arXiv:2309.03427v1 [math.FA] 7 Sep 2023

ON THE INVARIANT SUBSPACE PROBLEM VIA UNIVERSAL TOEPLITZ OPERATORS ON THE HARDY SPACE H^2(D^2 )

JOÃO MARCOS R. DO CARMO AND MARCOS S. FERREIRA

Abstract. The Invariant Subspace Problem (ISP) for Hilbert spaces asks if every bounded linear operator has a non-trivial closed invariant subspace. Due to the existence of universal operators (in the sense of Rota) the ISP can be solved by proving that every minimal invariant subspace of a universal operator is one dimensional. In this paper, we obtain a nontrivial invariant subspace of T^∗_φ |_M , where T_φ is the Toeplitz operator on the Hardy space over the bidisk H^2(D^2 ) induced by the symbol φ ∈ H^∞(D ) and M is a T^∗_φ -invariant subspace. We use this fact to get sufficient conditions for the ISP.

1. Introduction

The Invariant Subspace Problem (ISP) is one of the most important problems in functional analysis that remains unsolved for separable, infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, which asks: given a Hilbert space H and a bounded linear operator T on H, does T have a nontrivial invariant subspace? In recent years, several operator theorists have been developing approaches in an attempt to solve the ISP. Among these, we highlight some research involving Toeplitz operators and composition operators on the Hardy space and similar ones [4–8] and the classical book [12] by Radjavi and Rosenthal and the monograph by Chalendar and Partington [3].

In 1960, Rota [14] introduced the idea of an operator with an invariant subspace structure so rich as to model every Hilbert space operator. The notion of this operator is what we call today the universal operator.

Definition 1. [3, p. 213] Let H be a Hilbert space, U a bounded operator on H and L(H) the algebra of bounded operators on H. We say U is universal for H if for each non zero A ∈ L(H) there is an invariant subspace M for U and a non zero number λ such that λA is similar to U|_M , that is, there is a linear isomorphism X of H onto M such that UX = λXA.

The main tool for obtaining universal operators is the following Caradus criterion.

Theorem 2. [2, p. 527] If H is a separable Hilbert space and U ∈ L(H) such that:

1. The null space of U is infinite dimensional. 2. The range of U is H, then U is universal for H.

Date: September 06, 2023.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 30H10, 47B35; Secondary 47A15. Key words and phrases. Invariant subspace problem, Universal operator, Toeplitz operator, Hardy space. 1

A well-known example of a universal operator on H is the adjoint of a unilateral shift of infinite multiplicity, which was introduced by Rota. In fact, considering S^∗ acting on

ℓ^2(H) = { (f_n)^∞_{n=0} : ∞∑ n=0 ||f_n||^2_H < ∞ }

by S^∗(f_0, f_1, f_2, · · · ) = (f_1, f_2, · · · )

we have that S^∗ satisfies the Caradus criterion and so is an universal operator. Following this same idea, we obtain other interesting examples of universal operators, namely the adjoints of Toeplitz operators on the Hardy space over the disk induced by analytic symbols. In this direction, Cowen and Gallardo-Gutiérrez showed the following.

Theorem 3. [4, Theorem 5] Let φ ∈ H^∞(D ) such that 1/φ ∈ L^∞(T). If the Toeplitz operator t^∗_φ has infinite dimensional kernel, then t^∗_φ is universal for H^2(D ).

For Toeplitz operators on the Hardy space over the polydisk, Ferreira and Noor showed the following.

Theorem 4. ([9, Theorem 1]) Let φ ∈ H^∞(D^n ) for n > 1. Then T^∗_φ satisfies the Caradus criterion for universality if, and only if, φ is invertible in L^∞(T^n) but non-invertible in H^∞(D^n ).

In particular the backward shift operators T^∗_{z1} , . . . , T^∗_{zn} are universal when n > 1.

An equivalent version of the ISP. If U is universal for a separable, infnite dimensional Hilbert space H, then the ISP is equivalent to the assertion that every minimal invariant subspace for U is one dimensional.

In this work we will use this statement to obtain sufficient conditions for the ISP. More precisely, we will obtain conditions on φ ∈ H^∞(D ) to show that T^∗_φ on H^2(D^2 ) is an universal operator and that no nontrivial invariant subspace of T^∗_φ is minimal.

The purpose of this paper is the following. In Section 2, we collect some of the preliminaries. In Section 3, we introduce the concept of translation generalized inner function. In Section 4, we provide sufficient conditions for ISP to be true (Theorem 17). For that, we need two result sets (Theorems 13, 14 and 16). In Theorems 13 and 14, we consider φ ∈ H^∞(D ) and M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) a T^∗_φ-invariant subspace and we obtain conditions such that T^∗_φ|_M has a proper invariant subspace. In Theorem 16, we introduce the operator J_{g,φ} so that M does not have a nontrivial invariant subspace.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. The Hardy space H^2(D^2 ). Let D be the unit disk in the complex plane C and T = ∂D its boundary. The bidisk D^2 and 2-torus T^2 are the Cartesian product of 2 copies of D and T respectively. Let L^2(T^2) denote the usual Lebesgue space and L^∞(T^2) the essentially bounded functions with respect the normalized Haar measure σ.

The Hardy space on the bidisk H^2(D^2 ) is defined as the class of all holomorphic functions f ∈ D^2 for which ‖f‖^2 = sup_{0<r<1} ∫ T^2 |f(rζ)|^2dσ(ζ) < ∞. It is well known that if f ∈ H^2(D^2 ), then the radial limit f^∗(ζ) = lim_{r→1} f(rζ) exists for almost all ζ ∈ T^2 and lim_{r→1} ∫ T^2 |f_r − f^∗|^2dσ = 0, where f_r(ζ) = f(rζ) for all ζ ∈ T^2. Thus, H^2(D^2 ) can be viewed a bounded subspace of L^2(T^2).

Denote by H^∞(D^2 ) the space of bounded analytic functions on D^2 . Also via radial limits, H^∞(D^2 ) can be seen as a subspace of L^∞(T^2). An inner function in D^2 is a function f ∈ H^∞(D^2 ) such that |f^∗| = 1 a.e. on T^2.

Let P denote the orthogonal projection from L^2(T^2) onto H^2(D^2 ). For a function φ ∈ L^∞(T^2), the Toeplitz operator T_φ with symbol φ is defined by T_φf = P (φf) for f ∈ H^2(D^2 ). Then T_φ is a bounded linear operator on H^2(D^2 ) and its adjoint is given by T^∗_φ = T_φ. Similarly, for a given φ ∈ L^∞(T), the 1-dimensional Toeplitz operator t_φ with symbol φ is the bounded linear operator on H^2(D ) defined by t_φf = Q(φf) for f ∈ H^2(D ), where Q is the orthogonal projection from L^2(D ) onto H^2(D ).

In this work, we will often decompose the space H^2(D^2 ) as follows. Let H^2(z) and H^2(w) denote the classical Hardy spaces over D in the variables z and w respectively. Then H^2(D^2 ) may be defined as the H^2(z)-valued Hardy space

H^2(D^2 ) = { g(z, w) = ∞∑ n=0 g_n(z)w^n : ∞∑ n=0 ‖g_n‖^2_H2_{(z)} < ∞ } . Thus, considering H_n = H^2(z)w^n for each n ∈ N, we have

H^2(D^2 ) = ∞⨁ n=0 H_n. For each n ∈ N, we denote by P_n the orthogonal projection of H^2(D^2 ) onto H_n.

2.2. Invariant subspaces of H^2(D^2 ). Let φ ∈ H^∞(D^2 ). A closed subspace M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) is said to be T_φ-invariant if φM ⊂ M. Beurling’s theorem states that every nontrivial invariant subspace of t_z is of the form M = φH^2(D ), where φ is an inner function in D . Thus M is a cyclic subspace, i.e. M = span{(t_z)^nφ : n ∈ N}. Note that Beurling’s theorem cannot be naturally extended to multivariable functions. In fact, considering the polynomial ring R = C [z, w], Rudin [13] observed that the invariant subspace [z − w] := {(z − w)p : p ∈ R} is not the form φH^2(D^2 ) for any inner function φ ∈ H^∞(D^2 ).

Another property that cannot be transferred when working with invariant subspaces and universality on the Hardy space over the polydisk is as follows. zH^2(D ) is a nontrivial invariant subspace of t_z but t^∗_z is not an universal operator for H^2(D ) since dim ker t_z = 1. However, over H^2(D^2 ) we have the following:

Proposition 5. Let φ ∈ H^∞(D^2 ). Then T^∗_φ satisfies the Caradus criterion for universality if, and only if, φH^2(D^2 ) is a nontrivial invariant subspace of H^2(D^2 ).

Proof. Since φ ∈ H^∞(D^2 ) and T^∗_φ is surjective, we have 1/φ ∈ L^∞(T^2). Hence φH^2(D^2 ) is an invariant subspace of H^2(D^2 ) by [10, Thm. 2]. On the other hand, since Ker(T^∗_φ) = [φH^2(D^2 )]^⊥ has infinite dimension, we have by Ahern and Clark [1, p. 969] that φH^2(D^2 ) ≠ H^2(D^2 ). Conversely, if φH^2(D^2 ) is an invariant subspace of H^2(D^2 ) again by [10, Thm. 2] we have that 1/φ ∈ L^∞(T^2). Now since

1/φ ∈ H^∞(D^2 ) ⇒ φH^2(D^2 ) = H^2(D^2 )

and φH^2(D^2 ) is a nontrivial invariant subspace follow that φ is non-invertible in H^∞(D^2 ) and so T^∗_φ satisfies the Caradus criterion by Theorem 4. □

We end this section with the following notation. Given φ ∈ H^∞(D ) and g ∈ H^2(D^2 ), the minimal closed invariant subspace for T^∗_φ that contains g will be denoted by V_T ∗_{φ ,g} := span{(T^∗_φ)^ng : n ∈ N}.

3. Universal translations of T^∗_φ

In general, not every translation of an universal operator is an universal operator. However, Cowen and Gallardo-Gutiérrez [4, Thm. 2] showed that if U ∈ L(H) satisfies the Caradus criterion then there is ϵ > 0 so that for |μ| < ϵ, the operator U + μI is universal. Particularly for Toeplitz operators over Hardy space H^2(D^2 ), let’s introduce the concept of a symbol φ such that T^∗_φ is not universal but T^∗_φ + λI is universal for some λ ∈ C .

Definition 6. We say that φ ∈ H^∞(D^2 ) is a translation generalized inner function when there are z_0 ∈ D^2 and δ > 0 such that

|φ^∗(z) − φ(z_0)| > δ a.e. z ∈ T^2.

Example 7. It follows from [11, Thm. 2.2.10] that every inner function φ ∈ H^∞(D ) is a translation generalized inner function.

The following fact will be useful in Theorem 17.

Proposition 8. If φ ∈ H^2(z) is an inner function, then T^∗_φ has an universal translation for H^2(D^2 ).

Proof. Since φ is an inner function on D , we have there are z_0 ∈ D and δ > 0 such that |φ^∗(z) − φ(z_0)| > δ a.e. z ∈ T. Thus, considering ψ(z) = φ(z) − φ(z_0), it follows from Theorem 4 that T^∗_ψ = T^∗_φ − φ(z_0)I is an universal operator for H^2(D^2 ). □

4. Sufficient conditions for the ISP We begin this section by showing that each H_n is a reducing subspace of T_φ.

Proposition 9. Let φ ∈ H^∞(z). Then T_φ(fw^n) = (t_φf)w^n and T^∗_φ(fw^n) = (t^∗_φf)w^n for all f ∈ H^2(z) and n ∈ N.

Proof. Let f ∈ H^2(z) and n ∈ N. Since φ ∈ H^∞(z), we have T_φ(fw^n) = φfw^n = (t_φf)w^n. Now, for g(z, w) = ∑_∞ n=0 g_n(z)w^n ∈ H^2(D^2 ) it follows that ⟨T_φg, fw^n⟩ = ⟨φg_n, f⟩ = ⟨g_n, t^∗_φf⟩ = ⟨g, (t^∗_φf)w^n⟩, as desired. □ In fact, a bit more is true:

Remark 10. If φ ∈ H^∞(z), then T_φg = ∞∑ n=0 (t_φg_n)w^n and T^∗_φg = ∞∑ n=0 (t^∗_φg_n)w^n for all g(z, w) = ∑_∞ n=0 g_n(z)w^n ∈ H^2(D^2 ).

Let φ ∈ H^∞(D ) and M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) be a T^∗_φ-invariant subspace. Our initial goal is to obtain conditions such that T^∗_φ|_M has a nontrivial invariant subspace. This will be provided with Theorems 13, 14 and 16. Lemma 11. If φ ∈ H^∞(z), then P_nT^∗_φ = T^∗_φP_n for all n ∈ N.

Proof. In fact, for g(z, w) = ∑_∞ m=0 g_m(z)w^m ∈ H^2(D^2 ), we have by Remark 10 and Proposition 9, respectively, that

P_nT^∗_φ(g) = P_n (_∞ ∑ m=0 (t^∗_φg_m)w^m ) = (t^∗_φg_n)w^n and T^∗_φP_n(g) = T^∗_φ(g_nw^n) = (t^∗_φg_n)w^n. □ Lemma 12. Let φ ∈ H^∞(z). If M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) is an invariant subspace of T^∗_φ, then there is an invariant subspace V ⊂ H^2(D ) of t^∗_φ such that P_n(M) is dense in V w^n. Proof. Consider V_0 = {g ∈ H^2(D ) : gw^n ∈ P_n(M)}. It is easy to see that V_0 is a closed subspace of H^2(D ). If g ∈ V_0, then there is f ∈ M such that gw^n = P_nf. Thus (t^∗_φg)w^n = (t^∗_φP_n)f = P_n(t^∗_φf).

Since M is T^∗_φ-invariant, we have (t^∗_φg)w^n ∈ P_n(M) and therefore V_0 is t^∗_φ-invariant. Considering V = V_0 we have that V is t^∗_φ-invariant and P_n(M) is dense in V w^n. □ The first case in which we obtain a nontrivial invariant subspace of T^∗_φ|_M is when one of the P_n(M) has finite dimension.

Theorem 13. Let φ ∈ H^∞(D ) and M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) be a T^∗_φ-invariant subspace. If there exists n ∈ N such that dim P_n(M) < ∞, then T^∗_φ|_M has a nontrivial invariant subspace.

Proof. Since dim P_n(M) < ∞, it follows from Lemma 12 that P_n(M) is t^∗_φ-invariant. Moreover there is g ∈ M such that P_n(g) = uw^n, where t^∗_φu = λu. Therefore, by Lemma 11, P_n(h) = 0 where h = T^∗_φg − λg. So either g is an eigenvector of T^∗_φ or V_T ∗_{φ ,h} ≠ M. In either case, T^∗_φ|_M has an invariant subspace. □

In light of the previous theorem, we observe that there are many invariant subspaces M that do not satisfy such assumptions. Indeed, let g ∈ H^2(D ) such that dim V_t∗_{φ ,g} = ∞. Consider then f ∈ H^2(D^2 ) given by P_n(f) = λ^ngw^n, where |λ| < 1. Thus if M = V_T ∗_{φ ,f} we have that dim P_n(M) = ∞ for all n ∈ N and moreover M ≠ H^2(D^2 ).

We must then consider a second version of Theorem 13.

Theorem 14. Let φ ∈ H^∞(D ) and M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) be a T^∗_φ-invariant subspace such that dim P_n(M) = ∞. If t^∗_φ|_V has a invariant subspace for all subspace invariant V ⊂ H^2(D ) and P_n(M) is closed for some n ∈ N, then T^∗_φ|_M has an invariant subspace.

Proof. Since P_n(M) is closed, it follows from Lemma 12 that P_n(M) = V w^n, where V ⊂ H^2(D ) is a t^∗_φ-invariant. Let then be V_0 ⊂ V an invariant subspace of t^∗_φ and consider U = span{v_1 + v_2 : v_1 ∈ V_0 and v_2 ∈ H^⊥_n }.

Thus, we have that U is an invariant subspace of T^∗_φ with {0} ≠ M ∩ U ≠ M, i.e. T^∗_φ|_M has an invariant subspace. □

Now, let’s consider a more general case than Theorems 13 and 14. First, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 15. Let φ ∈ H^2(D ) an inner function. If M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) is an invariant subspace of T^∗_φ for all g ∈ M, then {_∞ ∑ i=0 β_i((t^∗_φ)^ig_n)w^n : β = (β_0, β_1, ...) ∈ ℓ^2(C ) } ⊂ P_n(M). Proof. Since φ is an inner function, we have that ‖T^∗_φ‖ = 1 and so ‖(T^∗_φ)^ng‖ ≤ ‖g‖. Thus if β = (β_0, β_1, ...) ∈ ℓ^2(C ), then ∑_∞ i=0 β_i(T^∗_φ)^ig ∈ M and therefore ∑_∞ i=0 β_i((t^∗_φ)^ig_n)w^n ∈ P_n(M). □

It follows from the previous lemma that, for each g ∈ M, the operator J_{gn,φ} : ℓ^2(C ) → P_n(M) given by J_{g,φ}(β) = ∞∑ i=0 β_i((t^∗_φ)^ig_n)w^n

is well defined.

Note that if T^∗_φ has a minimal invariant subspace M, then M = V_T ∗_{φ ,g} for all g ∈ M and J_{g,φ}(ℓ^2(C )) ∩ U = {0}, for all g ∈ M and U ⊂ P_n(M) invariant to t^∗_φ. Now we can consider the following:

Theorem 16. Let φ ∈ H^∞(D ) an inner function. If for each g ∈ H^2(D ), there is an invariant subspace U ⊂ V_t∗_{φ ,g} such that J_{g,φ}(l^2(C ))∩U ≠ {0}, then M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) is not a minimal invariant subspace.

Proof. Let n ∈ N such that P_n(M) ≠ {0}.

If dim P_n(M) < ∞, then Theorem 13 guarantees that T^∗_φ|_M has an invariant subspace and so M is non minimal.

Consider then dim P_n(M) = ∞. Given g ∈ H^∞(D ), consider the invariant subspace U ⊂ V_t∗_{φ ,g} such that J_{g,φ}(l^2(C )) ∩ U ≠ {0}. Since dim P_n(M) = ∞, then Lemma 15 guarantees that U ⊂ P_n(M) and g ∈ P_n(M). Thus P_n(M) ∩ U ≠ {0} and so M ∩ span{u + v : u ∈ U and v ∈ H^⊥_n } ≠ {0} therefore M is non minimal. □

The next result provides us with sufficient conditions for the ISP to be true.

Theorem 17. If there exists an inner function φ ∈ H^2(D ) such that for each g ∈ H^2(D ), there is an invariant subspace U ⊂ V_t∗_{φ ,g} of t^∗_φ so that U ∩J_{g,φ}(l^2(C )) ≠ {0}, then the ISP is true.

Proof. Since φ is an inner function, we have by Proposition 8 that T^∗_φ has an universal translation for H^2(D^2 ). On the other hand, it follows from Theorem 16 that the invariant subspace M ⊂ H^2(D^2 ) of T^∗_φ is not minimal. Thus the ISP is true. □

References

[1] P. Ahern, D. Clark, Invariant subspaces and analytic continuation in several variables, J. Math, and Mech. 19 (1970), 963-969.

[2] S. R. Caradus, Universal operators and invariant subspaces, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 23 (1969) 526–527.

[3] I. Chalendar, J. R. Partington, Modern Approaches to the Invariant Subspace Problem, Cambridge University Press, 2011.

[4] C. C. Cowen, E. A. Gallardo-Gutiérrez, Consequences of Universality Among Toeplitz Operators, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 432 (2015) 484–503.

[5] C. C. Cowen, E. A. Gallardo-Gutiérrez, An introduction to Rota’s universal operators: properties, old and new examples and future issues, Concr. Oper. 3 (2016) 43-51.

[6] C. C. Cowen, E. A. Gallardo-Gutiérrez, Rota’s universal operators and invariant subspaces in Hilbert spaces, J. Funct. Anal. 271 (2016) 1130–1149.

[7] C. C. Cowen, E. A. Gallardo-Gutiérrez, A hyperbolic universal operator commuting with a compact operator, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. (2020) https://doi.org/10.1090/proc/13922.

[8] J. M. R. Do Carmo, S. W. Noor, Universal composition operators, J. Operator Theory 87 (2022) 137-156.

[9] M. S. Ferreira, S. W. Noor, Universal Toeplitz operators on the Hardy space over the polydisk, arXiv: 2009.06751v1.

[10] B. Koca, N. Sadik, Invariant Subspaces Generated by a Single Function in the Polydisk, Math. Notes, 102 2 (2017), 193–197 [11] R. A. Martínez-Avendano, P. Rosenthal, An introduction to operators on the Hardy-Hilbert space, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 237, Springer-Verlag, New York (2007).

[12] H. Radjavi, P. Rosenthal, Invariant Subspaces, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1973. [13] W. Rudin, Function theory in polydiscs, W. A. Benjamin Inc., New York, Amesterdam, 1969. [14] G.-C. Rota, On models for linear operators, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 13 (1960) 469–472.