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TWO PROBLEMS ON SUBMODULES OF H?*D")
RAMLAL DEBNATH AND SRIJAN SARKAR

ABSTRACT. Given any shift-invariant closed subspace S (aka submodule) of the Hardy space
over the unit polydisc H?(D") (where n > 2), let R., := M.,|s, and E., := Psoeuv,,, for each
j€{l,...,n}. Here, ev,; is the operator evaluating at 0 in the z;-th variable. In this article,
we prove that given any subset A C {1,...,n}, there exists a collection of one-variable inner
functions {®x(2x)}rea on D™, such that

5= ea(z) HAD™,
A€EA
if and only if the conditions (/s — E., E}, )(Is — R, R}, ) = 0 for all k € {1,...,n} \ A,
and (Is — B, EZ)(Is — R, R)(Is — B EZ )(Is — R RZ)) = 0 for all distinct 4,5 € A,
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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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 H?*(D)). In particular, it states
that any shift-invariant closed subspace of H?(D) is of the form 6(z) H*(D), where 6(z) is an
inner function on D. Note that a bounded analytic function #(z) on D" is said to be an inner
function if |0(z)] = 1 almost everywhere on T". 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 D?. This
initiated the search for new types of shift-invariant subspaces. Before moving into further
details, let us first recall that H?(D") is the space of all analytic functions f(z) on the unit
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polydisc D™ such that
I£1= sup ([ Ifr2)Pn)’* < oc,
0<r<1 Tn

where z := (z1,...,2,) € D", and u is the normalized Lebesgue measure on the distinguished
boundary of D", that is the n-torus T". The algebra of bounded analytic functions on D"
is denoted by H>(D"). The Hardy space H?*(D") has the following module structure over
Clz1y - 2n),

p-f=pM)f (f€H D),
where M, := (M,,,...,M.,) is the tuple of shift operators on H?(D"). A closed subspace
S C H*(D") is called M,-invariant (also known as shift-invariant) if M,,S C S is satisfied for
alli € {1,...,n}. The above module structure gets carried onto shift-invariant subspaces via
the restriction operators:

R, =M,|s (ie{l,...,n}).
Due to this, we will follow the convention of Douglas and Paulsen [9] by referring to shift-
invariant closed subspaces as submodules of H*(D"). The classification problem for submod-
ules of H*(D") 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
[T, 21, 6 M2, 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 H?*(ID") by imposing algebraic
conditions on the restriction operators. A breakthrough in this direction came via the char-
acterization for Beurling-type submodules of H?(D").

Definition 1.1. A submodule § C H?(D") is said to be Beurling-type if there exists an inner
function §(z) € H>*(D") such that & = 0(z) H*(D").

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

Theorem 1.2. Let S be a submodule of H?(D"), then the following are equivalent.
(i) S is of Beurling-type,
(ii) [R;, R.;] =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 6(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 A\ € D, we define evaluation operators corresponding to
S as the following,

Ej = Psoevjy,
where, for any j € {1,...,n}, and A € D, ev; , : H*(D") — H?*(D") is the evaluation operator
on the full space defined by

€Uj,)\f(21, .. .,Zn> = f(Zl, e Zj—la )\,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 Ps.
For this article, we are interested in evaluation operators at A = 0, which is denoted by

Ej = 3,0

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 H*(D™). Then S = 0(z;) H*(D") for an inner function
0(z;) depending only on the z;-variable if and only if

(Is — B, B2 )(Is — R.,R:) = 0.
forall 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 — R.;R: ) = 0 for any ¢ € {1,...,n} then the only possibility
is & = {0}. This is because any R., is also a pure isometry (in other words, ||[R;"f|| — 0 as
n — oo for all f € H*(D")). Furthermore, in section 2 we find that there does not exist any
non-zero submodule of H%(D") that satisfies the following condition

(Is — R, R)(Is — R, R%) = 0,

for all distinct 4,5 € {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 4, j € {1,...,n} such that S© S L S & %;S.

Theorem [L.3 motivates us to characterize submodules which are sums of one-variable inner
functions. More precisely, given a subset A C {1,...,n}, when a submodule S C H?(D") can
be written as the following:

S= (=) H} (DY),

A€A

where ¢, (zy) is an inner function depending only on the zy-variable for all A € A? In section
3.2, we completely answer this question by proving the following result.

Theorem 1.4. Let S be a proper submodule of H*(D") and A C {1,...,n}. There exists a
collection of one-variable non-constant inner functions {@x(2x)}rea on D", such that

S=Yealz)H (D),

A€A

if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1'1) (IS - EzlE:l)([S - RleZl) =0 (VZ € {1a o an}\A)a

(1.2) (Is — B, EZ)(Is — R, R )(Is — EL EZ )(Is — R, RE) =0 ( for all distinct i,j € A).
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The proof relies on several results on arbitrary submodules which we gather in section
For instance, we prove and use a fact that for any submodule S,

(Is — ELE%), (Is — R R5)] =0 (Vi€ {l,...,n}).

Furthermore, the novelty of this section lies in identifying the interplay between [R} , R. ]
and the cross-commutators [C} , C. ], corresponding to compressions C., := PoM.,|g on the
quotient modules @ := H?(D")© S (that is, the orthogonal complement of S inside H?(D")).
By definition, it is clear that Q is M-invariant that is, M7 Q C Q for all i € {1,...,n}. We
hope many of these results will prove useful in further studies.

From the algebraic condition in Theorem [[.2] it is evident that Beurling-type submodules
of H?(D") satisfy the following commutativity,

[(Is = R, R), (Is — R, RZ)] = 0 (for all distinct 4,5 € {1,...,n}),

in other words, the defects of restrictions commute with each other. Motivated by this feature,
in section Ml we have completely characterized when the defects of restrictions corresponding
to submodules of type S =Y, ¥a(2y)H*(D"), commute with each other.

Theorem 1.5. Let S = Y, wa(2x)H*(D") be a submodule of H*(D"), where @y are non-
constant inner functions. For any distinct 1,7 € A, we have

[(IS¢A - RZZRZ)v (IS<1>A - RZJR:J>] =0
if and only if ¢;(0) = 0 and ¢;(0) = 0.

An intrinsic question in operator theory is when two orthogonal projections say P;, P, on
a Hilbert space ‘H, commute with each other. It is well-known that this commutativity holds
if and only if PP, = Pranp,rranp,- The analogous question for H?(ID") can be stated as the
following: when does orthogonal projections Ps, onto submodules S; fori = 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 H?(ID"). We refer the reader to recent
progress made for Beurling-type submodules [11]. In section Bl we completely answer this
question for the above type of submodules.

Theorem 1.6. Let Sg, and Sy, be the following submodules of H*(D")
Spy =Y a2 HA D) Sup =Y thy(z) HA(D"),

AEA tel
corresponding to non-constant inner functions {ox(2x)}a and {1¢(2¢)}r. Then [Ps, , Ps, ] =
0 if and only if either p;|v; or ;|e; for all j € ANT.

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 C H2(]D>") is said to be a
Beurling-type quotient module if there exists an inner function 6(z) € H*(D") such that
Q = Qy := H*D") © 0(z)H?*(D"). Douglas’s question is fundamental in the study of both
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submodules and quotient modules of H%(D") (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 Pg,Po, corresponding to inner functions ¢(z),¥(z) € H*(D") 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 [L.6] we establish the analogous
result for quotient modules corresponding to quotient modules Qg, := H?*(D") & Ss,, and

Theorem 1.7. Let A, T" be subsets of {1,...,n} such that AUT = {1,...,n} and consider
the corresponding quotient modules Qg ,, Qu, inside H*(D"), where {¢ox(2x)}a and {(z) }r
are non-constant inner functions. Then P = Pg, Pg, is a finite rank projection if and only
if the inner functions {@;(2:)}ieaanr and {1;(z;)}jeranr are finite Blaschke products, and
for all j € ANT any one of the following conditions hold,

(a) ¢, divides ¢; and @; is a finite Blaschke product,
(b) v, divides ¢; and ; is a finite Blaschke product.

2. PROPERTIES OF SUBMODULE ON THE POLYDISC

This section aims to develop several results on general submodules of H?(D"). Let us begin
by looking into the following question: when does the condition S © ;S 1. S © ;8 holds for
all distinct i,5 € {1,...,n}? Since the tuple of restriction operators (R,,,..., R, ) form a
commuting tuple of isometries the condition can be restated into the following

(Is — R..R.)(Is — R, R.) = 0.

Before answering this question, let us note a useful and well-known result on reducing sub-
spaces of H*(D"). Recall that a subspace S C H?*(D") is called M,-reducing if M,.S C S,
and M;S C S hold for all i € {1,...,n}.

Proposition 2.1. The only M, -reducing closed subspaces of H*(D") are the trivial ones.

Proof. 1t can be immediately observed that S is M,-reducing implies that

n n

1 (Tr2ny = M, MZ) Ps = Ps 11 (L2 o) — Mz, M)

1= =

Since ‘ﬁl(lhﬂ(ﬂ)n) — M. M) = Pc, we get PcPs = PsPc, and therefore, PcPs1 = Ps1. Hence,

Ps1 € C and thus, there exists A € C such that Ps1 = A. Since P is a projection, A € {0, 1}.
If A\ = 0, then it means 1 € §*, which will imply S+ = H?(D"). In other words, S = {0}.
In the other case, when A = 1, it will imply that Psl = 1 and thus, 1 € S. This will again
imply that S = H?(D"). This completes the proof. ]

Now we are ready to answer the question at this section’s beginning.
Proposition 2.2. Let S submodule of H*(D"). Then
(2.1) (Is — R RL)(Is — R R.) =0
for all distinct i,j € {1,...,n} if and only if S = {0}.
Proof. Fix any distinct 4, j € {1,...,n}. Then (Is — R, R)(Is — R.;R. ) = 0 implies
(Is — R, R;)S C ker(Is — R, R),
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that is

Since for each j we have 272§ = 2;27'S C 25, we can further deduce that
2} (S © 2;8) C xS,

From the Wold-von Neumann decomposition we get S = @7_,27 (S © 2;S), and therefore, we
obtain § C 2;8. Acting on the left by M} on both sides we get M} S C S. By considering
the adjoint of condition (2.I), we have (Is — R, R )(Is — R, R.) = 0. So by a similar
technique, we conclude M;jS C S. Since i, j were fixed but arbitrary elements in {1,...,n}
the submodule & must be M, -reducing and hence, using Proposition 2], we get

S=1{0} or H*D").
Now if § = H*(D"), then
0= (Is = R, R:)(Is — RoyR:,) = (Iiaqomy — Mo, M) Iz oy — Mo, M),
This further implies that either (Iy2pn) — M., M) = 0 or (Igz2pn) — M., M?) = 0. This is a

z
contradiction because M,, is never a unitary for any ¢ € {1,...,n}. Thus the only possibility

is § = {0}. This completes the proof. u

Let us now establish several results useful for later sections. In the following Q :=
H?*(D") © S is the corresponding quotient module. It is evident from the definition that
Qis (M} ..., M; )-joint invariant. We begin by observing the following simple but useful
identity.

Lemma 2.3. Let S be a submodule of H*(D™). Then
[RZ,, R..] = PsM.,PoM |s, (i # j).
for all distinct i,7 € {1,...,n}.
Proof. Fix distinct i, 7 € {1,...,n}. We consider
(R, ,R.| =R, R,, — R, R,
J = Ps]]\/f;ijst - jDstz-PSM;Js
= PsM, PoM; |s.
u

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 H*(D"), then
Is — R, R — B, E. = PsM, PoM |s, (j€{l,...,n}).
Proof. First note that by the definition, ev.; = Iy2mpn) — M., M for all j € {1,...,n}. Then
E, B = Ps (Ipz2mny — MZjM:j)PS = Ps — PsM.,;M Ps.
So, we obtain
Is — R, R, — B, E. = PsM. ;M |s — PsM, PsM; |s = PsM; PoM |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 H*(D"). Then for each j € {1,...,n}, we get
(Is - R, R )(Is — E.,E%) = Is — R, R!, — E., E*..
Proof. For any j € {1,...,n} we have
(Is — R, R:,)(Is — E.,ES,) = (Is — PsM,, PsM; | s) Ps M., Mz |s
= PsM,,M; |s — PsM,, Ps M, PsM,, M; |
= PsM,;M; |s — PsM,, PsM; M, M |s
= PsM.; M |s — PsM.;PsM |s
= PsM.; M |s — PsM.,(Ig2mn) — Po) M |s
= PsM,, PoM; |s.
Using Lemma 24] we get
(Is — R, R )(Is — E.,E%) = Is — R, R!, — E., E*.

z

This completes the proof. [ ]

Since the right-hand side of the above result is a self-adjoint operator, we get
[(IS—RZjR:j)u(IS_EZ]‘E;)] =0 (j < {1,,71})

Let us now collect several results on cross-commutators of the restriction operators on submod-
ules of H%(D"), 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 H*(D"). For distinct i,j € {1,...,n}, we have
(i) [R:, R.] = (Is — R.,R:, — E.,E%)'? A; ; for some contraction A;; on S.
(i) [R:,, R.,) = Bi;(Is — R.,R:, — E. Ex)'/* for some contraction B ; on S.
(iti) ran[R; , R.,] C Tan(ls — R, R, — E., E7,).
(iv) ker(Is — R.;R: — E, E7) C ker[R. , R.].

Proof. Fix any distinct i,7 € {1,...,n}, then

(Is — R R, — B B2) — R, B[RS, R

— PsM., PoM:, Ps — PsM., PoM:, PsM.,, Po M, Ps
— PsM,, Po(I2om) — M, PsM,,) PoM:. Ps

— PsM., PoM: PoM., PoM;,Ps

— PsM,, M, PoM., M Ps > 0.

Furthermore, from Lemma 2.4l we know (Is — R, R} — E. E}) is a non-negative operator.
Hence, by Douglas’s range inclusion theorem there exists a contraction A; ; on & such that

[R:j7 Rzl] = (IS - RzzRZ - EZiE:i)l/2Aivj'
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To prove part (ii), we consider
([3 - RZjRZj - EZjE:j) - [R:jv RZ’L:I*I:R:?7 Rzz]
= PsM., PoM Ps — PsM, Po M PsM., PoM; Ps
= PsM.; Po(Ip2pny — M2, PsM.,) PoM_ Ps
= PsM,, Po M (I2@mny — PS)MZZ.PQM;;_ Ps
= PsM.;PoM; PoM.,PoM; Ps > 0.
So again by Douglas’s range inclusion theorem, there exists a contraction B; ; on § such that
[R2) R = Biy(ls — Ry R, — B E2)7
Part (iii) is a consequence of part (i) and part (iv) is a consequence of part (ii). u

Let us explore some further connections.

Lemma 2.7. Let S be a submodule of H*(D™). Then the following are equivalent:
(i) [R:,, R.](Is — Ry R:, — EL 7)) =0, for all distinct i, j € {1,...,n},

(i) (Is — Ry, R, — E B2 )[R; , R.,| =0, for all distinct i,j € {1,...,n},

J
Proof. First note that (Is — R., R}, — E., EZ,) is self adjoint and [R} , R.,]* = [R, R.;]. Thus,
(R, R.,](Is— R, R, —E.,EZ) = Oifand only if (Is—R., k., —E. E7 )[R. , R.;] = 0. In the last
condition if we interchanging the role of i and j, we get (Is — R., R — E. EZ )[R. , R.] = 0.
This completes the proof. [ ]

We know that Beurling-type submodules of H?(D") must satisfy (R, R.] = 0 for all
distinct 4,5 € {1,...,n}, and therefore, [R;,R,zf = 0. Using our methods, we can find
sufficient conditions for an arbitrary submodule of H*(D") to satisfy this condition.

Proposition 2.8. Let S be a submodule of H*(D"), then for any distinct i,5 € {1,...,n},
we have
(R, R.](Is — R.,R;, — E.,EZ) =0 implies [R, R.]*=0.

Proof. 1f we assume [R , R..|(Is — R;, R, — E., E%) = 0 for distinct 4, j € {1,...,n}, then

ran(ls — R.,R;, - E.,E%,) C ket[R;,, R.)).
On the other hand from Lemma [2.0] (iii) we get

ran|R; , R.] Cran(ls — R, R, — B, E7).
This implies Tan(R; , R.,] C ker[R; , R.], which further implies that [R}, R.]* = 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@ C H*(D") are denoted by C., and defined by

Czj = PQsz|Q-
For all j € {1,...,n}, the corresponding defect operators are defined by
Do, = (Ig—C*C. )2, and Dg- = (Ig—C. C: )2,
J J Zj J J

25 T
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Expanding the terms we get
Dézj = PoM} PsM. Pg, and D%% = Po(In2mpny — M., M) Po.
The corresponding defect spaces are defined by
Dczj = ra—nDCZj and DC% = ra—nDC;j.
Note that
(2.2) ran(lg — C’;C’Zj)l/2 =tan(lg — C’;CZJ.) = m(PQM;Lg), (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 H*(D"), then for any distinct i, € {1,...,n},
[C.,,CL] = PoM? PsM.,|o.
Proof. Fix any distinct i,7 € {1,...,n}, then
[C,,,CL] = C.,CL = CLC,
= PoM., M} |g — PoM} PoM.,|o
= PoM; PsM. |o.
]
We present a few results on compressions and cross-commutators analogous to Lemma

Lemma 2.10. Let Q be a quotient module of H*(D"), then for any distinct i, € {1,...,n},
we have

(i) [C.,, €] = AijDc., for some contraction A ; on Q.
(ii) [C;, CL] = Dc. B, for some contraction B;; on Q.
(iii) man|C.,;,C}] € De,, -
(iv) ker(Dczj) C ker[C.,;, C7].
Proof. Fix any distinct i,7 € {1,...,n}. Then
Dézj —[C.,, CLT[C,,, CL] = PoM; PsM,,; Po — PoM; PsM. PoM; PsM., Po
= PoM Ps(Ig2mpn) — M., PoM; ) PsM,, Pg > 0.
Hence, by Douglas’s range inclusion theorem there exists a contraction A; ; on Q such that
[C,,CL] = Ai;De. -
This completes the proof of (i). To prove (ii), we consider
Dé —[C,,, CLICs;, CL]" = PoM:, PsM., Po — PoM;, PsM,; PoM; PsM.,Po
= PoM, Ps(Ig2mny — M., Po M )PsM., Pg > 0.
Thus, again by Douglas’s range inclusion theorem, we get
[C;, CZ] = De., By

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

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 H*(D"). Then for any distinct i,5 € {1,...,n},
[sz, R.J(Is — R, R:, — E.,E%) = 0 if and only if Dc, [C.,, C;-]DCZZ- = 0. Moreover,
(R, R..J(Is — R, R., — E EZ) =0 implies  [C,,, C:j]2 —0.

Proof. Fix any distinct but arbitrary 7,5 € {1,...,n} and let us assume that [R:j, R.|(Is —
R. R; —E. E;)=0. Using Lemma[2.3]and Lemma[2.4] for any fixed but arbitrary s, s, € S,
we get

<[R:j7 Rzz](IS - RzzR:Z - EZiE:i>Slv S2> = <P3MZiPQM:jPSMziPQM:i817 32>

= <PQM:J_P5MZZ.PQM281,PQM;Z_82>.
This implies that PoM? PsM,, PoM:S C ker(PsM;lo). So, [C.,,CZ|Dc., C ker(Dc.,).
Thus, [R; , R, ](Is — R, R;, — E, EZ ) = 0 if and only if D¢, [C.,, C7 ]Dc,, = 0. Furthermore,

Zi 'z

by Lemma (iv) we get [C,, C’;]Dczz_ C ker(Dc,,) C ker[C,, C;‘j]. Hence
(C.., CL )" De., = {0}
This implies De., C ker[C,, C%]*. Again, using Lemma 210 (iv) we get
ker(De.,) C ker[C.,, C7 ] C ker[C.,, CL 1.
Thus
Q =ker(Dc.,) @ D, C ker[C.,, C7 %,
which further implies that [C,,, C’;‘j]2 = (0. This completes the proof. n

Proposition 2.12. Let S be a submodule of H*(D™). Then for any distinct i,j € {1,...,n},
(R, R.,]* = 0 if and only if Dc. [Cs,, C% ] De,, = 0. Moreover,

(R, R.>=0 implies [C.,.C5)=0.

Zi) Zj
Proof. Fix any distinct 4,7 € {1,...,n}. For any fixed but arbitrary s;, s, € S, we have
0= <[RZ]7 Rzi]2817 S2> = <PSMZiPQM:jPSMZ¢PQM;jSh 32>
= <PQM:jP3MziPQM;j81,PQM:Z,82>.
This implies that PoM? PsM., PoM; S C ker(PsM.,|o). That is, [C.,, C’jj]Dczj C ker(Dc,, ).
Thus, we have R} , R.]* = 0 if and only if Dc_ [C.,, C]Dc, = 0.

Now by Lemma (iv) we have ker(Dc,,) C ker|C.,,CZ]. Thus [C.,, C;PDCZ]. = {0}.
Hence

(2.3) De., C ker[C.,, CL ”.
On the other hand by Lemma 210 (iii) we get
(2.4) ran[C,,,C7 | C De., -

Combining (2.3) and ([24) we observe that Tan[C,, C} ] C ker[C.,, C |*. Hence [C.,, C%]* = 0.
]
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This result motivates the following problem: characterize submodules S C H*(D") which
satisfy [Rzi,szP = 0, but not necessarily [R.,, R, | = 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 H?(D"), then for all i € {1,...,n}, the operator
M., PsM, is a projection onto the closed subspace 2;S.

Proof. 1t is clear that M., PsM; is a self-adjoint and idempotent operator, and hence an
orthogonal projection on H?*(D"). Also, the range of M., PsM; is clearly contained inside
2;§. We only need to show that 2,8 C ran M, PsM}.. So, let us consider h € 2;S. Thus,
there must exist s € § such that h = z;s. This implies that

M., PsM; h = zs = h.
Hence, z;§ C ran M, PsM;, and therefore, we get the equality of the subspaces. This

zi)

completes the proof. [ ]

3. INNER SUBMODULES OF H?(D")

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

Proof of Theorem[L.3 We have (Is—E, EZ )(Is—R.; R, ) = PsM,;MZ (Is—PsM,, PsM |s).
If this is zero, then
PSMZJ.PSM:],LS = PSMZJ.M;LS.
Thus we obtain
PSMZJ.PQM;J_|S =0.
Equivalently,
PsM,, Pg = 0,
which further implies that PsM., = PsM.,Ps = M., Ps. Hence, § is M., reducing, for any
je{l,...,n}\{i}. This implies that for any fixed but arbitrary j € {1,...,n},

R, R = M., PsM; |s = M., M. |s = PsM. M |s = PsM M.,|s = R. R.,,

for any k € {1,...,n} \ {j}. In other words, we get that [R.,, R} ] = 0 for any distinct
i,7 € {1,...,n}. Using the characterization for Beurling-type invariant subspace of H?(D")
in Theorem [[.2] we get
S = MyH*(D"),
for some inner function 6(z) € H>°(D"). Here, My denotes the multiplication operator on
H?(D") corresponding to the symbol #(z). Since S is M, -reducing for any j € {1,...,n}\{i},
it further implies that
M., MyM; = MyM; M.,
and therefore,
M., M; = My M,,.
Hence,
(Ur2(ny — My, MZ )My f = Mg (I2ny — M2 MZ) f-

z
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for all f € H*(D"). Note that for any f € H*(D") we have
(]HQ(Dn) - MZjM:j)f = f(Zl, sy Z5—1, 0, Zj41y - Zn).
In particular, for any w € D", if we take the corresponding Szegd kernel f = s,(2z) =

n
1
il—_Ilm’ then we get

(IHZ(]D)”) — MZjM;_)MgSw = Mg(IHZ(]D)”) — MZJ-M;-)S'LU'

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

This implies that
(w) = 0(ws, ..., wj_1,0,wjs1,...,wy).
Since w is an arbitrary point in D", the function #(z) must not depend on the variable z;.
Furthermore, j was an arbitrary number in {1,...,n}\{i}. So, this implies that 6(z) depends
only on the z;-variable. In other words,
S = 0(z)H*(D").
Conversely, if 0(z) = 0(z;) for some i € {1,...,n}, then S is M, -reducing for any j €
{1,...,n}\ {i}. Consequently, PsM, M} |s = PsM, PsM; |s., and thus
(Is — B, E%)(Is — Ro, RY,) = PsM, M (Is — PsM,, PsM; |s) = 0,
for any j € {1,...,n} \ {i}. This completes the proof. u

3.2. Sums of inner submodules. Let A be a subset of {1,...,n}, and {px(2))}rer be a
collection of inner functions on D™ such that ¢, depends only on the z)-variable for all A € A.
In this section, we completely characterize submodules of the following type

Say =Y _palza) H*(D").
AEA

In the case of A = {1,...,n} we simply denote the submodule by Sg. We establish criterion
based on conditions on the tuple of restrictions (R,,, ..., R,,), and evaluations (E,,,..., E,)
corresponding to the submodule Sy, C H?(D"). It is a straightforward observation that the
quotient module corresponding to the above submodule has the following form.

Qq’A = Si;/\ = )\?AQS@A'

In the case of A = {1,...,n}, there is a characterization for quotient modules of H?(D") in
terms of the compression operators C,, := Pg M.,.|o,, that was established by Izuchi et al.
in [I5] 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 H*(D"), then for eachi € {1,...,n},
there exists a quotient module Q; C H?2 (D) such that

Q=0,® @ Qy,

if and only if
[C.;,CL] =0,



SUBMODULES OF HZ(D") 13
for all distinct i,j € {1,...,n}.

From Beurling’s theorem for H*(D), either Q; = Q,,, := HZ (D) & ¢;(z;) HZ (D) correspond-
ing to an inner function ¢;(z;), or Q; = HZ (D). We refer the readers to the excellent article
[T0] 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 A = {Ay,..., A\x}, where Ay < ... < A;. The structure of Sp, gives
the following orthogonal decomposition.
(3.1) So, =S51@...8 Sy,

*

where S; := ran deM%d (AkEA:E\[k>)\d M;Ak)) for all d € {1,...,k} (see for

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

(3.2) qu)A = Pgl P...6H ng,

(IHz(Dn) - M

P

that is, the orthogonal projection onto submodule Sg, 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 A C{1,...,n},

Soy =) _er(2)H(D"),

A€A

where {@a(21)}aen is the collection of inner functions on D". From the structure in ([B.1]), it
is clear that the submodule S, is M,,-reducing for all [ € {1,...,n} \ A. Therefore, using
the definition of evaluation operators we get

([S<I>A - EZZE:Z) = PS<I>AMZZM2PS<1>A = PS¢AMZZM*

zy?
and similarly,

(ISq>A - RZZRZI) = PS<1>A - MZlP&bAM:l = Ps

L]

— MM Ps, = (Iyzmn) — M., M)Ps, .

1

This implies that (Is,, — E, EZ)(Is,, — R, ;) = 0foralll € {1,...,n}\ A. Now let us
analyze for the co-ordinates inside A. For the sake of computations, let us denote

Big = (Use, = oy B Wso, — By B2, Jsa, — By EZ )Isy, — Rey B2 ).
for distinct A\;, A; € A. From Lemma 2.5 we know that
Aij= sy, = Rey BL, = By B2, YIsy, — Ry R — Eoy BY ).
Using Lemma 2.4], we get
Aij = Py, Mz, Poy M, Fsy M, Poy M s,

We know that

Ps,, = > Mg, M, (AeA;fAIMd(IHz(Dn) — M, M)
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Using the above identification, for any \; € A, we get
Ps, M., Pg,,

(I — M, M;A))) Mey, 11 (Ipaomy = M, M)

II
Ad Wd (,\eA;A>Ad

( M,
d_
k
(dz ©ry <pAd AGAE\I>)\d(IH2(D")_MWM;A)))

H (IHZ(]D)”) - MSDAM;A)MZAi(IHz(D") - M"DAiM;;M)

AEANAN;
-1
(Z Prg kad (IHQ([D)n M&PAM;)\))>MZ)\Z.(IH2(D”) — MQPMM;M)
d=
+ <Z Mgo)dMﬁ”d ()\GAI;I\#)\_(IHQ(D") B M‘PAM;A>)>MZ)\1-(IH2(D”) - MSDM M;Az)
d=i ’ *
= Mo, (AEAI_)[\;D\ Ur2m) — M%M;A))MZA,-(IW(D”) - MwiM;M)

- MSDA,-M;AZ-MZA,- (/\EA(IH2(D") - M‘PAM;A))7
and therefore,
PQq)AM;i Ps, = ()\I;IA(IH2(D7L) — waM;Q)MZi M, M;;M_.
This immediately gives us
Py, M, Psy, M-, Po,,
= (0 (T2 = Mo, Mg )) M, Mo, ME, Mo, ME M, (T (T2 = Mo, M)
= (AEA(IHZ @) = My, M7 )) My, Mg M., M2 M, M, ()\EA(IHQ(Dn) — My, M)
=0,

and hence,
A= Ps, M., Po,, MZAiPSq)AMZAj Po,, MZM |3(1>A =0,

for any distinct A;, A; € A. For proving the converse direction, let us assume conditions (L),
and (L.2)). The second condition is equivalent to A; ; = 0 for all distinct A;, \; € A. Now, for
any h,k € S

0= (A;;h k) = <P3MZ)\_PQM:A_PSMZ)\J_ PoM? h,k) = <PQM;_P3M PQM* h, PoM?, k>
T A J A
This implies that PoM:, PsM., PoM; S C ker(PsM., o). From condition (2.2) and

Lemma 2.9 we get
[C’ZA ,C7 ]DC% C ker(D, ).

By Lemma 2101 (iii), we get [C’ZAJ_,C'ZA_]DCZA_ cD
Thus J

Consequently, [C’ZA ,C7 ]DCZA = 0.

Z>‘i

Zx;0

DCZA C ker([C, ,C7, ])
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On the other hand using Lemma 2.10] (iv), we obtain, ker(D¢, ) C ker([C’zAj ,C% ]). Hence

Aj
Q= DCZ}\J- ® ker(DCZXj) C ker([C’zkj , C’;‘Ai]).

This gives, [C’ZAJ_ , O, ] =0 for all distinct A\;, A\; € A. Following the proof of Theorem [I3, we
see that condition (L)) imply that S is M, -reducing for all i € {1,...,n} \ A. This further
implies that for distinct 7,7 € {1,...,n} \ A, we get
C.,Cx, = PoM, M; Po = PoM: M, Po = PoM PoM,, = M; PoM., = C.C.,.
Combining the above, we get [C,, C7 ] = 0, for all distinct 4, j € {1,...,n}. Using Theorem
B, we observe that there must exist quotient modules Q; C HZ (D) for all i € {1,...,n}
such that
ST=01®...9 Q,.

Furthermore, since S is M, -reducing for all j € {1,...,n} \ A, we get that
M., Po, = Po, M.,

J

which implies Q; = H fj (D) for all j € {1,...,n}\ A. This follows from our assumption that
S is a proper subspace of H%(D"). Thus, we must get

S = palza)H* (D).

AEA
This completes the proof. [ ]

Corollary 3.2. Given a submodule S C H?*(D"), there exists a collection of one-variable

for all distinct i,7 € {1,...,n}.
We can identify a new necessary condition for submodules of type Sg, using our methods.

Proposition 3.3. Gien any subset A C {1,...,n}, let S, = D_\cpr(22)H*(D") be a
submodule of H*(D"). Then

[Rzi7 R:J]z = O’
for all distinct i,j € {1,...,n}.
Proof. From Proposition 2.8, it is enough to show [RI, R.](ls — R, R., — E, E7) = 0 for
distinct 4,5 € {1,...,n}. By Theorem [[.4, we know that S = Sg, if and only if the following
conditions are satisfied

(3.3) (Iso, — B EL)(Isy, — RyRS) =0 (V1€ {1,...,n} \ A),

(34) (Is,, — Eo EL)(Isy, — R R5)(Is — Eo B2 )(Is,, — RoyRE) =0 (¥ distinct 4, j € A).

Note that the first condition implies that s, — R, R; —E,E; =0foralll € {1,...,n}\A,
which further implies that

(R, R.|(Isy, — R R — ELEL) =0 (Vj€{l,...,n}).
Hence, from Proposition 28 we get for all [ € {1,...,n} \ A,
(R, R.)?=0 (Vje{l,....n}\).
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So, we only need to show that [R}, , R., |* = 0 for all distinct \;, \; € A. Using Lemma 2.5

230
Aj

the second condition (B.4)), is again equivalent to the following,
(ISq>A - RZ,\iR;\i - EZ,\iE:Ai)(I&pA - RZ,\J- R;j - EZ,\J- E;j) = 0.
From Lemma 2.6 (ii), we obtain that
[R:Aj ) RZAZ-](I‘S@A - RZ/\Z- R;i - EZ/\Z- E:Ai)lﬂ
= B, j(Is,, — R, R;‘Aj - B, E;j)l/z( Isy, — Roy RZ, — Bz E;i)l/z'
Since (Is,, — R, R —E., E;Z_) is a non-negative operator and (Is, — R, R —E.,, E;Z_)
commutes with (Is, — R., R —FE, E! )it follows that
A i RAy iR
(ISq>A - RZAZ- RZM - EZAZ- E:Ai)(I&}A - RZ,\j R;j - EZ,\j E:Aj) =0,
if and only if
(ng)A - R, R;i - E,,, E:Ai)1/2( Is,, — Raj R;j — Ezkj E:Aj)m =0.

This implies that [RI, , R, [(Is,, — R., R, — EZAiE:)\.)l/z = 0 for all distinct A;, \; € A.

Z/\j ? ZX
Combining this result, along with the previous observation, we get [R} , R.,](Is,, — R: RZ, —
E. E:)Y* =0 for all distinct 4, j € {1,...,n}. This completes the proof. ]

Remark 3.4. The condition [Rzi,szP = 0 is not sufficient. For instance, let 6(z) =
s oa—, be an inner function corresponding to aq, a2 € D. Then if we consider the
Beurling-type submodule & = 6(z)H?(D"), then we know that (R, R.] = 0, and hence,

R.., sz]2 = 0. However, 6(z) does not depend only on a single variable.

It is natural question to ask whether condition (B:4) can be realized as a condition on
certain compressions, say

Pa,(Is — R, R%)(Is — Ro,RY)Pay, = 0,

for all distinct 4,5 € {1,...,n}. Here Py, is an orthogonal projection onto a closed subspace
M, for i = 1,2. One way this is possible is when F; is a partial isometry for all 7 € {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) VV* is a projection.

(17) VV*V = V.

We determine this behaviour of the evaluation operators in the following result.

Theorem 3.5. Let S, = > pa(2x) H2(D") be a submodule of H*(D™) corresponding to non-
A€A

constant inner functions {@x(X)}rea. Then E,, is a partial isometry for any A € A if and
only if ©»(0) = 0. Moreover, in this case, there exists a submodule S; of H*(D") such that
Is,, — L. B = szjgj, that is, the orthogonal projection onto the submodule zy,S;.

J

Proof. Fix any A\; € A = {\1,..., Ay}, ordered increasingly. Define
Mi= D" oz H (D).

AEM\[A)
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If we re-arrange S, as the following
So, = M + ¢y, (N;) H*(D"),
then by the structure in condition ([B.1I), we get
Sa, = ox, (23, ) HA(D") & (Irr2ny — My, Mg, JM,;.

So, Ps,, = My, M:;Aj + (L2on) — M, Mg, )Pp;. From the structure of M, it is clear that

(—[H2(D") — M@A]M;/\])PM] p— PMJ(IHQ(D”) - MSD/\]M;/\])

Suppose @, (0) = 0, then there exists an inner function ¢,, depending only on zj,-variable
such that ¢y, = z),¢y;. Now, we have

* * B * * *
My, M, M, M =M., My, M Mg M., M,
_ B * *
= M., My, M M3,
J J
_ *
= My, M;, .

* * * * _ *
So, My, Mj, M., M =M, M:, M, M; =M, M;, . Alo,

(IHZ(]D)") - MSDAJ- M;;Aj)Mzkj M:Aj ([Hz(]]])”) - Mcij M;;)\j) = MZ)\j M:Aj - M‘PAJ- M;;)\j
= MZ}‘j M‘:Aj - MZ}‘jM@AjM;AjM*)\j
= MZ}‘j ([H2(]D)n) - M¢>\j M;)\j)Mz;j.
Define Sy, := > 5} (22 H?(D") + @5, H*(D"). Thus, we can write
S)\j = @)\j (Z)\j)Hz(]D)”) fan) ([HZ(Dn) — M@Aj M;xj)Mj’
Hence, Sy, is a submodule of H 2(D"), and moreover, 2y;S, € Sp,. Now
Ps,, MZAJ_ M ;j Ps,,
= (M%j M;Aj + (Ig2(ony — ij M;Aj)PMj)MzAj M;j (M%j M;Aj + (T2 (ony — ij M;A)PMJ')
= M‘ij M;Aj + (IHQ(Dn) — MSDA]» M;Aj)PMjMZAj M:Aj ([H2(Dn) — MQPAj M;Aj)PMj
= M‘ij M;Aj + (]HQ(Dn) — MSDA]» M;Aj)MZ)\j M:Aj ([H2(]D)n) — MQO)\J- M;)\j>PMj
= MZAJ_ M@j M;AJ_ M;j + MZM‘ (rz2mmy — M@j M;Aj)M:Aj P,
= MZ)\J-(MSB)\J- M:;Aj + (T2 ony — M@j M;AJ_)PM],)M:AJ_
= MZ}‘j PS}‘j M;;\j
= PZAJ-SAJ-’

The last equality follows from Lemma 213 Thus, we have

* *
Is—E., E., = Ps, M, M; lss. = P:
J J A J A

.Sy
Aj AJ AJ
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is an orthogonal projection. Conversely, suppose Is — Ezkj E7, is a projection, then
J
Ps,, MZAj M:Aj Ps,, = Ps,, MZAj M:Aj Ps,, MZAj M:Aj Ps,,
* 1 *
= PS@A MZAJ- MZ}\j (IHZ(]D)") - PS<I>A )MZAJ- MZ}\j PSCI’A
— * * 1 *
= Ps,, MZAJ_ MZXJ_ Ps,, — Ps,, MZAJ_ MZAJ_ P5<1>A MZAJ_ MZAJ_ Ps,, -
Thus, we have Ps,, MZAJ_ Mz*xj PSL% MZAJ_ Mz*xj Ps, . = 0. Equivalently, Ps, MZAJ_ MZ*,\J- Pg. =0

So,
* _ * _ *
Pog, Moy M;, = Ps, M., M3 Ps, = M., M, Ps, .

Then
(3.5) (M%j M:;Aj + (T2 @y — Mmj M;Aj)PMj)MZAj Mz*kj
- Maj M;j(M%jM;kj + (g2 mny — M%j M;xj)PMj)'
This implies,
0= (M, M, Moy Mz, ]+ [(Tpony = Moy M3, ), Ms, M, [P,
= (M M, Moy M, | = (M, M, M., M, [Py,
= [ij M;Aj MZA], M, ]PMj_.

i
Thus [M,, M, M, M;‘Aj] =0 or Py = 0. Note that M; = AGA%Aj}(HZ(D) O prH2(D)).
Since all ¢, are non-constant inner functions, we have P, # 0.

Consequently, [M,, M3 M., M} ]=0. Using [I1, Theorem 2.2], we get that there must
J j

AjTTeN;?
exist an inner function ¢; depending only on zj,-variable such that @), = 2),,,. In this
case, we have Is, — L., E;j =P, s, Where
Sy= Y ea2)H (D) + @y H (D).
AEANAN;

Clearly, S; is a submodule of H?(D"), amd moreover, 2, Sy; € S, - This completes the proof.
[

Corollary 3.6. Let So, =\ cp oa(22) H*(D") be a submodule of H*(D™), where px(2)) are
non-constant inner functions. Then E,, is a partial isometry for all X € A, if and only if
1€ Qg,.

Proof. Suppose that 1 € SQ%A. Since
Sz, = @rea(H*(D) © pa(22) H(D)).
So, 1 € H*(D) © ¢x(2\)H?*(D) for all A € A. Thus for each X € A there exists an inner
function ¢,(z,) depending only on the zy-variable such that
©Ox = Z2Px-
Now by the previous Theorem [3.5] we conclude that E,, is a partial isometry for all A € A.
On the other hand, if E,, is a partial isometry for all A € A, then by previous Theorem

©A(0) = 0. Therefore 1 € H*(D) © pa(2x)H*(D) for all A € A. Consequently, 1 € Sg,. This
completes the proof. [ ]
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4. COMMUTING DEFECTS OF RESTRICTION OPERATORS

Let S be a submodule of H?(D"), then the collection of the corresponding restrictions
(R.,,...,R.,) is a tuple of isometries. Thus, we have a natural collection of orthogonal
projections associated with S, namely,

(Is—R.R.,...,Is— R, R.).

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

NYS) Zl %S = ran il;ll(lg — R, R).
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 H?(D")

Say = Y _oa(22)H*(D").
AEA

Let A ={\1,..., \} C{1,...,n}. Before going into the proof in detail, let us highlight a
re-structuring of the submodule Sg, that will be useful in the sequel. Let n > 2, and let us
fix distinct A;, A; € A. Define

Mij= > oa(z)H* D).

AEAAAN N,
It is straightforward to observe that
L
L — ® )
B AEANANLN e

If we re-arrange S, as the following

Say = M+ ox (23, H* (D) + o, (22, H? (D),
then by the structure in condition (B.1I), we get

Say = i (2x) H (D) ® (Isy, — My, M, )pr, (23,) H*(D")
© (Isg, = Moy Mg, )Lsy, — My, Mg, Y M ;.
and in terms of projections we get,
Ps,, = M%%M;Ai ® (Iss, — M%iM;Ai)M%j M;Aj
® (Iss, — My, M;Ai)(l&m — M%J_ M;;Aj)PMi,j‘

D

(4.1)

Note that, for any A € A, we can again write
Ps,, = My, M, & (Ippomy — My, M7 ) > M, M,
teA\{A}
Using this identity we can conclude that for any A € A,
(4.2) Mg, Ps, = M; and hence, Ps, M, = M,

N
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Proof of Theorem[1.3. Let us now begin the proof by assuming that
(Isy, — Iy R sy, — R, R;k),

Zx, PICIEEE

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

(4.3) (MZAiP&PAM;i)(M Ps, M, ): (Mzijsq)AM;j)(M Ps,, M, )
for all distinct A;, A\; € A. This implies that
My, (M, P, M2, )M, Ps, M:, )My, =M, (M., Ps, M, (M., Ps, M, )M,
:M;Ai(M Ps, M, )M@Ai(MZAjM:)\j>’
Also, by using the commutativity in condition (L3), we get
M:;Ai(M Ps,, M, )(M PSQ M, )M%i :M:;Ai(M Ps,, M, )(M Psy M, )M%i
— (Mo MM, (M., Py M M,
Now
M:;M_ (M, PSqAM* )My,
= M‘:A,—M'ZM [M%Z_M;;M + (T2 ny — MQ%M* )M, _M*
+ (T2 mn) — M, M:;)\i)([HZ(]D)n) — ij .M;A )PM”]M; M
= MZMM:A,- +M;AiMZAZ_ (Ur2ny — My, Mg, )M* M%Z_MWJ_M;M
+ Mg, M., (In2ory — My, Mg, )M, My, ([Hz pry = My, M;kj)PMiyj.
So, we have
M, (M., Ps, M, )M, (M., M, )
= (M., Mz, (M., M, )
+M;AiMZM (L ez —MS%M; )M* My, Mo, ‘M* j(Mzij:Aj)
+ M;AiMZM (Tr2@ny — MS%M; M Mm (Ig2ony — wajM;Aj)(MZAjM:Aj)PMi,j
Now, let us consider the following difference.
Mg, (M, Py Mz ) (M, Py M, YMo, — Mg, (M, Py M, ) (M, Fs, M, )Mo,
= Mg, (M Psy, M, )Mwi(szjM;j)_(Mz M7 )M* (M qu)AM* )M

o
= Mz, Moy (Ipzomy — M, M2, M:, M, [M,, M:;A,M M ]
MG, M, (= M,, M, )M, Mw_[(I—M M), M., M, [P,
:M* Al(]H2(Dn — M, M, )Mz, M, [M,, M;A,M M*]
— Mg, M., (In2mony) — My, Mg, )M Az[M Mg, - Mz, M ]PMZ-,]»
:M* Al(IH2(D” — My, Mg, ) M, [Mgy M, Moy M | (Th2m) — Paa)
:M* M., (TIiomy — My, M3, )M S%[M M M., M (P
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From our assumption the above difference is zero, and hence,
(M;AZ MZM‘ ([Hz(Dn) - M‘PAZ- M;AZ)M* M ) ([MSDAJ- M* Mz>\j MZ\J]) (PMf'J) — 0

PV 2 P ’

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

M:;M_ M,
or [M%j M;A_,MZA]‘M;}] =0, 0or Py =0. Since ¢,’s are non-constant for all A € A, we get

J J s

PMi_j # 0. Now if M:;M_ M., (Im2pry — My, M;Ai)M* M, =0, then M:;M_MZM_ MZ*AZ_ M,, =
M., M:, is an orthogonal projection and hence, M7 M., must be a partial isometry. This

Ai([Hz(D”) - MS%-M;M)M:MM% =0,

2 PN,
ZAi ZA@

implies that
M;M M, M;i My, M;AZ_ M.

ZAi

= M, M

ZAi’

Using Ir2pny — MZAZ, M, = Prer Mz, 5 We get,

* * * * _ *
My, Moy Mp, M, = M, Pz, Mo, My, M., = Mg, M, ,

and hence,
* *
M%i Prer i7eN M, Mﬂ% M

= 0.
Zx;
This will again imply that P, Mz, Mmi M;;A-MZ

= 0. Thus, we get

i

My, M}, M., = M., M, M, M; M

Zx, Zx,

By acting on the right of both sides by M7 , we get that
[MSDAi M* MZAZ- M:AZ] = O

Px;?
Using [11, Theorem 2.2] we deduce that there must exist an inner function @y, (z,,) such that
@xi(2x) = 2,85, (2,). Then
MZAiM;,\i = M;A, MZ)\iMZ*)\i MAOM- = M;Az M:Az MZMMZ\i MZAZ- M@Ai = ]HQ(]D)”)a

which is a contradiction. Thus, the only possibility that remains is
[MSD M* MZA]»M;A],] = O

Aj PN
So, there must exists an an inner function @y, (2y,;) such that oy, (z,) = 2P, (2y,), and hence,
©x,(0) = 0. Next, we consider the difference

0= M;Aj (MZA, P3<1>A M .)(MZ)\J- P3<1>A M:Aj )MAOAJ- - M«:Aj (MZ)\J- P3<1>A M;j )(MZM- P3<1>A M;z M@Ajv

ZA@ )
and in a similar manner, we can conclude that oy, (0) = 0. Thus, ¢,,(0) = 0 and ¢y,(0) = 0.
Let us now look at the converse direction. Assume oy, (2x,) = 2x,@x,(2);) and @y, (2y;) =
2,91, (25,), then using the structure of projections in identity (4.1]), we get

Psy, = M., 5y M2 5 ® (Is, — My . M 5 VM., 5, M

ZN; PN ZN; PN AjPXTTEN PN

* *
® (Iss, = Moy 53, M, 5, Wss, = May 50 M, 5, ) Pay -

I X; P

So,
MZAi P&I)A M;Az - Mz?\ﬁa*i M;?\i‘hi
S¥) MZM (IS<1>A - MZ&-@A,— MZ*M%Z-)M:AZ- Mzkj@j M;j‘ﬁ*j
® M., (Isy, = My 0 M 5, )M, (Isy, = My g, Mz 5 )P,



22 DEBNATH AND SARKAR

and
* * * * *
MZAJ_ P&PAMZA = MZA N Mzkiﬂ% MZAJ_ MZAJ_ fay (I&PA — MZ)%@)\@-MZM@A )MZ§ N MzA Brg
* * *
&> (IS¢A — MZAZ-SZ)\ sz o, )MZAJ-(IS@A — MZAj¢Aj MZAijAj)MZAj P, ;-

Now let us look at the product (M., Ps, M} )(MZ Fs, Mz, ) term wise. First, observe

that
My g, Ml o (M, Py M3, ) = My 5 M o M, g, M, o M., M

Zx; PN ZA 25 AP Z,\ Px; Zx; Px;
= MZ2 . M:A o MZAJ_ Mz*xj'
as the other terms will vanish. Next, let us look at the term

M, (IS‘PA = M 50 M )M;/\Z MZM Px; M;, ¢ (MZAJ' Pso, Mz*xj )

Zx; P 2,85,
= MZM(IS@A - MZ}\Z-SEA M; @, )MZ*AZ.MZ,\J¢A»MZ*,\.¢A], MZM@MM:AZ.@AZ.MZA]» Mz*,\.
© My, (Isy, = Moy gy M2, 5, JME Moy o M2 o (T, = Moy, M2, g, )My 5, M 5
D MZAi (I&I)A - MZA-@A M:A B )M:)\iMZ)\jSB)\ M:A P, (I&I)A - MZA,—@Ai M;Ai@)\i)MZ)\j
(IS<1>A - MZAJ-@A M;,\ P )M;,\JPM”
By re-arranging the terms we get
szi(l&p/\ - MZ)\Z-SB)\ M:A @ )M: .MZA-AEA M:A P, (MZ)\J- P3<1>AM;J.)
= MZAl- ([Sw\ - MZAiAEA zA @, ) ZA @, MZA-@AJ- M;Ajaﬁk.
©® MZAi (I&pA - MZA,-@A 2. QOM)( M M* )M:Al Mz2 M; Px;
® MZAi (I&pA - MZ,\l«ﬁA z,\ B, )(I‘S@A M M* )M:AZ MZAJ-¢AJ- (IS<1>A - MZ,\J- M;Aj)MZ\jcﬁAj PMi,j'
Hence,
MZAZ. (IS<1>A - MZAZ@MM;Z.@M)M;.MZA]»@A M:A Px; (MZ)\J- P&pA M;j)
= szisﬁxi(IS@A - MZ)\i M; )M; Bx; MZA»QB)\-M;AJ.@)\J.

® M., (Is,, — M, M3, )M, Mz o M

X 2y ZA ®x;
* * * *
3] MZM- (I&}A — Mﬂ% M@i)MZAiMZAj%j (I&}A — szj MZAj)MZAj%j Pp, -

Now let us look at the final term, that is,
MZ,\i (I&pA - MZA,-@A,-M* 5 )M:A.(IS@ - MZAJ-¢AJ- M ; ,)PM”(M PScpAMz*,\j)

A PN >\J<PA]

Zx; Pt; EXi PN

:MZAi(‘[S@A_MZAi@AiM )M* (I&p _MZ,\J-@,\J-M* 5 )PMi,jMzkiﬂbAiM* 5 MZ,\J-M;],

ZX; P

S MZ/\' (IS‘I’ o Mzki@i M, 5 )M* (IS@ N MZ}‘J'@AJ' MZ*/\jSZAj)PMi»J(IS‘?A o Mzki@i MZ*M@M

EXN; PN
*
Mg g M 5,
* * * *
D Mzki (IS‘PA - MZAi@Ai MZAZ.@Ai)MZAi (ISCPA - MZAJ-SZAJ- MZAJ-SZAJ- )PMi,j(‘[S@A - MZAiSbAi MZAig5>\

MZ,\J- (IscpA _MZAJ-¢AJ-M* p )M;AjPMivj'

ZN. PN
>\J ‘PAJ

)

)
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Again, by re-arranging the terms we get
M., (Isy, — My oo Mz, 5 )Mz, (Is,, — M.
= M., 55, sy, = Mz, M )M 5,
@0
® M., (Is,, — Ms,, M;Ai)M;i MZAJ_ (ss, — M%j M;Aj)MjAj P, ;-

M )PMH (MZ,\ P5<1>AM* )

Z)N. P ; Z)
AJ¢AJ j AJ

MZ,\j ([SéA - Mﬂb/\j M;;,\j )M:Aj PMM

2 P AP

Therefore, we get

(MZ,\iP‘S@AMz*Ai)(MZ,\j PSQAM* )

Zx;

— Mzii¢ki M;Ei@\i MZAj M;j

@ Mzki@i (IS‘I’A o MZM M:A)M:Ai@,\i MZAj Px; M:Aj &,

© MZM(IS@A N M¢Ai MEM)M;M Mzig 2% M;kij@Aj

© Mz/\i (IS(I)A B MHZ’\i Mg/\i)MZ*M MZA? 2y (ISCI’A o MZ)\j Mz*/\j )Mz*Aj 2 PMi,j
® M., 5, (Isy, = Moy M2 M, 5, M., (Is, = Mg, M3 )M, P,

S MZ}\Z-(‘[S@A - Msb,\i Mgki)M;i MZAj (IS<1>A - M@Aj M;Aj)M;j PMi,j‘

We observe that the right-hand side of the above expression is self-adjoint and hence, M., Ps, M,
commutes with M., Ps, M} . In other words, Is, — R., R commutes with Is, —
J A Aj A i A A

szj RZ, . This completes the proof. [ ]
J
Corollary 4.1. Let Sp, = > \cp ea(22)H*(D™) be a submodule of H*(D") where ¢, are
non-constant inner functions, and A = {1, ..., \y}. Then the following tuple of orthogonal
projections
(Isoy, = Bey BE, oo Isy, — Rey R )

is commuting if and only if p(0) =0 for all X € A.
Before ending this section, let us highlight an example with explicit computations.

Example 4.2. Let 0 < |a| < 1 and let by(2) = ==, z € D be a single Blaschke function.
Let us consider the submodule S = b, (z1) H?(D?) + by (22)H?(D?) C H?*(D?) and choose an

element f(z) := [ba(21) + ba(22)]ba(22) in S. First, observe that

MZbo(2) = (1= [af*)sa(2) and  MIbg(z) = (1= |af*)(ba(2) — @)sa(2),
where s,(2) = (1 —az)™! € H*(D). It is well-known that the corresponding Szego kernel for
2

H?(D?) S S(ay,a9)(21, 22) := Il ——. Now,

i=1 1—z;a

RZ1R:1f = MZ1PSM;1f = MZ1PSM:1ba(Zl)ba(Z2)
= MZIPSbQ(ZQ)M;ba(Zl>

= (1 - |a‘2)218(a,0)(217 Z2)ba(z2)7
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Note that Pg = (Tr2m2y — Mba(zl)Mlja(zl))(IH2(D2) — Mba(z2)M:a(zg))’ and therefore

Pé_zls(a,o) (21, Zz)S(o,a)(Zh 22)
= (IHZ(DZ) - Mba(zl)Mga(zl))([m(DZ) — M, (Z2)sza( ))le(a,o)(zl,2’2)5(0,(1)(21,22)

= S(o,a)(Zh 22)(IH2(1D>2 Mba (z1) Mb )ZlS(a 0)(21, 22)
Now, for any A = (A1, \y) € D? we get

<M§Q(Z1)Z1S(a,0)(21, 22), S,\(Zh Z2)> = <5(Oc,0)(217 22)7 M; ba(z1)8,\(217 Z2)>

ba(21)s 21, 29) + asy(0, z
= <S(a,0)(21,22)’ ( 1) )\( 1 2:21) )\( 2)>

=1

which gives M; 215, 0)(21,22) = 1, and therefore,
([H2(D2) - Mba(zl)Mga(zl))le(a,O)(Zla 2’2) = le(a,O)(Zl, 2’2) - ba(Zl) = OéS(a,O)(Zl, 2’2)
Using this we get

Ps218(0,0)(21, 22)5(0,0) (21, 22)

= 218(a,0) (21, 22)8(0,0) (21, 22) — P3 218(a,0) (21, 22)8(0,0) (21, 22)
= 215(a,0) (21, 22) (21, 22) Oé=5’(a,(J)(Z17 Zz)s(o,a)(zl, Zg)
= (21 — ) (21722)5(0,01)(21’ 22)

= ba( 1) (0,a)(217z2)-

and thus,

R, R R, R: f=(1—|af)M.,PsM; 25021, 22)ba(22)
=(1- |Oé|2)2Z2PsZ1S(a,0)(21, 22)5(0,0) (21, 22)

= (1 — |a]*)?22ba(21)8(0,0) (21, 22).
Now, let us again note that
Psls(o,a)(zl, z9) = (Igz2) — Moy (z1) My, (21))5(0,0) (21, 22) = (1 + @ba(21))8(0,0) (21, 22),
which gives Pss,a)(21,22) = —ba(21))5(0,0)(21, 22). Using this, we get

R.,R.,f=M,PsM.f
= M, PsM bo(21)ba(22) + MZQPSM;bi(zg)
= (1 — |a|*)ba(z1)225(0,0) (21, 22) + M., Ps M, b2 (22)
= (1 —|al*)z[ba(21)50,0) (21, 22) + Ps(ba(22) — @)5(0,0) (21, 22)]
= (1 —|al*)22500,0) (21, 22) [Da(21) + bal22) + |0*ba(21)]
( )

=(1-— |a| 225(0,a) (21, 22)((1 + |a|2)ba(21) + ba(z2>)’
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and hence,
R..R: R.,R; [ =(1—|al*)R. R 22800.0) (21, 22) (1 + |o]*)ba(21) + ba(22))
= (1= |al)[(1 + [a]*) M., Ps M ba(21)225(0,0) (21, 22)
+ M, Ps M 2504 (22)5(0,0) (21, 22)]
=(1- ‘04|2)2(1 + ‘04|2)21PSZ2S(a,0)(21, 22)8(0,a)(21, 29).
Similarly, as above Psz25(a,0)(21, 22)5(0,0) (21, 22) = 5(a,0) (21, 22)ba(22), and hence,
R, R, R,R,f=(1— |a|2)2(1 + |a|2)218(a,0)(21, 22)ba(22).
Thus
R. R, R.,R,,[— R,R, R R, [
= (1= |a*)?[(1 + |a|*)218(,0) (21, 22)ba(22) — 22ba(21)S(0,0) (21, 22)]-
Hence, R., R} R.,R;, f = R.,R;,R., R; f, will imply that

(1 + |04|2)21$(a,0)(21> Zz)ba(22) = Z2ba(21)8(0,a)(2’1, 22),
which is clearly not true. Thus, we get that [R, R} , R.,R;]# 0on S.

AR
5. COMMUTING PROJECTIONS

This section aims to give a complete characterization of commuting pairs of projections
onto submodules Sy, , and Sy, of H?(D"), where A,I' C {1,...,n}. We will see that we can
deduce this result by solving the question for the following submodules.

Se =) wilz)HXD"); Sy = Z%’(%‘)HQ(D")-

i=1

It is worth reminding the readers that
Poy = 3 M, M, (11 (Iz(omy — M, M)
i=1

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

Ssj =@ H*(D") + ...+ ¢, 1 H*(D") + 0, H*(D") + ;1 H*(D") + ... + @, H*(D").

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
(Msol,j7 cey M%uj)’ where

M%‘J = M%‘ (Z 7é Js n)

and
M

©j,J

=M,

$n?

M

Pn 7j =

M

®j°
For instance, if j = 5, then

<M801757 e '7Me0n,5) = <M4P17 e ’7M4P47M4Pn’MS067 oy M MeOs)'

79 Pn—1

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

PS@ = PS@,J‘ - Z M@i,jM;iJkl;Ii(IH2(D”) - Mﬂokva*

Pk 7.]) '
=1
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We can collect the above observations into the following result.

Lemma 5.1. Let S = Sy be a submodule of H*(D"). Then for any j € {1,...,n}

50 = Poy ZM M (IHan M, ;M )= P,

Phk>J

where P, ; = M%jM;mkEIi(IH%Dn Me, i M, ;)-

The above result implies that the initial configuration is Ps, . Let us now collect some
useful identities. For any j € {1,...,n}, let P, ;= M My, = M; My,

(51) M* ([Hz(]D)") MwngMdJ )M M* Mwn,j — (Pm_7 - PNJP;,_]'P"J)’

Pn,j Pn,j

(52) M* ,-([Hz(]D)") - Mwn,jM;Zn’j)(IHZ(Dn) - M@n,jM* ')Md’n,j = _(Pn,] — Pn,]P;,]Pn,])

$n,j Pn,j
Let us now note a result that we will use to prove the main result of this section.

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢, ¢ € H>®(D) be non-constant inner functions, then

T2y — MM T2y — My Mj,) # 0.
Proof. Note that the above product is

T2y — Mo M) T2y — My M) = T2y — MMy, — My My, + M, M7 My My,
Therefore, the above product is zero if and only if [M, M7, My, M;] = 0. From [11, Theorem
2.2], this happens only when ¢ divides 1, or ¥ divides ¢. Thus, we get,
MyMyM M7 = MyMy or  MyMZMyMj = MM,

respectively. Therefore, the above product becomes either,

T2y — MM, or Iy — My My,

Thus, (Ig2m) — MpMy)(Ig2my — My M) = 0, will imply that either Ipzp) — MyMj = 0 or
T2y — My M, = 0. Since ¢ and ¢ 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 Sp and Sy be the following submodules of H*(D")

Sp = Z% (z)H*(D"); Sy = Z¢, (z)H*(D").
1=1
corresponding to non-constant inner functions {@i(zi)}i:1 and {¢;(z;)}—,. Then [Ps,, Ps,] =
0 if and only if either p;|v; or P¥;|p; for alli e {1,...,n

Proof. Let us begin by assuming the condition [Ps,, Ps,] = 0. Note that this condition
is equivalent to saying that [Ps, , Ps, ] = 0 for all j € {1,...,n}. It is because Sg,Sy
and Sg;, Sy ; are exactly the same submodules, respectively. Since ¢; and v; 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 Sg ; and Sy ;. First, observe that we can consider
a decomposition of Sg, Sy similar to condition (4.2) to get the following relations.

M Psy,, =M, .= M:;j and  Ps, My, ; = My, ;= My,.

Son] SDn,?
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So,
(5.3) Mg, iPsy Psy, My, ;= Mg My, ;= M:;jij.

We now want to expand M . Ps, . Ps, My, ; as sum of operators. Note that

(5.4) M, ;Ps, Ps, My, ;=M ;Ps, Ps, My, ;=M (> Py ;)Ps,;My,;.

Pns Pnsd
i=1

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

M‘Pn,j M’ll}n,_] Mwn,j PS‘P 2J Mwn ¥

- Mgon N Md’n JJ M’Lli Z PisJ Mwn J

= M, My, M, Z )My, M5 My My M, Mg My,

Pn,j Pn,j

Pn

n—1
= M* MwnJMw ZP%J Mwnj + Pn,jp:;jpn,j
i=1

=M, M, M ZM% | IHQW M, , M, )My, + PojPy P

©n Pij

=M, My, M (In2on) — My, M )My, ZM%]M* (IHz pny — M, M2, )

SD'L] Pt,j Pt 5

+ PPl P
-1

e (Pn,]_Pn,]P* Z i @ljt ([HQ(D") McthM* )) _l_(Pn,]P;Lk,‘]Pn,])
=1

Using the above identity, we get

Pyoj— (Puj — PujPriPoj) ZM%]M* (IHQW M, M, ) = (PujPy i Paj)

‘Pzg Pt,j

—1

= (Poj = PajPr i Poj) 2oy — M%]M;J T2y — My, M, )]
n—1
= (Poj = PusPr;Pnj) (il;ll(IHz(]D”) = My, M, )

Now, using (5.3) we can deduce that

(5.5) M;n,jPS@,jPSqf,jMwm M M%LJM%JPS@JMWJ

n—1

= (P, — Pn7jP;,an,j)(i1211 (Ir2omy — My, ;M. ).

Pi,j " i
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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,...,

M* kaJka](H(IHZ(Dn)

$n,j

e M:;n,j ka,j M;Zk,j (l];lk(]HQ(Dn) —

+ M

Pn,j

- M:;n,j ka,j MJ%,J' (ll;[k(le(D")

n — 1} we consider the following.

B Mwl»j M;Zl,j )) PS@,j Mwn,j

n—1
) ( Z Peoz',j) M’Z’n,j
i=1

Mwl,jM’Lzl’j)

My M, (I (T2 = My, My, )) M, ;M My,

—_

n—

My, JM:ZI J)> ( P@z‘,j)M%,j

i=1
n—1
+ M"l’k,jM’ZZk,j (ll;lk (IHQ(ID)") — Mwl,jM’Zl,j)>M;n,j (]HQ(ID)" M¢ ]Mw )M@nJM* M"/’n,j
n—1
- M:;TL] ka,j M;ij (ll;lk(IHQ(D") - M"/’l,j M’ZZU)) ( Z P@i,j)Mwn,j
i=1
n—1
As before, let us compute the first term in the above sum separately.
n n—1
M;anwkﬂka](];[k(IHz(Dn) Md’UMwl]))( P‘Pw)MwnJ
i=1
n—1 n—1
= Miﬁk,jM@zk,j (l1>_[k (IHZ(D”) - Mwl,jM':Zl’j))M:;n’j (IHZ(D”) - Mdfn,j M:Zn])( P%,j)Mdin,j
i=1
n—1
= My, ; My, (T (T2 ony = My, MG, )M, (T2 ony = My, M, )
Z M, M, H (Ir2mmy — My, , M, )My, |
= ka»j M':Zk,j ( H (IH2 ]Dn Mwl»j M':Zl Z MQP% ]M;;l J ¢ (IH2 Dn Mgot 5J M;;t j))M;’!L j

(IHQ(]DTL) — Md’n,j M,;Z

n,J

= _ka,j M;Zk,j (l];lk (IH2(D7L)

(Puj — PPy iPug)

- M’Z’l,j M;Zl,j >)

)([H2(]D)n) - MSDn,j M;n’j )Mwn,j

(Z M,, M, H (Inzom) — M,, M, )

7’7

The important fact in the above computation is that we can extract the factor (P, ; —
P, ;P P, ;). 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.

n—1
M:;n ngk Jka N ( Il (IHQ(Dn) Mwl JM'ZZI g)> ( P@i,j)Mwn»j
=1
n—1
o+ My, M, (I (Izomy = Moy, M, ) (Pag = Pag P i Pag)

n—1

= =My, My, (1L T2y — MWM;,M))(ZM%M g H(IHQ(W — M,, .M

Pt,j Pt,j

(Pw‘ - Pn,jP;,an,j)
n—1
+ My, M;, (lgk(fm(m) — My, M;, ))(Paj = PojPyiPuj)

n—1

= (Pn,j - ijP; ‘anj)Mdik,jMJJk,j (ll;lk([Hz(D”) M’/’UM:ZU))

IHz(Dn - Z Pij %gt Z(le(D”) M‘PtJM:;tg))]

n—1 n—1
= (P, — PMP;JP”J)M%J M{Zk’j (llgk(IHz(Dn szJqul ))( H (IHQ(ID)n) - M,
This gives a simple expression of the original expression.
(5'6) M;n,jka,jM':Zk,j (ll;[k([HQ(D") - Mwl,j Mzzl,j»PS@,jMwn,j
n—1 n—1
= Py = Pug Pl Pn ) Mo M, (1L (Trrzory = My M3, ) (1L ey = Mg,

Our main aim is to now consider the following difference.

M‘;n,j PS@JPSWM%J - M;;n, Ps, jPSd lelfnj

))

*
©i,j

*
Pi,j

= M, Ps, Ps, My, —M; Z M%M% il (IHQ(W My, ,M;, )Ps, My, |

k=1

- Meon,j Psy;Psy My, ; — Mson,j My, Mwn,j Fsy; My,
n—1

M., Z My, ; My, g H <IH2(D” M¢l,jMIZz,j)PS¢,j My,
k=1
* n_l *

= (Puj = Pug Py Pug) (1L (T2 oey = My, , MG, )

n—1

=M (D My, M, 11 (T = My M, ) Ps, My, ;.
k=1

))-

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

n—1

(Poj — P"vjprt,jp"vj)(igl (IHZ(D") - My, M;;zg)) - M;n,j My, M;anl,j([Hz(Dn) - My, Mlzn,j)Mwn,j

n—2 n
o M;nj ( Z kavaizk,jll;Ik(IH%D") o Mwl,j MJJZ’)PS@J Mwn,j

k=1

n—1
= (Puj = PaiPiiPag) (1L (o) — M, M, )
n—1

o (ij - Pn,jP;,an,j)Md}nfl,jM’LGflyj (21;11 (]HQ(IDJ") - MSDHM;”»

n—2 n
o M:;n»j ( Z ka,jMIZk,jll;Ik(IHz(D”) - sz,j Mle,)PS@,j Mwn,j

k=1

n—1

= (Pn,j - Pn,jP;,anJ)(IHZ(]D”) - Md}nfl,j M;Zn—l,j)(il;ll (IHZ(]D)”) - M%‘,jM;;i,j))

n—2 n
- M:;n,j ( Z M¢k,jMTZk,jll;Ik([H2(Dn) - M#’l,j M{Zl,)PS@,j Mdfm’

k=1

The last but one equality follows by using the condition (5.6). Continuing in this manner for
another n — 2-times while using (5.0) gives
Mg Ps, Ps, My, ; — M, Ps, Ps, My,
= (ij - anjP;,anvj) (jljll(IHz(D”) - Mwi,lezi,j)) (:-Lljll(lﬂz(ﬂ)”) - M%,j M‘:m))
By our assumption, we have [Ps,, Ps,| = 0, hence,
M, Ps, Ps, My, =M, Ps, Ps, My,

Therefore, from the above identity we get
n—1 n—1
(Prj — PujPy iPrj) (¢E1([H2(D") — My, M{Z})) (il;II(IHQ(Dn) - M,,, M;J)) =0.
n—1 n—1

Since (P ; — PPy ;P ) and (igl(lm(m) - MQ/,]M:;”)) (i].:_,[l(IHQ(]D)n) — M,, M:;J)) depend

on disjoint set of variables,

n—1 n—1
(Poj = PoiPr g Poi) (I (Trzoe) = My, ;M ) (I (T2 ey — M, Mg, ) = 0
n—1 n—1
lf and OIlly lf (PTL,] _Pn,]P;:,]Pn,]) = 0 or 7;];[1 (IHZ(]D)”) _Mwi,j M;Zi,j)il;[l ([Hz(Dn) _M@i»jM;;i,j) = 0,

or both. Since ¢; and 1; are non-constant functions, from Lemma [5.2], we can conclude that

n—1 n
il;Il (IHQ(D’!L)_Mwi’j MTZi,j)(IH2(Dn)_M§0i,j M;i,j) == Z:H;AJ(IH%D")_M@DZ MTZZ)(IH2(]D)7L)_M§02M;»L> # O
Therefore, the only possibility is P, ; = P, ;P P, ;. In other words, P, ; = M;nij%yj =

Mg My, is a partial isometry. From [T, Theorem 2.2], it must follow that either
@; divides 1; or v; divides ;.
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Since j was an arbitrary element in {1,...,n}, we get
@; divides 1; or v; divides ¢;,

forall j € {1,...,n}. Conversely, suppose the inner functions ¢; and ¢, for all j € {1,...,n}
satisfy either ¢;|¢; or 1;|¢;. This implies that

M,, M;jM¢j M;Zj is a projection,
and therefore,
[M%‘M;j’ szMfZJ =0,

for all 4,j € {1,...,n}. Using this, we can immediately conclude that,
Pabs, =Y P, DL
=1

ZM M* I (ir2(m) — M, M) ZkakaH(IHz(Dn) My, M)
k=1
ZMdej H(le(Dn) My, M) ZM M, H (Irraomy — My, M)

=1
= Ps, Ps,

This completes the proof. [ ]

We can use the above characterization to prove the result for submodules S, and Ss, .

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

(5.7) Si= Y @iz H*D") + > ox(2)H*D")

jEANT AEA\ANT

+ Y ) HDY A+ >z (DY),

teM\ANT ke{1,...n\AUT

and similarly,

(58) Syi= Y U(z)H*D") + > ox(z)H}(D")

jEANT AEA\ANT

+ 3 G HOY+ Y 4 HY(D").

teM\ANT ke{1,...n\AUT

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

1 * *
(5.9) P& = (jgﬂp([mmn) ~ M, M@j)) (AGAI\{AHF(IHQ(DH) . M@AM@A))

( I (IHZ(Dn)—M¢tM;t)>(

L2y — M, M* )
teT\ANT ( H2(Dr) k Z")

11
ke{l,...n}\AND
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and

1 * *
(5.10) P& = (jegﬂp(fm(m) — M, ij)) (AEEM(IHQ(W) — M, Mw)>

<t€F1\_£\ﬂF(IH2(Dn) a MqﬁtM%)) (ke{l,...l,}z}\AmF(lH%Dn) a MZ"Mzk))’

It is clear that [Ps,, Ps,] = 0 if and only if [Pg;, Pg,] = 0. Now,

(511) [Ps, Pl = ([ 1L (e = My, M), 11 (I = My, M)

(I Ty =Map, ME)) (T (Do =My M;,) ) (Lo =M, M) ).

IT
AEA\ANT tel\ANT ke{l,...n\ANT

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, [Pg, Pg] = 0 if and only if
[jelgﬂF(IHz(Dn) - MSO],M;J_),]E/T\IOF(IHQ(D”) — My, M} )] = 0. Now, Sp,, Sy, are the submodule

corresponding to the quotient modules jelgﬂp(l m2(om) — My, M7 ) and ]El;ﬁr([ w2y — My, M),

respectively. Thus, [Ps, , Ps, | = 0 if and only if [Pg;, Pg;] = 0, which is again equivalent to
[Ps,, Ps,] = 0. From the above Theorem [5.3] it is clear that Ps, commutes with Ps, if and
only if either ¢;|1; or ¢;|¢; for all j € ANT. 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,

AUT ={1,...,n}.

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

Qq’/\ = Qsol ®H2(D>®H2(D>; Q\I/A :H2(D>®H2(D>®Qwsv

for certain inner functions ¢;(z1) € HZ*(D) and t3(23) € H (D). Now even if we consider
©1,%3 to be finite Blaschke products, the product of projections PQ(I)AP\I/F will never be a
finite-rank projection. This justifies the additional assumption.

Proof of Theorem[1.7. Let us begin by noting that
PQ<1>APQ@F = ()\EA([H%DR) - M@AM;A)) (tle_IF(IHQ(D") o thMth))'
It is a straightforward observation that Pg, Po, is a projection if and only if Ps, Ps, isa

projection, which is further equivalent to the condition that [qu)A, PSWF] = 0. From Theorem
[L.6 it follows that for each j € ANT

either ¢; divides 9, or v; divides ¢;,
in other words, we get
(U2 ny — My, M) (T2 ory — My, My, ) = (I2ony — My, M)

or,
([H2(]D)") - Mcij;j)([HQ(D") - Mw]M{Z}) — ([HQ(]D)”) - ijM;Zj),
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respectively. Let A :={j € ANT : ¢, divides ¢,}, and B := {j € ANT : ¢, divides ¢,}.
From the above discussion it follows that if Po, Po, is a projection, then

(5-12)  Po,, Poy, = IL(Tt2wn) — M M) 1L (Ti2ny — My, My,)
AeAr\IAnr([Hz(Dn) - M, M“”*)tergmr([Hz(Dn) — My, th)'
Furthermore, Py sy, Pas, 18 finite-rank if and only if the individual components of the product
A I

in (5.12) are finite-rank. It is clear that for any A € A, the projections (Iy2pn) — My, My, ),
or (Ig2mpny — My, My ) is finite-rank if and only ¢, is a finite Blaschke product, or 1y is a
finite Blaschke product, respectively. This completes the proof. [ ]

In the case of both A =T ={1,...,n}, and

Sp = Z pi(z)H*(D"); Sy = Z%’(%)HQ(D")

we have the following result.

Corollary 5.4. Let Sp and Sy be submodules of H*(D"), and Qe, Qy be the corresponding
quotient modules. Then the following are equivalent
(i) P = Pg,Pq, is a finite rank projection,
(i) for all j € {1,...,n} any one of the following conditions hold
(a) @; divides v; and p; is a finite Blaschke product.
(a) 1, divides p; and 1; is a finite Blaschke product.
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