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Abstract. We study projected composition operators Kφ with quasiconformal
symbols φ on weighted Bergman spaces on the open unit disc D. If the symbol
were conformal, i.e. a Möbius transform of D, the corresponding composition
operator would be automatically invertible at least in standard weighted spaces.
We show that the invertibility remains, if the Beltrami coefficient is small enough,
in particular, it satisfies a certain vanishing condition at the boundary of the disc.
We also consider the invertibility of Kφ for symbols φ which are conformal in an
annulus {R < |z| < 1}. The weight classes in our considerations include both
standard and exponentially decreasing weights.

1. Introduction

The set of conformal mappings φ from the the unit disk D of the complex plane C
onto itself is very restricted, as it only consists of Möbius-transforms. Among many
consequences of this fact we remark that it often makes the study of the invert-
ibility of analytic composition operators in spaces of analytic functions on D quite
uninteresting, although the question of the invertibility is in general most important
for a given linear operator. However, a long time ago it has been observed that, in
many other questions and phenomena in mathematical analysis, the analyticity of
φ can be relaxed and especially replaced by quasiconformality, yet the mapping still
has many important properties similar to those of conformal mappings; see [1], [18],
[28].

In the Bergman space A2 of square integrable analytic functions f : D → C, a
composition operator Cφ : f 7→ f◦φ with a quasiconformal symbol would, in general,
map f outside the space, but this can be adjusted most naturally by composing Cφ
with the Bergman projection P : L2 → A2. This leads to the definition of the
projected composition operator Kφ = PCφ. In view of the fact that the set of
quasiconformal self-maps of the disc D is much richer than the set of conformal
mappings (which induce invertible composition operators), we are naturally led to
study the invertibility of operators Kφ with quasiconformal φ and, in particular, to
derive sufficient conditions for the invertibility. This is the purpose of the present
paper.

In Theorem 3.1 we will prove the invertibility of projected composition opera-
tors Kφ for quasiconformal φ with small enough Beltrami coefficients in weighted
Bergman L2-spaces. A function φ : D → D is quasiconformal, if it is an orientation-
preserving homeomorphism, which belongs to the Sobolev space W 1,2 of functions
whose first-order distributional derivatives belong to L2 and if it is a weak solution

Key words and phrases. Bergman projection, standard weight, doubling weight, large Bergman
space, projected composition operator, ∂̄-operator, Wirtinger derivative, quasiconformal mapping,
invertibility.
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of the Beltrami equation

∂̄f(z) = µ(z)∂f(z), z ∈ D,(1.1)

for some Lebesgue measurable function µ with supz∈D |µ(z)| < 1, called the Beltrami
coefficient. Here, ∂ = ∂/∂z and ∂̄ = ∂/∂z̄ are the Wirtinger derivatives; see the
end of this section for related terminology. Apparently, all conformal mappings
satisfy (1.1), as they are solutions of the homogeneous ∂̄-equation. The magnitude
of the Beltrami coefficient gives a measure for the distance of a quasiconformal
φ to analyticity. Accordingly, the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 include smallness
requirements for µ, see (3.2)–(3.5). Another invertibility result for operators Kφ in
weighted Lp-spaces is contained in Proposition 4.1. Here, the symbol φ : D → D
is assumed to be conformal in an annulus AR = {R < |z| < 1} for a large enough
R ∈ (0, 1), and the proof is based on a different perturbation argument.

We refer to [18] for an introduction to the topic of quasiconformal mappings.
We will study the above mentioned questions in the setting of Bergman spaces

with weighted Lp-norms, 1 < p <∞. Here, a weight ω : D → (0,∞) is a continuous
function which is radial (ω(z) = ω(|z|) for z ∈ D) and satisfies limr→1− ω(r) = 0. The
classes of weights under consideration contain standard and exponentially decreasing
weights, and they will be discussed in detail in the next section. Given 1 < p < ∞
and a weight ω, we denote by Lpω the Lp-space with respect to the measure ωdA,
where dA is the normalized Lebesgue area measure on D, i.e. dA = π−1rdrdθ, and
write

∥f∥pp,ω :=

∫
D

|f(z)|pω(z)dA(z).

The weighted Bergman space Apω is the closed subspace of Lpω consisting of analytic
functions. Our considerations also contain the case with no weight, i.e. ω = 1 on D,
in which case we denote the spaces and the norm by Lp, Ap and ∥ · ∥p, respectively.
As for linear operators in these Banach spaces, we denote by Pω the orthogonal

projection from L2
ω onto A2

ω. In the sequel, we will consider situations with two
weights ω and ν, which may or may not be the same, such that Pω is a bounded
projection from Lpν onto Apν . Given a map φ : D → D and a weight ω, we define the
projected composition operator

Kω,φf = PωCφ = Pω(f ◦ φ),

where Cφ : f 7→ f ◦ φ is a composition operator. We also write Kφ = Kω,φ, if the
weight is clear from the context.

Projected composition operators were probably first studied in the setting of ana-
lytic function spaces in the paper [22] by S. Pattanyak, C. Mohapatra and A. Mishra.
Their boundedness properties have been considered for example by R. Rochberg [26]
in Hardy spaces and by C. Zhao [29] and Ž. Čučković [8] in Bergman spaces. Also,
the reader is probably aware of the fact that there exists a vast literature on the
properties of analytic composition operators, that is, on operators with analytic φ.
A review of that field of research is outside the scope of this article. Finally, it
should be mentioned that composition operators with quasiconformal symbols act-
ing in Sobolev spaces have been investigated in many papers, see for example [5],
[19], [25]. However, due to the different nature of Sobolev and Bergman spaces, the
interesting questions and methods in the mentioned papers are quite different from
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the present study. The recent paper [10] treats the boundedness of the operator Cφ
from the Bergman space into L2, however, only in the unweighted case.
As for the contents of his paper, the main results on the invertibility of projected

composition operators are presented in Theorem 3.1 and also Proposition 4.1. Sec-
tion 2 also contains the preliminary material like the definitions of the weight classes,
a simple construction of a left inverse for the ∂̄-operator in a subspace of Lpω (Propo-
sition 2.6), and some remarks on the boundedness of composition operators with
non-analytic symbols. In Section 5 we present a related example of a non-invertible
projected composition operator with a quasiconformal symbol.

We will use standard notation, see for example [30]. All function spaces are
defined on the domain D, unless otherwise indicated. Moreover, ∆ denotes the
Laplace operator in the real coordinates of the plane. If z = x + iy ∈ C, the
Wirtinger derivatives are defined as ∂ = ∂/∂z = (∂/∂x− i∂/∂y)/2 and ∂̄ = ∂/∂z =
(∂/∂x + i∂/∂y)/2. If φ ∈ W 1,2 is a homeomorphism of D onto itself, we denote by
Jφ its Jacobian determinant (in the real planar coordinates).

If f and g are real valued, positive expressions depending for example on a pa-
rameter x, the expression f(x) ≍ g(x) means that there is constant C > 0 such that
C−1f(x) ≤ g(x) ≤ Cf(x) for all x.

2. Preliminaries on weight classes and the ∂̄-equation in weighted
Lp-spaces

We present in this section the definitions of the weight classes and some basic
results related with them and then proceed to a simple construction of a left inverse
of the ∂̄-operator in weighted Lp-spaces. Our weight classes contain both standard
(1◦, below) and exponentially decreasing (3◦) weights. Also, upper doubling weights
(2◦, below) will be mentioned in some relevant preliminary results, although we will
not formulate the main invertibility results for them.

As mentioned, by a weight in general we mean a continuous, radial function
ω : D → (0,∞) with limit 0 at the boundary of D.

Definition 2.1. 1◦. A weight ω is standard, if ω(z) = (1− |z|2)α for some α ≥ 0.
In particular, the unweighted or constant weight case corresponds to α = 0.

2◦. A weight ω is upper doubling and belongs to the class D̂, if the weight ω̂(z) =∫ 1

|z| ω(s)ds satisfies ω̂(r) ≤ Cω̂(1+r
2
), for some constant C > 0 and for all r ∈ (0, 1).

See [2], Section 4 and [23]. Note that all standard weights belong to D̂.

3◦. A weight ω belongs to the class WA, if it is of the form

ω(z) = e−2ϕ(z), z ∈ D,(2.1)

for some subharmonic, twice continuously differentiable function ϕ, which satisfies

(∆ϕ(z))−1/2 ≍ τ(z) for some continuously differentiable, radial and positive function
τ with the following properties:
(i) limr→1− τ(r) = 0 and limr→1− τ

′(r) = 0;
(ii) there is a constant C > 0 such that τ(r)(1− r)−C increases for r close to 1, or
τ ′(r) log (τ(r)) → 0 as r → 1;
(iii) there holds

φ(r) =
∂φ(r)

∂r
≍ 1

R(r)
, r ∈ (0, 1),(2.2)
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where

(2.3) R(r) =
τ(r)2

1− r
, r ∈ (0, 1).

with a radial extension R(z) := R(|z|) for z ∈ D. (Note that R tends to 0 at the
boundary of D.)

There holds D̂ ∩ WA = ∅. The weight class WA was introduced in [4] in the
study of pointwise estimates for the Bergman kernel in large Bergman spaces. The
prototype of the weights in WA is the exponential type weight

(2.4) ωa,b(z) = exp

(
−b

(1− |z|2)a

)
, b, a > 0.

The class WA is contained in a slightly larger class W , which together with other
related classes of rapidly decreasing weights appear in the study of various operators
on Apω, such as Bergman projections [16], Hankel [12, 17], integration [7, 9, 20, 21]
and Toeplitz operators [3, 27] and others.

Given a weight ω and 1 < p <∞, we define the weight

(2.5) νp =

{
ω, if ω ∈ D̂,
ωp/2, if ω ∈ WA.

With a small abuse of notation, we denote by Lpν and Apν the Lp- and Bergman
spaces with respect to the measure νp dA. The need of such a notation is explained
in the following result, which clarifies the question on the boundedness of Bergman

projections in relation with our weight classes. If ω ∈ D̂, the result is proved in [23],
Theorem 7, and if ω ∈ WA, it follows from Theorem 4.1 of [16], since our class WA
is contained in the class W0 of the citation.

Lemma 2.2. Assume ω ∈ D̂ ∪WA and 1 < p <∞. Then, the Bergman projection
Pω is a bounded operator from Lpν onto Apν for all p ∈ (1,∞).

We denote by dP = dP (p, ω) the norm of Pω in Lpν .
Let us next recall a Littlewood-Paley-type inequality, which will be needed later.

Lemma 2.3. Assume ω is a standard weight or belongs to WA, and let us define
for all z ∈ D

(2.6) ρ2(z) =

{
(1− |z|2)2, if ω is standard,
R2(|z|), if ω ∈ WA.

There exists a constant dLP = dLP (p, ω) > 0 such that the inequality∫
D

|f ′|2ρ2ω dA ≤ d2LP∥f∥22,ν(2.7)

holds for all f ∈ A2
ω.

For a standard ω this claim is well-known, see for example the remark after the
proof of Theorem 4.28 in [30]; see also [23], Theorem 5, for a more general result.
If ω ∈ WA, (2.7) follows from Theorem 5.1.(i) of [4]: one takes p = q = 2, n = 1
and the unweighted Lebesgue measure dA for the Borel measure µ. Then, in the
notation of [4], µ(Dδ)(z) ≍ τ 2(z) for z ∈ D, and the claim follows from the citation.
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Given p, ω and νp as in (2.5), we define the subspaceH ⊂ Lpν to consist of functions
g such that the expression

∥g∥pH =

∫
D

|g|pνp dA+

∫
D

|∂̄g|pνp dA(2.8)

is finite, where ∂̄g denotes the weak derivative. Then, the space H endowed with
the norm ∥ · ∥H is a Banach space.
We will need the following simple observations.

Lemma 2.4. Let 1 < p ≤ 2 and assume that ω is a standard weight or belongs to
the class WA. The operator ∂̄ is a bounded surjection H → Lpν.

Proof. Assume first ω ∈ WA. Then, the function ϕ in (2.1) is subharmonic, and
the case p = 2 in Lemma 2.4 follows from Hörmander’s solution of the ∂̄ problem,
see [14]: for every f ∈ L2

ν = L2
ω there exists u ∈ L2

ω with ∂̄u = f . (Another reference
is Theorem 4.2.1 in [15], where the weight factors 1 + |z|2 in the inequality (4.2.8)′

do not matter, since the domain X = D is bounded.) By definition, u belongs to
the space H. If 1 < p < 2, the function φ/p is still subharmonic, and one can argue
in the same way, by using the result of [11] instead of [14], see also Theorem 1 in [6].

If ω(z) = (1 − |z|2)α is a standard weight with α ≥ 0, the above argument still
applies, since ω = e−2ϕ with the subharmonic function ϕ(z) = −α log(1 − |z|2)/2.
The unweighted case α = 0 is not excluded. □

Lemma 2.5. Let p ∈ (1, 2] and assume ω is a standard weight or belongs to WA.
Then, the Bergman space Apν is a closed subspace of the Banach space H, and Pω
is a bounded projection operator from H onto Apν. The space H has a direct sum
decomposition H = Apν⊕Y with the closed subspace (complement of Apν) Y = Qω(H),
where Qω := I − Pω.

Proof. Since ∂̄f = 0 for all f ∈ Apν , we note that Apν ⊂ H and the norm ∥ · ∥H
coincides with the norm of Lpν in this subspace. We infer that Apν is complete, when
endowed with the norm of H, and thus a closed subspace. Moreover, the Bergman
projection Pω is a bounded operator from H onto Apν , since by Lemma 2.2,

∥Pωf∥H = ∥Pωf∥p,ν ≤ dP∥f∥p,ν ≤ dP∥f∥H(2.9)

for all f ∈ H. That Pω is a projection onto Apν follows trivially from its mapping
properties in Lpν .

The remaining statements belong to elementary functional analysis. □

The following result on the left inverse of the ∂̄-operator is known, but we give a
proof for the sake of the completeness of the presentation. Indeed, this one variable
version is sufficient for our purposes, and its proof is simpler than those for higher
dimensional domains, see for example the review in Notes for Chapter V in [24].

Proposition 2.6. Assume p ∈ (1, 2] and that ω is a standard weight or belongs to
WA. There exists a bounded linear operator M : Lpν → Lpν such that M∂̄f = Qωf
for all f ∈ H and hence

M∂̄f = f for all f ∈ Y = Qω(H) ⊂ H ⊂ Lpν .(2.10)

We denote by dM = dM(p, ω) the operator norm of M in the space Lpω.
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Proof. We consider ∂̄ as a bounded, surjective operator H → Lpν , see Lemma 2.4.
There holds ker ∂̄∩Y = Apν ∩Y = {0} ⊂ H, hence, by the open mapping theorem, ∂̄
is an isomorphism from Y onto Lpν , and in particular it is bounded from below. Let
us denote M = (∂̄)−1 : L2

ν → Y ⊂ H. Then, the operator M∂̄ is the identity on Y
and its kernel coincides with Apν . Thus, M∂̄ is the projection onto Y corresponding
to the direct sum decomposition H = Apν ⊕ Y , i.e. M∂̄ = Qω.

Note that since M is bounded as an operator Lpν → Y ⊂ H, it is also bounded
Lpν → Lpν . □

At the end of this section we briefly review the boundedness properties of compo-
sition operators; boundedness of Cφ will be needed in the proof of the invertibility
results. Due to the non-analyticity of the symbols and the generality of our weight
classes, known results on the boundedness of analytic composition operators do not
suffice for our purposes. A sufficient condition for the boundedness of Cφ is given
in the following observation. Recall that Jφ denotes the Jacobian.

Proposition 2.7. Let p ∈ (1,∞) and ω ∈ D̂ ∪ WA. Assume φ : D → D is a
homeomorphism such that φ ∈ W 1,2 and φ−1 =: ψ ∈ W 1,2 and such that, for some
constants b2 ≥ b1 > 0,

b1ω ◦ φ(z)|Jφ(z)| ≤ ω(z) ≤ b2ω ◦ φ(z)|Jφ(z)|(2.11)

for all z ∈ D. Then, the composition operators Cφ and Cψ are bounded as mappings
from Lpω into Lpω.

For the operator Cφ, this follows by a simple change of variable, which is justified
for example by Lemma 5.12 of [18]:

∥f ◦ φ∥pp,ω =

∫
D

|f ◦ φ|pωdA ≤ b2

∫
D

|f ◦ φ|pω ◦ φ|Jφ|dA = b2

∫
D

|f |pωdA.

The operator Cψ can be treated in the same way, since the second inequality in
(2.11) for ψ follows from the first inequality of (2.11) for φ. Also, cf. [13], Section
2.

We finally mention the following characterization of the boundedness of Cφ, when
considered as a mapping from the weighted Bergman space into the corresponding

Lp-space. First, if 1 < p < ∞ and ω ∈ D̂ ∪WA are given, we recall that a positive
measure dm on D is called a Carleson measure for the space Apω, if there exists a
constant C > 0 such that ∫

D

|f |pdm ≤ C

∫
D

|f |pωdA

for all f ∈ Apω. Moreover, if φ : D → D is Lebesgue measurable, we define the
corresponding pull-back measure Vφ = Vφ(p, ω) by setting

Vφ(E) =

∫
φ−1(E)

ωdA

for all Lebesgue measurable sets E ⊂ D. We leave it to the reader to verify that the
proof of Proposition 1 of [8] can be generalized to show the next statement.
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Proposition 2.8. Assume that p ∈ (1,∞), ω ∈ D̂ ∪ WA and that φ : D → D is
Lebesgue measurable. Then, the composition operator Cφ is bounded Apω → Lpω, if
and only if the pull-back measure Vφ(p, ω) is Carleson for the space Apω.

3. Invertibility of Kφ in the Hilbert space case

In this section we formulate and prove the main invertibility result for projected
composition operators with quasiconformal symbols φ. In the case of analytic com-
position operators, it is quite obvious that a Möbius-transform φ would generate an
invertible operator with inverse Cψ, where ψ = φ−1, if the weight in the underly-
ing space is standard or at least doubling. Theorem 3.1 generalizes this result for
quasiconformal symbols with small enough Beltrami coefficients.

Recall that if p and ω are given, dM denotes the operator norm of the operator
M : L2

ω → L2
ω, (2.10), and that the constant dLP was defined in (2.7). In addition,

for a homeomorphism φ : D → D with inverse ψ = φ−1, we denote by dφ = dφ(p, ω)
and dψ = dψ(p, ω) the operator norms of Cφ : L2

ω → L2
ω and Cψ : L2

ω → L2
ω,

respectively, if the operators are bounded. Also, µ stands for the Beltrami coefficient
of a quasiconformal mapping φ, i.e., there holds

∂̄φ = µ∂φ.(3.1)

Theorem 3.1. Let φ : D → D be a quasiconformal mapping with inverse ψ = φ−1

such that |µ(z)| ≤ 1/2 for all z ∈ D and such that the composition operators Cφ and

Cψ are bounded L2
ω → L2

ω, and let the constant δ ∈ (0, 1/
√
2) be arbitrary.

(i) If ω is a standard weight ω(z) = (1− |z|2)α, α ≥ 0, and the Beltrami coefficient
satisfies for all z ∈ D,

|µ(z)| < γψ
(1− |φ(z)|2)1+α/2

(1− |z|2)α/2
with the constant γψ =

δ

dLPdMdψ
,(3.2)

and

|µ(z)| < γφ
(1− |ψ(z)|2)2+α

(1− |z|2)α
with the constant γφ =

δ

dLPdMdφ
,(3.3)

then the projected composition operator Kφ = Kω,φ : A2
ω → A2

ω is invertible.
(ii) If ω ∈ WA and for all z ∈ D there holds

|µ(z)| < γψ
τ(φ(z))2ω(φ(z))1/2

(1− |φ(z)|)ω(z)1/2
for all z ∈ D,(3.4)

and

|µ(z)| < γφ
τ(ψ(z))2ω(ψ(z))1/2

(1− |ψ(z)|)ω(z)1/2
for all z ∈ D,(3.5)

then the projected composition operator Kφ = Kω,φ : A2
ω → A2

ω is invertible.

Proof. We prove both cases (i) and (ii) simultaneously. Given f ∈ A2
ω, we start

by showing that f ◦φ belongs to the space H defined in (2.8). First, the assumptions
of the theorem yield

∥f ◦ φ∥22,ω ≤ d2φ∥f∥22,ω(3.6)
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To treat the derivative term in (2.8), we use the relation ∂̄(f ◦φ) = (∂f ◦φ)∂̄φ and
(3.1), and calculate as follows:

∥∂̄(f ◦ φ)∥22,ω =

∫
D

|∂f ◦ φ|2 |∂̄φ|2ωdA

=

∫
D

|∂f ◦ φ|2
(
− 2µ2|∂̄φ|2 + (1 + 2µ2)|∂̄φ|2

)
ωdA

=

∫
D

|∂f ◦ φ|2
(
− 2µ2|∂̄φ|2 + (1 + 2µ2)µ2|∂φ|2

)
ωdA

=

∫
D

|∂f ◦ φ|2
(
− 2µ2|∂̄φ|2 + 2µ2|∂φ|2 + µ2(2µ2 − 1)|∂φ|2

)
ωdA.(3.7)

Recall that the Jacobian Jφ of the function φ : D → D, when understood as a
coordinate transform for real area integrals, equals

Jφ = |∂φ|2 − |∂̄φ|2,(3.8)

see for example [1], formula (9) on p. 4, or [18], p. 80. Moreover, it follows from
(2.3) and (2.6) that both (3.2) and (3.4) can be written as the inequality

µ(z)2ω(z) ≤ γ2ψρ2(φ(z))ω(φ(z)), z ∈ D.(3.9)

Hence, we can use (3.8) and 2µ2 − 1 ≤ 0 and (2.7) to infer that (3.7) is bounded by∫
D

|∂f ◦ φ|2 2µ2
(
− |∂̄φ|2 + |∂φ|2

)
ωdA ≤

∫
D

|∂f ◦ φ|2|Jφ|2µ2ωdA

≤ 2γ2ψ

∫
D

|∂f ◦ φ|2ρ2 ◦ φω ◦ φ|Jφ|dA ≤ 2γ2ψ

∫
D

|∂f |2ρ2 ω(z)dA

≤ 2γ2ψ

∫
D

|f ′|2ρ2 ωdA ≤ 2γ2ψd
2
LP∥f∥22,ω.(3.10)

So, combining (3.7)–(3.10) yields

∥∂̄(f ◦ φ)∥22,ω ≤ 2γ2ψd
2
LP∥f∥22,ω,(3.11)

and together with (3.6) this proves that f ◦ φ ∈ H. Now, we can use Proposition
2.6 to obtain

∥Cφf −Kφf∥22,ω = ∥(Pω − I)Cφf∥22,ω = ∥Qω(f ◦ φ)∥22,ω
= ∥M∂̄(f ◦ φ)∥22,ω ≤ d2M∥∂̄(f ◦ φ)∥22,ω(3.12)

This and (3.11) yields us

∥Cφf −Kφf∥22,ω ≤ 2γ2ψd
2
LPd

2
M∥f∥2,ω.(3.13)

Since the inverse of a quasiconformal mapping is quasiconformal with the same
Beltrami coefficient ([18], Theorem 6.3), we also obtain by using (3.3), (3.5) instead
of (3.2), (3.4),

∥Cψf −Kψf∥22,ω = ∥Cψf −Kω,ψf∥22,ω ≤ 2γ2φd
2
LPd

2
M∥f∥2,ω.(3.14)

for all f ∈ A2
ω, by the same calculation as in (3.6)–(3.13).
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Assume now that f ∈ A2
ω is arbitrary. We have KψCφf = Pω(f ◦φ◦ψ) = Pωf = f

due to the analyticity of f . Hence,

f −KψKφf = Kψ(Cφ −Kφ)f.(3.15)

Here, we estimate using (3.13) and the choice of the constant γψ in (3.14),

∥(I −KψKφ)f∥2,ω = ∥Kψ

(
Cφ −Kφ

)
f∥2,ω ≤ dψ∥(Cφ −Kφ)f∥2,ω ≤

√
2δ∥f∥2,ω.

which, in view of the choice δ < 1/
√
2 and the Neumann series, means that the

operator KψKφ is invertible. In the same way, interchanging the roles of φ and ψ
in (3.15) and using (3.13), one proves that KφKψ is invertible. We conclude that
Kψ(KφKψ)

−1 is the bounded inverse of Kφ:

Kφ

(
Kψ(KφKψ)

−1
)
= I and

(
Kψ(KφKψ)

−1
)
Kφ

= Kψ(KφKψ)
−1KφKψKφ(KψKφ)

−1 = KψKφ(KψKφ)
−1 = I. □(3.16)

We refer to Proposition 2.7 for a sufficient condition for the boundedness of the
composition operators, cf. the assumptions of the theorem. As it is obvious from
the proof, it would be enough to assume that Cφ is bounded as an operator from
the closed span of A2

ω ∪ Cψ(A2
ω) to L

2
ω and similarly for the operator Cψ.

4. On the invertibility of Kφ in weighted Lp-spaces

In this section we present another approach to the invertibility of projected com-
position operators, which also works in weighted Bergman spaces which are not
necessarily Hilbert. Instead of Möbius mappings, the idea is to consider functions
φ : D → D which only map the annulus AR = D \ DR, where R ∈ (0, 1) and
DR = {z ∈ D : |z| ≤ R}, conformally onto a neighborhood of ∂D.

Recall that a slightly less standard form of the Riemann mapping theorem states
that any doubly connected domain Ω can be conformally mapped onto an annulus
of the form AR, where the number R is uniquely determined by Ω. Assume that the
outer boundary component of Ω consists of the unit circle and the inner boundary
component of a quite arbitrary, smooth closed curve contained in D. Denoting such
a conformal map by ψ : Ω → AR, its inverse can be taken for φ. Obviously, the class
of such mappings φ is infinitely richer than the pure Möbius maps. In addition, we
will assume in the next that φ has an extension as a quasiconformal mapping on D.

For the formulation of the result, let us define some parameters. We fix β∞ > 0
such that

max{|f(z)|, |f ′(z)|} ≤ β∞∥f∥p,ω(4.1)

for all |z| ≤ 1/2, f ∈ Apω. As well-known, the existence of such a constant follows
from the Cauchy integral formula. Given a quasiconformal φ : D → D with inverse
ψ = φ−1, we denote

βφ := max
{
1, esssup

z∈D1/2

|∇φ(z)|, esssup
z∈D1/2

|∇ψ(z)|
}
.(4.2)

We will assume that the operators Cφ and Cψ are bounded Lpν → Lpν and denote the
operator norms by dφ and dψ. Recall that dM = dM(p, ω) stands for the norm of
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the operator M of Proposition 2.6 and dP = dP (p, ω) for the norm of the Bergman
projection Pω : Lpν → Apν , see Lemma 2.2. Finally, we let

δ = min
{ 1

2βφ
,

1

π1/2β
1+p/2
φ

(
β∞dPdM max(dφ, dψ)

)p/2} ≤ 1

2
.(4.3)

The result reads as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let p ∈ (1, 2] and let ω be standard weight or belong to WA.
Let φ be a quasiconformal mapping from D onto itself with φ(0) = 0 such that the
composition operators Cφ and Cψ, ψ = φ−1, are bounded Lpω → Lpω and such that
βφ < ∞. If the mapping φ is conformal on AR for some R ∈ (0, δ), then operator
Kφ = Kφ,ω : Apν → Apν is invertible.

Proof. We denote S = inf{|φ(z)| : |z| ≤ R} and note that due to the assumption
φ(0) = 0, (4.2) and the mean value theorem, S ≤ βφR < βφδ ≤ 1/2.

Given f ∈ Lpν , we follow (3.15) and write

f −KφKψf = Kφ

(
Cψ −Kψ)f(4.4)

and

f −KψKφf = Kψ

(
Cφ −Kφ

)
f(4.5)

and next show that the norms of these two expressions are at most C∥f∥p,ω for a
constant C > 0 smaller than one, which implies the claimed invertibility of Kφ in
the same way as at the end of the proof of Theorem 3.1.

In order to use Proposition 2.6, let us next show that f ◦ ψ ∈ H. Since the
composition operator is assumed to be bounded in Lpν , there holds f ◦ ψ ∈ Lpν . In
addition, we have ∂̄(f ◦ ψ) = (∂f ◦ ψ)∂̄ψ and

∥∂̄(f ◦ ψ)∥pp,ω =

∫
φ(AR)

|∂f ◦ ψ|p |∂̄ψ|pωdA+

∫
φ(DR)

|∂f ◦ ψ|p |∂̄ψ|pωdA

= 0 +

∫
φ(DR)

|∂f ◦ ψ|p |∂̄ψ|pωdA.(4.6)

By R,S < 1/2, (4.1), (4.2), this expression is bounded by

max
z∈D1/2

|f ′(z)|p
∫
DS

|∇ψ|pωdA ≤ πS2βp∞β
p
φ∥f∥pp,ω,(4.7)

This implies that ∂̄(f ◦ ψ) ∈ Lpν and thus f ◦ ψ ∈ H. Hence, Proposition 2.6 and
(4.6)–(4.7) yield the estimate

∥Cψf −Kψf∥pp,ω = ∥(Pω − I)Cψf∥pp,ω = ∥Qω(f ◦ ψ)∥pp,ω
= ∥M∂̄(f ◦ ψ)∥pp,ω ≤ dpM∥∂̄(f ◦ ψ)∥pp,ω ≤ πS2βp∞β

p
φd

p
M∥f∥pp,ω.(4.8)

We obtain

∥Kφ

(
Cψ −Kψ

)
f∥p,ω ≤ (πS2)1/pdPdφdMβ∞βφ∥f∥pp,ω.(4.9)

Since S < βφδ, the coefficient on the right is strictly smaller than

δ2/pπ1/pβ1+2/p
φ β∞dPdφdM ≤ 1,(4.10)

due to the choice of δ in (4.3). Thus, from (4.4), (4.9)–(4.10) we get that KφKψ is
invertible.
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The expression (4.5) can be estimated similarly to (4.6)–(4.9) with obvious changes,
e.g., replacing the integration domains in (4.6) by AR and DR. This yields the bound

∥Kψ

(
Cφf −Kφ

)
f∥p,ω ≤ (πR2)1/pdPdMdψβ∞βφ∥f∥pp,ω =: C∥f∥p,ω,

and as above, we deduce that also KψKφ is invertible. This completes the proof.
□

5. Examples

In the next examples we consider projected composition operators in the simplest
case of the standard unweighted Bergman-Hilbert space A2.

Example 5.1. Let us define the mapping φ on D as

φ(z) = φ(reiθ) = reiθ+ib(r) = zeib(r)(5.1)

where b : [0, 1) → R is a continuously differentiable function. We denote b′(r) =
db(r)/dr and claim that if

|b′(r)| ≤ C(1− r2), where C = min(1, γψ, γφ).(5.2)

then φ is quasiconformal and satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 and Tφ :
A2 → A2 is thus invertible. Here, γψ and γφ are as in (3.2), (3.3).

We calculate

∂φ(z) = ∂(zeib(r)) = eib(r) + izeib(r)∂b(r) = eib(r)
(
1 +

i

2
rb′(r)

)
,

∂̄φ(z) = z∂̄eib(r) =
iz2

2r
b′(r)eib(r)(5.3)

This yields

|µ(z)| = |∂̄φ(z)|
|∂φ(z)|

=
r|b′(r)|

2|1 + 1
2
rb′(r)|

≤ Cr(1− r2)

2|1− Cr(1− r2)/2|
.(5.4)

Here, we proceed with the bounds r(1− r2) ≤ 2/(3
√

3) ≈ 0.3849 and C ≤ 1, which
show that (5.4) is not larger than

Cr(1− r2)

2(1− 1/(3
√
3))

≤ C

2
(1− r2)

3
√
3

3
√
3− 1

<
1

2
min(1, γψ, γφ)(1− r2)

3
√
3

2
√
3
=

3

4
min(1, γψ, γφ)(1− r2).(5.5)

This shows that φ is quasiconformal. Now, there holds |φ(z)| = |z| and, by the choice
of the space, α = 0 so that the right-hand side of (3.2) reduces to γψ(1−|z|2). Thus,
(5.4)–(5.5) imply that (3.2) holds. Also, since |ψ(z)| = |φ−1(z)| = |ze−ib(r)| = |z|,
condition (3.3) is satisfied as well, due to (5.5). We conclude that (5.2) is sufficient
for the invertibility of Tφ.

Example 5.2. Let a ∈ (0,∞) and R ∈ (0, 1) and let us define

(5.6) φ(z) =

{
R1−az|z|a−1, if |z| ≤ R,
z for R < |z| < 1.

Then, φ is weakly differentiable and belongs to the Sobolev spaceW 1,2. According to
Example 10.1.(2) in [18], φ is quasiconformal, since its Beltrami coefficient satisfies
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|µ(z)| = (a−1)/(a+1) for |z| ≤ R and, obviously, µ(z) = 0 for |z| > R. By a direct
calculation,

(5.7) ψ(z) := φ−1(z) =

{
R1−1/az|z|1/a−1, if |z| ≤ R,
z for R < |z| < 1.

We claim that if

a <
1 + min(γψ, γφ)(1−R2)

1−min(γψ, γφ)(1−R2)
(5.8)

then Tφ is invertible. Since φ is analytic in {|z| > R}, it suffices to prove (3.2), (3.3)
for |z| ≤ R. Now, (5.8) implies

|µ(z)| = a− 1

a+ 1
< min(γψ, γφ)(1−R2),(5.9)

and, in view of the facts |φ(z)|2 = R2−2a|z|2a and |ψ(z)|2 = R2−2/a|z|2/a, the expres-
sion on the right is not larger than

γψ(1− |φ(z)|2) or γφ(1− |ψ(z)|2)(5.10)

for |z| ≤ R. We thus obtain (3.2), (3.3) from (5.9).

Example 5.3. Let us complement the above considerations by presenting an ex-
ample of a non-invertible projected composition operator in A2 such that the symbol
is quasiconformal on D and equal to the identity on an annulus AR. For simplicity,
we start by introducing a symbol which is not quasiconformal, namely, we choose
R = (3/7)1/4 ≈ 0.8091 and define

(5.11) φ̃(z) =

{
z, if |z| > R,
−Reiθ for z = reiθ with r ≤ R.

This can also be written as

φ̃(reiθ) = b̃(r)eiθ+iã(r), reiθ ∈ D,(5.12)

where

(5.13) ã(r) =

{
π, if r ∈ [0, R],
0 if r ∈ [R, 1)]

and b̃(r) =

{
R, if r ∈ [0, R],
r if r ∈ [R, 1)]

Apparently, the restriction of φ̃ onto AR is conformal. However, the operator Kφ̃

is not invertible in A2, since it maps the function f(z) = z into 0. To see this, we
calculate

PCφ̃f(z) =
1

π

1∫
0

2π∫
0

b̃(r)eiθ+iã(r)

(1− zre−iθ)2
rdθdr

=
1

π

1∫
0

2π∫
0

∞∑
n=0

(n+ 1)znb̃(r)rn+1eiθ(1−n)dθeia(r)dr = 4z

1∫
0

b̃(r)r2eia(r)dr.(5.14)

The expression (5.14) vanishes, since it is 4z times

R∫
0

b̃(r)r2eiã(r)dr +

1∫
R

b̃(r)r2eiã(r)dr
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= −R
R∫

0

r2dr + 2

1∫
R

r3dr′ = 2
(
− R4

3
+

1−R4

4

)
= 0(5.15)

due to the choice of R.
The rest of the example consists of a technical modification of the above symbol

φ̃ so as to make it quasiconformal while still preserving the non-injectivity of the
corresponding projected composition operator. This can be achieved by defining (cf.
(5.12)–(5.13))

φ(reiθ) = b(r)eiθ+ia(r), reiθ ∈ D,(5.16)

where the smooth functions a : [0, 1) → [0, π] and b : [0, 1) → [0, 1] (modifications of

ã and b̃) will be chosen such that φ becomes a diffeomorphism of D onto itself. Then,
the quasiconformality of φ follows from [18], Example 1.1.5., since φ is analytic in
a neighborhood of ∂D. The details will require some efforts.

To define a, we let R = (3/7)1/4 ≈ 0.8091 be as above and set R′ = 9/10. Then,
we consider arbitrary parameters δa ∈ (0, 1/20) and δ ∈ (0, 1/20) and set

(5.17) a(r) =


π, if r ∈ [0, R],
a1(r), if r ∈ [R,R + δ],
0, if r ∈ [R + δ, R′],
a2(r), if r ∈ [R′, R′ + δa],
0 if r ∈ [R′ + δa, 1)].

To choose the function a1, we first take a C∞-function â1 : R → [0, π] such that
â1(r) = π for r ≤ 0 and â1(r) = 0 for r ≥ 1 and such that it decreases monotonically
on the subinterval (0, 1). We set a1(r) = â1((r − R)/δ)). Then, a1 becomes a
monotonically decreasing C∞-function with a1(R) = π and a1(R + δ) = 0.
As for the function a2, we first choose a C∞-function â2 : R → [−1, 0] with

â2(−1) = â2(1) = 0, â2(0) = −1 and â2(r) = 0 for |r| ≥ 1 such that it decreases
monotonically on the subinterval (−1, 0) and increases monotonically on the subin-
terval (0, 1). Then, we define a2 by scaling: we set

a2(r) = â2

(2(r −R′)

δa
− 1

)
.

Consequently, a2 : [R
′, R′+δ] → (−∞, 0] is a C∞-function decreasing monotonically

from the value â(R′) = 0 to the value â(R′ + δa/2) = −1 and then increasing
monotonically to the value â(R′ + δa) = 0, and the values of a2 are negative on
(R′, R′ + δa). It is also clear that with these definitions, the function a in (5.17)
becomes C∞-smooth.
We choose b such that

(5.18) b(r) =

{
b1(r), if r ∈ [0, R],
r, if r ∈ [R, 1].

where b1 : [0, R] → [0, 1] is a smooth, increasing function such that b1(0) = 0 and
b1(R) = R; we will fix b1 later.
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In the same way as in (5.14) we see that PCφf(z) = 4z
1∫
0

b(r)reia(r)dr, where

1∫
0

b(r)r2eia(r)dr =

1∫
0

b(r)r2 cos(a(r))dr + i

1∫
0

b(r)r2 sin(a(r))dr

=

1∫
0

b(r)r2 cos(a(r))dr + i

R′+δa∫
R

r3 sin(a(r))dr =: IRe(δa, δ) + iIIm(δa, δ),

due to the choice of the functions a and b.
We now note that for every sufficiently small ϵ > 0, we can choose δa ∈ (0, ϵ) and

δ ∈ (0, ϵ) such that IIm(δa, δ) = 0 (∗). This follows from the observation that

IIm(δa, δ) =

R+δ∫
R

r3 sin(a(r))dr +

R′+δa∫
R′

r3 sin(a(r))dr =: J1(δ) + J2(δa),(5.19)

where, due to the choice of the function a1 by scaling with respect to δ, the func-
tion δ 7→ J1(δ) is continuous and positive on the interval (0, 1/20) and satisfies
limδ→0 J1(δ) = 0. Similarly, the function δa 7→ J2(δa) is continuous and negative
on the interval (0, 1/20) and has the property limδa→0 J2(δa) = 0. This implies the
claim about the choice (∗).

In order to choose b1, we consider another parameter δb ∈ (0, 1/10) and, first, a

piecewise linear, monotonely increasing function b̂ such that b̂(r) = r for 0 ≤ r <

δb/2, b̂(δb) = R − δb and b̂(r) = r for r ≥ R. It is not difficult to see that, using a
suitable C∞ mollifier (e.g. Φδb/10, see the remark after the proof) and defining b1 as

the convolution of the mollifier and b̂, the function

δb 7→ −
R∫

0

b1(r)r
2dr =: K1(δb)

is continuous on the interval (0, 1/10) and that

lim
δb→0

K1(δb) = −
R∫

0

Rr2dr = B1.

(Note also that b : [0, 1) → [0, 1) becomes an invertible C∞-function.) We also have
K1(δb) > B1 for all δb ∈ (0, 1/10). In particular, there exists ϵ0 > 0 such that for all
ϵ′ ∈ (0, ϵ0) we can find δb such that

K1(δb)−B1 = ϵ′.(5.20)

As the last step we note that, for any choice of the function a(r) as above, we
have

K2(δa, δ) :=

1∫
R

b(r)r2 cos(a(r))dr =

1∫
R

r3 cos(a(r))dr <

1∫
R

r3dr = B2.

and, due to the definition of a, the difference

B2 −K2(δa, δ)
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can be made arbitrarily small, if δa and δ are small enough. Accordingly, we finally
fix δa, δ such that IIm(δa, δ) = 0 (see (∗)) and such that B2 − K2(δ, δa) < ϵ0. We
then choose δb such that (5.20) holds with ϵ′ = B2 −K2(δa, δ). This yields

IRe(δa, δ) =

1∫
0

b(r)r2 cos(a(r))dr = K1(δb) +K2(δa, δ) = B1 + ϵ′ +B2 − ϵ′ = 0,

by (5.15). This shows that PCφf = 0 and thus Kφ is not invertible.
We finally remark that φ is a diffeomorphism and thus quasiconformal, since its

inverse is the smooth function reiθ 7→ b−1(r)eiθ−ia(b
−1(r)). Note that φ(z) = z in a

neighborhood of 0, by the choice of the functions a and b. □

The standard mollifier Φα, 0 < α ≤ 1, is defined as Φα(x) = Φ(x/α)/α, where
Φ(x) = C exp(−1/(1− x2)) for |x| < 1 and Φ(x) = 0 for |x| ≥ 1 and the normaliza-
tion factor C > 0 makes the integral of J equal one.
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16 SÖNMEZ AND TASKINEN

[17] Z. Hu and J. Pau, Hankel operators on exponential Bergman spaces. Sci. China Math. 65,
421–442 (2022).

[18] P. Koskela, Lectures on quasiconformal and quasisymmetric mappings, University of Jyväskylä
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