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TRANSFER OPERATORS ACTING ON ZYGMUND FUNCTIONS

VIVIANE BALADI, YUNPING JIANG, AND OSCAR E. LANFORD III

ABSTRACT. We obtain a formula for the essential spectral radius pess of
transfer-type operators associated with families of C1*¢ diffeomorphisms of
the line and Zygmund, or Holder, weights acting on Banach spaces of Zyg-
mund (respectively Holder) functions. In the uniformly contracting case the
essential spectral radius is strictly smaller than the spectral radius when the
weights are positive.

1. INTRODUCTION

During the last decade, a generalised theory of Fredholm determinants has been
obtained using tools from statistical mechanics, often in a dynamical setting. Typ-
ically, one considers

e a transformation f, with finitely or countably many inverse branches, of a

metric space M to itself,
e a weight g: M — C;
and one defines the associated transfer operator

fw)=z

acting on a Banach space of functions ¢ : M — C. Transfer operators are use-
ful in the study of “interesting” invariant measures for f. They sometimes arise
in a surprising fashion: It has been proved that the period-doubling renormal-
ization spectrum is exactly the spectrum of a suitably defined transfer operator
(see e.g. Jiang-Morita-Sullivan [6]). Transfer operators are usually bounded but
non-compact; however, it has been possible in many cases to compute an upper
bound, or even an exact value for the essential spectral radius pess of L. This is
the first step towards a generalised Fredholm theory. The second step is to in-
troduce a generalised Fredholm determinant, which is often closely connected to
weighted dynamical zeta functions (see Section 5). One then shows under suitable
assumptions that the determinant is an analytic function in a subset of the complex
plane, or that the zeta function is meromorphic in some domain, where its zeroes
(respectively poles) describe exactly the spectrum of £ outside of a disc of radius
T 2 Pess-
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This program has been successfully carried out in an Axiom A framework with
various degrees of smoothness (Holder, analytic, differentiable: see Parry-Pollicott
[12]; and Rugh [18] for more recent developments), for families of contractions
on finite dimensional manifolds and C**® smoothness, 0 < k < w, 0 < a < 1
(Ruelle [15, 16], Fried [4]). In dimension one, one may consider test functions of
bounded variation (see Ruelle [17] and references therein, Baladi-Ruelle [1]), and
under Markov-type assumptions also C* Banach spaces (Collet-Isola [2]).

One Banach space which had not yet been investigated in this context is the space
Z(I) of Zygmund functions on an interval or circle I (see Section 2 for definitions).
The space Z(I), which has been much used in dynamical systems in recent years,
notably in Sullivan’s analysis of renormalisation (Sullivan [19]), is interesting not
only because A' C Z C A% for all 0 < a < 1, where A® denotes the space
of a-Hoélder functions (A! = Lip(I)) but also because it arises in the study of
quasiconformal mappings and Teichmiiller theory, as we explain now.

Let I denote the circle R/Z, and choose three points p; < py < p3 in I. A
homeomorphism h of I fixing p; for i = 1, 2, and 3 is called quasisymmetric if

h(z + ) — h(2)
h = su
hlles = S h@) = h(z 1)

Let T be the set of all orientation preserving quasisymmetric homeomorphisms of 1
which fix p; for i = 1, 2, 3, endowed with the distance d(h1, ha) = log ||h1 0 hy*||4s-
The set T with distance d is a model for universal Teichmiiller space (see Lehto
[9]). For a fixed quasisymmetric homeomorphism hg in T, the right composition
Rp,(h) = hohg acting on T is a continuous map, and sends a neighborhood of the
identity to a neighborhood of hy. This makes T into a homogeneous space. It is
also known that T is a complex manifold (see Gardiner [5], Lehto [9]). Thus T" has
a tangent space at the identity, which is also the tangent space at any point hg.
This tangent space is a Banach space of continuous vector fields ¢(z)d/dx defined
on I, and, when factored by the two-dimensional subspace of affine functions, can
be identified with Z(I), the Zygmund function space (Reimann [14]). Therefore a
transfer operator £ acting on Z(I) can be viewed as acting on the tangent space
of universal Teichmiiller space. It is hoped that the knowledge of the spectral
properties of such operators may be applied to the study of Teichmiiller theory.
An especially interesting case is when L is the tangent map DR to some nonlinear
operator R acting on universal Teichmiiller space.

In this paper, we carry out the first step towards a generalised Fredholm de-
terminant theory on Zygmund spaces: We obtain an exact formula (Theorem 1)
for the essential spectral radius of transfer operators £ acting on Z(I), or A% for
0 < a <1 (the A“ case was treated by Lanford [8]), and under additional as-
sumptions a strict inequality between the essential spectral and the spectral radii.
Section 2 contains definitions and results on the essential spectral radius. To obtain
the essential spectral radius, we prove an upper bound in Section 3, and a lower
bound in Section 4 (our method to get the lower bound differs from the one used
by Pollicott [13] and Collet-Isola [2], but is similar to the one applied by Keller [7]).
Section 5 contains results on the spectral radius and two conjectures on the second
part of the program mentioned above.

V.B. and Y.J. are grateful to J. Dodziuk and F. Gardiner for very useful remarks.
O.E.L. thanks A. Davies for suggesting the approach used in the proof of the lower
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bound. Y.J. is grateful to FIM/ETH Zirich for its kind hospitality and support
during an invitation which made the present work possible.

2. DEFINITIONS AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Throughout, I denotes a compact interval (minor modifications yield results for
I =R/Z), and C > 0 a generic constant (in particular we admit identities such as
C=20).

Zygmund functions. The Zygmund space Z on I (Zygmund [20]) is the complex
vector space of continuous (or, equivalently, locally bounded) functions ¢ : I — C
such that
Z(p)= sup |Z(p,z,t)| < o0,
t>0mtter
where Z (¢, z,t) = (p(z +t) + p(x —t) — 2¢p(x))/t. The vector space Z becomes a
Banach space when endowed with the norm ||¢||z = max(sup; ||, Z(¢)).
For 0 < a < 1, let A* denote the space of a-Hélder functions, i.e. functions
@ : I — C satisfying
|30|oz = sup |QO(ZIJ) 7¢(y)| < 00.
styel T —yl®
In particular, A' is the space of Lipschitz functions. Each A® is a Banach space
for the norm ||¢||o = max(sup; |¢|, |¢]a); Z% A® for 0 < a < 1; and Alg Z. (For
a proof of the second assertion, see e.g. de Melo-van Strien [10, p. 293]; for an
example showing that A! # Z, see the remark following the proof of Lemma 1.)
We shall also consider the Banach space B of bounded functions on I endowed with
the supremum norm.

Note that the norms ||¢||z, = max(sup; |¢|, Z(¢), |¢|a) for 0 < o < 1on Z are
all equivalent with the norm || - [|z. (Indeed, for each 0 < o < 1 the space Z is a
Banach space for the norm || - || z,o; the open mapping theorem may then be applied
to the identity maps (Z, || ||z.«) — (Z,]| - ||z).) In other words, for each 0 < a < 1,
there is a constant K = K («) such that

lpla < K(a) (sup ol + Z(¢)), Vo€ Z.

The following key lemma may be proved by direct computation:

Zygmund derivation of a product. For all p,¢ in Z(I), x € I, and t > 0,

Z(p,x,t) = o(2) Z(Y, 2, 1) + (x) Z(p, 2, 1)

(2.1) +t-Ap ()AL (Y, 2, t) +t- A (0,1, ) A_(p, 2,t),

where Ay (v, x,t) = (v(x +t) —v(x))/t and A_(v,z,t) = (v(z) — v(x —t))/t.
The following result is also useful (the constant 1/2 is not optimal):

Skewed Zygmund bound. Forallpec Z, z,yecl, 0 <t <1,

(1 =t)p(z) + to(y) — (1 —t)z +ty)| < =Z(p)|z —yl.

1
2
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Proof of the skewed Zygmund bound. Fix x and y. There is nothing to prove if
Z(p) = 0. Otherwise, by subtracting off an affine function, making an affine change
of variables, and multiplying by a constant, we can reduce to the case xt =0, y =1,
©(0) = (1) =0, Z(p) = 4. We then have

1 1
Se(u) + Se(v) — <P(§U + 5“) < lu—vf,
and we want to prove that |p(t)| < 2 for 0 < ¢ < 1. By continuity, it is enough to
prove the desired bound for ¢ a dyadic rational. We will construct recursively an
increasing sequence of bounds 7, such that [¢(t)| < v, for ¢ of the form ;.
We start with y; = 1. For the induction step, it is evidently enough to consider

241 1§ 1j+1
T ontl T 929n ' 9 on

By the induction hypothesis, p(g) < 7, and @(lenl) < vn; by the Zygmund

condition

j+1 1
on )) < on’

o(

o)~ (50() + 5

2 2”
Hence, the bound holds inductively if we set v,,11 = v + 2%, and, since lim,, o 7
= 2, the assertion follows. O

The transfer operator. The basic data entering into the definition of the transfer
operator are a dynamical system and a weight. Let Z be a finite or countable set
and 0 < § < 1. The dynamical system here is a family of C'*¢ diffeomorphisms,
fi: I — J;, for i € Z, where the intervals J; C I have disjoint interiors. We assume
further that sup; || f{|ls < oo, in particular A := 1/sup, , | f{(x)| > 0.

The weight is a family of functions g; : I — C, ¢ € Z. Such a family g; is called
summably bounded if sup *|g| = Y, sup|g;| < oo.

A summably bounded family is called summably A® if g% = 3, |gila < oo for
some 0 < a < 1; it is called summably Zygmund if Z(g)* =3, Z(g;) < oo.

Define formally the transfer operator £ associated with the families f; and g;,
and acting on functions ¢ : I — C, by

(2.2) Lo(x) = gi(@)o(fi(x)) -

i€l

A typical example is when the f; are the finitely many inverse branches of a piece-
wise expanding, piecewise surjective interval map f, or the finitely many inverse
branches of a one-dimensional hyperbolic repeller, and g; = | f/|.

The following lemma is a “warm-up”:

Lemma 1. The linear operator L is bounded when acting on B (respectively A%,
for any 0 < a < 1) if the family g; is summably bounded (respectively summably A*)
and 6 > 0; the operator L is bounded when acting on Z if the family is summably
Zygmund and 6 > 0.

Proof of Lemma 1. It follows immediately from the definitions that

sup L] < sup |l > sup [gi| < sup”g] sup [¢].
€T
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To bound the a-Holder seminorm, we use |z — y| > Al f;z — fiy| for all i and get

|22 9i(@)e(fix) — gi(y)e(fiy)|

|‘C§0|a = Ssup —
z,yel lz -yl
(2.3) . Sugz l9:(@) (o (fia >so<]|f;y>_>|y . o) (9:(x) — 9:(w))]

2
< sup gl 212+ JgZoup ol

For the Zygmund bound, we first note that for each x € I and t > 0 with
x £t eI, the Zygmund derivation formula yields for any 0 < a < 1:

’ ﬁgp,mt’—zz (o fi),x,t)
(2.4) i€l

2
< sup “|g|sup| Z(p o fi, z,1)| + Z7(9) sup o] + 12 g1 alla -

Defining 0 < |t;| < t/A for each i € T by fi(z +t) = fi(z) + t;, we observe that,
since 6 > 0, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for all i, and all z € I, ¢t > 0 with
zttel,

iz —t) = (filz) — t)| = |[(fi(z + 1) = fi(2)) = (filx) = filz — 1))
= |fl(x+u)t — fl(x —v)t] < |f]|s2°¢1T0 < Ct'HE,

(2.5)

where we used 0 < u+ v < 2t and sup, | f/|s < co. For each i € Z, we decompose

(26) Z(po fisw,0) = 220, fla) ) -

t
Clearly,
1
(2.7) suplIi| < +2(p).
i€T
Now, using (2.5), we get for all ¢ with II; # 0:
lp(fi(x ) t) —p(filz )| _
2. IL,| < C <C .
( 8) | | = |f7,(1') fz(x — t)|1/(1+§) |30|1/(1+6)

To finish, put (2.4) and (2.6)—(2.8) together, observing that for any (1 + §)~1 <
o < 1 there is a constant K (a) with |¢]1/146) < |¢la < K(a)]l¢llz, and |g|5 <
K(a)Z*(g).

O

Remark. We would like to point out that the transfer operator £ acting on Z may
be unbounded if § = 0 (even for constant weights). Indeed, it is well known that
there exist Zygmund functions ¢ and C' diffeomorphisms f such that ¢ o f is
not Zygmund. For example, let I = [—¢, €] be a small neighbourhood of 0, let
o(z) = wlog|r| on I, and let f : I — f(I) C I be a C! diffeomorphism with
f(0)=0, f/(x) =1forx <0and f'(x) =1—1//|log(x)| for z > 0 (in particular,
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there is a constant C' > 0 with C < f’(z) < 1 on I). To check that ¢ o f is not
Zygmund, we first show, by straightforward computation, that

Z(po f,0,t) = <@—1) log(t)—&—@log@, fort > 0.

The second term on the right goes to zero as t — 07; the first, on the other hand,
is unbounded since

( )\/—_ M/\/@ . —1 when t — 0.

The essential spectral radius of the transfer operator. For each n > 1 and
ig € I, 1 < £ < n, introduce the maps fr(n) = fi, o---o fi,, and the weights

0 (@) = gin (fin s i (@) -+ 9 (fir (x)) 9 <x>. Note that for all n > 1

ez

Our main result is:

Theorem 1.
1. Assume that the family g; is summably Zygmund and that 6 > 0. The essential
spectral radius pess(L) of the operator L acting on Z is equal to

1/n
pess(£) = lim [sup S g @) £ <x>|]

n—oo
Term

(in particular, the limit on the right exists).
2. If the family g; is summably A for some 0 < o < 1, the essential spectral
radius pess(L) of the operator L acting on A% is equal to

1/n

pess(L£) = lim [sup S 198 @) £ ()

n—00
ez

The proof of Theorem 1 is based on the following result of Nussbaum [11], which
holds for any bounded linear operator £ on a Banach space:

pess(L) = lim (inf{[|£" — K| | K compact })*/™ .
Indeed, using the above equality and the expression of L™ as a sum over Z™, the
theorem will be an immediate consequence of the two following lemmas:
Lemma 2 (Upper bound). There is a universal constant C > 0 so that, for any
family f; with 6 > 0 and summably Zygmund g;,
inf{||£—Kllz | K:Z— Z compact } < C-sup Y |gs(x)| | f{ ()|
el ez

and for any family f; with 6 > 0 and summably A® weights g;

inf{||£ — K|la | £ : A* — A® compact } < C - supz lgi ()] | f1(z)]*

zEI



TRANSFER OPERATORS ACTING ON ZYGMUND FUNCTIONS 1605

Lemma 3 (Lower bound). For any family f; with 6 > 0 and summably Zygmund
9is
(| £~ Kll7 | K: 2 — 2 compact } > sup’ S |gi(a)||£1(2)].

el jer

For any family f; with 6 > 0 and summably A® weights g;,

inf{||£ — K|lo | £: A* — A% compact } > supz lgi ()] | f1(z)]*.
v€lict

The essential spectral radius of restrictions of linear operators. If the
family g¢; is summably Zygmund and § > 0, it follows from Theorem 1 that the
essential spectral radius of £ acting on Z(I) is the limit of its essential spectral
radii on A% as o — 1. Moreover, if the family g; is summably Lipschitz, £ has
the same essential spectral radius when acting on A or Z. Although this is hardly
surprising, we believe that part 1 of Theorem 1 cannot be easily deduced from part
2, i.e., that the Zygmund result cannot be deduced immediately from the A%, 0 <
a < 1, results: The essential spectrum of a bounded operator contains its residual
spectrum, which can be very badly behaved under restriction (see e.g. Dowson [3]).
In this respect, we recall the very well known example of the shift operator acting on
the Hilbert space (2 = {(zx)kez | 1 € C, Y |zk]? < 0o} by (T(Z)); = xj_1, whose
spectrum is the unit circle, but which has the property that the spectrum of its
restriction to the closed invariant space of sequences {(xy)rez € £? | 2z =0,k < 0}
fills the whole unit disc.

It can happen that the essential spectral radius decreases when one lets £ act on
the bigger spaces A* for a < 1 instead of Z. A simple example can be constructed
as follows: We take I = [0, 1] and the index set Z to have one member 1. We then
take for f; an analytic diffeomorphism I — I satisfying fi’ < 0, and having exactly
two fixed points 0 and 1, with f](0) > 1 and f{(1) < 1. If g1 is analytic and satisfies
91(0) =1and 0 < gy(x) <1 for all x € I, then Theorem 1 yields that the essential
spectral radius of £ acting on Z or Al is f{(0) > 1, but shrinks to f](0)® when £
acts on A for 0 < a < 1. If sup |f/| <1 for all ¢, this shrinking phenomenon is of
course not possible.

3. THE UPPER BOUND

To prove the upper bound we consider an explicit sequence of compact projec-
tions. Assuming that I = [0,1] to fix ideas, define for integers n > 1

(n) _J .
1 == =0,...
(3 ) TJ n7 j 07 7n7

and let P be the compact operator of piecewise affine interpolation at the ),

J
(Le., P is the unique function which is affine on each interval [T](f)l, T;n)] and

which agrees with ¢ at the points TJ(”).) We write Q™ = 1— P(") where 1 denotes
the identity operator. For simplicity, we often drop the superscript (n). We will
use the compact operators K = K = £ — QM £Q™.
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For each fixed n > 1, it will be convenient to use the auxiliary seminorms

lpl() = sup sup M, forop e A(I),0<a <1,
(3.2) 0<j<n—1 7;<e<y<T;ji1 lz —yl*
7 ZM(p) = sup sup |Z(p,x,t)|, for ¢ € Z(I).
0<j<n-2 zel

t>0:x£t€[T),7j42]

Obviously, |go|&n) < |¢la and ZM(p) < Z(p). We summarize properties of the
operators Q™ and the seminorms | - (M and ARQIGE

Sublemma 4. Foranyn>1and 0 < a < 1:
1. sup Q| < 2sup |p| and sup|Q | < (2n)~|Q™M |5, for each ¢ € A
2. Q|8 < 20plY” and [QM plo < 2/QM IS, for each p € A,
3. Z(QMy) <42 (p), for each ¢ € Z.

Proof of Sublemma 4. Clearly, sup |Py| < sup |p|, which yields the first bound by
the definition of (). The other claim is immediate too, since Q)¢ vanishes at the 7;
and any point x is within distance at most 1/(2n) of some 7.

To prove the first bound for the a-Holder seminorm it suffices to control P.
Consider a pair of points < y belonging to the same interval [r;_q,7;]. Then

(Po(y) — Po(x))/(y — z) = (¢(7j) — ¢(7j-1))/(Tj — Tj—1). Therefore

|Po(y) = Po(x)| _ le(m) —o(m-)l [ ly—=| N7 _
(3.3) = <|Tj—7j1|> <lela”

ly — x| |75 — Tj—1]®

To prove the second bound, write ¢ = Q¢ and consider < y. If there is some j
with 7;,_1 <2 <y < 75, then we have by definition [¢(y) — ¢(z)| < |w|g‘”)|y — x|*.
Otherwise, there are j and k such that 7j_; <z <73 < 741 <y < 7. Then, since
Y(7;) =0 = 9(7K—1), we have

[V(y) — ()] < [(y) — Y(me—1)| + [(75) — ()]
< |1/)|Exn)(|y — Tr—1|* + |15 — x|a)
< 20|y — x|

To prove the claim on the Zygmund seminorm, we first show that
(3.4) Z2M(PMe) < 20 (g).

Since both P(™ and Z(™ can be built a pair of successive intervals at a time, it is
enough to consider the case n = 2, in which case we can write simply Z rather than
Z™) . By an affine change of variable, we can assume that the working interval is
[—1,1], and, by subtracting a linear function from ¢, then multiplying by an overall
constant, we can assume that o(—1) = ¢(1) = 1 and ¢(0) = 0 or ¢(0) = 1, i.e.,
PMo(x) = |z| or P™p(z) = 0. Tt suffices to consider the case ¢(0) = 0. Then,
on the one hand,

Z(p) Z [e(1) + (=1) = 2¢(0)] = 2,
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and, on the other hand, for ¢ > 0,

< |Jc+tt|—|x| B |m|—|tm—t| <1 (-1 =2

so that Z(|.|) = 2, proving (3.4).

We now show that Z(Q™ ) < 42 (p). Recall that Z(Q™ ) is defined as the
supremum of |Z(Q™ ¢, x,t)| over an appropriate set of pairs z, t; Z(™(Q™ ) as
the supremum of the same quantity over the set of pairs such that z 4 ¢ lie in the
union of some pair of successive subintervals. By (3.4), this latter supremum can
be majorized by Z™ (PMy) + Z(M(p) < 2Z™)(p), so the asserted bound holds
when z + ¢ lie in the union of a pair of successive intervals.

If, on the other hand, x +¢ do not lie in the union of two successive subintervals,
then |¢| must be > 1/2n. By the skewed Zygmund bound and the fact that Q™ (y)
vanishes at the division points,

1 1
Q™ () (s)] < §Z(”)(<p)ﬁ for all relevant s,

So we can estimate

1 1 1
2@,z 1)l < 4- 520(0) - 17 <4Z(p),
n

using [t| > 1/(2n). Thus, the asserted bound also holds when x + ¢ do not lie in
the union of two successive subintervals. O
For each fixed n > 1 and each 0 < a < 1, we define
B = sup sup Y lgi(@)] £y

0SjSn—1gyelr™ (™5

For 0 < a < 1, and large enough n, B&n) is arbitrarily close to

SupZIQZ ) iz

xzel icT

The next sublemma shows the usefulness of the seminorms | - | , ZM():
Sublemma 5. If g; is summably A* for 0 < a < 1, then for each n > 1 and
p e A”

LIS < lgla sup [l + 557 ola

If g; is summably Zygmund and 6 > 0, there are constants K > 0 and ¢ > 0,
depending only on the families f; and g;, such that for anyn > 1, and ¢ € Z,

n K
70" (L) < Ksup ol + (8" + ) Z(p).

€
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Proof of Sublemma 5. We first prove the bound on the A% seminorm by refining
(2.3). Let ¢ € A% and 7,1 < 2 < y < 7;. Then there are points z; € [z, y] with

ILo(y) z)| < Z(Igz (@) (i) + lgi(@)] l(fi(y)) — w(fi(x))l)

i€Z

< |9l sup [l [ = y|* + D lgi (@) |elal fiy) — file)|®

1€L

= (12w lol + X ol £ ol ) o - o1

i€Z

< (|g|§sup|so| +B&”)I<p|a)|w e

as claimed.
To prove the Zygmund bound, we fix 0 < o < 1 and consider x, x £ ¢ in some
[T;zn), TJ( +2)] We first rewrite (2.4) more carefully:
(3.5)
2 [1\°
2(80.2.0)] < X o) 20 o)+ Z5@) s el + 5 (3 ) 1o sl
€L

where 0 < € < § is such that 1 — o+ € < 1, and we used ¢t < 1/n. To bound the
first term in the right-hand side of (3.5), we may use the decomposition (2.6) of
Z(po fi, z,t) into I; +1I;. Then, by definition of the ¢;, there are points z; € [z, x+t]
so that

(36) I; :f;(zz)Z((Pvfz(x)vtl)

Using again t < 1/n, we may rewrite (2.8) as

(3.7) 11| < c< ) ol -

Setting & = (1 +¢€)/(1 + 6) < 1, the bounds (3.5)—(3.7) yield a constant C' > 0,
depending only on the f;, with

ZM (Le) < Z%(g) sup || + B Z()

1\° 2 5 =
+ (ﬁ) (E 9|54%+CSUP |9|)|<P|%,

To finish the proof, we proceed as in Lemma 1 to bound the A® seminorms. O

Proof of Lemma 2. Tt suffices to show that there is a universal constant C' > 0 so
that for each n > 1

lim sup [|Q™ LQ™ ||, <CSUPZ|91 ) fi ()|

nee &l jer

when the g; are summably A® and § > 0, and

limsup QM LQE™|z < Csup Y |gi(x)| | /()]

nee &l jer
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when the g; are summably Zygmund and 6 > 0.
Applying Sublemma 4, we get for each ¢ € A% n > 1:

sup [Q™ LQM | < C'sup [LQM™ | < CD supg;| sup [Q™ ]
€L
[Pla

(2n)*
Applying again Sublemma 4, and also Sublemma 5, we get for any ¢ € A%, n > 1:

QM LQM gl < CILRQM | < C - (IgI} sup |Q ™| + BLV1Q™ ¢a)

?la .
_CKMQQW+%”%J

Finally, with Sublemmas 4 and 5, we obtain for each ¢ € Z(I), 0 < a < 1, and
n>1:

< Csup2|g|

Z(QPM LM p) < 02 (LQPM )

< C(Ksup|QPM¢| + (8™ + E)Z(Q@”)so))

o K
<C- (ﬁ|‘ﬁ|a + (5; ) 4 E)Z(QD)) )

where C' > 0 is universal and K > 0, ¢ > 0 depend on the f; and g; (but not on
n). O

4. THE LOWER BOUND

The idea for the argument yielding the lower bound on the Banach spaces A“
(0 < a <1) is originally due to A. Davies (Lanford [8]). The Zygmund case can be
treated similarly, as will be shown now.

Proof of Lemma 3. To prove the Zygmund claim, we introduce the continuous

function
=> lgi(@)| |f](x)

i€Z

Writing 31 = sup,¢; 41(z), the first assertion of Lemma 3 is that the infimum of
|£ — K||z for K compact is not less than 3;. Fix ¢ > 0 small. We may assume
that Z is finite, since otherwise replacement of Z by a large finite subset of Z in the
definition of 1 (x) yields a supremum arbitrarily close to 3;. The strategy is now
to construct an infinite-dimensional subspace x. C Z(I) (with, in fact, x. C Al)
such that ||Lo||z > (81 — €)||¢l|z for each ¢ € x..

Then, if K is a compact operator on Z(I), there is a function ¢ € y. with
ll¢llz = 1 and such that |||z < €, and hence such that ||(£ —K)p|z > (81 — 2¢).
Therefore the norm of £ — K cannot be less than 8; — 3e.

The construction of these subspaces goes as follows: We take a point z,, where
B1(rs) = (1 and choose—with some care—a sequence 1, o, ... of distinct points
in I converging to x~.. We then construct a sequence of functions 1, t¥9,... in
A(I) such that
(P1) [Ja1y1 + --- + antn||z = max;{|a;|} for any N > 1 and complex numbers

ai,...,anx—in particular |||z =1 for every j;
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(P2) limsup, o |Z(Ly;, z5,1)| = Br(x;) — b as j — oo;
(P3) L1); vanishes on a neighbourhood of x, for all j # ¢.

From (PQ) and (P3) we get ||£(a11ﬁ1 +--- —|—aNz/)N)||Z > maxlgjgN{ﬁl(xjﬂaﬂ},
and hence, using (P1), we get for any ¢ in the linear span of ¢, ¥gi1, - -

1£¢llz = mf {B1(x;)}lellz -
JZ

Thus, we can take x. to be the closed linear span of the ;’s with j > k for any
sufficiently large k = k(e). The problem is therefore reduced to constructing (z;),
(1;) so that (P1), (P2) and (P3) hold.

We first specify how to choose the x;’s. For z, as defined above, we choose
inductively a sequence of x;’s converging to, but distinct from, z.,, assuming fur-
thermore that the f;(x;), for i € Z and j > 1, are distinct from each other and from
the fi(zs). Suppose 1, ..., z} have been chosen so that the f;(x;) for 1 < j <k
are distinct from each other and from the f;(7.). We then choose a point zj
near enough to T, so that each f;(x} ) is nearer to its one or two neighbours in
the set of {fr(2so)} than any previous fy(z;) but still not in this set. (We use here
that no f; can be locally constant.) Then, by moving 41 a little, and using the
fact that no two f;s coincide on any non-trivial interval, we find zpy; so that the
fi(xgy1) are distinct from each other, but so that the preceding “inequalities” still
hold. Constructed in this way, the f;(z;) for i € Z and j > 1 are all different and
no fi(z;) is an accumulation point of the others.

Now, let ¢ € Al(] —1,1]) be of Zygmund norm one, with compact support, and
such that

(4.1) o(t) =1t]/2 for small ¢.

For any v between 0 and 1, the rescaled function y¢(t/7) has the same properties,
and by taking v small we can make its support and supremum norm as small as we
like. We simply construct ; as a sum of functions 1); ;, for ¢ € Z, each of which is
a rescaled ¢ translated to f;(x;) (up to a complex phase), i.e., has the form

Vi () = wij-vig - (@ — filz;))/7i5)s

where |w; ;| = 1 will be chosen later, and ~; ; > 0 is such that the support of v ; is
a subset of the interior of f;(I), and may be reduced further in Sublemma 6 below.

Now L)j(x) is non-zero only if some f;(x) is in the support of some 9, ;. Since
we can make the supports of the vy, ; disjoint by making the v; ; small enough, for
any ¢ # j there is a neighbourhood of xy on which no f;(x) is in the support of any
¥y ;. Thus, assertion (P3) holds.

We next check that by making the «; ; sufliciently small we can guarantee that
(P1) is satisfied. To carry out the verification it is convenient to relabel our objects:
We label the pairs (4,7), ¢ € Z, j > 1, with a positive integer m, and we write
&m = fi(z;). It suffices to prove the following sublemma:

Sublemma 6. Let &,,, m > 1, be distinct points in I such that no &, is an
accumulation point of the others, and let v, be a sequence of positive numbers. For

¢ as defined in (4.1), we set ¢ () = Wi Ymd(x — &m) /vm) for arbitrary |w,,| = 1.
If the v, ’s are small enough, then, for any N > 1, and any by,... ,bn,

(42) Hb1¢1 +-- bN(bNHZ = bmax = maX{|bm| | 1 <m< N} .
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Proof of Sublemma 6. We define n = bi¢1+- - -+by¢dn and set dy,, = inf{|&, —Epr]| |
m#m'} > 0.
We claim that it suffices to take ~,, small enough so that

(4.3) ¢m(x) vanishes for |z — &,,| > dp, /4 and sup || < din /8

to get (4.2) to hold. Half of (4.2) is immediate: If we take x = £, and t > 0 very
small, we have (since the supports of the ¢,, are disjoint)

n(@ +1) +n(x —1t) = 2n(z) = n(Em + 1) + 1(Em — 1) = Wmnbm - t,
so that ||n|lz > Z(n) > |bm| for each m.
To prove the opposite inequality, we first observe that the disjointness of the
supports and the fact that sup |¢,,| < 1 imply sup |9| < bpax. To prove the corre-

sponding estimate for Z(n) we consider general x € T and ¢t > 0 with x £t € I. We
need to show that

In(z +1) +n(z — ) = 2n(2)| < thmax -
Since Z(¢y,) = 1 for all m, this is immediate unless {z,z + ¢,z — t} intersects the
supports of at least two different ¢,,’s. Assume thus that x is in the support of
®m,,  — t in the support of ¢,,,, and x + ¢ in the support of ¢,,,, where the set
{mg, m1, ma} is not a singleton. We leave to the reader the easier case where this

set has only two elements, and suppose that mg # m; # mo. By our assumption
(4.3),

|2 =t = &mol < dmy/4 < |&mo — Emi|/4 and |z — &, | < din, /4 < [Emy — Emo|/4-
Therefore
(4.4) t=lz—t—a| = |&m, — &ml/2.
Similarly, we get t > |€m, — &m,|/2. On the other hand,
()] = bk, [|@my (2)] < bimax SUP [, | < bmaxdim, /8 < bmax |§my — &m, /8-

Analogously [n(z + t)| < bmax|€m, — &m|/8, and |n(z — ¢)] < bmax[&me — &m, [/8.
Finally, recalling (4.4),

t

bmax
n(z£t) =n(z)| < [n(z£t)[+n(@)] < == max(|&m, —&ma, [€ma —&mal) < bmax -

Since

In(z +1t) +n(z —t) = 2n()| < In(z +1t) —n(@)| + n(z —t) — ()|,

this ends the proof of Sublemma 6 and therefore of assertion (P1). O
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Going back to the notation with pairs i € Z and j > 1, it remains to choose the
w; ; so that (P2) holds. To do this, we fix j and we decompose as before, using
(2.1), (2.6), and the property of the support of ; ;:

Z(‘Cwﬁxj’ )
= thgz 1'] ¢jaf1 x] 291 1'] 111)] fl(x]) )7w](fl(x] 7t))
€T €T
+ > (gim; + 1) — gim) (W5 (filz; +1)))
i€l
+ ) (gi(x;) — gilwy — 1) (=, (fila; — 1))
1€L

=Z,—Zy+ 2.+ Zy

(we used the t; = t;; defined by fi(z; +t) = fi(z;) + t;, and the fact that
¥;(fi(z;)) = 0 for all i). Now, since each 1; € A! (use e.g. #I < 00), we
have

(5 (fil; £ ) <[5l file; £1) = filwy)l < 15l fi (W)t

for some u, by construction. Therefore, using |g|Z < oo, for any 0 < a < 1, we
get Z. + Zy = o(t) when t — 0. Since sup” |g| < oo, we get, using again 1; € Al,
that Z, = o(t) by applying (2.5) once more (recall that 6 > 0). By definition,
Z(Wj, fi(z;),u) = w;j + o(u) for v — 0, uniformly in ¢ € Z (using #Z < o0).
Finally, t;/t = fl(z; + u) = fl(z;) + O(|ul®) for some |u| < t. Therefore, if we
choose the complex phases w; ; properly, we find:

tZ(Ls i t) =t w;jgi(x) fl(z) +o(t) =t |gila;) fl(x;)| +o(t), t—0,

i€z i€T

which gives assertion (P2) above, and thus the first claim of Lemma 3.

A simple modification of the construction in the proof yields the second claim
of Lemma 3: Instead of ¢(t) = |¢|/2 for small ¢, we take ¢(t) = |¢t|* (assuming that
¢l = 1) and we rescale by v*(4(t/7)), i.e., we have

() = Wi (V) O ((T — &m) /1m),

where |wy,,| = 1 and the points ,,, are chosen exactly as above. The scalars v, are
then chosen similarly as in Sublemma 6, condition (4.3) being naturally replaced
by

¢m (x) vanishes for |z — &, > dp, /4 and sup |¢| < (dm)®/4.

A slight variation on the above arguments (replacing the Zygmund seminorm by

| - |a, and using the decomposition (2.3) as a starting point) then yields

(Pla) |la1¥1 + - - + an¥n|lo = max;{|a;|} for any N, aq,...,an. In particular,
|Vjlla =1 for every i;

(P20) limsup, . |Co;(x) — L4pj(w;)|/|wj —x|* = BE(x;) — BT as j — oo (we set
Ba(@) = Yier lgi(@)] £ (2)|* and B = sup,¢; B3 (2));

(P34) L, vanishes on a neighbourhood of z; for all j # . O
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5. THE SPECTRAL RADIUS AND TWO CONJECTURES

In this section, it is convenient to use the notation £, instead of £. We have the
following result (the statements for A* and B were obtained previously by Ruelle
[15, 16]):

Theorem 2. If the family g; is summably bounded, then the spectral radius of Ly
acting on B is equal to

1/n
P._ (n)
e = nh_)n;o <iupz |97 (w)|> )

I en

and the spectral radius of L, on B is bounded above by ef.

If the g; are summably Zygmund and 6 > 0, respectively A and 6 > 0, the
spectral radius of Ly acting on Z (respectively A*) is equal to max(ep,pess(£|g|)),
and the spectral radius of Ly acting on Z, respectively A®, is bounded above by
max(e”, pess(Liq)))-

Under the additional assumption that A > 1, Theorem 2 together with Theorem
1 yields that pess(L)g)) is strictly smaller than the spectral radius of Ly (except
when both vanish) acting on Z (respectively A%).

Proof. Since €™~ < sup £";‘w < Pt for op = 1, € > 0, and n > n(e), the
proof of Theorem 2 for the Banach space B is an immediate consequence of the spec-
tral radius formula together with the easy inequality sup [£{ | < sup || sup Ly,
for all p € B.

For the other Banach spaces, use the definition of the essential spectral radius.[]

Maximal eigenfunctions, zeta functions, and two conjectures. In this sub-
section, we assume throughout that A > 1.

Consider L), acting on A%: When our family f; consists of the finitely many
inverse branches of a (mixing) map f : I — I, it is known that e is the only point
in the spectrum of modulus e, that it is a simple eigenvalue, and that L)y admits
a positive maximal eigenfunction ¢ (i.e., L5 = e”¢). Finally, P is the topological
pressure of log |g| and f. For all these results, and a theory of equilibrium states,
see Ruelle [15], where it was proven that the essential spectral radius of £, acting
on A% is not bigger than ef /A%, a result which follows from our Theorem 1, part
2. By Theorem 1, part 1, the essential spectral radius of L4 acting on Z is smaller
than el /A < ef. Since each eigenfunction of Lg in Z is also an eigenfunction
in A%, the eigenvalue e is the unique point in the spectrum with modulus e,
and it is simple with a positive eigenfunction ¢ € Z. The case of countably many
branches can be treated similarly.

In Ruelle [15, 16] and Fried [4], zeta functions associated with A* (for 0 < a < 1)
systems of finitely or countably many branches f; and weights g; were studied (in
a slightly different setting—in particular the dimension was not limited to one). In
our case, the zeta function is defined by

GE =YD Y Twalfufi)le).
k=0

n>1 €L™
T fén) (z)=z
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The poles w of (,4(2) in the disc of radius A%~ (where the function was shown to
be meromorphic) were proved to be in bijection with the eigenvalues v = 1/w of
L, acting on A® of modulus > e /.

For summably A® weights g, we conjecture that (4(z) is meromorphic in the disc
of radius pgl(L,), where pess(Ly) is given by part 2 of Theorem 1, and that its
poles there are the inverses of the A“-eigenvalues of £, of modulus > pess(Ly).

Also, if g is summably Zygmund and 6 > 0, we conjecture that (,(z) is mero-
morphic in the disc of radius pgl(L,) for £, acting on Z(I), and that its poles
there are in bijection w = 1/v with the eigenvalues of £, : Z(I) — Z(I) of modulus
> pess(ﬁg)-

The A® conjectures do not immediately imply the Zygmund one, since Z is a
strict subset of (,.; A*. The proof of these two conjectures would complete the
second part of the program described in the introduction.
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