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Abstract

In the present paper, we prove that all the quotient modules in H2(D2), associated to the

finitely generated submodules containing a distinguished homogenous polynomial, are essentially

normal, which is the first result on the essential normality of non-algebraic quotient modules

in H2(D2). Moreover, we obtain the equivalence of the essential normality of a quotient mod-

ule and the Hilbert-Schmidtness of its associated submodule in H2(D2), in the case that the

submodule contains a distinguished homogenous polynomial. As an application, we prove that

each finitely generated submodule containing a polynomial is Hilbert-Schmidt, which partially

gives an affirmative answer to the conjecture of Yang [39].

2000 MSC. 47A13, 46H25

Key Words. Essentially normal quotient module, Hilbert-Schmidt submodule, distinguished va-

riety, Hardy space over the polydisc

1 Intoduction

The Hardy space H2(Dd) on the unit polydisc can be viewed as a Hilbert module [5, 15] on

the polynomial ring C[z1, . . . , zd], equipped with a natural module action defined by the obvious

multiplication by polynomials. A closed subspace M of H2(Dd) that is invariant under the module

actions is called a submodule, and N = M⊥ is called the associated quotient module. The module

actions on submodules and quotient modules are given by

p · h = Rp,Mh, p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zd], h ∈ M,
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and

p · g = Sp,N g, p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zd], g ∈ N ,

where Rp,M = Mp|M and Sp,N = PNMp|N . For brevity, we write Rp = Rp,M and Sp = Sp,N , if

there is no confusion on the modules referred to. A quotient module N is called essentially normal

if all the commutators [S∗
p , Sp] for p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zd] are compact. Let K(N ) be the ideal of compact

operators on N , which is written as K for short.

In [2], Arveson conjectured that all the homogeneous submodules of the d-shift module over

the complex unit ball are essentially normal. Much work has been done along this line, such as

[2, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19, 26, 30, 34] and references therein, and there is a good survey

on this problem provided in [23]. A polydisc version of Arveson’s conjecture is to characterize

the essential normality of homogeneous quotient modules in H2(D2), which was solved by the first

two authors in [37]. Other efforts on the polydisc version of Arveson’s conjecture can be found in

[6, 9, 21, 22, 33, 35, 36, 38] and references therein.

It is known that the essential normality of quotient modules of analytic Hilbert modules over the

polydisc is closely related to distinguished varieties, which were introduced by Agler and McCarthy

[1] to deal with Ando’s inequality and Pick interpolation problem, etc. Recall that an ideal I in

C[z1, . . . , zd] is distinguished if the zero variety of I satisfies

∂
(

Z(I) ∩ D
d
)

⊂ T
d.

In this case, the submodule [I], which is the closure of I, and the associated quotient module

[I]⊥ are called distinguished. Recently, in [24], by introducing the Grassmannian structure for the

distinguished quotient modules, Guo and the first two authors proved the following result.

Theorem 1.1. ([24, Theorem 1.3]) Let V be an algebraic subvariety of D2, and IV be the radical

idea of C[z, w] determined by V . Then V is distinguished if and only if, as a quotient module of

some weighted Bergman space A2
α(D

2), [I2V ]
⊥ is essentially normal.

In this theorem, the choice of weighted Bergman space depends on the algebraic rank of the

variety. Therefore, it is worth to find a fixed analytic Hilbert module over the bidisk, such as

the Hardy space H2(D2), on which all the distinguished quotient modules are essentially normal.

There are two important results along this line. Firstly, it was proved in [36] that all the dis-

tinguished homogeneous quotient modules in H2(Dd) are essentially normal. Secondly, Clark [6]

proved that for nonconstant finite Blaschke products Bi(zi), i = 1, . . . , d, the quotient module

[B1(z1)−B2(z2), · · · , Bd−1(zd−1)−Bd(zd)]
⊥ in H2(Dd) is a kind of weighted Bergman space over

the distinguished variety
d−1
⋂

i=1
Z
(

Bi(zi)−Bi+1(zi+1)
)

, whence essentially normal. Inspired by these

observations, we introduce the concept of Clark-type quotient modules.

In what follows, for q ∈ C[z1, . . . , zd] and a d-tuple of inner functions η(z) =
(

η1(z1), . . . , ηd(zd)
)

,

we write

pη(z) = p
(

η1(z1), . . . , ηd(zd)
)

,

and Jη = {q ◦ η : q ∈ J} for subsets J ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zd].

To continue, we introduce the terminology of quasi-homogeneity. By the term weight we meant a

given tupleK = (K1, . . . ,Kd) of positive integers. For a monomial zα, the integer α·K =
∑d

i=1 αiKi
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is called its K-degree. A linear combination of monomials with the same K-degree is called K-

quasi-homogeneous. Ideals generated by K-quasi-homogeneous polynomials are called K-quasi-

homogeneous, and so do the associated submodules and quotient modules. The essential normality

of K-quasi-homogeneous quotient modules of H2(Dd) was completely characterized in [38].

Definition 1.2. Let I ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zd] be an ideal. If there exists a d-tuple of nonconstant finite

Blaschke products B(z) =
(

B1(z1), . . . , Bd(zd)
)

and a distinguished quasi-homogeneous ideal J ⊂

C[z1, . . . , zd], such that

I = {f ∈ C[z, w] : f = qpB, p ∈ J, q ∈ C[z1, . . . , zd]},

then we call I a Clark-type ideal, Z(I) ∩ D
d a Clark-type variety, and [I]⊥ a Clark-type quotient

module.

Evidently the Clark-type varieties are distinguished. Since the denominators of finite Blaschke

products are invertible outer functions, the submodule [I] and the submodule generated by JB
coincide. Note that an ideal with Clark-type variety is not necessarily Clark-type.

In the case d = 2, every distinguished K-quasi-homogeneous ideal J has a set of generators

{pi(z
K2 , wK1) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}, where each pi is a distinguished homogeneous polynomial. Temporarily

write J ′ the ideal generated by {p1, . . . , pn}, and let I be the Clark-type ideal defined by J and

B = (B1, B2), then

I = {f ∈ C[z, w] : f = qpB , p ∈ J, q ∈ C[z, w]}

= {f ∈ C[z, w] : f = q · p
(

B1(z)
K2 , B2(z)

K1
)

, p ∈ J ′, q ∈ C[z, w]}

= {f ∈ C[z, w] : f = qp
(B

K2
1 ,B

K1
2 )

, p ∈ J ′, q ∈ C[z, w]}

is just the Clark-type ideal defined by the homogeneous ideal J ′ and Blaschke products BK2
1 and

BK1
2 . For this reason, when d = 2, in Definition 1.2 we assume that J is homogeneous. Moreover,

if p ∈ C[z, w] is a distinguished homogeneous polynomial, then we call pB a Clark-type function.

The following theorem is one of the main results in this paper.

Theorem 1.3. Let pB be a Clark-type function, and M be a finitely generated submodule containing

pB, then the quotient module M⊥ of H2(D2) is essentially normal.

It is worth pointing out that Theorem 1.3 is the first result on the essential normality of non-

algebraic submodules over the polydisc, where a submodule is called algebraic if it is generated

by polynomials. Even the essential normality of a typical Clark-type quotient module, such as

[(B1(z) − B2(w))
n]⊥, is unknown before. More surprisingly, in the case that a submodule [I]

contains a Clark-type function, we find that the essential normality of [I]⊥ is equivalent to the

Hilbert-Schmidtness of [I].

To state this clearly, we need some notations. For a submodule M in H2(D2), the core operator

CM = I −RzR
∗
z −RwR

∗
w +RzwR

∗
zw,

introduced by Guo and Yang [25] plays an important role in the study of the submodule. A

submodule M is called Hilbert-Schmidt if CM is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. It was conjectured

by Yang [39, Page 403] that
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Conjecture 1.4. All the finitely generated submodules of H2(D2) are Hilbert-Schmidt.

Some positive results on this conjecture have been obtained. In [39, 40], it was proved that all

the algebraic submodules of H2(D2) are Hibert-Schmidt. Luo, Izuchi and Yang [27] proved that a

submodule of H2(D2) containing z−B(w) is Hilbert-Schmidt if and only if it is finitely generated,

where B is a nonconstant finite Blaschke product. This result was then generalized by Zu, Yang

and Lu [42] to the submodules containing B1(z) − B2(w) for finite Blaschke products B1 and B2.

The following result allows us to build up the equivalence between the essential normality of the

quotient modules and the Hilbert-Schmidtness of the associated submodules in H2(D2).

Theorem 1.5. Let M be a submodule of H2(D2) containing a Clark-type function, then M is

Hilbert-Schmidt if and only if M⊥ is essentially normal.

Without the assumption that the submodule contains a Clark-type function, Theorem 1.5 fails.

For example, it is obvious that the submodule [z2] of H2(D2) is Hilbert-Schmidt, while its quotient

[z2]⊥ is not essentially normal. The following result attacks Conjecture 1.4.

Theorem 1.6. Let M be a finitely generated submodule of H2(D2) containing a polynomial, then

M is Hilbert-Schmidt.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we obtain the essential normality of Clark-type

quotient modules in H2(Dd). In Section 3, the K-homology elements of Clark-type quotient mod-

ules are considered, and the non-triviality of the K-homology elements induced by the associated

C∗-extensions is obtained. In Section 4, for submodules M containing a Clark-type ideal, the

equivalence between Hilbert-Schmidtness of M and the essential normality of M⊥ is established.

In Section 5, finitely generated non-algebraic submodules of H2(D2) containing a polynomial are

proven to be Hilbert-Schmidt. And finally in Section 6, several examples on non-algebraic submod-

ules and the associated quotient modules are investigated.

2 (1,∞)-essentially normal quotient modules

To characterize the essential normality of quotient modules over D
d precisely, we introduce the

concept of Macaev ideals. Let λ1, λ2, . . . be the list of singular values of a compact operator

A ∈ B(H) in the descending order, multiplicity being counted. If the sequence
{

1
ln(n+1)

n
∑

k=1

λk

}

is bounded, then A is said to be in the Macaev ideal L(1,∞). Readers are referred to [7] for more

details of Macaev ideals. As in [36], a quotient module N in H2(Dd) is called (1,∞)-essentially

normal if [S∗
p , Sq] ∈ L

(1,∞) for all polynomials p and q.

For A ∈ B(H), if it happens that IdH − A∗A ∈ L
(1,∞), then A is called (1,∞)-essentially

isometric. The adjoint operators of (1,∞)-essentially isometries are called (1,∞)-essentially co-

isometries. If an operator is simultaneously (1,∞)-essentially isometric and (1,∞)-essentially co-

isometric, then it is called (1,∞)-essentially unitary.

Lemma 2.1. Let N be a quotient module of H2(Dd), and ξ be an inner function on D
d such that

Sξ is (1,∞)-essentially unitary, and ϕa : z 7→ a−z
1−āz be a Mobius transform. Then Sϕa(ξ) is also

(1,∞)-essentially unitary.
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Proof. Because Sξ is essentially unitary, it holds that σe(Sξ) ⊂ T. By the spectral mapping theorem,

the essential spectrum

σe(Sϕa(ξ)) = ϕa
(

σe(Sξ)
)

⊂ T,

which implies the Fredholmness of Sϕa(ξ).

Since Sξ is (1,∞)-essentially unitary, we have

PNM∗
ξ PN⊥MξPN = (IdN − S∗

ξSξ)PN ∈ L(1,∞),

and therefore PN⊥MξPN ∈ L(2,∞). Temporarily we write c = ‖PN⊥MξPN ‖(2,∞). Observe that

‖PN⊥Mk+1
ξ PN ‖(2,∞) = ‖PN⊥Mk

ξ (PN⊥ + PN )MξPN ‖(2,∞)

≤ ‖PN⊥Mk
ξ PN⊥MξPN ‖(2,∞) + ‖PN⊥Mk

ξ PNMξPN ‖(2,∞)

≤ c+ ‖PN⊥Mk
ξ PN ‖(2,∞),

then by induction we get

‖PN⊥Mk
ξ PN ‖(2,∞) ≤ kc, ∀k ∈ N.

Consequently

‖PN⊥Mϕa(ξ)PN ‖(2,∞) = ‖PN⊥(a−Mξ)(1− āMξ)
−1PN ‖(2,∞)

= ‖
∞
∑

k=0

aākPN⊥Mk
ξ PN −

∞
∑

k=0

ākPN⊥Mk+1
ξ PN ‖(2,∞)

≤
∞
∑

k=0

|a|k+1‖PN⊥Mk
ξ PN ‖(2,∞) +

∞
∑

k=0

|a|k‖PN⊥Mk+1
ξ PN ‖(2,∞)

≤
∞
∑

k=0

kc|a|k+1 +

∞
∑

k=0

(k + 1)c|a|k

< ∞,

which ensures PN⊥Mϕa(ξ)PN ∈ L(2,∞), and moreover

IdN − S∗
ϕa(ξ)

Sϕa(ξ) = PNM∗
ϕa(ξ)

PN⊥Mϕa(ξ)PN |N∈ L(1,∞). (2.1)

Let Sϕa(ξ) = W |Sϕa(ξ)| be the polar decomposition, where |Sϕa(ξ)| = (S∗
ϕa(ξ)

Sϕa(ξ))
1/2 and W is

the partial isometry that maps N unitarily onto ran Sϕa(ξ). Since Sϕa(ξ) is Fredholm, the subspace

ran (IdN −WW ∗) = coker Sϕa(ξ) is finite dimensional. Then it follows that

IdN − Sϕa(ξ)S
∗
ϕa(ξ)

= W (IdN − S∗
ϕa(ξ)

Sϕa(ξ))W
∗ + (IdN −WW ∗) ∈ L(1,∞),

which completes the proof of the lemma.

For a tuple z ∈ Cd, and multi-index α ∈ Nd, we write zα =
∏d
i=1 z

αi

i . The following result gives

the essential normality of a large class of inhomogeneous quotient Hardy modules.

Theorem 2.2. Let I ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zd] be a Clark-type ideal, then the quotient module [I]⊥ of H2(Dd)

is (1,∞)-essentially normal. Moreover, Szi is (1,∞)-essentially unitary for i = 1, . . . , d.
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Proof. Let J,B1, . . . , Bd be as in Definition 1.2. Write H0 =
⊗d

i=1 kerM
∗
Bi(zi)

which is finite

dimensional, then by the Wold decomposition we have

H2(Dd) =
⊕

α∈Nd

MBαH0.

For p ∈ C[z1, . . . , zd] and f ∈ H2(Dd) we write Apf = p(B)f , then A defines a C[z1, . . . , zd]-module

structure on H2(Dd). Define

U : H2(Dd)⊗H0 → H2(Dd)
∑

α∈Nd

zα ⊗ fα 7→
∑

α∈Nd

Bαfα,

then U is unitary and U(Mp ⊗ IdH0) = ApU . For f ∈ H2(Dd)⊗H0, we have

Uf ∈ [I]⊥ ⇔ M∗
pUf = 0, ∀p ∈ I

⇔ M∗
q(B)Uf = 0, ∀q ∈ J

⇔ A∗
qUf = 0, ∀q ∈ J

⇔ U(Mq ⊗ IdH0)
∗f = 0, ∀q ∈ J

⇔ (Mq ⊗ IdH0)
∗f = 0, ∀q ∈ J

⇔ f ∈ [J ]⊥ ⊗H0,

and therefore [I]⊥ = U([J ]⊥ ⊗H0). By [36, 38] it holds that

P[J ]MziP[J ]⊥ ∈ L(2,∞),

and

P[J ]⊥ − P[J ]⊥MziM
∗
ziP[J ]⊥ ∈ L(1,∞).

Write Bi(zi) = ϕa(zi)B̃i(zi) where ϕa is a Mobius transform and B̃i is a Blaschke product. It

follows that

P[I]MBi(zi)P[I]⊥ = U
(

(P[J ]MziP[J ]⊥)⊗ IdH0

)

U∗ ∈ L(2,∞),

and

P[I]⊥ − Sϕa(zi)S
∗
ϕa(zi)

= P[I]⊥ − P[I]⊥Mϕa(zi)M
∗
ϕa(zi)

P[I]⊥

= P[I]⊥PkerM∗

ϕa(zi)
P[I]⊥

≤ P[I]⊥PkerM∗

Bi(zi)
P[I]⊥

= P[I]⊥ − P[I]⊥MBi(zi)M
∗
Bi(zi)

P[I]⊥

= U(P[J ]⊥ − P[J ]⊥MziM
∗
ziP[J ]⊥)⊗ IdH0)U

∗

∈ L(1,∞). (2.2)

Similarly, from

P[I]⊥M
∗
Bi(zi)

P[I]MBi(zi)P[I]⊥

= P[I]⊥ − P[I]⊥M
∗
Bi(zi)

P[I]⊥MBi(zi)P[I]⊥

= P[I]⊥ − P[I]⊥M
∗
ϕa(zi)

P[I]⊥Mϕa(zi)P[I]⊥ + P[I]⊥M
∗
ϕa(zi)

(P[I]⊥ −M∗
B̃1(z)

P[I]⊥MB̃1(z)
)Mϕa(zi)P[I]⊥

≥ P[I]⊥ − P[I]⊥M
∗
ϕa(zi)

P[I]⊥Mϕa(zi)P[I]⊥

= P[I]⊥M
∗
ϕa(zi)

P[I]Mϕa(zi)P[I]⊥ ,
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we obtain

Id[I]⊥ − S∗
ϕa(zi)

Sϕa(zi) = P[I]⊥M
∗
ϕa(zi)

P[I]Mϕa(zi)P[I]⊥ |[I]⊥∈ L(1,∞). (2.3)

By (2.2) and (2.3), Sϕa(zi) is (1,∞)-essentially unitary. Then it follows from Lemma 2.1 that

Szi = Sϕa◦ϕa(zi) is (1,∞)-essential unitary.

In the proof of Proposition 2.2, if one of the inner functions B1, . . . , Bd is not a finite Blaschke

products, namely some Bi is a Blaschke product with infinite order, or even has a nontrivial singular

part, then H0 is infinite dimensional. The unitary U builds up the equivalence between the quotient

modules [I]⊥ and [J ]⊥ ⊗H0, which are not essentially normal. This derives the following result.

Corollary 2.3. Let η =
(

η1(z1), . . . , ηd(zd)
)

be a d-tuple of nonconstant inner functions, and

J ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zd] be a distinguished quasi-homogeneous ideal. Then [Jη]
⊥ is essentially normal if

and only if all the ηi’s are finite Blaschke products.

By the similar technique in [38, Section 5], Proposition 2.2 can be generalized to the case of

integer-weighted Bergman modules. For simplicity, let [I]⊥α be the quotient module of A2
α(D

2)

determined by the ideal I. Without confusion, in the weighted Bergman space we also denote

Sf,[I]⊥α = P[I]⊥α
Mf |[I]⊥α .

Corollary 2.4. Let I ⊂ C[z, w] be a Clark-type ideal, then for every integer α ≥ −1, the quotient

module [I]⊥α is (1,∞)-essentially normal.

Proof. The case α = −1 is included in Proposition 2.2, so in the remaining we assume α ≥ 0.

By the argument following Definition 1.2, there is a distinguished homogeneous ideal J ∈ C[z, w]

and nonconstant finite Blaschke products B1, B2, such that I is generated by the numerators of

functions in JB . Let J1 be the homogeneous ideal of C[z1, . . . , zα+2, w1, . . . , wα+2] generated by

{q(zi, wi), zi − zj , wi − wj : q ∈ J, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ α+ 2},

and I1 ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zα+2, w1, . . . , wα+2] be the ideal generated by the numerators of functions in

{q
(

B1(z1), . . . , B1(zα+2), B2(w1), . . . , B2(wα+2)
)

: q ∈ J1}.

By Proposition 2.2, on the quotient Hardy module [I1]
⊥ ⊂ H2(D2α+4), the operators Szi,[I1]⊥ and

Swi,[I1]⊥ are (1,∞)-essentially co-isometric.

Let I2 ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zα+2, w1, . . . , wα+2] be the ideal generated by the numerators of functions in

{p(zi, wi), zi − zj , wi − wj : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ α+ 2, p ∈ I},

then from I1 ⊂ I2 we deduce [I2]
⊥ ⊂ [I1]

⊥. Consequently, both Szi,[I2]⊥ and Swi,[I2]⊥ are (1,∞)-

essentially co-isometric. By [6, 36], for the ideal I3 generated by {zi − zj , wi−wj : 1 ≤ i ≤ α+2},

the quotient Hardy module [I3]
⊥ is unitarily equivalent to the weighted Bergman module A2

α(D
2),

via the mapping

f(z1, . . . , zα+2, w1, . . . , wα+2) 7→ f(z, . . . , z, w, . . . , w).

Hence [I2]
⊥ is unitarily equivalent to [I]⊥α . Therefore both Sz,[I]⊥α and Sw,[I]⊥α are (1,∞)-essentially

co-isometric. Finally, by [24, Proposition 2.5], [I]⊥α is (1,∞)-essentially normal.

7



Theorem 2.5. If I ⊂ C[z, w] is a distinguished ideal with Clark-type variety, then for every integer

α ≥ −1, the quotient module [I]⊥α is (1,∞)-essentially normal.

Proof. By the argument following Definition 1.2, there exists a homogeneous ideal J ⊂ C[z, w] and

finite Blaschke products B1, B2, such that

Z(I) ∩D
d = Z(I0) ∩ D

d,

where I0 is the ideal generated by the numerators of functions in JB . Since I is distinguished, I0
and a fortiori J is distinguished.

The Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz ensures the existence of an integer N such that I ⊃ IN0 , where IN0
is the ideal generated by the numerators of q ◦B, q ∈ JN . Then IN0 is of Clark-type. Proposition

2.2 and Corollary 2.4 guarantee the (1,∞)-essential normality of [IN0 ]⊥α , hence

Id[I]⊥α − Sz,[I]⊥αS
∗
z,[I]⊥α

= P[I]⊥α

(

Id[IN0 ]⊥α
− Sz,[IN0 ]⊥α

S∗
z,[IN0 ]⊥α

)

|[I]⊥α∈ L(1,∞),

and symmetrically

Id[I]⊥α − Sw,[I]⊥αS
∗
w,[I]⊥α

∈ L(1,∞).

Then the proof of the corollary is finished by [24, Proposition 2.5].

Combining Theorem 2.5 and [24, Corollary 6.4], we immediately get the following result.

Corollary 2.6. Let I ⊂ C[z, w] be an ideal which is the intersection of ideals I1, . . . , In with Clark-

type varieties, such that Z(Ii) ∩ Z(Ij) ∩ T
d = ∅ whenever i 6= j. Then [I]⊥ is essentially normal.

3 K-homology for Clark-type quotient modules

In this section, we will consider the K-homology defined by Clark-type quotient modules. Recall

that, by the BDF-theory [4], when a quotient module [I]⊥ is essentially normal, we have the

following short exact sequence

0 → K → C∗([I]⊥) → C(σe(Sz1 , · · · , Szd)) → 0, (3.1)

where C∗([I]⊥) is the C∗-algebra generated by {Id[I]⊥, Sz1 , · · · , Szd}, and σe(Sz1 , · · · , Szd) is the

Taylor’s joint essential spectrum [8, 31] of the tuple (Sz1 , · · · , Szd). It will be shown that the short

exact sequence (3.1) is not splitting, which gives a nontrivial element eI in the K-homology group

K
(

σe(Sz1 , · · · , Szd)
)

. To continue, for Clark-type quotient modules [I]⊥ we will prove that

σe(Sz1 , · · · , Szd) = Z(I) ∩ ∂Dd.

For z ∈ C
d and a subset S of {1, . . . , d}, we write zS =

∏

i∈S zi. For a Hilbert C[z1, . . . , zd]-

module H, we set

CH =
∑

S⊂{1,...,d}

(−1)card SMzSM
∗
zS ,

8



then for a submodule M of H2(Dd), CM is just the core operator defined by Guo and Yang [25].

It is routine to verify that CH2(Dd) = 1⊗ 1 is compact. For the weighted Bergman module A2
α(D

d)

where α ∈ (−1,∞), an orthonormal basis is







√

√

√

√

d
∏

i=1

Γ(βi + α+ 2)

Γ(βi + 1)Γ(α + 2)
zβ : β ∈ N

d







,

and it is routine to verify that

CA2
α(D

d)z
β =

(α+ 1)d
∏d
i=1(βi + α+ 1)

zβ , ∀β ∈ N
d.

Hence CA2
α(D

d) is compact for all α ∈ [−1,∞).

Proposition 3.1. Let I ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zd] be an ideal such that

∂
(

Z(I) ∩ D
d
)

= Z(I) ∩ ∂Dd, (3.2)

and α ≥ −1 be a real number, such that the quotient module [I]⊥ of A2
α(D

d) is essentially normal,

then the Taylor essential spectrum [31, 32]

σe(Sz1 , . . . , Szd) = Z(I) ∩ ∂Dd.

Proof. Since p(Sz1 , . . . , Szd) = 0 for all polynomials p ∈ I, the spectral mapping theorem [32] gives

σe(Sz1 , . . . , Szd) ⊂ σ(Sz1 , . . . , Szd) ⊂ Z(I).

From

C[I]⊥α
= P[I]⊥α

CA2
α(D

d) |[I]⊥α (3.3)

we obtain the compactness of C[I]⊥α
. Then since C∗([I]⊥α ) is essentially commutative, it follows from

the definition of C[I]⊥α
that σe([I]

⊥
α ) ⊂ ∂Dd. Therefore we have proved

σe(Sz1 , . . . , Szd) ⊂ Z(I) ∩ ∂Dd.

For the inverse inclusion, let λ ∈ Z(I) ∩ ∂Dd. By [8, Corollary 3.9], we need to deny the

Fredholmness of T =
d
∑

i=1
(λi−Szi)(λi−Szi)

∗. If T is Fredholm, then by the positivity of T , we can

find an invertible positive operator B and a compact K such that T = B +K. Take a sequence

{µn} in Z(I) ∩ D
d that converges to λ. Let kµn =

Kµn

‖Kµn‖
be the normalized reproducing kernel,

then {kµn} converges to 0 weakly. Hence there is a number c > 0 making

lim inf
n→∞

〈Tkµn , kµn〉 = lim inf
n→∞

〈(B +K)kµn , kµn〉 = lim inf
n→∞

〈Bkµn , kµn〉 ≥ c.

However, since µn ∈ Vu, it holds that kµn ∈ [I]⊥, and consequently

lim
n→∞

〈Tkµn , kµn〉 = lim
n→∞

|λ− µn|
2 = 0, (3.4)

contradicting to the previous inequality. Therefore T is not Fredholm and λ ∈ σe(Sz1 , . . . , Szd),

completing the proof of the proposition.
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For a Clark-type variety V = Z(pB) ∩ D
d, it holds

∂V = Z(pB) ∩ T
2 = Z(pB) ∩ ∂D2,

therefore the condition (3.2) in Proposition 3.1 is satisfied. This together with Theorem 2.2 and

Theorem 2.5 derives the following corollaries on the Taylor essential spectrums of the quotient

modules.

Corollary 3.2. Let I ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zd] be a Clark-type ideal, then

σe(Sz1 , . . . , Szd) = Z(I) ∩ ∂Dd.

And in the case d = 2, the following corollary holds.

Corollary 3.3. Let I ⊂ C[z, w] be an ideal with Clark-type variety, and α ≥ −1 be an integer, then

σe(Sz, Sw) = Z(I) ∩ ∂D2.

By Theorem 2.5 and [24, Theorem 5.2], we can prove the non-triviality of the C∗-extensions

associated to the quotient modules with Clark-type variety.

Theorem 3.4. Let I ⊂ C̈[z, w] be an ideal with Clark-type variety, and α ≥ −1 be an integer, then

the short exact sequence

0 → K →֒ C∗([I]⊥α ) → C(Z(I) ∩ ∂D2) → 0

is not splitting.

To prove the non-triviality of the C∗-extensions corresponding to the Clark-type quotient mod-

ules in the high dimensional cases, the following technical lemma is needed.

Lemma 3.5. Let J ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zd] be a distinguished K-quasi-homogeneous ideal, then Sz1 is a

Fredholm operator with nonzero index.

Proof. By [38], Sz1 is essentially unitary and therefore Fredholm. Evidently 1 ∈ kerS∗
z1 , hence

dimkerS∗
z1 > 0. It remains to prove the injectivity of Sz1 . Let h ∈ kerSz1 beK-quasi-homogeneous,

and J =
⋂n
k=1 Jk be the primary decomposition of J , where each Z(Jk) is 1-dimensional. Then

z1h ∈ [J ] ∩ C[z1, . . . , zd] =
n
⋂

k=1

Jk.

For each k, the variety Z(Jk) ⊂ Z(J) is distinguished, hence zn1 /∈ Jk, ∀n ∈ N. Therefore h ∈
⋂n
k=1 Jk = J , which ensures kerSz1 = 0.

Theorem 3.6. Let I ⊂ C[z1, . . . , zd] be a Clark-type ideal, then the short exact sequence

0 → K →֒ C∗([I]⊥) → C(Z(I) ∩ ∂Dd) → 0

is not splitting.

Proof. By [19, Lemma 5.5], it suffices to prove SB1(z1),[I]⊥ is a Fredholm operator with nonzero

index.

Let J,B1, . . . , Bd be as in Definition 1.2. By the proof of Proposition 2.2, SB1(z1),[I]⊥ is unitary

equivalent to Sz1,[J ]⊥ ⊗ IdH0 , where H0 =
⊗d

i=1 kerM
∗
Bi(zi)

is finite dimensional. By Proposition

3.5, Sz1,[J ]⊥ is Fredholm with nonzero index, then so are Sz1,[J ]⊥ ⊗ IdH0 and SB1(z1),[I]⊥.
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4 Hilbert-Schmidt submodules vs. Essentially normal quotient

modules

In this section, we establish the connection between Hilbert-Schmidt submodules and essentially

normal quotient modules.

Let p be a polynomial such that

Z(p) ∩ Z(z) ∩ ∂D2 = ∅.

Suppose that M is a finitely generated submodule containing p, i.e. M = [p, f1, · · · , fn] where

fi ∈ H2(D2), and set

Q = M⊖ [p] = [p]⊥ ⊖M⊥.

It is not hard to verify that Q is invariant for Sz,[p]⊥. In fact, for any f ∈ Q, g ∈ M⊥ and

q ∈ C[z, w], it holds that

〈Sq,[p]⊥f, g〉 = 〈P[p]⊥Mqf, g〉 = 〈qf, P[p]⊥g〉 = 0.

For q ∈ C[z, w], we write

Tq,Q = Sq,[p]⊥ |Q= PQMq |Q . (4.1)

The following lemma is inspired by [27].

Lemma 4.1. Under the above assumptions, the subspace ker T ∗
z,Q is of finite dimension.

Proof. Please note that

kerT ∗
z,Q = Q⊖ Sz,[p]⊥Q

= {f ∈ Q : 〈f, P[p]⊥(zg)〉 = 0, ∀g ∈ Q}

= {f ∈ Q : 〈f, zg〉 = 0, ∀g ∈ Q}

= {f ∈ Q : 〈f, h〉 = 0, ∀h ∈ zM⊖ z[p]}

= M∩ [p]⊥ ∩ (zM⊖ z[p])⊥

= M⊖ [p, zM]

⊆ M⊖ [zM+ pM].

Next, we claim that M⊖ [zM+ pM] is of finite dimension. Since

Z(p) ∩ Z(z) ∩ ∂D2 = ∅,

by [20], zH2(D2) + pH2(D2) is closed and

dimH2(D2)⊖
(

zH2(D2) + pH2(D2)
)

< ∞.

It is not hard to select a basis {ei : 1 ≤ i ≤ k} of H2(D2) ⊖
(

zH2(D2) + pH2(D2)
)

, consisting of

bounded functions. We claim that

M⊖ [zM+ pM] ⊂ span
{

P[p](eifj) : i = 1, · · · , k, j = 1, · · · , n+ 1
}

,
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where for convenience, we denote fn+1 = p. To prove this, suppose g ∈ M⊖ [zM+ pM] satisfies

g ⊥ span
{

P[p](eifj) : i = 1, · · · , k, j = 1, · · · , n + 1
}

.

Now, for any h ∈ H2(D2), there exists h1 ∈ H2(D2)⊖ [z, p] and h2 ∈ [z, p], such that h = h1 + h2,

then

P[p](h1fj) ∈ span{P[p](eifj) : i = 1, . . . , k}.

Furthermore, it is easy to see h2fj ∈ [zM+ pM]. Therefore

〈g, hfj〉 = 〈g, h1fj〉+ 〈g, h2fj〉 = 0,

It follows that g ⊥ M, and the claim is proved. Consequently, ker T ∗
z,Q is of finite dimension.

The following lemma originates from Arveson [2, 3], and we omit its proof which is almost

trivial.

Lemma 4.2. Let A be an essentially normal operator on a Hilbert space, and M be a closed

invariant subspace for A. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(1) the restriction A |M is (1,∞)-essentially normal (resp. essentially normal);

(2) the operator PMA|M⊥ belongs to L(2,∞) (resp. K);

(3) the compression PM⊥A|M⊥ is (1,∞)-essentially normal (resp. essentially normal).

Theorem 4.3. Let M be a submodule in H2(D2) containing a Clark-type ideal I, then the following

statements are equivalent.

(1) M is Hilbert-Schmidt;

(2) M⊥ is (1,∞)-essentially normal;

(3) M1 = [I]⊥ ⊖M⊥ is (1,∞)-essentially normal.

Proof. The equivalence between (2) and (3) follows immediately from Theorem 2.2 and Lemma

4.2.

(1)⇒(2): Suppose M is Hilbert-Schmidt, i.e.

CM = IdM −RzR
∗
z −RwR

∗
w +RzRwR

∗
zR

∗
w ∈ L2.

By [41, Theorem 4.3], it holds σe(Sz, Sw) ⊂ ∂D2. On the other hand, for each f ∈ I we have

f(Sz, Sw) = Sf = 0, which forces

f
(

σ(Sz, Sw)
)

= σ
(

f(Sz, Sw)
)

⊂ {0}.

Consequently σe(Sz, Sw) ⊂ Z(I) ∩ ∂D2 ⊂ T
2. Applying the spectral mapping theorem, we find

σe(Sz) ⊂ T which ensures the Fredholmness of Sz. It follows from Theorem 2.2 that

Id[I]⊥ − Sz,[I]⊥S
∗
z,[I]⊥ ∈ L(1,∞),
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and consequently

IdM⊥ − SzS
∗
z ∈ L(1,∞),

which derives the (1,∞)-essential normality of M⊥.

(2)⇒(1): This follows from the direct computation

CM = PM(Id−MzPMM∗
z −MwPMM∗

w +MzwPMM∗
zw) |M

= PM(Id−MzM
∗
z −MwM

∗
w +MzwM

∗
zw) |M

+PM(MzPM⊥M∗
z +MwPM⊥M∗

w −MzwPM⊥M∗
zw) |M

= PM(1⊗ 1) |M +DzD
∗
z +DwD

∗
w −DzwD

∗
zw

∈ L(1,∞),

where Dp = PMMpPM⊥ for p ∈ C[z, w], and the last “∈” follows from Lemma 4.2.

Theorem 4.4. Let p be a distinguished homogenous polynomial, and B1, B2 be nonconstant finite

Blaschke products. If M is a finitely generated submodule containing pB, then

(1) both Sz,M⊥ and Sw,M⊥ are (1,∞)-essentially unitary, and hence M is Hilbert-Schmidt,

(2) the quotient module M⊥ is (1,∞)-essentially normal.

Proof. By Theorem 4.3, we only need to prove (2). For M = [pB, f1, · · · , fn], we decompose the

quotient module [pB ]
⊥ into

[pB ]
⊥ = Q⊕M⊥,

then accordingly Sz,[pB]⊥ has a matrix representation

Sz,[pB]⊥ =

(

Tz,Q Dz

0 Sz,M⊥

)

, (4.2)

where Dz = P[Q]⊥Sz|M⊥ . Now, for the Clark-type function pB , Sz,[pB]⊥ is (1,∞)-essentially unitary

by Theorem 2.2. Since Q is invariant for Sz,[pB]⊥ , we conclude that Tz,Q is (1,∞)-essentially

isometric. Moreover, ker T ∗
z,Q is finite dimensional by Lemma 4.1, therefore Tz,Q is Fredholm,

whence (1,∞)-essentially unitary. Then by Lemma 4.2, Sz,M⊥ = PM⊥Sz,[pB]⊥ |M⊥ is (1,∞)-

essentially normal. Similarly, Sw,M⊥ is also (1,∞)-essentially unitary, and hence M⊥ is (1,∞)-

essentially normal.

5 Hilbert-Schmidtness of the submodule containing a polynomial

In this section, we study the Hilbert-Schmidtness of finitely generated submodules containing a

polynomial.

Theorem 5.1. Let p be a polynomial in C[z, w], and M be a finitely generated submodule containing

a polynomial p, then Sz,M⊥ is Fredholm. Furthermore, M is Hilbert-Schmidt.

13



Proof. The theorem will be proved in two steps.

Step 1. We first consider the case Z(p) ∩ Z(z) ∩ ∂D2 = ∅.

At first, we claim that Sz,[p]⊥ is bounded below. In fact, by [40], the submodule [p] is Hilbert-

Schmidt. Then [41, Theorem 4.3] implies σe(Sz,[p]⊥, Sw,[p]⊥) ⊂ ∂D2. On the other hand, we have

σe(Sz,[p]⊥, Sw,[p]⊥) ⊂ σ(Sz,[p]⊥, Sw,[p]⊥) ⊂ Z(p),

and it follows that σe(Sz,[p]⊥, Sw,[p]⊥) ⊂ Z(p) ∩ ∂D2. Since Z(p) ∩ Z(z) ∩ ∂D2 = ∅, the spectral

mapping theorem gives 0 /∈ σe(Sz,[p]⊥), hence Sz,[p]⊥ is Fredholm. According to the proof of [24,

Lemma 2.3], Sz,[p]⊥ is injective, and hence it is bounded below, which proves the claim.

With respect to [p]⊥ = Q⊕M⊥, Sz,[p]⊥ can be decomposed as

Sz,[p]⊥ =

(

Tz,Q Dz

O Sz,M⊥

)

.

Therefore Tz,Q is bounded below. As a consequence of Lemma 4.1, Tz,Q is Fredholm. Hence there

exists a compact operator K and Az ∈ B(Q) such that

AzTz,Q = I +K.

Obviously,

(

Az O

O I

)

is Fredholm and so is

(

Az O

O I

)(

Tz,Q Dz

O Sz,M⊥

)

=

(

I +K D

O Sz,M⊥

)

,

where D = AzDz is a bounded operator. It follows that

(

I D

O Sz,M⊥

)

is Fredholm. Now, from

(

I D

O I

)(

I −D

O I

)

=

(

I −D

O I

)(

I D

O I

)

=

(

I O

O I

)

,

we conclude that

(

I −D

O I

)

is invertible, and hence

(

I O

O Sz,M⊥

)

=

(

I D

O Sz,M⊥

)(

I −D

O I

)

is Fredholm, which ensures the Fredholmness of Sz,M⊥ , i.e. 0 6∈ σe(Sz,M⊥). Then by [40, Theorem

2.3], M is Hilbert-Schmidt.

Step 2. For the case Z(p) ∩ Z(z) ∩ ∂D2 6= ∅, by [39, Corollary 3.5], we choose an a ∈ D such

that p has no zeroes in {a} × T. Denote the Mobius transformation by

ϕa(z) =
a− z

1− āz
, Φa(z, w) = (ϕa(z), w).

It is easy to see that there exists an a ∈ D such that

Z(z) ∩ Z(pΦa) ∩ ∂D2 = ∅.

Let MΦa = {f ◦ Φa, f ∈ M}, then by Step 1 the core operator CMΦa
is Hilbert-Schmidt. Then

the Hilbert-Schmidtness of CM follows from [41, Proposition 2.1].
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6 Examples

In this section, we consider several examples. At first, we show that in Theorem 4.4, without the

assumption that the submodule is finitely generated, the associated quotient module may fail to

be essentially normal.

Example 6.1. Consider the quotient module [z−w]⊥ of H2(D2), which can be seen as the Bergman

space over the unit disc. Take an invariant subspace N of Sz such that dim(N ⊖ SzN ) = ∞, then

the submodule M = [z − w] ⊕ N is infinitely generated. By [27], M is not Hilbert-Schmidt, and

hence by Proposition 4.3, M⊥ is not essentially normal.

�

We conjecture that all the quotient modules corresponding to infinitely generated submodules

are not essentially normal. In the following example, we prove that this is the case for Rudin’s

quotient module.

Example 6.2. In [28, Page71], Rudin constructed an invariant subspace of H2(D2) of infinite rank

as follows. It is the submodule M consisting of all the elements in H2(D2) with zero order at least

n at (αn, 0) =
(

1− n−3, 0
)

for each positive integer n. By [28, Page 71], Rudin′s submodule is not

finitely generated. Let










bn(z) = (z − αn) / (1− αnz) ,

q0(z) =
∏∞
n=1 b

n
n(z),

qj(z) = qj−1(z)/
∏∞
n=j bn(z), j ≥ 1.

In [29], Seto and Yang obtained the decompositon

M⊥ =

∞
⊕

j=0

(

H2(z)⊖ qj(z)H
2(z)

)

wj .

In the case n ≥ 2, since αn ∈ Z(q0)∩Z(q1), it is easy to see that the normalized reproducing kernel

kαn(z) ∈ H2(z)⊖ q1(z)H
2(z) ⊆ H2(z)⊖ q0(z)H

2(z).

Routine calculation gives

(S∗
wSw − SwS

∗
w)kαn(z) = kαn(z),

therefore S∗
wSw − SwS

∗
w is not compact, and consequently M⊥ is not essentially normal.

�

As usual, for a quotient module M⊥ in H2(D2), we briefly write σe(M
⊥) = σe(Sz,M⊥ , Sw,M⊥).

Example 6.3. In this example, we construct a non-algebraic submodule M containing pB such

that M/[pB ] is infinite dimensional, while σe(M
⊥) = σe([pB ]

⊥).

Let p =
∏n
i=1 (z − αiω)

ni be a distinguished homogeneous polynomial where each |αi| = 1, and

B1, B2 be two nonconstant finite Blaschke products. Let B be an infinite Blaschke product satisfying

T ⊆ Z(B). Set D = Z(B ◦B1), and

E =

n
⋃

i=1

Z
(

B ◦ (αiB2)
)

= Z
(

n
∏

i=1

B ◦ (αiB2)
)

.
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Let B3 = B ◦ B1 and B4 =
∏n
i=1B ◦ (αiB2), then by Theorem 4.4 and [41, Theorem 4.3], the

submodule M = [B3(z)B4(w), pB ] is Hilbert-Schmidt, and moreover, σe(M
⊥) ⊆ ∂D2. Then the

spectral mapping theorem ensures

σe(M
⊥) ⊆ Z(pB) ∩ ∂D2 = σe([pB ]

⊥).

Conversely, for (λ1, λ2) ∈ σe([pB ]
⊥), since B1(λ1) = αiB2(λ2) ∈ T for some i, there exists a

sequence {µn} in Z(B) such that (µn, µn) → (B1(λ), αiB2(µ)). Then by [16, Lemma 2.2], we can

find tn ∈ {B−1
1 (µn)} ⊂ Z(B3) and t′n ∈ {(αiB2)

−1(µn)} ⊂ Z(B4) such that (tn, t
′
n) → (λ1, λ2).

Observing that

pB(tn, t
′
n) = p

(

B1(tn), B2(t
′
n)
)

= p(ηn, ηn) = 0,

we conclude

(tn, t
′
n) ∈ Z

(

B3(z)B4(w)
)

∩ Z(pB).

Then by [16, Lemma 2.2] and [21, Theorem 6.1], it is not difficult to verify

σe([pB ]
⊥) ⊆ Z

(

B3(z)B4(w)
)

∩ Z(pB) ∩ ∂D2 ⊆ σe(M
⊥).

�

By Theorem 4.4, both M⊥ = [B3(z)B4(w), pB ]
⊥ and [pB]

⊥ are essentially normal, hence there

are two C∗-extensions

0 → K → C∗(M⊥) → C
(

σe([pB ]
⊥)
)

→ 0, (6.1)

and

0 → K → C∗([pB ]
⊥) → C

(

σe([pB ]
⊥)
)

→ 0. (6.2)

From Theorem 3.6, the short exact sequence (6.2) gives a nontrivial element in the K-homology

group K
(

σe([pB ]
⊥)
)

. We end this section by the following question.

Question 6.4. Are these two C∗-extensions essentially unitarily equivalent?
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