; 0

HZ  ig=0 i.4=0

/

(15)

2
t~tdt

n
E cpt™*
k=0
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for appropriate n < m — 1.

Let us evaluate ¢ in terms of the polynomial p occuring in the upper right entry
of the matrix function ¥(A4) = ¥(Y). If

n
= E bkzk,
k=0

we have
Y3 = Cpp(C5C,) = Copp(sCsCy)(mod K)
Cop(sCpo0)
= Z bkskc(cpoa)kogaa
k=0
= A37
so that, relabeling if necessary, 1, = (po o) 0@ and ¢, = bys® for k=0,1,--- ,n.
Next we compute wy for £k = 0,1,--- ,n. Let us convert vy, into a self-map Uy,

of the upper half-plane fixing the origin as described prior to Equation (IQl): Uy =
TnoYi 07'51. We can do the same for the composition factors of ¢, = (poo)iop. The
map @ o o is a positive parabolic non-automorphism with fixed point 7. Let a > 0
be its translation number, so that ¢ o o = p,. Thus for k > 1, (p 0 ) = pra, and
its half-plane transplant uy, = 7, © ppq © Tn_l satisfies u}(0) = 2ika by Equation (7).
We write v for the half-plane version of ¢ : v =7, 0¢o0 7'4_1. We have

Uk:Tn01/}kOTC_1 = (Tnopkaon;l)o(TnongTgl) = ug ov.
Now u},(0) = p},(n) =1 and v'(0) = |¢'(¢)| = %, and we find

2ika
52

1
U.(0) = 3 and U} (0) =" (0) +
From the discussion following Equation (I0)) we see that

1 . 2aD

To this point D has been an arbitrary positive number. Let us choose D so that
2aD/s* =1 and put u = o= — iDv”(0), a complex number with positive real part.
Thus wg = p+ k and we can write the right hand side of Equation (X)) as

1] n
Z bksktk
k=0

2
1
tQRe‘“ldt _ /|p(st)|2t2Re“71dt

/|p |2t2Reu 14

We consider two cases: if 2Rep — 1 > 0 then this last integral is at least

t2R€u 1
e / Ip(t)[*dt

2Reu

where tg > 0 is the left-hand endpoint of I, and if 2Rep — 1 < 0 it is at least

Ll
S ACORE
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For small enough € > 0, either case of this inequality, combined with the inequality
(1)) and Equation ([IH]), is incompatible with the inequality ([I2]), yielding the desired
contradiction. It follows that f3 = 0 on [0, s]. Entirely similar arguments show that
f1, f2 and fy vanish identically on [0, s], hence U(Cy) = 0. O

With Theorem [1l in hand, we can present our necessary conditions for member-
ship in C*(Cy, K).

Theorem 2. Let ¢ be as in [{l). Suppose i is an analytic self-map of D with
Cy lying in C*(Cy,K) and Cy not compact. Then either ¢(z) = z or one of the
following holds:

(a) F(¢) =A{C}¢(¢) = n and ' (C) = ¢'(C)-

(b) F(¢) ={C},9(¢) = ¢ and ¥'(¢) =1

(c) F(y) ={n},¥(n) = ¢ and ¢'(n) = 1/¢'(C)

(d) F(¢) = {n},¥(n) =n and ¢'(n) = 1.

(e) F(¢) = {¢,n} with () =n,4'(¢) = (), ¥(n) =n and ¢'(n) = 1.
(£) F¥) =A{¢n} with (n) = ¢, ¢'(n) = 1/¢'(C),%(¢) = ¢ and ¢'(¢) = 1.

Proof. If 1) has no finite angular derivative, then Theorem [I] guarantees that C,
is compact. Thus we may assume F'(¢) is non-empty. We also assume % is not
the identity, else there is nothing to prove. If Cy is in C*(C,, K), the density of
the polynomial subalgebra P says that given €, we may find a scalar ¢ and a finite
linear combination A of composition operators with associated maps from the lists
[@) so that

1Cy — A — Ol < e

As in the beginning of the proof of Theorem[I], we may then conclude that |(e?)| <
1 a.e., |¢| < e, and that

(16) 1Cy — Al < 2e.

The self-maps of D which define the composition operators in the linear combination
A appear among those in Table I above, along with their angular derivative sets (all
singletons) and first order data vectors. Suppose that A is in F(¢)) and D1 (¢, \) =
d. If A is not in {(,n}, then the inequality (8] gives
1

AR > &
() ICy = All2 >
contradicting ([IG]). Similarly, if A = ¢ and d is neither d2 nor dg from Table I, or if
A =1 and d is neither dy nor dg4, the inequality (8) and Table I again imply (7).
It follows that if F'(¢) is a singleton, one of conditions (a)-(d) must hold.

The remainder of the proof considers the possibility that F(¢) = {¢,n}. The
Julia-Caratheodory theory says a non-identity analytic self-map of D cannot have
fixed points at distinct points ¢, n in D with derivative 1 at each. If we have both
$(Q) = m ' (Q) = ¢'(C) and $(n) = C,¥/(n) = 1/¢'(C), then 4 o ¢ fixes both ¢
and n with derivative 1 at each, so that v o4 is the identity map, contradicting
the observation above that [1(e??)| < 1 almost everywhere. Thus if F () = {¢,n},
either (e) or (f) must hold, completing the proof. O

We will see in Section 5 that there are indeed maps ¢ of types (e) and (f) in
Theorem [2] for which Cy belongs to C*(C,,, K).
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3. THE C*-ALGEBRA INDUCED BY PARABOLIC NON-AUTOMORPHISMS

Let us write B(H?) for the algebra of bounded operators on H?. A bounded
operator T on H? is essentially normal if 7" and T* commute modulo K; normal op-
erators and compact operators give trivial examples of essentially normal operators.
The only normal composition operators Cy, are those of the form ¢(z) = az, Ja| < 1.
Bourdon, Levi, Narayan, and Shapiro [I] showed that if ¢ is linear-fractional with
l]loc = 1 and not a rotation, then Cy is essentially normal exactly when 1 is a
parabolic non-automorphism. Let us select a point v in 0D and consider the set
{pa : Re a > 0} of all parabolic non-automorphisms fixing . Here, as earlier, a
is the translation number for p,. Any two of the maps p, commute under com-
position and in fact pg © pp = pays, so C,, and C,, commute. One can easily
check that the Krein adjoint of p, is pz. Since p/, () = 1, it follows from Equa-
tion @) that C); = C,,  + K for some compact operator K. A recent theorem of
Montes-Rodriguez, Ponce-Escudero and Shkarin [I8] shows that C,, is irreducible.
Moreover C*(C,,, ), the unital C*-algebra generated by C,,,, contains the commuta-
tor of €, and €} which we know is compact but non-zero. Thus C*(C,, ) contains
K and C*(C,,)/K is commutative. Now let P., denote the set of all composition
operators C),, where p, fixing 7, ranges over {p, : Re a > 0}. We write C*(P,) for
the unital C*-algebra generated by the operators in P,. Clearly C*(P,) contains
K, and, by the above remarks, C*(P,)/K is also commutative. In this section we
compute and apply the Gelfand representation of this quotient algebra.

We begin with two lemmas.

Lemma 1. For a > 0 there is an operator A > 0 and a compact operator K with
Cp, =A+K.

Proof. Then
1 X 1 *
CPa/z = §(Cpa/2 + Cpa/z) + §(Cpa/2 - Cpa/2)
= B+J
where B is self-adjoint and .J is compact. Thus C,, = C,, ,C,, , = (B+ J)* =
B? + (BJ + JB + J?). Since B? is positive and BJ + JB + J? is compact, we are
done. g

Lemma 2. Let a,b be positive with b/a = m/n, with m and n positive integers.
Suppose 0 < X < 1 and there is a sequence fr of unit vectors in H? converging
weakly to zero such that
1(Cpo = M) frll = 0.
Then
1(Cpy = X™™) ]| = 0.

Proof. First observe that
C = A" =[O+ MO 2 4+ A2, + A H[C,, — AL
In particular, [|(C}? — A™)fi|| — 0 as k — oo. Since O} = C}) |
I =A™ fill = 0.
Also note that we may factor C}, —A™ = C} — (A7) as

(Gt AMCE2 et (AT)TEC, + (AT, — AT,
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Apply Lemma[Ilto C,, to write

Cpl 4+ X™CR 2 e (N0, + W =T+ (N T+ K
for some positive T' and compact K. We have
(18) (G, = A" fill = 1T+ (A7) 4 K)(Cpy = A™™) fi.

Since K is compact, |K(C,, — X™/™) fx|| — 0 as k — co. Since the left-hand side
of Equation (I8) goes to 0 as k — 0o, we see, writing ¢ = (\"*/")"~1 that

(T + eI)(Cpy = A™™) fill = 0.
But [|[(T + ¢I)(C,, — A™/™) fi]|? is equal to
HT(CPb - )\m/n)ka2 + 2C<T(Cpb - )‘m/n)fkv (Cpb - /\m/n)fk>
+ NG, = X Jl? = EN(Cpy = A fie?
where the last inequality uses the positivity of T, so that ||(C,, —A™/™) fx| — 0. O

The essential spectrum o.(T) of a bounded operator on H? is by definition the
spectrum of the coset [T'] in B(H?)/K. We recall from [I5] that if a > 0,0.(C,,) =
[0,1]. We will need the notion of joint essential spectrum, which is treated by Dash
in [9]. If Re a > 0, the coset [C),] of C,, modulo K will also be denoted by x,.
By either Lemma [I] or the discussion preceeding it, x, is self-adjoint. Given a
and b, the joint essential spectrum o.(C,,,C,,) is defined to be the joint spectrum
o (x4, xp) of the pair z,, zp in the Calkin algebra B(H?)/K. This set coincides with
the joint spectrum in the commutative unital subalgebra C*(z,, ;) generated by
Zq and xp. If M is the maximal ideal space of this algebra, and ~ denotes the
Gelfand transform, then the map ¢ — (Z,(¢),73(¢)) is a homeomorphism of M
onto (x4, xp). Let us assume that a and b are positive. A theorem of Dash [9]
states, in this context, using C;; = C), (mod K) and similarly for C),, that (A, u)
lies in 0.(C,,,C,,) if and only if there exists a sequence {fi} of unit vectors in H?,
converging weakly to zero, such that ||(C,, — A) fi|| and [|(C), — ) fx|| both tend
to zero as k — oo.

Corollary 1. Suppose that a,b are positive and b/a is rational. Then
0e(Cpor Cpy) = {(tavtb) 10<t<1}.
Proof. We know that
0e(Cp,,Cp,) C 0e(Chp,) X 0e(Cp,) = [0,1] x [0,1].

Let 0 < A < 1. Since A € 0.(C,,), we may find unit vectors f; with f — 0
weakly and |(C,, — M) fel| = 0. By Lemma B [|(C,, — A¥)fi]| — 0 as well,
so that (A, A%%) is in 0.(C,,,C,,) by Dash’s theorem. Setting t* = \ we have
{(t*,t*) : 0 < t < 1} C 0.(C,,,C,,). The set on the right is compact in R?, so
it contains (0,0) as well, giving {(t%,#*) : 0 <t < 1} C 0.(C,,,C,,). Conversely,
if (\,p) € 0¢(Cp,,Cy,), Dash’s theorem gives the existence of a sequence of unit
vectors fj, converging weakly to 0 with both ||(C,, —A) fx|| and |[(C,, — ) fi || tending
to zero as k — oo. If A > 0, [|(C,, — A¥*) fi|| — 0 by Lemma[l Thus p = A\ and
(A, ) = (A, AY9) = (t2,%) for some ¢, 0 < t < 1. If > 0, the symmetric result
says A = p%® > 0, and, putting u = t°, (\, u) = (%, ) = (t%,t*), again of the
desired form. As for (0,0), we already know it lies in o.(C,,,C,,), and of course it
has the form (0%, 0°). O



SINGLY GENERATED COMPOSITION C*-ALGEBRAS 11

We will need the fact that on the domain Q = {a : Re @ > 0} the map a — C,,
is a holomorphic function of a in the operator norm topology; see for example the
discussion in the proof of Theorem 6.1 in [6]. We continue to denote the coset of
C,, by z, and to keep in mind that when a > 0, o(z,) = [0,1].

Theorem 3. There is a unique *-isomorphism I" : C([0,1]) — C*(P)/K such that
I'(t*) = [C,,] for all a € Q.

Proof. First consider a = 1 and z1 = [C,,]. Since o(z1) = [0,1] we may define a
s-isomorphism T" : C([0,1]) — C*(x1) by sending p to p(z1) for any polynomial p.
Fix any rational number r > 0. By Corollary[I]

o(x1,2,) = 0e(Cpy, Cp,) = {(t,17) : 0 <t < 1.

The map p(z1,x,) — p(z1, 22), where p is a two-variable polynomial, extends to a
unique #*-isomorphism of C*(z1,x,) onto C(o(z1,z,)). Since o(z1,z,) is homeo-
morphic to [0,1] via the map ¢t — (¢,t"), we see that p(z1,z,) — p(¢,t") defines a
s-isomorphism of C*(z1,z,) onto C([0,1]). Let T’ denote the inverse of this map,
that is T : p(t,t") — p(z1,2,). Since polynomials in ¢ span C([0,1]), z; generates
the C*-algebra C*(z1, x,) and C*(z1) = C*(z1,z,). It follows that T' = T'. Since r
is arbitrary in the set Q4 of positive rationals, we have shown that

C*({zy : 7 € Q4 }) = C*(x1).

Moreover, I'(t") = z,,r € Q4. It is easy to see that the map a — t* is a norm-
holomorphic map of the right half plane into C([0,1]) and thus that a — T'(t%) is
norm- holomorphic from the right half-lane to B(H?)/K, as is the function a + .
We have seen that these functions agree on Q, hence they must agree on the right
half-plane €. O

We record three immediate consequences.
Corollary 2. Ifay,--- ,ay, lie in the right half-plane €2, then
Ue(cpalu' o 7CPan) = {(talu' o 7tan) :0<t < 1}

Corollary 3. If p is a parabolic non-automorphism fizing -y, then C*(C,) =
C*(Py).

Corollary 4. If ¢ is as in (), then Pc and P, are both subsets of C*(C,,K).

4. LINEAR-FRACTIONAL MAPS

The goal of this section is to find all linear-fractional ¢ with Cy in C*(Cl,, K),
where ¢ satisfies the conditions of (IJ). Since Cy is compact if ||¥]|s < 1, our
interest is in the case ||¥]|s = 1.

Lemma 3. If ¢ is as in (1), C*(C,,K) contains Cy for all linear-fractional v :
D — D with ¥({) =n, ¥'(¢) = ¢'(¢) and (D) properly contained in (D).

Proof. Set 7 = ¢! o1, noting that the hypothesis ¢(D) C (D) means that 7 is
well-defined. Since this containment is proper, and 7/(¢) = 1, 7 is a parabolic non-
automorphism with fixed point ¢. Since p o7 =9, Cy = C.C,. By Corollary (]
C; € C*(C,,K), from which the conclusion follows. O
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Now consider the parabolic non-automorphism p = ¢ o ¢. The unique fixed
point for p and its iterates (p), is . Fix an integer n > 1 and let ¢1 = (p)n 0 ¢.
Clearly ¢1(D) is properly contained in ¢(D). Note that ¢1(¢) = n and, since
p'(m) =1, ¥1(¢) = ¢'(¢). It follows from Lemma Bl that C*(Cy,,,K) is contained
in C*(C,,K). Let ¢ denote the corresponding inclusion map. Since i(K) = K, i
induces a *-homomorphism

P C(Cpr KK = CF(Cpr )
given by i([T]) = [T], where [T] denotes the coset, modulo K of the operator T'.

Note that i is itself an inclusion. Also observe that the map ¥ : C*(C,, K) — D
induces a *-isomorphism ® : C*(Cy, K)/K — D given by ®([T]) = ¥(T). Let &,
denote the corresponding *-isomorphism ®, : C*(Cy,,,K)/K — D. Keep in mind
that ®; should be defined by ®1([T]) = ¥1(T'), where ¥, : C*(Cy,,K) — D is
associated to ¢ as W is associated to ¢. Thus if B in C*(Cy,,K) is given by (@),
but with ¢ replaced by 1, then Uy (B) is given by [@B). We have a commutative
diagram

C*(Cyy, K)/K (G, K)/K

D, d

A
D D
where A = ®oio @fl. We seek to identify A explicitly.

Lemma 4. For any element F in D,
(19) (AF)(t) = F(*"T1/s?"), 0 <t <s.

Proof. For the purposes of the proof, we use A to denote the map given by for-
mula ([d), and then show, with this redefinition, that it coincides with ® 070 ®]*,
that is, that A o ®; = ® o4. Recall that C7; = sC,; (mod K) so that

Cm:C«pO(p)n = Cw(Con)n
1

sn

= Cyu(C5Cp)" (mod K),

and, taking adjoints, €7, = S%C;(O@C;)" modulo the compacts. Calculations
using these two facts show that if we write y = [Cy,]| and = = [C,], we have, for
each non-negative integer m,

PN 1 * n+1)m
()™ = o (@) 2,
*\m __ 1 *\(2n+1)m
()™ = (@)
* \m 1 * n-+1)m-+n
y(y y) = 78(2m+1)n$($ {I;)(2 +1)m+ ,

and
*( *)m _ 1 z* (I:E*)(2n+1)m+n
vy vy - s(Zm+1)n !
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The left-hand sides in these four equations are elements in C*(Cl,, , K)/KC, while the
right-hand sides represent the same objects as elements of C*(C,,, K)/K. We first
act on y(y*y)™ by %, followed by ®. We then act on y(y*y)™ by @1, followed by A
(as defined by Equation ([I9)). As the reader can see from the following picture, we
end up with a common result, the matrix function in the lower right-hand corner.

i
y(y*y)m - mx(z*z)@nJrl)ern

D, d

m (2n+1l)m+n

0 Vit L, 0 %
0 0 0 0

One can check that we also arrive at common values when Ao ®; and ® o7 act on

(y*y)™, and similarly for (yy*)™ and y*(yy*)™. Since elements of the form (y*y)™

(yy )™, yy y)™ and y*(yy*)™, together with the identity, span C*(C,,,K)/K, we

have A o ®; = ® o1 as desired O

It is clear from () that A is an automorphism of D. It follows that ¢ is an
isomorphism and thus that ¢ has range equal to all of C*(Cy, K), that is,

(20) C*(Ce,, K) = C7(C, K).
More generally, we have the following result.

Theorem 4. Let ¢ be a linear-fractional map of D, not an automorphism, with
¥(C) = »(C) and ¥'(¢) = ¢'(C), where @ is as in (1). Then C*(Cy,K) = C*(Cy, K).

Proof. The circles ¢(0D) and (0D) are both internally tangent to D at n. If
(D) is a proper subset of ¥(D), then

(21) C*(Cy,K) C C*(Cy, K)

by Lemmaf3l Suppose on the other hand that (D) C p(D). If a is the (necessarily
positive) translation number of the parabolic map ¢ o o (so that ¢ o o = p, in the
terminology of Section 2), then (p o 0),, = pnq, and the radius of the disk p,q(D)
shrinks to zero as n — co. Thus there exists n with p,, (D) properly contained in
(D). If o1 = (p00)n 09 = pna o, then (D) is also properly contained in (D).
Since ¢1(¢) =1 = ¥(¢) and ¥} (¢) = Pl (M’ (¢) = ¢'(¢) =¥’ (¢), Lemma 3 implies
that C*(Cly, K) contains C*(Cy, , ), which by 20) coincides with C*(C,,, K). The
result is that (2I) holds, whatever the relationship between the disks (D) and
(D). The statement of the theorem is symmetric in ¢ and v, so symmetry implies
that the containment reverse to that in (2I) also holds, completing the proof. O

Theorem 5. Suppose @ is as in {dl). Let ¥, not the identity, be any linear-fractional
self-map of D with ||Y||co = 1. Then Cy is in C*(Cy, K) if and only if ¢ is not an
automorphism and one of the following conditions holds:

(a) ¥(¢) =n and Y'(C) = w’(C)-

(b) ¥(¢) =¢ and ¥'(¢) =

(c) ¥(n) = C and ¢'(n) = 1/<p( )-

(d) ¥(n) =n and ¢'(n)
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Proof. The “only if” statement follows immediately from Theorem [2] and the hy-
pothesis that i is linear-fractional. Conversely, let 1) be a linear-fractional map
which is not an automorphism. If ¢ is parabolic with fixed point at either ( or 7,
the result follows from Corollary [ this handles the cases (b) and (d). If ¢ is as in
(a), then we have Cy, € C*(C,,K) by Theorem [l Finally, if ¢ satisfies condition
(c), then its Krein adjoint oy is a linear-fractional self-map of D, not an automor-
phism, which satisfies condition (a), so that C5,, € C*(Cy,K). Since Cj, = sC,,,
modulo the compacts, this completes the argument. ([

The maps satisfying (a)-(d) in Theorem[Blcan be described more explicitly. Given
a point v on JD, let us write p,q for the unique parabolic map fixing v with
translation number a. This will be a self-map of D when Re @ > 0, but when
Re a <0, py,, takes D onto a larger disk, whose boundary is externally tangent to
0D at «y. Clearly, the linear-fractional non-automorphisms of D satisfying (b) or (d)
are, respectively, p¢ o or p, . with Re a > 0. Imaginary a gives an automorphism
of D, but in this case C*(C,,K) does not contain the corresponding composition
operator.

Consider now a linear-fractional non-automorphism ¢ of D satisfying (a). If
(D) C p(D), we can define p = 1o~ which fixes n and carries D to D. Moreover,
p'(n) =v¢"(¢)/¢'(¢) =1, so p is parabolic; say p = p;, o where Re a > 0, and we find
¥ = py,a © . On the other hand, if ¢ satisfies (a) and (D) is a proper subset of
(D), we put p = po1p~! which is again a parabolic self-map of I); this time a non-
automorphism. Thus p = p, o with Re a > 0 and we find ¢ = p, L 0o = py _a 0 .
If b is the unique positive number with p, (D) = ¢(D), then p,; _, © ¢ is a non-
automorphism self-map of D exactly when Re a < b. Rephrasing and summarizing,
we conclude that the non-automorphisms 1 of D satisfying (a) are precisely the
maps of the form p, 4 o ¢, Re a > —b. Similarly, if ¢ is the unique positive number
with p¢ (D) = o(D), then the non-automorphisms v satisfying (c) are exactly the
maps of the form ¢ = p¢, 0 o with Re a > —c. The next result shows that the
positive translation numbers b and ¢ are nicely related to each other, and to the
translation numbers of the positive parabolic non-automorphisms ¢ o ¢ and o o .

Theorem 6. Let b and c be the unique positive numbers with p, (D) = (D) and
pc,e(D) = o(D), respectively. We have ¢ = |¢'(C)|b, and moreover, p o o = py 2
and o 0 @ = p¢ac.

Proof. Clearly there is no loss of generality in assuming that ( = 1. The non-affine
linear-fractional self-maps of D which send 1 to n € 0D can be written in the form

(14 s+ sd)z+ (d—s—sd)

p(z) =1 P
where s = |¢/(1)| and Re % > s (see [3]). A computation shows that ¢'(1) = ns

and ¢ (1) = —2ns/(1 + d). The image of the unit circle under ¢ is a circle with
curvature r1 = ¢/ (1)]7'Re [1+ ¢”(1)/¢'(1)] = 1Re [1 - ﬁ] Since

(1 +s+sd)z—1

—7j(d — s —sd)z +d’

o(z) =

we find that ¢’(n) = 7/s and
2n2(d — s — sd
Mw:ng — 5d)
s2(1+d)

)
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so that the image of the unit circle under o is a circle with curvature

272 (d — s — sd
K2 = sRe {1+nwé}—2—2f{e
s2(1+d) ]

A positive parabolic non-automorphism fixing 1 and corresponding to translation
by a has the form ((2 + d)z — 1)/(z + d) where a = —2/(d 4+ 1); by the above
calculations the image of the unit circle under this map has curvature 1 4+ Re a.
Thus, if p(1) = n and |¢’(1)| = s, the unique positive value b such that the curvature
of ¢(0D) is equal to the curvature of the image of D under the positive parabolic
map which corresponds to translation by b > 0 satisfies

1 2
1+b=-R 1——;
+ s e< 1—|—d>’

1 2

Similarly, the curvature of the circle o(9D) is equal to the curvature of the circle
which is the image of the unit circle under the positive parabolic non-automorphism
corresponding to translation by ¢ precisely when ¢ =1—s — 2Reﬁld. Thus ¢ = sb.
This conclusion also holds when ¢ is an affine map, ¢(z) = n(sz + 1 — s), where
the computations are easier.

For the final statement, let 1y = p, _p © ¢, so that 9 is an automorphism of I
and ¢ = p,p 0. Since the Krein adjoint of an automorphism is its inverse, we

have

— S.

1
1+d

that is,

o=0,=0y00,,=1%""o Pnp = o pyp
and thus poo = pypotpotp™ o p,, = pyop. Similarly, 0@ = p1oc = pc2e. O

The remarks preceeding Theorem [6] express the linear-fractional maps v with
Cy belonging to C*(Cy,, K) in terms of ¢, 0, p,,q and p¢ o for appropriate ranges of
the translation numbers a. We describe below a corresponding operator-theoretic
description of Cy modulo K, in terms of the polar factors of Cy, and Cj. In [I3]
it was shown that every operator B in C*(Cy,, K) has a representation generalizing
Equation (@) and having the form B =T + K with K compact and

(22) T =cl+ f(C,Cy) + 9(CuCy) + UR(CLC,) + U k(C,Cy),

where f and h are continuous on o(C3C,), g and k are continuous on o(C,C3),
all four functions vanish at zero, and U is the partial isometry polar factor (which
in this case is unitary) of Cy,. The restrictions of f, g, h and k to the interval [0, s],
which coincides with both of the essential spectra o.(C3Cy,) and 0.(C,Cy), are
uniquely determined by B. We call T a distinguished representative of the coset
[B], and recall from [15] that

W(B)lef(T):[c“Lg h]

k c+ f

We start with the operator (C:;Cg,)“, defined by the self-adjoint functional cal-
culus, where Re a > 0. Note that

C;Cyp = 5C,C, (mod K) = sC40, = sC,

Pn,2b
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where the last equality follows from Theorem In Theorem B take v = 7 and
consider the *—isomorphism I', here called I';, to emphasize the fixed point 7. We
have

(C2C)"] = [CLC,)" = 1y, )" = ST (1)7 = 5°T, () = 5°[C,

Pn,2b pn,Zba]'

The first and fourth equalities follow, respectively, from the facts that the coset
map B +— [B] and Iy, are each *-homomorphisms. Relabeling 2ba as a, we see that
573 (C’;Cw)z% is a distinguished representative of [C}, ,] for Re @ > 0. A similar ar-
gument shows that the coset [C), ] has distinguished representative s~ 2¢ (C¢C;)2ic
for Re a > 0.

Now consider p;, 4 0 ¢, which we know to be a self-map of I, but not an auto-
morphism, when Re a > —b. First we look at the case Re a > 0. We have

Cpywop = CoCy . =U(CEC,)2C,, = s 5HU(CLC,)2 T (mod K)

by our above discussion. By the spectral theorem, (C;‘,Cg,)z is holomorphic for
Re z > 0 in the weak operator topology, and therefore in the operator norm topol-
ogy; see [11], Theorem 3.10.1. Thus the cosets [C), ,op] and [s*%U(C’;Cw)%JF%]
are both holomorphic B(H?)/K-valued functions of a, Re a > —b, which agree on
the subset {a : Re a > 0}. Hence they agree on all of {a : Re a > —b}, showing that
s_%U(C;C¢)%+% is a distinguished representative of [C), . o,] Wwhen Re a > —b.
An analogous statement holds for [C), ,o,] With Re a > —c. The following table
summarizes these conclusions.

TABLE 11

Linear-fractional ¢ with Cy in C*(Cy,, K)

Condition on Distinguished Matrix function
in Theorem P representative of [Cy] | ¥(Cy)(t), 0 <t <s
as a a 1 2ib O
(@) o sTH(CLC,) % o
Rea>0 0 0
as a a O O
(b) o sTE(C,Cp) % .
Rea >0 0 (%) 2e
0P, . . 0 VE(L)F
(@) T B0, Vi)
Rea > —b 0 0
pC-,(l © 0, _a _q 1, a O O
(C) s 2¢ U*(C O*)2+2c "
Rea > —c e %(%)20 0

Given an operator B in C*(C,,K), o.(B) and | B||. coincide with ¢(¥(B)) and
[¥(B)]||, respectively. Thus, if B is a finite linear combination of composition
operators Cy with 9’s chosen from Column 2 in Table II, one can calculate ¥(B)
from Column 4 and in principle read off ¢.(B) and || B||.; see Theorem 4.17 in [I5].

It is known [14] that the collection of linear-fractional composition operators Cly
with ¢ a non-automorphism having ||¢||oc = 1 is linearly independent modulo K.
The following result shows that this remains true when K is replaced by the larger
subspace C*(Cy, K) of B(H?).
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Theorem 7. Let ¢ be as in (). Suppose that Bi,---,B, are distinct linear-
fractional self-maps of D and that ay--- ,aq are non-zero complex numbers. If the
linear combination a1Cp, +- - -+ aqCsg, lies in C*(Cy, K), then so do the individual
operators Cg,,--- ,Cpg

.
Proof. Let us discard those Cg,’s which lie in C*(C,,, K) and assume for the pur-
pose of obtaining a contradiction that there are some left over. Relabel these as

Cg,, -+ ,Cg,, let ay,--- ,a, be the corresponding constants, and put 7' = a;C3g, +
---+a,Cg,, which lies in C*(Cy, K). Here, none of the summands are compact, so
I1Billco =1 for i =1,--- ,r. Now we proceed almost as in the proof of Theorem [

with T playing the role of Cy. Given € > 0 there exists A as in that proof and a
complex ¢ such that |7 — ¢C, — A||. < e. By the inequality (T

1 ks
T~ eCs = A2 2 Jef* + 5= " laif*|1(5:)]

=1

so that |¢| < ¢, since each |J(5;)| must be zero, so §; is a non-automorphism. As
earlier, we have ||T — Al < 2e.

According to Corollary 5.17 in [14], the cosets [Cg,],- - - , [C,] are linearly inde-
pendent in B(H?)/K. It follows that T is not compact, so the matrix function
f2 f3
23 U(T) =

is not identically zero on [0,s]. As in Theorem [I] we focus on f3 and aim for a
contradiction by assuming that || f3]/cc > 0. An appropriate choice of € again yields
the inequality (I2]), where p has the same meaning as there. Again we write A in
the form ([I3)), and thus have

k 2
42 > |T - A2 > limsupH(T*—A*) =
2|1 [l
T m k 2
> lim @Ch — Yy GCs | ——
i) (s~ Bomes ) iy
2
|z
CEF ()
D1 (¢;,¢)=dg Hi

The rest of the argument follows that of Theorem [ exactly, reaching the same
contradiction. (]

5. NON LINEAR-FRACTIONAL MAPS

In this section we explore maps 1, satisfying either condition (e) or (f) of Theo-
rem[2] for which Cy, lies in C*(C,,, K); our main result shows that such maps exist.
We begin with a lemma about finite Blaschke products.

Lemma 5. Given (,n distinct points on 0D, and positive numbersty,ta, there exists
a finite Blaschke product B with the properties B(n) =0, B({) =n,B'(n) =t1 and
|B'(¢)| = ta. Moreover, B'(¢) = n(ts.
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Proof. Clearly there is no loss of generality in taking n = 1. Initially we will also
suppose that ¢ = —1; this condition will be removed at the end. A finite Blaschke
product B(z) = [] la"'(an — 2)/(1 — @,z) will meet the conditions B(1) = 1,

B(—1) =1 if both
H |an| - 1
an 1—an

H |an] an +1 1 _1
an 1+a, '
It is easy to see that both of these conditions will be met if the zeros of B are chosen

to be a collection of conjugate pairs {a,a}. The conditions B'(1) = ty,|B'(—1)| = t2
are satisfied if

1_|an|2
24 B b L B
(24) Z|1—an|2 1
and

1 — |ay|?
(25) Z# =ty

respectively (see [2]).

Next observe that for any ¢ > 0, {z: 1 — |2|*> = |1 — z|?} is a circle centered at
(t/(t+1),0) with radius 1/(t+1) and {z : 1 —|2|? = t|1+ 2|?} is a circle centered at
(—t/(t+1),0) with radius 1/(1+4¢). Ast — 0, the centers of these circles approach 0
and the radii tend to 1. Thus given ¢;, o arbitrary positive numbers we may choose
m a positive integer sufficiently large so that the circles {z : 1 — |z[> = £ |1 — z|*}
and {z : 1 —|z|> = 2% |1 + 2|} intersect in a conjugate pair of points a,@. Consider
the Blaschke product B(z) with a zero of order 2™~ ! at a and a zero of order 2m~!
at @. Since the zeros occur at conjugate pairs, B(1) = 1 and B(-1) = 1. By
construction

and

(1~ )1~ af?) = (1~ )1~ a?) = 22
and t
(1= lal)/(1+af?) = (1= @)/ (1 +a) = 3,

so that the zeros of B satisfy Equations ([24) and (28] as desired, and B’(1) = t;,
[B'(=1)| = ta.

Now suppose ¢ € 9D is not equal to —1. Find a parabolic automorphism 7 fixing
1, with derivative 1 there, and taking ¢ to —1; a unique such 7 exists since (purely
imaginary) translations act transitively on the boundary of the right half-plane.
Then for B as constructed above, B o 7 is a finite Blaschke product fixing 1, with
derivative t; at 1, sending ¢ to 1 and having derivative |(BoT)' ()| = |B (—=1)||7'({)|;
since |B’(—1)| can be arbitarity prescribed and 7 depends only on the value of ¢,
this means |(B o 7)'(¢)| can be chosen to be an arbitrary positive number. Finally
observe that if B is a Blaschke product with B(¢) = n and |B’(¢)| = s, then we
must have B’(¢) = n(s, since ¢ B(z) fixes ¢, and hence has positive derivative
there. (]

Theorem 8. Suppose that ¢ is as in ([d). There exist analytic self-maps V1 and o
of D, satifying conditions (e) and (f) of Theorem [d respectively, such that Cy, and
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Cy, lie in C*(Cy, K). Moreover, 11 and 12 can be taken to extend continuously to
the closed disk D.

Proof. We shall indicate the construction for ¢); with the normalization n = 1. First
consider a simply connected domain 2 in D, whose boundary is a smooth Jordan
curve which at 1 and at —1 includes an arc of an internally tangent circle, such that
QNOD = {—1,1}. It is easy to construct a conformal map p : D onto 2, extending
to a homeomorphism of D onto Q, with the properties p(1) = 1, p(—1) = —1 and
P = % The map p will be analytic in a neighborhood of both 1 and —1. Let 7
be the unique parabolic automorphism of D fixing 1, having derivative 1 there, and
mapping ¢ to —1. By the uniqueness statement, 7/({) is determined by ¢. Using
Lemma[5] construct a finite Blaschke product B with B(1) =1,B(-1) =1,B'(1) =
2 and |B’(—1)| chosen so that |B'(=1)||p'(—=1)||7'(¢)| = s, where s = |¢’(()]. The
map 1 = Bopor is a self-map of D, with finite angular derivative set F(1)1) = {¢, 1}
and satisfying 11 (¢) = 1,%1(1) = 1,41(1) = 1 and ¥}(¢) = (s, this last condition
following from |11 (¢)| = s and 9 (¢) = 1. Clearly 1; has order of contact two at 1
and (.

Any linear-fractional map [ is uniquely determined by its second order data
vector Da(8,20) = (B(20), 8 (20), 8" (20)) at any point zo of analyticity. The curva-
ture of the curve 11 (9D) at the points 11 (¢) and 11 (1) is determined by Dz(%1, ()
and Dy (11, 1), respectively. By construction of 11, these curvatures exceed unity.
There exists unique linear-fractional maps (1, 52 of I with the second order data
vectors

DQ(ﬂlv 1) = D2(1/}1a 1) = (L 17¢¥(1)) and DQ(ﬁQaC) = DQ(wlaC) = (LZSv Y(C))

The curvature of {11(e?) : € € D} matches that of 31(9D) at e’ = 1 and that
of B2(0D) at € = ¢. Thus 1 and B2 are non-automorphism self-maps of . Since
¢'(Q) = ¥1(¢) = B5(C), Theorem [l shows that Cg, and Cp, are in C*(Cy,K), and
hence so is Cg, + Cj,. By Corollary 5.16 of [I4], Cy, = Cp, + Cs, (mod K) and
thus Cy, is in C*(C,,, K).

For 12, note that the Krein adjoint o of ¢ satisfies o(n) = ¢ and o’(n) = 1/¢'(C).
We apply the first part of the proof, with ¢ replaced by o, to find a self map

of D with F(¢2) = {Cvn}u "/]2(77) = ¢, Wz(n) = U/(n) = 1/90/(4-)7 ¢2(C) = ¢, and
¥5(¢) = 1 such that Cy, € C*(Cy, K) = C*(Cy, K) as desired. O

Our last theorem shows that for sufficiently nice 1, Theorem [l is almost the
whole story.

Theorem 9. Let ¢ be an analytic self-map of D such that F(v) is a finite set,
Y extends analytically to a neighborhood of each point in F(v), and for any open
set U of 0D containing F(V), |[xop\v¥|co < 1. If @ is as in (1), then Cy lies in
C*(Cy,K) if and only if

(i) one of the conditions (a)-(f) of Theorem[d holds, and

(ii) the map ¢ has order of contact two at each point of F ().

Proof. Suppose 1 is as described and Cy is in C*(C,,K). By Theorem [2 one
of (a)-(f) holds. Suppose that « is in F(¢)) and ¢ has order of contact exceeding
two at . Following Theorem [Il we let ¢ > 0 and find a finite linear combination
A of composition operators whose self-maps are chosen from the lists (@) such
that ||Cy — A|| < e. At the same time we apply the inequality (@) to the linear
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combination Cy — A at the point o = . The maps in the lists (@), being linear-
fractional non-automorphisms, all have order of contact two at the unique points
in their angular derivative sets. Taking the left side of (@) to be ||Cy — A||? and
k = 3 on the right side, the sum on the right-hand side has only one term, namely

L/]' ()|, giving
1
20y — AP > ——,
1G = Alle 2 Ty,

a contradiction. Thus ¥ must have order of contact two at .
Conversely, suppose ¢ satisfies (i) and (ii). If F(¢) = {C}, let 8 be the unique
linear-fractional map with Dy(8,() = D2(1),¢). Since 9 has order of contact two

at ¢, the curvature of {1(e%) : ¢ € D} at '’ = ( exceeds unity, so that 3(9D),
having the same curvature, is internally tangent to D at 1({) and bounds a proper
subdisk of D. Thus 8 is a non-automorphism of D satisfying (a) or (b) of Theorem[H]
and Cpg lies in C*(Cy, K). The same argument covers the case F(¢) = {n}.

If F(¢p) = {¢,n} we proceed as in the proof of Theorem B to produce linear-
fractional non-automorphisms 51 and B2 of D with C*(C,,, K) containing Cs, and
Cs, and Cy = Cp, + Cg, (mod K). O
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