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Pseudocontinuations and the Backward Shift

ALEXANDRU ALEMAN, STEFAN RICHTER &
WiLLiaMm T. Ross

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we will examine the backward shift
operator Lf = (f — f(0))/z on certain Banach spaces of an-
alytic functions on the open unit disk . In particular, for a
(closed) subspace M for which LM C M, we wish to determine
the spectrum, the point spectrum, and the approximate point
spectrum of L|M. In order to do this, we will use the concept
of “pseudocontinuation” of functions across the unit circle T.

We will first discuss the backward shift on a general Banach
space of analytic functions and then for the weighted Hardy and
Bergman spaces, we will show that o(L|M) = 0ap(L|M) and
moreover whenever M does not contain all of the polynomials,
then

o(LIM)ND = 6,(LIM) ND = gap(LIM) ND

and is a Blaschke sequence. In fact, for certain measures, we
will show that M is contained in the Nevanlinna class and every
function in M has a pseudocontinuation across T to a function
in the Nevanlinna class of the exterior disk.

For the Dirichlet and Besov spaces however, the spectral
picture of o(L|M) is quite different. For example oap(L|M) and
o(L|M) can differ and even when

o(LIM) ND = 0, (LIM) ND = gap(LIM) N D

and is discrete, it need not be a Blaschke sequence. Moreover, M
may contain functions which do not have pseudocontinuations
across any set of positive measure in T.

As an application of our pseudocontinuation techniques and
the so-called “H?2-duality”, we will look at the index of the
M -invariant subspaces of the Bergman spaces and weighted
Dirichlet spaces. In particular, whenever f and g belong to
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224 ALEXANDRU ALEMAN, STEFAN RICHTER & WILLIAM T. ROSS

the unweighted Bergman space Lf (D) and f/g has finite non-
tangential limits almost everywhere on a set of positive Lebesgue
measure in the circle, then the M,-invariant subspace generated
by f and g has index equal to one. For a large class of weighted
Dirichlet spaces, we will show that every non-zero M, -invariant
subspace has index equal to one.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Let B be a Banach space of analytic functions defined on the open unit disk
D = {|z| < 1} for which the backward shift operator

T U

is continuous. Backward shift operators and their restrictions L|M to invariant
subspaces M C B ! form a large class of examples of bounded linear operators.
The main body of the book [33] contains an extensive study of these operators
in the case when B equals the Hardy space H?. For other spaces B, various
authors have investigated different aspects of the invariant subspace structure of
the backward shift [1] [2] [3] [4] [8] [20] [38].

In this paper, for certain Banach spaces B, we will relate meromorphic
continuations of functions in the L-invariant subspaces M of B to the spectrum
of LIM. In fact, an elementary computation shows that if A € C is such that
(I — AL)|M is invertible, then for all f € M

zf = Aea(f)

(r-apyty =220

for some constant cy(f) € C. If A € D, then by analyticity c\(f) = f(A). Tt
turns out that for many choices of spaces B and proper L-invariant subspaces
M, the functions f € M have meromorphic ‘continuations’ f in the exterior
disk, and ¢x(f) = f(\) if (I — AL)|M is invertible. If ¢(L|M) omits an arc I in
the unit circle T, then f is an ordinary analytic continuation of f across I and
this is well known. However, our results will cover many cases where o(L|M)
may contain the whole unit circle. In some of those cases, we shall see that
the meromorphic continuations are ‘pseudocontinuations’ in the sense of H. S.
Shapiro [42]. Sometimes we will have to employ a continuation concept that is
even weaker then that of a pseudocontinuation. To make this all precise, we
proceed as follows:

Let B be a Banach space of analytic functions on I which satisfies the
following five properties:

(1.1) B < Hol(D)

I Throughout this paper, a subspace will always be a closed linear manifold.
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(1.2) M.B C B, M.f = zf
(1.3) 1eB

(1.4) I\BCB, VAeD,Lyf= fz%f(;)
(1.5) o(M,)=D".

Remark 1.1. In (1.1), the inclusion map from B (with the norm topology)
to Hol(DD) (with the topology of uniform convergence on compact sets) is both
injective and continuous.

Examples include the Hardy spaces, the weighted Bergman spaces, the
weighted Dirichlet spaces, and the Besov spaces (see below for the definitions
of these spaces). It follows from (1.1), (1.2), (1.4), and the closed graph theorem
that the operators M, and L) are continuous on B. We will denote the collection
of L-invariant subspaces by Lat(L, B).

In this general setting, one can prove (see Section 2) that

o(LM) c D™ VM € Lat(L, B),

(1.6) Tap(LIM)ND =0, (LIM)ND = {ae D: 1—1a2 EM}.

Moreover, the set in (1.6) is either discrete or all of D. In fact this set is all
of D if and only if M contains all of the polynomials. Under a mild regularity
condition on B, one can even prove that

Gap(LIM) N T = o(LM) N T

and is the complement (in the unit circle) of the set of points ¢ € T such that
every f € M extends to be analytic in a neighborhood of 1/¢. Furthermore since
00 (LIM) C 0ap(L|M), then one can argue that

either o(L|M) N D = 0ap(L|M) N D and is discrete

or o(LIM) =D".
For the weighted Hardy and Bergman spaces, it will turn out that o(L|M) =
Tap(L|M) and when o(L|M) N D is discrete, it is a Blaschke sequence. For other
spaces, such as the Besov spaces and weighted Dirichlet spaces, o(L|M) can
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differ from o,p(L|M). Moreover, even when o(L|M) N D = 0ap(LIM) N D and is
discrete, it need not be a Blaschke sequence.

The main tool that will be used to determine o(L|M) is this next simple
observation for which we will adhere to the following convention: If B* denotes
the dual of B, then for ¢ € B* we will write the action of a linear functional on

B by f— ([, )

Proposition 1.2. If |A\| > 1 with 1/X\ & oap(LIM) then ((I — AL)|M)~?
exists if and only if for every f € M, the quantity

oir.0) = (ZL50) 1 (2500)

is independent of the choice of ¢ € M+ with ((z—X)"1, @) # 0. In fact, if |\ > 1
with 1/XA & o(LIM), then ex(f, ¢) = ex(f) and

(- anpoty = L2l

for all f € M and ¢ € M+ with ((z — X\)~%, ¢) # 0.

Note that from (1.6) such ¢’s exist. Also note that whenever |[A| > 1,
1/X € 0ap(LIM), and ¢ € M+ with ((z — X)~1, ¢) # 0, then the function

5_) Cﬁ(fv(b)

is meromorphic on the exterior disk (with possible poles at the points &, where
&1 € oap(L/M) N D. Note that by (1.6) this set is discrete). One way to show
that c)(f, ¢) is independent of ¢ is to show that the finite non-tangential limits
of the function & — c¢(f, ¢) (on the exterior disk) are equal to the finite non-
tangential limits of f (on the disk) on some set of positive Lebesgue measure
on the circle. 2 Then using Privalov’s uniqueness theorem for meromorphic
functions [32], p. 84 - 86, ca(f,¢) would be independent of the choice of ¢.
In this case, the two functions would be pseudocontinuations of each other, a
concept we will define below. We illustrate this idea with the following two
examples.

Example 1.3. For 1 < p < 400, let B = HP denote the Hardy space of
analytic functions f on D for which

0<r<1

[ OPG < oo

2 Of course, one needs to show that for the particular Banach space in question, these
two non-tangential limits indeed exist since there is no a priori reason why they should.
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Conditions (1.1) through (1.5) are well known for H? [21]. Furthermore, it is
known [21], Theorem 7.3, that the dual of H? can be identified with H? (where
q is the conjugate index to p) via the pairing

(f,g) = lim f(ro) W%

r—1- I¢|=1

Moreover, it can be shown that for M € Lat(L, HP), M # HP, and |A| > 1, the
constant ¢y (f, g) does not depend on g € H? with

1
1. - —_— .
(1.7) g €M~ and <2_>\,g>7§0

To prove this result, one uses [21], p. 39, to show that for any g € H? satisfying
(1.7), the meromorphic function

a8y = () /() celimnUia
is in the Nevanlinna class and hence, by Fatou’s theorem, has finite non-tangential
limits [|d¢|]-a.e. on T. Moreover using [21], p. 39 (the “jump theorem”), and the
fact that f € M and g € M+, one proves that these limits are equal [|d(|]-a.e. to
the non-tangential limits of f on T. By Privalov’s uniqueness theorem, c)(f, g)
is independent of g. We remark that a similar result holds for both H' and the
disk algebra.

Example 1.4. Let B = L2 denote the Bergman space of analytic functions

f on D for which
dA
2_
/D FP— < +oo,

where dA is two-dimensional area measure. Again, one can verify properties
(1.1) through (1.5) [16], Chapter 2, Section 8. The dual of L2 can be identified
with the Dirichlet space of analytic functions g on D with finite Dirichlet integral

dA

n2 247

/D\gl -
—— |d¢]

(f,g) = lim Fr¢) 9(r¢) 5=

r—1— I¢|=1 ™

(see [31]). For M € Lat(L, L?), M # L2, f € M, and g in the Dirichlet space
satisfying (1.7), one shows (see [38] Theorem 2.2 and Section 6) that the mero-
morphic function defined by (1.8) is in the Nevanlinna class of the exterior disk.
However, unlike for the Hardy space, Bergman functions are not in the Nevan-
linna class of D and hence we are not guaranteed the existence of non-tangential

via the pairing
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(or even radial [29]) limits for f. However, S. Richter and C. Sundberg [38] over-
come this difficulty and show that in fact M is contained in the Nevanlinna class
of D and moreover the non-tangential limits of f are equal to the non-tangential
limits of the function (1.8) [|d(|]-a.e. Again using Privalov’s uniqueness theorem,
ex(f,g) is independent of g.

Thus we see in these two cases that whenever M € Lat(L,B), M # B,
and f € M, then ex(f) = f(A) when |[A\] < 1 and the function A — ¢)(f) is a
Nevanlinna function on {|z| > 1} U{oco} whose non-tangential limits equal those
of f [|d¢|]-a.e. on T. Furthermore, in these two cases

c(LIM)ND =oap(LIM) N D =0,(LIM)ND = {a eD: 1 _1 p, € M}
and moreover, this set must either be discrete or all of ID. This type of “exten-
sion” of a meromorphic function across T as above is called a pseudocontinuation
(in the sense of H.S. Shapiro [42]) and will be the main technique used to show
that ¢x(f, ¢) is independent of ¢. For the statement our main results we make
the following definitions.

Definition 1.5.

(1) Let D represent the open unit disk and D, = Co,\D™ represent the
extended exterior disk.

(2) Let (D) and 9M(D,) denote the set the meromorphic functions on D
and D, respectively, and 91(D) and (D, ) denote the set of Nevanlinna
functions on D and D, respectively (i.e., meromorphic functions which
can be represented as the quotient of two bounded analytic functions).

(3) For aset E C T with |E| > 0 (|E| represents the Lebesgue measure of E
on the unit circle), we say a function G € M(D.) is a pseudocontinuation
of g € M(D) across E if the non-tangential limits of G and g exist and
are equal [|d(|]-a.e. on E.

Remark 1.6. By Privalov’s uniqueness theorem for meromorphic func-
tions [32], p. 84 - 86, whenever a pseudocontinuation (across E, |E| > 0) exists,
it is unique.

Example 1.7.

(1) If f is an inner function, then

= 1
f(Z) = =z

f(1/2)
is a pseudocontinuation of f across T. We also point out that if the zeros
of the inner function f accumulate everywhere on T, then f, although
a pseudocontinuation, will not be an analytic continuation of f.

De\{z: f(1/2) = 0}
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(2) The function e* does not have a pseudocontinuation across any set £ C
T (even though it has an analytic continuation to C) since it has an
essential singularity at infinity.

We shall now state our results about the spectrum of L|M for the case
where the space B “is” a subspace of L!(u) for some 1 < ¢ < +00 and u a non-
trivial finite Borel measure supported in D~ . These results will cover both of
the examples above as well as some spaces which do not contain the polynomials
as a dense subset ® . Since we want to allow measures which may place mass on
T as well as measures that are carried by a discrete subset of D, the definition
of these subspaces is somewhat delicate. We proceed as follows:

Let B be a Banach space of analytic functions on I that satisfies properties
(1.1) through (1.5). Furthermore, let 1 < ¢t < 400 and let u be a finite Borel
measure whose support is contained in D™~ and suppose there is a linear isometry

U:B— L'(u)

such that
Ul=1and U(M,|B) = (M.|L(u))U.
Since B satisfies (1.1), it follows (see Section 4) that u|T cannot have a singular
part, i.e.,
d,U,|T = g‘dq’ g€ Ll('{r? |dCD7 g=0.
Furthermore, we will show (Proposition 4.2) that if f € B, and

Sg=T\{Ce T:g(¢) =0},

then
/1D = UID[]-ace.
I+1Sg — (U£)|S, in measure [|d¢|] as r — 174

Thus we may identify B with the range of U and we shall say that B is an
analytic subspace of Lt(y).

Remark 1.8.

(1) If B is the Bergman space L2, then du = dA and U is the identity map
while if B is the Hardy space H?, 1 < p < 400, then du = |d(| and
U is the isometric map f|D — f|T, where f|T are the non-tangential
boundary values of f € HP [21], p. 21.

(2) We caution the reader by pointing out that if the measure u is carried
by a discrete subset of D, then for every f € B there will be many
distinct analytic functions g € Hol(D) such that f = g [u]-a.e.

3 e.g., By using [30], the polynomials are not dense in L2(ID, |¢|2dA) N Hol(ID), where ¢
is an atomic inner function whose singular measure is a point mass at { = 1.
4 Here fr(¢) = f(r¢) for0<r<1land ¢ € T.
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Theorem 1.9. Let 1 <t < 400 and let p be a non-trivial finite Borel
measure on D~ such that the space B is an analytic subspace of L'(p). Let
M € Lat(L, B) with M # (0). Then

(1) o(LIM) = oap(L|M). More precisely,

(a) o(LIM)ND =oap(LIM)ND =0,(LIM)ND =
{aeD:(1—-az)"t eM}.
(b) o(LIM) N T = oap(LIM) N T and is the following set:

T\{1/¢ € T : every f € M extends to be analytic in a neighborhood of C}.

(2) o(LIM) = D™ if and only if M contains all of the polynomials.

(3) If M does not contain all of the polynomials, then o(LIM)N D is a
Blaschke sequence. Furthermore, for each f € M there exists a unique
feN(D.) such that

fr| T — f]T 5 in measure [|dC|] as r — 1.

Moreover, the function f s given by

< fh / h
A= | —d —d
fN) /Z_A u/ 5
for all h € M+ which do not annihilate all of the polynomials.

Remark 1.10. It follows from part 3 of this theorem that if a function f
in such an L-invariant subspace M has non-tangential limits [|d(|]-a.e. on a set
of E C T of positive measure, then f is a pseudocontinuation of f across E.

For certain measures u, we can show that such L-invariant subspaces M are
in fact contained in the Nevanlinna class of D and hence by Theorem 1.9 every
f € M has a pseudo-continuation across all of T. Examples of such measures
are the following: Let v be a finite measure carried by [0, 1), with the additional
property that v{[r,1)} > 0 for all 0 < r < 1. Let w € L'**(dv|d(|) for some
€ > 0 be such that |¢| < w [dv|d(|]-a.e. for some non-zero bounded analytic
function ¥ on D. Setting

(1.9) dp = wdv |d(|,

one can show that

B = Ly(u) = L' (1) N Hol(D)
satisfies properties (1.1) through (1.5) . Note that such measures are carried
by D and, loosely speaking, are not far away from being radially symmetric.
For example, one checks that if 0 # ¢ € M(D) and « > 0 such that |¢|* €
L (dv|dC]), then du = |¢|*dv|d(| satisfies this hypothesis.

5 Here we mean the non-tangential limit values of the Nevanlinna function f on T.
6 Use a modification of the proof of Lemma 2 in [9].
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Theorem 1.11. Let p be as above and 1 <t < +o00. If M € Lat(L, Lt (1))
does not contain all of the polynomials, then M C (D) and every f € M has a
pseudocontinuation across T to a function in N(D.).

Remark 1.12. For a function f € L% (u), we let [f], denote the smallest
L-invariant subspace which contains f. We say that f is a cyclic vector for L
if [f]r = Lt (u). The above theorem says that every non-cyclic vector in L! (i)
has a pseudocontinuation to a Nevanlinna function on D.. For certain analytic
subspaces of L*(u) (for example the Hardy spaces H?) the existence of a Nevan-
linna pseudocontinuation is both necessary and sufficient for non-cyclicity. For
other spaces such as L ((1 — |z|)*dA), it is not hard to see using duality (see
Section 5) that certain inner functions (which always have Nevanlinna pseudo-
continuations) are indeed cyclic vectors for L.

It is well known (see Section 5) that there is a natural correspondence be-
tween the L-invariant subspaces of B and the M,-invariant subspaces of a cer-
tain “dual” space ® via the “H?2-duality” [33]. For example, if B is the weighted
Bergman space LI((1 —|z])*dA), then the dual space D is the Besov space X, p
(see Section 5 for a definition), and vice versa. We can apply our results about
the spectrum of L|M to obtain results about the index of M,-invariant subspaces
N of ®. For N € Lat(M,,®) the index of N is defined by

ind(N) = dim(N/2zN).

For example, if f is a non-zero element of @, then [f], the smallest M -invariant
subspace of ® which contains f, has index equal to one. If © is the Hardy
space H? or the classical Dirichlet space 7 and N € Lat(M,,D), N # (0), then
ind(N) =1 and in fact

(1.10) N = [NN(N)1].

See [12] [36]. It is known that o(L|M) N D is discrete if and only if the corre-
sponding M. -invariant subspace N has index equal to one 8. Using our results
about the discreteness of the spectrum of L-invariant subspaces in Section 4,
we will prove in Section 5 that for a large class of weighted Dirichlet spaces and
Besov spaces (which are the “duals” of these spaces) every non-zero M, -invariant
subspace has index equal to one.

In the next part of the paper, we consider spaces of “smooth” functions,
mainly the Besov classes X, , where the spectral and pseudocontinuation situ-
ation is strikingly different (even though these functions are in the Nevanlinna
class). This is indeed to be expected since by the “H?2-duality”, these L-invariant
subspaces correspond to M, -invariant subspaces of the weighted Bergman spaces
which are known to be very complicated.

7 In both of these examples, @ is a Hilbert space.
8 Here we must assume that the polynomials are dense in B.
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Remark 1.13. We are grateful to Carl Sundberg, who showed us an ar-
gument which yields the following theorem. Our original version was somewhat
weaker.

Theorem 1.14. Given a > —1 and 1 < p < 400, there is a function
f € Xap such that [f]r # Xa,p and f has no pseudocontinuation across any set
of positive measure in T.

In fact, the same is true for any Banach space of analytic functions B which
satisfy conditions (1.1) through (1.5) along with the one additional condition
that B — X, , for some « and p (see Section 5 for details). Furthermore (see
Proposition 6.1), antipodal to the analytic subspaces of L!(u), there are examples
of M € Lat(L, X, ,) for which

o(LIM) = D™, 04p(L|T) = T, and o,(LIM) = 0.

For 1 < p < 400, the LP-Dirichlet spaces D), are defined to consist of all
[ € Hol(D) such that f" € LP(dA). Despite the fact that D, = X, and the
above results, we will show in Section 7 that for certain L-invariant subspaces
M of Dy, there is a connection between pseudocontinuations and the existence
of (I — AL)|M)~L. Recall from Proposition 1.2 that o(L|M) N D) is discrete if
and only if the meromorphic function

F(A) = ex(f.9)

if independent of g. We will show in Section 7 that if F' has finite non-tangential
limits on a set £ C T of positive measure, then F' is a pseudocontinuation
of f across E. This result will yield several results about the discreteness of
o(L|M) N D for certain L-invariant subspaces of the Dirichlet spaces.

By the above, the discreteness o(L|M) N D is connected to the index of the
corresponding M -invariant subspace N of the “dual” space which in this case
is the unweighted Bergman space L4. For the classical Bergman space L2, the
index of an M,-invariant subspace N can be any number in N U {oo}, [11] [22]
[26] [27] nevertheless, we still have (1.10) ? [7]. For f, g € L4, it may be the case
that ind([f, g]) = 2 but if these functions are sufficiently “regular” near portions
of T, then in fact ind([f,g]) = 1 [6] [46] [48]. Using our spectral results about
certain L-invariant subspaces of the L? Dirichlet spaces and the “H2-duality”,
we can prove the following result about Lat(M,, LY).

Corollary 1.15. Let 1 < ¢ < 400 and G, H € LI such that G/H has a
finite non-tangential limit on a set E C T, |E| > 0, then ind[G, H] = 1.

9 Here [S] denotes the smallest M,-invariant subspace which contains the set S.
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2. GENERAL BANACH SPACES

In this section, we list certain elementary observations which follow from our
axioms (1.1) through (1.5). Thus throughout this section, B will be a Banach
space of analytic functions on D which satisfies properties (1.1) through (1.5)
and M will be a non-zero invariant subspace of L. The conditions (1.3) and (1.5)
imply that (z — A\)~! € B for all |A\| > 1 and by direct calculation

(2.1) L( ! >:1 L andr1=o0.

zZ—A A zZ—A

Thus D C 0,(L), and in fact one checks that each eigenspace is one-dimensional.
Also notice by (1.1), (1.2), (1.4), and the closed graph theorem, that the operator

2f = A

Raf = zZ—A

is continuous on B for all A € D and a routine computation shows that
(I =AL)~™' = R,. Thus o(L) = D™ and it follows that

o(LM) Cc D™ VM € Lat(L, B).

Proposition 2.1. For M € Lat(L, B),

—az

1
Tap(LIM)N D =0, (LIM) N D = {ae D: 1 GM}.

Proof. From (2.1) we clearly have

1
ap(L|M)ﬂ]D):{a€D:1_aZ€M}.

So we just need to verify that oap(LIM)ND = o,(LIM) N D. Clearly o,(L|M) is
contained in oap(L|M). For the other direction, suppose that A € gap(L|M)ND.
Then, by definition, there is a sequence { f,} C M with

[fall=1 and |[(L—AI)fa]l — 0.

Since B — Hol(D), then {f,(0)} is a bounded sequence of complex numbers and
so there is a convergent subsequence (which we also call {f,(0)}) converging to
some c € C. Since

‘ fn B fn(o)

I Il e
and M, is continuous on B, then

— 0,
z

11 = Az)fn — || — 0.



234 ALEXANDRU ALEMAN, STEFAN RICHTER & WILLIAM T. ROSS

Since o(M,) = D™, we conclude

c
N
1— Xz

fn
and since || f|| = 1, then ¢ # 0. Thus by (2.1), A € o,(L|M). O

Proposition 2.2. Let P = spang{z" : n € NU{0}}. Then the following
18 true:

(1) P =spang{(1 —X2)"!: ) € D}.
(2) If AC D has an accumulation point in D, then

P =spang{(1 —\2)"': A € A}
Proof. To prove (1), let

1
S—Spang{l_—)\z:AG]D)}.

To show 8§ C P we let A € D and for N € N we consider the polynomial

N-1
pn(z) = Z A"z
n=0
Then
1 AN N 1
2.2 - = < AN |MN .
en e el s e e 2o

Since the spectral radius of M,|B is equal to one (property (1.5)), then
lim MY VY =1
N—o0

and so (2.2) goes to zero as N — oo which shows that 8§ C P.

To show that P C 8, we use induction. Note that (1 — \z)~! € § for all
A€ Dandsol eS8 If 2 € 890 < k < n for some n € NU {0}, then for all
e D, A0,

2 = 1 1 1
1— Az :kZ_AkHZ T €8
=0
Furthermore,
2 n+1 n+2 -1
(2.3) S = S IR =AM 7L
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But since A\ — (I — AM,)~! is an (operator valued) analytic function on D, then
the right-hand side of (2.3) goes to zero as |A\| — 0. Thus 2"*! € § and so P C 8.

(2) Let ¢ € B* with
1
<1_ ,¢>>:0 VA € A

1
()

is analytic on D and (by hypothesis) has zeros which accumulate at some point
in D. Hence it must vanish identically on . Thus ¢ annihilates 8§ = P. An
application of the Hahn-Banach theorem completes the proof. O

Then the function

An immediate consequence of Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 is the
following corollary.

Corollary 2.3. For M € Lat(L, B),

(1) oap(LIM) N D = 0,(LIM) N D is either discrete or all of D.

(2) Gap(L|IM) = D™ if and only if M contains all of the polynomials.

Also notice that since 0o (L|M) C ap(L|M), an elementary argument yields
the following dichotomy:

Corollary 2.4. For M € Lat(L,B), either
o(LIM)ND = oap(LIM) N D = 0, (LIM) N D

and is discrete or o(LIM) = D™,

In Section 6 we will show that for the Besov and Dirichlet spaces, it can be
the case that o(L|M) = D~ but gap(LIM) = T, and o, (L|IM) N D = . We now
focus our attention on the part of the spectrum that is contained in T. Before
doing so, we make the following remarks.

Remark 2.5.
(1) To compute ((I — AL)|M)~1, X € C (at least formally) we have
—A
(24) (1= anpoy = 222D,

where ¢y (f) is a constant which depends on f € M.
(2) When ((I — AL)|M)~! exists, we note from (1.1)

f=ef) = =2L)PO)~1f)(0)

is a continuous linear functional on M. Moreover the function A — ¢y (f)
is analytic for 1/X in the resolvent of L|M.
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(3) Since o(LIM) C D™, then for A € D, ((I —AL)|M)~! exists and ¢y (f) =
f(A) for all f € M. Moreover, a computation shows that

(2.5) (I = AL)M)"Lf = fz%(;)

This observation will be used many times throughout this paper.

Proposition 2.6. Let B satisfy (1.1) through (1.5) along with the following
additional condition: If f € B is analytic in an open neighborhood of a point
CeT, then

2f —wf(w)  2f - Q)

zZ—w z—C

Then oap(LIM) N T = o(L|M) N T and this equals

(2.6)

in the norm of B as w — ¢ (we D).

T\{1/¢ € T: every f € M extends to be analytic in a neighborhood of (}.

Proof. Let
S =T\{1/¢ € T:every f € M extends to be analytic in a neighborhood of (}.

Let (7' € T with (7! & oap(L|M). Since do(LIM) C oap(L|M), then
¢! ¢ o(L|M). Thus by the remark remark, for each f € M,

w — (I = wL)[M)~1f)(0)
is an analytic function in a neighborhood of {. Also by the above remark,
(I =wL) M) )(0) = f(w), |w| <1
and so f has an analytic continuation to a neighborhood of (. Hence
Tap(LIM)NT D S.

Now suppose that (~! € T such that every f € M extends to be analytic
near (. By the additional condition (2.6) on B the function

_z2f = Cf(C)
g=21 15
z2—C
is the norm limit of
Gn = Zf - wnf(wn) c M,
Z — Wy,
for some w,, € D and w,, — ¢ and so g € M. At least formally
of —

2.7) (1 —cypnyif = LSO

z=¢
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Suppose that {f,} is a sequence in M with

z—C

Then by (1.1), equation (2.8) would also hold pointwise in I and so f,,({) — ¢
Thus

(2.8) fn—0 and — h  in norm.

h(z) = Z__CCC

which can only hold when ¢ = 0 or else h would not be analytic near ¢ which
would contradict our choice of . Thus by the closed graph theorem, the right-
hand-side of (2.7) is a continuous operator on M and so (=1 & o(L|M). O

Remark 2.7. The condition (2.6) seems somewhat mysterious. However,
for the main spaces we will be considering, mainly the analytic subspaces of
L*(u) and X, p, one can easily check, using the dominated convergence theorem
and Cauchy’s formula, that it indeed holds.

This next result is the primary tool of the paper and will ultimately lead us
to the link between pseudocontinuations and the spectrum of L|M.

Proposition 2.8. If |A| > 1 with 1/ & oap(LIM) then ((I — AL)|M)™*
exists if and only if for every f € M, the quantity

o) = (75 00/ (259)

is independent of the choice of ¢ € ML with ((z—\)"1, @) # 0. In fact, if [\ > 1
with 1/XA & o(LIM), then ex(f, ¢) = ex(f) and

zf — Aex(f)
z—A

(I =AL)M)~f =

for all f € M and ¢ € M+ with ((z — X\)~1, ¢) # 0.

Proof. 1f || > 1 and ((I — AL)|M)~! exists. Then by (2.4) for each f € M
there exists a constant ¢y (f) € C such that

Zf—ACA(f)_

(1= An)ytf = 2222

Also note that by (1.2), (1.3), and (1.5), the functions

Aea(f)
Py and o\ € B.

(2.9)
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Now let ¢ € M+ with ((z —A)~1, #) # 0. Notice that (z —A)~! ¢ M and so such
¢’s exist. We have

0= (Ao = (6}~ (25 o)

z z

o =(5.0) /(25 0) = atr0)

is independent of ¢.
For the other direction, let |A] > 1 with 1/A & oap(L|M). Thus, as above,
we may choose ¢ € M~ such that ((z — A\)~%, ¢) # 0. For f € B, define

_z2f = Aeaf,9)
N zZ—A

and so

Ry f

and note from (2.9) that Ry\B C B. Furthermore, an application of the closed
graph theorem shows that Ry is continuous. Since 1/A & oap(LIM), at least
formally, Ry is an inverse of (I — AL)|M. What needs to be shown is that
R\M C M. To this end, let ¢» € M+ and notice that since ((z — )™, @) # 0,
then there is a sequence of complex numbers a,, — 0 such that

(1) — and)M =0 and <$ ,w—an¢> 40,

zf A
2 — A\ ) ¢_an¢> - C)\(f7 (b) <m ) ’(/}_an(b>

p=a0) —en(F =) (25 V)

z2—A’

since ¢y (f, ¢) is independent of ¢. We now let a,, — 0 and find that (R f, ) =0
and so RyM C M. O

3. CAUCHY TRANSFORMS

Cauchy transforms will play a crucial role in our results. In this section
we state some basic properties of Cauchy transforms of measures and prove a
generalization of the well-known “jump theorem”. In the next section, we will
apply our Cauchy transform results to discuss the boundary values of functions
in analytic subspaces of L!(u). We refer the reader to [16], Chapter 2, Section 3
and [25], Chapter 3 for further information about the Cauchy transform. In this
section, we will adhere to the following notation:
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Notation.

(1) M. is the set of finite, complex, compactly supported Borel measures
on C.

(2) M(K)={p€ M. :supp(n) C K}

(3) My(K)={neM(K):p=0}

For A € C and p € M., define the Newtonian potential
d|p|(2)
U.(A) = .

By Fubini’s theorem, U, € L{ (dA) and so

(3.1) Uu(A) < 400 [dA]-a.e.

Actually, the set where U, is infinite is much smaller than a set of area measure
zero. It has Newtonian capacity zero, see [25], Chapter 3. Using Fubini’s theorem
once again, we get that the set

(3.2) By ={r € (0,00) : Uu(r¢) € L'(T, |d¢])}

has full measure in R™. Moreover, since

|dw|
/|w|—r |’LU - TC| - VC © T’

we see that
(3.3) re B, = |p|/(rT)=0.

Equation (3.1) allows us (at least [dA]-a.e.) to define the Cauchy transform

of u by ;
CM(A):/ZMT(Z))\-

The Cauchy transform of a measure is clearly analytic off the support of u. In
fact, if the support of 4 is contained in D™, then C,, € H?(ID,) for any 0 < p < 1
(see Lemma 3.2 below) and we shall use C;f(¢) to denote the non-tangential limit
values of this function which will exist for [|d¢|]-a.e. ( € T. We begin with a
known result, which is a version of Fatou’s classical theorem and is also known
as the “jump theorem” (see [21], p. 39).

Proposition 3.1. Let h € L'(T,|d¢|) and let o € M(T) with do L |d(|.
Set dv = h|d(| + do. Then for each 0 < p < 1, C, € HP(D) (respectively
H?(D.)) and

Tim G, (r¢) = CF () +2mCh(Q)  [|d¢[J-a.e.
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Recall that the “jump theorem” was used in the Introduction to discuss
the spectral properties of the backward shift on the Hardy spaces HP (D), 1 <
p < +oo. To discuss the backward shift on the analytic subspaces of L(u) for
measures that are not always supported in the circle, we will need a more general
version of the jump theorem. To this end, we proceed with the following two
lemmas.

Lemma 3.2. Let p € M(D™). Then for each 0 < p < 1, there is a
constant c, > 0 with

1/p
dA c
( /. |OH<A>|PM) <Pl vre B,

2mr

Proof. First note that by (3.3) r € E,, implies that |g|(rT) = 0. Secondly,
since p can be written as a linear combination of positive measures, we may
assume that p > 0.

Let r € E,, and define

dp
ke (V) :/ .
lz|>r # — A

Note that k. is defined for all |A\| < r and by (3.2) k() is defined for [|d(|]-a.e.
Al =7.

If u{|z| > r} = 0, then k = 0 and there is nothing to prove. On the other
hand if p{|z| > r} > 0, we let

Gr(\) = 20k, (A) + pflz] > 7}, A <7

A computation reveals that

2 V2
%GT@):/ 7= 1A
\

z|>r |Z - >‘|2

But since |z| > |A|, then the above integrand is positive and so RG,.(A) > 0 for
all |A] < r. Moreover, G, (0) = u{|z| > r}. Thus, if

r—+z
he(z) = ——p{lzl > 7} ol <,

then Rh,.(z) > 0 and h,.(0) = p{|z| > r} which shows that G,.(\) = h,.(h,; }(G,(N))
is subordinate to h,. By Littlewood’s subordination theorem [21], p. 10,

(3-4) ||GrHHp(r}D)) < HhrHHp(r}D))'
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Note here that the norm on H?(rD) is given by

1/p
pldz|
< G W)

Also notice that

r+z B H1+z
"= 2|l gr(r D) L=zl gr(Dy
and so
+z
(35) 16 e, < a1 > 1) < cplll.
— Zllgr (D)
If s <1,

_ z—1rC 1
(0= [ (Z_ Src) L au(a)

A simple geometric exercise shows that

lz=rd

<2, >r,r,s€(0,1),eT
Fyea 2| > r.r s €[0.1), ¢

and so using the fact that (z — ()~ dpu is a finite measure for [|d(|]-a.e. ( € T
(since r € E,,) along with the dominated convergence theorem shows that

(3.6) kr(sr¢) — ke (r¢)[|dC|]-a.e. as s — 1.

By Fatou’s Theorem

/T /|z|>r2—1TC a

y (3.5),

|dC| <hm1nf/ |k (s |p|d<‘

1
1N e Dy < 3G = 1dl2] > ey < ol

Thus )
”kr”Hp(,«]D)) < ;Cp||ﬂ||~

In a very similar way

dp

1
<yl
Hr(|\|>7r)

z|l<r #

and thus the proof is complete. O
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Lemma 3.3. Let p€ M(D™) with |u|(T) =0. Then for all0 <p <1,

foseo-os o

Proof. Let € > 0 be given and choose 6§ > 0 with |u[{1 — 6 < |z] <1} <e.
Then we can write p as

|[d(| =0, asr—1",re€kE,.

M= ﬂ|{1_5g|z|<1} + 'u’|{|z|<1—6} = H1+ Ho.

ForO<p<landreE,N(0,1), we have

[ |ewo-c (<) "¢l < [

|d¢]

1 p
CMl (TC) - CMI (;C)

-
I¢1=1

Since C,,, is continuous near T, then the second integral above converges to zero
as r — 17. By Lemma 3.2, the first integral is bounded by c,e”. O

1 p
Cuz (TC) - Cﬂz (;C) |dC|

For p € M(D™), write u = p|D+p| T and use the basic fact that convergence
in LP(T,|d¢|) implies convergence in measure along with Proposition 3.1 and
Lemma 3.3, to get the following generalization of the “jump theorem”.

Corollary 3.4. Let € M(D™). Then
—dp|T
|d¢]

We would like to mention at this point that instead of Lemma 3.2 and
Lemma 3.3 we also could have deduced Corollary 3.4 from the weak-type estimate

C el
A

Cu(r¢) = C(Q) +2mC - =

(¢) in measure [|[d(|]]asr — 1", r € E,.

|[{¢eT:|C (rg|>A}\< r ek,
To prove this estimate, one can proceed as follows: For fixed r € E,,, one writes
w = p1 + pa, where p1({|z| > r}) = 0 and p2({|z| < r}) = 0 (note that
|| (rT) = 0 by (3.3) ). Then one can apply the standard weak-type estimates
for Cauchy transforms of measures [40], Theorem 6.2.2, to the sweeps of p1 and
e to r'T. We omit the details.

4. ANALYTIC SUBSPACES OF L(yu)

In this section, we will first define the analytic subspaces of L!(x) and then
prove our main theorem about the spectral properties of Lat(L, B).
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4.1. Definition and basic properties. Let B be a Banach space of ana-
lytic functions on D which satisfies properties (1.1) through (1.5), 1 < ¢ < o0,
and p € M., i # 0. Furthermore, suppose there is a linear isometry

U:B— L'(u)
such that
(4.1) Ul=1 and U(M,|B)= (MZ|Lt(,u))U.

For now, we will denote the range of U by €. As mentioned in Section 1, we
shall later identify B and €. It is clear that & is M,-invariant and since 1 € &, it
follows that P'(u) C €, where P*(u) is the closure of the analytic polynomials
in L!(u). Furthermore, since o(M,|B) = D™, one argues that the support of p
is contained in D™.

Proposition 4.1. With p as above, du|T < |d(|.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary. Then du|T = g|d(| + do for some non-
zero o 1 |d¢|. By [24], p. 126, problem 2, there is a sequence of analytic
polynomials {p,,} which converge in L!(1x) to a non-zero function h € P*(u) C €
with 2|D = 0 and h|T = 0 |d(|-a.e. Letting [h] denote the smallest M, -invariant
subspace of & which contains h we see that since |h|'dy = |h|'do L |d(| then
Pt(|h|t du) = Lt(Jh|t du) and so

0 ¢ o(M.|[h]).
Since U(M,|B) = (M,|E)U, then
(0) # M = U~'[h] € Lat(M,, B).
By (1.1), 2M # M and so 0 € o(M,|M) which is a contradiction. O

Proposition 4.2. Let B, €, and p be as above. Set

_ dpT _ ey —
g—W and Sy =T\{¢ e T:g(¢)=0}.

For each f € B and 0 < r < 1, write f.(z) = f(rz), 2 € D™. Then for every
f € B we have

(1) (UF)() = 1(2) for [u]-a.e. =€ D.
(2) fr|Sg — (Uf)|Sq in measure [|dC]] asr — 17

Before we proceed to the proof, we record the following elementary fact
which we will use several times throughout this section.



244 ALEXANDRU ALEMAN, STEFAN RICHTER & WILLIAM T. ROSS

Lemma 4.3. Let f,, gn, and hy, (n € N) be [|d¢|]-measurable functions on
T with hy, = fngn a.e. , hy — h and g, — g in measure, g # 0 on some set A
of positive measure. Then f,|A — h/g|A in measure.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Define an operator Le on & by

Le =ULU"
and note that for f € B
(42)  (MLIOULS = UMLIB)Lf =Uf — f(O)UL=Uf - f(0)
and hence
(Lev ) = CDE IO a0

Furthermore, one proves by induction that for n € N

1

ol gy
UG = o ((Uf)(Z) -3 kfo)z’“) e, 2 £0.
k=0

To prove (1) we fix f € B. For 0 < R < 1 choose € > 0 so that R(1+¢) < 1
and let N € N such that ||L?]| < (1 +¢)™ for all n > N. This can indeed be
done since the spectral radius of L¢ is one. Then

n—1
F®(0)
U - d
/R N O R e K
t 1 o) L[
R" — (U (z) — z d
< /R b |7 (( e -y "

< RM||LEUf|I*
< RY(L+e)™|Uf]"

which goes to zero as n — oo. Hence (Uf)(z) = f(z) for [u]-a.e. |z] < R
(z # 0), hence for [p]-a.e. |z] <1 (2 # 0). Furthermore, if {0} > 0, then by
(4.2) (U£)(0) = f(0) and hence we have shown (1).

To prove (2), let s be the conjugate index to t, so &+ C L*(u). Fix h € &+
and write (using the notation (3.2))

E= E(Uf)hdu N Engu N Eqp
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and notice this set has full measure in [0,1]. We note that for every A € D,
[\ € E, we have

U= =)

(I =ALe) ' LeUf)(2) = o

[u]-a.e. z€ D™

Indeed for f € B

(M. A|€)(I = ALg) ' LeUf = U(M._x|B)(I = AL)"'Lf
= U(f - 7)) by (2.5
=Uf—-f(N since U1 = 1.
Hence since |A| € E, then p(|A|T) = 0 and so

Uf)(z) = f)

(I = ALe) *LeUf)(2) = ( p—" . [ulae ze D,

From this, we conclude that
U - _
/Mh(z) du(z) =0, forallr € E, (€ T,and h € &L,
z—r
This implies

(4.3) CL((UNHR)(r¢) = f(rO)Cu(h)(r¢), for all r € E and [|d(|]-a.e. ( € T.
Here we have used C,,(F)(w) to denote the Cauchy transform

Pz

zZ—w

CulP)w) = [ 0 du(a). FeLi(u)

Next we note that by (1.5) for f € B and [A| > 1, f/(z — A) € B and so
E=U(f/(z—X) €& By (41) (z—Nk=Uf andso k = (Uf)/(z — A) belongs
to €. Thus (applying the above first with a general f and then with f=1€ B
by (1.3))

Cu(Uf)h)(A) = Cu(h)(A) =0 V[A[ > 1.
Hence it follows from Corollary 3.4 that

Cpu(h)(r¢) — 2mCh(Q)9(0),

and

Cu((UfR)(r¢) — 2aCh(C)g(¢)(UF)(¢)  in measure [|d(]] asr — 17, 7 € E.

Thus by (4.3) and Lemma 4.3, we see that on the set

Shg = Sg\{¢ € T: h(¢) =0}
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fr(¢) converges in measure [|d(]] to (Uf)(¢) asr — 17, r € E. But f is
continuous on D and so it is an easy exercise to show that

fr1Shg — (Uf)|Shg in measure [|d¢|] asr — 1.

We shall conclude the proof by showing that there is an h € €+ such that
S¢\Shg has Lebesgue measure zero. Let

C={hec&:|h

Lo(u) < 1}

and notice that € is a closed, convex, and bounded subset of L*(u). By a result
of Chaumat [16], p. 246, there is an hy € € such that

(4.4) h| dp < |holdp Vh € €.

We claim that S¢\Sh,, has Lebesgue measure zero. Indeed, suppose that
S¢\Shey had positive Lebesgue measure. Then since dp|T = g|d¢|, then
1(Sg\Sheg) > 0 and there would be a compact subset F' C Sg\Sh,q such that
0# xr # 1 in L'(u|T). But then from (4.4) we get h|F = 0 [u]-a.e. for each
h € C and so h|F =0 [u]-a.e. for each h € &+. This implies xr € &. Now argue
as in Proposition 4.1 to derive a contradiction. O

Remark 4.4.
(1) As in the proof above, one notes that for A € D

Uf)(z) = f(N)

(I = ALg) *LeUf)(2) = ( Y . |pl-ae. z€ DT, 2 £ A

If u{A} > 0, then one verifies that
(I =ALe) " LeUF)N) = f' (V).

We will not have to use this last observation in our analysis below be-
cause, as was done in the above proof, we will always choose A € D so
that |A| € Eq,.

(2) As we mentioned in Section 1, we shall now suppress the isometry U in
our notation and identify the spaces B and £ and the operators L and
Le and call B an analytic subspace of Lt (u).

(3) We note that if ¢ € H>°(D) and f € B, then it follows easily from the
dominated convergence theorem, Fatou’s theorem, and the fact that
dp| T < |d¢|, that

orf — ¢f in B.
Hence any M, -invariant subspace of B is invariant under multiplication
by all H>(D) functions and in particular H>* (D) C P!(u)NL>(u) C B.
These observations also follow from a part of a special case of Thomson’s
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theorem [45], which implies that under our hypothesis, for any non-
zero f € B, H>®(D) is isometrically and isomorphically and weak-*
homeomorphic to P*(|f|*du) N L>=(| f|*dw).

(4) We also mention that part 2 of Proposition 4.2 implies (in certain set-
tings) a result of Olin and Yang [34] [49] 1°.

4.2. L-invariant subspaces in analytic subspaces. In this section, we
shall combine the results of the previous two sections and prove our main theo-
rems about L-invariant subspaces of analytic subspaces of L*(u).

Let B be an analytic subspace of L!(u) of the type considered in the previous
section. For f € B, we let [f] denote the smallest M, -invariant subspace of B
that contains f, i.e., [f] is the L!(u)-closure of H>*°(D)f. Notice also that if
h € L*(u), then C,,(fh) =0 on D, if and only if h € [f]*.

Lemma 4.5. Let M € Lat(L,B). If fo € B with Lfy € M, and [fo] Z M,
then for each f € M, there exists a unique meromorphic function gy € M(D,
such that

(f/fo)r — g¢ in measure [|d(|]] on T asr — 1".
Furthermore, the identity

h h
(45) [ du=arn [ 2%

holds for all A € D, and h € M*.

Proof. Let hg € M*\[fo]* C L*(u), where s is a conjugate index to t.
Then C,(foho) is not identically zero in D, and so by Lemma 3.2, for f € M,
the function

Cpu(fho)(N)
() = LV
910 Cu(foho)(N)

defines a meromorphic function in 91(D,) (since it is the quotient of two H?(D,)

functions).
For f € B
f_ (f/fO)(/\)fO _ (I— )\L)_lLf _ i(}\)([_ )\L)_lLfo

z—A fo

which, by our hypothesis, belongs to M whenever f € M and |A] < 1 with
fo(A) # 0, see (2.5). As in the proof of Proposition 4.2 the above also holds
pointwise for [u]-a.e. z € D™ whenever |A| € Egq,,. Let

P={rel0,1): f/fo has a pole on rT}

10 Actually, their result is in a more general setting and works for domains other than
the disk. The hypothesis of their result also depends on the local behavior of the function f.
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and note that P is a countable set. For |A\| € Eg,\P, it follows that

for each f € M, h € M*. Set

E=FE mEfohioduﬁEd“’

fho dp

where E,, was defined as in (3.2) and note that for r € E\ P equation (4.6) says

[
fo

Now fix f € M, write du = duy + g|d¢| (where u1(T) =0, g € L*(T,|d(]), and
g > 0. Recall that dy|T < |d¢|.), and let

(4.7) Cu(fho)(r¢) = - (rQ)Cpu(foho)(r¢) - [ld¢[-ace.

S, = T\{¢ € T: g(¢) = 0}.

In order to show that (f/fo)r, — g¢ in measure [|dC|] as » — 1~ we need to
consider two cases: Sy and T\S,.
On the set Sy, it follows from Proposition 4.2 that

(fo)r — fo and f. — f in measure.

We now multiply (4.7) by fo(r¢), » € E\P, and apply Corollary 3.4 and Propo-
sition 4.2 to obtain

F(Q) ( CF (FR0)(€) + 27C F(ORo(C)g(C) )

—f(Q) (Cyf (foho)(€) + 21 fo(O)ho(¢)g(C) )

which is equal to zero for [|d¢|]-a.e. ¢ € S,. In particular, it follows that

Fo(Q)C (Fho)(C) = F(OC,r (foho)(¢) =0

for [|d(|]-a.e. ¢ € Sy. Now recall the definition of g5 and the fact that hy was
chosen so that

(4.8) C\r (foho)(€) # 0 [ld¢[]-ae.

and hence

(4.9) fo(Q)gs(Q) = f(O) =0 [ldC[]-ae., ¢ € Sy.
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This implies, by Lemma 4.3, that (f/fo), — gy in measure as r — 1~ on the set
{CeSy: fo(¢) #0}. If fo(() =0onaset S C S, of positive Lebesgue measure,
then by (4.9) f(¢) =0 [|d¢|]-a.e. on S and by Corollary 3.4

(4.10) Cou(fho)(r¢) — Cpf (fho)(C)

(4.11) Cpu(foho)(r¢) — Cii (foho)(C)

in measure on S as r — 17, r € E\P. Using (4.7), Lemma 4.3, and (4.8), we
get that

(%).°

This shows

Cyf (fho)

— L =215 =gs|S inmeasureasr — 17, r € E\P.
Cii (foho) !

(i) |Sg — g5y in measure as r — 17, r € E\P.

fo

On the set T\Sy, we apply Corollary 3.4 again to get that equations (4.10)
and (4.11) hold (this time in measure on T\ Sy as r — 17, r € E) and thus using
(4.7), (4.8), and Lemma 4.3, we get that

(%) |T\Sy — g¢| T\\Sy in measure as r — 17, r € E\P.
0/

Finally, since f/fo is meromorphic in D, it is an easy exercise, which we leave
to the reader, to show that (f/fo)r — g7 in measure as r — 1.

Of course, the limit in measure of f/fy is unique and 9(D,) functions are
uniquely determined by their boundary values, hence gy is unique.

To prove the identity (4.5) we let h € M+ be arbitrary and define a mero-
morphic function on D, by

FQA) = Cu(fh)(X) = g5 (AN Culfoh)(N).-

By our previous work, F' € 9(D,) and it suffices to prove (by Privalov’s unique-
ness theorem) that the non-tangential limit function

F(¢) = Cr (fR)(C) — g5 (C)Cyr (foh)(C)
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is zero [|dC|]-a.e. on T. We take the limit in measure as r — 17, r € E\P, of
(4.7) (this time with hg = h and E suitably changed) and apply Corollary 3.4
and (1) to obtain

0= Cy (fR)(Q) +27Cf(OR(C)g(C) — 95(O) (C (foh)(C) + 27Cfo(O)R(C)g(<) )
= F(¢) +2mCh(Q)g(¢) (£(Q) = gs(O)fo(¢))  [ldC]]-ae.

But by (4.9) we have

9(¢) (f(Q) = g7(O)fo(¢) )=0 [ldc|]-ae.
which shows that F' = 0 as desired. O

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 4.6. Let 1 < t < 400 and let i be a non-trivial finite Borel

measure on D~ such that the space B is an analytic subspace of L'(u). Let
M € Lat(L, B) with M # (0). Then:

(1) o(L|M) = gap(LIM). More precisely,
(a) o(LIM)ND = oap(LIM)ND = 0, (LIM)ND ={a € D: (1—az)~' €
(b) o(LIM) N T = oap(LIM) 0T and is the following set
T\{1/¢ € T : every f € M extends to be analytic in a neighborhood of (}.
(2) o(LIM) = D™ if and only if M contains all of the polynomials.
(3) If M does not contain all of the polynomials, then o(LIM)N D is a

Blaschke sequence. Furthermore, for each f € M there exists a unique
f e N(D.) such that

fr| T — f| T in measure [|d(]] as 7 — 1.
Moreover, the function f is given by
[ 4R 7
fo= [ 5du ) [ 5 dn.

for all h € M+ which do not annihilate all of the polynomials.

11 Here we mean the non-tangential limit values of the Nevanlinna function f on T.
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Proof.

(1) If M contains all of the polynomials, then by Proposition 2.1 and Propo-
sition 2.2, gap(LIM) = D™ and so

D™ = 0ap(L|IM) = o(L|M).

If M does not contain all polynomials, then apply Lemma 4.5 with
fo =1 along with Proposition 2.8 and Proposition 2.1. This proves (a).
An application of the dominated convergence theorem and the

Cauchy formula shows that B satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 2.6,
and thus (b) follows now from Proposition 2.6.

(2) Use (1) and Corollary 2.3.

(3) If M does not contain all polynomials, then there is an h € M+ such
that C,,(h) # 0 in D,. By (1) we have

) _
a(L|M)ﬂID):{a61D): EM}C{CLED:/ h duzO}
1—az 1—az

and since C,(h) € HP(D,), the points of this set form a Blaschke se-
quence. Finally the rest of the proof of (3) follows from Lemma 4.5 with
fO - 1.

([

We saw in the previous theorem that o(L|M) = D~ if and only if M contains
all of the polynomials. We will now show that for certain measures, this condition
is also equivalent to M being M ,-invariant.

Corollary 4.7. Let 1 <t < 400 and let u be a non-trivial finite Borel
measure on D~ such that the space B is an analytic subspace of L*(p). Suppose
that u(T) > 0. Then M € Lat(L, B), M # (0), contains all of the polynomials if
and only if M,M C M.

Proof. We will first show the sufficiency. Thus, assume that M # (0) is
both L-invariant and M, -invariant. A power series argument shows there is a
f €M with f(0) # 0. Then for all n € NU {0}

—f(0)2" = 2" TILf — 2" f € M.

Thus M contains all of the polynomials.
We will prove the converse by contradiction. Suppose that M is not M,-
invariant but that M contains all of the polynomials. Then there is an f, € M
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such that [fy] ¢ M and hence there is a h € ML such that C,(foh) # 0 on D..
Since h € M+ and M contains all of the polynomials,

/ f du =0, VAe D,
zZ—A

and thus if we apply Lemma 4.5 with f = 1 we obtain that

1
(4.12) (f_) — 0 in measure [|d¢|] on T asr — 1~.

0 I
However, since fo € L*(u) we have that |fo||T < +oo [u]-a.e. and thus (4.12)
contradicts the hypothesis together with part 2 of Proposition 4.2 O

As mentioned in Section 1, for special measures, we can improve Theo-
rem 4.6.

Theorem 4.8. Let u be of the form (1.9) and 1 < t < 4o00. If M €
Lat(L, L% (n)) does not contain all of the polynomials, then M C N(D) and
every f € M has a pseudocontinuation across T to a function in DN(D,).

Proof. By Theorem 4.6 and Fatou’s theorem, it suffices to show that M C
N(D).

Let f € M. For g € M+, we follow exactly as in the proof of Theorem 4.6
to conclude that for each

re B = Egdu ﬂEfng

@ g0 [ o= [ A fldcae -1

z—1r( z—1(

For r € E, and |\| < 1 define

() = /| 93)_ gz)

z\<r2_r/)‘

and note that from Lemma 3.2, G, € HP(D) for all 0 < p < 1 and
(4.14) IGolar <y [ lgldu ¥ € .)NE.

Moreover (since p(T) = 0)

Gr(\) — G(\) /| I du

z|<1 Z— Y
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uniformly on compact sets as r — 17,r € E. By Fatou’s lemma and (4.14),

IGllar < sup ||Gr|lar < +o00
re(0,1)NE
and so G € H?(D).
A power series computation yields

G(\) = —)\Z)\"/I Z"g dp.
n=0

z|<1

But recall that since M does not contain the polynomials, g can be chosen so
that it does not annihilate all the polynomials and so G # 0.

Since r € E we can apply a similar argument as was used to prove (3.6) to
get that G,.(¢), the non-tangential boundary values of the H? function G, are

given [|d(|]-a.e. by "
G (¢) = T2 qu(z).
©=/ u(z)

|<r zZ— TZ
Let ¢ be the bounded analytic function in the definition of y as in (1.9). Our
first step is to show that for some 0 < § <~

(1.15) [ BrOseoP 6@ |

remains uniformly bounded for r € E.
To this end, we let € > 0 be as in (1.9) and choose 0 < § < 1/4 so that
6/e < 1/4. Letting v = 6(1 + €) /e we have

(4.16)

2

|
>
VAN

(4.17) v <

DO — s =

Now note that

and so

(4.18)  Jp(rQ)f(rOI° 1G-(O)I
T T 6 g
<ol ||

g
£(r0) /|| L

v

5

+ (o)

g
d
/z<1 Z = rC
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By (4.13), the second term above is equal to

fg / g
d d
/z<1 2_7“§ |z]<1 z_TC a

Since § < 1/4 and v — 6 < 1/4 (see (4.16) and (4.17)), we can use the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality along with Lemma 3.2 to get that the integral |d(| of the
second term in the estimate of (4.18) is O(1).

We now estimate the first term in the estimate of (4.18). At this point,
we should mention that in some cases, i.e., when p is a radial measure and g is
analytic, then this term is zero. In the general case, we have by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, the |d(| integral of this term is bounded by

1/2 B
26 9
C( [ weasea |d<|> Lo e

By Lemma 3.2 (note 2y < 1 by (4.17)) this is bounded by

1/2 5
(4.19) 0( /<_1 Iz/)(TC)f(rC)I%IdCI) ( /| . Igldu) .

Now note that |1 f|?° is subharmonic on I and so the integrals

6 y—6

[p(rO)l°

2+ 1/2

|d¢]

/ Q) f(rC) 2 |dc|
[¢]=1

increase as r — 1~ and so (4.19) is bounded by

1/2 ¥
1 26 v
(4.20) (—V(M) [ e |d<|d> ( . gldu> .
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Using Holder’s inequality with p =¢/26 > 1 (since § < 1/4) we get

1/2
(/ |wf|25|d<|dv>
|z|>r
1/2
= ( /m |22 207|220/ || dv)
5/t 1/2—-6/t
< ( / |1l g | du) ( / || 2020/ (E=200) ¢ | dv)

5/t
¢ Sl 1))/2-8/t
<C</IZI>T|f| du) w(lr. 1))

Notice in the last inequality, we use the fact that || < w.
Also by Hélder’s inequality,

v v/s
( / Igldu> < ( / Iglsdu> (u({l2] > r})"t.
[z|>7 |z|>r

Recall that s is the conjugate index to ¢t 2. From this we see that (4.20) is
(4.21) O (p({lel >} u(lr, 1))~ )

and since w € L'*¢(dv|d(|) we have

1/(1+e€) e/(1+e)
pl{lz] >r}) < </| N w1+6dy|dC|> </|> dl/|d<|> .

ul{lz] > r})7t = 0 (w(lr, 1))/
and so by combining this with (4.21) we see that (4.19) is

19) ( l/([?“, 1))57/t(1+5)76/t )

Thus

which is O(1) since v = (1 4+ ¢)é/e.

Thus we have shown that (4.15) is uniformly bounded for r € E. Now we
will show that f is a Nevanlinna function on the disk. Let Og, be the outer
factor of G, and notice from (4.14)

v
/<|—1 0711 1dg| < /|<|—1 |G 1d¢]| < e, ( / 91 du)

12 Here one needs to make the obvious modification if t = 1 and s = oo
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and hence OZ:/r % s uniformly bounded on compact subsets of D, [21], p. 36. By
a normal families argument

s
O (\) — H()
uniformly on compact sets for some sequence 1, — 1 with r, € E. By Fatou’s

lemma H € H°(D). Also note that since G # 0, then H # 0. In a similar way,
since

/4—1 [(r¢) F(rO)OY () |dc]

is uniformly bounded for r» € E, then by normal families

W(r N f(raNOY () = K(N)

uniformly on compact subsets of D for some r, — 1~ . By Fatou’s lemma,
K € H%(D) and so ¢ fH = K with H # 0 and so f = K/¢H is a Nevanlinna
function. O

5. DUALITY

As mentioned in Section 1, for many Banach spaces of analytic functions
B satisfying (1.1) through (1.5), there is a natural correspondence between
Lat(L, B) and Lat(M,, D), where D is a certain dual space via the “H?-duality”.
This correspondence will be important to us for two reasons. First, we will let
B = P'(u) and use this duality along with the spectral results in Section 4 to
show that for a large class of weighted Dirichlet spaces and Besov spaces (de-
fined below) every non-zero M, -invariant subspace of D has index equal to one.
Secondly, we will use this duality in the next section to begin to examine the
L-invariant subspaces of the Besov classes where the spectral situation is quite
different from that of the analytic subspaces of L!(x). The duality mentioned
above is well known but we review it here for the sake of completeness.

Let B be a Banach space of analytic functions on D which satisfy conditions
(1.1) through (1.5) with the two additional conditions

(5.1) the polynomials are dense in ‘B,

(5.2) B is reflexive.

Conditions (1.3) and (1.5) for 9B say that

17 ePB VAeD
1-— Xz



Pseudocontinuations and the Backward Shift 257

and so for each ¢ € B* we can define the function

<U¢xx>:jwm::<¢f;§j;>cg*%y

Notice that U¢ = 0 if and only if ¢ annihilates 1/(1 — \z) for each A € D, which
by Proposition 2.2 and hypothesis (5.1) implies that ¢ = 0. Thus U is injective
and so we may define the space

D =UB"

with norm given by

[fllo = lllss--

Remark 5.1. For technical purposes we will assume that all our dual pair-
ings (-, - ) are linear in the first slot and conjugate linear in the second slot. Thus
the function (U¢)(A) defined above is analytic on D.

Proposition 5.2.

(1) © is a Banach space of analytic functions on D which satisfies properties
(1.1) through (1.5).

(2) The polynomials are dense in D.

(3) The map U* : ©* — B is onto and given by the formula

1
(U*F) (Z) — <F, —> see footnote 13 )
1=/ (0 o)

(4) (L|B)U* = U (M:|D)*
() (LID)U = U(M[B)"

Proof. Property (1.1) for ® follows from the definition and from what was
said above.

Since o((M,|®B)) = D~ (property (1.5) for B), then for all w € D the
operator (M,|B)*(I —w(M,|B)*)~! is continuous on B*. Let

PPN ()

z—w
and note that a short computation shows that for ¢ € 6*
(Lu,oU)(A) = (U(M.|%B)*(I — wW(M.|B)") " ¢)(N).

Thus L, 5 is continuous on ® which proves condition (1.4) for ® as well as (5).
In a very similar way, one proves (4) which proves condition (1.2) for ©.

13 Here we are using the fact that B is reflexive.
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In Section 2 we showed that o(L|8B) = D~ and so by using (4), one can
show property (1.4) for D.

By property (1.1) for 9B, the linear functional g — ¢(z) is continuous on B
for all z € D and thus for each z € D, there is a ¢, € B* with

(.3 Wo o = (o) =

1-— S\'LU (B*,B) B

Thus {(1 —X2)~!: 2 € D} C D and so property (1.3) holds for D.
For F € ©*

1
Fa—_> :<F7U¢Z> D*D
< 1—- Xz (9+,D) ( )
= (U"F,¢.)(3,3)
= (U"F)(2)

This shows formula (3). To show that U* is onto B we note that if ¢ € B* with
(6, U*F >3+ )= OVF € D", then (Ug, F' >(p )= OVF € D* which means
that U¢ and hence ¢ are zero. By the Hahn-Banach theorem U* is onto.
Finally, to prove that polynomials are dense in ® we note that by property
(1.1) for B, the span of {¢, : z € D} equals B* and so {(Us,)(\) = (1—-Az)"*:
z € D} spans ©. By Proposition 2.2 this means that polynomials are dense in
D. O

Remark 5.3.

(1) Note that for polynomials p € B and g € © the dual pairing between
B and D is given by

0w = [ 200 1]

™

which is why it is called the “H?2-duality”.

(2) We point out that if in the above construction B* is replaced with an
isomorphic space X, then the corresponding function space ® remains
unchanged (with an equivalent norm).

Definition 5.4. We introduce the following classes of functions which will
be used below as well as in the later sections. Let a > —1 and 1 < p < +o0.

(1) The weighted Bergman spaces

AP = {f € Hol(D) : f € LP((1 — |2])*dA)}.
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(2) The Besov spaces
Xap={h € Hol(D) : h(n+1)(1 _ |Z‘2)nfa e LP((1— |z\2)adA)} see footnote 14
(3) The unweighted Bergman spaces LE = Ab.
(4) The LP-Dirichlet spaces D, = Xy, = {f € Hol(D) : f' € LP}.
Let 1 <p<+oo,a>—1,and 1/p+1/g = 1.

Example 5.5. It is well known [31] that (A2)* ~ X, , via the pairing
: dg
o=t [ 0 L

r—1- [¢|=1 2

Thus in this case, if B = AP, then B* = X, , and Up = p and so © = X, 4. In
a similar way, if B = X, p, then © = AZ.

Example 5.6. One has [10] (L?)* ~ L2 via the pairing
—— dA
o) = [ 7)) =
Thus if B = LP(dA), then B* = LI(dA) and for ¢ € LI(dA), one computes
1 A
o =7 [ o)z
0

and so ® = ULY(dA) = D,.
Example 5.7. Similarly, (D,)* ~ D, ' via the pairing

o= [ 10a0 Gl [ rei@ T = [enete

™

Thus if B = D,,. Then for ¢ € B* =D,

US)(N) = (2¢)'(N)

and hence ® = UD, = LI(dA).

14 (n is a integer with n > a). It is known [31] that that for 1 < p < 4oco the definition
of X4, p is independent of the choice of n > . There is also a description of these functions in
terms of their boundary values on T.

15 This is just a special case of our first example but we point it out here since we will
be using this particular pairing later on in the paper.
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Example 5.8. Let 1 <t < 400 and let i be a measure on D~ such that
P'(p) — Hol(D). We define

D) = U(P0) = {7 ) = [ o) = dute) o € 2o}

with norm
1EN Dty = I9llLs Py

By our results on Cauchy transforms in Section 3, we observe that D(t, u) C H?
for all 0 < p < 1. If p is a radial measure dy = dv|d¢|, and ¢ = 2, then this
construction can be made very concrete. Indeed in this case, one checks that

D(2,p) = { zn:anz" : zn: </01 TQ"dV(r)>

As to be expected, in this case we even have D(2, ) C H? and M,|D(2, ) is a
weighted forward shift operator.

-1
lan|? < +oo.} .

If N is a subspace of ® and M = U*N*, then from Proposition 5.2 we see
that

N € Lat(M,,®D) < M € Lat(L,B).

Recall that N € Lat(M,,®) has index one if dim(N/zN) = 1. The index one
property has also been called the “division property” or “codimension one prop-
erty” and has been studied in [6] [35]. The analog of the next result, stated for
M>|D* instead of L|B, is from [35], Theorem 4.5. However, one can provide an
alternative proof which uses Proposition 2.8. We leave this as an exercise to the
reader.

Proposition 5.9. Suppose N € Lat(M,, D), N # (0), and M = U*N*. If
Z(N) denotes the set of common zeros of the functions in N in D, we conclude
the following:

(1) If ind(N) =1, then o(LIM)ND = {X: A€ Z(N)}.

(2) If ind(N) > 1, then o(LIM) =D".

If B = P'(u), then ® = D(t, ). Also, if B = A%, then © = X, , and thus
applying Theorem 4.6 we have the following corollary:

Corollary 5.10. Let 1 < p, t < 400 and « > —1. If D = D(t,u) or
D =Xy, and N € Lat(M,, D), N # (0), then ind(N) = 1.

We mention that this was shown for D(2,dA) in [37] and for
D(2,(1 — |z)*dA) in [5]. In the case where D(¢,u) is a Banach algebra this
was observed in [13].
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Remark 5.11.

(1) From Corollary 5.10 we see that given a sequence {a,} C D, there is a
M € Lat(L,B) with o(LIM) N D = {a,} if and only if there is a f € ®
such that f=1({0}) = {a.}.

(2) The collection {o(LIM)N D : M € Lat(L,B)} can be quite different for
various spaces B. For example if B = L (dA), then ® = Dy (1/s+1/t =
1) and so for any M € Lat(L, L% (dA)), M # Lt (dA), the spectrum in the
disk must be a Blaschke sequence. However for s > 2, D, is contained
in some Lipschitz class and thus the zeros of a (non-zero) function must
satisfy the condition

/Cl log dist(C, {an}) |dC| > —oo

and in particular cannot accumulate on any set of positive measure
[44]. On the other hand, if ¢ = 2, then the zeros of a Dy function can
accumulate on all of T [15]. As another example, if B = Dy, then
® = L5(dA) and it is well known that the zeros of Bergman space
functions can be quite complicated and need not be Blaschke [26] [27]
[28]. Thus in contrast to the Bergman space, even though oap(L|M)ND
is discrete, it need not be Blaschke.

6. THE BACKWARD SHIFT ON THE BESOV CLASSES

Motivated by the discussion in the previous section, we proceed to investi-
gate the properties of the restriction of L to its invariant subspaces of the Besov
classes X, . As is to expect, the spectral and pseudocontinuation situation is
strikingly different to the one in the weighted Hardy and Bergman spaces. Recall
that for these spaces, we saw that o(L|M) = 0ap(L|M). Let us first record the
following “negative” result concerning the spectrum of an L-invariant subspace.

Proposition 6.1. Given a > —1 and 1 < p < 400, there is an M €
Lat(L, Xo p) such that o(LIM) = D™, oap(LIM) = T, and o,(LIM) = 0.

Proof. Recall from Section 5 the duality between A2 and X, , and so for
any N € Lat(M,, A2) with ind(N) > 1 we have from Proposition 5.9

D™ = o(LINY) D oap (LINT) D do(LINY) = T.

The existence of such invariant subspaces has been proved in [11] [22] [27]. More-
over, by Proposition 2.1 and the identity

1—az

<f, 1_ >:f(a), Vfe Al ,ae D,
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the equality oap(LIN+) = T is equivalent to the fact that N has no common
zeros. An explicit construction of such invariant subspaces can be found in [26]
and [27].

Finally, from Proposition 2.1 0,(LIM) N D = @ and so if { € o,(L|M) N T,
then the function (1 — ¢2)~! would be the corresponding eigenvector. However,
this function does not belong to H' which is a contradiction to the fact that
Xop CH. a

It is a little more delicate problem to illustrate the lack of pseudocontinua-
tions for functions in non-trivial L-invariant subspaces of X, ,. Recall from
Section 4 that for a large class of weighted Bergman spaces, non-cyclic functions
for L have pseudocontinuations to 9%(D,.). This next result shows that this fact
no longer hold in the context of Besov spaces.

Theorem 6.2. Given o > —1 and 1 < p < +oo there is a function f €
Xa,p such that [flr # Xap and f does not have a pseudocontinuation across
any set of positive measure in T.

The function f in the statement of the above theorem will be an element
of the annihilator of a M,-invariant subspace of A% determined by a zero set.
Using either the Ph.D. thesis of S. Walsh [47] or more recent density theorems
of K. Seip [41], one can show that given @ > —1 and 1 < p < 400, there is a
sequence A C D with

IA) ={f € AL : fla=0} #(0)

and such that given any point { € T, there exists a subsequence of A which
converges to ¢ non-tangentially 6.
Using the identity

<f%> = f(a), VfeA%aeD,

az

one shows

M(A) =I(A)*+ = spany, {1 j_ ta € A} .

az

Thus if the sequence A is chosen so that J(A) # 0, then by the results in Section
5, M(A) € Lat(L, X, p) and M(A) # X, . We will show that we can choose
non-zero constants ¢,, so that the function

1(z) = Z 1 —01;_,2
n=1 n

16 Sequences which accumulate non-tangentially at [|d¢|]-a.e. point in T are often called
dominating sequences for H> [14].
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belongs to X, , (hence also to M(A)) and has no pseudocontinuation across any
subset of T of positive measure. This will be done by showing that if f has a
pseudocontinuation across E to a function G € M(D,), then in fact G = f (as
defined by the series above) on D.. But since the poles of f (i.e., 1/a;) and
hence G accumulate non-tangentially to every boundary point, then G cannot
possibly have non-tangential limits [|d(|]-a.e. on E. We should also point out
that by Proposition 5.9

o(LIM(A)ND={a:ac A}

is discrete, but this subspace contains functions that have no pseudocontinuation
across any part of T.

We now begin our construction. For any Dirichlet region 2 C C and z € {2,
let w(z,-,) denote the harmonic measure on 99 evaluated at z. For a point
beD.,and 0 <r <1 let

H(b,r) = {ze De: |[——

denote the pseudo-hyperbolic ball about the point b. One can argue (using the
fact that w(z, E, Q) is the unique harmonic function which is 1 on E and 0 on
OO\E) that

1—bz
- log‘ z—b
(61) (U(Z,aH(b,T), DG\H(b, T) ) = W

Now let b, = 1/a, (tacitly assuming that a, # 0) and choose p,, > 0 so
that

(6.2) H(bn, pn) N H(bm, pm) = @, Vn # m.
(6.3) H(bn.pn) {zb < 2(lbal - 1)}

Now choose r,, < p,, so that

log 1/pn
A4
(64) Z log 1/rn

For a closed set E C T of positive measure, we write T\ F as the disjoint
union of open arcs J,, = (e’®n, e?fn). Letting e denote the midpoint of J,,, we
form the “triangular” shaped region T}, with vertices ', (14 3|J,|)e®, €.
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eian eign eiﬂn eienl eiﬁn/

Notice that for any two T, and T, which share a common vertex (on T),
the angle formed at that vertex is w/2. Moreover, one argues that the set

UE) ={1<|z| <3\JT,

is an open connected subset of DD, whose boundary is a rectifiable curve whose
length is comparable to

67+ Y 2V2|J,| = 67 + V2| T\E| < +o0.

Moreover we also assume (by possibly adding a finite number of points on the
circle to E) that

(6.5) QE) NT=E

(this only changes E by a set of zero measure). Finally note that no component
of Coo\Q(E) reduces to a point and so Q(E) is a Dirichlet region.

One argues using (6.3) the domain Q(FE) does not become disconnected
when we remove any of the H (b, r,) and hence we can define the region

R(E) = QE\| JH(bn,r0) "

Since no component of Coo\R(E) reduces to a point, then R(F) is a Dirichlet
region.

Lemma 6.3. w(z,E,R(E)) >0 for all z € R(E).

Proof. First we note that Q(FE) is a doubly connected region with rectifiable
boundary and hence (for example see [17], p. 302)

(6.6) w(z, E,QE)) >0, zecQE).
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Next we notice that z — w(z, E,Q(E)) is a bounded harmonic function on
Q(FE) with uniquely determined boundary values (a.e. with respect to harmonic
measure) 7 which are 1 on E and zero on (0Q(E))\E and so

67)  w(z B Q(E)) = /w(-,E,Q(E))dw(z,R(E)), > € R(E)
which is bounded above by

(6.8) /E du(z, R(E)) + / dw(z, R(E))

UOH (by,,rn)
< w(z, B, R(E)) + Y _w(z,0H,(by,rn) NOR(E), R(E)).

For fixed n

w(z,0H (b, 1) NOR(E), R(E)) < w(z,0H (b, 7)), De\H (byy, 7))

which by (6.1) goes to zero as |z| — 11. Furthermore for
2 ¢ JH(bn, pn)
we use (6.1) again to get

1og l/pn
w(2,0H (ba, ) NOR(E), R(B)) < {257

which by (6.4) is summable in n. Thus by the dominated convergence theorem,
the second term in (6.8) goes to zero as |z| — 11 (z & H(by, p,) for any n).
Combining this with (6.6) and (6.8) we see that w(z, F, R(E)) > 0 for z near T
and not in H (b, p,) for any n, and hence everywhere in R(E). O

Let w: D — R(E) be an analytic covering map and notice that since R(E)
is a bounded region, then v € H*°(D) and so we can consider the set

u N (B) ={¢e T:|u(¢)| =1}

17 By boundary values, we mean the non-tangential limit values which are well defined
a.e. due to the rectifiability of the boundary of Q(E)
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(where u(¢) denotes the non-tangential limit of w at ¢). Also notice from
Lemma 6.3 that

1
()] = Jim [ i) =t

. /E dw(z0, R(E))
= w(zo, E, R(E)) > 0,

z" ‘Hl(R(E))

where H'(R(E)) denotes the Hardy space on R(E) with norming point zg =
u(0) € R(E) [23], Chapter 2.

Proof of Theorem 6.2. With the set up above, choose non-zero constants
{cn} so that

e’} Cn
(69) f(Z) = 712::1 1— mz € Xoc,P

f is continuous on C\ U H(by, ).

Suppose that f|D has a pseudocontinuation G € (D, ) across some closed set
E C T with |E| > 0. By choosing a closed subset of positive measure, we
can assume that the non-tangential limit of G equals f(¢) for each ( € E. By
construction, f is continuous on E. Thus, by a standard argument (see [32], p.
83 - 84), there will be a closed subset of E of positive measure (also denoted
by E) such that G is continuous on R(F)~ except possibly for a finite number
of poles. Thus, we can choose a polynomial ¢ such that ¢G is continuous on
R(E)~.

Using the continuity of f and ¢G on R(E)~ we see that the function (¢f)ou
and (¢G) o u are bounded analytic functions on D whose non-tangential limits
agree [|d¢|]-a.e. on u~!(E) which has positive measure. Thus (since u is onto)
f =G on R(E) and hence D.. This means that G has poles {1/a,} which by
construction accumulate non-tangentially to every point on T and so G cannot
have a non-tangential limit [|d¢|]-a.e. on E, a contradiction. This completes the
proof of the theorem. O

Remark 6.4.

(1) We comment that Theorem 6.2 is true for a general Banach space of
analytic functions B which satisfy conditions (1.1) through (1.5) along
with the additional condition that

B — X, for some a and p.
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One sees this by choosing (for the appropriate a and p) the sequence
A C D as before and letting

1
stpanB{l_aZ:aeA}.

From Proposition 2.2, X is contained in the closure of the polynomials
in B and so using this along with the continuous imbedding B — X, ,
and the density of polynomials in X, ,, we see that X # B. From
our earlier construction, X has the right properties. Examples of such
spaces include

A"Z{fGHol(D):f(k)EC(ﬁ): 0<k<n}, neN,
Hﬁ:{f:f(k)eHP:ogkgn}’ neN, 1<p<+oo.

(2) Onme can choose the constants ¢, in the construction of the function f
above so that the L-invariant subspace generated by f is in fact equal

to M(A).

7. THE BACKWARD SHIFT ON THE DIRICHLET SPACES

We have seen that not all L-invariant subspaces M of the Dirichlet spaces
Dy, 1 < p < 400 satisty that o(L|M)ND is discrete, because not all M- invariant
subspaces N of the Bergman spaces LY have index one. Since it is an important
and unsolved question to determine which A, invariant subspaces of L have
index one, it becomes interesting to try to determine conditions on an L-invariant
subspace M of D, which will imply that o(L|M) N D is discrete. Despite the
results of the previous section we will see that for certain M € Lat(L,D,,) there
is a connection between the existence of pseudocontinuations of the functions in
M and the existence of ((1 — AL)|M)~1.

Fix 1 < p < 400 and let M € Lat(L,D,), M # (0). The polynomials are
dense in D, hence it follows from Proposition 2.8 that o(L|M) N D is discrete if
and only if for each f € M the meromorphic function

A—alho = (750} /(25.0). Aeb.

z

is independent of ¢ € M+, ¢ # 0. We shall show in this section that if for some
f€Mand ¢ € ML, cx(f, ¢) has a non-tangential limit on a set £ C T, then
ex(f, ¢) must be a pseudocontinuation of f across E. Furthermore, we shall use
this to obtain a condition on M+ which will imply that all functions in M have
a pseudocontinuation across some E C T with |E| > 0, and we shall use our
results in turn to prove a theorem about index one M,-invariant subspaces in
the Bergman spaces.
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We start out by recalling some basic facts about D). Recall that an analytic
function f on D belongs to the Dirichlet space D, if it has finite LP-Dirichlet

integral
1
— = [ ir1raa
™ JD

It is easy to show that D, C H? and so we can norm D, by
£, = 11£1[z + Dp(f)-

Moreover [43], Chapter 5, Section 5 18, the above is equivalent to

A1, + /w| 1 /| . 16— 1w

z—w
and in fact, by a formula of J. Douglas [19], these two quantities are the same
when p = 2.

From Section 5, the dual of D, is D, (where ¢ is the conjugate index to p)
via the pairing

o= [ @@ G [ e aac)

For ( € T and f € HP, it was shown that if

/ flw) —
jwl=1

w— C
for some o € C, then the non-tangential limit of f at ¢ equals a (see [39],
p. 358). Thus, as was done in [39] for p = 2, we may define the LP-“local
Dirichlet integral” of f at ( € T to be
flw) = F(O1°

Dye(f) = /|w|—1 T

For f € H? and g € H? and ¢ € T for which D, ¢(f) and D, (g) are finite,
we can define, via Holder’s inequality, the mixed local Dirichlet integral as

_ (f(w) = F(D)g(w) = g()) |dwl
D¢(f:9) —/w ) PE o

|dz| \dw\
2 2w

P ldwl
27

< 400,

|dw|
or

18 The proof there is for the upper-half plane but can easily be adapted to work for the
disk.
19 The proof cited is for p = 2 but one can easily modify the proof to work for general p.
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Note that when f € D,, g € D,, then D, ¢(f) and D¢(f,g) are L'(T,|d(|)
functions. By the Douglas formula and the polarization identity, we note that
for polynomials

(7.1) (frg) = /<_1f<<>g<<>@ v i 2

2 Jig=1

But since polynomials are dense in D,,, then this formula works for all f € D,
and g € D,,.

Theorem 7.1. Let 1 < p < +oo, M € Lat(L,D,), f € M,g € M+ C
Dy,g # 0. If there exists a set E C T, |E| > 0, such that the meromorphic
function F on D, F(X\) = ex(f,9), has a non-tangential limit on E, then F is
a pseudocontinuation of f across E.

Remark 7.2. F may not be in the Nevanlinna class of D..
In order to prove Theorem 7.1, we need two preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 7.3. Let M € Lat(L,D,), f € M, and g € M+ C D,. Then for
alAeD,

[ (D.(.9) + F(2a()E] — 0.

=12 — A 2m

Proof. Let A € D. Then

f=f) \ |dz]
A z|1Dz< z—=A ,g)g

:)\/z|_1 /|<|_1 zig (f(i:i@x) B f(Cé:i\‘(A)) <§(i:g(<)> %%

_ / / MNf(z) = (C=NfN) = (z=NFfO)+ (==NfN)
l21=1 J|¢|=1 (2= =M=

 (e)=010) 001

L LR
N /M_l . ( /|<|-1 (f(zi _g(c‘)) (g(i _g( )) 'ZS

A )
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Notice that

4. Also notice that

(O ld¢] |d=|
) 2 2w

since the integrand above belongs to

¢
/ZZMU/HJ“E((Q :
- /|<| 1§f(< lzl=1 % = A (

- /|<|_1 /)\\f«() /|Z|_1 1 —Z)\Z ( (Z,Z:g( )) Igljrl ‘;ZS

=0

|dz| [d¢|
2r 2w

since the integrand in the inner integral above belongs to ZH4. Thus

w2 o[ o ()= ApualE

By (2.5) and (7.1)

_ FofO) N\ ldz] F=fO) . lde]
0= )\/|Z|=1 D, <ﬁ,g> o +)\/|Z|=1 ﬁg(z)ﬁ

By (7.2), this reduces to

_ A o) 192l _ 9(2) |dz|
0= [ R (Do sa) x| .

=17~

But notice that
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since the above integrand belongs to ZH49. Thus we have

O/Izl— A (D.(f.g) + f3) 1

1R — A ?
which completes the proof. O

Lemma 7.4. Let M € Lat(L,D,), and let f € M,g € M+ C Dy, g # 0.
Then for [|d(|]-a.e. w € T we have

< i/\ 7g> (ex(f,9) — f(w)) — 0 as A\ — w non-tangentially, |A| > 1.

z

Proof. Let J be the set of points w € T such that D, ., (f), Dgw(g), and
hence D, (f,g) are finite. Note that J has full measure in T and from our
previous discussion, the non-tangential limits of f and g exist for all w € J.

We have to show that for [|d(|]-a.e. w € J

2 , ) — A ,9 ) f(w)— 0, as A\ — w non-tangentially, |\| > 1.
z—A z—A

We substitute 1/ for A, set

and note that for A € D

(125 - 9) =Carov.

<1A—Z§z ’9> - <1_fAZ »g> = H())

since (f, g) = 0. Thus, we must show that for [|d(|]-a.e. w € J,

Moreover

H(\) — (z9)'(N\) f(w) — 0 as A — w non-tangentially.

To prove this, we notice from Lemma 7.3 that

(7.3) H(\) = <1_fAZ ,g>+/||_ A (Dz(f,g)+f§)|dz|

12— A 2
The Poisson kernel Py(z) (A € D, z € T) is equal to
AZ 1

Py(z) = .
N = 1nt o
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Thus, using Lemma 2.1 of [38] and (7.3), we get that for w € J

|d=|
2

HM)/iR@XDAﬁm+fm

Az ) ) d| /
+ /z_l m(f(z) — fw))(g(2) — g(w))—w + F(w)Ag (V).

By Fatou’s theorem, the first term in the above equation goes to D,,(f, g) +
f(w)g(w) for almost all w € J as A approaches w non-tangentially. For the
second term we note that

/||_1 L(f(z) — f(w))(g(z) - (w))@

(1—X2)2 g 2
_ / Az |Z_w|2(f(2) — f(w))(9(2) — g(w)) |dz|
[z]=1 (1_)‘2)2 |sz|2 2m
Because
\z

2
—— - w|* —> -1
(1 —X2)2 | |
as A — w non-tangentially, we can use the dominated convergence theorem to
get that the above converges to —D,,(f, g).

Putting all this together, we get that

(7.4) H(A) = (29) (A) f(w) =0
almost everywhere on T as A — w non-tangentially. O

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Let f, g # 0, and E C T be as in the statement
of the theorem. If F((A) = ex(f, g) converges non-tangentially to F'(w) on E, and
if F(w) # f(w) on some subset A C E with |A| > 0, then by Lemma 7.4, the

analytic function
A
R ) AE De
<z—A g>

would have non-tangential boundary values which are equal to zero [|d(|]-a.e.
on A. By Privalov’s theorem this would imply that ((z — A\)~!, g) = 0 for each
A € D, but this would mean that g = 0, which contradicts the choice of g. [

For a function g € D, we use [g]r- to denote the smallest L*-invariant
subspace of Dj,.
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Corollary 7.5. Let g € D, such that (zg)' has finite non-tangential limits
on some set E C T with |E| > 0. Then every f € M = [g]- has a pseudocon-
tinuation f across E. Furthermore, this pseudocontinuation is given by

0 =aro) =251 0) ) G

In particular, for each X € D, with (zg)'(1/X) #0, f — f(\) defines a bounded
linear functional on M.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 7.4, one verifies that for A € D,

(25 9) = ~Car/m.

Thus, the hypothesis implies that ((z — A)~!,g) remains bounded as A ap-
proaches E non-tangentially, and so by Lemma 7.4 ¢)(f,g) approaches f(w)
non-tangentially [|d(|]-a.e. on E, i.e., cx(f, g) is a pseudocontinuation of f across
E. (I

Notice that an easy calculation shows that if g € D, then for every f €
9]~ and every polynomial p, one has

ex(f.9) = ex(f,p(L7)g)

and hence cy(f, h) is independent of h € [g]r, and so o(L|*[g]r-) N D is discrete
for any non-zero g € D,. We have not been able to show under the hypothesis
of the previous Corollary that o(L | N) N D is discrete for any non-zero N €
Lat(L,D,) with N C *[g]~

Corollary 7.6. Let g,h € D, and set M = =L[glp- N L[h]p-. If
(z9) (N)/(zh) (X) has a finite non-tangential limit on a set E C T,|E| > 0,
then o(LIM) N D is discrete.

gl

Proof. We note that the hypothesis implies that h # 0, and that the con-
clusion is trivial if g = 0. Thus, we assume that g, h # 0. If we let

P={\eD,:(z9)(1/X) =0 or (zh)(1/)\) =0},

then
(zf/(A=2),9) (f/A=2),
(29)'(1/X) (zh)'(1/2)

is meromorphic in D, with possible poles at the points A € P. We shall first
show that for any f € M, cx(f,g) = ex(f, h) for every A € D \P.

ex(fg) — ea(fuh) = h
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We have for [|d(|]-a.e. w € E

< i/\ 79> (ex(fy9) = ea(f, b))

z

GO [ 2\ i) e
S (T v -

Thus, by Lemma 7.4, our hypothesis, and Privalov’s theorem, the meromorphic
function

_ <%g> (ex(fo9) — f(w)) —

<%g> (ex(f,9) = ex(/, 1)

equals zero in D, and this implies cx(f, g) = ex(f, k) for all A € D\ P. We note
that M+ = [g]z- V [h]z-. Thus, by Proposition 2.8 and the above, in order to
show that o(L|M) N D is discrete it suffices to show that

C)\(fap(L*)g + q(L*)h) = C)\(fa g) = C)\(fa h)

for all A € D,\P and all polynomials p and ¢. This is a straightforward calcul-
ation. 0

The H?-duality, Proposition 5.9 (with B = D, and ® = L), and the
previous Corollary immediately imply the following result.

Corollary 7.7. Let 1 < q < 400, and let G, H € L% such that G/H has a
finite non-tangential limit on a set E C T, |E| > 0, then ind[G, H] = 1.
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