arXiv:1410.5633v2 [math.FA] 19 Aug 2015

ON QUOTIENT MODULES OF H?(D"): ESSENTIAL NORMALITY AND
BOUNDARY REPRESENTATIONS

B. KRISHNA DAS, SUSHIL GORAI, AND JAYDEB SARKAR

ABSTRACT. Let D™ be the open unit polydisc in C"*, n > 1, and let H?(D") be the Hardy
space over D™. For n > 3, we show that if § € H°°(D") is an inner function, then the
n-tuple of commuting operators (C,,,...,C, ) on the Beurling type quotient module Qp is
not essentially normal, where

Qy = H*(D")/0H*(D") and C., = Po,M.,lo, (j=1,...,n).
Rudin’s quotient modules of H?(D?) are also shown to be not essentially normal. We obtain
a complete characterization for essential normality of doubly commuting quotient modules
of an analytic Hilbert module over C[zy,..., 2,]. Finally, we prove several results concern-

ing boundary representations of C*-algebras corresponding to different classes of quotient
modules including doubly commuting quotient modules, and homogenous quotient modules.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H?(D"), n > 1, denote the Hardy space of holomorphic functions on the unit polydisc
D":{z:(zl,...,zn) €eC": |z <1,i=1,...,n}, that is,

HD") = {f = 3 az* € OO : |f|*:= Y |anf* < o},

kEN” keNn
where N is the set of all natural numbers including 0, N* = {k = (k1,...,k,) : k; € N,j =
1,...,n} and 2 := 2/ ... 25 It is well known that H?(D") is a reproducing kernel Hilbert

space corresponding to the Szego kernel

S(z,w) = H(l — z;) (z,w e D")
i=1
and (M,,, ..., M,,) is a commuting tuple of isometries on H?(D"), where
(M., f)(w) = w; f(w) (fe H*D"),weD"i=1,...,n).
We represent the n-tuple of multiplication operators (M,,,..., M, ) on H*(D") as a Hilbert
module over C|z| := C[z, ..., z,] in the following sense:
Clz] x H*(D") = H*D"),  (p, f) = p(Ms,,..., M.,)f.

With the above module action H?(D") is called the Hardy module over C[z]. A closed
subspace S of H?(D") is called a submodule if M,.S C S for all i = 1,...,n, and a closed
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subspace Q of H2(D") is a quotient module if O+ (=2 H?*(D")/Q) is a submodule. A quotient
module @ is said to be of Beurling type if

Q= Qy:= H*(D")/OH*(D") = H*(D") © HH*(D")

for some inner function § € H*>(D") (that is, 6 is a bounded analytic function on D™ and
|0| = 1 a.e. on the distinguished boundary T™ of D™). We use the notation Sy to denote the
submodule § H?(D").

A quotient module Q of H?(D") is essentially normal if the commutator [C’S,CZ%*] is
compact for all 1 <1, < n, where

C2 = PolL,

o) (z:l,,n)

is the compression of the shift M., to Q. We use the notation C., instead of C'2 when the
quotient module @ is understood from the context. Essential normality of Hilbert modules
is a much studied object in operator theory. It establishes important connections between
operator theory, algebraic geometry, homology theory and complex analysis through the BDF
theory [3]. An incomplete list of references on the study of essential normality of quotient
modules over bidisc is: [6], [7], [10], [11], [12] and [20].

It is well known that any proper quotient module of H?*(ID) is of Beurling-type and essen-
tially normal (see [16] for more details). This, however, does not hold in general:

(1) Let n > 2. Then Q is a Beurling type quotient module of H2(D") if and only if Q% is
a doubly commuting submodule (see [19]).

(2) A Beurling type quotient module Qp C H?(ID?) is essentially normal if and only if 6
is a rational inner function of degree at most (1,1) (see [11]).

This paper is concerned with the essential normality of certain classes of quotient mod-
ules including Beurling-type quotient modules of H?*(D"), n > 3. An added benefit of this
consideration is the study of boundary representations, in the sense of Arveson ([1], [2]), of
C*-algebras generated by {Ig,C,,,...,C.,}.

We now recall the notion of boundary representation. Let A be an operator algebra with
identity, and let C*(A) be the C*-algebra generated by A. An irreducible representation w of
C*(A) is a boundary representation relative to A if w|4 has a unique completely positive (CP)
extension to C*(A). An operator algebra A has sufficiently many boundary representations if

ﬂ kerw = {0},

webdy (A)

where bdy(A) denotes the set of all boundary representations of C*(A) relative to A. It
is worth mentioning here that, by a recent work of Davidson and Kenedy ([9]), the Silov
boundary ideal of A (in the sense of Arveson [1]) is Nyepay(a) kerw. Arveson showed that
if A has sufficiently many boundary representations then certain isometric linear maps of
A are implemented by *-isomorphisms on C*(A) (see |2, Theorem 0.3]). Therefore, it is
important to identify operator algebras with sufficiently many boundary representations. The
following result provides us a class of operator algebras for which we know precisely when it
has sufficiently many boundary representations.
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THEOREM 1.1 ([2]). Let A be an irreducible operator algebra with identity, and let C*(A)
contain all the compact operators. Then A has sufficiently many boundary representations if
and only if the identity representation of C*(A) is a boundary representation relative to A.

Now if Q is an essentially normal quotient module of H?(D"), then it is easy to see that
the C*-algebra C*(Q)— generated by the irreducible operator algebra B(Q)— contains all
the compact operators on Q. Here

B(Q) = B(C.,,...,C.,)

and

C*(Q) =C*(C,,...,C,,)
are the Banach algebra and the C*-algebra generated by {Ig, C,,}I, respectively. Therefore,
by Theorem [I[1] it is of interest to determine whether the identity representation of C*(Q)
is a boundary representation relative to B(Q). This problem has a complete solution for the
case n =1 ([1],2]):

THEOREM 1.2 (Arveson). Let Qy be a quotient module of H*(D). Then the identity represen-
tation of C*(Qyp) is a boundary representation relative to B(Qy) if and only if Zy is a proper

subset of T, where Zy consists of all points X on'T for which 6 cannot be continued analytically
from D to A.

For the class of essentially normal Beurling type quotient modules of H?(D?), the following
characterization was obtained in [I1].

THEOREM 1.3 (Guo & Wang). Let § € H*(D?) be a rational inner function of degree at most
(1,1), and Qp be the corresponding essentially normal quotient module of H?(D?). Then the
identity representation of C*(Qy) is a boundary representation relative to B(Qyp) if and only
if 0 is not a one variable Blaschke factor.

In this paper, we study similar problems of essential normality and boundary represen-
tations for several classes of quotient modules of H?(D"), n > 2. Namely, we prove that
the Beurling type quotient modules of H?*(D") (n > 3) and Rudin quotient modules of
H?(D?) are not essentially normal. We also obtain a complete characterization for essen-
tial normality of doubly commuting quotient modules of an analytic Hilbert module (de-
fined in Section 2) over C[z] including H*(ID") and the weighted Bergman modules L2 ,(D")
(x€Z" a; >—1,i=1,...,n) as special cases (n > 2). We discuss these results in Section 3.
In Section 4, we study boundary representations for doubly commuting quotient modules of
an analytic Hilbert module over C[z], and obtain some direct results for the case of H?(D")
and L2(D") (n > 2) (see Theorems 4] and ELH). The final section is devoted to the study of
boundary representations of homogeneous quotient modules of H?(ID?).

2. PREPARATORY RESULTS

In this section we recall some definitions, and prove some elementary results which will be
used later. For each w € D", the normalized kernel function K,, of H*(D") is defined by

1 - : 1 .
Kul2) = s gyrS=®) = 11 V= o] )(7) (z € DY)

1-— @izi
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where S(-, w)(z) = S(z,w) for all z € D".

LEMMA 2.1. Let Il € {1,...,n} be a fixed integer, and let w; = (wy, ..., W_1, W1, ..., Wy)
be a fized point in D', Then Ky, converges weakly to 0 as w approaches to OD, where
(wy, w) = (W, ..., W1, W, Wi, .y Wy).

Proof. For each p € C|z],

(2.1) (K p) = plw,w)y/T—Jw? [ V1—Twl,

i=1,i#£l

which converges to zero as w approaches to dD. For an arbitrary f € H?(D"), the result now
follows from the fact that ||K,| =1 for all p € D" and C|z] is dense in H?(D"). O

For a closed subspace S of a Hilbert space H, the orthogonal projection of H onto S is
denoted by Ps. For an inner function § € H>°(D"), it is well known that

PSg = ]\49]\43< and PQG = ]HQ(Dn) — MQMJ,

where My is the multiplication operator defined by Myf = 0f, f € H*(D"). It follows from
the reproducing property of the Szegd kernel that

MyK(-, w) = 0(w)K (-, w),

where K (-, w) := Ky, w € D". In particular, one has

Ps, (Ky) = MgMyK,, = 0(w)0K,, (w e D").
These observations yield the next lemma.
LEMMA 2.2. Let 0 be an inner function in H*(D"™). Then
(2.2) Po,(Ky)=(1-0(w)d)K,  (weD").

We now recall the definition of an analytic Hilbert module over C[z] (see [4]). Let k :
D x D — C be a positive definite function such that k(z,w) is analytic in z and anti-analytic
in w. Let H € O(D, C) be the corresponding reproducing kernel Hilbert space. The Hilbert
space Hy, is said to be reproducing kernel Hilbert module over C|z] if the multiplication operator
M, is bounded on Hj.

DEFINITION 2.3. A reproducing kernel Hilbert module H;, over C|[z] is said to be an analytic
Hilbert module over C[z] if (2, w) is a polynomial in z and w.

Typical examples of analytic Hilbert modules are the Hardy module H?*(ID) and the weighted
Bergman modules L] (D) (o > —1,« € Z). It is known that a quotient module of an analytic
Hilbert module is irreducible, that is, C, does not have any non-trivial reducing subspace (see
Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 in [4]). Using this, we obtain the next lemma.

LEMMA 2.4. Let Q be a non-zero quotient module of an analytic Hilbert module H over C|z].
Then [C.,C%] =0 if and only if Q is one dimensional.
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Proof. First note that for any non-zero quotient module Q of H, the C*-algebra C*(Q) is
irreducible. If C, is normal, then C*(Q) C C*(Q)" = CI. Thus C*(Q) = CI, and therefore,
Q is one dimensional. The converse part is trivial, and the proof follows. O

Let {k;}_, be positive definite functions on . Then Hx := Hy, ® « -+ ® Hy, is said to
be an analytic Hilbert module over C[z] if Hy, is an analytic Hilbert module over C|[z] for all
i=1,...,n. In this case, Hx C O(D",C) and K(z,w) =[], ki(z;, w;) is the reproducing
kernel function of Hy (see [4]).

In the sequel, we will often identify M., on H*(D") with Ip2p)®---® % ®- - @Iy,

i-th place
i=1,...,n,on H*(D)® ---® H*(D), the n-fold Hilbert space tensor product of the Hardy
module.
We end this section with a result on essential normality of a Beurling type quotient module
Qy, where # is a one variable inner function.

LEMMA 2.5. Let 0 € H>*(D") be a one variable inner function and n > 3. Then Qg is not
essentially normal.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that 6(z) = €'(z;) for some inner function
0" € H>*(D). Then it follows that Sy = Spr ® H*(D" ') and

Qp = H*(D") © OH*(D") = Qp @ H*(D™Y).
Now we compute the self commutator of C.,:
[022’ C,:z] = PQ0M22Mz*2|Qe - PQeM;PQeM22|Qe
= PQGM22M22|Q9 - IQe + PQeM;PSeMZz‘Qe‘
Using the fact
PSGMZ2‘Q0/®(C®H2(D”*2) = (PSQ/ & [H2(ID)) X IHQ(ID)”*Q))MZQ|Q9/®C®H2(D”*2) = O’
and
M}, |o, ecomz@n-2) = 0,
we conclude that
[C.y CL 0, ecom2mn—2) = —Igy|0, ecam2mn—2) = —Ilo,eceH?D-2)-

Since n > 3, [C.,, C}, |0, eceon2mn-2) is not compact, and hence the commutator [C.,, C},] is
not compact. This completes the proof. 0J

3. ESSENTIAL NORMALITY

Our purpose in this section is to prove a list of results concerning essential normality for

certain classes of quotient modules. We begin with the class of Beurling type quotient modules
of H*(D"), n > 3.

THEOREM 3.1. Let 0 be an inner function in H*(D"™) and n > 3. Then Qq is not essentially
normal.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.5 we may assume without loss of generality that 6 depends on both z;
and 2z, variables. We now show that [C.,, C7 ] is not compact. To see this, we compute

C., CL) = Po, M., M, |o, — Po,M:,Po,M.,|o, = Po,M,Ps,M.,|q,
= Po, M, Psyo(z155+2250) Mz |0y + PQQMZQlesﬁzQsQle | Qp-
Since M., and M., are isometries, we have
P..s,M., Pg, =0 and Po,M; P,,s, = 0.
This implies
Po, M, P, 5y+205, Mz |0y = 0,
and
[C1, CF,] = Poy, M, Psyo(18y+2280) Mz |0, -
On the other hand, since Sy = 0 H?*(D"), we must have
Sp © (2189 + 2Sy) = (C ® C® H*(D"?)),
and therefore, M (Sp © (2159 + 2255)) € Qg. Consequently,

[Czl? C* ] P396(2139+Z239 MZl |Qe'

By Lemma 2. it is enough to show that ([C.,,C} ] Ky, Ky) does not approach to 0 as w;
approaches to dD for some fixed 3 < j < n, and keepmg all other co-ordinates of w =

mn .

Wi, .. Wi_q, Wi, Witq, ..., w,) € D" fixed. To this end, let w € D". Since {023 ---2
( 1 j—1, Wyy Wi+1, ) n) ) 3 n
ms, ..., m, € N} is an orthonormal basis of Sy © (21Sp + 22S5y), we have

Psye(:180+2280) (72 Kw) = Z (22K, 025 -+ - 271" ) 025" - - - 2

n

= Y (K (ME9))0

- e’ @ () M)

Thus
<[CZ17 C* ]K Ky > <M PSe@ (21S9+2285p) M21PQ9KUH Koy >
- <M21PQQK'LU? PS@@(Z1SQ+ZQSQ)(Z2K'LU)>
2

= (V50 w) T = s ) (M, Po, o, T Ko
j=1 =3
2 n
1 - |wj| %<M21(1 - WH>K’UH HKw19>7
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where the last equality follows from (22). Since M} (J]i 3 Kw,) = 0 and MMy = Iy pn),
we have

n

(M, 0K, ﬁ Kwi9> = (OM,, K., ﬁ Kwi9> = (K, M2 ([] Kwi)> — 0.

i=3 i=3 i=3
Therefore,

2

([Cps €2 Ky Ko = (VI 0) (w) [ (1 = ) (M Ko, T] K8

) T g

n

:WH(I_M’%P)% (M*Q( )HS(l )”H( 1 )

1
j=1 5 (1= |w;[?)2

= (MZ,0)(w) w) [T —Juwy?).

J=1

Since 6 depends on both 2; and 2z, variables, M} 6 and M 6 are non-zero functions. Therefore
it follows that there exists an [ € {3,...,n} such that the limit of

(MZ,0)(w) (M, 0)(w) H(l — ;)

as w; approaches to dD, keeping all other coordinates of w fixed, is a non-zero number. This
completes the proof. O

We now proceed to the case of doubly commuting quotient modules of an analytic Hilbert
module over C[z]. Let Q be a quotient module of an analytic Hilbert module Hy over C|z].
It is known that Q is doubly commuting (that is, [C,,,CZ] =0 for all 1 <4 < j <n) if and
only if 9 = 9, ® --- ® Q,, for some quotient module Q; of Hy,, i =1,...,n (see [4], [14] and

7).

THEOREM 3.2. Let Q = Q1 ®---® Q,, be a doubly commuting quotient module of an analytic
Hilbert module Hx = Hy, @ - - - @ Hg, over C[z], n > 2. Then Q is essentially normal if and
only if one of the following holds:

(i) Q is finite dimensional.

(ii) There exits ani € {1,...,n} such that Q; is an infinite dimensional essentially normal
quotient module of Hy,, and Q; = C for all j # 1.

Proof. Let Q = Q1 ®---® Q,, be an infinite dimensional essentially normal quotient module.
Then at least one of Qy,..., @, is infinite dimensional. Without loss of generality we assume
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that Q,, is infinite dimensional. For each i = 1,...,n, we now compute the self-commutator:
[C.,, C7) = PoM. M |0 — PoM; PoM.,|o
(33) = PQl Q- ® PQifl ® [CZ’C:]Z ®PQ1'+1 Q- ®PQ7L>
i-th pl
1-th place

where [C,, C?]; is the self-commutator corresponding to the quotient module Q;. Since 9,
is infinite dimensional, the compactness of [C.,, C7] implies that [C.,C7]; = 0 for all i =
1,...,n — 1. Therefore, by Lemma 2.4l it follows that @Q; 2 C,i=1,...,n— 1.

Finally, for ¢ = n, the compactness of [C., ,C} | = Pg, ® --- ® Pg,_, ® [C., C}], implies that
[C., C%],, is compact, that is, Q,, is essentially normal.

For the converse, it is enough to show that (ii) implies Q is essentially normal. Again, with-
out loss of generality, we assume that Q,, is infinite dimensional essentially normal quotient
module. Then it readily follows from ([B.3)) that [C,,,C;]=0,i=1,...,n—1, and [C,,,C} ]
is compact. Now the proof follows from Fuglede-Putnam theorem. O

Since H*(D") and the weighted Bergman modules L2 ,(D") (oc € Z",a; > —1,i =1,...,n)
are analytic Hilbert modules over C[z], the above theorem is applicable. But, for H?(D") and
the Bergman module L?(D") (o = 0), we can reformulate it as follows. Recall that every
quotient module of H?(ID) is essentially normal.

COROLLARY 3.3. Let Q = Q1 ®-+-® Q,, be a doubly commuting quotient module of H*(D"),
n > 2. Then Q is essentially normal if and only if one of the following holds:

(i) Q is finite dimensional.

(ii) There exits ani € {1,...,n} such that Q; is infinite dimensional, and Q; = C for all

Jj# i
It is also well known that a quotient module Q of the Bergman module L2 (D) is essentially
normal if and only if
dim(S © 28) < oo,

where § := L2(D) & Q is the corresponding submodule (see [21, Theorem 3.1]). Using this
and Theorem [3.2] we have the following result.

COROLLARY 3.4. Let Q= Q; ®---® Q,, be a doubly commuting quotient module of L*(D"),
n > 2. Then Q is essentially normal if and only if one of the following holds:
(i) Q is finite dimensional.
(ii) There exits ani € {1,...,n} such that Q; is infinite dimensional with dim(S; © zS;) <
oo and Q; = C for all j # i, where S; = L2(D) & Q;.

We now restrict our attention to H?(ID?), and formulate the definition of the Rudin quotient
module of H?(D?) (see [5], [§]). Let ¥ = {1}, C H*(D) be an increasing sequence of finite
Blaschke products and ® = {,,}°°, C H?*(D) be a decreasing sequence of Blaschke products,
that is, ¥,41 /%, and ¢, /@,41 are non-constant inner functions for all n € N. Then the Rudin
quotient module corresponding to ¥ and ® is denoted by Qg ¢, and defined by

Quo = \/ (QW ® Q%)-

n=0
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We denote by Sy the submodule H*(D?) & Qy ¢ corresponding to Qg ¢. The following
representations of Qg ¢ and Sy ¢ are very useful (see [3]):

(34) Qua=EP(Q © Q) ©Qp, and Sy o = Q' ® H (D) (Qy, © Qy, ) ® S,

n>0 n>0

where Qy , := {0} and Q' = H*(D) & V,;,50Qy,.-
Next we show that the Rudin quotient modules are not essentially normal.

THEOREM 3.5. Let Qu ¢ be a Rudin quotient module of H*(D?) corresponding to an increasing
sequence of finite Blaschke products ¥ = {t{n}n>0 and a decreasing sequence of Blaschke
products ® = {@,}n>0. Then Qu o is not essentially normal.

Proof. Let bg, the Blaschke factor corresponding to 5 € D, be a factor of ¥y,41/,, for some
m > 0. For contradiction, we assume that Qg ¢ is essentially normal. Then, as v, is a finite
Blaschke product, [Cy,,(z), Cy, (., is compact, where Cy,, () = PoMy,,(-1)|0 and Q := Qu o.
Now setting S := Sy ¢, we have

[Chriz)s Chien)) = PaMy,, )My, :)le = PaMy,, .y PaMy,,z1)|o
= —Po(I — My,,..yMj,, )l + PoMy, . \PsMy,,)lo
(3.5) = —Po(Pg,, ®I)lg+ PoMj (. \PsMy,()lo-
Since ¢,,+1 is an infinite Blaschke product, there exists a sequence {\;} C D such that
K,, € 9Q,,.., and \; approaches to dD) as i — 0o. Furthermore, since K3 ® K, € Q and

QﬂmKﬁ@K)\i - (Q¢m+1@Q¢m)®me+l, we have Pg(meg(gK)\l) = O, 1= 1, Lo, (by (BE))
Thus

PoMy,, (o) Ps My, () (Ks @ Ky;) = 0.
Finally, from (B.3]), we have
<[C¢m(z1)> C;Zm(Zl)](Kg ® KM)> Kﬁ ® K)\i> = _<(PQ¢MKB) ® K)w KB ® K>\i>
= —((1 = Yn(B)¥n)Ks, Kg)

= —(1— [ (B)),
which does not converges to 0 as \; approaches to 0ID. This completes the proof. O

REMARK 3.6. Let m > 1. For a decreasing Blaschke products {@,}"_; and an increasing
finite Blaschke products {1, }™_,, we consider the quotient module

0=\/9u ®Q,,.

n=1

Adapting the proof of the above theorem, one can conclude that Q is essentially normal if and
only if @, is finite Blaschke products for allm = 1,...,m. In other words, Q 1is essentially
normal if and only if Q s finite dimensional.
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4. BOUNDARY REPRESENTATIONS FOR DOUBLY COMMUTING QUOTIENT MODULES

In this section, we study boundary representations for doubly commuting quotient modules
of an analytic Hilbert module over C[z]|. First, we prove a general result in the setting of
minimal tensor products of C*-algebras. Before that we fix some notations. We denote by
V1®V;, the algebraic tensor product of two vector spaces Vi and V5, and by A; ® A, the
minimal tensor product of two C*-algebras A; and As,.

THEOREM 4.1. Let A; be a unital subalgebra of B(H;) for some Hilbert space H;, and let
C*(A;) be the irreducible C*-algebra generated by A; in B(H;), i = 1,2. Set A = (A1®A,),
the norm closure of A;®As in B(H1 ® Ha). Then the following are equivalent.

(i) The identity representation of C*(A;) ® C*(Az) is a boundary representation relative

to A.
(ii) The identity representation of C*(A;) is a boundary representation relative to A; for
all i =1,2.

Proof. Suppose (i) holds, and for contradiction, we assume that the identity representation
of C*(A;) is not a boundary representation relative to A;. Then there exists a CP map
T 0 C*(Ay) — B(H:) different from ide«(a,), but 7 = idg=(a,) on A;. Then the CP map
T ®idew(ay) 1 C* (A1) ® C*(Az) = B(H1 ®@H,) is a CP extension of the map ide«(a,)ec=(4) |4
to C*(A1) ® C*(Az), and 7 ® ide+(a,) 7# ide=(a;)@c*(4,). This is a contradiction.

On the other hand suppose (ii) holds. It follows from [I, Theorem 2.2.7] that the identity
representation of C*(A;)®C*(Ay) is a boundary representation relative to the linear subspace
CI® C*(A1)\V C*(Ay) ® CI. Thus it is enough to show that any CP extension 7 : C*(4;) ®
C*(Ag) = B(H1 ® Ha) of ider(a1)@c+(4,) |4 agrees with ides(a,)ec=(4,) on the subspace CI ®
C*(A1) V C* (A1) ® CI, that is,

T(I & Tg) =17 & T2 and T(Tl & ]) = T1 X I (Tl c C*(Al),TQ S C*(Ag))
To this end, let w be a positive linear functional on B(#;), and
(W®idp(y)) o 71 CF (A1) @ C*(Az) = B(Ha)

be the corresponding CP map. By identifying CI ® C*(Ay) with C*(As), one sees that the CP
map (w® idg(ss,)) © T|crec+(4,) is an extension of w(I)ide«(a,) |4, Then, by the assumption,
we have

(w@idlg(%)) oT(I®T)=w()T = w@idc*(AQ)(I ®T) (T e C*(Ay)).

By linearity, the above equality is also true for any linear functional w on B(H;), and this
suggests that

T = idC*(A1)®C*(A2) on CI & C*(Ag)
Similarly, by considering linear functionals on () and repeating the above arguments, we
get that 7 = ide=(a,)ec+(4,) 00 C*(A;) ® CI. This completes the proof. O

REMARK 4.2. The above result can be easily generalized for finite number of irreducible gen-
erating C*-algebras corresponding to unital subalgebras.

As a straightforward consequence of Remark we have the following:
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THEOREM 4.3. Let Q = Q1 ®---® Q,, be a doubly commuting quotient module of an analytic
Hilbert module H = Hg, ® -+ ® Hg, over Clz]. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) The identity representation of C*(Q) is a boundary representation relative to B(Q).
(ii) The identity representation of C*(Q;) is a boundary representation relative to B(Q;)
foralli=1,... n.

Proof. The result follows from Remark and the fact that
C(Q) =C(Q) ®---© (L),

and

B(Q) = B(Q1)®---©B(2),
where the closure is under the norm topology of B(Q). O

The following result is now an immediate consequence of Theorems and (L3

THEOREM 4.4. Let Q = Qp, ® -+ @ Qp, be a doubly commuting quotient module of H?*(D"),
where 0; (i =1,...,n) is a one variable inner function. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) The identity representation of C*(Q) is a boundary representation relative to B(Q).
(ii) The identity representation of C*(Qy,) is a boundary representation relative to B(Qy,)
foralli=1,...,n.
(i) For alli=1,...,n, Zy, is a proper subset of T, where Zy, consists of all points X\ on
T for which 0; cannot be continued analytically from D to A.

Now we turn to the case of the Bergman module L2(D"). For n = 1, boundary representa-
tions corresponding to a quotient module of L?(ID) are studied in [13]. For a submodule S of
L3(D), set

Z.(8) = () 2.(f),
fes
where

Z(f)={ eD: f(A) =0} U{NeT: gieﬁgga|f(z)| =0}.

It is easy to see that for a finite dimensional quotient module Q of LZ(D), the identity
representation of C*(Q) is always a boundary representation relative to B(Q). On the other
hand, for an infinite dimensional Q, the identity representation of C*(Q) is a boundary
representation relative to B(Q) if and only if dim(S & 2S) =1 and Z,.(S) is a proper subset
of T, where § = L?(D) & Q is the corresponding submodule (see [I3, Theorem 1.2]). Using
this and Theorem [£3] we have the following result.

THEOREM 4.5. Let Q = Q1 ® --- ® Q,, be a doubly commuting quotient module of L?(D").
Then the following are equivalent.

(i) The identity representation of C*(Q) is a boundary representation relative to B(Q).
(ii) The identity representation of C*(Q;) is a boundary representation relative to B(Q;)
foralli=1,...,n.
(iii) If Q; (1 < i < n) is infinite dimensional then dim(S;©28;) = 1 and Z.(S;) is a proper
subset of T, where S; = L2(D) © Q; is the corresponding submodule.
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5. BOUNDARY REPRESENTATION FOR HOMOGENEOUS QUOTIENT MODULES

In this section we study of boundary representations for homogeneous quotient modules
of H*(D?). To begin with, we establish a general result, which might be well-known to the
experts. For an essentially normal quotient module Q of H?(D"), 0.(Q) denotes the essential
joint spectrum of the tuple (C.,,...,C,,). Recall that the notations C*(Q) and B(Q) denote
the C*-algebra and the Banach algebra generated by {Ig,C,,,...,C,, } respectively, where
Czi = PQMzi‘Q for all 7 = 1, o, n.

LEMMA 5.1. Let Q be an essentially normal quotient module of H*(D").
(a) If there exists a matriz-valued polynomial p such that

||p(CZ1> R Czn)H > ||p z(g)a
then the identity representation of C*(Q) is a boundary representation relative to
B(Q).
(b) If the commuting tuple (C.,,...,C.,) has a normal dilation on o.(Q), then the identity
representation of C*(Q) is not a boundary representation relative to B(Q).

Proof. (a) Since Q is essentially normal then we have an extension
0 — K(Q) — C*(Q) — C(0.(Q)) — 0.
Now suppose there exists a matrix-valued polynomial p such that
Ip(Crs -, Co )l > MIPll5 o)
Then the restriction of the canonical contractive homomorphism
q:CN(Q) = C7(Q)/K(Q) = C(0.(Q))

to B(Q) is not a complete isometry. Therefore the conclusion now follows from [2, Theorem
]

2.1.1].

(b) The existence of normal dilation implies that the above completely contractive map ¢
restricted to the linear span of B(Q)UB(Q)* is a complete isometry . The proof again follows
from [2, Theorem 2.1.1]. O

We now consider boundary representations for Q, type quotient modules (defined below)
of H?(D"), which—when restricted to n = 2—will play a crucial role in the study of boundary
representations of homogeneous quotient modules of H?(D?). Given an n-tuple of one variable
inner functions n = (n1(21), ..., M.(2,)), denote by

(5.6) Sg = [m(z1) — ma(22), ma(22) — m3(23), - - - M1 (2n—1) — Nu(20)],

the submodule of H?(D") generated by n;_1(2;_1) — 1:(2:), i = 2,...,n. The corresponding
quotient module is denoted by Q, = Snl. The essential normality of Q,-type quotient mod-

ules is studied by Clark [7] and Wang [20]. The complete characterisation of their essential
normality is as follows.

THEOREM 5.2 ([7] & [20]). Let n; be a non-constant inner function of H*(D), i = 1,...,n.
Then the quotient module Q,, is essentially normal if and only if n; is a finite Blaschke product
foralli=1,... n. -
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For a quotient module Q,;, define

V= {(z1,00y20) €D" imu(21) = - = mu(z0)},
and
OV i={(21,...,22) €D" :u(z1) = - = nul20) }-
Then one can easily check that

Z2(S)) ={(21,...,20) €D": f(21,...,2,) =0, forall f €S} =V,
and

Zo(Sy) = {z = (21,...,2,) €9D" : 3 {2} C Z(S,) such that kll_g)lo z = z} =V,

The following lemma will be useful to study the boundary representations of these quotient
modules.

LEMMA 5.3. Let Q, be an essentially normal quotient module of H*(D"), as in Theorem[5.2.
Then -
0.(Q,) = 0V,

where 0.(Q,) is the essential joint spectrum of the tuple (C.,,...,C.,).

Proof. It is shown in [I12, Theorem 6.1} that Z5(S,) = 0V, C 0.(9Q,). On the other hand, by [7,
Theorem 5.1], the tuple (C.,, ..., C.,) is unitarily equivalent to the co-ordinate multiplication
operator (1%, ..., T,,) on A>"~%(V,), and by [7, Theorem 7.1] ¢.(7%,) C T. Thus 0.(Q,) C T".
Also note that since 7;’s are finite Blaschke products, -

(i(zi) = niv1(2i41)) (Cays .., C2,) =0 (i=1,...,n—1).
Hence, for each i = 1,...,n — 1, by spectral mapping theorem, 1;(2;) = 7;11(2;41) whenever
(21,5 2n) € 06(Qy). Thus 0.(Q,) € T" NV, = dV,. The proof follows. O

A characterisation of boundary representations is given next.

THEOREM 5.4. Let Q, be an essentially normal quotient module of H*(D"™) corresponding to
1. Then the identity representation of C*(Qﬁ) s not a boundary representation relative to

B(Q,).

Proof. Since Q,, is essentially normal, by Lemma[5.1land Lemma [5.3]it is enough to show that
the tuple (C,,, ..., C.,) has a normal dilation on 9V, It is shown in [7, Theorem 5.1] that the
tuple (C,,, ..., C,, ) is unitary equivalent to the n-tuple of co-ordinate multiplication operators
(T.,,...,T.,) on A*"“%(V,). Now it follows that A*"~2(V,) C L?(du) for some measure p
on V,, (see the appendix of this article for more details). Thus the tuple (T.,,...,T,,) has a
normal dilation on V. Since 9V, is the Shilov boundary of V;,, the proof follows. 0

Now we turn our attention to homogeneous quotient modules of H?(ID?). First we recall the
complete characterisation of their essential normality obtained in [12]. Let p be a homogeneous
polynomial in C[zy, 23], then p can be factorised uniquely, up to a scalar multiple of modulus
one, as

P = P1p2,
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where p; and ps are homogeneous polynomial with the following property:
Z(p)NoD* C T? and Z(py) NOD* C (D x T)U (T x D).

For a homogeneous polynomial p, essential normality of Q, := H?*(D?)/[p] in term of the
above factorisation of p is studied in [12].

THEOREM 5.5 (Guo & Wang, [12]). Let p be a non-zero homogeneous polynomial in C[z, z9],
and p = pip2 be the factorisation of p as above. Then the quotient module Q, is essentially
normal if and only if ps has one of the following forms:

(1) p2 = ¢ with ¢ # 0,

(i) p2 = az1 + Bze with |af # |8,
(iil) po = (21 — az2) (22 — Bz1) with |a] < 1,|5] < 1 and ¢ # 0.

The following result in [12] gives a description of the essential joint spectrum of the above
type of quotient modules. For a proof see [12, Theorem 6.2].

LEMMA 5.6 (Guo & Wang, [12]). Let p be a homogeneous polynomial. Then c.(Q,) = Z(p)N
oD? = Z(p) N T=.

For our purpose we do not need the full strength of the above lemma. To be precise we
only need 0.(Q,) C Z(p). The next two lemmas are the first step towards a characteristion
of boundary representations for homogeneous quotient modules.

LEMMA 5.7. Let p = cHZZl(zl — ;z9)™ be a homogeneous polynomial with ¢ # 0 and «;’s
are distinct scalars of modulus one. Assume further that n; > 1 for some i =1,...,m. Then
the identity representation of C*(Q,) is a boundary representation relative to B(Q,).

Proof. Without loss of any generality assume that ny; > 1. Then for

m

q = (21 - Oéﬂz) H(Zl - OéiZ2)ni7

1=2

we have [|¢[|%,, = 0, but the operator ¢(C.,,C.,) is a non-zero operator on Q,. Thus the
proof follows from Lemma [5.11 O

LEMMA 5.8. Let p = ¢(z1 — azy), for some a € C with |a| # 1. Then the identity represen-
tation of C*(Q,) is not a boundary representation relative to B(Q,).

Proof. First note that if a = 0, then Q,, is unitarily equivalent to H?*(D); and in this case we
already know the result is true. If a # 0, then C*(Q,) is generated by C,, as éC’Zl = (C,,. Thus

it is enough to study the operator C,, only. To this end, we assume that |« > 1. The case

when |a| < 1 can be treated similarly. Set 3 := %5, and for all n € Nset ¢, := (31, |8*)"/2.

‘QIZ )
Then a straight forward calculation confirms that the sequence of homogeneous polynomials
1 n
= — 2(Bzn)"" (neN
DPn c Z l(ﬁg 2) ( )

™ i=0
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gives an orthonormal basis for Q,. With respect to this orthonormal basis, the operator C.,
has the following form:

C.y(pn) = Po, (iz 2 (B2) )

1=0

1 - .
= <pn+17 Z Zi+1(522)n_l> Pn+1
c

1=0

n
— Pn+1-
Cn+1

The above equality is true for n > 0. Therefore, C,, is a weighted shift with weights

Since lim sup,, =<2~ S = sup, o the result now follows from [2, Corollary 2]. O

Cn

THEOREM 5.9. Let Qp be an essentially normal quotient module of H*(D?) for a homogeneous
polynomial p. Then the identity representation of C*(Q,) is a boundary representation relative
to B(Q,) if and only if p is not of the following forms:

(i) p = (=" — azl') for some m €N, c# 0 and |a| =1,

(ii) p = az + Bze with |a] # |B].

Proof. If p = (2" — az3?), then Q, is of the form Q,, where n = (21", @23"). Now it follows
from Theorem [5.4] that identity representation of C*(Q,) is not a boundary representation
relative to B(Q,). Also if p = az; + 23, then by Lemma [5.8 we have the desire conclusion.
For the other direction fist note that since Q,, is essentially normal then p is of the form as in
Theorem (.5l Now by Lemmal[5.7], is it enough to consider p = pyps, where p; = [, (21 —iz2)
with «;’s are all distinct scalar of modulus one and p, is as in Theorem G5 In view of the
forms of py in Theorem we divide this family of polynomials in four subfamilies. For each
of the subfamilies we establish that the identity representation is a boundary representation.
Case I: Let po = c and p; = [[;~,(21 — a;22), for distinct scalars a;’s with modulus one,
such that p = p1ps is not of the form (27" — az3*). Thus, in this case, m > 1 . Consider the
polynomial
(5.7)

o it = i) = (GO o) ‘<_1>k< 5 aa) "

z
1 k=0

1<iy <-<ig<m
A simple calculation shows that

||Q||?(p)malu>2 =1
On the other hand

m—

19(Cx, Co)ll 2 Mgl 22y = Z

=1

E Qg .oy

1<i1 << <m

Now if ZZ:ll }21§i1<"'<ik§m Qi -, ‘2 = 0, then by (B1) [, (21 — a;22) can be written
as 27" — azy for some « of unit modulus, which is a contradiction. Thus |¢(C,,,C.,)| > 1,
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and therefore, by Lemma [5.1] the identity representation is a boundary representation in this
case.

Case II: Let py = (21 —722), |7] # 1 and p; = [}, (21 — a;22) for distinct scalars a;’s with
modulus one. Without loss of generality we assume that || < 1 (otherwise, by interchanging
the role of z; and z,, one could consider py = (29 — %zl) and p; =[]~ (22 — aiizl)). Letting
Qa1 = 7, consider the polynomial ¢ as in (B.7)), that is,

[T (21— auze) — (1) [T 2t

21

q:

Again, by similar computations as in the previous case,

||quZo(p)r16]D)2 =1 and ||q(0217 CZz)H > 1+ Z Z QO

k=1 |1<ii<<ip<m+1

: 2
Now if > " | ‘Zlgi1<---<ik§m+1 iy ... | =0, then 172 — aizg) = 2 — a2t for
some scalar o with |a| # 1. This implies that |ai]| = -+ = a1 = o™ #£ 1, which is
a contradiction. Thus [|¢(C.,,C.,)|| > 1, and the conclusion again follows from Lemma (.11

Case I1I: Let p = py = (21 — 71122)(21 — Y222) with |y1| < 1, |72 > 1. In this case, for e > 0
is a positive real numberwe consider the polynomial g, := (21 — €7222). Set

Vi o= {(nz,2) € ID?: |z| = 1} and Vs == {(1222, 22) € OD” : |7225| = 1}.
We now note that Z(p) N oD? = V; U Va, and the following equalities hold:

lgellv; =1 —en2l, gl = (1 —e).
Thus, by choosing 0 < ¢ < 1 small enough, one can have ||qe||%°(p)ﬂm2 < 1. On the other hand,

forany 0 <e < 1
||QE(CZ17022)|| > \% 1+ |€f72‘2 > 1.
Now Lemma [5.1] applies.

Case IV: Let py = (21 — m122)(21 — 222), || < 1,|92| > 1 and py = [T, (21 — au2) for
distinct scalars a;’s with modulus one. For notational simplicity we set

Vo = {(1122,22) € OD? : |20| = 1}, Vi, = {(7222, 22) € OD* : |y920| = 1},
and
Vo, = {(izg,25) €OD? : |z =1}, i=1,...,m.
Now for € > 0, consider the polynomial
¢ = 22(21" — €¢'), where ¢’ = Z < Z QG - .aik> P
k=1 \1<ij<-<ix<m

Then it can be easily verified that

1
o, < )= M.l < || - €M,
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and

ey, =11 =6, i=1,...,m,
where M = max{|¢'(71,1)|, |¢ (%, 1)|}. We now choose 0 < € < 1 for which ||q6||OZo(p)naD2 < 1.
On the other hand [|q.(C.,, C.,)|| > |lge|| > 1. This completes the proof. 0

APPENDIX: A MEASURE ON V,

We first look at the holomorphic functions on V;, as given in [7]. By definition, a function
f is holomorphic in an analytic variety V' of a complex manifold M if for every x € V, there
is a neighbourhood U, C M and a holomorphic function F' on U, such that F|y~y, = flvru,-
Clark [7] showed that a holomorphic function f on V, can be recovered in following way:
Define a function h on D**! by -

S - (A —n;())
h(zi, ..., 20 A) = f(be(A 7 ,
. = 2 1) G = oy
where b(\) (k =1,...,m) is a pre-image of A € D under the map ¢ : V,, = D, ¢(21,.. ., 2,)

n(z1), and (bk(A))] is the j-th coordinate of bg(\). The following lemma is due to Clark [7].

LEMMA 5.10. ([7]) As a function of X, h(z1,...,2,; ) extends to a holomorphic Q,, @ ... ®
Q.. -valued function in D, and h(z1,...,z,;m(21)) = f(21,. .., 2,) for all (z1,...,2,) € V.

A holomorphic function f on V;, can also be written as

Zl,..., fz/ Rlyenes” nl(’zl))y7
Z

where f, € Q,, ®...® Q,, . In the same paper [7] Clark defined a class of norms in the space
of holomorphic functions on V;. In that process he defined

fHZl,..., Zf,, Rlyeeey & (7]1(21)) .

From the definition of the function i we have for (21,...,2,) € 9V;:

m - rm(z1) — n;(z5)
B8 flenesz) = 3 fOulrm(z) H (Gelrm(20)); — 2 (el (z0))),)

The norm in the space A*"(V}) is defined by

1518, = 260+1) [ WinCens o 2)BCL =),

2T 1/2
||f[r]H2 = 8sup (/ / \f[,,s](wl, c. ,wn)|2dueie(w)d9) .
0<s<1 0

where
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Here the measure dy,» is a measure supported in the fibre over the point € under the map
¢; more precisely,

preio (Di (")) = [y ((O(€))1) - - 115, (i (€))7
We can rewrite the norm of f as

(5.9  |IfI, =20+ 1) /0 /0 / o (w1 o wa) P (L — 1) dpto () dOdr

The space A>"(V,) is the collection of holomorphic functions on V; such that || f|]s, < co.
From [7, Lemma 4.1] we can deduce that the constant function 1 lies in A" (V).

We can now define a measure p on V;, as

W(E) = [Ixelln:
where xp is the characteristic function of the Borel set £ C V. With this measure we have
A2n(V,) € L3 ().

Acknowledgment: The first two authors are grateful to Indian Statistical Institute, Ban-
galore Centre for warm hospitality. The first named author also acknowledges with thanks
the partial financial support from the Department of Atomic Energy, India through N.B.H.M
Post Doctoral Fellowship. The second named author is supported by an INSPIRE faculty
fellowship (IFA-MA-02) funded by DST.

REFERENCES

[1] W. Arveson, Subalgebras of C*-algebras, Acta Math. 123 (1969), 141-224.

[2] W. Arveson, Subalgebras of C*-algebras II, Acta Math. 128 (1972), 271-308.

[3] L. Brown, R. Douglas and P. Fillmore, Eztension of C*-algebras and K-homology, Ann. of Math. 105
(1977), 265-324.

[4] A. Chattopadhyay, B. K. Das and J. Sarkar, Tensor product of quotient Hilbert modules, J. Math. Anal.
Appl. 429 (2015), 727-747.

[5] A. Chattopadhyay, B. K. Das and J. Sarkar, Star-generating vectors of Rudin’s quotient modules, J.

Funct. Anal. 267 (2014), 4341-4360.

| X. Chen and K. Guo, Analytic Hilbert modules, m-Chapman & Hall/CRC Res. Notes Math. 433, 2003.

| D. Clark, Restrictions of HP functions in the polydisk, Amer. J. math. 110 (1988), 1119-1152.

| B. K. Das and J. Sarkar, Rudin’s Submodules of H?(D?), C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 353 (2015), 51-55.

]

I

907-934.

[11] K. Guo and K. Wang, Beurling type quotient modules over the bidisk and boundary representations, J.
Funct. Anal. 257 (2009), 3218-3238.

[12] K. Guo and P. Wang, FEssentially normal Hilbert modules and K-homology III: Homogeneous quotient
modules on the bidisk, Sci. China Ser. A 50 (2007), 387-411.

[13] W. He, Boundary representations on co-invariant subspaces of Bergman space, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.
138 (2010), 615-622.

[14] K. Izuchi, T. Nakazi and M. Seto, Backward shift invariant subspaces in the bidisc II, J. Oper. Theory
51 (2004), 361-376.

[15] W. Rudin, Function theory in polydiscs, Benjamin, New York, 1969.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1303.3252

ESSENTIAL NORMALITY AND BOUNDARY REPRESENTATIONS 19

[16] J. Sarkar, An introduction to Hilbert module approach to multivariable operator theory, to appear in
Handbook of Operator Theory, Springer. larXiv:1308.6103.

[17] J. Sarkar, Jordan blocks of H?(D"), J. Oper. Theory 72 (2014), 371-385.

[18] J. Sarkar, Submodules of the Hardy module over polydisc, to appear in Israel J. Math. (2015).
arXiv:1304.1564.

[19] J. Sarkar, A. Sasane and B. Wick, Doubly commuting submodules of the Hardy module over polydiscs,
Studia Mathematica 217 (2013), 179-192.

[20] P. Wang, The essential normality of Ny-type quotient module of Hardy module on the polydisc, Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 142 (2014), 151-156.

[21] K. Zhu, Restriction of the Bergman shift to an invariant subspace, Quart. J. Math. Oxford Ser. (2) 48
(1997), 519-532.

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY BOMBAY, PowAl, MUMBAI,
INDIA- 400076
E-mail address: dasb@math.iitb.ac.in, bata436Qgmail.com

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF SCIENCE EDUCATION AND
RESEARCH KOLKATA, MOHANPUR 741 246, WEST BENGAL, INDIA
E-mail address: sushil.gorai@iiserkol.ac.in

INDIAN STATISTICAL INSTITUTE, STATISTICS AND MATHEMATICS UNIT, 8TH MILE, MYSORE ROAD,
BANGALORE, 560059, INDIA
E-mail address: jay@isibang.ac.in, jaydeb@gmail.com


http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.6103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1304.1564

	1. Introduction
	2. Preparatory results
	3. Essential normality
	4. Boundary Representations for doubly commuting quotient modules
	5. Boundary representation for homogeneous quotient modules
	Appendix: A measure on V
	References

