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GEOMETRIC ARVESON-DOUGLAS CONJECTURE

MIROSLAV ENGLIS, JORG ESCHMEIER

ABSTRACT. We prove the Arveson-Douglas essential normality conjecture for graded
Hilbert submodules that consist of functions vanishing on a given homogeneous sub-
variety of the ball, smooth away from the origin. Our main tool is the theory of
generalized Toeplitz operators of Boutet de Monvel and Guillemin.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let B¢ be the unit ball in C?, d > 1. The Drury-Arveson space H? consists of
all holomorphic functions f(z) =Y, f,z” on B? such that

V!
1fDa = Z |fu|2—, < 00,
R

equipped with the corresponding norm and inner product. The operators
M., J() e 2 f(2)

of multiplication by the coordinate functions are bounded on H2, and commute with
each other. This endows H32 with the structure of a module over the polynomial ring
C[z1,. .., 24|, a polynomial p corresponding to the operator M, = p(M,,,...,M,,)
of multiplication by p on H3. If M C H3 is a (closed) subspace invariant under
all M., j =1,...,d, we can therefore consider the restrictions M, |m, which are
commuting bounded linear operators on M, as well as the compressions

Sj Z:PMJ_MZJ.’MJ_, jzl,...,d,

of the M, to the orthogonal complement M+ = H2 © M, which are commuting
bounded linear operators on M.

The following conjecture was originally made by Arveson [1] with d in the place
of dim Z(p), and refined to the current form by Douglas [8].!
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Arveson-Douglas Conjecture. Assume M is generated, as a module, by finitely
many homogeneous polynomials p1,...,pm € Clz1,...,24]. Then the commutators
[S;,5:], 3,k =1,....,d, belong to the Schatten class S for all ¢ > dim Z(p), where
dim Z(p) is the complex dimension of the zero-set Z(p) = Z(pi,...,pm) of the
polynomials p1,...,Pm.

The Arveson conjecture, and in some cases also its refined version due to Douglas,
have so far been proved in various special settings: by Arveson himself [1] when
Pl,- .., Pm are monomials; by Guo and Wang [17] for m = 1 or d < 3; by Douglas
and Wang [9] when m = 1 and M is a submodule of the Bergman space LZ_(B9)
on B? (instead of H?) generated by an arbitrary, not necessarily homogeneous
polynomial p; by Fang and Xia [14] for submodules of the same type in certain
weighted (Sobolev-)Bergman spaces on B¢, which included L2 (B%) as well as the
Hardy space H?(0B%) on B?, but not H3 (unless d = 1); by Kennedy and Shalit
[20] when py,...,p,, are homogeneous polynomials such that the linear spans of
Z(p1), ..+, Z(pm) in C? have mutually trivial intersections; etc. See the recent
survey paper by Shalit [23] for some more details and further information, as well
as the original paper by Douglas [8] for more on the motivation and applications
to K-homology and index theory.

There is also a reformulation of (a weaker version of) the Arveson-Douglas con-
jecture in terms of varieties. Namely, denote by I(p) the ideal in Clz,...,2q4]
generated by p1,...,pm; then M is the closure of I(p) in H3, and I(p) is a homo-
geneous (or graded) ideal, meaning that

5

I(p) = Zk>0(l (p) N (homogeneous polynomials of degree k)).

Denoting for any ideal J in Clzy,. .., z4] by
Z(J):={2€C%: q(z) =0Vq € J}

the zero set of J, we then have Z(p) = Z(I(p)), which is a homogeneous variety
in C?, i.e. z € Z(p), t € C implies tz € Z(p). Conversely, for any subset X c C,

I(X):={qeClz,...,24] : q(2) =0Vz € X}

is an ideal in Cl[z1,...,zq], which is homogeneous if X is. The correspondences
J— Z(J), X — I(X) are not one-to-one: one always has I(Z(J)) D J, with equal-
ity if and only if J is a radical ideal, i.e. J = v/J where v/J := {q € C[z1,...,24] :
q" € Jforsomen = 1,2,...}; also, Z(J1) = Z(Jo) if and only if /J; = /Ja
(this is Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz). Specializing to modules generated by radical
ideals, we thus get the following “geometric version” of the Arveson-Douglas con-
jecture [20].

Geometric Arveson-Douglas conjecture. Let V be a homogeneous variety
in C* and M = {f € H3 : f(z) = 0 forall 2 € VN B} Then [S;,S;] € 89
for all g > dim¢ V.

As already mentioned in passing, one can consider the above conjectures not
only for H3, but also for other spaces of holomorphic functions on B? on which
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the multiplication operators M., j = 1,...,d, act boundedly. These include the
(weighted Bergman) spaces

AL(BY) = A7 = L (B, dpto)

of holomorphic functions on B? square-integrable with respect to the probability
measure
IMNa+d+1)

W(1—|Z|2)adz, o > —1,

dg(z) :=
where dz denotes the Lebesgue volume on C? and the restriction on « ensures that

these spaces are nontrivial (and contain all polynomials). In terms of the Taylor
coefficients f(z) =Y f,2", the norm in A2 is given by

9 o, VIIN(d+a+1)
) 718 = S 1 e

The right-hand side makes actually sense and is positive-definite for all « > —d —1,
and we can thus extend the definition of A2 also to « in this range; in particular,
this will give, in addition to the weighted Bergman spaces for a > —1 (including
the ordinary — i.e. unweighted — Bergman space L2 ,(B?) for a = 0), also the
Hardy space

A? | = H?*(0B?, do)

with respect to the normalized surface measure do on OB for a = —1, as well as
the Drury-Arveson space

A%d == Hc2l

for a = —d. Furthermore, passing from (1) to the equivalent norm

2 1741
@ 12 = Y P o

v+ 1) |

one can even define the corresponding spaces A2, for any real o, with A2 = A2
(as sets, with equivalent norms) for & > —d — 1 (hence, in particular, A2 do = H2
for a« = —d, A%LO = H?(0BY) for a = —1, and A2, = A2 for a > —1). Actually,
A2 | are precisely the subspaces of holomorphic functions

Aio = W};?/Q(Bd) {f € W_O‘/Q(Bd) : f is holomorphic on Bd}

in the Sobolev spaces W~/2(B%) on B? of order — 3, for any real . The coordinate
multiplications M., j = 1,...,d, are continuous on A2 for any a € R, and one
can consider the Arveson-Douglas conjecture in this setting.

Our main result is the proof of the geometric variant of the Arveson-Douglas
conjecture — that is, proof of the Arveson-Douglas conjecture for subspaces M
generated by a radical homogeneous ideal — in all these settings for smooth sub-
manifolds.
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Main Theorem. Let V be a homogeneous variety in C* such that V \ {0} is a
complex submanifold of C4\{0} of dimension n, a € R, and M the subspace in A2,

or in A2 if « > —d — 1, of functions vanishing on V. N B<. Then [S;,S;] € 89,
jk=1,...,d, for all ¢ > n.

Our method of proof relies on two ingredients: the results of Beatrous about
restrictions of functions in A2, to submanifolds [7], and the theory of Boutet de
Monvel and Guillemin of Toeplitz operators on the Hardy space with pseudodif-
ferential symbols (so-called “generalized Toeplitz operators”) [4] [3]. It actually
turns out that the Boutet de Monvel and Guillemin theory can also be used to
replace the results of Beatrous from [7], at least those that we need here. The re-
quired prerequisites about the generalized Toeplitz operators of Boutet de Monvel
and Guillemin are reviewed in Section 2, and those about restrictions to subman-
ifolds in Section 3. With these tools it is possible to prove a variant of our main
theorem with V' a (not necessarily homogeneous) complex submanifold of B? in-
tersecting OB? transversally; we do this in Section 4. The proof of Main Theorem,
which builds on the same ideas but with some additional technicalities, is given in
Section 5.

2. GENERALIZED TOEPLITZ OPERATORS

Let © be a bounded strictly pseudoconvex domain with smooth (i.e. C*°) bound-
ary in W, where W is either C™ or, more generally, a complex manifold of dimen-
sion n; an example is W a complex submanifold of dimension n in C%, d > n, and
Q= WnNBY (One could even allow W to be a complex analytic variety of di-
mension n with singularities in €2 but not on 02, an example being a homogeneous
complex cone of dimension n in C%, d > n, again with Q = W N BY; see §2i in [3].)
We fix a positively-signed “defining function” p for €2, i.e. a function smooth on the
closure 2 of Q such that p > 0 on Q and p = 0, Vp # 0 on 9Q; in the example
above, we can take p(z) =1 — |2|%.

Let L?(092) be the Lebesgue space on the boundary 02 with respect to the sur-
face measure (i.e. the (2n — 1)-dimensional Hausdorff measure) dA on W; we will
denote the inner product and norm in L?(9Q) by (-,-)aq and || - ||aq, respectively,
and similarly by (-,-)q the inner product in L?(€,dz).2 Let d denote the usual
Cauchy-Riemann operator on W, and 0* its (formal) adjoint with respect to some
fixed smooth Hermitian metric on W; the harmonic functions on W are then those
annihilated by the Laplacian A := —9*0. The Hardy space H?(9Q) is the sub-
space in L?(99) of functions whose Poisson extension into € is not only harmonic
but holomorphic; or, equivalently, the closure in L?(9) of C£(0€2), the space of
boundary values of all the functions in C°°(£2) that are holomorphic on Q. We will
also denote by W#(0Q), s € R, the Sobolev spaces on 012, and by Wy (992) the
closure of Cp2(092) in W#(9€). The Poisson extension operator

K : C®(0Q) — C>(Q), AKu =0 on €, Kulaa = u,

then extends to a bounded operator from W#*(92) onto Wlf;;lln/ 2(Q), the subspace

of harmonic functions in the Sobolev space W*+1/2(Q) on €, and from Wy, (99)

2In the case of W a manifold, we use the surface measure and volume with respect to some
chosen Riemannian metric on W.
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onto W§$ L/ ?(9), the subspace of holomorphic functions in W*+1/2(Q). The oper-
ator of taking the boundary values (or “trace”)

v : C®(Q) — C®(09), ~vf = floa,

which acts from W*(Q) onto W*~1/2(9Q) for s > 1 (this is the Sobolev trace

theorem), similarly extends to a bounded map from Wy, (Q) onto W*~1/2(9Q)
and from W (Q) onto Wﬁ(il/ 2(8Q), for any s € R, which is the right inverse
to K. On harmonic and holomorphic functions, v and K are thus mutual inverses,
establishing isomorphisms Wi, (Q) < W*~1/2(9Q) and Wi, (Q) < W 1/2 (092),
for any real s. See e.g. Lions and Magenes [21], Chapter 2, Section 7.3 for the
proofs and further details.?

As usual, by a classical pseudodifferential operator (or YDO for short) on 92 of
order m we will mean a pseudodifferential operator whose total symbol in any local
coordinate system has an asymptotic expansion

p(l‘, g) ~ me—j(x7 g)
=0

where p,,_; is C* in x, £ and positive homogeneous of degree m —j in & for || > 1.
Here m can be any real number, and the symbol “~” means that the difference
between p and Zf;& Pm—; should belong to the Hormander class S™=F for each
kE = 0,1,2,...; see [19]. The space of all such operators will be denoted ¥™.
An operator in ¥ maps W*(9Q2) into W*="(9NQ) for any s € R. Unless explicitly
stated otherwise, all WDOs in this paper will be classical.

If A e ¥™ m <0, is elliptic, i.e. its principal symbol o(A)(z,§) = am(z,§)
does not vanish for ¢ # 0, and is positive selfadjoint as an operator on L?(9)
(i.e. (Au,u) > 0 for all u € L?(99Q), u # 0), then A is compact and its spectrum
consists of isolated eigenvalues Ay > Ay > --- > 0 of finite multiplicity, so one can
define the power A% for any z € C by the spectral theorem. Similarly for positive
(i.e. (Au,u) > 0 for all u € dom A, u # 0) selfadjoint elliptic A € U™ with m > 0,
one defines A% as (A71)77. It is then a classical result of Seeley that in both cases,
A% is a YDO of order mz, with principal symbol o(A)?. In particular, if we define
the space H 4 as the completion of C'*°(0f2) with respect to the norm

lull = (Au, w)aq = AT ?ul3q,

then Ha = W™/2(00) as sets, with equivalent norms. All this remains in force
also for operators of order m = 0; note that the positivity of A then implies,
in particular, that A is injective and, hence, with bounded inverse on L2(952),
so one can again define A% for any z € C by the spectral theorem for (bounded)
selfadjoint operators.

For P € U™, the generalized Toeplitz operator Tp : W™ (0Q) — H?(99Q) is
defined as

Tp =1IP,

30r page 29, fifth paragraph, in [2]; as mentioned explicitly on p. 13 there, this applies also to
the case of manifolds €2, not only to domains in R™.
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where IT : L2(0Q) — H?(0Q) is the orthogonal projection (the Szegd projection).
Alternatively, one may view Tp as the operator
Tp =1IPII

on all of W™(09). Then Tp maps continuously W#*(92) into W™ (09), for each
s € R. The microlocal structure of generalized Toeplitz operators was described
by Boutet de Monvel and Guillemin [3] [4], who proved in particular the following
facts. Let 3 denote the half-line bundle

(3) 5= {(5,6) €T*(09) : € = tn,,t > O},
where 7 is the restriction to 9 of the 1-form Im(—0p) = (9p — dp)/(2i); the strict

pseudoconvexity of €2 implies that ¥ is a symplectic submanifold of the cotangent
bundle 7%(092).

(P1) For any Tp, P € U™, there in fact exists Q € U™ such that Tp = Ty and
(@) commutes with II.

(Hence, Tp = Tg is just the restriction of @ to the Hardy space. It follows,
in particular, that generalized Toeplitz operators Tp form an algebra.)

(P2) It can happen that Tp = T for two different ¥DOs P and (). However,
one can define unambiguously the order of Ty as min{ord(P) : Tp =T},
and the symbol of Ty as o(Tg) := o(Q)|x if ord(Q) = ord(Tg).

(P3) The order and the symbol obey the usual laws: ord(ToTp) = ord(Tg) +
OI"d(TP) and O'(TQTP) = O'(TQ)O'(TP).

(P4) If ord(Tp) = m, then Tp maps Wy, (092) continuously into W™ (09), for
any s € R. In particular, if ord(7») = 0 then Tp is a bounded operator
on L?(0Q); if ord(Tp) < 0, then it is even compact.

(P5) If P € U™ and o(Tp) = 0, then there exists Q € V! with Ty = Tp.

(P6) We will say that a generalized Toeplitz operator Tp is elliptic if o(Tp) does
not vanish. Then Tp has a parametrix, i.e. there exists an elliptic generalized
Toeplitz operator T of order —ord(Tp), with o(Tg) = o(Tp) !, such that
TpTg —1 and ToTp — I are smoothing operators (i.e. have Schwartz kernel
in C*° (09 x 09)).

Note that from (P3) and (P5) we obtain, in particular, that

(4) ord[Tp,Tg] < ord(Tp) + ord(Ty) — 1.

For an elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator Tp of order m > 0 or m < 0 which is
positive selfadjoint as an operator on H?(91Q), it again follows from (P1), (P6) and
the result of Seeley recalled above that the complex powers T3, z € C, defined by
the spectral theorem, are elliptic generalized Toeplitz operators of order mz, with
symbol o(Tp)* (see Proposition 16 in [10] for the details); and, likewise, the space
Hr, defined as the completion of Cp2 (0€2) with respect to the norm

(5) lully, = (Tpu,uon = 175 *ull3q

coincides with W;Zl/ 2 (0Q), with equivalent norms. The corresponding space
KHr, = {Ku:ue€Hr}

of holomorphic functions on  thus coincides with

(6) KHr, = KWii{*(00) = Wi ™ (@),

with equivalent norms.

We conclude this section with a simple criterion for Schatten class membership
of generalized Toeplitz operators.
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Proposition 1. A generalized Toeplitz operator Ty of order —q on 0, ¢ > 0,
belongs to SP for all p > n/q, n = dimc Q.

Proof. Choose a positive selfadjoint elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator of order
—1 on 0f2 with positive symbol, for instance, T where A = K*K, cf. the beginning
of the next section. Then T, 9Ty is a bounded operator; since S is an ideal,
it therefore suffices to show that T € S for p as indicated.

To prove the latter, we proceed as in Theorem 3 in [13]: namely, let 0 < A\; <
A2 < ... be the eigenvalues of T’y 1 counting multiplicities, and denote

N(A) =card{j : \; < A}
the corresponding counting function. By Theorem 13.1 in [4],
N =cA" +0(\"™) as A — 400

with some positive constant ¢; implying that

5= () ooy

Consequently,

T8, =3 A7 = / APUAN ()

j=1 [)\1,()0)
/e \pa/n 1/n
:/1 ()™ n+ow1mypan,

which is finite for 22 > 1, i.e. for p > %. O

From the last proof one can in fact show that 7} and, hence, Ti; belongs to the
ideal §™/4> of operators T' whose singular numbers satisfy s;(7) = O(j~%") as
j — o0, and which is properly contained in SP for all p > %.

3. SOBOLEV-BERGMAN SPACES AND RESTRICTIONS
The Poisson operator K is in particular bounded from L?(99) into L?(f2), and
we denote by K* : L?(Q2) — L?(99) its adjoint. Operators of the form
A, = K'wK,

where w is a function on 2, are governed by a calculus developed by Boutet de
Monvel [2]. Namely, for w of the form

w=p“g, a>-1 gecC>®Q),
A, is an operator in ¥~ with principal symbol

_ MNa+1)

o(Aw)(,§) 2’5\7&“

1

9() 17
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In particular, we obtain that A := A; = K*K is an elliptic operator in ¥ !, and
more generally, A, = K*p®K is an elliptic operator in ¥=*~!, for any o > —1.
From the simple computation

/ Ku|? wdz = (wKu, Ku)g
Q
(7)

- <Au)u7 u>8Q
= (Th,, u, u)p,

valid for any u € Cp9(09), and (6) we thus see that the space

A2 Q) = Lig (0% dz),  a> -1,

coincides with W, | o/ 2(Q), with equivalent norms, independently of the choice of
the defining functlon p. This suggests extending the definition of the spaces A2 i
this manner to all real a: namely, let us introduce the notation

A2 =W %),  aceR

It was shown by Beatrous [7] for smoothly bounded strictly pseudoconvex domains
Q) in a Stein manifold W that there exist many equivalent norms on A2, beside the
Sobolev norm inherited from W~2/2(Q). Namely, if m is a nonnegative integer and
m > —O‘—“ , then f € A2 if and only if 8 f belongs to A2 for all multiindices
v with \1/\ § m, and the norm in A2, is equivalent to

a+2m,p

(8) [l = ( 30 10772 2mp) -

[v|<m

Furthermore, in fact one need not consider all the derivatives in (8), but only
“radial” ones: namely, if D is the holomorphic vector field on €2 given by

D= (9;0)9;,
j=1

then a holomorphic function f belongs to A2, if and only if DI f € L2 for all

0<j<m,and

Q*

a+2m,p

/
© 1ty = (Z D9 F12m,)

is an equivalent norm in AZ,. Here L7, := L*(Q, p*dz) for a > —1, and we use
| - [lap to denote the norm in L2 ,. Again, both in (8) and in (9), p can be an
arbitrary defining function, and different choices of p lead to equivalent norms.
We remark that a proof of all the above facts can be given based on (6) and
the machinery of generalized Toeplitz operators reviewed in the preceding section
(which is completely different from the methods used in [7]): namely, one checks
that the norms in (8) and (9) are special cases of the norm (5), with

(10) P =Papmp = »  K9p"T"m9"K

lv]<m
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and

m
(11) P = Papmp = Y_K*Dp*?"DIK,
§=0

respectively, and that P is a positive selfadjoint elliptic YDO on 92 of order —a—1;
see Sections 5-7 in [10] for the details.

Finally, [7] also gives a result concerning restrictions of functions in A%, to
complex submanifolds which intersect 92 transversally. (In fact [7] treats even the
case of LP-Sobolev spaces of holomorphic functions for any p > 0, not only p = 2.)
Namely, if V is such a submanifold in a neighbourhood of €, then Corollary 1.7 in
[7] asserts that the restriction map

(12) Ry : fr— flv
actually sends each A2, (2) continuously onto A2, .(2NV):
(13) Ry A% (Q) = Ai+k7*(Q NV) continuously, Va € R,

where

k=n—dimcV

is the codimension of V' in the n-dimensional Stein manifold W.

We will need a somewhat more precise information on the nature of the restric-
tion operator Ry and its relationships to the inner products like (2), (8), (9) on
A2, (Q) and A2, (2NV). To that end, we now review some properties of the
Szegd projection IT : L2(082) — H?(0€) due to Boutet de Monvel and Sjostrand [5].

Recall that a Fourier integral distribution is an integral of the form

(14) u(z) = I(a, ¢)(z) := /ei‘z’(r’e)a(x,e) de.

Here a is a (classical) symbol in the Hormander class S™(U x RY), U C R", m € R,
and ¢ € C°(U xRN), RN := RN\ {0}, is a nondegenerate phase function, meaning
that ¢ is real-valued, ¢(z,\0) = Ap(z,0) for A > 0, dz9)¢ # 0, and d(r7g)%,
7 = 1,...,N, are linearly independent on the set where dg¢p = 0. The integral
(14) converges absolutely when m < —N, and can be defined as a distribution on
U for any real m. The image A, of the set {(z,0) : dpé(x,0) = 0} under the
map (z,0) — (x,d,¢(x,0)) is then a conical Lagrangian submanifold of T°U :=
T*U \ {0}, the cotangent bundle of U with zero section removed. The set of all
distributions of the form (14) turns out to depend not on ¢ but only on A4, modulo
smooth functions: namely, if 1y € C°°(U x RM) is another phase function such that
Ay = Ay in a neighbourhood of (z¢,&) € T°U, and a € S™(U x RY) is supported
in a small conical neighbourhood of (zg, &), then there exists b € S™ (U x RM),
where m’ = m+ (M — N)/2, supported in a small conical neighbourhood of (z, &),
such that I(a, @) —1(b,1) € C°(U). Moreover, if a is elliptic, then so is b. Given a
conical Lagrangian submanifold A of T*U, one can therefore unambiguously define
the space of associated Fourier integral distributions

(15)  I"™(U,A) == {u=I(a,¢) + v locally, Ay = A, a € S™ 1% v e C®},
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and its subset I} with a elliptic. (The reason for the shift by 7 will become
apparent in a moment.) The whole construction carries over in a straightforward
manner from subsets U C R" also to real manifolds of dimension n.

If X,Y are two compact real manifolds, and A is a conical Lagrangian sub-
manifold of T*X x T*Y C T*(X xY), an operator from C*°(X) into D'(Y") whose
distributional (Schwartz) kernel belongs to I (Y x X, A) is called a Fourier integral
operator (FIO for short) of order m. The set

C:=A{(z,&y, -0 : ((%,9),(5,0) e A} CT°X xT*Y

is called the “canonical relation” corresponding to A, and we denote the space of all
FIOs (with classical symbols) from X into Y of order m and with canonical relation
C by I™(X,Y,C), and by I'}(X,Y,C) its subset of elliptic elements. The L?
adjoint (with respect to some smooth volume elements on X and Y') of an operator
A€ Im(X7 Y7 O) belongs to INL(Y: Xv Ct)v where C* = {(y7 <7$7£) : (x7£7y7 () €
C}. If XY, Z are three compact real manifolds and 4; € I (X,Y,Cy), Az €
I™2(Y, Z,Cs), where C; and Oy intersect nicely?, then

(16) A2A1 € Im1+m2 (X, Z, Cl o CQ),

and similarly for I"™ replaced by I7i. (This composition law — i.e. that I™*oI™> C
I™itm2 g the reason for the shift by 4 in (15).)

Pseudodifferential operators are special case of FIOs corresponding to the phase
function ¢(z,y,0) = (x —y) - 0; thus C = diag7*X is the identity relation
{(z,&,2,8) : (x,§) € T* X}, and YDOs can be composed with any FIO, yielding a
FIO with the same canonical relation as the original FIO.

Finally, up to a number of technicalities which we will not go into here (see the
references mentioned below for the details), the calculus of FIOs extends also to
complex valued phase functions ¢ with Im ¢ > 0. The technicalities stem from the
fact that the set {(z,0) : dg¢(z,0) = 0} is no longer a (real) manifold in U x RY
in general, and needs to be replaced, roughly speaking, by the “real part” of its
“almost analytic” complex extension; the same applies to the conical Lagrangian
manifolds Ay and canonical relations C'. With these modifications, the whole for-
malism of Fourier integral distributions and FIOs just described remains in force
also for complex-valued phase functions.

The reader is referred e.g. to Grigis and Sjostrand [16], Hormander [19] (Chap-
ter 25), Melin and Sjostrand [22] and Treves [25] (Chapters VIII and X) for full
accounts of the theory of FIOs with real as well as complex valued phase functions.

The main result of [5] then says that for any smoothly-bounded strictly pseudo-
convex domain (2 as in Section 2, the Szegd kernel S(z,y) is a Fourier integral distri-
bution in I°(9Q x 99, diag Xpq), and the Szegd projection II : L2(9Q) — H?2(09Q) is
an elliptic FIO with complex valued phase function in I3,(9€2, 99, diag Xsq), where

diag oo = {(T,T) : T € Zan}
= {(z,tng,x,tn,) : © € 0Nt >0} C T*(0N) x T*(9N),
4In detail: if A denotes the “diagonal” A = {(a,b,b,c) :a € T*X,b € T*Y,c € T*Z}, then (i)
C1 x C3 should intersect A transversally (i.e. the sum of the tangent spaces should be equal to

the full tangent space of T*X x (T*Y)2 x T®*Z at each point of intersection), and (ii) the natural
projection (C1 X C2)NA — T*(X x Z) should be injective and proper; its image is denoted C70C5.
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with ¥ = g as in (3). More specifically, one has®
a7 Se) = [ e ala,y,6)db
0

where a is an elliptic symbol in S"~}(Qx QxR ) and p(z,y) is an “almost analytic”
extension of the defining function p, namely p(-,-) € C>°(Q x Q) satisfies p(z,r) =
p(x), ply,x) = p(z,y), while d.p(z,y),dyp(z,y) vanish to infinite order on the
diagonal x =y, and 2Re p(x,y) > p(x) + p(y) + clx — y|? for all z,y € Q for some
¢ > 0. It follows that an (elliptic) generalized Toeplitz operator Tp on OS2 of order
m is an (elliptic) FIO in I"™ (09, 092, diag X9q), and in fact generalized Toeplitz
operators of order m on 02 are precisely those operators A € I"™ (9, 09, diag ¥aq)
for which A = IHAII (= 1A = AIl); see [6], p. 21, §v.°

After these preparations, we can state an observation which in some sense is our
main result of this section. Let V' be a complex submanifold in a neighbourhood
of § which intersects OS2 transversally, k = n—dimc V and let Ry be the restriction
operator (12). We will denote the Szegd projections on 9 and d(QNV) =90 NV
by II and IIy, respectively, and similarly by p and py the respective defining
functions as well as their almost-analytic extensions (thanks to the transversal-
ity hypothesis, one can take py = p|ly«v, and we will assume this from now on),
by n = 5(9p — 9p)|sa and 0¥ = 5 (0py — dpv)|sanv the corresponding one-
forms on the boundary, K and Ky the respective Poisson operators, etc. Finally,
we denote by

Rov =y RyK : ur— ulsonv

the action of Ry on boundary values.

Proposition 2. Ryy Il = IIy RoyI1l is an elliptic FIO from 02 to 9Q NV of order
k/2, with canonical relation”

(18)  Saq = {(z,tns, x,tny ) 12 € 0NVt >0} C T*(0Q) x T*(dQNV)

(the “restriction” of diag Xgq to T*(0Q) x T*(0Q2NV)).

Furthermore, if T is a generalized Toeplitz operator on 0S) of order s € R, then
(RovID)T(RoyI1)* is a generalized Toeplitz operator on 0Q NV of order s+k, which
is elliptic if T is.%

5For = B? with p(x,y) = 1 — (x,y), one has simply a(z,y,8) = 6¢=1/\(0B?).

6Page 253 in [3] gives a construction of an operator H from L?(R™) onto the Hardy space such
that H*H = I while HH* =1I; H is in fact a FIO of order 0. An operator T satisfying 7" = IITTI
then equals T'= HQH* where Q = H*TH. Now the paragraph before (1.7) on the same page
253 of [3] outlines a proof that any such @ can be obtained as Q = H*PH for some YDO P.
It follows that T' = IIPII = Tp is a generalized Toeplitz operator, as claimed.

"More precisely, (18) is the “real part” of the canonical relation.

8Throughout the paper, unless explicitly stated otherwise, the adjoint X* of an operator X
acting on a Hilbert space of functions on a domain  or its boundary 992 (or between two such
spaces) is always meant with respect to the L? products on Q or Q. This is in line with the
standard convention in YDO theory — if X is a YDO of order m, then X™* is also of order m,
and both X and X* (sic!) map W? into W*~™ for any real s. (Normally, the adjoint of X :
WS — Ws=™ would be X* : W™ — W* the reason of course being that the latter adjoint is
taken with respect to the W* and W*~"™ inner products and not with respect to the L2 products.
The only place where we will use the genuine, instead of L2, adjoints are the operators T* in the
proofs of Theorem 4 in Section 4 and of Main Theorem in Section 5.)

Strictly speaking, by the L2 inner product above we also mean its extension to the duality
pairing between W* and W—%, s € R, which coincides with the L? pairing when both arguments
are smooth functions.
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Note that the second part of the proposition would actually follow immediately
by (16) if the canonical relations Yoy, Egmv and diag X5 intersected nicely.
However this does not seem to be the case (unless k = 0); fortunately it is possible
to give a direct proof.

Proof. Set temporarily, for brevity, A := RgyIl. Since the restriction of a holo-
morphic function to a complex submanifold is again holomorphic, it is clear that
A =TIy A. Also by (17), the Schwartz kernel of A is simply the restriction

Roy :S(z,y) = / e 0P@Y o (x,y,0) db, zedNV,y e onN.
0

Comparing this with (14) shows that, just as (17), the right-hand side is a Fourier
integral distribution, and, hence, A is a FIO, with phase function ifp(x,y), x €
NNV, y e 09N, and canonical relation given by (18). Since a is an elliptic symbol
in S”71, the order of RyyIl is n — 1 + dimQR+ — dimaQ*iimaﬁﬂV —n—1+ % _

(2”71”(2”7%71) = %, proving the first part of the proposition.

For the second part, note that from the formulas

Af(x) = / FW)S@.y) dAy),  A%gly) = / 9(2)S (y, 2) dy (),
yeEIN €NV

we get

AT A" f(z) = /

yeoN

STy [ @St divie) di)

1 €00QNV

where the subscript y in T} refers to the variable T is being applied to. Thus the
Schwartz kernel of AT A* is

K ara- (2, 21) = / S, y)T,S(y, 21) dA(y) = (TS, )(x)

yeoN

by the reproducing property of the Szegt kernel, where S, (z) := S(z,y). Now we
may assume that T = Tp for some WDO P of the same order which commutes
with IT; and by the standard symbol calculus for YDOs (see, for instance, Theo-
rem 4.2 in Hérmander [18]) we have quite generally

(19) Tx/ eep(x’y)a(:n,y,ﬁ)dﬁz/ e 0P@Wb(x, y,0) db
0 0

where b € S"T(Q x QA x Ry) if a € S™(Q x Q x Ry), and with b elliptic if a
is elliptic. (See the proof of Theorem 5 in [11] for the details.) Restricting to
z,y € QNV we thus see that AT A* is a FIO, elliptic if T is elliptic, of order s + k
and with the same canonical relation as IIy, i.e. diag Y50y . Since A = IIy A and,
hence, ATA* = IIyy AT A*Ily, it therefore follows (see the end of the paragraph
after (17) above) that AT A* is a generalized Toeplitz operator on 9 NV, proving
the second part of the proposition. [
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Corollary 3. Under the same hypotheses as for the preceding proposition, A =
Ryl is bounded from W—5/2(9Q) into W};§S+k)/2(8§2 NV), for any s € R, and
its range has finite codimension.

In particular, Ray : Wh_f/Q(E?Q) — W}LESJFIC)/Q((‘)QQV) and Ry : A2, (Q) —

(o)
Ai+k7*(§2 NV) are bounded for any s, € R, with ranges of finite codimension.

Proof. Choose an invertible elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator Tp of order 3

on 09 (for instance, A=/? with A = K*K as before), and similarly an invertible
elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator T of order —% on 9 NV. Then by the last
proposition and the properties of generalized Toeplitz operators, T ATpT}SA*Té is
a generalized Toeplitz operator of order 0, hence, a bounded operator on H2(0Q N V).
Since an operator X between Hilbert spaces is bounded if and only if X X* is,
ToATp must be bounded from H?(9Q) into H*(92N V). By the mapping prop-
erties of generalized Toeplitz operators again, this means that A is bounded from
W};j/ 2(89) into nggerk)/ 2(89 N V), proving the first claim. Furthermore, since
TQATpTpA™TY is elliptic, by the property (P6) of generalized Toeplitz operators
it has a parametrix and, hence, is a Fredholm operator on H2?(92 N V); thus it has
(closed) range of finite codimension. Since again an operator X has range of finite
codimension if and only if X X* does, while T and T, are isomorphisms of H?(92)

onto Wh;fm(@Q) and of W1;)53+k)/2 (0QNV) onto H?(9Q N V), respectively, the sec-
ond claim about A follows. The second half of the corollary is immediate from the
first. O

From the results of Beatrous, we know that for {2 in C™ or in a Stein manifold,
the restriction operator Ry : A2,(Q) — A2, (2N V) is actually onto. On the
other hand, consider the situation when W is the tautological line bundle over the
complex projective space CP!, i.e. W = {(Cz,cz) : c € C,z € C2,z # 0}, let Q be
the unit disc bundle {(Cz,cz) € W : |lcz|| < 1}, and take V = {(Cz,cz) e W : c €
C,23 — 253 = 0}. Then Q2 NV consists of the two fibers of {2 over the points (1 : 1)
and (1 : —1) of CP!, i.e. two disjoint discs. The function equal to 0 on one disc
and to 1 on the other one is holomorphic in £ NV, but cannot be the restriction
to V' of a holomorphic function f on £2: any such f must be constant on the zero
section of © (which is a compact complex submanifold of €2), hence assumes one
and the same value in the centers of the two discs that form N V. Thus finite
codimension of the range of Ry is indeed the best one can get (in this example,
the codimension is 1).

The statement of the last corollary should be contrasted with the situation for
full Sobolev spaces W* (instead of W}?,|): there the restriction map Ry maps W*(2)
into W*=*/2(QNV) (and Ryy maps W*(9Q) into W*~*/2)(9Q N V)) only for s >
k/2, by the Sobolev trace theorem; whereas for the subspaces W} | of holomorphic
functions this holds for all real s. This is completely parallel to what happens for the
“boundary-value” operator v from Section 2, which maps W*(Q) — W*~1/2(9Q)
only for s > 1/2, but W, (Q) — Wi 2(09) and W, (Q) — W=1/2(5Q) for
any real s.

Finally, note that when Ry is onto, then Ry R}, must be invertible (by Banach’s
inverse mapping theorem), and R}, (Ry R;,) ™!, being a right inverse to Ry, is then
a bounded extension operator from A2, (QNV) into A2, (), for any o € R.
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4. THE CASE OF A SMOOTH SUBMANIFOLD

Throughout the rest of this paper, the space A2,

understood to be equipped with a norm of the form

on B¢, a € R, will always be

(20) IFI? = (Tyvf,vf)os

for some positive selfadjoint elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator Ty on OB¢ of or-
der —a—1. In particular, this includes the weighted Bergman spaces L? (BY, p dz)
for « > —1, with Y = Aa (cf. (7)), the Hardy space on B¢ (with Y the identity
operator), or any of the Sobolev norms (8) or (9), for any o € R (with Y given
by (10) and (11), respectively). It also includes the original norms || f||so from (2):
namely, by computing the inner products (z¥, z#), where pu, v are two multiindices,
in the Hardy space H?(0B?) and in the unweighted Bergman space LZ_(B) and
comparing the results, one sees that Ty, A = K*K, is the operator on H?(9B%)
diagonalized by the monomial basis {z”}, with eigenvalues

v

1
TAZ”:2 2Y.

(Iv] +d)
Thus if F' € C*°(R) is a function satisfying

I'(x+d)
I(z+1)(z+ 1)dte

F(2z +2d) = for x > 0, F(z)=0 forxz < -1,

then the operator B := F(Ty ') (defined by the functional calculus for selfadjoint
operators) satisfies
(Bz",zM)op = (2", 2"} 0o

Thus the norm (2) is of the form (20) with B in the place of Ty. Now by the
property (P1) of generalized Toeplitz operators, there exists an elliptic ¥DO @ of
order —1, commuting with II, such that Tg = T). By elementary properties of
the functional calculus and since TIQ = QII, this implies B = F (Té D = TrQ-1)-
Finally, the function F is easily seen to belong to the Hérmander class S~ 1(R),
so by the classical result of Strichartz [24], F(Q™!) is also an elliptic ¥DO, of order
—a — 1. So taking Y = F(Q~!) shows that the norm (2) is of the form (20),
as claimed. (Note that for &« = —d this includes, in particular, also the Drury-
Arveson norm || f||pa that interests us most of all.) A slight modification of this
construction (with F'(2z+42d) =T'(z+d)/T(x+d+a+1) for x > 0) likewise shows
that (20) includes also the norms in A2 (B?) for all @ > —d — 1.

The proof of the result below uses the same ideas as that of our main theorem
in the next section, but is somewhat simpler.

Theorem 4. Let V be a complex submanifold of C* of dimension n that intersects
OB? transversally, o € R, and M the subspace in A% of functions vanishing on VN

[e7e]

BY. Then [S;,S;] € 8%, j,k=1,...,d, for all ¢ > n.

Proof. Let Ry : f — f|y be the restriction map (12) for Q = B¢ Then M =
Ker Ry, and by the result of Beatrous in [7], we know that Ry maps A2, boundedly
onto A2, ,(BYNV), k = d—n. The restriction of Ry to M* = (Ker Ry )~ is thus

an injective map of M+ onto A2 +k7*(IB3d N V). Keeping the notations from the end



ARVESON-DOUGLAS CONJECTURE 15

of Section 3, let T'x be a positive selfadjoint elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator of
order —a—k—1on d(BINV) = OB NV so that (Txyv f, v 9)spiny is an equivalent
inner product in A2 k7*(IB%d N V) (for instance, T'x can be one of the operators (10)
or (11) corresponding to the inner products (8) and (9), respectively). Similarly,
as discussed at the beginning of this section, let Ty be a positive selfadjoint elliptic
generalized Toeplitz operator of order —a — 1 on dB? such that (Tyvf,vg)sp is the
inner product in A2,. The composed map

T :=Ty’v Ry = TY*Royvy : A2, — H*(OB'N V)

then satisfies Ker T = M, maps boundedly A%  onto H2(0B% N V) and is an iso-
morphism of M~ onto H2(OBY N V). Let T* : H2(0BY N V) — A2_ be its adjoint.
By abstract operator theory, TT* is then invertible and for all f,g € A2,

(21) (Prge frg)az, = {(TT*) T, Tg)opiny -

(Indeed, the restriction 7 of 7' to M+ = (KerT)" is injective and onto, hence
invertible; as TT* = 77*, the invertibility of TT* follows. As for (21), both sides
vanish if f or g belongs to M = Ker T’; while for f,g € M™, the right-hand side
coincides with ((77*)~rf, 7g) = (r* " 1r7 17 f,7g9) = (f,g).) We claim that

T = T;(/ 2TQT )1</ ® for an elliptic generalized

(22)
Toeplitz operator Ty on OB NV of order a + k + 1.

To see this, note that for any u € H2(OBYNV) and f € A2,

(T*u, faz, = (u,Tf)opany = (u, T/ Rov IV f) omarny
= ((RovI)* T/ *u, v f)os,

while
<T*U f >A2

«o

= (TyT"u,vf)om
by the definition of the inner product in A2,. Thus

= KTy ' (Roy 10)*T3/?
and
TT* = Ty/* Roy TITy  (Roy T1)* T/ 2.
Since
To = (RovI)Ty " (Roy TI)*

is an elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator of order a + k + 1 by Proposition 2,
(22) follows.

For the compressioris S; of M, to M+, j =1,...,d, we thus obtain by (21) and
(22) for any f,g € M—,

(Sif, 9) e = (Pras Mz, f,9) a2
(YT TY A T ey R M . Ty
= (T T3 v Ry My, f, Tg)sany
= (T’
=

—1/2
2, Z] wRy f,Tg)opanv

( 1/2T ! T 1/2)Tf7Tg>8E§dﬂV7
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where, abusing notation, we have used z; to denote also the operator of multiplica-
tion by (the boundary value of) the restriction z;|sgany on OB? N V. Thus under
the isomorphism 7 : M+ — H2(0B N V),

S; =T*T;T

where 1o 1o
S -1 -
T =Ty TQ T, Ty

is a generalized Toeplitz operator on OBY NV of order

a+k+1 a+k+1
— T (@t k+ )+ 0+ ———= =0.
2 2
Hence, for all j,l =1,...,d, by an elementary computation

155, 571 = [T"T;T, T T, T
=T (T T + [T, T TT + 10T, TT)T.

As T; (and, hence, 7;*) are generalized Toeplitz operators of order 0, and so is TT™*
(by (22)), by (4) the last three commutators are generalized Toeplitz operators
of order —1 (or less). Since SP is an ideal and 7T is bounded, taking ¢ = 1 and
Q0 =B?NV in Proposition 1 thus yields

[S;,S/1€SP ¥p>n,
proving the theorem. [J

5. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

Let now V be as in Main Theorem, i.e. a homogeneous variety in C? such that
V \ {0} is a complex submanifold of C¢\ {0} of dimension n. Our idea is, loosely
speaking, to proceed as in the preceding proof after removing (“blowing up”) the
singularity of V' at the origin.

For z € C?\ {0}, denote by Cz = {cz : ¢ € C} the one-dimensional com-
plex subspace through z; the set of all such subspaces is the complex projective
space CP9~1. The hypotheses on V mean precisely that V := {Cz: 0 # 2z € V'} is
a complex submanifold of CP?~! (of dimension n — 1). Consider the tautological
line bundle £ over CP?~1, i.e. the fiber over a point Cz € CP?! is the very same
complex line Cz; in other words, £ consists of all points (Cz,cz) € CP?~! x C? of
the form (Cz,cz), z € C?\ {0}, ¢ € C. (The only role of ¢ is to allow the second
coordinate to be also 0.) Let Ly := {(Cz,cz) : z € V' \ {0},¢ € C} be the part
of £ lying over V. Finally let B := {(Cz,c2) € L : ||cz| < 1} and Q := BN Ly
be the unit disc bundles of £ and Ly, respectively. Then £ and Ly are complex
manifolds of dimensions d and n, respectively, the subsets B C £ and €2 C Ly are
strictly-pseudoconvex domains with smooth boundary, and §2 contains no singular
points — the origin has been blown up into the zero section of £y,. The domains
B and  will play the same roles as B? and B NV did in the proof of Theorem 4.

The map 7 sending (Cz, cz) into cz sends Q back into BNV (and B into BY),
and is bijective except for the zero section which is taken into the origin. This
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map translates holomorphic functions on € into holomorphic functions on B¢ NV
(any such function must be constant on the zero section, as the latter, being a closed
submanifold of CP%1, is a compact complex manifold, so the translated function
on BY NV is single-valued at the origin). Similarly, B is mapped to B¢, bijectively
except for the zero section being mapped into the origin, and holomorphic functions
on B correspond precisely to holomorphic functions on B¢,

One defines harmonic functions on B as those annihilated by 9*0, where 0* is
the formal adjoint of 0 with respect to some Hermitian metric on £, for instance
the Cartesian product of the Fubini-Study metric on CP? ! and the Euclidean
metric in the fibers; similarly for Q. It should be noted that under the map 7 from
the preceding paragraph, these functions do not correspond to harmonic functions
on B? (or BYNV).% In particular, such pushforwards to B? of harmonic functions
on B can be multi-valued at the origin.

With these prerequisites, we now have the Poisson operator, Szegb projection,
defining function, etc., on B (denoted by K, II, p and so on; for the two-variable
defining function one can take the pullback p((Cz,cz), (Cw,qw)) = 1 — (cz, qw)
under 7 of the two-variable defining function p(x,y) = 1 — (x,y) for B?), as well
as the analogous objects on 2 = BN Ly (denoted Ky, Iy, py = plzy xcy, and
so on), together with the restriction operator Ry from B to Q. (The role of the
“ambient” manifold W from Section 2 is played by £ for B and by Ly for .)
Note that from the above biholomorphism 7 of B\ {zero section} onto B?\ {0}
sending Q\{zero section} onto B¢ N V\{0}, it follows that Q (or, more precisely, Ly)
intersects OB transversally (since V intersects OB? transversally, thanks to the
homogeneity of V).

The biholomorphism 7 also identifies the spaces A2, (B?) with A2, (B), for any
a € R. Namely, using 7 to transport the Lebesgue measure on C%\ {0} to £\ {zero
section} (the resulting volume element on L actually coincides with the one in-
duced by the Hermitian metric mentioned in the penultimate paragraph, provided
the Fubini-Study metric has been normalized so that CP9~! has volume one),
the fact that 7 is a biholomorphism (except for the zero section being sent to the
origin, but these are both of measure zero) implies that f — f o m is a unitary
map from L%(BY) onto L%*(B) taking L% ,(B?) unitarily onto LZ_(B). Similarly,
since we are taking for the defining function p on B the pullback under 7 of the
standard defining function pg(z) = 1 — |2|? on B, the last map acts unitarily from
L23(B4, pg) onto L%(B,p%) for any a € R, taking A% (B?) unitarily onto A2 () for
any o > —1. By the same argument with 9B? and 0B in the places of B¢ and B,
respectively, the Hardy space H?(9B?) is mapped by 7 unitarily onto the Hardy
space on 0B, and the observation in the preceding sentence means that (cf. (7))
the generalized Toeplitz operator T, A A = K{wKg, on OB? is mapped by com-

w
position with 7 to the generalized T?)eplitz operator Ty ., Ay, = K*wK, on 9B
(even though A% is not in general mapped into A,~, because, as was already
remarked above, m does not preserve harmonic functions). Similarly, repeating
the arguments from the beginning of Section 4, one can check that the various
norms on A2_(B%), a € R, discussed there correspond under the composition with
the biholomorphism 7 to norms of the form (20) with 7y an appropriate general-
ized Toeplitz operator on dB?. Quite generally, one can arrive at this conclusion

9 And there is little reason why they should, because in dimension greater than 1 biholomorphic
maps do not preserve harmonicity in general (though they preserve holomorphy).
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also using the characterization of generalized Toeplitz operators as FIOs with the
canonical relation diag > that commute with II: indeed, as 7 is a biholomorphism,
the composition with it is a FIO whose canonical relation takes X gp isomorphically
onto Y5, and, as we have seen above, intertwines the Szegt projections on OB?
and OB; it follows that the conjugation T' — 7~ 'T'w is a symbol-preserving map
from I (0B, 0B?, diag Yop) onto 1™ (0B, 0B, diag Ys5) that sends operators com-
muting with Il into those commuting with II; by the above criterion, it is thus an
isomorphism from generalized Toeplitz operators on 9B? onto those on 9.

From now on, we will therefore simply identify the spaces A% (B?), A2, (B?),
and so on, discussed in the beginning of Section 4, with the corresponding pullbacks
A2 _(B) via 7 on B, knowing that the inner products in the latter are again of the
form (20) with OB? replaced by 0B and Ty a suitable generalized Toeplitz operator
on OB; again, this includes in particular also the pullback A% d,*(B) under 7 of the

Drury-Arveson space A% 4 on B,

Proof of Main Theorem. As before, the restriction of Ry to M+ = (Ker Ry)*+ C
A% (BY) = AZ.(B) is a continuous injective map of M* into A%, (92), which is
now no longer onto in general but by Corollary 3 its range is (closed and) of finite
codimension. Let again Tx be a positive selfadjoint elliptic generalized Toeplitz
operator of order —a — k — 1 on 99 so that (T'xyv f,vvg)aq is the inner product
in A2 +k7*(Q), and Ty a positive selfadjoint elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator
of order —a — 1 on 9B such that (Tyyf,vg)ss is the inner product in A2, (B) =
A2 _(BY). The composed map

T =Ty *wRy = TY?Royvy : A2, — H2(09)

then satisfies KerT = M, maps boundedly A2, into H?(9), and induces an
isomorphism from M- onto a (closed) subspace N in H2(9Q) of finite codimension.
Let T* : H2(0Q) — A2, be its adjoint. By abstract operator theory, the operator
G := (TT*) |y ® Iy on NONL = H2(9Q) is then invertible and for all f, g € A2,

(23) (Prefr9)az, = (G7'Tf,Tg)oq-

(Indeed, the restriction 7 of T to M+ = (KerT)" is injective and maps onto
Ran T = N, hence is invertible as an operator from M= onto N; as TT* = 77* and
N =RanT = RanTT* = (Ker TT*)*, the invertibility of G follows. As for (23),
both sides vanish if f or g belongs to M = Ker T; while for f, g € M=, the right-
hand side reduces to ((77*) "7 f,79) = (f,9).)

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 4, we see from Proposition 2 that 77 is an
elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator on 0 of order 0. Let Ty be its parametrix
(guaranteed by the property (P6) of generalized Toeplitz operators); thus Ty is of
order 0 (hence bounded) and TT*Ty — I is a generalized Toeplitz operator of order
—00. By Proposition 1, TT* Ty —1 € SP for any p > 0; for brevity, let us temporarily
denote an operator (not necessarily the same one at each occurrence) belonging
to (1,50S? by C. Since G — TT* = C (as I+ has finite rank), we thus have
GTy = (TT*+C)Ty =TT*Ty +C =I1+C, whence Ty = G~ }(I+C) =G~ 1 +C.
Noting again that

TM,, = TY Ry M., = TY?y M., Ry = TY?T. v Ry = TY?T, T VT,
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we thus get from (23) for any f,g € M,

<ij7 g>MJ- = <PMJ-Mij7 g>Aio
= (G7'TM., f,Tg)oq
— (G T, T T f,Tg) o0,

that is,

S; = T*G_IT)I(/QTZ],T;UQT =7"(Ty + C)T;(/2szT);1/27' =7"T;7+C
(since T' )1(/ T 2Ty 1 2, being a generalized Toeplitz operator of order 0, as well as T
are bounded), where

Ty = Tu Ty *T., Ty "/

is a generalized Toeplitz operator of order 0. For any 5,1 = 1,...,d, we thus obtain
analogously as before

(S;,S{1=[T"Tr+C, 7Tt +C| = [7"T;7,7"T*1] + C
= (Tlrm", T + [T, TP ler™ + T[Ty, mm7 )7 + C.

Once again, the last three commutators are generalized Toeplitz operators of or-
der —1 (or less) by (4), hence belong to SP for all p > n by Proposition 1, and
since the Schatten class SP forms an ideal in the algebra of all bounded operators,
we get [S;, S]] € S Vp > n, proving the main theorem. [

Again, we have in fact proved that even [S;, S]] € S™°. Using the machinery
of [13], it is not difficult to give e.g. a formula for the Dixmier trace of [S;, S}]".

We finally conclude by observing that our results can be extended also to the
case when V is a disjoint union of smooth submanifolds (away from the origin) of
possibly different dimensions.

Theorem 5. Let Vi, ..., V,, be homogeneous varieties in C¢ such that V;\ {0} is a
complex submanifold of C%\ {0} of dimension nj, j =1,...,m, and V; NV}, = {0}
for j # k. Let a € R and let M be the subspace in A2, (or in A2 if a > —d—1) of
functions that vanish on VNB? := U;n:1 V;NBL. Then [S;,S;] € 8%, j,k=1,....d,
for all ¢ > max(ny,...,ny).

Proof. Let Ry, be the restriction operator for Ly, = 7~ 1(V;) and Tx, be the
positive selfadjoint elliptic generalized Toeplitz operator of order —a—(d—n;)—1 on
0Q;, Q; := Ly, NB, as in the preceding proof for V; in the place of the V there, j =
1,...,m; and let also Ty be as in the preceding proof. Denote by 1" the the column
block matrix with entries T} := ;(C.QWWRV} = T%ZRavj% j=1,....,m; thus T
acts continuously from A2, (B?) = A2, (B) into the Hilbert space direct sum H :=
@;n:l H? (0925), and as before Ker T' = M. We have seen in the preceding proof that
each T;T' is a Fredholm operator on H 2(8Qj), by Proposition 2; on the other hand,

from the proof of that proposition we also see that T;7}; for j # k is an operator
from H?(0%) into H?(98);) whose Schwartz kernel is in C>°(9; x 0€): namely,

the latter kernel is the restriction of (T)l(é2 ®1~}1(12)T;15x (y) toz € 02 and y € Oy,
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(where the tensor product notation means that T’ )14 % acts on the z variable and Tv)l(/k ?

on the y variable, and for any operator A one defines A f := A*f, with bar denoting
complex conjugation), and Ty 1S, (y) has singularities only on the diagonal z = y
by (19) while 992; N9Qy, = () by hypothesis (also T%_Q ®f>1(/}f maps C(0Q; x 0Qy,)
into itself, in view of the way generalized Toeplitz operators act on Sobolev spaces).
Thus T}T7; is a smoothing operator for j # k, and hence belongs to all S7, p > 0.
Denoting temporarily by D the m xm block matrix with 7377, j = 1,...,m, on the
main diagonal and zeroes elsewhere, we therefore have

(24) TT* =D +C

where C has the same meaning as in the preceding proof. It follows that T7T™ is again
a Fredholm operator, and the restriction 7 of T' to M= is an isomorphism of M=+
onto the (closed) subspace NV := RanT in H of finite codimension; the operator
G = (TT*)|xy ® Lyr on N ® N+t =H is invertible and for all f,g € A2

<PMLf7 g>A?¥o = (G_lev Tg>’H

Let T, be a parametrix for T;T7, j = 1,...,m (this is an elliptic generalized
Toeplitz operator of order 0 on 0€);), and H the m x m block matrix with T, on
the main diagonal and zeroes elsewhere. By (24), TT*H — I € C and arguing as
before, we get H = G~ + C and

SlZT*'ﬁT—i—C,

where 7; is the m x m block matrix with THjT)l(éQTle;jl/Q, 7 =1,...,m, on the
main diagonal and zeroes everywhere else; thus 7; is a direct sum over j of gener-
alized Toeplitz operators of order 0 on H?(99;). For any k,l = 1,...,d we thus
again get

S5, S{ 1 =7"Tir+C, 7Tt +C| = [7"T;7, 7" T*1] + C
(TGl T+ (T3, T ™ + T[T, m* )7 + C

-
T (TD, T+ T3, T 1D + T7[75, D)7 + C.

The last three commutators are m x m block matrices with generalized Toeplitz
operators of order —1 on the main diagonal and zeroes elsewhere, hence belong to
@;n:l SPi(H?(09Q;)) for all p; > nj, j = 1,...,m, by Proposition 1, so to SP(H)
if p > n := max(ny,...,n,,). Since the Schatten classes form an ideal and T is
bounded, the theorem follows. (And again, in fact [Sk, S/] € S™*°.) O

We remark that once we know that the block matrix operator 7T is Fredholm,
and, hence, T has finite-codimensional range, it follows by abstract operator theory
that both T" and T™ have closed ranges; but the range of the row block operator 7™
is precisely the sum Mji +-- -+ M where M ; is the subspace in A2 of functions
vanishing on V;. By Proposition 3.4(2) in Kennedy and Shalit [20], the closedness of
this sum together with our Main Theorem imply that [Sk, S;] € SP, k,l=1,...,d,
if p > max(nq,...,ny,), thus yielding an alternative way to conclude the last proof.

An elementary argument using the decomposition of homogeneous varieties into
their irreducible components shows that every homogeneous variety in C* which is
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smooth at each of its non-zero points is a finite union of varieties V; as in Theo-
rem 5. Therefore Theorem 5 generalizes our main theorem to the case of arbitrary
homogeneous varieties V in C? that are smooth outside the origin. That is, the re-
finement of the Arveson Conjecture as formulated by Douglas holds in this case.
(Note that the dimension of the analytic set V = U;nzl V; at the origin is given by
dimg V' = max(ni, ..., ny,), see Section 5.3 in [15].)

1]
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