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TWO PROBLEMS ON SUBMODULES OF H2(Dn)

RAMLAL DEBNATH AND SRIJAN SARKAR

Abstract. Given any shift-invariant closed subspace S (aka submodule) of the Hardy space
over the unit polydisc H2(Dn) (where n ≥ 2), let Rzj := Mzj |S , and Ezj := PS ◦evzj , for each
j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Here, evzj is the operator evaluating at 0 in the zj-th variable. In this article,
we prove that given any subset Λ ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, there exists a collection of one-variable inner
functions {ϕλ(zλ)}λ∈Λ on Dn, such that

S =
∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn),

if and only if the conditions (IS − EzkE
∗
zk
)(IS − RzkR

∗
zk
) = 0 for all k ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ,

and (IS − EziE
∗
zi
)(IS − RziR

∗
zi
)(IS − EzjE

∗
zj
)(IS − RzjR

∗
zj
) = 0 for all distinct i, j ∈ Λ,

are satisfied. Following this, we study R.G. Douglas’s question on the commutativity of
orthogonal projections onto the corresponding quotient modules.
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1. Introduction

A landmark result in the theory of Hardy spaces is Beurling’s theorem [5] for invariant
subspaces of the Hardy space on unit disc D (denoted by H2(D)). In particular, it states
that any shift-invariant closed subspace of H2(D) is of the form θ(z)H2(D), where θ(z) is an
inner function on D. Note that a bounded analytic function θ(z) on Dn is said to be an inner
function if |θ(z)| = 1 almost everywhere on Tn. It is well-known that a clever example by
Rudin [21] shows that such a characterization is far from being true in the case of D2. This
initiated the search for new types of shift-invariant subspaces. Before moving into further
details, let us first recall that H2(Dn) is the space of all analytic functions f(z) on the unit
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polydisc Dn such that

‖f‖ := sup
0≤r<1

(

∫

Tn

|f(rz)|2dµ
)

1
2 <∞,

where z := (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Dn, and µ is the normalized Lebesgue measure on the distinguished
boundary of Dn, that is the n-torus Tn. The algebra of bounded analytic functions on Dn

is denoted by H∞(Dn). The Hardy space H2(Dn) has the following module structure over
C[z1, . . . , zn],

p · f = p(Mz)f (f ∈ H2(Dn)),

where Mz := (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzn) is the tuple of shift operators on H2(Dn). A closed subspace
S ⊆ H2(Dn) is called Mz-invariant (also known as shift-invariant) if MziS ⊆ S is satisfied for
all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. The above module structure gets carried onto shift-invariant subspaces via
the restriction operators:

Rzi :=Mzi |S (i ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

Due to this, we will follow the convention of Douglas and Paulsen [9] by referring to shift-
invariant closed subspaces as submodules of H2(Dn). The classification problem for submod-
ules of H2(Dn) for n ≥ 2 is challenging, and a full description is beyond the scope of the
present understanding. We refer the readers to important developments in this direction
[1, 2, 6, 12, 13, 14, 16, 17, 28, 27, 29]. To study this problem, researchers have devised an
important approach over time: studying submodules through the lens of restriction opera-
tors. More precisely, characterizing shift-invariant subspaces of H2(Dn) by imposing algebraic
conditions on the restriction operators. A breakthrough in this direction came via the char-
acterization for Beurling-type submodules of H2(Dn).

Definition 1.1. A submodule S ⊆ H2(Dn) is said to be Beurling-type if there exists an inner
function θ(z) ∈ H∞(Dn) such that S = θ(z)H2(Dn).

The following characterization was obtained by Mandrekar for D2 [19] and later by Sarkar
et al. for n > 2 [24].

Theorem 1.2. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn), then the following are equivalent.

(i) S is of Beurling-type,

(ii) [R∗
zi
, Rzj ] = 0 for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Here, [·, ·] denotes the commutator [A,B] := AB − BA for A,B ∈ B(H) (the space of all
bounded operators on a Hilbert space H). We refer the reader to a recent work by Bergqvist
[4] for a function-theoretic approach to Mandrekar’s characterization. An immediate question
that one may ask is when the inner function θ(z) depends on a particular variable. Although
this question is natural and interesting in its own right, it is surprising that a single set
of explicit conditions has not yet been developed to characterize Beurling-type submodules
with this particular feature. This is the first achievement of this article. To understand the
result, let us introduce another collection of operators associated with the submodule S. More
precisely, for each j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and λ ∈ D, we define evaluation operators corresponding to
S as the following,

Ej,λ := PS ◦ evj,λ,

where, for any j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and λ ∈ D, evj,λ : H
2(Dn) → H2(Dn) is the evaluation operator

on the full space defined by

evj,λf(z1, . . . , zn) = f(z1, . . . , zj−1, λ, zj+1, . . . , zn) (f ∈ H2(Dn)).
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Here, PS denotes the orthogonal projection onto the closed subspace S. We denote the
orthogonal complement of S by S⊥, and the orthogonal projection onto this subspace by P⊥

S .
For this article, we are interested in evaluation operators at λ = 0, which is denoted by

Ej := Ej,0.

It should be noted that evaluation operators corresponding to quotient modules have been
studied in [18, 27], where several correspondences with the compression operators have been
developed. Our interest lies in the study of these operators on submodules. In section 3.1, we
use the collection of evaluation operators and restrictions to completely characterize Beurling-
type submodules corresponding to inner functions depending on a particular variable.

Theorem 1.3. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn). Then S = θ(zi)H
2(Dn) for an inner function

θ(zi) depending only on the zi-variable if and only if

(IS − EzjE
∗
zj
)(IS − RzjR

∗
zj
) = 0.

for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {i}.

The above result is surprising as we need conditions corresponding to all the variables except
for the variable on which the inner function depends. It is interesting to observe that if we
just assume the condition (IS − RzjR

∗
zj
) = 0 for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n} then the only possibility

is S = {0}. This is because any Rzi is also a pure isometry (in other words, ‖R∗n
zi
f‖ → 0 as

n→ ∞ for all f ∈ H2(Dn)). Furthermore, in section 2, we find that there does not exist any
non-zero submodule of H2(Dn) that satisfies the following condition

(IS − RziR
∗
zi
)(IS − RzjR

∗
zj
) = 0,

for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} (see Proposition 2.2). We believe this is an important phe-
nomenon which, in other words, states that: given any non-zero submodule there must exist
distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that S ⊖ ziS 6⊥ S ⊖ zjS.

Theorem 1.3 motivates us to characterize submodules which are sums of one-variable inner
functions. More precisely, given a subset Λ ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, when a submodule S ⊆ H2(Dn) can
be written as the following:

S =
∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn),

where ϕλ(zλ) is an inner function depending only on the zλ-variable for all λ ∈ Λ? In section
3.2, we completely answer this question by proving the following result.

Theorem 1.4. Let S be a proper submodule of H2(Dn) and Λ ⊆ {1, . . . , n}. There exists a

collection of one-variable non-constant inner functions {ϕλ(zλ)}λ∈Λ on D
n, such that

S =
∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn),

if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1.1) (IS −EzlE
∗
zl
)(IS −RzlR

∗
zl
) = 0 (∀l ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ),

(1.2) (IS −EziE
∗
zi
)(IS −RziR

∗
zi
)(IS −EzjE

∗
zj
)(IS −RzjR

∗
zj
) = 0 ( for all distinct i, j ∈ Λ).
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The proof relies on several results on arbitrary submodules which we gather in section 2.
For instance, we prove and use a fact that for any submodule S,

[(IS − EziE
∗
zi
), (IS − RziR

∗
zi
)] = 0 (∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

Furthermore, the novelty of this section lies in identifying the interplay between [R∗
zi
, Rzj ]

and the cross-commutators [C∗
zi
, Czj ], corresponding to compressions Czi := PQMzi |Q on the

quotient modules Q := H2(Dn)⊖S (that is, the orthogonal complement of S inside H2(Dn)).
By definition, it is clear that Q is M∗

z
-invariant that is, M∗

zi
Q ⊆ Q for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We

hope many of these results will prove useful in further studies.
From the algebraic condition in Theorem 1.2, it is evident that Beurling-type submodules

of H2(Dn) satisfy the following commutativity,

[(IS − RziR
∗
zi
), (IS − RzjR

∗
zj
)] = 0 ( for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}),

in other words, the defects of restrictions commute with each other. Motivated by this feature,
in section 4, we have completely characterized when the defects of restrictions corresponding
to submodules of type S =

∑

λ∈Λ ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn), commute with each other.

Theorem 1.5. Let S =
∑

λ∈Λ ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn) be a submodule of H2(Dn), where ϕλ are non-

constant inner functions. For any distinct i, j ∈ Λ, we have

[(ISΦΛ
− RziR

∗
zi
), (ISΦΛ

−RzjR
∗
zj
)] = 0

if and only if ϕi(0) = 0 and ϕj(0) = 0.

An intrinsic question in operator theory is when two orthogonal projections say P1, P2 on
a Hilbert space H, commute with each other. It is well-known that this commutativity holds
if and only if P1P2 = PranP1∩ranP2

. The analogous question for H2(Dn) can be stated as the
following: when does orthogonal projections PSi onto submodules Si for i = 1, 2 commute with

each other? This is a challenging question, and a full description seems out of reach with
the existing understanding of general submodules of H2(Dn). We refer the reader to recent
progress made for Beurling-type submodules [11]. In section 5, we completely answer this
question for the above type of submodules.

Theorem 1.6. Let SΦΛ
and SΨΓ

be the following submodules of H2(Dn)

SΦΛ
=

∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn); SΨΓ

=
∑

t∈Γ

ψt(zt)H
2(Dn),

corresponding to non-constant inner functions {ϕλ(zλ)}Λ and {ψt(zt)}Γ. Then [PSΦΛ
, PSΨΓ

] =

0 if and only if either ϕj|ψj or ψj |ϕj for all j ∈ Λ ∩ Γ.

The proof of this result is not straightforward and involves several crucial steps. The main
difficulty in proving this result lies in the structure of these submodules. Although we want
to study when two projections commute, it is worth noting that each of these projections
is again a sum of orthogonal projections. In other words, we have to prove when sums of
orthogonal projections commute, which significantly raises the difficulty.

In [7], the authors have recorded the following question raised by R.G. Douglas: when does

the product of two orthogonal projections corresponding to Beurling-type quotient modules

become a finite-rank projection? Note that a quotient module Q ⊆ H2(Dn) is said to be a
Beurling-type quotient module if there exists an inner function θ(z) ∈ H∞(Dn) such that
Q = Qθ := H2(Dn) ⊖ θ(z)H2(Dn). Douglas’s question is fundamental in the study of both
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submodules and quotient modules of H2(Dn) (see for instance, see [7, 13]), and was recently
solved by Debnath et al. in [11, Theorem 1.4]. Their result, in the case of n > 2 shows that
the product PQθPQψ corresponding to inner functions ϕ(z), ψ(z) ∈ H∞(Dn) is a finite-rank
projection only when it is zero. However, we have a non-trivial answer to Douglas’s question
for the submodules which we have considered. Using Theorem 1.6, we establish the analogous
result for quotient modules corresponding to quotient modules QΦΛ

:= H2(Dn) ⊖ SΦΛ
, and

QΨΛ
:= H2(Dn)⊖ SΨΓ

.

Theorem 1.7. Let Λ,Γ be subsets of {1, . . . , n} such that Λ ∪ Γ = {1, . . . , n} and consider

the corresponding quotient modules QΦΛ
,QΨΓ

inside H2(Dn), where {ϕλ(zλ)}Λ and {ψt(zt)}Γ
are non-constant inner functions. Then P = PQΦΛ

PQΨΓ
is a finite rank projection if and only

if the inner functions {ϕi(zi)}i∈Λ\Λ∩Γ and {ψj(zj)}j∈Γ\Λ∩Γ are finite Blaschke products, and

for all j ∈ Λ ∩ Γ any one of the following conditions hold,

(a) ϕj divides ψj and ϕj is a finite Blaschke product,

(b) ψj divides ϕj and ψj is a finite Blaschke product.

2. Properties of submodule on the polydisc

This section aims to develop several results on general submodules of H2(Dn). Let us begin
by looking into the following question: when does the condition S ⊖ ziS ⊥ S ⊖ zjS holds for

all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}? Since the tuple of restriction operators (Rz1, . . . , Rzn) form a
commuting tuple of isometries the condition can be restated into the following

(IS − RziR
∗
zi
)(IS − RzjR

∗
zj
) = 0.

Before answering this question, let us note a useful and well-known result on reducing sub-
spaces of H2(Dn). Recall that a subspace S ⊆ H2(Dn) is called Mz-reducing if MziS ⊆ S,
and M∗

zi
S ⊆ S hold for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proposition 2.1. The only Mz-reducing closed subspaces of H2(Dn) are the trivial ones.

Proof. It can be immediately observed that S is Mz-reducing implies that
n

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −MziM
∗
zi
)PS = PS

n

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −MziM
∗
zi
).

Since
n

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn)−MziM
∗
zi
) = PC, we get PCPS = PSPC, and therefore, PCPS1 = PS1. Hence,

PS1 ∈ C and thus, there exists λ ∈ C such that PS1 = λ. Since PC is a projection, λ ∈ {0, 1}.
If λ = 0, then it means 1 ∈ S⊥, which will imply S⊥ = H2(Dn). In other words, S = {0}.
In the other case, when λ = 1, it will imply that PS1 = 1 and thus, 1 ∈ S. This will again
imply that S = H2(Dn). This completes the proof.

Now we are ready to answer the question at this section’s beginning.

Proposition 2.2. Let S submodule of H2(Dn). Then

(2.1) (IS − RziR
∗
zi
)(IS − RzjR

∗
zj
) = 0

for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} if and only if S = {0}.

Proof. Fix any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then (IS −RziR
∗
zi
)(IS − RzjR

∗
zj
) = 0 implies

(IS − RzjR
∗
zj
)S ⊆ ker(IS −RziR

∗
zi
),
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that is
S ⊖ zjS ⊆ ziS.

Since for each j we have znj ziS = ziz
n
j S ⊆ ziS, we can further deduce that

znj (S ⊖ zjS) ⊆ ziS.

From the Wold-von Neumann decomposition we get S = ⊕n
j=0z

n
j (S ⊖ zjS), and therefore, we

obtain S ⊆ ziS. Acting on the left by M∗
zi
on both sides we get M∗

zi
S ⊆ S. By considering

the adjoint of condition (2.1), we have (IS − RzjR
∗
zj
)(IS − RziR

∗
zi
) = 0. So by a similar

technique, we conclude M∗
zj
S ⊆ S. Since i, j were fixed but arbitrary elements in {1, . . . , n}

the submodule S must be Mz-reducing and hence, using Proposition 2.1, we get

S = {0} or H2(Dn).

Now if S = H2(Dn), then

0 = (IS − RziR
∗
zi
)(IS − RzjR

∗
zj
) = (IH2(Dn) −MziM

∗
zi
)(IH2(Dn) −MzjM

∗
zj
).

This further implies that either (IH2(Dn) −MziM
∗
zi
) = 0 or (IH2(Dn) −MzjM

∗
zj
) = 0. This is a

contradiction because Mzi is never a unitary for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Thus the only possibility
is S = {0}. This completes the proof.

Let us now establish several results useful for later sections. In the following Q :=
H2(Dn) ⊖ S is the corresponding quotient module. It is evident from the definition that
Q is (M∗

z1 , . . . ,M
∗
zn)-joint invariant. We begin by observing the following simple but useful

identity.

Lemma 2.3. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn). Then

[R∗
zj
, Rzi] = PSMziPQM

∗
zj
|S , (i 6= j).

for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. Fix distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We consider

[R∗
zj
, Rzi] = R∗

zj
Rzi −RziR

∗
zj

= PSM
∗
zj
Mzi|S − PSMziPSM

∗
zj
|S

= PSMziPQM
∗
zj
|S .

The following results show how the evaluation operators on submodules are related to the
restriction operators.

Lemma 2.4. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn), then

IS −RzjR
∗
zj
− EzjE

∗
zj
= PSMzjPQM

∗
zj
|S , (j ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

Proof. First note that by the definition, evzj = IH2(Dn) −MzjM
∗
zj

for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then

EzjE
∗
zj
= PS

(

IH2(Dn) −MzjM
∗
zj

)

PS = PS − PSMzjM
∗
zj
PS .

So, we obtain

IS − RzjR
∗
zj
− EzjE

∗
zj
= PSMzjM

∗
zj
|S − PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
|S = PSMzjPQM

∗
zj
|S .
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As a consequence of this identity, we can further establish that the defects of the restriction
and evaluation operators commute with each other.

Lemma 2.5. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn). Then for each j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we get

(IS − RzjR
∗
zj
)(IS − EzjE

∗
zj
) = IS − RzjR

∗
zj
− EzjE

∗
zj
.

Proof. For any j ∈ {1, . . . , n} we have

(IS − RzjR
∗
zj
)(IS − EzjE

∗
zj
) = (IS − PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
|S)PSMzjM

∗
zj
|S

= PSMzjM
∗
zj
|S − PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
PSMzjM

∗
zj
|S

= PSMzjM
∗
zj
|S − PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
MzjM

∗
zj
|S

= PSMzjM
∗
zj
|S − PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
|S

= PSMzjM
∗
zj
|S − PSMzj(IH2(Dn) − PQ)M

∗
zj
|S

= PSMzjPQM
∗
zj
|S .

Using Lemma 2.4 we get

(IS − RzjR
∗
zj
)(IS − EzjE

∗
zj
) = IS − RzjR

∗
zj
− EzjE

∗
zj
.

This completes the proof.

Since the right-hand side of the above result is a self-adjoint operator, we get

[(IS − RzjR
∗
zj
), (IS −EzjE

∗
zj
)] = 0 (j ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

Let us now collect several results on cross-commutators of the restriction operators on submod-
ules of H2(Dn), which will play crucial roles in the later sections. The Douglas factorization
lemma [8] serves as an important tool in the proofs.

Lemma 2.6. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn). For distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we have

(i) [R∗
zj
, Rzi ] = (IS −RziR

∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
)1/2Ai,j for some contraction Ai,j on S.

(ii) [R∗
zj
, Rzi ] = Bi,j(IS − RzjR

∗
zj
− EzjE

∗
zj
)1/2 for some contraction Bi,j on S.

(iii) ran[R∗
zj
, Rzi] ⊆ ran(IS − RziR

∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
).

(iv) ker(IS − RzjR
∗
zj
− EzjE

∗
zj
) ⊆ ker[R∗

zj
, Rzi].

Proof. Fix any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then

(IS − RziR
∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
)− [R∗

zj
, Rzi ][R

∗
zj
, Rzi]

∗

= PSMziPQM
∗
zi
PS − PSMziPQM

∗
zj
PSMzjPQM

∗
zi
PS

= PSMziPQ(IH2(Dn) −M∗
zj
PSMzj )PQM

∗
zi
PS

= PSMziPQM
∗
zj
PQMzjPQM

∗
zi
PS

= PSMziM
∗
zj
PQMzjM

∗
zi
PS ≥ 0.

Furthermore, from Lemma 2.4 we know (IS − RziR
∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
) is a non-negative operator.

Hence, by Douglas’s range inclusion theorem there exists a contraction Ai,j on S such that

[R∗
zj
, Rzi] = (IS − RziR

∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
)1/2Ai,j.
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To prove part (ii), we consider

(IS − RzjR
∗
zj
− EzjE

∗
zj
)− [R∗

zj
, Rzi]

∗[R∗
zj
, Rzi]

= PSMzjPQM
∗
zj
PS − PSMzjPQM

∗
zi
PSMziPQM

∗
zj
PS

= PSMzjPQ(IH2(Dn) −M∗
zi
PSMzi)PQM

∗
zj
PS

= PSMzjPQM
∗
zi
(IH2(Dn) − PS)MziPQM

∗
zj
PS

= PSMzjPQM
∗
zi
PQMziPQM

∗
zj
PS ≥ 0.

So again by Douglas’s range inclusion theorem, there exists a contraction Bi,j on S such that

[R∗
zj
, Rzi] = Bi,j(IS −RzjR

∗
zj
− EzjE

∗
zj
)1/2.

Part (iii) is a consequence of part (i) and part (iv) is a consequence of part (ii).

Let us explore some further connections.

Lemma 2.7. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) [R∗
zj
, Rzi ](IS −RziR

∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
) = 0, for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

(ii) (IS − RzjR
∗
zj
−EzjE

∗
zj
)[R∗

zj
, Rzi] = 0, for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

Proof. First note that (IS −RziR
∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
) is self adjoint and [R∗

zj
, Rzi]

∗ = [R∗
zi
, Rzj ]. Thus,

[R∗
zj
, Rzi](IS−RziR

∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
) = 0 if and only if (IS−RziR

∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
)[R∗

zi
, Rzj ] = 0. In the last

condition if we interchanging the role of i and j, we get (IS −RzjR
∗
zj
−EzjE

∗
zj
)[R∗

zj
, Rzi] = 0.

This completes the proof.

We know that Beurling-type submodules of H2(Dn) must satisfy [R∗
zj
, Rzi] = 0 for all

distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and therefore, [R∗
zj
, Rzi]

2 = 0. Using our methods, we can find

sufficient conditions for an arbitrary submodule of H2(Dn) to satisfy this condition.

Proposition 2.8. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn), then for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},
we have

[R∗
zj
, Rzi](IS − RziR

∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
) = 0 implies [R∗

zj
, Rzi]

2 = 0.

Proof. If we assume [R∗
zj
, Rzi](IS − RziR

∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
) = 0 for distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then

ran(IS − RziR
∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
) ⊆ ker[R∗

zj
, Rzi].

On the other hand from Lemma 2.6 (iii) we get

ran[R∗
zj
, Rzi] ⊆ ran(IS −RziR

∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
).

This implies ran[R∗
zj
, Rzi ] ⊆ ker[R∗

zj
, Rzi], which further implies that [R∗

zj
, Rzi ]

2 = 0. This
completes the proof.

In our study, we sometimes have to consider quotient modules and the corresponding com-
pression operators. Recall that the compression operators (also referred to as the model
operators [3, 22, 23]) on quotient modules Q ⊆ H2(Dn) are denoted by Czj and defined by

Czj := PQMzj |Q.

For all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the corresponding defect operators are defined by

DCzj
:= (IQ − C∗

zj
Czj)

1/2, and DC∗
zj
:= (IQ − CzjC

∗
zj
)1/2, .
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Expanding the terms we get

D2
Czj

= PQM
∗
zj
PSMzjPQ, and D2

C∗
zj
= PQ(IH2(Dn) −MzjM

∗
zj
)PQ.

The corresponding defect spaces are defined by

DCzj
:= ranDCzj

and DC∗
zj
:= ranDC∗

zj
.

Note that

(2.2) ran(IQ − C∗
zj
Czj)

1/2 = ran(IQ − C∗
zj
Czj) = ran(PQM

∗
zj
|S), (j = 1, . . . , n).

Before moving into further details let us note a simple but useful identity.

Lemma 2.9. Let Q be a quotient module of H2(Dn), then for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

[Czj , C
∗
zi
] = PQM

∗
zi
PSMzj |Q.

Proof. Fix any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then

[Czj , C
∗
zi
] = CzjC

∗
zi
− C∗

zi
Czj

= PQMzjM
∗
zi
|Q − PQM

∗
zi
PQMzj |Q

= PQM
∗
zi
PSMzj |Q.

We present a few results on compressions and cross-commutators analogous to Lemma 2.6.

Lemma 2.10. Let Q be a quotient module of H2(Dn), then for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},
we have

(i) [Czj , C
∗
zi
] = Ai,jDCzj

for some contraction Ai,j on Q.

(ii) [Czj , C
∗
zi
] = DCzi

Bi,j, for some contraction Bi,j on Q.

(iii) ran[Czj , C
∗
zi
] ⊆ DCzi

.

(iv) ker(DCzj
) ⊆ ker[Czj , C

∗
zi
].

Proof. Fix any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then

D2
Czj

− [Czj , C
∗
zi
]∗[Czj , C

∗
zi
] = PQM

∗
zj
PSMzjPQ − PQM

∗
zj
PSMziPQM

∗
zi
PSMzjPQ

= PQM
∗
zj
PS(IH2(Dn) −MziPQM

∗
zi
)PSMzjPQ ≥ 0.

Hence, by Douglas’s range inclusion theorem there exists a contraction Ai,j on Q such that

[Czj , C
∗
zi
] = Ai,jDCzj

.

This completes the proof of (i). To prove (ii), we consider

D2
Czi

− [Czj , C
∗
zi
][Czj , C

∗
zi
]∗ = PQM

∗
zi
PSMziPQ − PQM

∗
zi
PSMzjPQM

∗
zj
PSMziPQ

= PQM
∗
zi
PS(IH2(Dn) −MzjPQM

∗
zj
)PSMziPQ ≥ 0.

Thus, again by Douglas’s range inclusion theorem, we get

[Czj , C
∗
zi
] = DCzi

Bi,j

for some contraction Bi,j on Q. Now it is easy to conclude that part (iii) is a consequence of
part (ii) and part (iv) follows from part (i).

We will now explore some correspondence between the cross-commutators of restrictions
and compression operators.
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Lemma 2.11. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn). Then for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},
[R∗

zj
, Rzi](IS − RziR

∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
) = 0 if and only if DCzi

[Czi , C
∗
zj
]DCzi

= 0. Moreover,

[R∗
zj
, Rzi ](IS −RziR

∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
) = 0 implies [Czi, C

∗
zj
]2 = 0.

Proof. Fix any distinct but arbitrary i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and let us assume that [R∗
zj
, Rzi](IS −

RziR
∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
) = 0. Using Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4, for any fixed but arbitrary s1, s2 ∈ S,

we get

〈[R∗
zj
, Rzi](IS −RziR

∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
)s1, s2〉 = 〈PSMziPQM

∗
zj
PSMziPQM

∗
zi
s1, s2〉

= 〈PQM
∗
zj
PSMziPQM

∗
zi
s1, PQM

∗
zi
s2〉.

This implies that PQM
∗
zj
PSMziPQM

∗
zi
S ⊆ ker(PSMzi|Q). So, [Czi , C

∗
zj
]DCzi

⊆ ker(DCzi
).

Thus, [R∗
zj
, Rzi](IS −RziR

∗
zi
−EziE

∗
zi
) = 0 if and only if DCzi

[Czi , C
∗
zj
]DCzi

= 0. Furthermore,

by Lemma 2.10 (iv) we get [Czi, C
∗
zj
]DCzi

⊆ ker(DCzi
) ⊆ ker[Czi, C

∗
zj
]. Hence

[Czi, C
∗
zj
]2DCzi

= {0}.

This implies DCzi
⊆ ker[Czi, C

∗
zj
]2. Again, using Lemma 2.10 (iv) we get

ker(DCzi
) ⊆ ker[Czi, C

∗
zj
] ⊆ ker[Czi, C

∗
zj
]2.

Thus

Q = ker(DCzi
)⊕DCzi

⊆ ker[Czi, C
∗
zj
]2,

which further implies that [Czi , C
∗
zj
]2 = 0. This completes the proof.

Proposition 2.12. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn). Then for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},
[R∗

zj
, Rzi]

2 = 0 if and only if DCzi
[Czi , C

∗
zj
]DCzj

= 0. Moreover,

[R∗
zj
, Rzi]

2 = 0 implies [Czi, C
∗
zj
]3 = 0.

Proof. Fix any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. For any fixed but arbitrary s1, s2 ∈ S, we have

0 = 〈[R∗
zj
, Rzi]

2s1, s2〉 = 〈PSMziPQM
∗
zj
PSMziPQM

∗
zj
s1, s2〉

= 〈PQM
∗
zj
PSMziPQM

∗
zj
s1, PQM

∗
zi
s2〉.

This implies that PQM
∗
zj
PSMziPQM

∗
zj
S ⊆ ker(PSMzi |Q). That is, [Czi, C

∗
zj
]DCzj

⊆ ker(DCzi
).

Thus, we have [R∗
zj
, Rzi]

2 = 0 if and only if DCzi
[Czi, C

∗
zj
]DCzj

= 0.

Now by Lemma 2.10 (iv) we have ker(DCzi
) ⊆ ker[Czi, C

∗
zj
]. Thus [Czi , C

∗
zj
]2DCzj

= {0}.

Hence

(2.3) DCzj
⊆ ker[Czi, C

∗
zj
]2.

On the other hand by Lemma 2.10 (iii) we get

(2.4) ran[Czi, C
∗
zj
] ⊆ DCzj

.

Combining (2.3) and (2.4) we observe that ran[Czi, C
∗
zj
] ⊆ ker[Czi, C

∗
zj
]2. Hence [Czi, C

∗
zj
]3 = 0.
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This result motivates the following problem: characterize submodules S ⊆ H2(Dn) which

satisfy [Rzi , R
∗
zj
]2 = 0, but not necessarily [Rzi , R

∗
zj
] = 0, for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}?

In the next section, we will study certain submodules that satisfy this criterion. We seek to
completely characterize submodules with respect to this condition in future works. We end
this section with an observation useful in the later sections.

Lemma 2.13. Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn), then for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the operator

MziPSM
∗
zi
is a projection onto the closed subspace ziS.

Proof. It is clear that MziPSM
∗
zi

is a self-adjoint and idempotent operator, and hence an
orthogonal projection on H2(Dn). Also, the range of MziPSM

∗
zi

is clearly contained inside
ziS. We only need to show that ziS ⊆ ran MziPSM

∗
zi
. So, let us consider h ∈ ziS. Thus,

there must exist s ∈ S such that h = zis. This implies that

MziPSM
∗
zi
h = zis = h.

Hence, ziS ⊆ ran MziPSM
∗
zi
, and therefore, we get the equality of the subspaces. This

completes the proof.

3. Inner submodules of H2(Dn)

3.1. One-variable Beurling-type submodules. In this section, we characterize when S
is a Beurling-type submodule of H2(Dn) where the corresponding inner function depends on
a particular variable.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. We have (IS−EzjE
∗
zj
)(IS−RzjR

∗
zj
) = PSMzjM

∗
zj
(IS−PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
|S).

If this is zero, then
PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
|S = PSMzjM

∗
zj
|S .

Thus we obtain
PSMzjPQM

∗
zj
|S = 0.

Equivalently,
PSMzjPQ = 0,

which further implies that PSMzj = PSMzjPS = MzjPS . Hence, S is Mzj reducing, for any
j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {i}. This implies that for any fixed but arbitrary j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

RzkR
∗
zj
=MzkPSM

∗
zj
|S =MzkM

∗
zj
|S = PSMzkM

∗
zj
|S = PSM

∗
zj
Mzk |S = R∗

zj
Rzk ,

for any k ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {j}. In other words, we get that [Rzi , R
∗
zj
] = 0 for any distinct

i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Using the characterization for Beurling-type invariant subspace of H2(Dn)
in Theorem 1.2, we get

S =MθH
2(Dn),

for some inner function θ(z) ∈ H∞(Dn). Here, Mθ denotes the multiplication operator on
H2(Dn) corresponding to the symbol θ(z). Since S isMzj -reducing for any j ∈ {1, . . . , n}\{i},
it further implies that

MzjMθM
∗
θ =MθM

∗
θMzj ,

and therefore,
MzjM

∗
θ =M∗

θMzj .

Hence,
(IH2(Dn) −MzjM

∗
zj
)M∗

θ f =M∗
θ (IH2(Dn) −MzjM

∗
zj
)f.
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for all f ∈ H2(Dn). Note that for any f ∈ H2(Dn) we have

(IH2(Dn) −MzjM
∗
zj
)f = f(z1, . . . , zj−1, 0, zj+1, . . . , zn).

In particular, for any w ∈ D
n, if we take the corresponding Szegö kernel f = sw(z) :=

n

Π
i=1

1
1−ziw̄i

, then we get

(IH2(Dn) −MzjM
∗
zj
)M∗

θ sw =M∗
θ (IH2(Dn) −MzjM

∗
zj
)sw.

By the action of the adjoint of multiplication operators on Szegö kernels, we get

(IH2(Dn) −MzjM
∗
zj
)θ(w)sw =M∗

θ s(w1,...,wj−1,0,wj+1,...,wn).

Again by the action of M∗
θ on Szegö kernels, we get

θ(w)s(w1,...,wj−1,0,wj+1,...,wn) = θ(w1, . . . , wj−1, 0, wj+1, . . . , wn)s(w1,...,wj−1,0,wj+1,...,wn).

This implies that
θ(w) = θ(w1, . . . , wj−1, 0, wj+1, . . . , wn).

Since w is an arbitrary point in Dn, the function θ(z) must not depend on the variable zj.
Furthermore, j was an arbitrary number in {1, . . . , n}\{i}. So, this implies that θ(z) depends
only on the zi-variable. In other words,

S = θ(zi)H
2(Dn).

Conversely, if θ(z) = θ(zi) for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then S is Mzj -reducing for any j ∈
{1, . . . , n} \ {i}. Consequently, PSMzjM

∗
zj
|S = PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
|S ., and thus

(IS − EzjE
∗
zj
)(IS −RzjR

∗
zj
) = PSMzjM

∗
zj
(IS − PSMzjPSM

∗
zj
|S) = 0,

for any j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {i}. This completes the proof.

3.2. Sums of inner submodules. Let Λ be a subset of {1, . . . , n}, and {ϕλ(zλ)}λ∈Λ be a
collection of inner functions on Dn such that ϕλ depends only on the zλ-variable for all λ ∈ Λ.
In this section, we completely characterize submodules of the following type

SΦΛ
:=

∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn).

In the case of Λ = {1, . . . , n} we simply denote the submodule by SΦ. We establish criterion
based on conditions on the tuple of restrictions (Rz1 , . . . , Rzn), and evaluations (Ez1, . . . , Ezn)
corresponding to the submodule SΦΛ

⊆ H2(Dn). It is a straightforward observation that the
quotient module corresponding to the above submodule has the following form.

QΦΛ
:= S⊥

ΦΛ
= ⊗

λ∈Λ
Qϕλ .

In the case of Λ = {1, . . . , n}, there is a characterization for quotient modules of H2(Dn) in
terms of the compression operators Czi := PQΦ

Mzi|QΦ
, that was established by Izuchi et al.

in [15] for the n = 2 case and was later extended by Sarkar in [25] for any n ≥ 3.

Theorem 3.1. Let Q be a non-zero quotient module of H2(Dn), then for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n},
there exists a quotient module Qi ⊆ H2

zi
(D) such that

Q = Q1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Qn,

if and only if

[Czj , C
∗
zi
] = 0,
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for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

From Beurling’s theorem for H2(D), either Qi = Qϕi := H2
zi
(D)⊖ϕi(zi)H

2
zi
(D) correspond-

ing to an inner function ϕi(zi), or Qi = H2
zi
(D). We refer the readers to the excellent article

[10] for certain results related to the compression operators on these quotient modules even
before the above structure was discovered. Regarding some recent results, we refer to the
articles [20, 26] for Beurling-type representation of the corresponding submodules. For the
sake of computation, let Λ = {λ1, . . . , λk}, where λ1 < . . . < λk. The structure of SΦΛ

gives
the following orthogonal decomposition.

(3.1) SΦΛ
= S1 ⊕ . . .⊕ Sk,

where Sd := ran Mϕλd
M∗

ϕλd

(

Π
λk∈Λ;λk>λd

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλk
M∗

ϕλk
)
)

for all d ∈ {1, . . . , k} (see for

instance, [25, Lemma 2.5]). With respect to the above orthogonal decomposition, we get

(3.2) PSΦΛ
= PS1

⊕ . . .⊕ PSk ,

that is, the orthogonal projection onto submodule SΦΛ
is the sum of certain orthogonal pro-

jections. We are now ready to establish the main result of this section.

Proof for Theorem 1.4. Let us begin with the following submodule corresponding to the sub-
set Λ ⊆ {1, . . . , n},

SΦΛ
=

∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn),

where {ϕλ(zλ)}λ∈Λ is the collection of inner functions on Dn. From the structure in (3.1), it
is clear that the submodule SΦΛ

is Mzl-reducing for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ. Therefore, using
the definition of evaluation operators we get

(ISΦΛ
− EzlE

∗
zl
) = PSΦΛ

MzlM
∗
zl
PSΦΛ

= PSΦΛ
MzlM

∗
zl
,

and similarly,

(ISΦΛ
− RzlR

∗
zl
) = PSΦΛ

−MzlPSΦΛ
M∗

zl
= PSΦΛ

−MzlM
∗
zl
PSΦΛ

= (IH2(Dn) −MzlM
∗
zl
)PSΦΛ

.

This implies that (ISΦΛ
− EzlE

∗
zl
)(ISΦΛ

− RzlR
∗
zl
) = 0 for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ. Now let us

analyze for the co-ordinates inside Λ. For the sake of computations, let us denote

∆i,j = (ISΦΛ
−EzλiE

∗
zλi

)(ISΦΛ
−Rzλi

R∗
zλi

)(ISΦΛ
− EzλjE

∗
zλj

)(ISΦΛ
− Rzλj

R∗
zλj

).

for distinct λi, λj ∈ Λ. From Lemma 2.5, we know that

∆i,j = (ISΦΛ
− Rzλi

R∗
zλi

− EzλiE
∗
zλi

)(ISΦΛ
− Rzλj

R∗
zλj

− EzλjE
∗
zλj

).

Using Lemma 2.4, we get

∆i,j = PSΦΛ
Mzλi

PQΦΛ
M∗

zλi
PSΦΛ

Mzλj
PQΦΛ

M∗
zλj

|SΦΛ
.

We know that

PSΦΛ
=

k
∑

d=1

Mϕλd
M∗

ϕλd

(

Π
λ∈Λ;λ>λd

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)



14 DEBNATH AND SARKAR

Using the above identification, for any λi ∈ Λ, we get

PSΦΛ
Mzλi

PQΦΛ

=
(

k
∑

d=1

Mϕλd
M∗

ϕλd

(

Π
λ∈Λ;λ>λd

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

)

Mzλi
Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)

=
(

k
∑

d=1

Mϕλd
M∗

ϕλd

(

Π
λ∈Λ;λ>λd

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

)

n

Π
λ∈Λ;λ6=λi

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)

=
(

i−1
∑

d=1

Mϕλd
M∗

ϕλd

(

Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

)

Mzλi
(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

)

+
(

k
∑

d=i

Mϕλd
M∗

ϕλd

(

Π
λ∈Λ;λ6=λi

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

)

Mzλi
(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

)

=Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi

(

Π
λ∈Λ;λ6=λi

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

Mzλi
(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

)

=Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

(

Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

,

and therefore,

PQΦΛ
M∗

zλi
PSΦΛ

=
(

Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

M∗
zλi
Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi
.

This immediately gives us

PQΦΛ
M∗

zλi
PSΦΛ

Mzλj
PQΦΛ

=
(

Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

M∗
zλi
Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi
Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj
Mzλj

(

Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

=
(

Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
Mzλj

M∗
zλi
Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

(

Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

= 0,

and hence,

∆i,j = PSΦΛ
Mzλi

PQΦΛ
M∗

zλi
PSΦΛ

Mzλj
PQΦΛ

M∗
zλj

|SΦΛ
= 0,

for any distinct λi, λj ∈ Λ. For proving the converse direction, let us assume conditions (1.1),
and (1.2). The second condition is equivalent to ∆i,j = 0 for all distinct λi, λj ∈ Λ. Now, for
any h, k ∈ S

0 = 〈∆i,jh, k〉 = 〈PSMzλi
PQM

∗
zλi
PSMzλj

PQM
∗
zλj
h, k〉 = 〈PQM

∗
zλi
PSMzλj

PQM
∗
zλj
h, PQM

∗
zλi
k〉,

This implies that PQM
∗
zλi
PSMzλj

PQM
∗
zλj

S ⊆ ker(PSMzλi
|Q). From condition (2.2) and

Lemma 2.9, we get

[Czλj , C
∗
zλi

]DCzλj
⊆ ker(Dzλi

).

By Lemma 2.10 (iii), we get [Czλj , C
∗
zλi

]DCzλj
⊆ Dzλi

. Consequently, [Czλj , C
∗
zλi

]DCzλj
= 0.

Thus

DCzλj
⊆ ker([Czλj , C

∗
zλi

]).
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On the other hand using Lemma 2.10 (iv), we obtain, ker(DCzλj
) ⊆ ker([Czλj , C

∗
zλi

]). Hence

Q = DCzλj
⊕ ker(DCzλj

) ⊆ ker([Czλj , C
∗
zλi

]).

This gives, [Czλj , C
∗
zλi

] = 0 for all distinct λi, λj ∈ Λ. Following the proof of Theorem 1.3, we

see that condition (1.1) imply that S is Mzi-reducing for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ. This further
implies that for distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ, we get

CziC
∗
zj
= PQMziM

∗
zj
PQ = PQM

∗
zj
MziPQ = PQM

∗
zj
PQMzi =M∗

zj
PQMzi = C∗

zj
Czi.

Combining the above, we get [Czi, C
∗
zj
] = 0, for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Using Theorem

3.1, we observe that there must exist quotient modules Qi ⊆ H2
zi
(D) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}

such that
S⊥ = Q1 ⊗ . . .⊗Qn.

Furthermore, since S is Mzj -reducing for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ, we get that

MzjPQj = PQjMzj ,

which implies Qj = H2
zj
(D) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ. This follows from our assumption that

S is a proper subspace of H2(Dn). Thus, we must get

S =
∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn).

This completes the proof.

Corollary 3.2. Given a submodule S ⊆ H2(Dn), there exists a collection of one-variable

inner functions {ϕi(zi)}i∈{1,...,n} on H2(Dn), for which S =
∑n

i=1 ϕi(zi)H
2(Dn), if and only if

(IS −EziE
∗
zi
)(IS − RziR

∗
zi
)(IS −RzjR

∗
zj
)(IS −EzjE

∗
zj
) = 0,

for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

We can identify a new necessary condition for submodules of type SΦΛ
using our methods.

Proposition 3.3. Given any subset Λ ⊆ {1, . . . , n}, let SΦΛ
=

∑

λ∈Λ ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn) be a

submodule of H2(Dn). Then
[Rzi , R

∗
zj
]2 = 0,

for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. From Proposition 2.8, it is enough to show [R∗
zj
, Rzi](IS − RziR

∗
zi
− EziE

∗
zi
) = 0 for

distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. By Theorem 1.4, we know that S = SΦΛ
if and only if the following

conditions are satisfied

(3.3) (ISΦΛ
−EzlE

∗
zl
)(ISΦΛ

− RzlR
∗
zl
) = 0 (∀l ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ),

(3.4) (ISΦΛ
−EziE

∗
zi
)(ISΦΛ

−RziR
∗
zi
)(IS −EzjE

∗
zj
)(ISΦΛ

−RzjR
∗
zj
) = 0 (∀ distinct i, j ∈ Λ).

Note that the first condition implies that ISΦΛ
−RzlR

∗
zl
−EzlE

∗
zl
= 0 for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n} \Λ,

which further implies that

[R∗
zj
, Rzl](ISΦΛ

− RzlR
∗
zl
−EzlE

∗
zl
) = 0 (∀j ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

Hence, from Proposition 2.8,we get for all l ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ Λ,

[R∗
zj
, Rzl]

2 = 0 (∀j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ l).
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So, we only need to show that [R∗
zλj
, Rzλi

]2 = 0 for all distinct λi, λj ∈ Λ. Using Lemma 2.5,

the second condition (3.4), is again equivalent to the following,

(ISΦΛ
− Rzλi

R∗
zλi

−EzλiE
∗
zλi

)(ISΦΛ
− Rzλj

R∗
zλj

−EzλjE
∗
zλj

) = 0.

From Lemma 2.6 (ii), we obtain that

[R∗
zλj
, Rzλi

](ISΦΛ
− Rzλi

R∗
zλi

−EzλiE
∗
zλi

)1/2

= Bi,j(ISΦΛ
−Rzλj

R∗
zλj

−EzλjE
∗
zλj

)1/2(ISΦΛ
− Rzλi

R∗
zλi

− EzλiE
∗
zλi

)1/2.

Since (ISΦΛ
−Rzλi

R∗
zλi

−EzλiE
∗
zλi

) is a non-negative operator and (ISΦΛ
−Rzλi

R∗
zλi

−EzλiE
∗
zλi

)

commutes with (ISΦΛ
−Rzλj

R∗
zλj

−EzλjE
∗
zλj

) it follows that

(ISΦΛ
− Rzλi

R∗
zλi

−EzλiE
∗
zλi

)(ISΦΛ
− Rzλj

R∗
zλj

−EzλjE
∗
zλj

) = 0,

if and only if

(ISΦΛ
− Rzλi

R∗
zλi

−EzλiE
∗
zλi

)1/2(ISΦΛ
− Rzλj

R∗
zλj

−EzλjE
∗
zλj

)1/2 = 0.

This implies that [R∗
zλj
, Rzλi

](ISΦΛ
− Rzλi

R∗
zλi

− EzλiE
∗
zλi

)1/2 = 0 for all distinct λi, λj ∈ Λ.

Combining this result, along with the previous observation, we get [R∗
zj
, Rzi ](ISΦΛ

−RziR
∗
zi
−

EziE
∗
zi
)1/2 = 0 for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. This completes the proof.

Remark 3.4. The condition [Rzi , R
∗
zj
]2 = 0 is not sufficient. For instance, let θ(z) =

z1−α1

1−ᾱ1z1
z2−α2

1−ᾱ2z2
, be an inner function corresponding to α1, α2 ∈ D. Then if we consider the

Beurling-type submodule S = θ(z)H2(Dn), then we know that [Rzi , R
∗
zj
] = 0, and hence,

[Rzi , R
∗
zj
]2 = 0. However, θ(z) does not depend only on a single variable.

It is natural question to ask whether condition (3.4) can be realized as a condition on
certain compressions, say

PMi
(IS − RziR

∗
zi
)(IS −RzjR

∗
zj
)PMj

= 0,

for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Here PMi
is an orthogonal projection onto a closed subspace

Mi for i = 1, 2. One way this is possible is when Ei is a partial isometry for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Recall that an operator V on a Hilbert space H is said to be a partial isometry if V is an
isometry on H ⊖ ker V . It is well known that a partial isometry is characterized by the
following equivalent conditions:
(i) V V ∗ is a projection.
(ii) V V ∗V = V .
We determine this behaviour of the evaluation operators in the following result.

Theorem 3.5. Let SΦΛ
=

∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn) be a submodule of H2(Dn) corresponding to non-

constant inner functions {ϕλ(λ)}λ∈Λ. Then Ezλ is a partial isometry for any λ ∈ Λ if and

only if ϕλ(0) = 0. Moreover, in this case, there exists a submodule Sj of H2(Dn) such that

ISΦΛ
− EzλjE

∗
zλj

= PzλjSj , that is, the orthogonal projection onto the submodule zλjSj.

Proof. Fix any λj ∈ Λ = {λ1, . . . , λk}, ordered increasingly. Define

Mj =
∑

λ∈Λ\{λj}

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn).
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If we re-arrange SΦΛ
as the following

SΦΛ
= Mj + ϕλj(λj)H

2(Dn),

then by the structure in condition (3.1), we get

SΦΛ
= ϕλj (zλj )H

2(Dn)⊕ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
)Mj.

So, PSΦΛ
=Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

+(IH2(Dn)−Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
)PMj

. From the structure of Mj, it is clear that

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
)PMj

= PMj
(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

).

Suppose ϕλj (0) = 0, then there exists an inner function ϕ̃λj depending only on zλj -variable
such that ϕλj = zλj ϕ̃λj . Now, we have

Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

=Mzλj
Mϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj
M∗

ϕ̃λj
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

=Mzλj
Mϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj
M∗

ϕ̃λj

=Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
.

So, Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

=Mzλj
M∗

zλj
Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

=Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
. Also,

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
)Mzλj

M∗
zλj

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
) =Mzλj

M∗
zλj

−Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj

=Mzλj
M∗

zλj
−Mzλj

Mϕ̃λj
M∗

ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj

=Mzλj
(IH2(Dn) −Mϕ̃λj

M∗
ϕ̃λj

)M∗
zλj
.

Define Sλj :=
∑

λ∈Λ\{λj}
ϕλ(zλ)H

2(Dn) + ϕ̃λjH
2(Dn). Thus, we can write

Sλj = ϕ̃λj (zλj )H
2(Dn)⊕ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕ̃λj

M∗
ϕ̃λj

)Mj,

Hence, Sλj is a submodule of H2(Dn), and moreover, zλjSλj ⊆ SΦΛ
. Now

PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj
PSΦΛ

=
(

Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)PMj

)

Mzλj
M∗

zλj

(

Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)PMj

)

=Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)PMj
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
)PMj

=Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)Mzλj
M∗

zλj
(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)PMj

=Mzλj
Mϕ̃λj

M∗
ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj
+Mzλj

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕ̃λj
M∗

ϕ̃λj
)M∗

zλj
PMj

=Mzλj
(Mϕ̃λj

M∗
ϕ̃λj

+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕ̃λj
M∗

ϕ̃λj
)PMj

)M∗
zλj

=Mzλj
PSλj

M∗
zλj

= PzλjSλj .

The last equality follows from Lemma 2.13. Thus, we have

IS − EzλjE
∗
zλj

= PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

|SΦΛ
= PzλjSλj
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is an orthogonal projection. Conversely, suppose IS − EzλjE
∗
zλj

is a projection, then

PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj
PSΦΛ

= PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj
PSΦΛ

Mzλj
M∗

zλj
PSΦΛ

= PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

(IH2(Dn) − P⊥
SΦΛ

)Mzλj
M∗

zλj
PSΦΛ

= PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj
PSΦΛ

− PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj
P⊥
SΦΛ

Mzλj
M∗

zλj
PSΦΛ

.

Thus, we have PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj
P⊥
SΦΛ

Mzλj
M∗

zλj
PSΦΛ

. = 0. Equivalently, PSΦΛ
Mzλj

M∗
zλj
P⊥
SΦΛ

= 0.

So,
PSΦΛ

Mzλj
M∗

zλj
= PSΦΛ

Mzλj
M∗

zλj
PSΦΛ

=Mzλj
M∗

zλj
PSΦΛ

.

Then

(3.5) (Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)PMj
)Mzλj

M∗
zλj

=Mzλj
M∗

zλj
(Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
)PMj

).

This implies,

0 = [Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

] + [(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
),Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]PMj

= [Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]− [Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]PMj

= [Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]PM⊥
j
.

Thus [Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

] = 0 or PM⊥
j
= 0. Note that M⊥

j = ⊗
λ∈Λ\{λj}

(H2(D)⊖ ϕλH
2(D)).

Since all ϕλi are non-constant inner functions, we have PM⊥
j
6= 0.

Consequently, [Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

] = 0. Using [11, Theorem 2.2], we get that there must

exist an inner function ϕ̃j depending only on zλj -variable such that ϕλj = zλj ϕ̃λj . In this
case, we have ISΦΛ

− EzλjE
∗
zλj

= PzλjSλj . Where

Sλj =
∑

λ∈Λ;λ6=λj

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn) + ϕ̃λjH

2(Dn).

Clearly, Sj is a submodule of H2(Dn), amd moreover, zλjSλj ⊆ SϕΛ
. This completes the proof.

Corollary 3.6. Let SΦΛ
=

∑

λ∈Λ ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn) be a submodule of H2(Dn), where ϕλ(zλ) are

non-constant inner functions. Then Ezλ is a partial isometry for all λ ∈ Λ, if and only if

1 ∈ QΦΛ
.

Proof. Suppose that 1 ∈ S⊥
ΦΛ

. Since

S⊥
ΦΛ

= ⊗λ∈Λ(H
2(D)⊖ ϕλ(zλ)H

2(D)).

So, 1 ∈ H2(D) ⊖ ϕλ(zλ)H
2(D) for all λ ∈ Λ. Thus for each λ ∈ Λ there exists an inner

function ϕ̃λ(zλ) depending only on the zλ-variable such that

ϕλ = zλϕ̃λ.

Now by the previous Theorem 3.5, we conclude that Ezλ is a partial isometry for all λ ∈ Λ.
On the other hand, if Ezλ is a partial isometry for all λ ∈ Λ, then by previous Theorem
ϕλ(0) = 0. Therefore 1 ∈ H2(D)⊖ ϕλ(zλ)H

2(D) for all λ ∈ Λ. Consequently, 1 ∈ S⊥
ΦΛ

. This
completes the proof.
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4. Commuting defects of restriction operators

Let S be a submodule of H2(Dn), then the collection of the corresponding restrictions
(Rz1 , . . . , Rzn) is a tuple of isometries. Thus, we have a natural collection of orthogonal
projections associated with S, namely,

(IS −Rz1R
∗
z1 , . . . , IS − RznR

∗
zn).

It is a natural question to ask when these projections commute with each other. Whenever
we have this property, we can write

S ⊖

n
∑

i=1

ziS = ran
n

Π
i=1

(IS − RziR
∗
zi
).

Since the wandering subspace (the subspace on the left-hand side) contains a significant
amount of information, this identity can serve as an important tool in the analysis of submod-
ules. Due to the important advantage that it carries, this problem is substantially difficult for
general submodules. In this section, motivated by our earlier results, we study this question
for the following class of submodules of H2(Dn)

SΦΛ
=

∑

λ∈Λ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn).

Let Λ = {λ1, . . . , λk} ⊆ {1, . . . , n}. Before going into the proof in detail, let us highlight a
re-structuring of the submodule SΦΛ

that will be useful in the sequel. Let n ≥ 2, and let us
fix distinct λi, λj ∈ Λ. Define

Mi,j :=
∑

λ∈Λ;λ6=λi,λj

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn).

It is straightforward to observe that

M⊥
i,j = ⊗

λ∈Λ;λ6=λi,λj
Qϕλ .

If we re-arrange SΦΛ
as the following

SΦΛ
= Mi,j + ϕλj (zλj )H

2(Dn) + ϕλi(zλi)H
2(Dn),

then by the structure in condition (3.1), we get

SΦΛ
= ϕλi(zλi)H

2(Dn)⊕ (ISΦΛ
−Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

)ϕλj(zλj )H
2(Dn)

⊕ (ISΦΛ
−Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

)(ISΦΛ
−Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)Mi,j.

and in terms of projections we get,

PSΦΛ
=Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

⊕ (ISΦΛ
−Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

)Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj

⊕ (ISΦΛ
−Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

)(ISϕΛ
−Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)PMi,j
.

(4.1)

Note that, for any λ ∈ Λ, we can again write

PSΦΛ
=MϕλM

∗
ϕλ

⊕ (IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)

∑

t∈Λ\{λ}

MϕtM
∗
ϕt .

Using this identity we can conclude that for any λ ∈ Λ,

(4.2) M∗
ϕλ
PSΦΛ

=M∗
ϕλ

and hence, PSΦΛ
Mϕλ =Mϕλ .



20 DEBNATH AND SARKAR

Proof of Theorem 1.5. Let us now begin the proof by assuming that

(ISΦΛ
− Rzλ1

R∗
zλ1
, . . . , ISΦΛ

− Rzλn
R∗
zλk

),

forms a commuting tuple. By expanding the individual defect operators, we see that this
condition turns into

(4.3)
(

Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)(

Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)

=
(

Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)(

Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)

for all distinct λi, λj ∈ Λ. This implies that

M∗
ϕλi

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)Mϕλi
=M∗

ϕλi
(Mzλi

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλi
)(Mzλj

PSΦΛ
Mϕλi

)M∗
zλj

=M∗
ϕλi

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)Mϕλi
(Mzλj

M∗
zλj

).

Also, by using the commutativity in condition (4.3), we get

M∗
ϕλi

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)Mϕλi
=M∗

ϕλi
(Mzλj

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλj
)(Mzλi

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλi
)Mϕλi

= (Mzλj
M∗

zλj
)M∗

ϕλi
(Mzλi

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλi
)Mϕλi

.

Now

M∗
ϕλi

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)Mϕλi

=M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

[Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi

)Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj

+ (IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj

M∗
ϕλj

)PMi,j
]M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

=Mzλi
M∗

zλi
+M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj

+M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
)PMi,j

.

So, we have

M∗
ϕλi

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)Mϕλi
(Mzλj

M∗
zλj

)

= (Mzλi
M∗

zλi
)(Mzλj

M∗
zλj

)

+M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
(Mzλj

M∗
zλj

)

+M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
)(Mzλj

M∗
zλj

)PMi,j

Now, let us consider the following difference.

M∗
ϕλi

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)Mϕλi
−M∗

ϕλi
(Mzλj

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλj
)(Mzλi

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλi
)Mϕλi

=M∗
ϕλi

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)Mϕλi
(Mzvj

M∗
zλj

)− (Mzλj
M∗

zλj
)M∗

ϕλi
(Mzλi

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλi
)Mϕλi

=M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

[Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]

+M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(I −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

[(I −Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
),Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]PMi,j

=M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

[Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]

−M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

[Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλi

M∗
zλi

]PMi,j

=M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

[Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλi

M∗
zλi

](IH2(Dn) − PMi,j
)

=M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

[Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]PM⊥
i,j
.
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From our assumption the above difference is zero, and hence,
(

M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

)(

[Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

]
)(

PM⊥
i,j

)

= 0.

Since the above terms inside different parentheses depend on disjoint set of variables, we can
deduce that either

M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

= 0,

or [Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

] = 0, or PM⊥
i,j

= 0. Since ϕλ’s are non-constant for all λ ∈ Λ, we get

PM⊥
i,j

6= 0. Now if M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
)M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

= 0, then M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

M∗
zλi
Mϕλi

=

Mzλi
M∗

zλi
is an orthogonal projection and hence, M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

must be a partial isometry. This

implies that
M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

M∗
zλi
Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

=M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

.

Using IH2(Dn) −Mzλi
M∗

zλi
= PkerM∗

zλi

, we get

M∗
ϕλi
Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

−M∗
ϕλi
PkerM∗

zλi

Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

=M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

,

and hence,
M∗

ϕλi
PkerM∗

zλi

Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

= 0.

This will again imply that PkerM∗
zλi

Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

= 0. Thus, we get

Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

=Mzλi
M∗

zλi
Mϕλi

M∗
ϕλi
Mzλi

.

By acting on the right of both sides by M∗
zλi

, we get that

[Mϕλi
M∗

ϕλi
,Mzλi

M∗
zλi

] = 0.

Using [11, Theorem 2.2] we deduce that there must exist an inner function ϕ̃λi(zλi) such that
ϕλi(zλi) = zλiϕ̃λi(zλi). Then

Mzλi
M∗

zλi
=M∗

ϕλi
Mzλi

M∗
zλi
Mϕλi

=M∗
ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi
Mzλi

M∗
zλi
Mzλi

Mϕ̃λi
= IH2(Dn),

which is a contradiction. Thus, the only possibility that remains is

[Mϕλj
M∗

ϕλj
,Mzλj

M∗
zλj

] = 0.

So, there must exists an an inner function ϕ̃λj (zλj ) such that ϕλj (zλj ) = zjϕ̃λj(zλj ), and hence,
ϕλj (0) = 0. Next, we consider the difference

0 =M∗
ϕλj

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)Mϕλj
−M∗

ϕλj
(Mzλj

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλj
)(Mzλi

PSΦΛ
M∗

zλi
)Mϕλj

,

and in a similar manner, we can conclude that ϕλi(0) = 0. Thus, ϕλi(0) = 0 and ϕλj(0) = 0.
Let us now look at the converse direction. Assume ϕλi(zλi) = zλiϕ̃λi(zλi) and ϕλj (zλj ) =

zλj ϕ̃λj (zλj ), then using the structure of projections in identity (4.1), we get

PSΦΛ
=Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

⊕ (ISΦΛ
−Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj

⊕ (ISΦΛ
−Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)(ISΦΛ
−Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

)PMi,j
.

So,

Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

=Mz2
λi
ϕ̃λi
M∗

z2
λi
ϕ̃λi

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj
)PMi,j

,
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and

Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

=Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

⊕ (ISΦΛ
−Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)Mz2
λj
ϕ̃λj
M∗

z2
λj
ϕ̃λj

⊕ (ISΦΛ
−Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)Mzλj
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj
)M∗

zλj
PMi,j

.

Now let us look at the product (Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

) term wise. First, observe

that

Mz2
λi
ϕ̃λi
M∗

z2
λi
ϕ̃λi

(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

) =Mz2
λi
ϕ̃λi
M∗

z2
λi
ϕ̃λi
Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

Mzλj
M∗

zλj

=Mz2
λi
ϕ̃λi
M∗

z2
λi
ϕ̃λi
Mzλj

M∗
zλj
.

as the other terms will vanish. Next, let us look at the term

Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)

=Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

(ISΦΛ
−Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)Mz2
λj
ϕ̃λj
M∗

z2
λj
ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

(ISΦΛ
−Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)Mzλj

(ISΦΛ
−Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

)M∗
zλj
PMi,j

.

By re-arranging the terms we get

Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)

=Mzλi
(ISϕΛ −Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)Mϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISϕΛ −Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)(ISΦΛ
−Mϕ̃λi

M∗
ϕ̃λi

)M∗
zλi
Mz2

λj
ϕ̃λj
M∗

z2
λj
ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)(ISΦΛ

−Mϕ̃λi
M∗

ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

(ISΦΛ
−Mzλj

M∗
zλj

)M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

PMi,j
.

Hence,

Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)

=Mzλi ϕ̃λi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi
M∗

zλi
)M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mϕ̃λi
M∗

ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mz2

λj
ϕ̃λj
M∗

z2
λj
ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mϕ̃λi
M∗

ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

(ISΦΛ
−Mzλj

M∗
zλj

)M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

PMi,j
.

Now let us look at the final term, that is,

Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj
)PMi,j

(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)

=Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃ti
)M∗

zλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj
)PMi,j

Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj
)PMi,j

(ISΦΛ
−Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)

Mz2
λj
ϕ̃λj
M∗

z2
λj
ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj
)PMi,j

(ISΦΛ
−Mzλi ϕ̃λi

M∗
zλi ϕ̃λi

)

Mzλj
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj
)M∗

zλj
PMi,j

.
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Again, by re-arranging the terms we get

Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi ϕ̃λi
M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλj ϕ̃λj
M∗

zλj ϕ̃λj
)PMi,j

(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)

=Mzλi ϕ̃λi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi
M∗

zλi
)M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
Mzλj

(ISΦΛ
−Mϕ̃λj

M∗
ϕ̃λj

)M∗
zλj
PMi,j

⊕ 0

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mϕ̃λi
M∗

ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj

(ISΦΛ
−Mϕ̃λj

M∗
ϕ̃λj

)M∗
zλj
PMi,j

.

Therefore, we get

(Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

)(Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

)

=Mz2
λi
ϕ̃λi
M∗

z2
λi
ϕ̃λi
Mzλj

M∗
zλj

⊕Mzλi ϕ̃λi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi
M∗

zλi
)M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mϕ̃λi
M∗

ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mz2

λj
ϕ̃λj
M∗

z2
λj
ϕ̃λj

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mϕ̃λi
M∗

ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj ϕ̃λj

(ISΦΛ
−Mzλj

M∗
zλj

)M∗
zλj ϕ̃λj

PMi,j

⊕Mzλi ϕ̃λi
(ISΦΛ

−Mzλi
M∗

zλi
)M∗

zλi ϕ̃λi
Mzλj

(ISΦΛ
−Mϕ̃λj

M∗
ϕ̃λj

)M∗
zλj
PMi,j

⊕Mzλi
(ISΦΛ

−Mϕ̃λi
M∗

ϕ̃λi
)M∗

zλi
Mzλj

(ISΦΛ
−Mϕ̃λj

M∗
ϕ̃λj

)M∗
zλj
PMi,j

.

We observe that the right-hand side of the above expression is self-adjoint and hence,Mzλi
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλi

commutes with Mzλj
PSΦΛ

M∗
zλj

. In other words, ISΦΛ
− Rzλi

R∗
zλi

commutes with ISΦΛ
−

Rzλj
R∗
zλj

. This completes the proof.

Corollary 4.1. Let SΦΛ
=

∑

λ∈Λ ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn) be a submodule of H2(Dn) where ϕt are

non-constant inner functions, and Λ = {λ1, . . . , λk}. Then the following tuple of orthogonal

projections
(

ISΦΛ
− Rzλ1

R∗
zλi
, . . . , ISΦΛ

−Rzλk
R∗
zλk

)

is commuting if and only if ϕλ(0) = 0 for all λ ∈ Λ.

Before ending this section, let us highlight an example with explicit computations.

Example 4.2. Let 0 < |α| < 1 and let bα(z) =
z−α
1−αz

, z ∈ D be a single Blaschke function.

Let us consider the submodule S = bα(z1)H
2(D2) + bα(z2)H

2(D2) ⊆ H2(D2) and choose an
element f(z) := [bα(z1) + bα(z2)]bα(z2) in S. First, observe that

M∗
z bα(z) = (1− |α|2)sα(z) and M∗

z b
2
α(z) = (1− |α|2)(bα(z)− α)sα(z),

where sα(z) = (1− αz)−1 ∈ H2(D). It is well-known that the corresponding Szegö kernel for

H2(D2) is s(α1,α2)(z1, z2) :=
2

Π
i=1

1
1−ziᾱi

. Now,

Rz1R
∗
z1f =Mz1PSM

∗
z1f =Mz1PSM

∗
z1bα(z1)bα(z2)

=Mz1PSbα(z2)M
∗
z1
bα(z1)

= (1− |α|2)z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)bα(z2),
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Note that P⊥
S = (IH2(D2) −Mbα(z1)M

∗
bα(z1)

)(IH2(D2) −Mbα(z2)M
∗
bα(z2)

), and therefore

P⊥
S z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)

= (IH2(D2) −Mbα(z1)M
∗
bα(z1)

)(IH2(D2) −Mbα(z2)M
∗
bα(z2)

)z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)

= s(0,α)(z1, z2)(IH2(D2) −Mbα(z1)M
∗
bα(z1)

)z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)

Now, for any λ = (λ1, λ2) ∈ D
2 we get

〈

M∗
bα(z1)

z1s(α,0)(z1, z2), sλ(z1, z2)〉 = 〈s(α,0)(z1, z2),M
∗
z1
bα(z1)sλ(z1, z2)〉

=
〈

s(α,0)(z1, z2),
bα(z1)sλ(z1, z2) + αsλ(0, z2)

z1

〉

= 1

which gives M∗
bα(z1)

z1s(α,0)(z1, z2) = 1, and therefore,

(IH2(D2) −Mbα(z1)M
∗
bα(z1))z1s(α,0)(z1, z2) = z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)− bα(z1) = αs(α,0)(z1, z2)

Using this we get

PSz1s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)

= z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)− P⊥
S z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)

= z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)− αs(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)

= (z1 − α)s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)

= bα(z1)s(0,α)(z1, z2).

and thus,

Rz2R
∗
z2
Rz1R

∗
z1
f = (1− |α|2)Mz2PSM

∗
z2
z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)bα(z2)

= (1− |α|2)2z2PSz1s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)

= (1− |α|2)2z2bα(z1)s(0,α)(z1, z2).

Now, let us again note that

P⊥
S s(0,α)(z1, z2) = (IH2(D2) −Mbα(z1)M

∗
bα(z1)

)s(0,α)(z1, z2) = (1 + ᾱbα(z1))s(0,α)(z1, z2),

which gives PSs(0,α)(z1, z2) = −ᾱbα(z1))s(0,α)(z1, z2). Using this, we get

Rz2R
∗
z2
f =Mz2PSM

∗
z2
f

=Mz2PSM
∗
z2
bα(z1)bα(z2) +Mz2PSM

∗
z2
b2α(z2)

= (1− |α|2)bα(z1)z2s(0,α)(z1, z2) +Mz2PSM
∗
z2b

2
α(z2)

= (1− |α|2)z2[bα(z1)s(0,α)(z1, z2) + PS(bα(z2)− α)s(0,α)(z1, z2)]

= (1− |α|2)z2s(0,α)(z1, z2)[bα(z1) + bα(z2) + |α|2bα(z1)]

= (1− |α|2)z2s(0,α)(z1, z2)
(

(1 + |α|2)bα(z1) + bα(z2)
)

,
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and hence,

Rz1R
∗
z1
Rz2R

∗
z2
f = (1− |α|2)Rz1R

∗
z1
z2s(0,α)(z1, z2)

(

(1 + |α|2)bα(z1) + bα(z2)
)

= (1− |α|2)[(1 + |α|2)Mz1PSM
∗
z1bα(z1)z2s(0,α)(z1, z2)

+Mz1PSM
∗
z1z2bα(z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2)]

= (1− |α|2)2(1 + |α|2)z1PSz2s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2).

Similarly, as above PSz2s(α,0)(z1, z2)s(0,α)(z1, z2) = s(α,0)(z1, z2)bα(z2), and hence,

Rz1R
∗
z1
Rz2R

∗
z2
f = (1− |α|2)2(1 + |α|2)z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)bα(z2).

Thus
Rz1R

∗
z1
Rz2R

∗
z2
f − Rz2R

∗
z2
Rz1R

∗
z1
f

= (1− |α|2)2[(1 + |α|2)z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)bα(z2)− z2bα(z1)s(0,α)(z1, z2)].

Hence, Rz1R
∗
z1
Rz2R

∗
z2
f = Rz2R

∗
z2
Rz1R

∗
z1
f , will imply that

(1 + |α|2)z1s(α,0)(z1, z2)bα(z2) = z2bα(z1)s(0,α)(z1, z2),

which is clearly not true. Thus, we get that [Rz1R
∗
z1
, Rz2R

∗
z2
] 6= 0 on S.

5. Commuting projections

This section aims to give a complete characterization of commuting pairs of projections
onto submodules SΦΛ

, and SΨΓ
of H2(Dn), where Λ,Γ ⊆ {1, . . . , n}. We will see that we can

deduce this result by solving the question for the following submodules.

SΦ =

n
∑

i=1

ϕi(zi)H
2(Dn); SΨ =

n
∑

j=1

ψj(zj)H
2(Dn).

It is worth reminding the readers that

PSΦ
=

n
∑

i=1

MϕiM
∗
ϕi

(

Π
k>i

(IH2(Dn) −MϕkM
∗
ϕk
)
)

Let us now highlight a certain symmetry about these submodules. Note that for any j ∈
{1, . . . , n}, the submodule SΦ can again be realized as

SΦ,j = ϕ1H
2(Dn) + . . .+ ϕj−1H

2(Dn) + ϕnH
2(Dn) + ϕj+1H

2(Dn) + . . .+ ϕjH
2(Dn).

This is to say that the submodule remains the same even if we switch the j-th component
with the n-th one. So, for any fixed but arbitrary j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we consider the tuple
(Mϕ1,j, . . . ,Mϕn,j), where

Mϕi,j =Mϕi (i 6= j, n)

and
Mϕj ,j =Mϕn ; Mϕn,j =Mϕj .

For instance, if j = 5, then

(Mϕ1,5, . . . ,Mϕn,5) = (Mϕ1
, . . . ,Mϕ4

,Mϕn ,Mϕ6
, . . . , ,Mϕn−1

,Mϕ5
).

Using this re-arrangement, we can always re-write the projection PSΦ
as follows.

PSΦ
= PSΦ,j

=

n
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n

Π
k>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕk,jM
∗
ϕk ,j

).



26 DEBNATH AND SARKAR

We can collect the above observations into the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let S = SΦ be a submodule of H2(Dn). Then for any j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

PSΦ
= PSΦ,j

=
n

∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n

Π
k>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕk,jM
∗
ϕk,j

) =
n

∑

i=1

Pϕi,j,

where Pϕi,j =Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n

Π
k>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕk,jM
∗
ϕk ,j

).

The above result implies that the initial configuration is PSΦ,n
. Let us now collect some

useful identities. For any j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, let Pn,j :=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,j =M∗
ϕj
Mψj .

(5.1) M∗
ϕn,j

(IH2(Dn) −Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

)Mϕn,jM
∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,j = (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j),

(5.2) M∗
ϕn,j

(IH2(Dn) −Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

)(IH2(Dn) −Mϕn,jM
∗
ϕn,j

)Mψn,j = −(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j).

Let us now note a result that we will use to prove the main result of this section.

Lemma 5.2. Let ϕ, ψ ∈ H∞(D) be non-constant inner functions, then

(IH2(D) −MϕM
∗
ϕ)(IH2(D) −MψM

∗
ψ) 6= 0.

Proof. Note that the above product is

(IH2(D) −MϕM
∗
ϕ)(IH2(D) −MψM

∗
ψ) = IH2(D) −MϕM

∗
ϕ −MψM

∗
ψ +MϕM

∗
ϕMψM

∗
ψ.

Therefore, the above product is zero if and only if [MϕM
∗
ϕ,MψM

∗
ψ] = 0. From [11, Theorem

2.2], this happens only when ϕ divides ψ, or ψ divides ϕ. Thus, we get,

MψM
∗
ψMϕM

∗
ϕ =MψM

∗
ψ or MϕM

∗
ϕMψM

∗
ψ =MϕM

∗
ϕ,

respectively. Therefore, the above product becomes either,

IH2(D) −MϕM
∗
ϕ or IH2(D) −MψM

∗
ψ.

Thus, (IH2(D) −MϕM
∗
ϕ)(IH2(D) −MψM

∗
ψ) = 0, will imply that either IH2(D) −MϕM

∗
ϕ = 0 or

IH2(D) −MψM
∗
ψ = 0. Since ϕ and ψ are non-constant inner functions, this cannot happen.

This completes the proof.

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

Theorem 5.3. Let SΦ and SΨ be the following submodules of H2(Dn)

SΦ =

n
∑

i=1

ϕi(zi)H
2(Dn); SΨ =

n
∑

i=1

ψi(zi)H
2(Dn).

corresponding to non-constant inner functions {ϕi(zi)}
n
i=1 and {ψi(zi)}

n
i=1. Then [PSΦ

, PSΨ
] =

0 if and only if either ϕi|ψi or ψi|ϕi for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. Let us begin by assuming the condition [PSΦ
, PSΨ

] = 0. Note that this condition
is equivalent to saying that [PSΦ,j

, PSΨ,j
] = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. It is because SΦ,SΨ

and SΦ,j ,SΨ,j are exactly the same submodules, respectively. Since ϕj and ψj are inner
functions for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} they are always non-zero. For any fixed but arbitrary j ∈
{1, . . . , n}, let us look at the configurations SΦ,j and SΨ,j . First, observe that we can consider
a decomposition of SΦ,SΨ similar to condition (4.2) to get the following relations.

M∗
ϕn,jPSΦ,j

=M∗
ϕn,j =M∗

ϕj
and PSΨ,j

Mψn,j =Mψn,j =Mψj .
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So,

(5.3) M∗
ϕn,jPSΦ,j

PSΨ,j
Mψn,j =M∗

ϕn,jMψn,j =M∗
ϕj
Mψj .

We now want to expand M∗
ϕn,jPSΦ,j

PSΨ,j
Mψn,j as sum of operators. Note that

(5.4) M∗
ϕn,jPSΦ,j

PSΨ,j
Mψn,j =M∗

ϕn,jPSΨ,j
PSΦ,j

Mψn,j =M∗
ϕn,j

(

n
∑

i=1

Pψi,j
)

PSΦ,jMψn,j.

For simplicity, let us begin by expanding the last term of the right-most expression.

M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

(

n
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

(

n−1
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j +M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

Mϕn,jM
∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

(

n−1
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j + Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

Mψn,j + Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕn,jM
∗
ϕn,j

)Mψn,j

(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n−1

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

+ Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n−1

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

+ (Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j).

Using the above identity, we get

Pn,j − (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n−1

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

− (Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)[IH2(Dn) −

(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n−1

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

]

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

.

Now, using (5.3) we can deduce that

(5.5) M∗
ϕn,j

PSΦ,j
PSΨ,j

Mψn,j −M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

.
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We will now consider the general term of the right-most expression in (5.4),. In particular,
for any k ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} we consider the following.

M∗
ϕn,j

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(

n−1
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j

+M∗
ϕn,j

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

Mϕn,jM
∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(

n−1
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j

+Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

M∗
ϕn,j

(IH2(Dn) −Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

)Mϕn,jM
∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(

n−1
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j

+Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j).

As before, let us compute the first term in the above sum separately.

M∗
ϕn,j

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(

n−1
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j

=Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

M∗
ϕn,j

(IH2(Dn) −Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

)
(

n−1
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j

=Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

M∗
ϕn,j

(IH2(Dn) −Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

)

(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

Mψn,j

=Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n−1

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

M∗
ϕn,j

(IH2(Dn) −Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

)(IH2(Dn) −Mϕn,jM
∗
ϕn,j

)Mψn,j

= −Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n−1

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j).

The important fact in the above computation is that we can extract the factor (Pn,j −
Pn,jP

∗
n,jPn,j). This will be useful for drawing the main conclusion. Using the above expression
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we can now write the sum as the following.

M∗
ϕn,j

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(

n−1
∑

i=1

Pϕi,j
)

Mψn,j

+Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

= −Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n−1

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

+Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)Mψk,jM

∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

[IH2(Dn) −
(

n−1
∑

i=1

Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

n−1

Π
t>i

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕt,jM
∗
ϕt,j

)
)

]

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)Mψk,jM

∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

.

This gives a simple expression of the original expression.

(5.6) M∗
ϕn,j

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

(
n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)

PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)Mψk,jM

∗
ψk,j

(
n−1

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)
)(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

.

Our main aim is to now consider the following difference.

M∗
ϕn,j

PSΦ,j
PSΨ,j

Mψn,j −M∗
ϕn,j

PSΨ,j
PSΦ,j

Mψn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

PSΦ,j
PSΨ,j

Mψn,j −M∗
ϕn,j

(

n
∑

k=1

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

=M∗
ϕn,j

PSΦ,j
PSΨ,j

Mψn,j −M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn,jM
∗
ψn,j

PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

−M∗
ϕn,j

(

n−1
∑

k=1

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

−M∗
ϕn,j

(

n−1
∑

k=1

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)PSΦ,j
Mψn,j .



30 DEBNATH AND SARKAR

The last equality follows by using the condition (5.5). Thus, the above difference now turns
into the following.

(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

−M∗
ϕn,j

Mψn−1,j
M∗

ψn−1,j
(IH2(Dn) −Mψn,jM

∗
ψn,j

)Mψn,j

−M∗
ϕn,j

(

n−2
∑

k=1

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

− (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)Mψn−1,j

M∗
ψn−1,j

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

−M∗
ϕn,j

(

n−2
∑

k=1

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)PSΦ,j
Mψn,j

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)(IH2(Dn) −Mψn−1,j

M∗
ψn−1,j

)
(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

−M∗
ϕn,j

(

n−2
∑

k=1

Mψk,jM
∗
ψk,j

n

Π
l>k

(IH2(Dn) −Mψl,jM
∗
ψl,j

)PSΦ,j
Mψn,j .

The last but one equality follows by using the condition (5.6). Continuing in this manner for
another n− 2-times while using (5.6) gives

M∗
ϕn,j

PSΦ,j
PSΨ,j

Mψn,j −M∗
ϕn,j

PSΨ,j
PSΦ,j

Mψn,j

= (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mψi,jM
∗
ψi,j

)
)(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

By our assumption, we have [PSΦ
, PSΨ

] = 0, hence,

M∗
ϕn,j

PSΦ,j
PSΨ,j

Mψn,j =M∗
ϕn,j

PSΨ,j
PSΦ,j

Mψn,j .

Therefore, from the above identity we get

(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mψi,jM
∗
ψi,j

)
)(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

= 0.

Since (Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j) and

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mψi,jM
∗
ψi,j

)
)(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

depend

on disjoint set of variables,

(Pn,j − Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j)

(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mψi,jM
∗
ψi,j

)
)(
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn) −Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

)
)

= 0

if and only if (Pn,j−Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j) = 0 or

n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn)−Mψi,jM
∗
ψi,j

)
n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn)−Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

) = 0,

or both. Since ϕj and ψj are non-constant functions, from Lemma 5.2, we can conclude that

n−1

Π
i=1

(IH2(Dn)−Mψi,jM
∗
ψi,j

)(IH2(Dn)−Mϕi,jM
∗
ϕi,j

) =
n

Π
i=1;i 6=j

(IH2(Dn)−MψiM
∗
ψi
)(IH2(Dn)−MϕiM

∗
ϕi
) 6= 0.

Therefore, the only possibility is Pn,j = Pn,jP
∗
n,jPn,j. In other words, Pn,j = M∗

ϕn,j
Mψn,j =

M∗
ϕj
Mψj is a partial isometry. From [11, Theorem 2.2], it must follow that either

ϕj divides ψj or ψj divides ϕj.
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Since j was an arbitrary element in {1, . . . , n}, we get

ϕj divides ψj or ψj divides ϕj,

for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Conversely, suppose the inner functions ψj and ϕj for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n}
satisfy either ϕj|ψj or ψj |ϕj. This implies that

MϕjM
∗
ϕj
MψjM

∗
ψj

is a projection,

and therefore,

[MϕjM
∗
ϕj
,MψiM

∗
ψi
] = 0,

for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Using this, we can immediately conclude that,

PSΦ
PSΨ

=

n
∑

l=1

Pϕl

n
∑

k=1

Pϕk

=
(

n
∑

l=1

MϕlM
∗
ϕl

n

Π
j>l

(IH2(Dn) −MϕjM
∗
ϕj
)
)(

n
∑

k=1

MψkM
∗
ψk

n

Π
i>k

(IH2(Dn) −MψiM
∗
ψi
)
)

=
(

n
∑

k=1

MψkM
∗
ψk

n

Π
i>k

(IH2(Dn) −MψiM
∗
ψi
)
)(

n
∑

l=1

MϕlM
∗
ϕl

n

Π
j>l

(IH2(Dn) −MϕjM
∗
ϕj
)
)

= PSΨ
PSΦ

This completes the proof.

We can use the above characterization to prove the result for submodules SΦΛ
and SSΨΓ

.

Proof for Theorem 1.6. For this proof, let us extend the submodules into the setting of the
previous result. Consider

(5.7) S1 :=
∑

j∈Λ∩Γ

ϕj(zj)H
2(Dn) +

∑

λ∈Λ\Λ∩Γ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn)

+
∑

t∈Γ\Λ∩Γ

ψt(zt)H
2(Dn) +

∑

k∈{1,...,n}\Λ∪Γ

zkH
2(Dn),

and similarly,

(5.8) S2 :=
∑

j∈Λ∩Γ

ψj(zj)H
2(Dn) +

∑

λ∈Λ\Λ∩Γ

ϕλ(zλ)H
2(Dn)

+
∑

t∈Γ\Λ∩Γ

ψt(zt)H
2(Dn) +

∑

k∈{1,...,n}\Λ∪Γ

zkH
2(Dn).

From the structures of the above submodules, it is evident that

(5.9) P⊥
S1

=
(

Π
j∈Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕjM
∗
ϕj
)
)(

Π
λ∈Λ\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

(

Π
t∈Γ\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MψtM
∗
ψt)

)(

Π
k∈{1,...,n}\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MzkM
∗
zk
)
)

,
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and

(5.10) P⊥
S2

=
(

Π
j∈Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MψjM
∗
ψj
)
)(

Π
λ∈Λ\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)

(

Π
t∈Γ\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MψtM
∗
ψt)

)(

Π
k∈{1,...,n}\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MzkM
∗
zk
)
)

,

It is clear that [PS1
, PS2

] = 0 if and only if [P⊥
S1
, P⊥

S2
] = 0. Now,

(5.11) [P⊥
S1
, P⊥

S2
] =

(

[ Π
j∈Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕjM
∗
ϕj
), Π
j∈Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MψjM
∗
ψj
)]
)

(

Π
λ∈Λ\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn)−MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)(

Π
t∈Γ\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn)−MψtM
∗
ψt)

)(

Π
k∈{1,...,n}\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn)−MzkM
∗
zk
)
)

.

The terms inside the different parentheses depend on a disjoint set of variables also, the
terms inside all but the first bracket cannot be zero. Hence, [P⊥

S1
, P⊥

S2
] = 0 if and only if

[ Π
j∈Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕjM
∗
ϕj
), Π
j∈Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MψjM
∗
ψj
)] = 0. Now, SΦΛ

,SΨΓ
are the submodule

corresponding to the quotient modules Π
j∈Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn)−MϕjM
∗
ϕj
) and Π

j∈Λ∩Γ
(IH2(Dn)−MψjM

∗
ψj
),

respectively. Thus, [PSΦΛ
, PSΨΓ

] = 0 if and only if [P⊥
S1
, P⊥

S2
] = 0, which is again equivalent to

[PS1
, PS2

] = 0. From the above Theorem 5.3, it is clear that PS1
commutes with PS2

if and
only if either ϕj|ψj or ψj |ϕj for all j ∈ Λ ∩ Γ. This completes the proof.

We are now ready to apply the above result to answer Douglas’s question on the product
of orthogonal projections onto quotient modules (corresponding to the above submodules).
Let us first highlight that we need an additional assumption,

Λ ∪ Γ = {1, . . . , n}.

Suppose we do not have this property, and for example consider Λ = {1},Γ = {2} ⊆ {1, 2, 3}.
Then the quotient modules will be of the following form

QΦΛ
= Qϕ1

⊗H2(D)⊗H2(D); QΨΛ
= H2(D)⊗H2(D)⊗Qψ3

,

for certain inner functions ϕ1(z1) ∈ H∞
z1 (D) and ψ3(z3) ∈ H∞

z3 (D). Now even if we consider
ϕ1, ψ3 to be finite Blaschke products, the product of projections PQΦΛ

PΨΓ
will never be a

finite-rank projection. This justifies the additional assumption.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Let us begin by noting that

PQΦΛ
PQΨΓ

=
(

Π
λ∈Λ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
)
)(

Π
t∈Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MψtM
∗
ψt)

)

.

It is a straightforward observation that PQΦΛ
PQΨΓ

is a projection if and only if PSΦΛ
PSΨΓ

is a

projection, which is further equivalent to the condition that [PSΦΛ
, PSΨΓ

] = 0. From Theorem
1.6, it follows that for each j ∈ Λ ∩ Γ

either ϕj divides ψj or ψj divides ϕj ,

in other words, we get

(IH2(Dn) −MϕjM
∗
ϕj
)(IH2(Dn) −MψjM

∗
ψj
) = (IH2(Dn) −MϕjM

∗
ϕj
)

or,

(IH2(Dn) −MϕjM
∗
ϕj
)(IH2(Dn) −MψjM

∗
ψj
) = (IH2(Dn) −MψjM

∗
ψj
),
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respectively. Let A := {j ∈ Λ ∩ Γ : ϕj divides ψj}, and B := {j ∈ Λ ∩ Γ : ψj divides ϕj}.
From the above discussion it follows that if PQΦΛ

PQΨΓ
is a projection, then

(5.12) PQΦΛ
PQΨΓ

= Π
i∈A

(IH2(Dn) −MϕiM
∗
ϕi
) Π
j∈B

(IH2(Dn) −MψjM
∗
ψj
)

Π
λ∈Λ\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
) Π
t∈Γ\Λ∩Γ

(IH2(Dn) −MψtM
∗
ψt).

Furthermore, PQSΦΛ

PQSΨΓ

is finite-rank if and only if the individual components of the product

in (5.12) are finite-rank. It is clear that for any λ ∈ Λ, the projections (IH2(Dn) −MϕλM
∗
ϕλ
),

or (IH2(Dn) −MψλM
∗
ψλ
) is finite-rank if and only ϕλ is a finite Blaschke product, or ψλ is a

finite Blaschke product, respectively. This completes the proof.

In the case of both Λ = Γ = {1, . . . , n}, and

SΦ =

n
∑

i=1

ϕi(zi)H
2(Dn); SΨ =

n
∑

j=1

ψj(zj)H
2(Dn)

we have the following result.

Corollary 5.4. Let SΦ and SΨ be submodules of H2(Dn), and QΦ,Qψ be the corresponding

quotient modules. Then the following are equivalent

(i) P = PQΦ
PQψ is a finite rank projection,

(ii) for all j ∈ {1, . . . , n} any one of the following conditions hold

(a) ϕj divides ψj and ϕj is a finite Blaschke product.

(a) ψj divides ϕj and ψj is a finite Blaschke product.
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