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DIRICHLET TYPE SPACES IN THE UNIT BIDISC

MONOJIT BHATTACHARJEE, RAJEEV GUPTA, AND VIDHYA VENUGOPAL

ABSTRACT. In this article, we prove that an analytic 2-isometric left-inverse commuting pair
on a Hilbert space always possess wandering subspace property. Along with this, we define
Dirichlet-type space D?(u) over the bidisc D? for any measure p € P M, (T?). We prove that
the pair (M,,, M,,) of multiplication by the coordinate functions on D?(u) is an analytic 2-
isometric left-inverse commuting pair and satisfies (2" 25, 27 23) . = (27", 27) D (1) (255 29) D (1) »
for any m,n,p,q € Zo. Furthermore, the unitary equivalent class of the commuting ana-
lytic 2-isometric pair (M,,, M.,,) on D?(u) is identified using left-inverse commutativity and
the above property of inner product.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let N and Z denote the set of all positive integers and the set of all integers respectively.
For each n € N, let Z%, be the set of n-tuples of non-negative integers. We shall denote
the unit circle and the open unit disc in the complex plane C by T and D respectively. For
any set X, the notation X" shall be used to denote the n-times cartesian product of X with
itself.

Let T = (11, ...,T,) be an n-tuple of commuting bounded linear operators on a Hilbert
space H. A closed subspace W C H is said to be a wandering subspace of T if

WLTH - TW  forall (k... k) € 22,
and, following Halmos [7], is said to be a generating wandering subspace for T' if in addition
H =span{Ty" - - TFW : (ki,... k,) € Z2%}.

We say an n-tuple of operators T' = (17, ...,T,) acting on a Hilbert space H has wandering
subspace property provided T has a generating wandering subspace in H. We say that an
n-tuple of operators T' = (T},...,T,) acting on a Hilbert space H is cyclic if there exists a
vector zg € H such that H =span{7}" - - Trzg : (ki,... k) € Z2,}.

One of the major motivation behind studying wandering subspaces is their natural con-
nection with invariant subspaces. The existence of wandering subspace property for the
restriction of multiplication by the coordinate function M, to any invariant subspace of the
Hardy space H*(D), the Bergman space A*(D) and the Dirichlet-type space D, (D) for any
finite positive Borel measure p on the unit circle T are shown by Beurling in [2], by Alemann,
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Richter and Sundberg in [I], and by Richter in [10], respectively. Later on, Shimorin proved
the existence of this property for an abstract class of left-invertible operators (see [19]).

In multi-variable operator theory, characterization of invariant subspaces for n-tuples of
operators is one of the interesting and demanding topic from the last few decades. In con-
tinuation with that, characterization of n-tuples of commuting bounded linear operators on
a Hilbert space having wandering subspace property turns out to be one of the most im-
portant and interesting questions in this regard. In [I7], Rudin shows that the existence of
the wandering subspace property of general invariant subspace fails even for a pair of com-
muting isometries. In particular, he constructs an invariant subspace of Hardy space over
bidisc D? not having wandering subspace property. For analogous kind of examples on ana-
lytic functions over Euclidean unit ball, we refer the reader to [4]. Therefore, an immediate
generalization of the single variable result is not possible. Meanwhile, the existence of wan-
dering subspace property for several class of n-tuple of commuting bounded linear operators
(Ty,...,T,) acting on a Hilbert space H has been proven under the assumption of doubly
commutativity, that is, 17T, = T;T7 for all 1 <7 < 7 < n. For more details, we refer the
reader to [8, [0} 13, 5] and references therein.

In this article, we have significantly extended the class of commuting pairs of bounded
linear operators on a Hilbert space that possess the wandering subspace property. In par-
ticular, we prove a multi-variable generalization of Shimorin’s result [19], which turns out
to be a generalization of all aforesaid results in this regard. Along with this, we develop
a natural bidisc D? counter part of the existing theory of the Dirichlet space over ID intro-
duced by Richter [10, 12] with an explicit description of the norm. We also show that it
becomes a model space for a class of pair of cyclic analytic 2-isometries. With the help of the
model theorem we establish a connection between the doubly commuting pairs of analytic
2-isometries and the class of analytic 2-isometries introduced in this article.

We now describe our main results more precisely. For a pair of commuting bounded linear
operators T' = (T1,T3) on a Hilbert space H, we say T is analytic 2-isometry if for each
1= 1,2, T; is analytic 2-isometry. For the definition and basic properties of analyticity and
2-isometry, we refer the reader to [12].

Let M (T) denote the set of all positive finite Borel measures on the unit circle T. Let
PM . (T?) denote the set of all measures pu on T? such that g = pu1 X e, where p; and po
are positive finite Borel measures on T, i.e.

PM(T?) = {p = p1 X pig < 1, pr2 € My (T)}.

We define the Poisson kernel over D? as a product of Poisson kernels over D see also [17,
Chapter 2]. More precisely, for any z = (z1,29) € D? and & = (£1,&) € T?, P(2,€) =
P(21,61) P(22,8&), where

(1 —[af*)

P(Zi,fi) = m,

i=1,2.
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For any pp € PM(T?) and (21, z2) € D?, we define the Poisson integral P, (z1,22) := P, (z1)
P,,(z), where

1 27 )
P, (z) = %/ P(z, eM)du(t), i=1,2.
0

Let O(D?) denote the set of all complex valued holomorphic functions on the unit bidisc D?.
For any f € O(D?) and for u € PM_(T?), define

2
D) =lime i [fo o |2 (21 re)| Py (1) dA(21) dt, (1)
, 2
DEYF) =11 i [ [BE06", 20)| Fu(z2) dA(z) at @
and
(2) . 02§ ?
D) = [y |75 12| Pz, ) dA(1)dA(), (3)

where dA denotes the normalized Lebesgue area measure on the unit disc ). Wherever

needed, we shall use the short hand notations 0, f, 0> f and 00, f in place of g—zfl, g—zfz and
o2 f

5:92; tespectively. Whenever it is convenient, we shall denote z = (21,22) and dA(z) =
dA(z1)dA(z). We define the Dirichlet-type integral over D? as

2 2 2
DP(f) = D) + D) + Dyy(f):
We define the Dirichlet-type space on the unit bidisc with respect to the non-zero measure
p to be the following space of analytic functions

D) = {f € O(D?) : DP(f) < o0},

For pu = 0, we set D*(u) = H?*(D?), the Hardy space over the unit bidisc. The function
D,(f ) (+) defines a semi-norm on D?(u). In Lemma 2.} we prove that Dirichlet-type space over
unit bidisc with respect to any product positive measure g on T? is contained in the Hardy
space over unit bidisc as a subset. With this information, we can convert the semi-norm
D,(f )() into a norm in a traditional way by adding the norm borrowed from H?(D?) to it.
More precisely, for any f € D?*(u), we define the norm || f||,, by setting

115 = 1 f 22 + DI (F).

It is observed in Theorem that for any p € PM_(T?), the space (D*(p), | - |l,.) is a
reproducing kernel Hilbert space. When p is the Lebesgue measure on T?, then we denote
D?(u) by D?. The associated kernel function Kp: turns out to be

Kp2((21, 22), (w1, w2)) = Kp(21,w1)Kp(20,w2), (21, 22), (w1, ws) € D?, (4)

where Kp is the reproducing kernel for the classical Dirichlet space D.

In a recent article [3], for any pq, uo € M, (T) the Dirichlet-type space D(pu, p2) over the
bidisc is defined. In their formulation of D(j1, p12), they consider the semi-norm D, ,,(-),
which is determined solely by the terms specified in equations (Il) and (2)). The primary
objective of their article was to analyze and propose a suitable model for toral 2-isometries.
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By adopting their chosen norm, the authors in [3] achieve a squared norm for a function f in
their version of the classical Dirichlet space over the bidisc given by > | Flm,n)|2(n+m+
1). This differs from that of D ® D, which might be a very natural choice for the classical
Dirichlet space over the bidisc. Our motivation to introduce the quantity in equation (3]) is
to restore this property, as indicated in equation (). Consequently, the class of commuting
tuples (77, T») that we investigate in this article differs significantly from those studied in [3].
The specific class of commuting tuples we examine, which we term ‘left-inverse commuting
pairs’, is defined as follows. Throughout this article, we occasionally refer to results obtained
in [3] or incorporate some of their arguments. In such instances, we explicitly acknowledge
the source.

Definition 1.1 (left-inverse commuting tuple). A tuple (71, ...,T,) of left invertible com-
muting operators is said to be a left-inverse commuting tuple if

LTy =T,L; fori#j, (5)

where L; denotes the left inverse of T with the property ker(L;) = ker T7.

The multiplication by coordinate functions z; and 25 are bounded analytic 2-isometries on
D?(u). These operators further satisfy (B). It turns out that the set of polynomials densely
sits in the Hilbert space (D?(u), || - ||,.). Moreover, we observe in Lemma 218 that

(21"23, 21250 = (A", ) D) (225 22) D)

for any m,n,p,q € Zso. Here D(u;) denotes the Dirichlet-type space over the unit disc
as defined by Richter in [12]. In Theorem B.2l we prove that if (7,7%) is a left-inverse
commuting pair of analytic 2-isometries on a Hilbert space H then ker 77 N ker T serves as
a wandering subspace for the pair (71,73). In [5 Corollary 2.2], authors have proved that
if (11,T5) is a doubly commuting pair of bounded analytic 2-isometries then ker 77 Nker T
serves as a wandering subspace for (77, Ts). Note that if a pair (77, T3) is doubly commuting
then it necessarily satisfies (Bl). In this sense, Theorem generalizes [5, Corollary 2.2].
In Example [£3], we present an example of analytic 2-isometric left-inverse commuting pair
(Ty,Ts) which is not doubly commuting. Furthermore, in Theorem [l we prove that if
(Ty,T) is a left-inverse commuting pair of analytic 2-isometries with

(T" T g, TP T xo) = (T xo, TV 20) Ty x0, Tyxo), m,n,p,q € Lo,

for some unit vector xy € ker T} N ker Ty, then the pair (77,75) is unitarily equivalent to
(M,,, M,,) on D*(p) for some p € PM . (T?).
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2. A FEW PROPERTIES OF D?(pu)

In what follows, it will be useful to set the following notations: for any R, Ry, Rs € (0,1),
set

D,(f)1(fa R) == lim —// |01 f (21, 7€’ ‘ (z1) dA(z) dt
r=1= 27 ) J roxr

D/%(f’ R) := lim —// }52f ‘ ,(29) dA(zp) dt
r—1 7T Tx RD

DO/, Ry, Ro) = / / 0105 f (21, %) 2 (21, 22) dA(z1)dA(2).
R1Dx R2D

If Ry = Ry = R, then D,(i)g(f, Ry, Ry) will simply be denoted by D,(i)g(f, R).

The norm on D?*(p) satisfies the parallelogram identity, i.e., ||f + gll2 + [|f — 9|2, =
2I1f1I% + llgll%), and therefore (D*(p), || - [|,.) is an inner product space. We shall denote the
inner product of D*(u) by (-, -),. Thus for f,g € D*(u), we set

<f7 g)u = <f7 g>H2(ID)2) + <f7 g)u,l + <f7 g)u,2 + <f7 g)u,37

where we choose to denote

. 1 N
<f, g>u,1 ;= lim —/ a1f(21,7“€“t) a19(21,7“5’”) Pm(zl)dA(zl)dt
DxT
. 1 . -
<f, g>u,2 ;= lim —/ a2f(7“€“t>22) a29(7“6”,22) Puz(zz)dA(Z2)dt
TxD

(s = [ [ 00:1(2) 9093 Pu(z)dA(2)
D
We start with the following important lemma.
Lemma 2.1. For any p € PM(T?), D*(u) C H?(D?).

Proof. Let f(z1,22) =Y o _o Gmnzl"25 € D?*(p). Using monotone convergence theorem, we
get

DZ\(f) > lim lim —// 101 f (21, 7¢™)|* By, (21)dtd A(2).
RDxT

R—1-r—1- 27

Since P, (z1) > “183)(1 — |21)?) (see [18 pg 236]), we get that,

2
2 m— n :u’l(T>
DLW > i i 5 / / 3 mamaal | B0 Pt dAG)
1 R?
i T Sy
r—1— R—1— — = 2m  2m+ 2
T o0 o
= hm ul( ) | mn|2 m ,,,,2n
r—1—- 81 ’ + 1
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Since ﬁ > %, it follows that
(2) . (T) — 2. 2n
DL > i B 523 amalr™ (0

Similarly we also get that,

|am nl?r2m (7)
m=0 n=1
Since f € D*(u), the left hand sides and consequently the right hand sides of (6) and ()

are finite. Now, it follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem that f belongs to
H?(D?). O

In the following theorem, we note that it is, in fact, a reproducing kernel Hilbert space.

Theorem 2.2. For any p € PM,(T?), the Dirichlet-type space (D*(w), | - ||.) is a repro-
ducing kernel Hilbert space.

Proof. From Lemma 2.1 we have that D*(u) C H?*(D?). This implies that (D*(u), || - ||.)
is contained contractively in H?(D?). Hence D*(u) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space
provided D?(u) is a Hilbert space with respect to || - ||,.. To prove the completeness of the
space (D*(u), || - ||,0), let (fn) be a Cauchy sequence in D?*(u). This in turn implies that (f,,)
is a Cauchy sequence in H*(ID?). Since H?(D?) is a Hilbert space, there exists an f € H*(D?)
such that f, — f as n — oo in H*(D?). Fix an ¢ > 0. There exists an N; € N such that
| fo — fllz2@2) < § for all n > Ny. Note that

D (fo = ) = DA (fa = ) + Dy (fu = ) + Dgh(fu = f)
= lim lim // 01(fn — f)(z1,7€" ‘ P, (=) dt dA(z)+
r—1-ri—1- DT

lim  lim / /T D\ag(fn— e, 2)[? P (2) dA(21) di+

r—1-ri—1-

i [ /() 00:(fa — () Pou(2)dA(2)

ri—1—

Since, for each n € N, f,, is an analytic map, therefore f,,, 01 f,,, 02 f,, and 0,0, f,, will converge
uniformly on any compact subset of bidisc D? respectively to f,0,f, O»f, and 0,0.f. For
each n € N, let g,(z1,7€") := O (fn — f)(21,7¢"). Then we have,

// lim | g, (21, 7€’ ‘ i (21) dt dA(z) = 0.

DxT n—oo

Therefore, by the Monotone Convergence theorem, there exists Ny € N such that

lim lim // |gn(21,7e)[* Py (21) dt dA(z) < <, n > N
riDxT 6

r—1=-r;—1-
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Therefore, we get

lim // }81 )(z1,re™) } n(21) dt dA(z) <
r—1- DxT

Similarly, we get that for some N3, Ny € N,

lim // ‘82(fn - f)(reit, 22>‘2 PH2(22> dA(Zl)dt < é, n 2 Ng,
TxD

r—1-

@Im

and

y H>N4

(o>l e

7«1131 //ml» 10105 (fr — £)(21, 22)|> Pu(2)dA(2) <

By choosing N = max{ Ny, Ny, N3, N, }, we observe that D,(f)(fn—f) < g, foralln > N. Since
(fn) is Cauchy in D?*(u), it is a bounded sequence. That is, there ex1sts a K > 0 such that,
D,(f)(fn) < K for all n € N. Using the inequality || f|, < ||(f — fn)|lp + | f~ ]|, we conclude
that f € D?(u). Since, for all n > N, we have D,(f)(fn —f) <g5and |[fo — fllmewey < 5, it
follows that Using this and the fact that f, — f in D?(u) it follows that, (f,) converges to
f in D?(p). This completes the proof of the theorem. O

When p is the Lebesgue measure on T?, then we denote D?(u) by D? and call it classical
Dirichlet space over bidisc. We note that

D2 = { 2, %) Z U228 Y (m+ 1)(n+ 1ama|* < oo},
m,n=0 m,n=0

and consequently norm of any element f € D with power series representation > >
is given by

m . mn
m,n=0 dmn?1 22

oo

e = D (m+ 1)+ 1)]agm|*

m,n=0
The associated kernel function Kp: at (21, 22), (w1, ws) € D? therefore turns out to be

ma7m n,7n
21 Wy 29 Wy

=K K
m+1)(n+1) D(wal) D(Z2>w2)>

KD2((ZlaZ2)>(w1’w2)) - Z (

m,n=0

where Kp is the reproducing kernel for the classical Dirichlet space D. For any f € O(D?)
and fixed (wy,wq) € D?, we define f,,(2) := f(wy,2) and f,,(2) := f(z,ws) for any z € D.
We may refer f,,, and f,, as wi-slice and wq-slice of f respectively. The next proposition
tells us that for any f € D?, its w;-slice as well as ws-slice belong to Dirichlet space D.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose (w1, ws) € D* and f is a function in D% Then f,, and f,, are
in the classical Dirichlet space D.
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Proof. Let f(z1, z9) be represented by the power series Zm o Umn 228, Fix (wy, we) € D2
For each m € Z., define b,, = >~ @y ,wh. In these notations, we have

Fun (2 Zb P

Note that
- 1 1
2 2 2
mzo(mﬂ)w ml? < mW;Om+1)|amn| mm;0m+1)(n+l)|amn|
This shows that f,, € D. Similarly, one can show that f,, € D. O

Proposition 2.3is true for general p € PM . (T?) when (wq, ws) = 0. We shall need this in
what follows, e.g. in Lemma 211l Moreover, it says that f(0, z2) and f(z1,0), when treated
as functions on bidisc, belong to Dirichlet-type space D?(p).

Throughout the paper, we will consistently adhere to the following notations: for m,p €
Z=q, define m A p := min{m, p} and m V p := max{m, p}. Also, we choose S to denote the
open square (0, 2m) x (0, 27).

Lemma 2.4. For f € D*(u), the functions f(0,z) and f(21,0) € D*(u). Moreover,
D) 2 Dyy(£(0,22)) and D(f) = D(f(21,0)), for j =1,2,3.

1229

Proof. Consider f(z1,22) = > o

m,n=0

fo = f(0,2) will be £(0,20) = > 7 apnzy. So it is enough to check Df)Q(f) < 00. The
same computations as above show that

m 2] 2y . If we let z; = 0, then the resulting function

Dy R) = 5= 3 (n A q)aguiog s = n) R,
n,q=1

Thus from (I2), it can be seen that

Dﬁ)z(f,R) = hm—zz N A Q)mnTmg H2(q —n) REVO2

7"—)1*27Tm it
= Dgé(fg,R (ZZamnzl 2y, )

m=1 n=0
Taking limit R tending to 1, this implies that Dgé( f) = Dgé( fa). As D ( fa) =
Df)g( f2), the proof of the lemma is completed. O

Now, we proceed towards proving that the functions z; and 2z, are multipliers of D?(p).
To this end, few notations and a number of lemmas are in order.

For any f € O(D?) with power series representation Y ¢ amn27"25, define

[e.e]

(Tkl,sz)(zla Z2) = Z Z am,nzinzga kh ko € Z)o-

m=k1 n=ko
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Following Richter’s paper [12], page 330], note that for any R € (0,1), and ¢ € [0, 27,
1 2
o
In what follows, we shall be using the fact that for any R € [0,1], ¢,s € [0,27], one gets
P(Re" e%) = P(Re™, e').
Let v be a finite positive Borel measure on the unit circle T and n € Z, the n'*-Fourier
coefficient of v is defined by,

el PRt %) ds = RIv-mlein=mlt 5 € 7, (8)

P(n) = /0 i),

At many occasions we shall be dealing with quantities of the form

Z Z(m A D) nGpnV(p — m) and Z Z(n A Q)@ gV (q — 1). 9)

m,p=1 n=0 n,qg=1 m=0

We shall find it convenient to adopt the following notation to denote the quantities in ()
For any measure v € M_(T), define the matrix M, := (((j A k)P(k — j))). This is a matrix
of size infinite and we shall denote it’s (7, k)-th entry by M, (4, k). The quantity in (Q) can
be denoted as

[e.e]

Z(Myan,an ) and Z M,ap,.,ap.)

n=0

respectively, where a., denotes the column (ay,,as,,...)" and a,, denotes the column
(@m1, ma, - --)T. Note that for any v € M (T), the matrix M, is formally positive defi-
nite. We shall use this fact in what follows, e.g. in Lemma 2.14]

We have the following lemmas which are analogous to the results of Richter in [12].

Lemma 2.5. Let 0 < R < 1. If f is analytic on D?, then

(f R) = hm

7’—)1*

(Tryof )(Re™, re)|* Py (Re™)dsdt.

Proof. For any f(z1,22) € O(DQ) with power series representation »
ki € Zg. Since fo elltm=n)tq — Om.n, it follows that

Df)l(fa R) = lim —// ‘81 21, ré’ ‘ P, (=) dt dA(z)
RDxT

m N
mn=0 Gmn?1 3 and

r—1= 2m
= lim i// N ima 2 (re') (z1) dt dA(z)
- m,n~1 1
r—1- 21 RDXT |;7—1 ne0 K
11 o« R2mVp)
=1 =~ m,nUp,n - 2 n
Rt Z 1plm.np 2(m V p) fialp = m) 2m v
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Therefore we get that

Dl(z)l(f, = lim — Z Z (M, D) Ty 2" RE™VP), (10)

r—1- 2
mp 1 n=0

On the other hand, using (ISI) note that

hm / |(Thy o f)(Re™, } (Re™)dsydt
7’—)1* 27r
2
= Tll}r{lﬁ Zamn sm(re P, (Re™ )ds dt
m=k1 n=0
or 00 0
= hr{1 AT g RE™VP P =G () — m))dit
r—1-

mpkan

- 7«15{1— Z Z Zam np, Ty RPNy "l (p —m)

mp k1 n=0
— o 2n P2(mVp) >
= rlg{{ o Z Zm/\p )Gyt R pi(p —m). (11)
m,p=1 n=0
Equations (I0) and () put together completes the proof of lemma. O

We note down the following formula which is analogous to (I0). In fact, we also have
Lemma[2.6l We omit the proof of the formula as well as Lemma[2.6], since these are analogous
to that of Lemma

Dl(fé(f, = lim — Z Z (N, Q) WG g R2(nva)2m. (12)

r—1- 2
m=0n,g=1

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 < R < 1. If f is analytic on D?, then

(2) ERT - 1 i isy |2 is
D;5(f, R) = lim Z @) / S\(Tw F)(re’, Re™)|” P, (Re™)dsdt.

r—1-
ko=1

The following lemma gives a relationship between D;(z)l(zl f, R) and D;(f)1( f, R). In partic-
ular, it proves that, for any 0 < R < 1, D (zlf R) > RZDEE)I(f, R).

Lemma 2.7. Let 0 < R < 1. If f is analytzc on D?, then

DR\ s, )~ DR = tin 2 [ (R ety By (meyasae. ()
Proof. Applying (I0) to z; f, we get
Dl(z)l(zlf, R)=R?* lim — Z (m +1,p+ Dapndy, B2V 2 (14)

r—1— 2
mnp 0
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On the other hand, using (8)), we observe that

R &
R.H.S. of (I13) = rligl* — Z ATy R2P) 2 (p — ). (15)
m,n,p=0
Equations (I0)), (I4]), and (I5]) put together completes the proof of the lemma. O

For any f € D?(u), taking limit R tends to 1 in (I3]), one gets

(2) (2) T
Du,l(zlf) - D;L,l(.f) - Tli)f{lﬁ (271')2

P, (€"®)dsdt, (16)

where f denotes the boundary value function corresponding to f.

Lemma 2.8. There exists a constant C = C(u) such that for every f € D*(u) and 0 <
R <1,

. 1 is ity |2 s 2

Jim o5 //S | f(Re™, re")|” By, (Re*)dsdt < C||f]]2,

Proof. Let Q := lim, ;- ﬁ [Js | f(Re™, re)|? P, (Re™)dsdt. Note that
f(Re™, re) = £(0,0) 4+ (Tiof)(R )+ Za()n re't

Therefore Lemmas and 2.1l imply that

)
0o ' 9
<8Il + 3 Tua (B e+ S annloey ).
k1=1 n=1

Using Lemma , we deduce that

LﬂRaiHWMQ<30fmxm2+ufmeRaﬁwa%F+}EZWMOe%"
n=1

Q< Hf||H2(]D)2 (0)+3D (f R) + i,ul hm ZZ‘amnP 20

m=0 n=0

3;11

Choosing C' = max{ 3} completes the proof of the lemma. O

In this lemma, it is observed that the multiplication operator M,, behaves like an isometry
with respect to semi-norm Dl(f)z()

Lemma 2.9. If f € O(D?) and 0 < R < 1, then D,%(zlf, R) = D,%(f, R).
Proof. Proof of this lemma easily follows from (2], hence we skip the details.

In the next two lemmas, we study the semi-norm D @) ( ). We observe that D( s(zn1f,R) >
D,(i?)(f, R) for any 0 < R < 1.
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Lemma 2.10. Let 0 < R < 1. If f is analytic on D?, then

2) _ — 1 is1 isa\ |2 is1 iso
D R) =) ZW/SKT;WQ]“)(Re , Re™?)|2P,(Re™, Re™™?)dsds,.

Proof. Let f € O(D?). Using uniform convergence of 9,0, f on RD? and a bit of computation,
we get

D 22’; (f, R 4 T3 Z Z M, (1, @) am @y, qR2 R RNV (17)

m,n=1p,q=1

Now, using (8), we get that

o 1 . . . .
Z (2@2// (T f)(RE™H, Rei) P P (R, Ret*?)dsy sy
S

k_

. 2 . .
e")™(Re'*)"| P, (Re™", Re'*)ds dsy
k P —
> 1 . .
Z @ // Z S g R R0 G 00 4 9, 5
T
1,ko 1 m,p=k1 n,qg=ka

oo o xS XX

1 m nvq)-> -~
=12 ZZZZ mAp)(nAq) amnaquz VP REVO T (p — m) i (g — n).
m= =1

n=1 p=1 q
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Lemma 2.11. Let 0 < R < 1. If f is in D*(u), then there exists a constant C' = C'(u) such
that D\(1f, R) < C| £

Proof. Since Ty, ik, [ = Tk1+1 ko (21 f) for all kq, ko € Zy, it follows from Lemma 2.T0] that

Djis(af, ) Z o 1@ e R e, e s+ D1 R)
Note that _
|(To ks f)(Re™, Re™™2)|? = ‘ i i t (RS (RE2)|
m=0 n=kz
(‘ D aon(Re™)" |+ [(Ty f)(Re™, Rei82)|2)

n==ko

(‘ Z ao.n( Re”2

nkz kl 1

k2 Reisl, Reis2)|2) .



DIRICHLET TYPE SPACES IN THE UNIT BIDISC 13

Therefore, using Lemma 210, we get

 R? . . , ,
> 2L/S‘ah“foéﬂ’Rd”ﬂzpuuﬂﬁifk”ﬂd&d@

= (2m)
S 2R2 zs s is 21 (2)
< Z ‘Zaw 2" P (R, Re)dsydsy + 2R*DP(f.R)  (18)
ko= 1
Since
J[ 100 2P P(a)daa)dt = 3 (A o, Taaaa — m) RO
TxRD a1

(Re™)"| P, (Re™', Re™)ds,ds,.

The inequality in G]EI) now gives

//| (Tox, f ¢!, Re Z82)|2PM(R6“1,1‘26"82)alslal32

—~ (2m)?
2R? o) 2 (2)
< 5 M (11(0)D,,5f(0, 20) + 2R°D 5(f, R)
By Lemma | Lemma [2.4] and the above computation, we note that,
R2
J[ 0021 Putz)iA ) < TRODE R + 2D R + DEALR)
< CIIfI1

where C' = max { &£ 7,(0), 2R? 1}. O

The proof of above lemma, in the limit R — 1, implies that
D) = DEA(f). (19)

Theorem 2.12. Suppose f € O(D?). Then the following statements are equivalent

(i) f € D*(p)
(ii) 21f € D*(p)
(iii) zf € D*(w).

Moreover, in this case, ||z f||u = || fllp fori=1,2.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove the equivalence of (i) and (i7) only. Combining Lemma 27,
Lemma 2.8 Lemma 2.9, and Lemma 211 proves that (i) implies (7). For the other way
implication we apply equation ([I€) with Lemma and equation ([I9)). O

For an infinite matrix X : ((@,,,)), define 0*X (see [19, page 151]) to be the matrix whose
(m, p)-th entry is given by ;41 pt1-
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Lemma 2.13. For any polynomial p € D*(u), and i = 1,2 we have the following relations;

12712, — 2llzpll2, + llpll2, = 0.

Proof. On computing the norm of p, z1p, zip for p(z1,22) = an,n:O Ampn2]'25 w.r.to the

defined norm on D?(u), we have the following. Note that

k
||pH12H2(D2) = HZIZ?H%#(W) = HZ%pH?'JQ(]D)?) = Z \ammﬁ

m,n=0
Therefore it is enough to check

2 2 2 2 _
D@(z}p) — 2D (zp) + DY (p) = 0.

Now, from (I0), (I2)), (IT), with R = 1, it follows that

k k
2 1 2 1
D) = 5= Y (M, ay) and D50) = 5= Y (M, an).
n=0 m=0
In the same spirit, we also get the formulae:
1 1 o
2 2 «
Dih(p) = 75{(Myy ® My,)a.a), D) (2p) = 5= 3 (0" My @ ).
n=0
I
2 2
Dyy(ap) = Da(etn) = o= D (M, i),
m=0
1 k
2 « 2 «
Dyy(ap) = 150" My, @ My,)a, @), D2 (p) = 5= ((0°) My @, a),
n=0
and
2 1 .
Dis(ep) = 15 (07 M, © M,,)a, a).
The above computations put together prove that ||27p|?, — 2[z1p|%, + llp[l7, = 0. Similarly,
we can prove that ||z3p[|?, — 2||zop|%, + [[pll2, = 0. O

For any analytic function f in D? and 0 < r < 1, define f,(21,22) = f(rzi,rzo) for
(Zl, 22) c D.

Lemma 2.14. For any f € D*(u), the relation D,(f)(fr) < Dl(f)(f) holds for any 0 <r < 1.

Proof. Let f € D*(u) and 0 < r < 1. We shall prove the relations szz.(f,,) < szz.(f), for
1 =1,2,3. To this end, we claim that

@ (f) < DA (20)



DIRICHLET TYPE SPACES IN THE UNIT BIDISC 15

We will first prove (20) for polynomials and then for any given f € D?*(u). Let P(z1,29) =
Zﬁmzo 27" 25 be a polynomial of degree at most 2k. Then, from (I0) with R = 1, we
have

k

D (P) = 5= Y (M, ).

n=0

Since fo)l(z%P) - QDS) (z21P) + D(z) 1(P) =0, it then follows that ( —1I
from [19, Theorem 3.11], we get that the matrix ((1 — r™*?)M, D))
semidefinite. Now we have

)?M,,, = 0. Thus

) 230 is positive

k
Y (X =rr)o M, )an an) >0,
n=0

where 7 denotes the row vector (1,7,72%,...,7%), and 1 denotes the rank one matrix with all

its entries equal to 1. Here X oY denotes the Schur product of matrices X and Y. Therefore,
it follows that

k
DH(P)—DP(P) = > (1L—r™20) M, (m, p)anlpm

=> (A=7r"r)o My, )@, an) + Y _(1—1*"){(r*ro M, )an,, a.,)
>0

The last inequality follows since the matrix (7%?),, >0 is positive definite. This proves the

claim (20). In a similar fashion, we can prove that D(2) 5(Pr) < D[(.L)2(P) Note that from ()
with R = 1, we have

1
Dyy(P) = 15 (M, © M, )a, ),

where a denotes the 2-tensor ((amy,)). As (0¥ —I)?M,, = 0 and (¢* — I)*M,,, = 0, therefore
((o* = I)*M,,) ® M,, = 0 and M,, ® ((c* — I)*M,,) = 0 hold true. By [19, Theorem
3.11], it turns out that for any 0 < 7 < 1 the matrices ((1 — r*r) o M,,)) ® M, and
M, ® ((1 —7r*r)o MMZ)) are positive semi-definite. This implies that

k
Z (1 - Tm+p)MM1 (map)Muz (na Q)am,nm 2 O (21)
m,n,p,q=0
k
> (=) My, (m, p) My, (1, @) nlipg = 0 (22)
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Note that
k
2 2 m—+n o
Diy(P) = Diy(P) = > (L= )My (m, p) My, (0, 4) g
m,n,p,q=0
k
= > (A= IO N (1, p) My, (1, Q)i Tpg
m,n,p,q=0
k
= Z (1 - 7ﬂm—l—p)jwm (map)Muz (na Q)am,nm +
m,n,p,q=0
k
D = ) My, (m, p) Moy (n, Q) Ty

m,n,p,q=0
> 0.

The last inequality follows from (2I), ([22) and the fact that the matrix (r™*?))% _, is
positive semi-definite. To see that the matrix ((r™*?))o° _; is positive semi-definite, note
that (r™*?)) = vo”, with v given by v* = [1 r #* 7 ...]. This proves the lemma if
f is a polynomial. Applying a standard uniform limit argument proves the lemma for any
function f which is holomorphic in a neighborhood of D". Now for feD*(u)and0< R< 1
we have fg € (9(@2). Therefore this readily implies that D (fz)r < D (fz), where r being
any number in (0,1). Because (fg), = (f,)r, we get that D (f,)r < D,(f)(fR). This is true

for any 0 < R < 1. Hence by taking limit R — 1, we get that Dg)(fr) < D,(f)(f). O

We skip the proof of the following theorem as it is standard and follows from [3, Lemma
3.7] together with Fatou’s theorem applied to foé()

Lemma 2.15. For any f € D*(u), |fr — fllu =0 as R— 1.
In the following theorem we prove that the set of all polynomials is dense in D?(p).
Theorem 2.16. The set of all polynomials is dense in D*(p).

Proof. Let f € D*(p) and € > 0. From Lemma [2.T5] it follows that there exists an 0 < R < 1

such that || fr — fllu < €/2. Let fr(z1,22) = D " _o bmn2i" 24, where the coefficient by, , is a

function of R. Consider the k-th partial sum Sy fr(z1, 20) = Z:m:o binn 2" 2y of fr(z1, 22).

Note that fr(z1,22) is holomorphic in any neighbourhood of D°. Therefore the sequences

(SkSR)Z 0 (O1(SkfR))i0, (02(Skfr))iq, and (0102(Skfr))r Will converge uniformly on D’
respectively to fr, 01(fr), O2(fr), and 010:(fr). Thus it follows that there exists £ € N such
that [|Skfr — fRH%?(u) < €/2. We thus conclude that

€

€
15 = Sfallu <1 = fallu + ISefr = Frlla < §+ 5

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

— €.
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The results due to Lemma 2.13 and Theorem 2.16 yield the following theorem.

Theorem 2.17. The multiplication by the coordinate functions M,, and M., are 2-isometries
on D*(w), i.e., for every f € D*(u), and i = 1,2,

122 115 = 2llzaf 15 + If 11 = 0.
Recall that for any v € M (T), one has

DAVG(n —m)  ifm#n

<ijzn>fD(V) — { 27

1+ 52v(0) ifm=n. (23)

In the following lemma, we get a formula for inner product of monomials in the space D?(u),
for any pu € PM (T?).

Lemma 2.18. For m,n,p,q € Zzo, (27"28,2723) 1 = (27", 20)D(u1) (25, 29) D) -
Proof. Let m,n,p,q € Zsq, f(z1,22) := 27"28 and ¢(z1, 22) := 223. We divide the proof of
the lemma into the following five cases:

Case 1: When either f or g is the constant function 1,i.e. m=n=0o0r p=¢q=0.
Case 2: When f and g both are function of z; only (similarly of z5 only).

Case 3: When f is a function of z; only and ¢ is a function of z3 only.

Case 4: When f is a function of z; only and ¢ is a function of both z; and zs.

Case 5: When f and g both are functions of both variables z; and z, i.e. m,n,p,q € N.

Case 1: Suppose f is the constant function 1, then

(L2123)p = (1, 2128) 2 2) = (L, 2)) w2y (1, 23) 2 ) = (1, 27) D(pun) (1 23) D(pin) -
Case 2: From (§), we get that

<z{”’,z{’)pil = lim —/ mz]" 'pa P P, (21)dA(2)dt
' DxT

= lim ——/ / / mp P |1m Pl e MR g dtdp (61)

r—1-

2 21
= lim 2——mp/ PPy ‘m p'drl/ dt/ e m=Po g, (6,)
0

r—1- 2w T
1 N
= (mA —
5 (M AD)i (p —m)
On the other hand note that (21", 2)p2p2) = dmp and 0 = (2", 2)p2 . = (2", 20)p2 .
Therefore, we get

m 1
<Zl >Zf>u = Opmp + o

Now, using (23) completes the proof in this case.
Case 3: Using the definitions, it follows that

(m Ap)iy (p—m).

q

(o, ) maony = (2, Ao, = 0= (', H)pe, = (', A)oe .
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Thus, 2 and z§ are orthogonal in D®(u). For any m,q € N, it is trivial to verify that

(21", Do) (L, 22)Dia) = 0.
Case 4: From (), note that

1
(21", 27 23) p2 = lim —/ mz]" pH P %P, (21)dA(z)dt
ol DxT

r—1- 27

11 1 2m 2m
= lim ——mp/ / / PPy 1 |m Plgi(m—p)01 .q e~ "dpy (0,)dtdr,.
0
Since g > 1, it easily follows that fozﬂ e~"dt = 0. Therefore, we get that (21", 27z1)
On the other hand, using definitions, note that

,D(Q) =0.
m .p.q () — (s P _(sm P4
(21", 4 23) 22y = 0 = (2] ,2122>D(2)2 = (2] 73122>D<2>3-
W, W,

Using ([23), we observe that (1, 29)p(.,) = 0. This establishes the equality in the lemma in
this case.
Case 5: Once again from (§)), we get that

1
(2125, 2023) ) = lim —/ mz 2 pE? T RIP,, (21)dtd A(z)
,Du,l r—1- 2 DxT
2 2
_ 11317 ——mp/ / / m+p 1 Prtagitn—qt |m 4 pi(m— Peld,ul(el)dtdrl
2 L
= Ong rlgflf 27r2mp/ / PP a0 Gy (6 dr
Thus
0 if n#q
22y, A2 = . 24
V) {%(m/\p),ul(p—m) if = g. 24
Similarly, we can derive,
0 itm#p
202y, 2P = . 25
(a2 2>fo,)2 {%(n/\q)ug(q—n) if m =p. (25)
In the following, we use (§]) twice to obtain that
(2125, zfzg)pf)s = /mﬂ mn2" 2T paEP T R P21, 22)dA(21)dA(29)
: gl m)a(a )
= —mn -m -n
2P i gy P (e
1 ~ —~
= a(mAp) A —m)ia(g —n). (26)
Using (23), (24), ([25), and (26]), we get the result in this case. O

We note down the case when m = p and n = ¢ of above lemma into the following corollary.
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Corollary 2.19. For any m,n € Zso, ||2725||p = |27 || w125 || -

Lemma2 T8 suggests that there should be a relationship between D?(p) and D(11)QD(12).
This is indeed the case, as shown in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.20. For any p, oy € M (T), the pair of commuting 2-isometries (M,,, M,,)
is unitarily equivalent to the pair (M, ® 1,1 ® M,) on (D(u1) @ D(pz2)) ® (D(p1) @ D(p2)).
In particular, the pair (M,,, M,,) is doubly commuting.

Proof. Define U : D*(u) — D(py) @ D(uz) by the rule U(2"20) := 2™ ® 2", for m,n € Zy,
and extend U linearly. Since the set of polynomials are dense in D?(u), U extends to whole
space D?(u) linearly. Using Lemma 218 it follows that U is an isometry. On the other
hand, since U has closed range and span{z" ® z" : m,n € Zso} is dense in D(p;) & D(u2),
it follows that U is a unitary map. Also note that

UM, (52) = "1 @ 2" = (M. & U("23)
and

UM, (27"25) = 2" @ 2" = (I @ M,)U(2]"23).
This proves that the pair (M,,, M,,) is unitarily equivalent to the pair (M, ® I,1 ® M,).
This, in particular, implies that M., and M,, on D?(u) is doubly commuting. O

For the pair of commuting 2-isometries (M,,, M.,) on D?(u), denote the closed subspace
(D*(u) © 21D*(p)) N (D?*(p) © 29D%*(u)) by W. The subspace W plays a major role in this
article. With a simple computation, it is also easy to see that W = ker M} Nker M. Below,
we note down some of the important properties of the subspace W.

Remark 2.21. The proof of Theorem tells us that the kernel function K for D?(pu) is
given by

K((Zb ZQ)? ('lUl, w2)) = K" (Zla wl)Kuz(Z% w2)a (Zla ZQ)a (U]l, w2) € ]D2>
where K* denotes the kernel function for D(u,), j =1, 2.
As corollaries of Theorem [2.20] we get the following results.

Corollary 2.22. The closed subspace W is a wandering subspace of (M,,, M,,) on D*(u)
and the dimension of VW is 1.

Corollary 2.23. The subspace ker M C D*(p) is a M.,-reducing subspace. Also, the
subspace ker M, C D*(u) is a M., -reducing subspace.

Before we proceed further, for any f € D?(u) and 21, 2o € D, we define the operators L,
and Ly by the rules

(L1f) (21, 22) =

Using the definition of norm, Lemma [2.4] and Theorem 2.12] it turns out that L; and L,
are indeed in B(D?*(u)). Here, we enlist some of the key properties of these operators.

f(Zl,Zz) - f(O, 22) and (L2f)(z1,z2) — f(Zl,Zz) - f(Zl,O)_ (27>

21 z2
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Theorem 2.24. The operators Ly and Lo are the left inverses of M,, and M,, respectively.
Moreover, LiM,, = M,,L, and LoM,, = M,, Lo.

Proof. By using the definition of the operators L, defined above, we have

L1M21f(2’1,2’2) _ (Zlf)(ZhZ?)Z: (Zlf>(07 Z2) _ f(zla 22)

for all f € D?(u) and for all (21, 22) € D?. Similarly, we also have LyM,, = M,,L,. On the
other hand, for all (21, z2) € D?, we have

(Mzle 21722 —Zz{f ZI’Z2 O Z2)}

mi1—1_mao
22{ § § Amy,ma %1 29 }

mi1=1 mo=0

m1 1 _mo+1
E § arm,mz 22

mi1=1 mo=0
_ (22f)(21,22) — (22)(0, 22)
21
= (L1 M., f)(z1, 22)
Analogously, one can also derive LoM,, = M,, Lo. O

Remark 2.25. Note that, by Theorem 212 the operators M,, € B(D*(u)) are bounded
below for i = 1,2, hence (M} M,,)~" exists as well as M_s are left invertible. Moreover,
for i = 1,2, (M} M.,)""M; and the above defined operators L; are left-inverse of M., with
ker L; = ker(M; M.,)""M; = ker M and therefore L; = (M} M.,) "M .

3. WANDERING SUBSPACE PROPERTY FOR A PAIR OF ANALYTIC 2-ISOMETRIES

In this section we deal with a commuting pair of left invertible operators acting on a
Hilbert space and prove a multivariate version of S. Shimorin’s result for a class of operators
on a Hilbert space. We show that a class of commuting pair of 2-isometries on a Hilbert
space always possess wandering subspace property.

Let T = (T}, T») be a pair of commuting 2-isometries acting on a Hilbert space H and we
consider the adjoint of the Cauchy-dual operators, that is, L; := (T;1;) "' € B(H) which
is also a left-inverse of T; for i = 1, 2.

In the following lemma, we prove that joint kernel of adjoint is non-trivial for any left-
inverse commuting pair of analytic 2-isometries.

Lemma 3.1. Let (T1,T3) be a left-inverse commuting pair of analytic 2-isometries on a
Hilbert space H. Then,

(a) the subspace ker Ty ( ker Ty is a non-trivial closed subspace of H and
(b) the operator (I — Ty Ly)(I — Ty Ls) is a projection on ker T} [ ker Ty
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Proof. (a) Let xy € ker T}. From the definition of L,, it is easy to see that ker L; = ker 7T}
So, we have Lyzy = 0 and therefore T5L129 = 0. Now, by using the hypothesis, we have
LiThxy = 0, that is, Thxy € ker I7. So, ker T} is invariant under 75. On the other hand,
using the commutativity of 77 and 75, it is straightforward to see that ker 77} is invariant

under 73. Hence, ker T7 is a Th-reducing subspace. Since Tz‘korT* t kerTY — kerT} is an
1

analytic operator, that is,
() 5] p ;e (ker T7) = {0},
n=0

therefore, T, ‘ker - cannot be onto. Moreover, since T3 is 2-isometry, it’s range is closed.
1

Therefore, the subspace ker(7%

‘kerTl*
or ) C© ker T7 is non-trivial. Hence, ker Ty () ker T # {0}.

(b) Using the definition of the operators L; and Lo, defined above, it is easy to observe
that the operators I —T7L; and I — 1L, are projections. To show that the product of these
operators (I — Ty Ly)(I — Ty Ls) is a projection, it is enough to show that

(I —TVLy)(I —ToLy) = (I —ToLo)(I —T1Ly).

Therefore, we only need to show that LiLs = LoL;. Since H = \/WO T (ker T7) and L; and

Ly are bounded linear operators, it is enough to check the identity Lngley = L2L1T1ky for
each k € Z, and y € ker T}". Let & > 1 and y € ker 7. Note that

LleTfy = L1T1kL2y = T1k_1L2y = L2T1k_ly = L2L1T1ky.

Since ker T} is a reducing subspace for T, it follows that Loy is in ker 7} also. Therefore,
we have

LyLhvy =0 = L1Lay.
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Now, we proceed to prove the existence of the wandering subspace property for the class of
left-inverse commuting pair of analytic 2-isometries. This generelizes many existing results
e.g. see [8, 9, [13] [].

Theorem 3.2. Let T} and Ty be a pair of commuting, analytic 2-isometric operators on H
such that LTy = To Ly and LTy = Ty L. Then there exists a wandering subspace W C H
for the pair (T1,T). Moreover, W = ker T} (\ ker Ty is a wandering subspace for the pair
(Tl, Tg) on H.

Proof. By Lemma B we know the subspace ker T} (| ker T is non-trivial. Also, for the
subspace W = ker T} ( ker Ty C H, one sided inclusion is trivial, that is,

\/ TITwW CH.
n,m>0

To prove the other inclusion, denote Py := (I — T1L;) and P, := (I — TyL,). Recall from
Lemma [B.1] that P = P, P, is a projection of H onto W. Using [10, pg. 209] and the
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hypothesis that (77,75) is a left-inverse commuting pair, we observe that

n—1 m—1 n—1 m—1
(I — TPLYY(] — T L) = (Z TfP1L§> ( 3 T§P2L§> -3 N TiTPLiL,
=0 j=0 i=0 j=0

From the above computation, we conclude that for any x € H and n,m € N,
(I-TPLy - Ty Ly + TP LTy Le € \/ TPT3W.
n,m=0

To prove the claim, we first note that, by hypothesis, the operators 77 and T5 are 2-isometries.
So, for any x € H, i = 1,2, and n € N, we have

|77 x||* — ||l = n|| Diz|]?, (28)
n+1

) = ZHPL'%HQJr 1Ly ]® + > 1D Ly, (29)
k=0 k=1

where D; denotes the positive square root of the operator T;T; — I and (29) follows from [10),
equation (9)]. Along with that, for each i = 1,2, T; is also analytic and therefore, following
an analogous argument as in [I10, Theorem 1], for each z € H the sequence {1;"L;" x}
has a subsequence which converge to 0 weakly. Hence, it is enough to show that the double
sequence {17 L7*T7* Ly*x} has a subsequence which converges to 0 weakly. For more details
we refer [10]. For fixed ny € N, applying the above equations (28) and (29) for 75 L5*x in
place of x, we deduce

mi

> 1. 2 2
! 1<3z?£m1“'TflL?lT%”LSQIII — | LY 152 Ly |?)
ny=

S 1 n n n n n n n
< Z n_l(HTl LT Lyl - HL11T22L22$||2)

ni=1

my
<D IDi LTy Ly
ni=1
< Ty
Therefore, we conclude that
hmmf{||T"1L”1T"2L"2 1?2 — | L Ty2 Ly x| } =0.

ni—o0

From the equation (29)) it is easy to observe that the sequence {||L7* Ty Ly?z||*} is decreasing
and combining all these we get

liminf | T LY Ty? Ly x| = lim || L T2 L2

nyp—o0 n]1—00
By hypothesis, we have LT, = T5L, and by applying analogous argument on the sequence
{Ty* L1 Ly*x} we conclude

lim inf( hm | Ty Ly? LY z||?) = lim hm | Ly Lo ||?

ng—o00 nq ng—00 N —
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and since the sequence {||Ly> L z||?} is decreasing, follows from the equation (29), therefore
we have

liminf lim inf | 77" LY Ty? Ly?z||* = lim  lim ||} L2 x|,
ng2—o0 mMn1—00 n2—00 N1 —00

Thus there exists a weakly convergent subsequence of {77 LT T5? Ly*x} which converges to
y weakly. Also, since T} and T; are 2-isometries so, for each kq, ko € N, the subspaces Tik“H,
are weakly closed and y € Tf“]—[ for each ¢ = 1,2. By using the analyticity of each operator
T;, we conclude that y = 0 and hence the theorem follows. 0

Remark 3.3. We would like to remark here that the statement of Theorem B2l along with it’s
proof can be adapted easily for it to work for any analytic 2-isometric left-inverse commuting
tuple (11,...,T,).

4. MODEL FOR A CLASS OF PAIR OF CYCLIC ANALYTIC 2-ISOMETRIES

In this section, we prove the following model theorem which shows that the class of
multiplication operators (M,,, M,,) on D?*(u) completely characterizes that of left-inverse
commuting pair of analytic 2-isometries which satisfy certain splitting properties. With
the help of this theorem, we give an example of a left-inverse commuting pair of analytic
2-isometries which is not a doubly commuting pair.

Theorem 4.1. Let (T1,T3) be a pair of cyclic, analytic, 2-isometries on a Hilbert space H
with unit cyclic vector xq € ker Ty Nker Tiy. Then (T1,Ts) on H is unitarily equivalent with
(M., M.,) on D® () if and only if L1 Ty = TyLy, LyTy = T\ Ly and for all m,n € N\ {0}

<T1mT2n£L'0, T1T21L'0> = <T1ml’0, T1$0><T£Ll'o, Tgl’o),
<T1mT2I0, TngLZL’O> = <T1mLU0, T1$0><T2$0, T;LE())

Proof. Since (T1,T3) is an analytic left-inverse commuting pair, it follows from Theorem
that ker 77" Nker T3 is wandering subspace for (71, T3). Using the hypothesis that (77, T5) is a
cyclic pair, it follows that ker T} Nker T = span{x,}, for some unit vector z,. Consider the
operator Si := Ti|erry and Sy := Toierr;. From Lemma [3.1] it follows that S; and Sy are
bounded linear operators on ker 73 and ker 7 respectively. Now it follows that S; and Sy
are cyclic analytic 2-isometries with cyclic subspace ker 77 Nker 7. Using [12, Theorem 5.1],
we have py, po € M (T) and unitary maps U : ker Ty — D(pq) and Uy : ker TY — D(uo)
such that
UZSZ = MZUZ and U,’ZL’Q =1.

Let p := py X pue be the product measure and consider the corresponding Dirichlet-type
spaces D?(u). We define a linear map U : H — D?*(u), which is defined by

U(p(Th, Ta)zo) = p(21, 22),
where p(T1, Ta)o = Y 3 iy Gk, ko TEVTH2 23 for any polynomial p(zy, z5) = > ks koo @k PR

We claim that the map defines a unitary map from H onto D?*(u). So we need to show that
|P(T1, To)wo|* = || P(21, 22) |32 ,)- Therefore, it is enough to verify that

(I7"T7wo, TV TS o) = (27725, 2125)p2(y for all m,n,p,q € N.



24 M. BHATTACHARJEE, R. GUPTA, AND V. VENUGOPAL
First note that, in above, if n,q = 0 then for any m,p € N, considering the above unitary
map U, we have
< T Zo, UlT ZL’Q>D(M)
= (M"Uywo, M? U136’0>D(u1)
= (", 2" )p(u
= (21", 1) p2

Similarly, we also have (15'xo, Tyxo) = (25, 29)p2(p) for any n,q € N. On the other hand, by
Lemma [B.1, we know that for any i,j = 1,2 Wlth z # j the subspace KerT} is T; reducing.
Without loss of generality, it is enough to prove for i = 1 and 7 = 2. By using this fact it is
obvious that
(T 2o, T¥Tix0) =0 for any ¢ € N\ {0} and m,p € N.
Now by combining the above equation and the Lemma 2.18 we conclude
(TV"wo, T{ T wo) = (21", 24 23)p2(u) = 0 for any ¢ € N\ {0} and m,p € N.

It remains to deal with the case where m,n,p,q € N\ {0}. Again, without loss of generality,
it is enough to establish the equation for m > p,n > g and m > p,n < ¢q. First we consider
the case m > p,n > ¢. Since T} is a 2-isometry therefore we deduce

(T T xg, TP T x0) = (m A p)(T7 P 0wy, Ty ).

Analogously, using the fact that 75 is a 2-isometry, we reduce the above term further and it
becomes

(m A p) (I " T o, Ti T o) = (m A p)(n A q)(TV" "5 =" g, Ty Too).
Combining all these we have
(T T3 xg, TPTEx0) = (m A p)(n A q) (T Py~ ag, Ty Toxg).

By the given hypothesis, the above identities on T} and T5 individually and the Lemma 218
we conclude

(T 0, TV Ty o) = (m A p)(n A (17"~ pHT" g, Ty Tyo)
=(mAp)(nAq) <T 950> Tyao) (T3~ " g, Tawo)
= (mAp)(nAq)z >D2(u) (Z;HHI’ Z2>D2(p,)

= (z{”zg,zfzg)w(u).

Similarly, for the second case with m > p,n < ¢ by using the given hypothesis and the
Lemma 218 we deduce

(T T3 xg, T Ti o) = (m Ap)(n A q){T]" P20, T n+1iﬂo>
=(mAp)(nA g1y P Tyazo) (Too, Tgn_qﬂxo>
= (mAp)(nAqg)(z" pH 1)@2(u)(z2, zg_q+1>D2(m
= (4

q
z z2,21z2)p2(u).
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The converse follows as an application of Lemma 2.8 and Proposition 2.24] O

Remark 4.2. For any p,v € PM, (T?), we content that (M,,, M,,) on D?*(u) is unitarily
equivalent to (M,,, M.,) on D*(v) if and only if u = v. To prove this, note that M, and
M., are analytic 2-isometries on D(yu;) and D(v;) for each j = 1,2. Therefore if U is the
unitary (as in the proof of Theorem [I])) intertwining pair (M.,, M.,) on D*(u) and the pair
(M.,, M.,) on D*(v) then M., |p(.,) and M., |p(,) is intertwined by the unitary map U|p(,,)
Therefore, from [12] Theorem 5.2], it follows that p; = v;. Similarly, one can prove pp = vs.

We conclude this section with the following example which exhibits the importance of
Theorem B.21

Example 4.3. Let py, us € M (T). Consider the space D(py, p2) as introduced in [3]. We
content that the pair (M,,, M,,) on D(uy, o) is a left-inverse commuting pair of analytic
2-isometries.

To see this, we first note that from [3, Corollary 3.8] the pair (M., M,,) is a toral 2-
isometry and hence 2-isometric pair. Note that for any f € D(u1, ), the function f(0, 23)
is in D(puq, pa), see Lemma 2.4

Define g(21, z2) := f(21, 22) — f(0, z2). Note that g € D(uy, po) and {(21, z2) € D?*: 2y = 0}
is in the zero set of g. Now using [3, Theorem 2.2], we observe that g/z; (this is same as
Lyi(f), see [21)) is in D(uq, p2). The operator L serves as a left inverse of M,, on D(uq, o).
Rerunning the proof of Theorem 224 proves that (M,,, M.,) is a left-inverse commuting pair.
By Theorem [B.2] the pair (M,,, M.,,) on D(u1, j12) possess wandering subspace property.

Now we assume that each of p; and py is normalized Lebesgue measure o on the circle T.
With the help of the fact that the set of monomials forms an orthogonal basis for D(e, o),
it follows from a simple computation that for any p > 1 and ¢ > 0
M () = P Sy
p+q
It helps us to obtain that

MM (fof) = P AT Dt gt o DA Ropmtged = s b (229).
p+q prqg+17

Therefore, we can conclude that the pair (M,,, M,,) on D(u1, p2), where py and po are
normalized Lebesgue measures on the circle T, is not a doubly commuting pair.
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