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ON KRONECKER PRODUCTS
OF COMPLEX REPRESENTATIONS
OF THE SYMMETRIC AND ALTERNATING GROUPS

C. BESSENRODT AND A. KLESHCHEV

In this paper we study the homogeneous tensor products
of simple modules over symmetric and alternating groups.

1. Introduction.

Kronecker or inner tensor products of representations of symmetric groups
(and many other groups) have been studied for a long time. But even for the
symmetric groups no reasonable formula for decomposing Kronecker prod-
ucts of two irreducible complex representations into irreducible components
is available (cf. [7, 5]). An equivalent problem is to decompose the inner
product of the corresponding Schur functions into a linear combination of
Schur functions.

In recent years, a number of partial results have been obtained. For ex-
ample, the products of characters labelled by hook partitions or by two-row
partitions [3, 8] have been computed, and special constituents, in particular
of tensor squares, have been considered [10, 11, 12]. For general products,
Dvir [2] and Clausen-Meier [1] determined the largest part and the maximal
number of parts in a constituent of a product (this result is crucial in this
paper).

In general, Kronecker products of irreducible representations have very
many irreducible constituents (see e.g. [4, 2.9]). In this paper, we first con-
sider the simple question: ‘when is the Kronecker product of two irreducible
Sp-characters again irreducible?” We prove that in fact such a product is
always reducible, and even inhomogeneous, except for the obvious excep-
tion where one of the characters is of degree 1. Then we turn to the same
question for the representations of the alternating group A,. Here one can
easily construct examples of non-trivial irreducible tensor products (actu-
ally, we observed this first using calculations with the MAPLE packages SF
(by Stembridge) and ACE (by Veigneau et al.)). It turns out that the prob-
lem for A,, reduces to the classification of certain products of S,-characters
with 2 constituents. So we classify in general the Kronecker products of
Sp-characters with 2 constituents, and even more generally, with two homo-
geneous components. We also obtain some partial results for products with
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4 homogeneous components and conjecture a complete classification of the
pairs (L1, L) of irreducible complex S,-representations such that L1 ® Lo
has at most 4 homogeneous components.

2. Preliminaries.

We denote by N the set {1,2,...} of the natural numbers.

If G and H are two groups, L is a CG-module and M is a CH-module we
write L X M for the outer tensor product of L and M (which is a module
over G x H). If N is another CG-module we write L& N for the inner tensor
(or Kronecker) product of L and N (which is a G-module).

A CG-module is called homogeneous if it is isomorphic to a direct sum
of copies of one simple module. Every CG-module can be (uniquely) de-
composed into a direct sum of its homogeneous components. Similarly we
speak of the homogeneous characters and the homogeneous components of
the characters.

We use the notions and notation of the representation theory of 5, and
A, and refer the reader to [4] for the most basic ones. In particular, we
write A = (A1,... , \g) F nif X is a partition of n; in this case we also write
|A| for n. We often gather together equal parts of a partition and write, for
example, (52,3%) for (5,5,3,3,3). The partition conjugate to X is denoted
by N. If A = X we say that \ is symmetric. We do not distinguish between
a partition A and its Young diagram A = {(i,j) € NxN | 7 < \;}. Elements
(i,7) € N x N are called nodes. If A = (A1, Ag,...) and p = (u1, p2,...) are
two partitions we write ANy for the partition (min(Aq, p1), min(Ag, p2),...)
whose Young diagram is just the intersection of those for A and p. A node
(i, i) € X is called removable (for \) if A; > Ait1. A node (i, A;+1) is called
addable (for \) if i =1 ori > 1 and A\; < A;—;. We denote by

)\A:)\\{A}:()\1,...,)\1'71,)\@'_1,>\i+17...)

a partition of n — 1 obtained by removing a removable node A = (i, \;) from
A. Similarly

)\B:)\U{B}:()\1,...,)\1'_1,)\7;4-1,)\1'4_1,...)

is a partition of n + 1 obtained by adding an addable node B = (i, A; + 1)
to A.
We denote by
hig=hyy=XN—j+X,—i+1
the (i, j)-hook length. If a partition A\ has r nodes on the main diagonal and
there are o (resp., ;) nodes to the right of (resp., below) the node (i,1%)
then we may write A in the Frobenius notation (cf. [6]):

F= (50 )
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It Hy = Sy, x Sy, X --- < 8§, is a Young subgroup we write M* for
the permutation module CS,, ®cp, 11,. The Specht module S* is explicitly
defined as a submodule of M* (cf. [4]). The set {S* | A - n} is a com-
plete set of irreducible CS,,-modules (up to isomorphism). We write [A] (or
[A1, A2, ...]) for the character of S*. Thus, {[\] | A F n} is a complete set of
the irreducible characters of S,. It is well known that S* is self-dual. An-
other fact (to be used without comment) is that S(") is the 1-dimensional
sign representation and S* ® S1") =~ §X'. The standard inner product on
the class functions on a group (symmetric or alternating, depending on the
context) is denoted by (-,-). If x and v are two class functions we write y - ¢
for the function [g — x(¢)¥(g)]. The character of S* ® S* is [A] - [u]. For
A, i, v = n we define the numbers d(u, v; A) via

- = 3 d(w v A
A

If « = (aq,9,...) and B = (01, B2, ...) are two partitions then we write
0 C aif B; < «a; for all 4. In this case we also consider the skew partition
a/B. We do not distinguish between o/ and its Young diagram, which is
the set of nodes a \ 3.

If a/( is a skew Young diagram and A = (i, 7) is some node we say A is
connected with «/( if at least one of the nodes (i +1,7), (i,7 £+ 1) belongs
to a/B. Otherwise A is disconnected from a/[3.

If 6Fm,yFn,abkm+n we write cg,y for the corresponding Littlewood-
Richardson coefficient, which may be defined as the multiplicity of S¢ in the
induced module

S Sm+n
SP&ST == (SPRST) 13y, -

The character of this module will be denoted [3]®[y]. The Littlewood-
Richardson rule [4, 6] gives a combinatorial description of the coefficients
cg7 and will be repeatedly used in this paper. It says that ng is the number
of semistandard tableaux of skew shape «/(3 and content 7, which give a
lattice permutation when the entries are read from right to left along the
rows starting from the top row.

Let « and 8 be two partitions. Then the skew character [o/3] is defined

to be the sum
(/8] = el
¥

Note that [a/5] = 0 unless 5 C a.
The following four results will be used repeatedly.

Theorem 2.1 ([2, 1.6], [1, 1.1]). Let pu, v be partitions of n. Then
max{A; | d(p,v;\) #0 for some A= (A, 2,...)} =|uNv|
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and
max{m | d(u,v;\) #0 for some A=\ >---> X\, >0)} = [un?/|.

Since the skew characters can in principle be decomposed into the irre-
ducible characters, the following theorem provides a recursive formula for
the coefficients d(u, v; \).

Theorem 2.2 ([2, 2.3]). Let p, v and A = (A1, A\a,...) be partitions of n,
and set X = (Ag, A3, ...). Define

Y(A) ={n|nknn> Xt >niq forall i >1}.

Then
d(p,v;N) = Y ([u/e] - [v/al,| > d(p,vin).
ak g neY (A)
aCunyv n#X
m <lpny|

Corollary 2.3 ([2, 2.4], [1, 2.1(d)]). Let p, v and A = (A1, A2, ...) be par-
titions of n, and set A = (A, A3, ...), v = pNv. Assume that \y = |p N v|.

Then X
d(p, v A) = (/] - /7], [A])-
Corollary 2.4 ([2, 2.4']). Let u and v be partitions of n, and m = |pNv/'|.

Let \ be a partition of n with m non-zero parts. Define X\ = (A; — 1, Ay —
1,...;Am —1). Then

d(p,v; A) = ([u/(u V)] - v/ (W O v)] [A]).

3. Homogenous S,-products.

Lemma 3.1. Let «, 3, a, b be positive integers. Then
(1)
min(a+ f+1,a+ b+ 1) < min(a, a) + min(F, b) + min(e, b) + min(S3, a).
Proof. We may assume that o < 8, a < band a+ 8 < a+b. So the left
hand side in (1) is a + 5 + 1.

If 3 <b, then the right hand side of (1) equals

min(a, a) + 8+ o + min(S3, a)

which is greater than o« + 8 + 1 since all numbers in this expression are
positive integers.

If b < 3, then the right hand side of (1) is
min(a, a) + b + min(a, b) + a > min(a, a) + min(a,b) + o+ > a+ [+ 1,
as claimed. (]
Lemma 3.2. Let p, v be partitions of n, both different from (n) and (1™).

Then
min(hly, ) < [ v] + lunv/| - 2.
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Proof. We write 1 and v in the Frobenius notation:
al e a,r al e as
F = , F(v) = .
(1) <ﬁ1 @) (v) <b1 bs>
We may assume that » < s. Then

h’f1:a1+ﬂ1+1, h’f1:a1+b1+1,

lunv| = rJrZ(min(ai,ai)+min(ﬂi,bi)),
=1

lunv'| = r—i—Z(min(ai,bi)—i—min(ﬁi,ai)).
i=1

Since r > 1, it suffices to prove that

min(a; + B1 + 1,a1 + b1 +1)
< min(aq,a1) + min(f1, b1) + min(ay, b1) + min(Gy, a1).

But this follows from Lemma 3.1 since our assumption on the partitions
ensures that oy, 81,a1,b1 > 0. O

Theorem 3.3. Let u, v be partitions of n, both different from (n) and (1™).
If [\ is a constituent of [u] - [V], then h, < [unv|+ |pNv/| — 1.

Proof. Put £ = |pNv|+ |uNv|—1. Take m to be an f-cycle in S,,. By
Lemma 3.2, either u or v does not have a hook of length ¢. Hence, by the
Murnaghan-Nakayama Rule [4, 2.4.7], either [u](7) =0 or [v](m) = 0. So

(2) ([ - [W])() = 0.
By Theorem 2.1, any constituent [A] of [u] - [v] satisfies
A < |upnv| and N < |pnd|

where A = (A1,...), N = (M,...). So the maximal possible hook length in
A is £. Moreover, A contains a hook of length ¢ if and only if A\; = |u N y|
and \| = |p N 7/|, in which case this is the (1,1)-hook whose leg length is
| N /| —1. In this case, using the Murnaghan-Nakayama Rule again, we
get
() = (=D)L AN Hu)(1) # 0

where X \ Hjpp is the partition obtained from A by removing the (1,1)-
hook Hj;. Hence for every constituent [A] of [u]-[v] containing an ¢-hook we

get a contribution on 7 of the same sign, and so no cancellation can occur.
But this contradicts Equation (2). O

Theorem 3.4. Let u, v be partitions of n, both different from (n) and (1™).
Then [u] - [v] is not homogenous.



206 C. BESSENRODT AND A. KLESHCHEV

Proof. By Theorem 2.1, [u] - [v] has a constituent [)\] with A\; = |uNv| and a
constituent [x] with &} = |pNv/|. If A = k, then hy; = [pNv|+|uNv/| -1,
which is impossible by Theorem 3.3. D

Corollary 3.5. A product [p] - [v] is irreducible if and only if at least one
of the two characters [u], [V] is of degree 1.

4. Kronecker products of S,,-representations with few
components.

The main result of this section is a description of the products of S,-
representations with two homogeneous components. First we need to know
the product of any character with the character [n — 1,1]:

Lemma 4.1. Letn > 3 and pu be a partition of n. Then
(] - [n—1,1] ZZ pna)’] -

where the first sum is over all removable nodes A for i, and the second sum
runs over all addable nodes B for pa.

Proof. This follows from the isomorphisms M1 =~ gn=11) ¢ §(n) 4
St MO = (S8 |g, ) 150 O
Corollary 4.2. Let n > 3 and u be a partition of n. Then:

(i) [p] - [n—1,1] has exactly one homogeneous component if and only if u

is (n) or (1™).
(ii) [p] - [n — 1,1] has ezxactly two homogeneous components if and only if
w is a rectangle (a®) for some a,b > 1. In this case we have

@) - [n—1,1]=la+1,a"%a—1]+[a" a—1,1].

(iii) [u] - [n—1,1] has exactly three homogeneous components if and only if
n =3 and p=(2,1). In this case we have

2,1] - [2,1] = [3] + [2,1] + [1%].

(iv) [p] - [n — 1,1] has exactly four homogeneous components if and only if
one of the following happens:
(@) n>4and u=(n—1,1) or (2,1"72);
() p=(k+1,k) or (28,1) for k > 2.
We then have:

n—1,1]-[n—1,1 = [n+n-11]+[n—-2,2]+[n—2,12],
k+ 1,k -[2k,1] = [k+2,k—1]+[k+ 1,k
+[k+ 1,k —1,1] + [k%,1],

and the remaining products are obtained by conjugation.
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Proof. The “if” parts and the decompositions of the products follow from
Lemma 4.1.

We now prove the “only if” directions. We are going to use Lemma 4.1
again. First, observe that [u] appears as a constituent in the product [u] ®
[n — 1,1] unless p is a rectangle. Also note that (pua)? = (ua)? for two
dlfferent pairs (A, B) (A, B') if and only if A = B and A’ = B’, in which
case (114)® = ()% = pi.

A partition with 7 removable nodes has exactly » + 1 addable nodes. So if
1 has at least 2 removable nodes, say A; and As, then p14, and p 4, both have
at least 2 addable nodes, which gives 4 composition factors in the product
with the only common constituent [u]. This proves the “only if” part of
(i) and (ii). If p has at least 3 removable nodes, then a similar argument
shows that [u] - [n — 1,1] has at least 5 non-isomorphic constituents. So
we may assume that p has exactly two removable nodes: A; and A,. For
[1] - [n — 1, 1] to have exactly 3 components, both p4, and p4, should have
only one removable node. This is only possible if n = 3 and p = (2,1).
Finally, for [u] - [n — 1, 1] to have exactly 4 components, one of j14, and pa,
should have only one removable node and the other one should have two.
This occurs exactly if por g/ is (n—1,1), n >4, or (k+1,k), k>2. O

Lemma 4.3. Let )\ be a partition of n. Then the square [)\]2 has at most 4
homogeneous components if and only if one of the following holds:

(i) A= (n) or (1™), when [\ = [n];

(i) n >4, A= (n—1,1) or (2,1"°2), when [N\?> = [n] + [n — 1,1] + [n —

2,2] + [n —2,1%);

(iii) n =3, A = (2,1), when [)\]2 = [3] +[2,1] + [13];

(iv) n =4, A = (22), when [\? = [4] + [22] + [1%];

(v) n=6, A= (3%) or (2%), when [N* = [6] + [4,2] + [3, 1] + [2°)].

Proof. The “if” part follows from Corollary 4.2 and [4, Tables LI].

In the other direction, let [\]2 have at most 4 homogeneous components.
We may assume that A is not one of (n), (1), (n — 1,1),(2,1%2), and that
n > 8 since for n < 8 the results hold by [4, Tables LI].

Clearly [\]? always contains [n]. Furthermore, by [10, Lemmas 1-3] and
[12, 4.3] or by [11, 6.3], [\]? contains [n—2,2], and unless ) is a rectangle, it
also contains [n—1,1], [n—2,1?] and [n—3,3]. So we only have to deal with
the case where A\ = (a’) is a rectangle. We already know that [A]? has the
constituents [n] and [n — 2,2]. If b > 2, then [\]? also has the constituent
[n — 3,3] by [10, Lemma 3] or [11, 6.3]. If n > 12, then also [n — 4,4]
occurs, see [10, Lemma 4]. Furthermore, by [11, 6.3], [n — 3,1%] appears
as a constituent. Hence we can restrict ourselves to the cases A = (k, k) or
A= (43).

Suppose A = (k,k) (k > 5). By Corollary 2.4, the components [u] of
[k, k]? with p) =4 = |[AN X| are of the form (p; +1,p2 +1,p3+ 1,p4 + 1),
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where [(p1, p2, 3, p4)], is a constituent of [k — 2,k — 2]2. By what we have
already proved, there are at least 3 such constituents. Thus [k, k]? has at
least 5 components.

Now, let A = (43). We already know that [A]? contains [12], [10,2], [9, 3]
and [9, 1%]. But it also contains some [u] with yj = 9 = |A N X/, thanks to
Theorem 2.1. Alternatively, one may calculate [4%]? on a computer and find
52 (!) homogeneous components. (]

Lemma 4.4. Let u, v be partitions, v C p. Set I = {i | ~v; < pu;}. Then the
following assertions are equivalent:
(i) [n/] is homogeneous;
(i) /7] is irreducible;
(i) I ={4,7+1,... ,k} for some j <k, and one of the following holds:

(b) wj = pj1 =" = p.
Moreover, in this case [u/v] = [a], where « is the partition with the
parts p; — i, © € I, sorted in the weakly decreasing order.

Proof. This follows from the Littlewood-Richardson Rule. O

Remark. The situations described in (iii)(a) and (iii)(b) above correspond

respectively to the pictures

[kl

/Y

f

Lemma 4.5. In the notation of Lemma 4.4 (and under the same assump-
tions), let A be a removable node of ~y.

(1) If A is disconnected from p/~y then
[1/va] = Z [OCB]
B

where B runs over the addable nodes of .
(2) Let A be connected with /7.
In the case (iii)(a) we have

[1/va] = Z [aB]

BBy
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where B runs over the addable nodes of «., except for the bottom addable
node By.
In the case (iii)(b) we have

[1/ 4] =[]
where B is an addable node of .
Proof. Again, this follows by the Littlewood-Richardson Rule. O
The following two lemmas will be used in the proof of the main theorem
of this section.

Lemma 4.6. Let u # v be partitions of n, both different from (n), (1"),
(n—1,1) and (2,1"72). Puty = puNv, m = |y|. Assume that v/ is a row

and that [u/v] is an irreducible character [y, a,...]. Then [m,ay, a9, ...]
appears in [p] - [v]. Moreover if an Sp—_m+1-character [01,02,...] appears in
B
(3) Yoo Al A= Y [oF]
A removable for ~y B addable for a
with a positive coefficient then [m — 1,601,602, ...] appears in [p] - [V].

Proof. We have [v/v] = [n —m]. So Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3 yield:

(4) <[/~L]'[V]7[m7a17a27"']>:17
and
(5) if A# (m,aq,a0,...) and ([u] - [v],[\]) # 0 then Ay < m.

If X\ is a partition of n with Ay = m — 1, then in the notation of Theorem 2.2,
we may write

{neY)[n#XAm<m}
:{(m,)\g,...,)\i_l,/\i—1,>\i+1,...) |7,2 1, A\ >)\¢+1}.

So (4) and (5) imply > nev(r) d(u,v;n) = €, where
nF#A

ny<m

(6) .= { 1 if A = o for some addable node B of «

Now, by Theorem 2.2, for a partition A of n with Ay = m — 1 we have

(7) (] - [, ) = > (u/val - [v/ral, [A]) — &

A

0 otherwise.

where the sum is over all removable nodes A of .
Let [0] be a constituent of [p/va] - [¥/va4]. Then [f] is a constituent of
[] - [0] with [5] a constituent of [1/v4] and [d] a constituent of [v/y4]. It
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follows from the definition of skew characters that 6 C u, 6 C v. Hence
BNéCunNv=-. In view of Theorem 2.1, this implies

O <|1pnd| <|pnvf=m.

If 6 = m, then SN J = ~, therefore 5 O v and § O . However, v/v4 is a
union of a row and a node, so either § = (n —m+1) or § = (n —m, 1). If
d = (n—m+1), then pNv C § implies pNv = (m). But then either p or v is
(n), which contradicts the assumptions of the lemma. If § = (n—m, 1), then
we conclude similarly that pNv = (m —1,1). Since neither p nor v is equal
to (n — 1,1) or its conjugate and u/~ should be connected by Lemma 4.4,
then the only possibilities are: v = (m —1,n—m+1), p = (m—1,17"7m+1)
or v=(n—2,12), p = (n —2,2) (in the latter case n —m = 1). In both
casesm—1>n—m+1, so0 0; <m — 1 since 0 is a partition of n —m + 1.
This contradiction shows that we may assume that §; < m — 1 for any [6]
appearing in [pi/va] - [v/7a].

This, together with (7), shows that any S,,_,+1-character [0, 602, ...] ap-
pearing in (3) gives rise to the character [m — 1,601,60s,...] appearing in
(1] - [v]. 0

Lemma 4.7. Let p # v be partitions of n, both different from (n), (1™), (n—
1,1), and (2,1"72). Put v = pNv. Assume that v/vy is a row, [p/7] is
irreducible, and [p] - [v] has 2 homogeneous components.

If there exists a removable node Ay of v, disconnected from v /7, then the
following condition holds:

(*) [/v4,) is 1-dimensional, /7 is connected with all removable nodes
of v, v/v is connected with all removable nodes of v except Ap.

Proof. Let Ay be a removable node of « disconnected from v/7, and put
m = |y|. Since pu # v, we have n —m > 0. Let a be the partition of n —m
defined by [u/7v] = [a]. Note that [v/v] = [n — m)].

By Lemma 4.6, it suffices to show that the expression (3) contains at least
two distinct irreducible characters unless the conditions (*) hold.

Since Ay is disconnected from v/, we have by Lemma 4.5(1):

(8) [v/va,) = [n—m+ 1] + [n —m, 1].

In view of Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5, we have three cases to consider: (a) When
Ay is disconnected from p/7; (b) when Ay is connected with p/y and we are
in the case (iii)(a) of Lemma 4.4; (c) when Ay is connected with /v and
we are in the case (iii)(b) of Lemma 4.4 (the cases (b) and (c) overlap when
(/v is a rectangle).

(a) In this case Ay is disconnected from p/y. Then, by Lemma 4.5(1), we

get,
[M/VAO] = Z [aB]

B
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where the sum runs over all addable nodes B of «. So (3) contains
(n—m+1]+[n—m,1])- (Z [aB]> =) o]
B B

=[n—m,1]- (Z [aB]) .

If there is a non-linear character among the [a], we are done by Corol-
lary 4.2(i). Otherwise a = (1), but even in this case the expression above
contains two different characters: [2] and [12]. This completes the case (a).

In particular, we now may assume that every removable node A of -~y
disconnected from v/+ is connected with /7.

Note that [1/74,] contains [aP1] for some addable node Bj, see Lem-
ma 4.5. So, in view of (8) and Lemma 4.1, [1t/v4,]-[V//74,] contains > z[a?].
Hence any removable node Ay # Ag of v yields a positive contribution of
[1/74,] - [v/7v4,] to the expression (3). If A; is disconnected from v/~ then
[V/v4,] = [n —m,1] + [n — m + 1], and the product [u/va,] - [v/74,] is
not homogeneous. If A; is connected with v/ but disconnected from /v
then, by Lemma 4.5, [u/v4,] is not irreducible and [v/v4,] is [n — m, 1] or
[n —m + 1]. So the product [u/va4,] - [v/74,] is not homogeneous again,
thanks to Lemmas 4.1 and 4.5. Thus we may always assume that:

(**) u/~y is connected with all removable nodes of v, and v/~ is connected
with all removable nodes of v different from Aj.

(b) In this case Lemma 4.5 yields

[/7va0) = Y [F]

B#B,

where the sum runs over all addable nodes B of « except for the bottom
one By. Consider the constituent [u/va,] - [V/74,] — Y. gla®] of (3). By (8),
it is equal to

(9) (n—m+1+n-m1)- [ Y [of]] =3 [o”]
B

B+#Bg

=[n—m1]-{ Y [o7] | - [o™].

B+£By

Since a # (), it has at least 2 addable nodes. Let B; be an addable node of
a, different from By, and let 7 be the number of removable nodes of a!.
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Then, using Lemma 4.1, we can rewrite (9) as follows:

=m0+ > [of]] = [a™]

B#By,B1

:(r—l)[aBl]+([n—m—|—1]—|—[n—m,1])- Z [ozB]

+ CZ]; [(O‘Bl)cD}

where the sum Z is over all removable nodes C' of oP!, different from By,
C,D
and over all addable nodes D of ()¢, different from C.

If o is not a rectangle, then ), 4By, B is non-empty, so our expression
involves at least two different irreducible characters. Let « be a rectangle.
If [a] is not of degree 1, then a®! is not a rectangle, so r > 1, and thus our
expression involves [aBl]. Moreover, o' has a removable node C' # By, so
for an addable node D # C of (aP!)¢ we get the contribution [(ozBl)CD] #
[@P1]. Finally, let [a] = [u/7] be of degree 1. If [aP] is not of degree 1,
then it is [2,1(*=™=1]. So for n —m > 2, we have r = 2, and so [2,1"?]
and [3,1"73] appear in our expression. However, if n —m = 1, then [u/y4,]
is of degree 1. So, in view of (**), all the conditions in (*) hold.

(c) In this case by Lemma 4.5 we have

[/’L/,YAO] = [aBl]
for some addable node B; of o. Then the constituent [p/va,] - [v/7v4,] —
S ploB] of (3) is

(10) ([n=m+1]+[n—m1])- [®] = [a”]
= CZ (@) =" [o”]

)

SDIHEIDY [(aBl)cD]—%:[aB}

B C,D; C#B;
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- ¥ [(aBl)CD} .

C,D; C#B,

In the last sum C runs through the removable nodes of oP1, different from
B1, and D runs through the addable nodes of (a')c. So (10) has at least
two different irreducible constituents, unless it is empty. Hence we may
assume that Pt is a rectangle. If [a] is of degree 1 then [aPl] = [u/v4,]
is also of degree 1, and, in view of (**), we are in the exceptional case (*).
So we may assume that o = (a’~!,a — 1) for some a > 1, b > 1, and
aPt = (ab). This together with Lemma 4.4 implies that v has a removable
node Aj, different from Ay. We know that it must be connected with v/~
and p/v, thanks to (**). If there was a third removable node of ~, As
say, then again by (**), both A; and Ay would be connected with both
v/y and p/vy. But this is impossible since v = pNv. So we may assume
that v has exactly two removable nodes. Now, by Lemma 4.5(2), we have
[11/74,] = [@P?] with By the top or the bottom, but not the middle, addable
node of «, and [v/v4,] is either [n —m, 1] or [n —m +1]. The corresponding
pictures are:

A v/y

Y A

K/ B/

A

v/y

In the first case, [a2] - [n —m, 1] contributes at least two constituents by
Theorem 3.4. In the second case v = (n — 1, 1). O

Theorem 4.8. Let pu, v be partitions of n. Then [u] - [V] has exactly two
homogenous components if and only if one of the partitions u, v is a rectangle
(a®) with a,b > 1, and the other is (n —1,1) or (2,1"72). In these cases we
have:

=11 [ = [a+La"%a—1]+ [ a— 1,1,
2,1"72] - [a’] = [b+ 1,022, b— 1] + [p* L, b — 1,1].
Proof.  The “if” part is proved in Corollary 4.2 (note that @172 o
Sn=11) g sign). To prove the “only if” part, assume that
(1] - [v] = z[k] +y[A] for some z,y € N,

with £ > X in the lexicographic order. Clearly, p,v & {(n),(1™)}. If p or
vis (n—1,1) or (2,1"72) the result follows from Corollary 4.2. Assume
v & {(n—1,1),(2,1"2)}. By Theorems 2.1 and 3.3, we have

k1 =|pNvl, N =pnV| and X\ <|pNv|= k.
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By Lemma 4.3, ;1 # v, and hence k1 < n. Put v = pNv, m = |y|. By
Corollary 2.3, we must have

[/A]- v/ = (]
where & = (k2,K3,...). So, in view of Theorem 3.4, one of the following
happens:

(i) z = 1 and one of the characters [u/7], [v/7] is of degree 1, while the
other is irreducible;

(ii) one of the characters [u/v], [v/7] is equal to [&], the other is of the
form z[n—m]+w[1"™] with some z,w € N, and & = &’. By the Littlewood-
Richardson rule, a skew character contains both [n — m] and [1"7] only
if its diagram is a set of disconnected nodes. So we must have n — m = 2,
since otherwise such a skew character has more than 2 constituents. But
there is no symmetric partition of 2, i.e. & # #’. This contradiction allows
us to assume that we are in the case (i).

Without loss of generality, suppose that [v/v] is of degree 1 and [u/v] =
[a] is irreducible. Then the shape of v/ is a row or a column. Passing, if
necessary, from p, v to p/, v/, we may assume that v/v is a row. Now, by
Lemma 4.7 we may assume that one of the following holds:

(a) v/7 is connected with every removable node of ~.

(b) There exists a removable node Ay of 7 disconnected from v/~, [u/7]
and [p/v4,] are of degree 1, p/v is connected with every removable
node of v, and v/ is connected with every removable node of v dif-
ferent from Ap.

Case (a). In this case v must be a rectangle, and v must have a removable
node Ay such that [v/v4,] = (n —m, 1) for otherwise v = (n).

"

Let us first assume that u/v is disconnected from Agy. Then, in view of
Lemmas 4.5(1) and 4.1, the expression (3) contains

(11) v /740) - [1/720] = > [@F]

B

Cm (z [aB}) NG

B

2 [)] 22 ]
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:%(1"3 —2) [ozB] —I—ZZ Z [(aB)CD}

B C D#C

where B runs over the addable nodes of o, C' runs over the removable nodes
of of (for the respective node B), D runs over the addable nodes of (a?)¢
and 7 denotes the number of removable nodes of aZ.

If o has at least 3 addable nodes, say By, By, Bs, then we have the
following contribution to the expression above:

(rpy = 2) [@™] + [@®] + [@] + (r5, = 2) [@] + [0] + [0]
+(rp, = 2) [a] + [a™] + [a®]
=1TpB, [aBO] + B, [ozBl] +rB, [ozBQ] .

By Lemma 4.6, this yields 3 irreducible components in [u] - [v].
So « has exactly two addable nodes, say By, Bi, i.e. « is a rectangle.
Then we have the following contribution to the expression (11):

(r3y = 2) [@] + [@™] + (rp, = 2) [@”] + [@™] .

If « is not a row or a column then both rp,, g, are at least 2, and in view
of Lemma 4.6, we get two irreducible constituents for [u] - [v], both different
from [k]. Let o be a row or a column. Assume that « is a row, the column
case being similar. Then (11) equals [n—m, 1] +[n—m—1,2]+[n—m—1,1?]
if n —m > 2, and [2,1] + [13] if n — m = 2. By Lemma 4.6, this yields at
least two constituents in [u] - [v] different from [k]. Finally, let n —m = 1.
Then (11) equals 0. Note that v must have a removable node A; # Ay, since
otherwise v = (1™). If p/7 is disconnected from A;, then

[w/var) - v/va] = (2] + 1%,

and we are done by Lemma 4.6. If u/~v is connected with Ay, then p =
(2%,12),v = (281) (and k > 1 since p is not of the form (2,1772)). Then
the expression (3) equals [12]. So, by Lemma 4.6, [n—1,1] and [n—2, 1?] are
constituents of [u] - [v]. But |uNv/| =4, so there also must be a constituent
with 4 non-zero rows, thanks to Theorem 2.1.

This completes the consideration of the case where [1/7] is disconnected
from Ag.

Let p/ be connected with Ag. Then, in view of Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5(2),

we have
[:U/’YAO] = Z [aB]
B+By

where By is the bottom addable node of o.. Let By be the top addable node
of a. Then we get a contribution to (3) from the following expression:

(12)  [v/7a0] - [/740] = ) [@”]

B



216 C. BESSENRODT AND A. KLESHCHEV

=n-m1- Y [o"] =" [a”]

= 2 XN - 3 10l
=C;1;[<a31 7]+ BEE&ZZ[(“B <) - ; [0]

where B runs through the addable nodes of «, C runs through the removable
nodes of o (for the respective node B) and D runs through the addable
nodes of (a®)c.

If o has a third addable node, say Bs, then P! is not a rectangle, and
hence there exists a node C1 # By which is removable from aB1. This shows
that the first sum in (12) contains [a”!]. Moreover, the second sum in (12)
contains " p[aP], and so both [aP°] and [aP1] are constituents of (12). Now
we can apply Lemma 4.6.

If By and Bj are the only addable nodes of «, then « is a rectangle. Let
C1 be the corner node of a.

If o is not a row, then a! also has the removable node C;. In this case,

(12) is
S [, 7] = [of]

D

which gives at least two contributions, except in the case where a@ = (1?)
when (12) equals [3]. If 7 has a further removable node A, then this leads
to a further contribution [2,1] to (3). But if 7 is a rectangle, then p = (23)
and v = (3%), and we can apply Lemma 4.3.

If o is a row then v must have a removable node A1 # Ag, since otherwise

p = (n). Note that (12) equals —[n—m+1]. Also [v/va,]-[/74,] = [n—m+
1] + [n —m, 1]. By Lemma 4.6, the product [u] - [v] contains [m,n —m] and
[m—1,n—m,1]. Note that our assumptions yield u = (k+n—m,k—n-+m),
v = (k,k) with k —n+m > 2. But in this case |uNv/| > 4. So Theorem 2.1
implies that [p] - [v] has a constituent with 4 rows.
Case (b). Since [p] is not of degree 1, the assumption [u/~] and [p/v4,]
are of degree 1 implies that v must have a removable node A; # Ag. By
assumption, A; is connected with both p/y and v/7, and since [p/7] is of
degree 1, A1 and Ay are the only removable nodes of ~.

Since [p/7v4,] is 1-dimensional, we conclude from Lemmas 4.4 and 4.5 that
[e/v4,] = [n—m, 1] or the conjugate. Soif n—m > 1 and [v/v4,] = [n—m, 1]
then (3) equals [n — m,1] - [n — m,1] or the conjugate. Now we apply
Corollary 4.2 and Lemma 4.6. Otherwise u = (k,k),v = (k+n —m,k —
n+4+m)or p = (2¥),r = (2¥71,12). But these cases have already been
considered. 0
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Thus we have classified all pairs p,r such that [u] - [v] has at most 2
homogeneous components. The “if-parts” of the following conjecture are
proved in Corollary 4.2 and Lemma 4.3.

Conjecture.

(i) [¢] - [v] has 3 homogeneous components if and only if n = 3 and pu =
v=(2,1)orn=4and p=v=(2,2).

(i) [u]-[v] has 4 homogeneous components if and only if one of the following
happens:
(a) n >4 and RS {(TL - 17 1)7 (Qa 1n—2)};
(b) n = 2k+1 for some k > 2, and one of , v is in {(2k, 1), (2, 12*=1)}

while the other one is in {(k + 1,k), (2%, 1)};

(¢) n =6 and v € {(25), (3)).

The following theorem proves the conjecture in the special case when both
w and v are symmetric.

Theorem 4.9. Let 1 and v be symmetric partitions of n. Then [u] - [v] has
at most 4 homogeneous components if and only if one of the following holds:
(i) n=1
(i) n =3, p = = (2,1), when [uf> = [3] + [2,1] + [19);
i) n= 4, g = v = (22), when [u? = [4] + [27 + [14].

Proof. Let v = uNv, m = |y|. Then ~ is a symmetric partition, and at least
one of the skew diagrams p /7, v/ has no box on the main diagonal. Say it
is p1/7. Because of the symmetry, we can then write p /v as a disjoint union
a U, where a and o are some skew shapes which are conjugate to each
other. In particular, n —m is even. By [6, (5.7)],

[1/7] = [e]&[a].

If every constituent of [a]®[a’] belongs to M = {[n — m],[1""™],[n —
m — 1,1],[2,1""™=2]} then by the Littlewood-Richardson Rule, every con-
stituent of [a] and [o/] would have to belong to {[(n—m)/2], [1("*~™)/2], [(n—
m)/2 —1,1],[2,1=™)/2=2]} | But even then, if n —m > 6, the Littlewood-
Richardson Rule implies that there are components of [a]®[a’] not in M.

Assume first that n — m > 6. Then, by the Littlewood-Richardson Rule
again, [v/v] contains a constituent not in M. Now Theorems 3.4 and 4.8 im-
ply that [1/7]-[v/7] contains at least three different irreducible constituents,
say [p1], [p2], [P3]. Then [u]-[v] contains the corresponding constituents [p1],
[p2], [p3], thanks to Corollary 2.3. Since p and v are symmetric, [u] - [v] also
contains the conjugate constituents [p}], [p5], [p4]- Now, by Theorem 3.3
no constituent can have at the same time the maximal length and width
among all the constituents. Hence [p;] # [p}] for all i,j. Thus we have
found 6 different irreducible constituents.
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The case n — m = 0 follows from Lemma 4.3. So we may now assume
that n — m = 2 or 4. Note that in the first case n > 7 since for n < 7 there
is only one symmetric partition, and in the second case n > 8, since the
intersection of the two different symmetric partitions for n = 8 is a partition
of 6. Then by the Littlewood-Richardson Rule and Corollary 2.3, we know
that [i] - [v] has the constituents [n — 2,2], [n — 2,1?] and their conjugates
if n —m = 2, and it has the constituents [n — 4,3, 1] and [n — 4,2, 1%] and
their conjugates if n — m = 4. By the remark above, n is sufficiently large
in both cases so that the four constituents are all different.

Assume that these are all the constituents of [u] - [v]. Consider the case
n —m = 4. We compute the character values on (n — 1)-cycles and (n — 2)-
cycles. Since |y| = n — 4, we know that min(hf},h¥;) < n — 2. Hence
on an (n — 1)-cycle z,_1 and an (n — 2)-cycle z,_9 in S, we have by the
Murnaghan-Nakayama rule:

1(zne1) - ) (znmt) = 0 = [1)(ns) - [V] (20m2).
On the other hand, if n is even, then
n—4,2,1%)(zn-1) = —1 = [4,2,1"79)(2,,_1)
and
[n—4,3,1)(zn—1) = 0= [3,2%,1""")(2,,_1)
gives a contradiction. If n is odd, then similarly

n—4,2,1%(2p_2) = 0 = [4,2,1"%](2,_2)

and
n—4,3,1](zn_2) =1 =[3,22,1"""](2,_2)

gives a contradiction. The case n —m = 2 is considered similarly using z,
and z,_1. O

5. Homogeneous Kronecker products of A, -representations.

We first recall the classification of the complex irreducible A,,-representations
(cf. [4, 2.5]). If p is a non-symmetric partition of n then the restrictions
St |4, and S* | 4, are irreducible and isomorphic to each other. We denote
the corresponding irreducible A,-module by T# or T . Thus T* = T for
w # . On the other hand, if u = u/ then S* | 4, splits into a direct sum
of two non-isomorphic A,-modules, say T% and T". Moreover, the modules
Tf and T", as p runs over all symmetric partitions of n, together with the
modules T#, as u runs over a system of representatives of the pairs {u, 1’}
for the non-symmetric partitions u of n, form a complete system of the non-
isomorphic irreducible A,-modules. It is well known that T% is obtained
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from 1% ! by twisting with an automorphism of A,,, which comes from a con-
Jugatlon by an element g € S,, \ A,. The character of T, ( 1) will be denoted

by {1} (4)-

Lemma 5.1. Let u, v be non-symmetric partitions of n, both different from

(n) and (1™). Then TH @ T" is homogeneous if and only if SF ® S¥ =

S B ySY for some A% XN, z,y € N.

Proof. This follows from the definition of the modules T# and Theorem 3.4.
O

Lemma 5.2. Let u, v be partitions of n, both different from (n),(1"). As-
sume that u # (', v = v'. Then TF @ TY is homogeneous if and only if

S“®S”Na:5’\@y5’\ for some A\ # N, x,y € N.
Proof. The “if-part” is clear.
If TH® TY =z T7 for some A = X, then, conjugating by g € Sy, \ An, we
get THRTY = a:T%. So
T (TY o TY) 2 x(T? ®T2).
The lift to S,, gives S* ® S¥ = 2 S*, which is impossible by Theorem 3.4.
ETreTY = x T for some \ # )\', then as above we have THQTY = x T,

so the lift to S, gives S* ® S¥ =y S* @ 2z SV (with y + z = z). O

Lemma 5.3. Let v be a symmetric partition of n, and let ¢, be irreducible
Ap-characters both different from {v}; and {v}_. Then

W ’ {V}Jr’d)) = WJ ’ {V}*7¢>‘
Proof. By [4, 2.5.13], we have

(W {vie, ¢) = Z P(g){r}=(9)d(g)

gEA

— ’jn, > wo){}l9)og)

gEAN(CTUCT)

+ Z w(g)% €, £ lsynh o(g)
9ecy
£ vy (e [o 10 | oW
geCy, i

where ¢, = (—1)(”*’“)/ 2 and CF denote the two conjugacy classes in A,
which consist of elements of cycle type (hi,... ,hY,). Since ¢, ¢ correspond
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to partitions different from v, each of them takes the same value on C;f and
C,;, so the last expression is the same for {v}, and {v}_. O

Lemma 5.4. Let v be a symmetric partition of n and let ¢ be an irreducible
Ay, -character different from {v}+ and {v}_. Then

W -Avi, vty =@ -{v}-{v}-)  and
(W -Avie Avio) = (@ -{v}-. {v}4).

Proof. We compute the scalar products using [4, 2.5.13] as in the previous
proof, and use the facts that {v}(g) = {v}_(g) for any g € A, \ (C;f UC)))
and v¥(g) = (h) for any g,h € Cf UC, . O

From the previous two results we deduce:

Proposition 5.5. Let u, v be symmetric partitions of n, u # v. Then
{u}+ - {v}+ is homogeneous if and only if {u}+ - {v}— is homogeneous.

Now we can classify the homogeneous Kronecker products of irreducible
Ap-characters. Note that if n > 4 then the only 1-dimensional character is
the trivial one. For n = 3 and 4 there are two more 1-dimensional characters
in each case: {2,1}4 and {22} ..

Theorem 5.6. Let ¢, ¥ be irreducible A, -characters both of degrees greater
than 1. Then ¢ -1 is homogeneous if and only if n = a® for some a > 2 and
one of the characters is {n — 1,1}, while the other is {a®}y or {a®}_. In
the exceptional case:

{n—1,1}-{a"}+ ={a+1,a* % a—1}.

Proof. The “if-part” follows from Corollary 4.2(ii).

Let ¢ and v correspond to partitions p and v, respectively. If p and v
are both non-symmetric, then by Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 4.8 the tensor
product T# ® T" is not homogeneous. If one of the partitions u,v is sym-
metric and the other is not, use Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 4.8. So we may
assume that p and v are both symmetric. If p # v, then by Lemmas 5.3,
5.4 and 5.5, if one of the four products {u}+ - {v}+ is homogeneous then
the product [u] - [v] has at most two homogeneous components, contradict-
ing Theorems 3.4 and 4.8. Indeed, consider for example the case where
{u}— - {v}- is homogeneous. Since {\}+ is obtained from {A}+ by conju-
gating with an element g € S,, \ A,, we conclude that {u}+ - {v}+ is also
homogeneous. Moreover, if {u}_ - {v}_ = x{\} then {u}; - {v}+ = z{\},
and if {pu}_ - {v}_ = a{x}+ then {u}, - {v};+ = z{k}+. By Proposition 5.5,
we also have that {u}+ - {v}+ are homogeneous. Moreover, Lemmas 5.3, 5.4
imply {p}s - {v}z = {A} or {K}iors. Thus [p] - [v] is #[A] + y[X] or z[x].

Now let © = v be symmetric. We have to consider three cases: {u}s-{u}+
and {u}y - {p}—. Using conjugation with g € S, \ A,, we can eliminate one
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of them, and work only with {u}4 - {u}+ and {u}+ - {u}_. Let us consider
the first case (the second one is similar). So let {u}y - {u}+ = x4 for some
irreducible A, -character .

If the dual character {u}* is equal to {}, then

(o At Ant+) = Hudv dnte) =1
so we deduce {u}4+-{u}+ = {n}, which is impossible as { i} is not of degree 1.
If {u}} = {n}-, then

{nb Anbs - Aud) = Qup-{u}y) =0

and

<{Tl -1, 1}7 {:u}-i- : {:U'}-‘r> = <{n} + {n -1, 1}7 {N}-i- ) {M}-ﬁ-)
= {n =131 {uyv - {u}e)
= <{:UJ}* lAnfw {,u}+ lAn71>'

Consider the case where p is not a square. Then, by the Branching Rule,
both restrictions in the last expression contain some {\} where A is a non-
symmetric partition of n—1. So the scalar product above is non-zero, whence
{u}+ - {u}s = x{n—1,1}. Take z € A, of cycle type (n —2,2), if n is even
and of cycle type (n—2,1,1), if n is odd. As p is symmetric it does not have
a hook of length n — 2. Hence by [4, 2.5.13] and the Murnaghan-Nakayama
Rule we have

{n}+(2){p}4(2) = 0.
On the other hand, z{n — 1,1}(2) = £ # 0, when n is odd or even,
respectively. This is a contradiction.
It remains to deal with the case where {u}% = {u}_ and p is a square.
Consider

<{n - 2} TA”? {M}-ﬁ- ’ {N}+> = <{:UJ}— la, s {,LL}+ *LAn72>'

By the Branching Rule, the last scalar product is non-zero. But
{n—2} "= {n}+2{n— 1,1} + {n—2,2} + {n—2,1%},

and the product {p}4 - {u}+ can not be of the form x{n} or z{n — 1,1} by
the same arguments as before. So we may assume that

[ubs {ubs = a{n—2.2} or {u}s-{u}s = afn—2,1%).

In the first case, we evaluate both sides on an element of cycle type
(n—2,12) if n is odd, and on an element of cycle type (n — 1, 1) if n is even.
Then the left hand side gives zero whereas the right hand side is £z, giving
a contradiction.

In the second case, we evaluate both sides on an element of cycle type
(n) if n is odd, and on an element of cycle type (n — 3,13) if n is even. This
gives zero on the left hand side and +x on the right hand side. U
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Note added in proof.

After this paper had been accepted we learned of the paper of 1. Zisser
“Irreducible products of characters in A,,”, Israel J. Math., 84 (1993), 147-
151. The main result of the Zisser’s paper is that A,, has a pair of non-linear
characters, whose product is irreducible, if and only if n is a perfect square.
Even though Zisser does not classify all such pairs (which is done in our pa-
per), he does prove that one of the characters must correspond to the square
diagram. Moreover, he also proves that the product of two non-linear S,,-
characters is never irreducible, using his previous results on decomposing the
squares of irreducible characters. However, we believe that the short direct
proof of the more general fact that such a product is never homogeneous
given in Section 3 of our paper (Theorem 3.4) might be useful. Generally,
our approach allows us to consider more general questions concerning few
homogeneous components rather than few irreducible components.
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L? ESTIMATES ON CHORD-ARC CURVES

JoAQUIM BRUNA AND MARIA J. GONZALEZ

We characterize those domains in the plane whose bound-
ary is a chord arc curve in terms of some L? integrals, which
are mainly a version of Green’s theorem. As a consequence of
this we obtain a “converse” to a theorem due to Laurentiev
that states that for such domains harmonic measure and arc
length are A., equivalent.

Let I be a locally rectifiable Jordan curve in the plane that passes through
oo, and let 4, 1 be the two domains bounded by T'.
Given a function f defined on I, its Cauchy integral

C’f(z)—/rg(_c) ¢, z¢T

defines an analytic function off I'.
If Cof, C_f denote the restrictions of C'f to Q4 and Q_, and if fy, f—
denote their boundary values, then

SO
r¢—=z

G. David has shown in [D] that the Cauchy integral is bounded in L?(T")
if and only if I is regular, that is, there exists a constant C' such that for all
20 € C and all R > 0, the arclength of B(zp, R) N T is at most C'R, where
B(zp, R) denotes the ball centered at zy and radius R.

Several proofs have been given of the boundedness of the Cauchy integral
under stronger hypothesis on I'. We shall concentrate on the first proof
presented in [C-J-S] which is based on complex variables methods. They
show the result for Lipschitz graphs, i.e.,

I'={z+iA(z): 2z € R} with A" € L*.

By following their argument very closely one can notice that the theorem is
a consequence of the fact that for any F' holomorphic in Q4 that decays to
zero at 0o, the following two integrals are equivalent:

//Qi |F'(2)|20(2) dx dy = /F P2 ds

where 6(z) = dist(z,T").

f+(z) = j:f()+—PV d¢, zeT.
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It is a well known result, [J-K], that such an equivalence holds if T' is
a chord-arc curve (the length of the arc is comparable to the chord). The
main purpose of this paper is to show that the chord-arc condition is also
necessary for the equivalence to hold.

To avoid problems at oo, we will assume that the curves I' and the func-
tions F are analytic at oo. In particular F(z) = O (%) at co. Note that if I'
is the real line and €2 is the upper half plane, the equivalence of the integrals
is just Green’s theorem applied to the functions u(z) = |F(z)|? and v(z) =y
in the domain Qp = {2 € RJ; |2| < R} [G, p. 236]. Since F(z) = O (1) the
terms involving the line integral on {z = Re?’; 0 < # < 7} will tend to 0 as
R tends to co.

Before stating the results we need to recall a few definitions:

A function ¢ € L (R) lies in BMO(R) if
1
sup 1 [ 1o = il d = gl < oc
r [ Jr

where I C R is any bounded interval and ¢; = ﬁ | ;pdt. The space

BMOA(R) denotes the space of holomorphic functions in the upper half
plane that are Poisson integrals of functions in BMO(R).

A positive measure u defined on the upper half plane is called a Carleson
measure if there is a constant N(u) such that

w@Q) < N(p)l(Q)
for all cubes
Q={zo<w <20 +1(Q), 0 <y <UQ)}.

There is a close connection between BMO functions and Carleson measures:
A function ¢ € BMO(R) if and only if | V(2)|?y dx dy is a Carleson measure
where ¢(z) denotes the harmonic extension of . See [G, p. 240].

We are ready now to state the results:

Theorem 1. Let I' be a locally rectifiable Jordan curve analytic at oo and
let Q0 be a domain bounded by T.

Denote by ® the conformal mapping from R; onto Q with ®(c0) = oo.
Then log ® € BMOA(R) if and only if there is a constant ¢, depending only
on the BMO constant, such that

(1) // FP8(2) de dy < c/ P2 ds
Q T
for any F holomorphic in Q with F(z) = O (%) at 0.

Note that the boundary values of ® are defined a.e. on R because of our
assumptions on I'.
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Theorem 2. Let I' be a locally rectifiable Jordan curve bounding the do-
mains Q1, Q_. Suppose there exists a constant ¢ such that

(2) [ireas<e[[ VPG dwdy

and
/\G|2ds < c// G/ 20(2) dar dy
I Q_

for any holomorphic function F(G) on Q4 (Q2-) vanishing at oo. Then T' is
a chord-arc curve.

As we mentioned before its converse is also true. Also note that if (2)
holds then (1) holds, that is because if €2 is bounded by a chord-arc curve,
log @ € BMOA(R).

It will become clear from the proof of the theorem that (2) can be replaced

by
Jiekas= [[ (corrac dzay

where ¢ = xy for any arc I C T
It is also interesting to see what happens if we consider functions of the
form F(z) L W ¢ I'. Then the result is the following:

= Te—w

Theorem 3. Let I' be a locally rectifiable curve, then ' is reqular if and
only if there exist constants c1, co such that

1 |dz| 1
< < Il I
) 150y < oo Sy et v

The proofs of these theorems are contained in Section 1. Further remarks
and corollaries will be given in Section 2. Finally we would like to thank,
M. Melnikov for suggesting some questions and for many helpful conversa-
tions, and the referee for his comments which improved the presentation of
this paper.

1. Proofs of the Theorems.

Proof of Theorem 1. First note that by changing variables and by using
Koebe’s distortion theorem, (1) is equivalent to

(4) / / P21y de dy < ¢ / 1P| da
Ry R

where f is a holomorphic function on R with f(z) = O (%) at oo.

Consider now g = f(®')1/2. Then applying Green’s Theorem as in the
remark of the introduction, we get

/Igl2dw=4// g [Py da dy.
R Ry
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Since f/(®)1/2 =g’ — 1927

// Id |<1>’|ydxdy—//
2
< 2// g'” + y dz dy
=
1 ‘I)" 2
<1 ( [ lof o+ / /. |g|2’,@,|’2ydxdy> .
2

By the remark at the end of the introduction if log ® € BMOA(R), then

|<|I’q;'/\‘2y is a Carleson measure and (4) holds.

On the other hand, if (4) holds then

2

g —59(1), ydz dy

"

q)//
//R+ 2 9 ydmdy—4// @’dexdy<4c/]g]2da:
2
which is equivalent to E,l‘g y being a Carleson measure ([G, p. 33]). O

Proof of Theorem 2. Let I be an arc on I" with length /(1) and endpoints «,

G.
Set f = x1 and consider the functions C f(z) defined in the introduction.
Since f = fy — f—, (2) implies

/|f|2ds<c<// (Cyf)|?6(= dmdy—l—// I(C_f)|?6( )dzdy)
[/ ey dedy

D= C//(C\F o) /1 (¢ iCZV

Let ((s), s € [a,b] be a parameterization of I by arclength, then

that is

dx dy.

/dc :/b ¢ L 1 _ B-a
1(C=2)*  Ja (C(s) = 2)? (la)—2z C0)—2z (a—2)(B-2)

Therefore
4(2)
lIgﬂ—aZ// dx dy.
DW=l ] —aPl—pP

It only remains to estimate the last integral. To do so we split it into three
integrals. Let B; be the ball centered at a with radius 18 ;a‘ and let By be
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the corresponding one centered at . Then

0(2) 4 // dx dy c
drdy < —— = .
//&V—UPV—MQ B—al* ) p lz—al [B-a

By a similar argument one can show that the same estimate holds on B»
and outside By U By. Therefore

I(I) <c|f—al.

O

Proof of Theorem 3. Suppose first that I' is a regular curve. Fix a point
w ¢ T', choose zp € I" such that 0(w) = |w — 29| and consider the ball B
centered at zp with radius 26(w). So:

|dz| |dz| |dz|
" — w2 [P 1 — ap|2°
r |z —w rnB [z — w| I'\B |z — w|
If zeI'n B, then |z — w| = §(w). Also, since T is regular [(I'N B) = 6(w).

Therefore, trivially
/ |dz| ~ 1
rag |z —w* d(w)

dz] N / |dz|
/F\B |z —wl? ; A, |z —w|?
where Ay = {z € T': 2F§(w) < |z — 2] < 2815 (w)}.
If z € Ay, |z — w| = 2F5(w). Since I(Ay,) = 2F5(w) we get

/ |dz| ~ 1
r\B |z w2 §(w)

which proves the first part of the theorem.

On the other hand

Suppose now that (3) holds. Choose any r > 0 and any point zg € C
and consider the ball B centered at zg of radius r. Let A be the annulus
A ={2r <|z— 2| < 3r} and let w € A be a point with the property that

d(w) = ilelg 0(2).

We claim that there is a constant ¢ depending only on c;, co such that
d(w) > cr. Assuming the claim let us finish the proof of the theorem:

I(I'N B) / |dz| / |dz| 1
— < < & <
2 T Jreplr—w T w2 d(w) T

i e
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Therefore [(I'N B) < cr, i.e. I'is regular. To prove the claim consider a grid

on A of size 6(w). Then, because of the choice of w, any square of the grid
contains points of I'. So, letting N = r/§(w), we have

2 |dz| / |dz|
> I e
S(w) — /F |Z—w|2 Z {z€l |z — w|?

ké(w)<|z—w|<(k+1)6(w)}

- L

) logr/0(w).
k=1

Therefore r/§(w) < ¢ which proves the claim. O

Note that the same result holds if we replace | L by —L~ for any
z—w| [z—w]
a > 1. Then instead of (3) we get

[ = Gy
r |z —w|

12

The proof is the same.

2. Further remarks.

Let w(z ) > 0 be locally integrable on R.

Set w(E) = [pw(x)dz, and let |E| denote the Lebesgue measure of E.
We say that w is an A Welght if for every € > 0, there is a § > 0 such that
if I is any interval and £ C I, then

|E| w(E)

7l <6= w(l) <e
If wis an A weight, then logw € BMO. For a proof of this fact and some
related ones see [S].

As before, given an unbounded simply connected domain €2 other than
the plane itself, ® will denote the conformal mapping from ]RéF onto € fixing
00.

There is a theorem due to Laurentiev which states that if 2 is a domain
bounded by a chord-arc curve, then arc-length and harmonic measure on
0N are Ax-equivalent. That is, |®'| is an As.-weight.

A version of a converse is given in [J-K]|. Before stating it we need some
more definitions.

A Jordan curve I' that passes through oo is called a quasi-circle if it
satisfies the three-point condition, that is there is a constant ¢ such that for
any three points 21,29 € I and z3 on the arc joining z; and z9, |21 — 23| <
¢|z1 — z2|. Obviously a chord-arc curve is a quasicircle.
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A domain is called a Smirnov domain if log|®’(z)| is represented by
its Poisson integral. In particular domains bounded by regular curves are
Smirnov [Z].

Theorem 4 ([J-K]). Suppose Q is a Smirnov domain, O is a quasicircle
and harmonic measure is Aoo-equivalent to arc length. Then 0X) is a chord-
arc curve.

Note that its converse is also true.
Using Theorem 2 we give another “converse” to Laurentiev’s theorem
which is very similar to [J-K].

Corollary 1. Suppose that the two sides of a curve I' are Smirnov domains
and that on each domain harmonic measure is As-equivalent to arc-length.
Then I is a chord-arc curve.

As before note that its converse is also true.

Proof. Let € be one of the sides of I and let @ : R; — €} be its conformal
mapping, ®(c0) = oco. We are assuming that |®’| is an A, weight, therefore
[G-W],

/\F )20 (2 ]dac<c/<//FZ]F' 2 dA(2 ))\@’( )| da

where I'(z) is a cone centered at z:
I'y ={(s,y) : |x — s| < ay} for some a fixed

and F' is a holomorphic function on R; vanishing at oo as before. The
constant ¢ depends only on the opening of the cone and the A..-constant.
By Fubini’s theorem the integral on right-hand side is equivalent to

/] o [P 1) dady

where o(I,) = [, |®'(t)|dt and I, is the interval on R centered at z and
length 2ay.
Since log @' € BMO,

P, xlog |®'

<c

| L2

with ¢ depending on the BMO-constant of log |®'| [G].
On the other hand, © being a Smirnov domain implies that P, xlog |®'| =
log |®'(2)| and |®'| € A is equivalent to saying that

/ /
exp<m/1og\q>ydt> m/|q>|dt

for any interval I C R.
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So,

! = 1 ! =0 a
¥ o [ 190 = o(1.) 20

Hence, there is a constant ¢ such that
[IF@Pe@de<e [ FEP@ @y dy
R Ry

Since this inequality holds on both sides of I', by changing variables and us-
ing Koebe’s distortion theorem we get the hypothesis of Theorem 2. There-
fore I is chord-arc. (]

Next corollary involves quasiconformal mappings. The result we need to
use is the quasiconformal analogue of Koebe’s distortion theorem [A-GI:
Suppose that € and ' are domains in R? and that p : Q@ — Q' is K-
quasiconformal with Jacobian J,. For each z € €, define

1 _
o) = [ GO
|B:|JJ B.
where B, is the disk of center z and radius §(z). Then

5(p(2)) = ap(2)d(2).

Using this fact and a change of variables in (2) we get the following:

Corollary 2. Let I' be a locally rectifiable quasicircle analytic at oo bound-
ing the domain ), and let p be a quasiconformal mapping that sends R;
onto Q). Then I is a chord-arc curve if and only if

x 2 1/23: xr = z)a,(z x
/R'F( 2TV (2) d //Cm)p( Yy dr dy

for any quasiregular mapping F satisfying OF = pOF where p is the dilata-
tion of p and F(z) = O (1) at cc.
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ENTROPY OF CUNTZ’S CANONICAL ENDOMORPHISM

MARIE CHODA

Let {S;}!* , be generators of the Cuntz algebra O,, and let ®
be the *-endomorphism of O,, defined by ®(z) = > ., S;zS;.
Then both of Connes—Narnhofer—Thirring’s entropy he(®)
and Voiculescu’s topological entropy ht(®) are logn, where
¢ is the unique log n-KMS state of O,,. Also Longo’s canon-
ical endomorphism for N C M have the same entropy logn,
where the inclusion N C M comes from O,, .

1. Introduction.

Connes-St¢rmer entropy H(-) extended the entropy invariant of Kolmogo-
rov-Sinai to trace preserving automorphisms of finite von Neumann algebras
([CS]). Replacing a finite trace to an invariant state ¢, Connes-Narnhofer-
Thirring entropy hg(-) is defined for automorphisms of C*-algebras as a
generalization of H(-) ([CNT]). These entropies depend on an invariant
state under a given automorphism.

The first typical interesting example to compute the entropy is the Berno-
ulli shift 3, on the infinite product space of n-point sets.

In the context of operator algebras (von Neumann algebras or C*-alge-
bras), the non-commutative Bernoulli shift «,, takes the place of the the
Bernoulli shift 3,. It is the shift automorphism on the infinite tensor product
A=@Q;° . A; (where A; is the n x n-matrix algebra) and H () = logn =
hr(ap) ([CS], [CNT]), where 7 is the unique tracial state of A.

Ler v be an aperiodic automorphism of an algebra B. Then there exists an
implimenting unitary operator u for v in the crossed product M = B x, Z.
The inner automorphism Ad,, (Ad,(xz) = uxu™) of M is an extension of ~y
to M. In general, the entropy of + is less than the entropy of Ad,. Sté¢rmer
[S] asked if the equality between the entropies of v and Ad, holds.

Voiculescu [V] defined topological entropy ht(-) for automorphisms of
nuclear C*-algebras (cf. [Hu], [T]), which does not depend on any state
but is based on approximations. As an application, he showed that his
topological entropy satisfies the equality for the Bernoulli shift §,, so that
Connes-Narnhofer-Thirring entropy does too.

In this paper, we show the equality for both of the automorphism «,, and
the unital *-endomorphism of the type of the non-commutative Bernoulli
shift.
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In §3, we denote only the fact that
H(Ad,) = h:(Ady,) = ht(Ad,,) = logn,

where 7 is the unique tracial state of the reduced crossed product A %, Z.
These are proved by similar method as in §4 and §5.

The definition of Connes-St¢rmer entropy is available to trace preserving
*-endomorphisms on finite von Neumann algebras. Similarly, we can apply
the definition of Connes-Narnhofer-Thirring entropy to unital and state pre-
serving *-endomorphisms of C*-algebras, and also Voiculescu’s topological
entropy to unital *-endomorphisms of nuclear C*-algebras. We apply here,
in particular, to the unital *-endomorphism which is an extension of the
*_endomorphism coming from the non-commutative Bernoulli shift «,, as
follows.

If we restrict our algebra A to the half side infinite C*-tensor product (or
von Neumann tensor product) B = @;°, A; of matrix algebras, then the
restriction of oy, to B defines a unit preserving *-endomorphism o, of B,
which is canonical in the sense of [Ch2, Ch3]. Then we have the extension
algebra (B, o0,) of B by o, ([Ch2, Ch3]). In the case of C* algebras,
(B, on) is the crossed product B x, N of B by the corner endomorphism
p in [R, I2], which is defined by o, using the canonical property of oy,.
Further, the canonical extension &, (in the sense of [Ch2, Ch3]) of o,
to (B, oy,) is obtained. The *-endomorphism &, of (B, oy,) is defined by a
modification of the automorphism Ad, of A x,, Z and has the property
like the canonical extension in the sense of [I1, HS]. In the case of C*-
algebras, the extension algebra (B,o,) is the Cuntz algebra O, and &,
is nothing but Cuntz’s canonical inner endomorphism ® of O,, defined by
O(x) =1, SixSS, (x € Oy) for generators {S1, ..., Sy} of Op. In the case
of von Neumann algebras, (B, 0,) is the unique injective type III, ,, factor
and &, is Longo’s canonical endomorphism for the subfactor of (B, o),
which appears naturally in the construction of the extension algebra (B, oy,)
by the canonical *-endomorphism o,, ([Ch3]).

In §4, we show that

ht(®) =logn = ht(oy,).

Applying to Connes-Narnhofer-Thirring’s entropy hg(-) relative to the uni-
que log n-KMS state ¢ of O, we have

hg(®) =logn = hg(on).
This relation implies the same relation for Longo’s canonical endomorphism.

Thus the canonical extension of the non-commutative Bernoulli shift has the
same entropy with the original one in the case of *-endomorphisms too.

The author thanks F. Hiai for his interest in this work and encouragement
during the preparation.
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2. Preliminaries.

2.1. Let Hj be a Hilbert space of dimension n < co. Put H; = Hy, 1 € Z.
For two integers ¢ and j with ¢ < j, we put
H[ivj] = Hz [} Hi+1 R R Hj.

Let {6(i) : ¢ = 1,...,n} be an orthonormal basis of Hy. The emmbedding
Hy; j) < Hjj—y j41) is given by £ € Hp; ;) — 0(1) ® E ® (1) € Hy_y j4q). We
denote by H; the inductive limit of {H};;,; : j = 0,1,...} and by H the
inductive limit of the incleasing sequence {H; : i =0, —1,...}.

Given k,l € Z k <, let

Wiy == Guiseoe o) s € {1, om}, (k< i <)),

Let p € W[IZ,Z] and v € W[7ZL+1,m]' We put

n-v= (,U']m y ML Vi1, - 7l/m)'
Further, let
Wo' =10}, Wia =UizoWio, and WE =UZ W -

The shift a : ¢ € Z — i+ 1 induces the mapping on W2, which we denote
by the same notation «.
For u € W[’Z’l], we put

O(p) = 0(pg) @ -+ @0(u) € Hyyp-
Then {6(u) : p € Wi ”} is an orthonormal basis in H, .

Let A9 = B(Hy) and {e(i,j) : i,j = 1,...,n} be the matrix unit of Agy
with respect to the orthonormal basis {6(i) : ¢ = 1,...,n}. We denote the
trace (1/n)Tr of Ay by 79. Put 4; = Ao, (i € Z) and 1; = 79. For two integers
1< g, let
For pu,v € W[z > we put

e(p,v) = e(pug, vi) ® - @ e(p, 1) € Apy-
Then {e(u,v) : p,v € Wi l]} is a matrix units of Ay .

2.2. We apply the entropy of Connes-Narnhofer-Thirring and Voiculescu’s
topological entropy to both of automorphisms and unital *-endomorphisms
on C*-algebras. To fix notations, we recall the definition of the topological
entropy. Let B be a nuclear C*-algebra with unity. Let C AP(B) be triples
(p,m,C), where C' is a finite dimensional C*-algebra, and p : B — C and
n : C — B are unital completely positive maps. Let {2 be the set of finite
subsets of B. For an w € 2, put

rcp(w;é) = inf{rank C: (:07 n, C) € CAP(B)a H77 ’ p(a) - CLH < (57@ € B}>
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where rank C' means the dimension of a maximal abelian self-adjoint subal-
gebra of C. For a unital *-endomorphism 3 of B, put

ht(B,w ;0) = HN%O% log rep (w UBW)U---U BN (w); 5)

and

ht(3,w) = sup ht(3,w; 5).
6>0

Then the topological entropy ht(3) of 3 is defined by

ht(3) = sup ht(8,w).
weN

Assume that there exists an increasing sequence (wj);en of finite subsets of
B such that the linear span of Ujen wj is dense in B. Even in the case of
*_endomorphisms which are not automorphisms, by the obvious analogoues
of [V, Proposition 4.3], ht(-) is obtained as the following form which we use
later:
BH(8) = sup ht(5, ;).
JEN

Let ¢ be a state of B with ¢ - 3 = ¢. The essential relation between ht(0)
and Connes-Narnhofer-Thirring entropy he(f5) is by [V, Proposition 4.6]

he(B) < ht ().

3. Entropy of Ad, for non-commutative Bernoulli shift.

In this section, we only state results without proof. We remark that these
are proved by similar methods as in §4 and §5.

3.1. Let n(2 < n < o0) be an integer. Let A;, 7;(i € Z) be as in §2.1
and let A be the infinite C*-tensor product A = @), A;. We denote the
unique tracial state of A by 7. The non-commutative Bernoulli shift «, is
the automorphism of the C*-algebra A induced by the shift « : i(€ Z) —
i+ 1. Let uw be the implimenting unitary in the reduced C*-crossed product
A X, Z for ay,. Let E be the conditional expectation of A x,, Z onto A
with E(u/) = 0,(j # 0). Then 7 - E is a tracial state of A X, Z which is
invariant under Ad,. We denote by the same notation «,, the extension of
ay, to the hyperfinite II; factor @);c;(Ai, i) Xa, Z.

Theorem 3.2. Under the above notations,

ht(ay,) = ht(Ady) = hr.g(Ady) = he(an) =logn = H(ay,) = H(Ady).
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4. Entropy of Cuntz’s canonical endomorphism.

In this section, we apply the definition of Connes-Narnhofer-Thirring en-
tropy and Voiculescu’s topological entropy for unital *-endomorphisms of
nuclear C*-algebras. All facts for automorphisms, which we need here, work
for unital *-endomorphisms by the analogues of definitions and proofs in
[CNT] and [V].

Let n (2 < mn < oc0) be an integer. Given n isometries {S;} on a Hilbert
space such that Y " | S;SF = 1, Cuntz defined the Cuntz algebra O, as
the C*-algebra generated by {S;}; ([Cul]). So called Cuntz’s canonical
endomorphism ® of O,, is defined by

O(x) =) SiwS;, (z€ Op).
=1

The O,, has exactly one log n-KMS state ¢ (JOP]). In this section we com-
pute Voiculescu’s topological entropy of ® and Connes-Narnhofer-Thiring’s
entropy hg(®). Applying to the factor generated by 74(0,), we get the
entropy of Longo’s canonical endomorphism.

4.1. To compute the entropy of ®, we recall some of the representation for
the Cuntz algebra O,, as a crossed product in [Cul], (cf., [Ch2, 12, P, R]).
Let A;, 7, (i € Z) and e(,5), (i, € N) be the same as in §2.1. For a j € Z,
A; is given as the infinite tensor product:

A=) A
i=j

Define embeddings
Aj = Aj1 = Ajg— -

byz e Aj —ej—1(1,1)®@x € Aj_1, where ej_;(i,1) is a copy of e(4, 1) in A;_;.
The inductive limit of this sequence is denoted by A. Since the embedding
Aj; — A;_1 and the embedding H; — H;_1 in §2.1 are compatible, we can
consider A acting faithfully on H.
The automorphism o of A is induced by the shift a : i(€ Z) — i + 1.
Then the crossed product A X, Z acts faithfully on the Hilbert space

K=Y @un
1€Z

where u is the implimenting unitary in A x, Z for the automorphism o of

A. Let p be the unit of Ay C A X, Z and put

w = up.

We remark w/p = w’.
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Then Cuntz algebra O,, is reresented as p(A X, Z)p, which is the C*
subalgebra C*(Ag,w) of (A x, Z) generated by {Ag, w}. There exists a
conditional expectation E of C*(Ap,w) onto Ay with F(w’) = 0 for all

j=1,2,.... The unique tracial state 7 of Ay is extended to the state ¢ of
C*(Ap,w) by ¢ = 7+ E. Then ¢ is the unique log n-KMS state of C*(.Ag, w)
([OP]).

4.2. Since

o (p)(H) =H;, jEL,
the algebra p(A X, Z)p is acting faithfully on

pK = Z @ u’Hﬂ

The restriction o4, of o to A is the one sided non commutative Bernoulli
shift. Cuntz’s canonical inner endomorphism ® of O, is nothing but the
extension of o| 4, to the Cuntz algebra C*(Ag, w) which maps

a—o(a), (a € Ay), and w— vw,

where
n

v = Ze((j, 1),(1,5)) € Aoy

([Cu2], ct. [Ch2)).

4.3. Let k,m € N. We define
k
K(k,m) =Y EPu'H_ _11m
I=—k

and we denote the orthogonal projection of K onto K(k,m) by Q(k,m).

The set {u/d(u) : —k < j <k, uc W, 7j+m]} is an orthonomal basis of

K (k,m). We denote by E((j, 1), (l,v)) the partial isometry in B(K(k,m))
such that
B(( ), () = ul6(w) = (), (1 € W5 s ¥ € WPy )
Then the set
E(k,m)
= { B, 40) =k <GS by g€ WP gy v € WP

is a matrix units of B(K(k,m)).
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4.4. Let k,m € N. We define the completely positive unital linear map
Prm : P(A X Z)p — B(K(k,m))
by
(Pk:,m(x) = Q(kvm)xQ(k’m)‘K(k,m)v z € p(A X5 Z)p.

We remark that if e(u, v)w? # 0 for v in Wos (b > j), then

v=(1,...,Lv...,1n) and 0(v) € Hyy.
For two integers a and b with a < b, we let

s ={elp)d 0 j<a and pve Wy},

Let e(u,v)w? € wyy for a,b € N, (@ < b) and e(u,v)w? # 0. Since
o~ p)6(u) = 5(u) for u!é(pn) € K(k,m), we have that if & > a and m > b
then

k—j

Crm(e(mv)w’) = " B((G+1, a9 () - 3), (1, a U (w) - y),
l=—k

where

=1, 1) € Wi hpi1 (41 +m)»

=00 ) e Wi im)
We remark that

8~ UDW)) € Hi_y 1411,
so that E((] +1, ai(jJrl)(:u) ’ ﬁl)a (l7 ai(j+l)(l/) ’Yl)) € g(kam)
4.5. We define the linear map
Ym : B(K(k,m)) — p(A X, Z)p
by
wk,m(E((]7 ,U,), (Z,V))) = Puje(l% V)u*lp7

for B((j, u), (1)) € E(k, m)
Let T}, (j € Z) be the unitary operator on K defined by

Tj(u'6(p)) = w'o(a™(n), i€Z, pcWk.

2k +1

Then we have

T

w — lim Z TE((j, 1), )T} = uje(/h V)“'*l

row
i=—r
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for any E((j, 1), (l,v)) € B(K(k,m)). Here w is a nontrivial ultrafilter on
N. Hence )y, is a unital completely positive map from B(K(k,m)) to
p(A %, Z)p. Since w/p = w’, we have

% —j+1

J

¢kz,m . @k,m(e(,uﬂ V)wj> =
for all e(u, v)w! € wap, a <k and b < m.

Theorem 4.6. Let ® be Cuntz’s canonical inner endomorphism of O.
Then
ht(®) = logn.

Proof. Let e(p, v)w? € wyp. Then we have, for a < k and b < m, by §4.5
J

I <

: Jy — J| =
Hwk,m (Pk,m(e(u7 V)w ) e(,ua l/)w H 2k+1

and we have for an 7 € N
n

@ (e(pt, v)w)) = o (el ) 3 e(Busys)

s=1

=S e(Bu - o (), - vy
s=1

Here
Bo= (Lo 1y s L 1) € Wi iy,
vs=(1,...,1,8) € W j4i]
and
Bs = (1,... ’l’ifl) EWgip Vi = Witis - - ,Up) € Wiitipi-
Hence for k£ > a and m > b + i we have
Wt Prn (¥ (e v)0?)) = @ el )| < s

Therefore, we have for N € N

N
rep <U P’ (wa’b U (wap)* 2}?1 1)) <rank B(K(k,N+b+1))
i=0

= (2k 4 1)nNFoHL

where (wgp)* = {2*;2 € wgyp}. This implies that for all integers a,b with
a<b,

ht <<I>,wa,b U (wmb)*' an

— 1
; 2k‘+1> < lim Ny log ((Qk + 1)nN+b+1) = logn.
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Increasing k, we have ht(®,w,p U (wep)*) < logn, for all a,b € N with
a < b. Put wg = w24 U (wa2q), for a € N. Then the set {w, : a € N} is
an increasing sequence of finite subsets of p(A X, Z)p and the linear span
of | J{wq, : a € N} is dense in p(A %, Z)p. Hence

ht(®) = sup ht(P,w,) < logn.
aeN

On the other hand, the restriction ®|.4p of ® to Ap is 0|4, = an|a, and
hr(an|a,) = hr(an) = logn. Since there exists a conditional expectation of
O, onto Ag and 7 - ap| 4, = T,

logn = hr(anla,) < ht(P|a,) < ht(P) <logn

by the version for unital *-endomorphisms of [V, Proposition 4.4]. There-
fore, ht(®) = logn. O

Corollary 4.7. Let ¢ be the unique logn-KMS state of O,. Then
he(®) = logn.

Proof. Let 7 be the unique tracial state of Ay and E be the conditional
expectation of p(A %, Z)p onto Ay, then ¢ = 7- E. Hence ¢ - & = ¢. This
relation implies, by the endomorphism version of [V, Proppsition 4.6],
logn = h,(0]Ag) < he(P) < ht(P) = logn.
Therefore hy(®) = logn. O

5. Entropy of Longo’s canonical endomorphism.

In this section we apply the result in §4 to Longo’s canonical endomorphism.
We use the same notations as in §4.

5.1. Let 7; be the tracial state of A;, for i € N and let

oo
A= ®(A27 Ti)-
i=0,
The A has the canonical trace @32, 7;, which we denote by . The shift o|.Ag
is extended to the *-endomorphism ~ of the hyperfinite II; factor A. The
7 is canonical in the sense of [Ch3]. Hence we have the extension algebra
M = (A, o), which is the injective type III, ,, factor generated by A and an
isometry W. Then ~ is extended to the canonical *-endomorphism I' of M
and R
I'(a) =v(a),a € A, and I(W)=my(vW).
The I is Longo’s canonical endomorphism for the inclusion N ¢ M [Ch3,
Theorem 6.10]. Here the subfactor N is obtained naturally in the step of
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constructing M. The factor M is the von Neumann algebra generated by
74((Ao, o] 4,)) and the C*-algebra (Ao, 0| 4,) is Op. Hence I is the extension

of ® to M. Since ® is ¢-preserving, as an application of 4.7 Corollary, we
have the following by [CN'T, Theorem VII.2]:

Corollary 5.2. Let M be the von Neumann algera generated by ms(On,)
and let T' be the extension of Cuntz’s canonical endomorphism ® of O, to
M. Then I’ is Longo’s canonical endomorphism and

hg(I') = log n.
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GENERALIZED SOLENOIDS AND C*-ALGEBRAS

VALENTIN DEACONU

We present the continuous graph approach for some gener-
alizations of the Cuntz-Krieger algebras. These algebras are
simple, nuclear, and purely infinite, with rich K-theory. They
are tied with the dynamics of a shift on an infinite path space.
Interesting examples occur when the vertex spaces are unions
of tori, and the shift is not necessarily expansive. We also
show how the algebra of a continuous graph could be thought
as a Pimsner algebra.

Introduction.

Recent papers are dealing with different generalizations of the Cuntz-Krieger
algebras Q4 (see [Pi], [P1], [D2], [AR], etc). The exact relationship be-
tween these approaches remains to be explored, but certainly there are over-
laps. In [Pi], the author considers a Hilbert bimodule H over a C*-algebra,
and creation operators on a corresponding Fock space. These operators
generate the Toeplitz algebra 7y and, taking a quotient of this, one obtains
the algebra Op. If the Hilbert bimodule is projective and finitely gener-
ated over an abelian, finite dimensional C*-algebra, then one recovers the
algebras O 4.

In [P1], the starting point is a Smale space (a compact metric space
endowed with an expansive homeomorphism with canonical coordinates),
on which one defines the stable and unstable equivalence relations. The
associated C*-algebras have natural shift automorphisms, and the crossed
products are the so called Ruelle algebras. These are strongly Morita equiv-
alent to particular Cuntz-Krieger algebras if the Smale space is a topological
Markov shift.

Our point of view is to start with a continuous oriented graph (or di-
agram) F, to consider the space of one-sided infinite paths (obtained by
concatenation of edges in E), and to associate a groupoid (& la Renault) us-
ing the unilateral shift on this path space. The C*-algebra of this groupoid
plays the role of a continuous version of the Cuntz-Krieger algebras, since
these could be obtained by the same construction from a finite graph de-
fined by a 0-1 matrix. In many cases, this groupoid algebra is simple, purely
infinite, with computable K-theory. This approach offers more freedom for
constructing easy, concrete examples, with prescribed K-theory. It should
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be mentioned that C*-algebras associated with discrete graphs were studied
in [KPRR], [KPR], [KP]. See also the survey [K2].

The continuous graph approach is very similar to the point of view of
polymorphisms or correspondences, introduced earlier in a measure theoret-
ical context by Vershik and Arzumanian (see [AR] for a precise definition
and references).

Even though our groupoid algebras could be obtained also by using the
Pimsner approach, with a right choice of the Hilbert bimodule, we feel that
the present point of view has certain advantages, beeing tied with the dy-
namics of a shift. For example, even in a case where this shift is not ex-
pansive, so the space of two-sided infinite paths has no obvious Smale space
structure, we will prove that the corresponding algebra is simple and purely
infinite.

In the particular case when the vertex space is a disjoint union of tori, we
call the corresponding space of paths a generalized solenoid, and we obtain
results similar to those of Brenken (see [B]). It is interesting to notice how
these fairly complicated dynamical systems appear in a natural way from
embeddings of toral algebras.

Acknowledgements. Thanks are due to several people who helped me
while this paper was growing, especially Paul Muhly, Alex Kumjian, Jean
Renault, Jack Spielberg, Berndt Brenken, lan Putnam.

1. Continuous graphs and dynamical systems.

Definition 1.1. By a continuous graph we mean a closed subset
EcCVx{l,2,...m}xV,

where V is a compact metric space. The elements of V' are called vertices,
and the elements of E are called edges. The set {1,2,...,m} is used to label
different edges between the same pair of vertices. The graph is oriented
when for each edge e = (v, k,w) we specify the origin o(e) = v and the
terminus t(e) = w.

In this paper we consider dynamical systems (X4, 04 ), (X, o) built from
a continuous oriented graph E. The space X is the space of one-sided
infinite paths,
Xy ={(zi, k)20 | (@i, kiyzi1) € E,i > 0},
and oy : X1 — X4 is the unilateral shift,

o4 (i ki)p = (Tp+1, kpt1).
The space X is the space of two-sided infinite paths, and o is the bilateral
shift. The dynamical system (X, o) unifies in a natural way the notion of
a continuous map 7 : V — V, a (finitely-generated) semigroup or group of
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continuous transformations § : V' — V and the (unilateral) Markov shifts
(when V is a finite set and E is defined by a 0-1 matrix)(see [F]). For
example, if T : V — V is a continuous map, we can take F = I'(T), the
graph of T' (in this case m = 1, and we omit it). Then X, is homeomorphic
to V, and o4 is conjugated to T

Proposition 1.2. The dynamical system (X,o) could be obtained from
(X4, 04) by the usual inverse limit process by which one associates a homeo-
morphism to a continuous onto map.

Proof. Indeed, let
X = {(gn) € HX+ | 04 (§nt1) = gn} .
1

We have 7 : X — Xy, w(&1&...) = &, and 64 : X — X,5,(66...) =
(04+(&1)&1&2...), such that o4 m = m64. Since

X; = {(en) € HE | t(en) = 0(6n+1)} )

1

oo o0
X C HHE could be identified with X, the space of two-sided infinite

11
paths, and 64 with the bilateral shift . O

Definition 1.3. ForAeach continuous oriented graph E we define its dual
(or opposite) graph E by
E={(z,k,y) | (v, k,x) € E}.
This way we get dynamical systems (X4, 64 ), (X,8), where X4, X are
constructed from FE, and &4, 6 are the unilateral and bilateral shift, re-

spectively. Of course, the systems (X, o) and (X,6~!) are conjugated. But
(X4,04) and (X4,64) could be very different.

Example 1.4. Take V' = T, the unit circle, and E the graph of the map

2= 22,

E={(z,2*)]| z€ T}.
Then X, = T,0.(z) = 22, and X is a solenoid,

X+ = {(217'227"") | Zn € T7272L+1 = Zp,N 2 1}’

04(21,22,...) = (22, 23, ...).

Note that if V has a group structure and £ C V x V is a subgroup,
then X, and X have also natural group structures, with componentwise
multiplication.
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2. The C*-algebra of a continuous graph.

In the case the two projections o,t: E — V,o(z,k,y) = x and t(z, k,y) =y
are onto local homeomorphisms, we can associate to the graph E a C*-
algebra C*(E), using the Renault groupoid of the dynamical system (X,
o4). The space X is endowed with a metric defining the product topology.
If § denotes the metric on V', then one can take

(2, ki), (2, k) = O(xs, i)+ | ki — ki |

PARAL 9i
120

as a metric on X;. Similarly, we obtain a metric on X.
The unilateral shift o, is a local homeomorphism, and we consider the
following locally compact r-discrete groupoid:

I =I(Xy,04)
={(z,n,y) € X4 xZx X, |3k, 1 >0,n=Fk— l,ai(x) = Ji_(y)}
The range map, the source map, and the operations are given as follows:
r(z,n,y) =z, s(z,n,y) =y,
(@1, 9)(y:p, 2) = (&0 +p,2),  (z,0,9)7" = (y, —n,x).
The unit space of I' is X, if we identify (z,0,z) with z. A basis of open
sets for I is given by
ZU V1) = {(ek — 1, (0} V) oo (@)),2 € U,

where U and V are open subsets of X, and k,[ are such that Ui |y and
al+ |y are homeomorphisms with the same open range.

Definition 2.1. Given a continuous oriented graph E with the maps o,
onto local homeomorphisms, we define its C*-algebra C*(E) to be C*(I"), the
C*-algebra of the Renault groupoid associated with the dynamical system
(X+7 J+)'

To understand the structure of C*(E), consider the homomorphism c :
' — Z, c(z,n,y) = n, and let’s denote by R*> the subgroupoid ¢~1(0). If
we denote by B the C*-algebra of the equivalence relation R*°, the local
homeomorphism o induces a *-endomorphism « of B by the formula

1
o x, = oL\x),0 s Cc ROO,
(Do) = i o4 (1) ). € C)

where for x € Xy, p(z) is the number of paths z such that o,(z) = =.
Moreover, assuming that o is not one-to-one, « is induced by a non unitary
isometry v, in the sense that a(f) = vfv*, where

v(z,n,y) = {(p(a+(x)))l/27 if n=1 and y=o0y(x)

0, otherwise.
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Indeed, v*v =1, and

. ) ploy(z)) if o4(z)=04(y)
vv(@,n,y) = {0, otherwise.

-1

Thus, « is a proper corner endomorphism of B, and C*(F) is isomorphic to
the crossed product B x4 N (see [R1]).
In order to compute the K-theory of C*(E), we can use the exact sequence

Ko(C*(R®)) 122% Ko(C*(R®)) —2—  Ko(C*(E))

o T Jao

E\(CH(E)) " K\(CF(R™)) &5 Ky(C*(R))
where i : C*(R*>) — C*(F) is the inclusion map.

If on E we consider the equivalence relation R defined by : two edges
(x,k,y) and (2/,K',y') are equivalent iff y = ¢/, then the C*-algebra C*(R)
is a continuous trace algebra with spectrum V', and there is a canonical
embedding

o:C(V)— C*(R),
f(z), if =2 and k=F
0, otherwise.

() (. ko), (2, K y)) = {

Using the same method as in the Main Result of [D2], we get:

Theorem 2.2. If &y and ®1 are the maps induced on K-theory by the em-
bedding ® : C(V) — C*(R), and if the K-theory groups K°(V) and K (V)
are free and finitely generated, then

Ko(C*(E)) = ker(id — ®1) @ K°(V)/(id — ®¢)K°(V),

K1 (C*(E)) = ker(id — &) ® K'(V)/(id — &) K (V).
Using this theorem, we can get interesting examples of simple purely
infinite C*-algebras with prescribed K-theory groups. In particular, in the

next example, we construct C*-algebras A,, with K¢(A,) = 0and K;(4,) =
Z,.

Ezample 2.3. Let V = V1 U V5, where V;, ¢ = 1,2 are copies of the unit circle,
and

E={(w,w) eVixVi|v=w?}U{(v,w) eV xVa|v=uw} U
{(v,w) eVax Vi |[v=w}U
{(v,k,w) e Va x {1,2,....,n+2} x Vo | w =0"}.
Then
®:C(V1) @ C(Va) — C(V1) @ M2 @ C(V2) @ My, 42)+1,
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of 0 0 0
[ oof O 0 ong 0 O
q)(f@g)_< 0 019) 0 0 0

0 0 0 6ng

Here 04, f(2) = f(2F), and &y, is the k-times around embedding (the homo-
morphism compatible with the covering z — 2*). There are n + 2 copies of
0ng in the definition of ®. Note that

1 1 2 1
(I)O_<1 n(n+2)>’ ‘1)1—<1 n+2>'

It follows that
ker(id — @) = 0, Z?*/(id — ®¢)Z* = 0,
ker(id — @) =0, Z2%/(id — ®1)Z* = Z,,,

therefore the corresponding C*-algebra C*(E) has Ky = 0, K; = Z,. One
can check that every orbit with respect to the equivalence relation R* is
dense, therefore C*(R*°) and C*(FE) are simple. The latter algebra is purely
infinite because it appears as a crossed product of an inductive limit of circle

algebras by an endomorphism that does not preserve any trace (see Theorem
2.1 in [R2]).

Definition 2.4. Recall that o4 : Xy — X is (positive) expansive if there
is a constant ¢ > 0 such that = # y implies d(o"} (x),0" (y)) > c for some
integer n > 0. An element x € X is eventually periodic if there are two
integers p # ¢ with o', (z) = o ().

In [De], Proposition 4.2, it is proved that if o is expansive and the
eventually periodic points form a dense set with empty interior, then C*(T"),
and therefore C*(FE), is nuclear, purely infinite, and belongs to the bootstrap
class V.

Note that in the above hypotheses, the groupoid I' = T'(X,04) is es-
sentially free, i.e. the set of points in the unit space with trivial isotropy is
dense.

We will see in the last section that even for non-expansive o, the C*-
algebra C*(E) could be purely infinite. Of course, it can not be finite as
long as the endomorphism « is induced by a non unitary isometry v. If o
is minimal (i.e. each orbit with respect to the equivalence relation R™ is
dense), then this C*-algebra is also simple.

Remark 2.5. When o is expansive, there are other C*-algebras associated
with the continuous graph E. According to [AR], in this case, the space
X of two-sided infinite paths has a Smale space structure, and one may
consider the stable equivalence relation:

Ry ={(z,y) e X x X |d(c"(x),0"(y)) — 0 as n — +o0}.
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Then C*(Ry) is strongly Morita equivalent to C*(R>), and its Ruelle algebra
C*(Rs) x Z is strongly Morita equivalent to C*(E) (see [AR], Theorem 4.5).

Another C*-algebra which could be associated with the continuous graph
E is the crossed product C(X) X, Z.

3. The connection with the Pimsner algebras Oy.

In this paragraph, we recall the Pimsner construction from [Pi], and we
show how the C*-algebra of a continuous graph could be thought as Op,
for a particular Hilbert bimodule H. To a pair (H, A), where H is a (right)
Hilbert module over a C*-algebra A, and A acts to the left on H via a
s-homomorphism ¢ : A — L(H), Pimsner constructs a C*-algebra Op,
which generalizes both the crossed products by Z and the Cuntz-Krieger
algebras. The algebra Op is a quotient of the generalized Toeplitz algebra
Tr, generated by the creation operators T¢, £ € H on the Fock space Hy =
o0

@H@m. Here H®Y = A, and for n > 1, H®" denotes the n-th tensor

n=0

power of H, balanced via the map ¢. By definition, Tza = a, for a € A,
and T¢(§1®...0&,) =@ ®...Q &, for i ®...Q &, € H®",

To give another description of the algebra Op, Pimsner considers a new
pair (Hs, Frr), where Fp is the C*-algebra generated by all the compact
operators K(H®™), n >0 in liLnL(H@m), and Ho, = H ® Fy. The advan-
tage is that H,, becomes an g — Fp bimodule, such that the adjoint HZ

is also an Fy — Fg bimodule. The C*-algebra Oy is represented on the
two-sided Fock space

Hoo = @ H?énv

neZz

where for n < 0, H2" means (HX )®™ ™. In fact, it is isomorphic to the
C*-algebra generated by the multiplication operators Mg € L(Hs), where
€ Hy, and Mew =@ w.

Given a continuous graph FE such that the origin and terminus maps
E — V are onto local homeomorphisms, let A = C(V), and let H = C(E)
(as a vector space), with the structure of Hilbert A-module given by

(€f)(e) =&(e)f(te), E€ H, f € Ajec E,



254 VALENTIN DEACONU

In other words, the inner product is given by (£,7) = P(£n), where P :
C(E) — C(V) is the conditional expectation

(PE)(w) = D &le).
t(e)=v

The left module structure is given by

¢:A— L(H), (p(f)§)(e) = flo(e))é(e) f € A& € H.

Note that indeed ¢(f) is in L(H), having the adjoint ¢(f), f € A.

To prove that Oy with this choice of A, H and ¢ is isomorphic to C*(E),
let’s identify the C*-algebra Fp in this case.

Note that H ®, H is a quotient of C(E)® C(E), where we identify {f @n
with £ ® ¢(f)n for any £,n € H and any f € A. Therefore H ®, H could
be identified as a vector space with the continuous functions on the set

{(e1,e2) € Ex E | t(e1) = o(e2)}.

This set will be denoted by X5, and is precisely the set of paths of length 2.
In a similar way, H®" is identified (as a vector space) with C(X,,), where
X, is the set of paths of length n. The Hilbert A-module structure on H®"
for n > 2 is given by

(Ef)(x) = &(z) f(ta(2)), 2 € Xy
where t, : X;, — V tp(e1ea...e,) = t(e,), and by

(& Mn = Pn(ﬁ_n)~
Here P, is the conditional expectation
Py : O(Xn) = C(V), Pa(&)(v) = D &(a).
tn(z)=v
Proposition 3.1. The C*-algebra K(H) is isomorphic with C*(R), where
R = {(61,62) ceExFE | t(el) = t(eg)}

is the equivalence relation associated with the mapt. The map ¢ : A — L(H)
could be identified with the embedding ® : C(V) — C*(R), defined before
Theorem 2.2. Moreover, K(H®™) ~ C*(R,,), where

R, ={(z,y) € X, x X, | tn(z) =1t,(v)}
1s the equivalence relation associated with t,,.

Proof. Taking into account the fact that o and ¢ are local homeomorphisms,
we have L(H) = K(H), since H is algebraically finitely generated.

Now K(H) = H ® H*, the tensor product balanced over A, where H*
is the adjoint of H. Since £f ® n* = £ ® fn*, it follows that, as a set,
K(H) = C(R). The multiplication of compact operators turns out to be
the convolution product on C(R), therefore, as C*-algebras, K(H) = C*(R).

O
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Corollary 3.2. We have Fg = lim C*(R,,). Therefore, Fi is isomorphic
to the algebra C*(R>).

Proof. Note that for n > 1, the inclusion ¢, : C*(R,) — C*(Rp+1),

L1 Ty, Y1-.. if =
(¢n)(f)(x1---xn+17yl---yn+1) _ f( 1 ny Y1 yn) 7’L+1' Yn+1
0, otherwise

is just the map K(H®”) — K(H®"+1), T+— T®I. Here Rj=R. O

In order to establish an isomorphism between C*(I') and Op, we show
that they appear as the C*-algebras associated to isomorphic Fell bundles
over the group Z. This point of view was suggested by Abadie, Eilers and
Exel in [AEE]. The definition of a Fell bundle and of the associated C*-
algebra is taken from [K1].

To the pair (Heo, Fgr), we can associate the Fell bundle B, where B,, :=
HZ" n € Z. The multiplication is given by the tensor product, identifying
H’ ® Ho with Fyg and Ho ® H with the ideal .7:[1{ of Fp, generated by
K(H®") with n > 1. But F} is equal to Fp in our case. The involution is
obvious. Then

L*(B) = Hoo = (D HY".

neZ

Since Hyo is generated by Fy and H.o, it follows that the C*-algebra gen-
erated by the operators M¢ is isomorphic to C*(B). Hence, Oy ~ C*(B).
For the groupoid I' and [ € Z, take

Ly:=A{(z,k,y) €T [k =1} ={(z,y) € X x X [ 2n = ypy for large n},

and D; = C.(T'_;) (closure in C*(T")). This way, we obtain a Z-grading
on C*(T"), and it is easy to see that this C*-algebra could be recovered as
C*(D). But

Dy = C*(R*) ~ Fy = By,
and
Dy =C(T_ 1)~ H®s Fy = Hoo = By.
We get

Proposition 3.3. With the above choice of A, H and ¢, the C*-algebras
C*(FE) and Oy are isomorphic.
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4. Generalized solenoids.

A solenoid is a compact connected abelian group of finite dimension. For
example, if T is the unit circle,

T(m)={zeT?| 2" = 2111, k € Z}

is such a group, for any integer m > 1. The bilateral shift o on T(m),
0(2)p = zp+1 is a homeomorphism, and in many respects it is an analogue
of the Bernoulli shift. In [B], Brenken considered the dynamical system
(Go, o) for Gy the connected component of the identity of the group

G={ze(TH2 | Fzp, = Mz, k € Z},

where M, F' are surjective endomorphisms of the d-torus, given by matrices
M, F € My4(Z) with nonzero determinant. (Note that the case d = 1, M =
1,F = m corresponds to the above example T(m).) The space Gy has
a natural local product structure, being a principal bundle over T¢ with
fiber the Cantor set. Moreover, it has a Smale space structure, and the
author identifies the C*-algebras associated with the stable and unstable
equivalence relations.

Definition 4.1. By a generalized solenoid we mean the space X of two-
sided infinite paths with edges in the graph E described bellow. Let V =
T¢ U ... T% be the disjoint union of N copies of the d-dimensional torus
T | and let L = (I(i,j));; be an N x N matrix with positive integer
entries (the ”incidence” matrix of the graph). We require that in the ma-
trix L each row and each column has at least a nonzero entry. For each
pair (i,7) with {(é,7) > 1, consider a family of closed, connected subgroups
G?,GY, ..., G%i,j) of Tf X T?, not necessarily distinct, such that all the pro-
jections on T¢ and T;l are surjective. For the pairs (i,7) with (i,5) = 0,
this family is empty by definition. We take E to be the disjoint union of
all the groups G)/, 1 < i,j < N,1 < k < I(4,7), with obvious origin and
terminus maps.

It is known (see [KS]) that there are families of d x d nonsingular matrices
with integer entries,

Aij = {A21]7"'7A;€i,j)}7 Bij = {Bijv "‘7Bll€i,j)}'
such that
GY ={(z,w) € T¢ x T?| Az = B/ w}.

The matrices AZ,B? are not necessarily distinct. Note that a generalized
solenoid X has no longer a group structure, and the dynamical system (X, o)
is an analogue of the Matkov shift.
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Ezxample 4.2. Let d =2, N = 2,

3 1 -1 0 1 0
ap= (3 )= (5 g )ar=(g 5 )m(
2 (10 2 (20 2
at= (1 )= (0)) =

The space of edges is
{((z,w), 1, (t,u) € T2 x {1} x T? | BBw=1t"", 2w=1t*3}U

{((z,w),1, (t,u)) € T? x {1} x T3 | z =13, w? = tu} U
{((z,w),2, (t,u)) € T? x {2} x T3 | 22w =t"tu,w=1t}U
{((z,w),1,(t,u) € Tax {1} x T3 | z=t*,w=u} U

{((z,w), 2, (t,u)) € T3 x {2} x T3 | 2 =t,w=u}.
The corresponding embedding C(V) — C*(R) of toral algebras is
®: C(T? & C(T?) — C(T?) ® M3 & C(T?) @ My,

where
. - 6'312 OUA12(f) 0
(I)ll(f) =0ph OJA%l(fLCI)l?(f) = ( ! 0 ' &B%QOO'A%Q(f) ’
and
- 6'322 O 0 g22 (g) 0
@22(9) - < ! 0 ! &B%Q OO’A%2(g) ) ’

Here 04 : C(T?) — C(T?) denotes the *-homomorphism induced by the
covering A, defined by (caf)(z) = f(Az), and 64 : C(T?) — C(T?) ®
M, get 4 is the homomorphism compatible with A, in the sense that 64 o
oa(f) = f @I des Al

Remark 4.3. Given a generalized solenoid X, let’s denote by K the space
of two-sided infinite paths in the discrete graph with N vertices, where from
the vertex i to the vertex j there are [(i,7) edges. On the Cantor set K
consider the Markov shift 7. Note that there is a natural map p: X — K,
p((2n, kn)nez) = (kn)nez. Moreover, po = 7p. Therefore, (X, o) is in fact
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an extension of a Markov shift (K, 7). In the above example, the incidence

matrix L is
1 2
L_<O 2).

Note that the fiber of p has a group structure, therefore X could be seen
as a group bundle over the Cantor set K. The groups are in fact solenoids
if they are connected.

The space X is also fibered over V = T¢ ... U Tﬁl\, by the map 7 : X —
V, w((zn, kn)nez) = zo. The fibers of 7 are totally disconnected, since the
set {z, € V| 7w((xn,kn)nez) = xo} is finite for each fixed o € V and
n € Z.

The following example arose in a discussion with Jack Spielberg.

Ezample 4.4. Let V =T, the unit circle, and
E={(21,2%) | 2€ V}U{(z%2,2) | € V}.
Then

X ={(znkn) € (Vx{1,2})% | kp=1=
Zngl = 20, kn =2= 20 =2, }

We will show that ¢ : X — X, 0(zpn,kn)p = (2p+1,kp+1) is not expansive,
therefore the space (X, o) has not a Smale space structure.

It suffices to show that for any € > 0, we can find two distinct sequences
(2n, kn) and (wy, ky) such that 0(zy,,wy) > € for all n € Z. Fix zp,wp € V.
The idea is that, taking in a certain order squares, cubes, square roots and
cubic roots, the corresponding vertices remain close together. We can choose
two sequences of integers (an)n>1, (bp)n>1 such that

2a1+...+an

B

Consider the symmetric sequence (ky,)ncz described as

n2..21..12..21..11..12..21...12...2 ...,
NPt i Wi A i A
bo az b1 ai ai b1 az bo
where the bar indicates ky. Given € > 0, we can choose 2y and wy sufficiently
close together (but distinct), and z, and w, in a consistent way (when we
take square or cubic roots) such that d(z,,w,) > €. It follows that

d(o?(zn, kn), o (wy, ky)) > € Vp € Z,

and the shift is not expansive.

Nevertheless, the orbits with respect to R are dense in X, and there is
no shift invariant trace, therefore the C*-algebra C*(FE) is simple and purely
infinite.
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Note that in this example, the dynamical system (X, 04 ) is an extension
of the Bernoulli shift ({1,2}N,7). The fibers of the map p: X, — {1,2}N
are circles over the sequences which contain only a finite numbers of 2’s, and
solenoids over the sequences containing infinitely many 2’s.

It is interesting to notice that C*(E) and C*(E) are both simple, purely
infinite, with K-theory

Ko(C*(E)) = Ki(C*(E)) = Z3, K1(C*(E)) = Ko(C*(E)) = Zs.

In [P1] it is proved that the Ruelle algebra associated to the graph of the
map z — 2zP on the unit circle is isomorphic to the one obtained from the
dual graph. Whether this is true for more general graphs is an open question.
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NONHYPERBOLIC DEHN FILLINGS ON HYPERBOLIC
3-MANIFOLDS

MARIO EUDAVE-MUNOZ AND YING-QING WU

In this paper we will give three infinite families of exam-
ples of nonhyperbolic Dehn fillings on hyperbolic manifolds.
A manifold in the first family admits two Dehn fillings of dis-
tance two apart, one of which is toroidal and annular, and the
other is reducible and d-reducible. A manifold in the second
family has boundary consisting of two tori, and admits two
reducible Dehn fillings. A manifold in the third family admits
a toroidal filling and a reducible filling with distance 3 apart.
These examples establish the virtual bounds for distances be-
tween certain types of nonhyperbolic Dehn fillings.

1. Introduction.

Given a slope r on a torus boundary component Ty of a 3-manifold M,
the Dehn filling of M along the slope r, denoted by M/(r), is the man-
ifold obtained by gluing a solid torus V to M along 0V and Ty so that
r bounds a meridian disk on V. A manifold is simple if it is irreducible,
O-irreducible, atoroidal, and anannular. Thus a simple manifold is either
hyperbolic, or a small Seifert fiber space, or it would be a counter exam-
ple to the Geometrization Conjecture. In particular, if M (r) has nonempty
toroidal boundary, then it is simple if and only if it is hyperbolic [Th]. A
Dehn filling M(r) is of type S (resp. D, T', A) if M (r) contains an essential
S? (resp. D?, T?, A?), so it is reducible (resp. d-reducible, toroidal, annu-
lar). The bound A(X,Y) is the least nonnegative number n such that if
M is a hyperbolic manifold which admits two Dehn fillings M (1), M (r2) of
type X, Y, respectively, then A(ry,7r2) < n. The bounds A(X,Y’) have been
established, via the work of many people, for all the 10 possible choices of
(X,Y); see [GW2] for more details.

In some cases, the upper bound of A(X,Y) is reached only by a few
manifolds. For example, it was shown in [GW1] that if M (r;) is annular
and M (rq) is toroidal, then A(ry,r2) < 3 unless M is one of three special
manifolds, for which A(ry,79) is 4 or 5; moreover, there are infinitely many
manifolds which admit two such Dehn fillings with A(rq,72) = 3. Thus
A(A,T) = 5, but the “virtual bound” to be defined below is 3. Similarly
for A(T,T), see [Go]. The main results of this paper are the following.
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Theorem 0.1. There are infinitely many hyperbolic manifolds M which
admit two nonhyperbolic Dehn fillings M (r1) and M (r2), such that M(ry) is
toroidal and annular, M (rq) is reducible and O-reducible, and A(ry,rs) = 2.

Theorem 0.2. There are infinitely many hyperbolic manifolds M with two
torus boundary components, each of which admits two reducible Dehn fillings
M(r1), M(r2), with A(ry,r2) = 1.

Theorem 0.3. There are infinitely many hyperbolic manifolds M which
admit two nonhyperbolic Dehn fillings M (r1) and M (rs), such that M(ry)
is reducible, M (rg) is toroidal, and A(ry,ry) = 3.

These theorems follow immediately from Theorems 2.6, 3.6 and 4.2 below.
Very few examples as in the theorems were known before. The only known
example satisfying the conditions in Theorem 0.1 was found by Hayashi and
Motegi [HM], and the only known example as in Theorem 0.2 was the one
given by Gordon and Litherland [GLi].

Similar to A(X,Y), we define the virtual bound A,(X,Y) of distances
between type X and type Y Dehn fillings to be the maximal integer n such
that there are infinitely many hyperbolic manifolds M which admit two
Dehn fillings M(r1), M (r2) of type X,Y respectively, with A(ry,72) = n.
If no such infinite family exist, define A,(X,Y) = 0. Thus A,(X,Y) <
A(X,Y). The above theorems and some known results determine the virtual
bounds of distances between certain types of nonhyperbolic Dehn fillings.
The following is a table of A,(X,Y).

T~ T A S D
D 2 2 0 1
s 3 2 1
A 3 3-5
T 5 ,7

Table 1.1. Virtual bound A,(X,Y).

As we can see, except for A,(A, A), all the other A(X,Y) have been
completely determined. In the table, A,(T,T) is determined by Gordon
[Go], A, (T, A) by Gordon and Wu [GW1]. The upper bounds of the other
entries in Table 1.1 are the same as that in [GW2], and the lower bounds of
them are determined by Theorem 0.1 for A, (D, T), A,(D, A), and A, (S, A);
by Theorem 0.3 for A,(S,T); by Gabai [Ga] and Berge [Be| for A, (D, D);
by Gordon and Wu [GW1] for A, (A, A); and by Gordon and Litherland
[GLi] for A,(S,S). Theorem 0.2 gives a stronger result about type S-S
fillings, namely the manifolds can be chosen to have an extra torus boundary
components. Also, it provides infinitely many examples of two essential
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planar surfaces in 3-manifolds with distinct boundary slopes, one of which
has unbounded number of boundary components.

We would like to thank Cameron Gordon and John Luecke for some in-
teresting discussion on this topic.

2. Toroidal/annular fillings and reducible/0-reducible fillings.

In this section we prove Theorem 2.6, which shows that there are infinitely
many hyperbolic manifolds which admit two Dehn fillings of distance two
apart, one of which is toroidal and annular, and the other is reducible and
d-reducible. Let Y = S?xI. Consider the tangles &, in Y as shown in Figure
2.1, where a rectangle labeled by an integer n denotes a rational tangle of
slope 1/n; in other words, it contains two vertical strings with n left hand
half twists.

k half twist

Figure 2.1.

Let &,(r) be the tangle obtained by filling the inside sphere Sy of Y with
a rational tangle of slope r. The tangles &,(r) are drawn in Figure 2.2(a)-
(d) for r = 00,0,—1,—1/2, respectively. From the pictures we have the
following lemma. We use (7, s) to denote a Montesinos tangle consisting of
two rational tangles associated to the rational numbers r and s respectively.
See [Wu2] or [Mol, Co] for more details about Montesinos tangles and
algebraic tangles.

Lemma 2.1. (1) &y(oc0) is the connected sum of a trivial tangle and a
Hopf link.
(2) &,(0) is the Montesinos tangle 5[21)%1, ﬁ]
(3) &p(—1) is the Montesinos tangle 5[21;%, 2;—}1]
(4) @,(%1) s an algebraic tangle obtained by summing a Montesinos tangle

5[%, 5—;} with a rational tangle £[%]. It is not a Montesinos tangle.



264 M. EUDAVE-MUNOZ AND Y-Q. WU

(b)

© (@)
Figure 2.2.

Let M, be the double branched covering of ¥~ with branch set the tangle
&p. Then M, is a compact orientable 3-manifold with boundary consisting
of two tori Ty and T3, where Tj is the lift of the inside sphere Sy. The
oo and 0 slopes on Sy lift to a meridian-longitude pair on Ty, with respect
to which the Dehn filling manifold Mp(r) is the double covering of the 3-
ball branched along the tangle &,(r). See [Mo2] for more details. Denote
by Q(r,s) the double branched cover of a Montesinos tangle £[+,1]. Note
that when |r|,|s| > 1, Q(r,s) is a Seifert fiber space with orbifold D(r,s),
which by definition is a disk with two cone points of angle 27 /|r| and 27/|s|.
Denote by C(r,s) the cable space of type (r,s), that is, the exterior of a
knot K in a solid torus V which is parallel to a curve on 9V representing
rl + sm in Hy(0V'), where (m,l) is a meridian-longitude pair of 0V. The
above facts and Lemma 2.1 lead to the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose p > 2. The manifolds M, have the following proper-
ties.
(1) My,(c0) is the connected sum of a solid torus and the projective space
RP3,'
(2) Mp(0) =Q(2p—1,-2p—1);
(4) M,(—1/2) is a non Seifert fibered graph manifold containing a unique
essential torus T, cutting it into a cable space C(2,1) and a Seifert
fiber space Q(2p, —2p).

Proof. (1) follows from the fact that the double branched cover of the Hopf
link is RP3, and connected sum of links and tangles downstairs corresponds
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to connected sum of manifolds upstairs. (2) and (3) follow from the definition
of Q(r,s).

To prove (4), notice that the Conway sphere in ,(—1/2) cutting off the
tangle £(2p, —2p) lifts to an essential torus 7" upstairs, which cuts My(—1/2)
into Q(2p, —2p) and C(2,1). Since {,(—1/2) is not a Montesinos tangle, the
fibers on the two sides of T' do not match. Seifert fibration on C(2,1) is
unique, and since p > 2, the Seifert fibration on Q(2p, —2p) is also unique
[Ja, Theorem IV.18]. Therefore, M,(—1/2) is not a Seifert fiber space, so
T is the Jaco-Shalen-Johannson decomposing torus because each side of it
is a Seifert fiber space. Since each of C(2,1) and Q(2p, —2p) are atoroidal,
T is the unique essential torus in M,(—1/2). O

Note that when p = 1, M,(0) and M,(—1) are solid tori. Also, My(—1/2)
is a Seifert fiber space with orbifold a Mobiilis band with a cone point of
angle 7/2, so the conclusion of (4) is not true for p = 1. Thus the argument
below will fail in this case. Actually, one can see that & contains a nontrivial
Conway sphere, so the manifold M is toroidal.

In the following, we will assume M = M, and p > 2, and show that M
is hyperbolic. Since M has toroidal boundary, by [Th] we need only show
that M is irreducible, 0-irreducible, non Seifert fibered, and atoroidal.

Lemma 2.3. Ifp > 2, then M is irreducible, 0-irreducible, and non Seifert
fibered.

Proof. If M is reducible, let S be a reducing sphere. S is separating, other-
wise it would be a reducing sphere in all M (r), contradicting Lemma 2.2(2).
Let W, W’ be the two components of M cut along S, with W the one con-
taining Th. Let W’ be W’ with S capped off by a 3-ball. Since M (0) is the
Seifert fiber space Q(2p — 1, —2p — 1), which is irreducible, W (0) must be a
3-ball, so W' = M(0) =Q(2p—1,—2p—1). But then we have

M(o0) = W'#W (00) = Q(2p — 1, —2p — 1)#W (o) # (S' x D*)#RP?,

which is a contradiction. Therefore M is irreducible.

If M is O-reducible, then after 0-compression one of the T; becomes a
sphere separating the two components of M, hence is a reducing sphere,
contradicting the above conclusion.

If M is Seifert fibered, then M (r) is Seifert fibered for all but at most one
r, for which M(r) is reducible. Since M (—1/2) is irreducible and is not a
Seifert fiber space, this is not possible. O

Lemma 2.4. Suppose T is an essential separating torus in an irreducible 3-
manifold M, and suppose it is compressible in M (ry), M (rq) with A(ry,72) >
2, where r; are slopes on Ty C OM. Then T and Ty bound a cable space in
M, with cabling slope r¢ satisfying A(rg,r;) = 1,1 =1,2.
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Proof. Cut M along T and let X be the component containing 7. Then T
is compressible in X (r;) and A(r1,r2) > 2, so by [Wul, Theorem 1] there is
an essential annulus A in X with one boundary on 7' and the other on Tj,
with slope rq, say. Since T is essential in M, it is not parallel to T, so by
[CGLS, Theorem 2.4.3] T is compressible in X (r) only if A(rg,r) < 1. We
must have A(rg,r;) = 1, because if rog = r; then we would have A(rg,ry) =
A(ry,ra) = 2, a contradiction. Now the manifold X (r;) is homeomorphic
to the manifold Y obtained by cutting X along A, so the torus component
of Y corresponding to T under the homeomorphism is compressible in Y.
Since M is irreducible, this implies that Y is a solid torus. It follows that
X is a cable space with cabling slope rg. O

Lemma 2.5. M is atoroidal.

Proof. Assuming the contrary, let T' be an essential torus in M. Then T
must be separating, otherwise M (r) would contain a nonseparating torus or,
if T' becomes compressible in M (r), a nonseparating sphere, for all r, which
contradicts Lemma 2.2(1).

Let W, W' be the two components of M cut along T', with W the one con-
taining 7. Since M contains no nonseparating essential torus, by the Haken
finiteness theorem (cf. [Ja, Page 49]), we may choose T to be outermost in
the sense that W’ contains no essential torus.

Claim. T is compressible in M (—1/2).

Recall from Lemma 2.2(4) that M (—1/2) has a unique essential torus 7".
So if T is incompressible in M (—1/2) then either it is boundary parallel or
it is isotopic to T". The first case is impossible, because then M (—1/2) =
W(=1/2)UW' = (T x I)UW' =2 W' so T" would be an essential torus in
W', contradicting the choice of T. Therefore T" must be isotopic to 7" in
M(—1/2). Tt follows that either W' = C(2,1), or W' = Q(2p, —2p).

Since M(0) is atoroidal, either T is boundary parallel in M (0) or it is
compressible in M (0). In the first case we would have Q(2p —1,—2p—1) =
M) = W' = C(2,1) or Q(2p, —2p), which is absurd. In the second case
let D be a compressing disk of 7" in W (0), and let W' be the manifold
obtained by capping off the sphere boundary component of W/ U N (D) with
a 3-ball. Then W' is a summand of M) = Q(2p—1,—2p — 1), so either
W' = Q2p—1,-2p—1)or W' =83 However, this is impossible whether
W' =C(2,1) or W = Q(2p, —2p) because W' is obtained from W’ by Dehn
filling on T" along certain slope, and it is easily seen that when p > 2 none of
the Dehn fillings on such W’ could produce Q(2p — 1, —2p — 1) or S3. This
completes the proof of the claim.

Since M (co) contains no incompressible torus, 7" is compressible in M (co).
By the claim above, T is also compressible in M (—1/2). Since A(co, —1/2) =
2, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that W is a cable space C(p, q) with cabling
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slope ro satisfying A(rg,00) = A(rg,—1/2) = 1. Solving these equalities,
we have rg = 0 or —1. Now we have W (rg) = L(p, q)#(S* x D?), so M (ro)
should have a lens space summand. On the other hand, we have shown that
ro = 0 or —1, and in either case by Lemma 2.2 M(rp) is a prime mani-
fold with torus boundary. This contradiction completes the proof that M is
atoroidal. (]

Theorem 2.6. The manifolds M,, p > 2, are mutually distinct hyperbolic
manifolds, each admitting two nonhyperbolic Dehn fillings M (r1) and M (rs),
such that M (ry) is toroidal and annular, M (r2) is reducible and O-reducible,
and A(ry,r) = 2.

Proof. Consider the manifold M, which is the double cover of ¥ = 52 x I
branched along the tangle &, in Figure 2.1. By Lemmas 2.3 and 2.5, M,, are
hyperbolic for all p > 2. By Lemma 2.2, M,,(c0) is reducible and 0-reducible,
and M,(—1/2) is the union of C'(2,1) and Q(2p, —2p) along a torus, hence
is toroidal and annular because there is an essential annulus in C(2,1) with
both boundary components on the outside torus 77. Since A(oco, —1/2) = 2,
M, satisfy all the conditions of the theorem. It remains to show that M,
and M, are non homeomorphic when p,q > 2 and p # q.

Let Ty (resp. Tj) be the torus of dM, (resp. 0M,) on which the Dehn
fillings are performed. Let (m,l) (resp. (m/,l’)) be the meridian-longitude
pair on T (resp. T”) chosen as in Lemma 2.2. Let f : M, — M, be a
homeomorphism.

(@) (b)
Figure 2.3.

There is a homeomorphism of Y interchanging the two sphere boundary
components, and leaving &, invariant, which induces a self homeomorphism
of M, interchanging the two boundary components. This can be seen by
redrawing the tangle in Figure 2.1 as in Figure 2.3(a), where the sphere Sy
represents the inside sphere in Figure 2.1, and S; the outside sphere. After
an isotopy the picture becomes that in Figure 2.3(b). (Note that the isotopy
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have changed the position of the endpoints of the tangle on the spheres, but
that does not matter.) Now blow up the sphere Sy, we get the same picture
as that in Figure 2.1, with Sy and S; interchanged. Thus without loss of
generality we may assume that f maps Ty to 7).

Since Mp(00) is O-reducible, by [Sch]| M,(r) is irreducible for all r # oco.
Hence the reducing slope oo is unique, so f must send m to m’. Assume
f(l) =1+ km/. Because of uniqueness of Seifert fibration, neither of M,(0)
or M,(—1) is homeomorphic to M,(0) or M,(—1) when p,q > 2 and p # q.
Hence k # 0,£1. Now f sends the slope —1/2 to (2k — 1)/2, so both
M,(—1/2) and M,((2k —1)/2) are toroidal. We have A(—1/2,(2k—1)/2) =
|4k| > 8. On the other hand, by [Go], this happens only if M, is the Figure 8
knot complement or the Whitehead sister link complement. Since M, have
two boundary components, this is impossible. O

3. Manifolds admitting two reducible Dehn fillings.

In this section we will show that there are infinitely many hyperbolic man-
ifolds with two torus boundary components, each admitting two reducible
Dehn fillings. Consider the tangles &, in Y = S? x I as shown in Figure
3.1, where, as in Figure 2.1, a rectangle labeled by an integer n denotes a
rational tangle of slope 1/n.

Figure 3.1.

As in Section 2, we denote by M, the double branched cover of Y branched
along &,, and by &,(r) the tangle obtained by filling the inside sphere Sy with
a rational tangle of slope r. Then the Dehn filling manifold My (r) is the
double cover of Y branched along &,(r). The tangles £,(c0) and &,(0) are
drawn in Figure 3.2(a)—(b). We can see that &,(c0) is the connected sum of
£(1/2,—-1/2) and a Hopf link, while £,(0) is the connected sum of a Mon-
tesinos tangle £(1/2p, —1/2p) and a Hopf link. Recall that Q(r, s) denotes
the Seifert fiber space which double branch covers the tangle £(1/r,1/s),
and the double branched cover of a Hopf link is the projective space RP3.
Therefore we have the following lemma.
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@) (b)
Figure 3.2.

Lemma 3.1. The manifolds M,, p # 0, have the following properties.
(1) Mp(o0) = Q(2, —2)#RP?;
(2) Mp(0) = Q(2p, —2p)#RP>.

Thus each M, admits two reducible Dehn fillings. In what follows, we
will assume M = My, and p > 2. We need to show that M is hyperbolic.
Let Ty be the component of 9M on which the Dehn fillings are performed.
Thus Ty covers the inside sphere Sy in Figure 3.1. Let 77 be the component
of OM covering the outside sphere S.

Lemma 3.2. M is irreducible.

Proof. Assuming the contrary, let S be a reducing sphere of M. Clearly
S is separating, otherwise M (0) would contain a nonseparating reducing
sphere, contradicting Lemma 3.1. Let W, W’ be the components of M cut
along S, with W the one containing Tjy. Denote by W the ma/\nifold W with
the sphere boundary capped off by a 3-ball. Similarly for W’. Then W’
is a summand of both M (0) and M (o), so by Lemma 3.1 we must have
W' = RP3. This also shows that the reducing sphere in M is unique up to
isotopy, because if S and S’ bound different punctured RP3, then tubing
them together would give a sphere which does not bound a punctured RP3.

Let p be the involution of M which induces the branched covering. Since
the reducing sphere S is unique up to isotopy, by the equivariant sphere
theorem [MSY], it can be chosen to be invariant under the involution p,
hence it double branch covers a sphere S’ in the manifold Y downstairs,
which must cut off a 3-ball B because one side of S is W', which does not
contain the preimage of Sy or S;. Extending the involution p|g trivially
over a 3-ball D, we get a double branched cover W — S3=BUD , with
branch set L the union of & = & N B and a trivial arc in the attached
3-ball D', which is the image of D under the branched covering map. Since
W' = RP3 = L(2,1), the link L is the 2-bridge link associated to the number
1/2, which is the Hopf link. Therefore, & = £,N B is a tangle in B consisting
of an unknotted arc and a trivial circle C' around it.

We want to shown that no such pair (B,¢’) exists in (Y,§,). Assuming
the contrary, then (B,¢’) would remain the same after filling the sphere
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boundaries Sp,S1 of Y with any rational tangles. The tangle &, has two
circle components C1,Cs, where C] denotes the one on the left in Figure
3.1. The circle component C of £ must be one of the C;. However, after
filling both S; with O-tangle, Cs has linking number p > 2 with one of the
components of the resulting link, while after filling Sy with 1-tangle and Sy
with co-tangle the circle C'1 has linking number 2 with one of the components
of the resulting link, either case contradicting the fact that C' bounds a disk
in B intersecting the resulting link only once. O

Lemma 3.3. M is O-irreducible, and is not a Seifert fiber space.

Proof. Since OM consists of two tori, M being 0-reducible would imply that
it is reducible, which would contradict Lemma 3.2. If M is Seifert fibered
(with two torus boundary components), then M (r) would be reducible for
at most one r, which would contradict Lemma 3.1. U

Lemma 3.4. Let X be an irreducible and 0-irreducible 3-manifold. If both
X(r1) and X (r2) are reducible and O-reducible, then r1 = ra.

Proof. Let Ty be the Dehn filling component of 3X. Assume r; # 9. Since
X (ry1) is O-reducible and X (r3) is reducible, by Scharlemann’s theorem [Sch,
Theorem 6.1], r9 is a cabling slope, so there is an essential annulus As in X
with boundary two copies of ro of opposite orientations. Similarly, we have
an essential annulus A; in X with boundary consisting of two copies of ry of
opposite orientations. Isotope A to intersect As essentially. Then A1 N Ag
consists of essential arcs on A;, running from one boundary component to
the other. By the parity rule on [CGLS, Page 279], if an arc component of
A1NAs connects two components of dA; which have opposite orientations on
Ty, then it must connect two components of 0Ay with the same orientation
on Tp. This is a contradiction because the two boundary components of
each A; have opposite orientations on Tj. O

Lemma 3.5. M is atoroidal.

Proof. Consider an essential torus T in M. Clearly T is separating, otherwise
M (0) would contain a nonseparating torus or sphere, which would contradict
Lemma 3.1. Let W, W’ be the two components of M cut along T', where W
contains Tp. Note that 7' cannot be boundary parallel in M (0) or M (c0),
otherwise W', and hence M, would be reducible, which would contradict
Lemma 3.2. Hence T is compressible in both W (0) and W (co) because by
Lemma 3.1 they are atoroidal. After compression, 7" becomes a sphere in
W(0) and W (c0), so if W contained T}, then both W(0) and W (o) would
also be reducible, which is impossible by Lemma 3.4. Hence we conclude
that any essential torus in M must separate the two boundary components
of M.

Let p: M — M be the involution which induces the branch covering,
and let X be the fixed point set of p. Then X covers the tangle , in the
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manifold Y downstairs. Since , contains four arcs running from Sp to Si,
X has four arcs running from Ty to 717, hence each essential torus T intersect
X at least four times.

By the equivariant torus theorem [MS, Theorem 8.6], there is a set of
essential tori 7 in M such that p(7) = 7. Let T' be a component of 7. Since
X intersects T in at least four points, we must have p(T') = T. Calculating
the Euler number of T'/p, we see that X cannot intersect 7' in more than
four points. Hence T intersects X exactly four times, and S = T/p is a
sphere in Y which intersects each of the four arc components of £, exactly
once, and is disjoint from the circle components of &,. Since the two circle
components of £, have linking number 1, they must lie on the same side of
S.

Let Y7,Y5 be the two components of Y cut along S, with Y7 the one
disjoint from the circle components of §,. Let Wi, W5 be the components
of M cut along T, with W; covering Y;. Consider the tangle f;, consisting
of the arc components of §,. Let M’ be the double cover of Y branched
along &, let T' be the torus in M’ that covers S, and let W/ be the part
of M’ that covers Y;. It can be seen from Figure 3.1 that 51/9 is isotopic to
four straight arcs running from Sy to Si; hence M’ = T2 x I. Since 1" is a
torus separating the two components of OM’, it is isotopic to a horizontal
torus T2 x x, so each W/ is also homeomorphic to T? x I. Now we have
NYr = 51’) N Y1, therefore Wy, as the double cover of Y branched along
£pNY7, is the same as W, hence is a product T? x 1. But then T is boundary
parallel, contradicting the assumption that 7" is an essential torus in M. U

Theorem 3.6. The manifolds My, p > 2, are distinct hyperbolic manifolds,
each admitting two reducible Dehn fillings M (r1), M (rq) with A(rq,r2) = 1.

Proof. We have shown in Lemmas 3.1-3.5 that M, are hyperbolic manifolds
admitting two reducible Dehn fillings M,,(0) and Mp(oco), so it remains to
show that the manifolds are all different.

Suppose f : M, — M, is a homeomorphism, p > ¢ > 2. As in the proof
of Theorem 2.6, it is easy to see that there is a self homeomorphism of M,
interchanging the two boundary components, hence we may assume that f
maps Tp to Tf), where Tj) and 7] are the boundary tori of My, with T} the
one covering the inside sphere.

By [GLul], M; admits at most three reducible Dehn fillings, with mutual
distance 1. Since M,(0) = Q(2p, —2p)#RP? is homeomorphic to neither
M,(0) nor My(oco0), f maps the slope 0 to another reducing slope of M,,
which must be £1 because it has distance 1 from 0 and oco. Thus the only
reducible Dehn filling of M, homeomorphic to M),(c0) is My(c0), so f sends
the oo slope on Tj to oo on T{. Similarly, it sends the oo slope on T} to oo
on T7. Denote by My(r,s) the manifold obtained by r filling on Ty and s
filling on T1. Then we have M,(0,00) = My(%1, c0).
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The manifold Mg(r, s) is a double cover of &(r, s), which is obtained from
& by filling the inside sphere with a rational tangle of slope r and the outside
sphere with one of slope s. One can check that &,(0,00) is the split union
of a Hopf link and a trivial knot, while £,(%1, c0) is the connected sum of a
Hopf link and a 2-bridge link associated to the rational number :l:i. Thus
My(0,00) = St x S?#RP3, and M,(+1,00) = L(4,+1)#RP3. Since these
two manifolds are not homeomorphic, this is a contradiction. O

4. Reducible and toroidal fillings.

In this section we show that there are infinitely many hyperbolic manifolds
which admit a reducible filling and a toroidal filling of distance 3 apart.
Consider the tangles &, (p > 3) in Y, as shown in Figure 4.1(a), where Y is
the 3-ball obtained by deleting the interior of the 3-ball B in the figure from
S3. As before, let £(r) be the union of (Y,&,) with a rational tangle of slope
r, and let M,(r) be the double branched cover of S3 branched along &,(r).

()
Figure 4.1.
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Lemma 4.1. The manifold M, admits the following Dehn fillings.

(1) My(c0) is a non Seifert fibered, irreducible, toroidal manifold;

(2) My(0) is a lens space L((p—1)(p+3) + 1,p + 3);

(3) My(1) and M,(1/2) are small Seifert fibered manifolds, but not lens
spaces;

(4) M,(1/3) = L(3, 1)#L(2,1).

Proof. The tangles &(00),£(0),£(1),£(1/2),£(1/3) are shown in Figure

4.1(b)-(f), respectively. We can see that £(co) is the union of £[1, ﬁ]

and &[5, %], and is not a Montesinos link; £(0) is a 2-bridge link associated
to the rational number 1/((p—1)+1/(p+3)) = (p+3)/((p+3)(p—1)+1);
€(1) and £(1/2) are Montesinos links consisting of three rational tangles; and
€(1/3) is the connected sum of a trefoil knot and a Hopf link. The result now
follows by taking the double cover of S? branched along the corresponding
links. Note that p > 3 guarantees that the Seifert fibrations on the two sides
of the essential torus in M)y (oco) are unique, which can be used to show that
Mp(o00) is not a Seifert fiber space. See the proof of Lemma 2.2. O

Theorem 4.2. The manifolds M = M,, p > 3, are mutually distinct hy-
perbolic manifolds, each admitting two Dehn fillings M (r1) and M (rsg), such
that M(r1) is reducible, M(r2) is toroidal, and A(ry,ry) = 3.

Proof. Let r1 = 1/3, and r9 = oo. Then A(ry,r2) = 3, and by Lemma
4.1, M(ry) is reducible, M (r) is toroidal. We need to show that M, are
hyperbolic and mutually distinct.

M is irreducible, otherwise a closed summand would survive after all
Dehn fillings; but since M (0) and M (1) are non homeomorphic prime man-
ifolds, this is impossible. M is not a Seifert fiber space because two Dehn
fillings M (co) and M (1/3) are non Seifert fibered. These imply that M
is O-irreducible. To prove M is hyperbolic, it remains to show that M is
atoroidal.

If T is an essential torus in M, then it is compressible in M (0), M(1),
M (1/2) and M (1/3). Since M(0) is irreducible, T' must be separating. Let
W, W’ be the components of M cut along T', with W the one containing Tp.
Since A(1,1/3) = 2, by Lemma 2.4, W is a cable space C(r, s), with cabling
slope ry satisfying A(rg,1) = A(rg,1/3) = 1. Solving these equalities, we
have rg = 0 or 1/2; but since M (rp) contains a lens space L(r, s), we must
have ro = 0.

Let dp and d; be the slopes on T" which bound disks in W (0) and W (1/3),
respectively. Since 0 is the cabling slope, we have A(dp, 1) = |r| > 1. Now
W(0) is the connected sum of a solid torus and L(r,s), while W(1/3) is a
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solid torus, so we have
M(0) = L(r, s)#W'(b),
M(1/3) = W'(61).

Comparing the first equation with Lemma 4.1(2), we see that W' is the exte-
rior of a knot in S? with dp the meridional slope. But then since A(dg, 1) >
1, by [GLu2] the manifold M (1/3) would be irreducible, which would con-
tradict Lemma 4.1(4). This completes the proof that M is atoroidal, and
hence hyperbolic.

It remains to show that the manifolds M, are mutually distinct. As-
sume there is a homeomorphism f : M, = M,, p > ¢ > 3. Let (m,l)
and (m/,l") be the meridian-longitude pair of M, and Mg, respectively. By
[CGLS], [GLul] and [BZ, Theorem 0.1], a hyperbolic manifold admits a
total of at most three reducible or cyclic Dehn fillings, with mutual distance
1. Thus two of the four slopes 0,1/3, f(0), f(1/3) on dM, must be the same.
But since M,(0) is not homeomorphic to My(0) or M,(1/3), we must have
f(1/3) = 1/3, and f(0) is of distance 1 from 0 and 1/3, so f(0) = 1/2 or
1/4. The first is impossible because M,(1/2) is not a lens space. Hence
f(0) = 1/4. Now f(m) = f((m+3l) —3l) = (m' + 3I') £ 3(m’ + 4l’), and
we have A(m/, f(m)) > 9. Since both m’ and f(m) are toroidal Dehn filling

slopes on OM,, this contradicts [Go]. O
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TEST WORDS, GENERIC ELEMENTS AND ALMOST
PRIMITIVITY

B. FINE, G. ROSENBERGER, D. SPELLMAN, AND M. STILLE

A test element in a group G is an element g with the prop-
erty that if f(g) = g for an endomorphism f of G to G then
f must be an automorphism. A test element in a free group
is called a test word. Nielsen gave the first example of a test
word by showing that in the free group on x, y the commutator
[z, y] satisfies this property. T. Turner recently characterized
test words as those elements of a free group contained in no
proper retract. Since free factors are retracts, test words are
therefore very strong forms of non-primitive elements. In this
paper we give some new examples of test words and exam-
ine the relationship between test elements and several other
concepts, in particular generic elements and almost-primitive
elements (APE’s). In particular we show that an almost prim-
itive element which lies in a certain type of verbal subgroup
must be a test word. Further using a theorem of Rosenberger
on equations in free products we prove a result on APE’s,
generic elements and test words in certain free products of
free groups. Finally we examine test elements in non-free
groups and introduce the concept of the test rank of a group.

1. Introduction.

A test element in a group G is an element g with the property that if
f(g) = g for an endomorphism f of G to G then f must be an automorphism.
A test element in a free group is called a test word. Nielsen [N] gave the
first non-trivial example of a test word by showing that in the free group
on z,y the commutator [z, y] satisfies this property. T. Turner [T| recently
characterized test words as those elements of a free group which do not lie
in any proper retract. Using this characterization he was able to give several
straightforward criteria to determine if a given element of a free group is a
test word. Using these criteria, Comerford [C| proved that it is effectively
decidable whether elements of free groups are test words. Since free factors
are retracts, Turner’s result implies that no test word can fall in a proper free
factor. Therefore being a test word is a very strong form of non-primitivity.

In this paper we consider relationships between test words and two related
concepts — almost primitive elements (APE’s) and generic elements.
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We give the formal definitions in the next section where we also prove that
an almost primitive element of a free group which lies in a certain type of
verbal subgroup must be a test word (Theorem 1). This is quite surprising
given the strong non-primitivity of test words. In Section 3 we use a the-
orem of Rosenberger [R1] on equations in free products to prove a result
on APE’s, generic elements and test words in certain free products of free
groups. In Section 4, using Nielsen transformations, we produce a set of
generic elements in the free group of rank two. Using the theorem of Rosen-
berger mentioned above, these examples can be extended to finding generic
elements in higher rank free groups. Finally in Section 5 we give some
straightforward results on extensions of these concepts to arbitrary non-free
groups. As pointed out by Turner the characterization of test elements in
general is more subtle and difficult than in the free group case.

We note that a few of the results appear in the Diplomarbeit of N. Iser-
mann [I] however the proofs given here are somewhat different.

2. Test Words, Almost Primitive Elements and Generic
Elements.

A test element in a group G is an element g with the property that if
f(g) = g for an endomorphism f of G to G then f must be an automorphism.
A test element in a free group is called a test word. Nielsen [N] gave the
first non-trivial example of a test word by showing that in the free group
on x,y the commutator [z,y] satisfies this property. Other examples of test
words have been given by Zieschang [Z1, Z2], Rosenberger [R1, R2, R3]
Kalia and Rosenberger [K-R/], Hill and Pride [H-P] and Durnev [D]. Gupta
and Shpilrain [G-S] have studied the question as to whether the commutator
[,y] is a test element in various quotients of the free group on z,y.

Recall that a subgroup H of a group G is a retract if there exists a
homomorphism f : G — H which is the identity on H. Clearly in a free
group F' any free factor is a retract. However there do exist retracts in
free groups which are not free factors. Recently T. Turner [T] characterized
test words as those elements of a free group which do not lie in any proper
retract. Using this characterization he was able to give several straightfor-
ward criteria to determine if a given element of a free group is a test word.
Using these criteria, Comerford [C] proved that it is effectively decidable
whether elements of free groups are test words. Since free factors are re-
tracts, Turner’s result implies that no test word can fall in a proper free
factor. Therefore being a test word is a very strong form of non-primitivity.
Shpilrain [S1, S2] defined the rank of an element w in a free group F as the
smallest rank of a free factor containing w. Clearly in a free group of rank
n a test word has maximal rank n. Shpilrain conjectured that the converse
was also true but Turner gave an example showing this to be false. However
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Turner also proved that Shpilrain’s conjecture is true if only test words for
monomorphisms are considered.

As a direct consequence of the characterization Turner obtains the fol-
lowing result [T, Example 5] which shows that there is a fairly extensive
collection of test words in a free group of rank two.

Proposition 1 ([T]). In a free group of rank two any non-trivial element
of the commutator subgroup is a test word.

Proof. Let F be a free group of rank two and suppose H is a proper retract.
Then the rank of H must be one and hence H is abelian. Suppose g € F’ the
commutator subgroup of F. If g € H then there exists an endomorphism
f + F — H which is the identity on H. Therefore f(g) = g. But f(g) =1
if f is any homomorphism of F' into an abelian group. Therefore g = 1. It
follows that no non-trivial element of F’ can lie in any proper retract and
therefore by Turner’s characterization must be a test word. O

An almost primitive element - (APE) - is an element of a free group F'
which is not primitive in F' but which is primitive in any proper subgroup of
F containing it. This can be extended to arbitrary groups in the following
manner. An element g € G is primitive in G if g generates an infinite
cyclic free factor of G, that is g has infinite order and G = (g) x G; for some
G1 C G. g is then an APE if it is not primitive in G but primitive in any
proper subgroup containing it. Rosenberger [R1] proved that in the free
group F' = F(z;,yi,2;); 1 <i<m, 1 <j <n, of rank 2m + n the element

(1, y1)e [, Ym) A4 2B

where the p; are not necessarily distinct primes, is an APE in F. Rosen-
berger [R1] proved, in a different setting that if A, B are arbitrary groups
containing APE’s a, b respectively, then the product ab is either primitive
or an APE in the free product A+ B. This was reproved by Brunner, Burns
and Oates-Williams [B-B-O] who also prove the more difficult result that
if @ and b are tame APE’s in groups A, B respectively then their product
normally is a tame APE in AxB. An APE w in a group G ia a tame APE
if whenever w® € H C G with « > 1 minimal, then either w® is primitive in
H or the index [G : H] is a. It follows easily that [a1,b1]...[ag,bg], g > 1,
is a tame APE in the free group on a1,b; ... ag, by, (see [R3]). We note that
Brunner, Burns and Oates-Williams give a more technical definition of a
tame APE.

Let U be a variety defined by a set of laws V. (We refer to the book of H.
Neumann [Ne] for relevant terminology.) For a group G we let V(G) denote
the verbal subgroup of G defined by V. An element g € GG is U-generic in
G if g € V(G) and whenever H is a group, f : H — G a homomorphism and
w = f(u) for some u € V(H) it follows that f is surjective. Equivalently
g € G is U-generic in G if g € V(G) C G but g ¢ V(K) for every proper
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subgroup K of G [St]. An element is generic if it is U-generic for some
variety U. Let U, be the variety defined by the set of laws V,, = {[x, y], 2" }.
For n = 0 we have U, = A the abelian variety. Stallings [St] and Dold
[Do| have given sufficient conditions for an element of a free group to be
Up-generic. Using this it can be shown that z7ay ...z}, is U,-generic in the
free group on z1, ... , Ty, for all n > 2 and if m is even [z1, z2], . .. [Tm—1, Tm]
is U, -generic in the free group on z1,...,x,, for n = 0 and for all n > 2.
These facts are also consequences of a result of Rosenberger [R2, R3|.

Comerford [C] points out that if G is Hopfian, which is the case if G is
free, then being generic implies being a test word. Thus for free groups we
have

generic — test word .

Comerford also shows that there is no converse. In particular he shows that
in a free group of rank 3 on z,y, z the word w = x2[y?, 2] is a test word but
is not generic. We can also show that in general, generic does not imply
APE. Suppose F' = F(z,y) is the free group of rank two on z,y and let
w = xty*. Then w is Us-generic but w is not an APE since w € (22,%?) and
is not primitive in this subgroup while this subgroup is not all of F.

Further, in general it is not true that being an APE implies being a test
word. Again let F = F(z,y) and let w = x?yz~'y~!. Brunner, Burns
and Oates-Williams, after a private communication with G. Rosenberger,
show that w is an APE. However Turner shows that w is not a test word.
Since generic elements are test words in a Hopfian group this example shows
further that APE does not imply generic in general. This is really to be
expected since test words are strongly non-primitive. However our first
result shows that many APE’s are indeed generic and therefore test words.

Recall that a variety U defined by the set of laws V is a non-trivial variety
if it consists of more than just the trivial group. In this case V(F') # F for
any free group F.

Theorem 1. Let F' be a free group and B a non-trivial variety defined by
the set of laws V. Let w € V(F). If w is an APE then w is B-generic. In
particular w is a test word.

Proof. Let w € V(F') be an APE and let ¢ : H — F be a homomorphism
with ¢(u) = w for some u € V(H). As in the statement of the theorem,
V is the set of laws defining the non-trivial variety B. Let K be a proper
subgroup of F. If w ¢ K then clearly w ¢ V(K). If w € K then since w is an
APE, w is primitive in K since K is a proper subgroup of F'. Further since
B is a non-trivial variety and K is free we have that K # V(K). It follows
then from the primitivity of w in K that w ¢ V(K). Therefore w € V(F)
and for any proper subgroup K of F' we have w ¢ V(K) and hence w is
B-generic. Since free groups are Hopfian, w must then be a test word. [J
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In particular let F'(n) be the subgroup of the free group F' generated by
all commutators and n-th powers, n > 2 or n = 0, that is F'(n) = V,(F).
Then:

Corollary 1. Let w € F(n) withn > 2 orn=0. If w is an APE then w
is Up-generic and w is a test word.

3. APE’s in Certain Free Products of Free Groups.

In this section we give a result on APE’s, generic elements and test words
on certain free products of free groups. The result depends on the following
theorem of Rosenberger [R1].

Theorem 2 ([R1]). Let G = Hy x---Hy,, n > 2, be the free product of
groups Hy,... ,H,. Let a; € Hj,a; # 1, and let p be the number of a;
which are proper powers in H;, (1 <j <n). Let {z1,... ,opn} CG, m>1,
and let H be the subgroup of G generated by z1,... ,Tm. If a =ay...an, € H
then one of the following cases holds:

(1) There is a Nielsen transformation from {x1,... ,xm} to a system {yi,

oy Ym ) with y1 = ay -+ ay.

(2) It is m > 2n — p, and there is a Nielsen transformation from {x1,...
Tm} to a system {y1,... ,ym} withy; € Hj, 1 <j<n,1<i<2n—p;
and moreover aj can be written as a word in those yi, 1 < k < m,
which are contained in Hj;,1 < j <mn.

Proof. Here we give a more detailed proof than in [R1]. This is done in
order to explain more extensively the concept of semistable letters and the
blockwise description of letters in a product of generators.

We regard G as the free product G = Hj x --- x H, together with the
length L and an order with respect to this factorization. We refer to the
papers [Z3] and [F-R-S] for the terminology and properties related to the
length L and Nielsen cancellation methods in such free products. Consider
the sets of elements {z1,...,z,} and {a1,...,a,} as in the statement of
the theorem. We may assume that {xi,...,2,} is Nielsen reduced. For
this system we then have an equation

q
(1) Hgggzzal...an
k=1

where € = ﬁ:l, €k = €k+1 if Vg = Vig+1-

Among the equations as in (1) there is one for which ¢ is minimal and
let us assume that this is the case in Equation (1). Further we may also
assume that each z; # 1 and that each z; occurs in (1). If some z; occurs
only once in (1) as either x; or ;! then case (1) of the theorem holds. That
is {z1,...,xm} can be carried by a Nielsen transformation to a system
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{y1,... ,ym} with y1 = a1...a,. If this is not the case we will show that

there is no A € {1,...,m} such that always
LiaSarel) > Lizy) — Lizy) + L(zy)

for v,u € {1,... , mlen==+land v # X #porv =X\# pe=1or

v#AX=pun=1lorv =X=pue=mn=1 It follows then that for

A€ {l,...,m} there is always some v, u € {1,... ,m} such that
L(zjaaa)) < L(zy) — L(za) + L(zy)

foreep=d+landv#AX#porv=A#pue=1lorv*A=pun=1or
v =\ = pu,e =n = 1. This means that each x is conjugate to some element
of some Hg and hence necessarily either we return to case (1) or case (2)
holds proving the theorem.

We may assume that each x; either occurs twice in Equation (1) with the
same exponent € = +1 or occurs in (1) exactly once with exponent +1 and
once with exponent —1. In either case we always have

L(zgy -y ) > L)
for1<k<I<h<gqgand
L(zikapian’s) > Lxy,) — L(zy,,) + L(zy,,,)

for1<k<qg-—2.
Assume that there is a A € {1,... ,m} such that always

L(zSeae?) > L(z,) — L(zy) + L(z,)

for v,u € {1,...,m}e,n = tland v # X # porv =X # p,e =1 or
v#EAN=pun=1orv =X=pue=mn=1. Suppose in particular that
A =vg. We write u; = x7}, 1 <i < q. Let

Ui = liy -+ Ly Kili, o Ty
be the symmetric normal form of u; (see [Z3] and [F-R-S]). We call
Ligyoon sl

the places of u;. For brevity we write v; for a place of u;. In the following
we write

KisTipy,s - 5Ty

Tm, s

Z=21"2p
to stand for the equality of the elements= together with the fact that
L(z) = L(z1) + -+ -+ L(zp).

Given the z) above and its places, there is an a;, 1 < t < n, such that
one of the following holds:

(a) up = prukqr and a; = vib, where vy, € Hy \ {1} is a place of uy
and b = 1 or 1 # b € Hy and upyq - upyy = qk_lbtqk for some [ with
1<I<q—k;
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(b) ur = prorqr and a; = b, where vy, € Hy \ {1} is a place of uy
and by = 1l or 1 # b € Hy and up_j---up_1 = pkbtpgl for some [ with
1<I<k—-1;

(C) Uk = PrUKGE » Uptit1 = G Vkpit1@hrir1 and ap = vebvgy41 where
0<i<q—k—1,v, € H \ {1} is a place of uy,vp+i+1 € H¢ \ {1} is a place
of upyiy1 and by =1 or 1 # b, € Hy and ugyq1 -+ - Upyy = qk_lbtqk for some [
with 1 <l <q¢—Fk—1;

(d) uk = PRoRar » Wk—i1—1 = Ph—i1—1Vk—1—1P; - and a; = vp_;_1byvx where
0<I1<k—2, v € H \ {1} is a place of ug, vg_;—1 € H; \ {1} is a place

ofup_; 1 and by =1lor1=#b € Hyand ug_;---up_1 = pkbtplzl for some [
with 1 <[ <k —2.
Note that if gy ... up4q = q,?lbtqk OF Up—j...U—] = pkbtplzl, by # 1,

respectively then each u; occurring in this product is conjugate to an element
of Ht.

To see all this assume that there is an a; with 1 < ¢t < n for whose
formation some w;,1 < 7 < k, and some uj,k < j < g, contribute. Then
uk—1 cancels the whole leading half of uy and wgy; cancels the whole rear
half of u; and the kernel of u;, has a share in the formation of a;. But then
L(ug—qupugs1) < L(ug—1) — L(ug) + L(ugs+1) giving a contradiction.

Now suppose we have the blockwise description of a; above and we assume
as before that x) = x,, occurs twice in Equation (1). Then v}, = v}, for some
h,1 < h < q, with k # h. Without loss of generality let k < h and recall that
all the a;, 1 <t < n, are all different from different factors. If ¢;, = ¢; then
the leading half of ) = z,, = z,, is inverse to the rear half of z) = z,,,
that is x,, is conjugate to an element of some factor H, with 1 < s < n.
But then

L(x,?jk) < L(ka) = L(J:Vk) - L(ka) + L(x'/k)

which gives a contradiction.

Now let €, = —ex. Then we have the following situation:

Uk = PEUKGk, Uh = Uk+i+1 = ugl = qk_lvlzlp;l, Ukl * - Ukt = qk_lthk
with vg, by € Hy \ {1} for some ¢, 1 <t <mnandsomel, 1 <[ <qg—Fk—1.
We may choose v in such a way that |L(px) — L(qx)| < 1. Assume that
pr # 1. Since the a; are all different from different factors, p; or pgl must
be cancelled completely in Equation (1) by a u; with i < k or i >= h
respectively, which is not conjugate to an element of some factor. For such
an element u; we always have (see [F-R-S])

L(ufulu?) > L(w) — L(u;) + L(uy)

for 1,7 € {1,...,q},e,n = £l and | # i # jorl =i # j,e = 1 or
l#£#i=4j4n=1orl=14=je=n=1 Wehavei < kori>h
so an inductive argument gives a contradiction because of the blockwise
description of the ay.
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Therefore we have p, = 1. This gives qr # 1, L(qx) = 1 since uy is not
conjugate to an element of some factor. But then ugy; = qgldtqk for some
dy € H\{1}, u := ukuk+1u;1 = vkdtvk_l and L(u) = 1 < L(ugy1) = 3 which
contradicts the fact that {zi,...,2,} is Nielsen reduced. Hence x) = z,,
occurs only once in Equation (1) contradicting the assumption that each z;
occurs twice in Equation (1). Therefore there is no A such that always

L(zSeae?) > L(z,) — L(zy) + L(z,)

for v,u € {1,... ,m}ep =+l and v # X #porv =X\ # pe=1or
v#AX=un=1lorv =X=pue=mn=1As described before this
statement completes the theorem. O

We note the following. Suppose {z1,...,zn} C G = Hy *--- x Hy,
m > 1,n > 2, is a Nielsen reduced system as above with x; # 1 for all 4.
Let A € {1,... ,m} be such that always

L(a:f/an:Z) > L(x,) — L(zy) + L(x,)

for vyp € {1,... , mpyep=xland v #X # porv =X\# pue=1or
vEI=pun=1lorv=A=pe=n=1 Let w=ua; ---a; € G,r>1, be
given in normal form and let w € H = (x1,... ,%m). Let

q

— €k

w= H Luj,
k=1

€x = 1, € = €xy1 if vy = g4 with ¢ minimal. Assume that x) occurs in
this equation, for instance suppose zF = xyf =: ug. Then there is an a;;
related to u, = x§ which is described via the block relation to a place vj, of
uy, as in the proof of the theorem. Such a vy is called a semistable letter
of ug. The advantage of a semistable letter is that it can be influenced in
such an equation as above, only from one side.

Using the theorem we obtain the following result on APE’s in free prod-
ucts of free groups.

Theorem 3. Let F' be a finitely generated free group with basis B. Let
Bi,...,B,, n > 2, be pairwise disjoint, non-empty subsets of B and let Fj
be the subgroup of F' generated by B;, 1 < j <n. Let a; € Fj with a; # 1,
1<j<nandleta=ay...a,. Then:
(1) If each aj is an APE in Fj then a is an APE in F.
(2) Let U a non-trivial variety defined by the set of laws V.
(a) Let aj € V(F;). If each a; is U-generic in F; then a € V(F) and a
is U-generic in F.
(b) Let a € V(F). If a is U-generic in F then each a; € V(F}) and
each a; s U-generic in F;.
(3)(a) Let aj € F;IF]{, q=0orq=2, for each j,1 < j <n. If each a; is
a test word in Fj then a is a test word in F.
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(b) Leta € FIF', =0 orq=2. If a is a test word in F then each a;
is a test word in F;.

Proof. (1) Let a; € Fj with aj # 1, 1 < j < n, and let a = a1 ---ay,.
Then a cannot be primitive in I’ because in that case at least one a; has
to be primitive in F}; contradicting that each a; is an APE. Let K be a
proper subgroup of F' with a € K. From Theorem 2, ¢ is primitive in K
or without loss of generality, we may assume that K has a finite basis X
which is the disjoint union of n subsets X; of F}; such that a; € K; C Fj
for each j,1 < j < n, where Kj is the subgroup generated by X;. We
consider this latter situation. If K; = F} for each j then K = (Ky,... , Ky)
= (F1,...,F,) = F contradicting the fact that K # F. Hence Kj is a
proper subgroup of F}; for at least one j. Suppose Ky C Fy, K1 # Fy. Then
a1 is primitive in K since a1 is an APE in F; and hence a = a1 ---a, is
primitive in K. This completes part (1).

(2)(a) Let each aj be U-generic in F;. Since each a; € V(F};) we have
a € V(F). Let ¢ : H — F be a homomorphism with ¢(u) = a for some
u € V(H). Without loss of generality assume H to be finitely generated. a
cannot be primitive in K = ¢(H) because U is non-trivial. Let A be a finite
generating system for H. Then X = ¢(A) is a finite generating system for
K. We apply Theorem 2 and the fact that a Nielsen transformation from
X to a system Y defines an epimorphism from K onto K. Hence without
loss of generality we assume that X is the disjoint union of n subsets X;
of Fj such that a; € K; C Fj for each j with 1 < 7 < n where Kj is the
subgroup generated by X;. Let H; = ¢~ 1(K;) for each j. Then ¢; = P,
defines a homomorphism ¢; : H; — F; with a; = ¢;(u;),1 < j < n, for
some uj € V(H;). Since each a; is U-generic, ¢; is an epimorphism for each
j. Therefore ¢ is an epimorphism completing part (2)(a).

(2)(b) Certainly each a; € V(F}) if a € V(F'). For each j let ¢; : H; — Fj
be a homomorphsim from some group H; such that ¢(u;) = a; for some
uj € V(H;). Let H = Hy *---% H, and let ¢ : H — F be the induced
homomorphism with ¢z, = ¢;. Then ¢(uy ... un) = ¢(a1 -+~ an) = ¢(a) and
Ui ... un € V(H). Since a is U-generic, ¢ is an epimorphism. Hence each ¢;
is an epimorphism and therefore each a; is U-generic. This completes part
(2)(b).

(3)(a) For a group G we let G1G’,q = 0 or ¢ > 2, denote the subgroup of
G generated by the g-th powers and the commutators in G.

Let each a; be a testword in F} and suppose each a; € FJ‘-ZFJ{,q =0 or
q>2. Thenae€ FIF',g=0o0r q>2. Let ¢ : F — F be an endomorphism
with ¢(a) = a. Let K = ¢(F). Since a € F1F’ we also have a € K1K',q =0
or ¢ > 2. Hence a is not primitive in K and we must show that K = F'.

Let X = ¢(B). We show first that X is a basis for K. From Theorem 2,
X can be carried by a Nielsen transformation, relative to a = ay - - - a,, into



286 B. FINE, G. ROSENBERGER, D. SPELLMAN, AND M. STILLE

a free basis Y of K which contains a subset Z which is the disjoint union of
n subsets Z; of F} such that a; € K; C F} for each j,1 < j < n, where K;
is the subgroup generated by Z;. Since each a; is a testword in F; we must
have |Z;| = |By| for each j and hence |Z| = |B|. This gives

2] < Y[ < |X[<|B| = 7|

and hence Y = Z and X is a basis of K. Now the Nielsen transformation
from X to the above system Y defines an automorphsim « of K. Hence we
may already assume that X =Y = Z because of the free product decompo-
sition F' = F} x---x I}, and the description of @ as a = ay - - - a,. Starting,
with a permutation of B, if necessary, we obtain this way an endomorphism
¢+ F — F such that ¢; = ¢, defines an endomorphism v; : F; — F}
with ¢;(a;) = a; for 1 < j < n. Since each a; is a testword in F; we have
that each v; is an automorphism of F;. Hence by combination, v is an
automorphism of F'. Therefore by construction, ¢ is also an automorphism
of F' and it follows that a is a testword in F'.

(3)(b) Since a € FIF',q = 0 or ¢ > 2, we have a; € FJ’?FJ{,q =0 or
q > 2. For each j let ¢; : F; — F} be an endomorphsim with ¢;(a;) = a;.
Then ¢ : F — F with ¢, = ¢; defines an endomorphism ¢ : F' — I with
¢(a) = ¢(ay---an) = a1---a, = a. Since a is a testword in F, ¢ is an
automorphism of F. Hence each ¢; is an automorphism of F}; and therefore
each a; is a testword in F};. This completes the theorem. O

Corollary 2. Let F = (x1,y1,... ,%g,Yq:),9 > 1. Let aj = aj(xj,y;) # 1
forj=1,...,g and let both x; and y; occur in the freely reduced expression
of aj. Let |aj|;; be the total exponent sum of x; in a; and let |aj|,, be the
total exponent of y; in a;. Let I be the subgroup generated by x; and y;.
(1) Let each aj be not a proper power in F;. Then a is a testword in F if
and only if ged(|ajz,, lajly,) # 1 for each j.
(2) Let a be an element of the commutator subgroup of F and suppose a
is a product a = ajaz - --ag where each a; is a non-trivial element of
the commutator subgroup in Fj. Then a is a testword.

Proof. This follows directly from Theorem 3 and Example 4 in Turner’s
paper [T]. O

4. A Class of Generic Elements.

In this section we give a class of examples of generic elements.

Theorem 4. Let F be a free group on a,b and let X = (x1,...,zx),k > 1
be a finitely generated subgroup of F'. Suppose that X contains the element
[a™,b™] for positive integers n,m. Then {z1,...,x} can be carried by a
Nielsen transformation into a free basis {y1,...,yp}, 1 <p <k, for X for
which one of the following cases occurs.
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(1) y1 = [a™,b™] is a primitive element of X ;
(2) y1 =a* 1 <a<n,an and
yo = b%,1 < 3 <m,Blm;
(3) y1 =a*, 1 < a<n,aln and
yo = b"a’b"™, 1 < B <n,fBln;
(4) y1 =01 < a < m,alm and
Yo = a™bPa,1 < B < m,Bm;
(5) y1 =a* 1 < a<n,aln and
Yo =0"a’ 1 < B < «;
(6) y1 =01 < a<m,alm and
Yo =a"’ 1< B <a;
(7) y1 =a"™™, y2 =a®, 1 < a < 2n,a|2n and
y3 = b, 1 < 3 < 2m, B|2m.

Proof. The proof follows the general outline of the proof of Theorem 2.
Regard F' as the free product F' = (a) x (b) together with the length L and
order with respect to this factorization. We may assume {x1,... 25} is
Nielsen reduced with x; # 1 for all . Further we may assume from the
start that there is no Nielsen transformation from {z1,...,zx} to a system
{y1, ..., yx} with [a™,0™] € (y1,...,yk—1), that is k is minimal with respect
to this property.

As in the proof of Theorem 2, for this system we then have an equation

(2) anek = [a",b™]

where €, = 1, ¢ = €41 if v = V1.

Among the equations as in (2) there is one for which ¢ is minimal and let
us assume that this is the case in Equation (2). Further we may also assume
that each x; # 1 and that each x; occurs in (2). If some z; occurs only once
in (2) as either x; or x; ' then case (1) of the theorem holds. Therefore for
the rest of the proof we assume that case (1) does not hold.

Hence each z; either occurs twice in Equation (2) with the same exponent

= =41 or occurs in (2) exactly once with exponent +1 and once with
exponent —1. In either case we always have

L(ay---aif) > L(a3)
for1<k<IlI<h<gqand
L (lﬁk xlefllﬂcillxlejlzii) 2 L(xl/k) - L(kaJrl) + L(xl/k+2)

for 1 < k < q — 2. Especially, we have L(x;) < 4 for all . Since we
have only two cyclic factors and since {z1,... ,x} is Nielsen reduced, for
each x;, which is not conjugate to a power of a or b, we have at least two
places which are semistable letters for this x;. This excludes the possibility
L(z;) = 4. The blockwise decription as in the proof of Theorem 2, together
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with L([a"™, b™]) = 4 gives that there is at most one z; which is not conjugate
to a power of a or b, and which occurs in (2) exactly twice with the same
exponent or exactly once with exponent +1 and once with exponent —1.
Also, if there is such an z; it must have length two.

Now suppose first there is an x; which is not conjugate to a power of
a or b, and which occurs in (2) exactly once with exponent +1 and once
with exponent —1. Suppose that z; = a®b%. Then, since L([a",b™]) = 4
the other z; are powers of a or b. Recall that if we have, for instance,
powers a®t,...,a“, p > 2, then there is a Nielsen transformation from
{a*',... ;a®} to {a",1,...,1} with v = ged(a,... ,ap). Hence by the
minimality of k, it follows that no two of the z; are powers of a and no two
of the x; are powers of b. A typical possible situation to consider is now,
after some renumbering,

¥ $2$§0$2 1$r1)¢2 $§’2 — 10 g1 pBrpreBop =B~ griaz 22

with ag # 0 # ag. Then, necessarily viag + a1 = n, ¥280 = m, Y100 — a1 =
—n and y9f32 = —m. In particular we have ap = —a9 and via a Nielsen
transformation we may replace zo by x7°zy = an@ogpf = "% But
this contradicts the minimality of k. Therefore the above possible situation
reduces to, again after some renumbering, to the situation

z1 = a"’ x9 = b7 and xlxgozl_lxgﬁo = [a",b™]

because By = —f2. We may reduce (1 to a § with 1 < 3 < 72 via a Nielsen
transformation and obtain case (6) in the theorem.

An analogous case by case consideration gives that we obtain either case
(5) or case (6) if there is an x; which is not conjugate to a power of a or
b and which occurs in (2) exactly once with exponent +1 and once with
exponent —1. If each z; is conjugate to a power of a or b we obtain cases
(2), (3) or (4) since again no two of the z; are powers of a and no two of the
x; are powers of b.

Finally suppose that one z; is not conjugate to a power of a or b and
occurs twice with the same exponent. Without loss of generality assume
this exponent to be +1. Because of L([a",b™]) = 4 and the blockwise
description as given in the proof of Theorem 2, this x; occurs exactly twice
and has length 2 and recall that no other z; occurs which is not a power
of a or b. Let z; = a"0?,y # 0,0 # 0. Then after renumbering we get an
equation

xf xga:glxl ngng = [a",b™]
with z1 = a™, 23 = o , X9 = a’b®. We may assume that v; > 1 and §; > 1.
We have necessarily

yor+vy=n, 011 +d=m, ynag+v=—nand 6152+ =—m
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Then 71]2n and 01|2m, and 1 < v; < 2n,1 < §; < 2m. If we replace zo
by yo = x?lexgl this defines a Nielsen transformation and we obtain an
equation
y2$?2*a1y2$§2751 _ [an7 bm]

with yo = a"0™, 1 = a", 1 < v < 2n,v[2n and z3 = 1,1 < 6 <
2m, §1|2m. Since our system is Nielsen reduced we have that v does not
divide n and 0; does not divide m. This gives case (7).

The case z; = b%a?,d # 0, # 0, cannot occur since the exponent is +1
and [a",b™] starts with a power of a and ends with a power of b. O

Using the theorem we first obtain the following corollaries. The first is
due to Comerford and Edmonds [C-E] and the second due to Turner [T].

Corollary 3. Let F be the free group on x,y and let [x1,x2] = [x",y™],
n,m > 1. Then {x1,z2} is Nielsen equivalent to a pair {y1,y2} with either
y1=z" and yo =y, 0 < a<n ory; =y and yo :aznyﬂ71 < pB<m.

Corollary 4. The element [z, y™] is a test word in the free group of rank
two on xz,y for any n,m > 1.

Recall that U, is the variety generated by the laws V,, = {[z,y],z"},n
0orn > 2. We let £, be the variety generated by the laws W, =
{[z™,y"]},n > 1. We then obtain the following class of generic elements.

Corollary 5. Let F' be a free group of rank 2 on z,y. Then [x", y"] is
Ly-generic in F but for n > 2 it is not U,-generic in F.

Corollary 6. Let F be a free group of rank 2 on x,y. Then the element
[, y™], n,m > 1, is an APE if and only if n = m = 1.

Recall that in general it is not true that being an APE implies being a
test word. As mentioned earlier if F' = F(z,y) and w = 2?yz~'y~! then w
is an APE but is not a test word. Since generic elements are test words this
example shows further that APE does not imply generic in general. However
using the same techniques as in Theorem 4 we can generalize the fact that
the element w above is an APE to obtain further examples of APE’s and
testwords.

Theorem 5. Let F = (a,b;) and let X = (x1,... ,2x) C F, k> 1. Sup-
pose a"ba~'b~! € X,n > 2. Then there is a Nielsen transformation from
{x1,... 2k} to a basis {y1,... ,yp}, 1 < p <k, of X such that one of the
following cases holds:

(1) y1 = a™ba= b1 or
(2) Y1 =a,Yy2 = b.
From this theorem and Theorem 1 we get the following corollary.

Corollary 7. Let F' = (a,b;). Then
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"ba~ b1, n > 2, is an APE;

"ba~ b=, n > 3, is U,_1-generic;
"ba~ b1, n >3, is a testword in F;
2ba=1b~! is not a testword in F.

(1) a
(2) a
(3) a
(4) a
Proof of Theorem 5. The proof follows the same outline as the proof of The-
orem 4. Assume that {z1,..., 2y} is Nielsen reduced and k is minimal in the
sense that {z1,..., 2z} is not Nielsen equivalent to a system {yi,...,yx}
with a™ba= 1671 € (Y1,.-. ,Yk—1). Assume further that each x; occurs at
least twice in the freely reduced equation expressing a”ba~'b~! in terms of
Z1,...,%. Assume that case (1) does not hold and assume that there is
one x; which is not conjugate to a power of a or b. Suppose first that this
x; occurs twice with the same exponent, without loss of generality say +1.
As in the proof of Theorem 4, it follows from L(a"ba~'b~!) = 4, the fact
that the system is Nielsen reduced and the blockwise description that this
x; occurs exactly twice, has length 2, and no other x; occurs which is not
a power of @ or b. Let ; = a"b’,a # 0 # 6. As in Theorem 4, z; = b%a”
cannot occur. Then after renumbering we obtain an equation

1‘?11‘2.%'?11'?21'2%32 =a"ba"1b7!
with 1 = a", 23 = b‘sl,xg = a'b’. We may assume that 1 < 61,1 < 1,
1<y <~y and 1 < 9§ < d;. Then necessarily 645161 = 1 and 6+ (261 = —1.
Hence §; = 1 or 2. Since the system is Nielsen reduced ¢; # 1 and hence
61 = 2. Then § = 1 and hence 1 = 0 and B3 = —1. Thus we have
(M w9x? 20wyt = a™ba"'b! contradicting the assumption that case (1)
does not hold. It follows therefore that this x; occurs exactly once with
exponent +1 and once with exponent —1. Then as in the proof of Theorem
4 we must consider equations of the form

e ol ay a2l = aba” b1
with 1 = a™, 23 = b9, 29 = a’0 and 0 # ~,0 # 5. Without loss of
generality let 1 < 1,1 < 41, (71 = 0 or §; = 0 cannot occur since n > 2).
Then necessarily 6161 = 1 and hence §; = 1. But this contradicts the fact
that the system is Nielsen reduced since we can replace zo by x2x3_5 =
a9 = @Y. The other possibilities are analogous. If each z; is conjugate
to a power of a or b then case (2) certainly holds if case (1) does not. This
completes the proof of the theorem. O

The corollary now follows easily. If w = a"ba~'b~! is in any proper
subgroup of F' then condition (2) of the theorem cannot hold and hence
condition (1) must hold, that is w is primitive. Therefore w is an APE. If
n > 3 then w € V,,_1(F') where V), is the set of laws V,, = {[z,y],2"}. As
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before if U,, is the variety defined by this set of laws, then U, is an non-
trivial variety and it follows that w is an APE and that w is U,_1-generic
and hence a testword. Finally part (4) comes from Turner [T].

5. A Result on Varieties and Primitive Elements.

The following result relates when the laws determined by a single element
generate a trivial variety and being in a retract.

Theorem 6. Let F' be the free group on x1,...,xn with n > 2 and let w
be a freely reduced non-empty word in the generators of F which does not
define a proper power of F. Then if the law w = 1 determines the trivial
variety (consisting only of trivial groups) then w is a primitive in a retract
of F.

Proof. Notice first that if B is a non-trivial variety then since B is closed
under subgroup formation it must contain non-trivial cyclic groups. Hence
the intersection of B with the abelian variety A is not the trivial variety.

Now let V be the variety determined by the law w = 1. Let £ stand for
the trivial variety. Then V = £ is equivalent to the following two conditions
being simultaneously satsified:

(1) w ¢ [F,F] = F" and

(2) If e; is the exponent sum in w of x;, i = 1,... ,n, then ged (e1,... ,ey)

=1.

To see this suppose that (1) and (2) are satisfied by w. Since w = 7" ---
xtr (mod[F, F]) (1) is equivalent to (eq,...,e,) # (0,...,0). Let my,...,
m,, be integers such that mies +---+myne, = 1. Let G be an abelian group
lying in V. Then G must satisfy the law z7'---2¢» = 1. Let x € G. Let
x; = 2™ . Then from the law z™1é1 T +mnen — 32 — 1. Therefore G is trivial.
Hence V contains no non-trivial abelian groups and therefore it follows from
the remark above that V is itself trivial.

Conversely suppose V is trivial. We show that conditions (1) and (2)
must hold. Suppose (1) does not hold so that w € [F, F|. Let cy,... ¢, be
arbitrary integers. Then the infinite cyclic group A = (a;) lies in V since
w(a, ... ,a) € [A, A] = 1. This contradicts the triviality of V so therefore
(1) must hold.

Now suppose w ¢ [F, F| but (2) is violated. Suppose ged (e1, ... ,e,) =
d > 1. Then the finite cyclic group B = (b;b? = 1) lies in V since for any
integers ci, ... ,cp,

w(bq’ L 7bcn) — (b01)e1 .”(bcn)en = perertFcnen _ q

and d|cie; + -+ + cpen. Since d > 1, B is non-trivial contradiciting the
triviality of V so therefore (2) must also hold.

Now suppose w satisfies (1) and (2) and myq,... ,m, are integers such
that mie; + -+ + mye, = 1. Consider the map F' — (w) given by z; —
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k .
w™ ...z, — w™. Suppose w = 2. M where each k; is a non-zero
) ) 11 i J
integer with i; # ;41 for j =1,... ,l — 1. Then under the above map
w — wmz‘lk‘1+---+m¢lkl — 'LUml Zijzl kj+~~-+mn Zij:” kj
— Mer="tmnen _

It follows that F' — (w) is a retraction and clearly w is primitive in (w). O

The above proof depended on the fact that if A is the abelian variety and
£ is the trivial variety then BN A = £ implies that B = £. The next result
completely characterizes the varieties such as A with this property. Recall
that a variety V has exponent n if it satisfies the law X™ = 1. If ¥V has no
finite exponent it has infinite exponent.

Theorem 7. Let V be a variety. Then V has the property that BNY =&
implies that B = & for an arbitrary variety B if and only if V has infinite
exponent.

Proof. Suppose V has infinite exponent. Therefore V contains infinite cyclic
groups and since it is closed under the formation of quotients it contains
cyclic groups of all possible finite orders. Since any non-trivial variety must
contain cyclic groups of some order it follows that )V will intersect non-
trivially with any non-trivial variety.

Conversely suppose V has the stated property. If V has finite exponent
n let m be an integer relatively prime to n and let V; be a variety of finite
exponent m. Since V satisfies the law X™ = 1 and V), satisfies the law
X™ =1 and (m,n) = 1 it follows that their intersection satisfies the law
X = 1. Hence only trivial groups are in their intersection. But V; is non-
trivial contradicting the stated property. Therefore V must have infinite
exponent. U

6. Extensions to Arbitrary Groups.

As pointed out by Turner the characterization and determination of test
elements in arbitrary non-free groups is much more subtle and complicated
than in free groups. First we show that there can exist test elements in
non-free groups. The fact that [z,y] is a test word in the free group of
rank two on x,y followed from the following method of Nielsen: if u,v are
elements of the free group of rank two on z,y and [x,y] = [u,v] then the
set {u, v} is Nielsen equivalent to the set {z*!,y*'}. Exactly the same type
of Nielsen transformation arguments can be applied in the free product of
two cyclic groups ( not excluding finite) provided that we allow an extended
Nielsen transformation which replaces a generator x by ¢ where z¢ is also
a generator of (). In particular in a free product of cyclic groups with basis
x,y the commutator is a test element.
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Theorem 8. Let G = (x,y : aP = y¥ = 1) = Z, x Zq be the free product of
two finite cyclic groups. Then the commutator [z,y] is a test element.

Much of the development on almost primitive elements and generic el-
ements can be translated to more general situations. Let U be a variety
defined by the set of laws V and G a group. Then we say that U is efficient
for G if V(H) # H for any non-trivial subgroup of G. Recall that an ele-
ment g € G is primitive if G = (g) x G; with G; # G and g of infinite order.
We then get the following.

Lemma 1. Let g be primitive in G. Then g ¢ V(g) for any non-trivial set
of laws V unless V(G) = G.

Proof. If g is primitive in G and H is any group then any map ¢ into H can
be extended to a homomorphism G — H. Let H be a V-group. Then any
g1 € V(G) goes to the identity. Therefore g ¢ V(G) unless V(G) = G. O

From this we can extend Theorem 1 almost exactly.

Theorem 9. Let U be a wvariety defined by the laws V and suppose U is
efficient for G. Let g € V(G). Then if g is an APE in G it follows that g is
U-generic. Further if G is Hopfian then g is a test element.

Proof. The proof is almost identical to the proof of Theorem 1. Suppose
g € V(G). Let K C G be a proper subgroup. If g ¢ K then g ¢ V(K). If
g € K then V(K) # K since U is efficient for G. Since g is an APE it is
primitive in K and hence from Lemma 1 g ¢ V(K). Therefore g is U-generic.
If G is Hopfian then as before generic elements are test elements. O

As an example consider the Modular group M = Zs % Z3 the free product
of a cyclic group of order two and a cyclic group of order three. Let M =
(z,y;2% = y® = 1) and let g = [z,y]. Now [z,y] = zyzy? so the same proof
as in the free group case shows that any Nielsen transformation will map
this to a cyclic rewrite up to conjugation and exponent +1. It follows than
that g is an APE. The abelian variety A is M-efficient so from Theorem 9,
g is A-generic. Since M is Hopfian this gives another proof that g is a test
element.

The following straightforward propositions give some additional results.

Proposition 2. Let F' be a free group. w € F is a test word if and only
if whenever f : F — F is an endomorphism with f(w) = w; with w
Whitehead related to w then f is an automorphism.
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Proof. Suppose w € F' is a test word and suppose f : ' — F is an endo-
morphism with f(w) = w; with w; Whitehead related to w. Then there
is an automorphism « : F' — F with a(w;) = w. Then f; = af is an
endomorphism of F' with f1(w) = w. Since w is a testword it follows that
f1 is an automorphism. Therefore f = o' f; is also an automorphism. The
converse is clear. O

Proposition 3. Let w be a test word in the free group F and let N be a
normal subgroup of F. Suppose that whenever w = wy(N) it follows that
there is a wy € w1 N which is Whitehead related to w. Let p : F — F/N
be the natural projection and let g = p(w). Then g is a test element in
G =F/N.

Proof. Let ¢ : G — G be an endomorphism with ¢(g) = g. Relative to
a fixed generating system of GG, ¢ can be lifted to an endomorphism ¢* of
the free group F. Let w; = ¢*(w). Since ¢(g) = g it follows that p(w) =
p(wr) and hence w = wy(N). From the condition we may assume that w is
Whitehead related to w; and hence from Proposition 1 it follows that ¢* is

an automorphism of the free group and therefore ¢ is an automorphism of
G. O

7. The Test Rank of a Group.

If g is a test element of a group G then it is straightforward to see that this is
equivalent to the fact that if f(g) = a(g) for some endomorphism f of G and
some automorphism « of G then f must also be an automorphism. A test
set in a group G consists of a set of elements {g;} with the property that if
f is an endomorphism of G and f(g;) = a(g;) for some automorphism « of
G and for all ¢ then f must also be an automorphism. Any set of generators
for G is a test set and if G posses a test element then this is a singleton test
set. The test rank of a group is the minimal size of a test set. Clearly the
test rank of any finitely generated group is finite and bounded above by the
rank and below by 1. Further the test rank of any free group of finite rank
is 1 since these contain test elements. For a free abelian group of rank n the
test rank is precisely n.

Lemma 2. I[f G =7",n>1 is a free abelian group of rank n then its test
rank is n.

Proof. Let G = Z x Z be a free abelian group of rank 2. We show that
G contains no test element. The proof in the general case that a set of k
elements in a free abelian group of rank n with k£ < n cannot be a test set
is analogous.
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Let z,y be a basis for G. We will write the group additively. Suppose
g = mx + ny with m,n integers is a test element. We will show that there
exists a non-invertible endomorphism of G which fixes g. Any mapping

xr — ax + by
y — cx + dy

determines an endomorphism of G to G. This homomorphism will be in-
vertible and hence an automorphsim only if ad — bc = £1. Suppose under
this homomorphism g — ¢g. We thus have

mx + ny — m(azx + by) + n(cx + dy) = g = mx + ny.

Considering a, b, ¢, d as integral unknowns we are then led to the sytem of
two equations in four unknowns

ma+nc=m

mb + nd = n.

This has infinitely many integral solution with ¢ dependent on a and b
dependent on d. Choosing one such solution such that ad — bc # +1 gives
the desired homomorphism. O

Thus free abelian groups have maximal test rank while free groups of
finite rank have minimal test rank. For given integers n and k with k < n
there always exist groups of rank n and test rank k.

Lemma 3. Given integers n and k with k < n there exist a group of rank
n and test rank k.

Proof. Let Gy, stand for a free abelian group of rank m and Fy stand for a
free group of rank d. Then the group G = Fy x G, has rank m + d and test
rank m + 1. Given arbitrary n and k < n choose m,d so that m + 1 =k
and m + d = n. The group G then has the desired property. O

We close with two questions on test rank.

(1) Given a finite presentation for a group G and given knowledge of the
rank can one determine the test rank?

(2) Can one give an example of a group G with rank n and test rank
1 < k < n other than those of the type in the proof of Lemma 3 - that is
not of the form Fy x G,,.



296

B. FINE, G. ROSENBERGER, D. SPELLMAN, AND M. STILLE

References

[B-B-O] A.M. Brunner, R.G. Burns and S. Oates-Williams, On almost primitive elements

[F-R-S]
[G-S]

(H-P]

of free groups with an application to Fuchsian groups, Can. J. Math., 45 (1993),
225-254.

L.P. Comerford, Generic elements of free groups, Archiv der Math, to appear.

L.P. Comerford and C.C. Edmonds, Products of commutators and products of
squares in a free group, Int. J. of Algebra and Computation, 4 (1994), 469-480.
A. Dold, Nullhomologous words in free groups which are not nullhomologous in
any proper subgroup, Arch. Math., 50 (1988), 564-569.

V.G. Durnev, The Mal’cev-Nielsen equation in a free metabelian group of rank
two, Math. Notes, 64 (1989), 927-929.

B. Fine, G. Rosenberger and M. Stille, Nielsen Transformations and Applications:
A Survey, Groups Korea, 1994, Kim/Johnson Eds., DeGruyter, (1995), 69-105.

N. Gupta and V. Shpilrain, Nielsen’s commutator test for two-generator groups,
Arch. Math., 44 (1985), 1-14.

P. Hill and S. Pride, Commutators, generators and conjugacy equations in groups,
Math Proc. Camb. Phil. Soc., 114 (1993), 295-301.

N. Isermann, Generische Elemente und Testelemente in freien Gruppen, Diplo-
marbeit - Universitat Dortmund, 1996.

R.N. Kalia and G.Rosenberger, Automorphisms of the Fuchsian groups of type
(0,2,2,2,q: 0), Comm. in Alg., 6(11) (1978), 115-129.

J. McCool and A. Pietrowski, On free products with amalgamation of two infinite
cyclic groups, J. of Alg., 18 (1971), 377-383.

H. Neumann, Varieties of Groups, Springer-Verlag, 1967.

J. Nielsen, Die Automorphisem der algemeinen unendlichen Gruppe mit zwei
FErzeugenden, Math. Ann., 78 (1918), 385-397.

G. Rosenberger, Uber Darstellungen von Elementen und Untergruppen in freien
Produkten, Proc. of Groups Korea 1983: Springer Lecture Notes in Math., 1098
(1984), 142-160

_, Alternierende produkte in freien Gruppen, Pac. J. Math., 78 (1978),
243-250.

, Minimal generating systems for plane discontinuous groups and an equa-

tion in free groups, Proc. of Groups Korea 1988: Springer Lecture Notes in Math.,
(1989), 170-186.

V. Shpilrain, Test elements for endomorphisms of free groups and algebras,
preprint.

, Recognizing automorphisms of the free groups, Arch. Math., 62 (1994),
385-392.

J. Stallings, Problems about free quotients of groups, preprint.

E.C. Turner, Test words for automorphisms of the free groups, J. London Math.
Soc., to appear.

H. Zieschang, Alternierende produkte in freien Gruppen, Abh. Math. Sem. Univ.
Hamburg, 27 (1964), 12-31.



TEST WORDS 297

[Z2] , Automorphismen ebener discontinuerlicher Gruppen, Math. Ann., 166
(1966), 148-167.
[Z3] , Uber die Nielsensche Kurzungsmethode in freien Produkten mit Amal-

gam, Invent. Math., 10 (1970), 4-37.
Received March 7, 1997 and revised May 18, 1998.

FAIRFIELD UNIVERSITY
FAIRFIELD, CT 06430
E-mail address: fine@fairl.fairfield.edu

FACHBEREICH MATHEMATIK UNIVERSITAT
DORTMUND
FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY

ST JOSEPH UNIVERSITY
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19131

FACHBEREICH MATHEMATIK UNIVERSITAT
DORTMUND
FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERMANY


mailto:fine@fair1.fairfield.edu

PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS
Vol. 190, No. 2, 1999

LINEARLY UNRELATED SEQUENCES

JAROSLAV HANCL

The paper deals with the so-called linearly unrelated se-
quences. The criterion and the application for irrational se-
quences and series is included too.

1. Introduction.

There are not many new results concerning the linear independence of num-
bers. Exceptions in the last decade are, e.g., the result of Sorokin [8] which
proves the linear independence of logarithmus of special rational numbers,
or that of Bezivin [2] which proves linear independence of roots of special
functional equations.

The algebraic independence of numbers can be considered as a general-
ization of linear independence. One can find many results of this nature.
For instance, in [4] Bundschuh proves that if the special series of rational
numbers converges to infinity very fast then they are algebraically indepen-
dent. In [7] T prove a similar result for continued fractions. In that paper
the so-called continued fractional algebraic independence of sequences was
also defined.

If we consider irrationality as a special case of linear independence then we
can obtain many results. For instance, in [1] Apery proves the irrationality of
¢(3) and in [3] Borwein proves the irrationality of the sum > >, 1/(¢" +r),
where ¢ and r are integers such that ¢ > 1 and r # 0.

In 1975 Erdos defined the so-called irrationality of sequences in [5] (we
will consider a generalization of this definition in Section 3) and in the same
paper he proves the irrationality of the sequence {22"}. In 1993 in [6] I
proved:

Theorem. Let {r,}°°; be a nondecreasing sequence of positive real num-
bers such that lim, .. m, = 00, let B be a positive integer, and let {an}5° ;,
{bn}22, be sequences of positive integers such that

B
bn+1 < Tn

and
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holds for every large n. Then the series

A= ibn/an

and the sequence {a, /by }2 | are zrmtzonal

2. Linearly Unrelated Sequences.

Definition 2.1. Let {a;n}22, (i =1,..., K) be sequences of positive real
numbers. If for every sequence {c,}2°, of positive integers the numbers
Yool 1/ (ainen), ooy Yooy 1/(agmen), and 1 are linearly independent,
then the sequences {a; 22, (i =1,...,K) are linearly unrelated.

Theorem 2.1. Let {a;n}50 1, {bin}e; (i =1,... ,K — 1) be sequences of
positive integers and € > 0 such that

Attt . .

(1) TMZQK ,(117n|a1,n+1 (alvn divides al,n+1)
1n

(2) b <2 o1 K-

inb'n .. . .
(3) lim u:O, forall jie{l,... , K—1},i>j

n—oo b; najin

(4) a2 KO

hold for every suﬁﬁciently large natural number n. Then the sequences
{ain/bin}sey (i=1,...,K —1) are linearly unrelated.

Kn—(V2+evn

a17n<ai7n2 ,izl,...7K—1

Proof. We will prove that for every sequence {c,}7°; of positive integers
and for every (K — 1)-tuple of integers o, ... ,ax—1 (not all equal to zero)

the sum
A= Z%Z i

AjnCn

is an irrational number. Suppose that A is a rational number. Let R be a
maximal index such that ar # 0. Then we have

S SR S

AjnCn =1 j—=1 a/],ncn
[e%9) R—-1
brn bjnaRrn
= E E ajib + ap
) AR nCn = ainORn

Because of (3), there is a natural number N such that for every n > N the

number

R—1
bj,naR,n
Oéji

+ aR
aj,an,n

Jj=1
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and the number ap have the same sign. Without loss of generality we may
assume apr > 0 and (1)-(4) hold for every n > N. Thus, there are positive
integers p and ¢ such that

IR

n=N j=1

CL] ncn

We reorder the sequences {a;nc,}oo ny to obtain the sequences {cjn}oo n
(j=1,...,R) so that c; v < c1 n+1 < e1,n42 < ... Thus, there is a map
¢:{n > N} — {n > N}, such that 1, = a1 g(n)Cs(n) for n > N. It follows
that

o R
(5) =2 2.
n=N j=1
where dj, = bj 4(n) for every j=1,... , K =1, n=N,N+1,.... We will

consider two cases.
1. First we assume that

j7n

(6) lim sup cifn =2V,

n—oo

Then (1), (6), and the definition of the sequence {c;,}72; imply that
vV >0.

Also, (6) implies that for every § > 0 there is a n(d) such that for every
j > n(9)

(7) 1 < 2(V+5)K1
and there are infinitely many M such that
(8) i > 2V -OKY

V48K V48K

From c1,, = ay,¢(n)Comn) < 2 " we get a1,¢(n) < 2 Now,

condition (1) gives

K¢(")*171 K¢‘<")7171
a1,¢(n) > a1712 K-1 >2 K-1

Thus, K?W~1 <1+ (K —1)(V 4 6)K" for all sufficiently large n. Hence,

log(V + (S) + log(K — 1) + log (1 + W)
log K ’

and, ¢(n) < n + loi‘ég%é) + 2 for n sufficiently large. From the latter in-
equality, it follows from the fact that  — = — (v/2 + €)y/ is increasing

that

nty—(V2+e)vn .
(9) djn < 28" j=1,....R,

T Y

¢(n) —1<n+
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holds for every n > Nj, where 7 = loigo(g%é)

with the help of (4), we also obtain that

+ 2. For the same reason, and

2_K7L+’Y*(\/§+E)\/ﬁ 2Kn+’y7(\/§+e)\/ﬁ

(10) Cjn <cin < Cjn ,j=1,... R
holds for every n > Ny. Now, (9) and (10) imply that
(11) i ia,djm B i 2Kn+v—(\/§+e>\/ﬁ+3

n=M j=1 " Cin ~ n=M Cln

for every sufficiently large M. Let h € N such that v+ 1 > h > v. Now we
will prove

0o Kntr—(V2+e)y/n+3

(12) Ty=3Y 2 <?

C C
=M 1,n 1,M

KM+B—(V24e)VM+4

for every sufficiently large M where 8 = v+ h. Also (1) yields ay , > 25 "

Thus ¢4, > 2K"* From this and (7) we have

9] 2Kn+'y—(\/§+e)\/ﬁ+3

Tv=>)

n=M
M+h 2Kn+'yf(\/§+€)\/ﬁ+3

Cln

2Kn+7*(\/§+e)\/ﬁ+3

oo

+ >
n=M+h+1
KM+y—(V2+e)VM+3+h 0o 2Kn+wf(ﬂ+e)\/ﬁ+3

<(h+1) - +
1,M

Cin Cin

M

n

c
n=M+h+1 Ln

because ci a4 > 1,0 for 7 >0, and

00 2Kn+wf(\/§+e)\/ﬁ+3 o) 2Kn+“/7(\/§+e)\/ﬁ+3

<
Cln
n=M+h+1 n=M+h+1

2K1\4+W*(\/§+6)m+3+h

2Kn72

<2 QK M+h—1

So
2KM+W*(\/§+€)m+3+h 2KM+W*(ﬁ+€)m+3+h

Ty < (h+1) .y +2

2KM+h—1

Now the inequality is proven if

(2K]\4+’Y—(\/§+€)m+h+4 _ (h I 1)

M+~ —(vV24€)vVM+3+h
> Cl,M2K +1

2KM+w—(\/§+e)\/ﬁ+3+h> 2KM+h—1
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which is true for M large by the choice of h, and the fact ¢ ; < 2(V+o) K/
for all large j. The proof of inequality (12) is finished. It follows from (11)
and (12) that

(13 5S> a b

n=M j=1 Cjim

2KM+ﬁ—(\/§+e)m+4

C1,M

for every sufficiently large natural number M. Hence, we have

» oo R d
—_ L J,n
B=Po 33 0¥
n=N j=1 S
M—-1 o~ R

Thus
plem(ciN, - .. ,CRN, CLN41,- -+ sCRN+1--+ sCL,M—1s--+ sCR,M—1)
M-1 R
_ l ( .71
= q.L.CM\CI,Ny---, CRMI ]
n=N j=1 Jom
+ l ]7
g.lem(ci,n, ... ,CRM~1) a; ,
n=M j=1 Cjim
where lem(x1,... ,x,) denotes the least common multiple of numbers z1, ...,

T,. Thus, the number

C=gqlem(cin,. .. ,cRM-1 Z Zozj i

n=M j=1 Cjm

is a positive integer. From this and (13) we obtain

(14) C:q.lcm(cl,N,... CR,M—1 Z Z ]

n=M j=1

,'I’L

L lemlenn, .. crM-1) gmrora-varovat _ D

C1,M C1,M
for every sufficiently large natural number M. From (1) and the definition
of the sequence {c1 ,}52; we have

M+B+4—(V2+e)VM
D =lem(cin, ... ,cR,M,l)QK

M2 L /M1 R s
9 M+B+4—(V2+e)VM
< H oK™ H H cin | 25 IV

n=N n=N j=1
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From this, (7), (10), and the fact 3 = v + h we obtain

M-1 R

A (KM—3_gN n n+B8+2—(V2+e)vn
D< ox—1 (K KN) H HQ(V-HS)K oK
n=N j=1
_2KM+B+47<\/§+6>\/MS(N1 N2 5)
) b b
where S(N7, N2, ) does not depend on M. It follows that
: M—-1
_(KMZ3_gN) n n —(VE+e)m
D <27 KT S(Ny, Ny, 0) (H R(VAO KT gRETHITEm(/Er )f>
n=N
) 2KM+B+47<\/§+6)\/M
_KM=3_gN KM _gN VTN, JO
<2 K1 S(Nl,NQ,(S)QR(V+5) 1 2KM+5+5 (V2+e)vVM+log M
KM=3_ N

_ M M+B8+5—(v2+e)vVM+log M
<27 KT 5(Nyp, Ny, §)2VTOKT oK ovies

Hence,
D < o(V+i—K=HKM

for every sufficiently large M. This, (8), and (14) imply that

C = D < 9(V+o-K"HEM 5—(V=-8)KM _ o(26-K~*)KM
cL,M
for infinitely many natural numbers M. But this is impossible for a suffi-
ciently small § and a sufficiently large M.
2. Secondly, let us assume that

(15) lim sup cin " = .

n—od
Let @ be a sufficiently large positive integer. Let the number of ¢;, such
that ¢1, < 2K? he 7. (The definition of the sequence {c1,}2° 5 and (1)
imply that Z —1 < Q.) Let g(X,Y’) be the number of ¢; ,, satisfying ¢; ,, €

[2K7 2K%) and put f(X,Y) = X — g(X,Y). Then (15) yields

(16) limsup f(X,Y) = o0
X—o0
and
Because of (16) and (17) there is a least positive integer P such that
(18) g(PQ)=P-Q—7 -2

It follows that for every S (Q < S < P)
(19) g(P,S)<P—S—1.
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(OtherWise g(S7Q) = g(PvQ) - g(P,S) < P- Q - Z-2- (P - S) =
S —Q — Z — 2 and the number P would not be the least.) Now (18) and
(19) imply that for every j =0,1,... ,P—Q — Z — 3,

€1,P—Q-3—j+N < L
Thus,
P—-Q—-3+N N+Z-1 P—-Q—-3+N
(20) H Cl,j = H Cl,j = H Cl,5 H Cl,5
e1,;<2KF j=N j=N j=N+Z
P-Q-3+N
< 2ZKQ H 2KQ+j7N+2
j=N+Z
_ 2ZKQ2ﬁ(KP—KQ+Z+2) < 2K171KP'

Now we define a sequence {S;,}°°, by induction in the following way. Let
us put Sp = P. Suppose that we have Sy, Si,...,Sk_1. Because of (16) and
(17) there is a least positive integer Sy such that

(21) 9(Sk, Sk-1) = Sk — Sk—1 — 1.
Similarly (21) implies that for every S (Sip—1 < .S < Sk)
(22) 9(Sk, S) < S — 5 —1.
The last inequality implies that for every j =1,... S — Sg_1 — 1
ClLN+S)_1—Q—2—k+] < oK1t
Hence, it follows that
Sp—Sk_1—1
(23) H clj = H CLN+Sp_1—Q—2—k-+j
o1, €(2K K1 oK k) 7=l
< Sksﬁll 2KSk_1+j B Qﬁ(KSkaskfﬁl)
< U .

Now we will prove that there are infinitely many positive integers T' > P
such that

1 e T—(V2+§)VT
(24) lcm(cl,j,cu < ZKT) S Qﬁ(KT K B )
and
1
(25) H Cl,j S 2ﬁKT.
017j<2KT

To prove this, we will consider three cases.
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2.1. First, let us assume that

(26) S — Skp_1 < V25

for infinitely many numbers k. Then (20), (23), and (26) yield

k
II ai= I as| |1l 11 Lj
s P i= s, .
c1,;<2K°k c1,5<2K ‘ 1C1,j€[2K 1_172KSZ)
1 P k 1 S Sj_1+1
< o1k -HQH(K i—K7i1T)
=1
_ o (K0 KS - RS0ty Kk — [ Sh-1 )
Sy, Sp—+/28
< 2K171(K5k—K k=1) < 2K£1(KS}€_K k k)

Thus (24) and (25) hold under condition (26).
2.2. Secondly, let us assume that for every positive integer k

Sk — Sk—1 = V/25%.
It follows that

S — /25, — Sip_1 > 0.

Thus,

2
1 /1
(27) Sy > <\/§ + B + Sk_1> =14 Sk1+V1+25;_1.

Now, by mathematical induction we prove that
Lo
(28) Sk > 5/{7 .

For k = 0 (28) holds. Suppose that (28) holds for £ — 1. Then (27) and (28)
imply

Sp>14+ S 1++/1+25, 1
1 1
21+§(k:—1)2+ 1+2§(k:—1)2

1, 1 1,
—k* — - —1) > —k*.
>1+2k k+2+(k )>2k
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From (18) and (21) the number of ¢ ; such that ¢ ; < 2K ig equal to

k
(29)  9(Sk,0) = Z+g(S0,Q) + > 9(Sj, Sj-1)
j=1

k
=Z+P-Q-Z-2+) (S5-5-1-1)

j=1
=P—-Q—-245.—-5S—-k=5,—k—Q—2.

Now, (28) and (29) imply that
(30)  g(Sk,0) =Sk —k—Q -2
> S — /28, —Q—2> S — (f+ )\/Sk+2

for every sufficiently large k. Also (20), (23), and (30) yield

Il es= 1l %H I e

S P
Clyj<2K k Cl,j<2K 0136[2K Si-1 QKSZ)

k

1 1 ; S;_ 1
rhr P [ g (KSi=K 1)
=1

— o (KPS (KSi=KTim1th) g gy K5

IN

for every sufficiently large k. From this, (1), (30), and the definition of the
sequence {c1,}0° v it follows that
lcm(clj,clj < 2[( k) < 2}(7([@(51C ,0)—1 KN) H cr
c1, ‘<2Ksk

(Ksk KSk— (\f+?;)\/sk)

IN
&
iy

for every sufficiently large k.

2.3. Third, let us assume that S, — Sp_1 < /25, and S; — S;_1 > /25;
for every j > k. Let us put P’ = S = 5j, and S} = Skﬂ-. We now proceed
as in the second case with {57}22 in place of {S }520- Thus (24) and (25)
hold. Now let T be a positive 1nteger such that (24) and (25) hold. Then
we obtain from (5) that

B.g.lem(ci N, .- ;€1 N4g(T,0)~15C2N s - - - s CR.N+4(T,0)—1)

_ ]n
= q.lem(ci N, .- s CR N4g(T,0)— Z E aj

n=N j=1 J,m
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Thus, there is a positive integer E such that

00 R
(31) E= q.lcm(cLN, cee 7CR,N+g(T,0)— ) Z Z
n=N+g(T,0) j=1 Cin

From (1), (4), the definition of the sequence {c1,}7° v, (18), (21), (24), and
(25) it follows that for infinitely many sufficiently large T'

(32) lem(ci,Ns -+ 5 CRN4g(T,0)—1)
N+g(T,0)~1 K=2
< lcm(CLN, o 701,N+g(T,0)—1) H 01,]2KT+2 (V2+e)VT
j=N
K-2
= lcm(cl,j,cu < QKT) H 01,J2KT+2 (V2rovT
cl,j<2K

< grtr (KT 0ﬁ+ﬂVﬁ>(QR%TKT2TKT+}*V@ﬂVT>K_2

2KT_Kl_lKT—(\/§+2)\/T+T(K_2)KT+27(\/§+6)\/T < 2KT7KT7<\/§+§)\/?

On the other hand (1), (2), (4), the definition of the sequence {c1,}> v,
(18), and (21) imply that

0 KT+2—(\/§+6)\/T

T.K. max;—1.. R \%“-2
(33) Z Zaa 7,n < ] I o
n=N+g(T,0)j=1 7" ?

< 2KT7(\/§+%)\/T7KT

for all sufficienly large T'. Finally (31)-(33) imply that
E S q'2KT_KT—(\/§+§)ﬁ2KT—(\/§+§)\/T_KT
2KT7<\/§+§>\/T_KT7(\/§+§)\/T

for infinitely many natural numbers 7T'. But this is impossible for a positive
integer F and a sufficiently large T'. O

Ezample 1. Let ajn, = 25" bjn = (j +n)! (j =1,2,...,K —1). Then the
sequences {a;n/bjn}>2 are linearly unrelated.

3. Irrational Sequences.
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Definition 3.1. Let {A,}2°, be a sequence of positive real numbers. If for
every sequence {cp }o2 ; of positive 1ntegers the series

Ancn

is irrational, then the sequence {An}n:1 is irrational. If {A,}2°, is not an
irrational sequence, then it is a rational sequence.

Theorem 3.1. Let e > 0, and let {a,}3>, and {by}2° be two sequences of
positive integers such that

on
n =2

and

b, < 22" VETOVE
n < .

Hn ) o0 .
Then the sequence 4 =1 1s irrational and the series = g
q b 1 [

n n=1 n= = lal

irrational too.

This theorem is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.1. It is enough
to put K = 2.

Ezample 2. The sequences {22"~7°}2 %, {27 /n}%2,, and {22" 7"}, are
irrational sequences.
n [e.@]
Open Problem. Is the sequence {2[2 (17%)]} irrational or not? ([z]
n=

denotes the greatest integer less than or equal x.)

Remark. Let us put in Theorem 3.1 a,, = 22" and b,, = 1 for every natural
number n. Then we obtain the very famous result of Erdés (see [5]) which
states that the sequence {22"}° | is irrational.

From the last theorem we also obtain the following criterion for the so-
called Cantor sequences.

Theorem 3.2. Let € > 0 and let {b,}°°; be a sequence of positive integers
such that

b < g2 (VEFOVE
n =

nl1=L1o _n
Gn = 2< " g())

n

Let us put

| . . .
Then the sequence {9 }52, is irrational.
n
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This theorem is an immediate consequence of Theorem 3.1.

[e.9] o0

and {Q[n(lfﬁ)]!/n!} are

n=1

1
Ezample 3. The sequences {Q[n(lfﬁ)]!}

irrational.

n=1

Thank you very much to reviewer and to Professor Carter for their cor-
rection of this paper.
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LOOP SPACES OF H-SPACES WITH FINITELY
GENERATED COHOMOLOGY

YUSUKE KAWAMOTO

Suppose X is a simply connected mod p H-space such that
the mod p cohomology H*(Q2X) is a finitely generated algebra.
We show that the loop space 2X is homotopy equivalent to a
finite product of Eilenberg-MacLane spaces K(Z,1), K(Z,2)
and K(Z/p*,1) for i > 1. This is a generalization of the result
due to Lin, in which the same result was proved under the
assumption that X is an A,-space.

1. Introduction.

Let p be an odd prime. We assume that all spaces are completed at p in
the sense of Bousfield-Kan [2], and the cohomologies are taken with Z/p-
coefficients unless otherwise specified. In this paper, we investigate the
homotopy type for the loop space of an H-space whose cohomology is finitely
generated as an algebra. In the case of the cohomology is finite dimensional,
there is the following theorem due to Aguadé-Smith:

Theorem 1.1 ([1]). If X is a simply connected mod p H-space such that
H*(Q2X) is finite dimensional, then QX has the homotopy type of a torus.

The above theorem is known as the mod p torus theorem, and some gen-
eralizations of Theorem 1.1 are investigated by Hemmi [8] and McGibbon
[15]. Hemmi showed that a connected finite quasi Cp-space has the homo-
topy type of a torus, where a quasi Cp-space is defined as an H-space which
has certain higher homotopy associativity and commutativity (see [8, Def.
2.1]).

Our main result is stated as follows:

Theorem A. If X is a simply connected mod p H-space such that H*(QX)
is finitely generated as an algebra, then QX is homotopy equivalent to a
finite product of Filenberg-MacLane spaces K(Z,1), K(Z,2) and K(Z/p*, 1)
fori>1.

Theorem A generalizes Theorem 1.1 since K(Z,2) and K(Z/p', 1) for
i > 1 do not have the finite cohomology. Our theorem also generalizes a
result of Lin [12] who has shown Theorem A under the assumption that X
is an Ap,-space in the sense of Stasheff [19]. We owe much to the results
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in [12] and [13] (see §2). From the result of Hemmi, it may be possible to
generalize our result to the case of quasi Cp-spaces instead of loop spaces on
H-spaces.

For p = 2, there is the following more general result due to Slack and
Broto-Crespo:

Theorem 1.2 ([18, Cor. 0.2], [3, Cor. 1.5]). If X is a connected homotopy
commutative mod 2 H-space such that the mod 2 cohomology H*(X) is
finitely generated as an algebra, then X is homotopy equivalent to a finite
product of Filenberg-MacLane spaces K(7Z,1), K(Z,2) and K(Z/2',1) for
7> 1.

We remark that for the odd prime case, the corresponding result of The-
orem 1.2 does not hold. In fact, Iriye-Kono [9] have shown that for an
odd prime p, any mod p H-space possesses a multiplication which is homo-
topy commutative. Moreover, one may guess that a homotopy commutative
mod p loop space which has the finitely generated cohomology is homotopy
equivalent to a product of Eilenberg-MacLane spaces. However, we note that
Sp(2) for p = 3 and S? for p > 5 are counterexamples (see [14, Thm. 2]).

In the proof of Theorem A, we use a technique for H-fibrations introduced
by Broto-Crespo [3]. Their observation was concentrated on the mod 2 case,
and some parts of their proof have generalizations to the odd prime cases
with simple modifications (see Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.6). We
combine these results with the computations in §2 for the cohomology of
QX to establish a proof of Theorem A (see §4).

Now we provide an outline of the proof of Theorem A so that the reader
has an overview of the ideas and strategy.

For a mod p H-space X satisfying the assumption, we consider the three-
connected cover X. Then we have a fibration

X — QX — K,

where K is a finite product of Eilenberg-MacLane spaces of degrees 1 and
2. We see that H* (QX ) is free commutative, finitely generated as an alge-
bra which has generators in degrees 2p, 2p + 1, 2p? and 2p? + 1 with certain
Steenrod relations induced from H*(Q2X) (see Proposition 2.3). For a gen-
erator x of degree 2p, using the Lannes theory, we construct an H-map
¢ : BZ/p — QX such that ¢*(z) = wP, where w € H?(BZ/p) denotes the
generator. We construct an H-fibration

BZ/p 25 QX — By,

where F; is an H-space given by the Borel construction for ¢. By repeating
this construction, we have a sequence of H-spaces and H-maps

OX — B — By —> -+ -,
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and if we set Y = lim s s, then the three-connected cover Y (3) ~ QX, and

the cohomology H*(Y) is related to H*(QX) in that H*(Y) has an addi-
tional three dimensional generator and one less 2p-dimensional generators
(see Proposition 4.1). Applying this procedure a finite number of times, we
obtain a mod p H-space Z such that Z(3) ~ QX and the cohomology H*(Z)
has no 2p-dimensional generator.

By using the same methods, we can knock off the 2p?-dimensional gener-
ators, and thus we obtain a mod p H-space W such that W (3) ~ QX and
the cohomology H*(W) is an exterior algebra with generators in degrees 3
and 2p + 1 (see Proposition 4.8).

By the localization theory due to Dror Farjoun and Neisendorfer, we can
show that W is also the loop space on an H-space, and so W is contractible
by Theorem 1.1. This implies that QX is also contractible and therefore
QX ~ K. The ideas and strategy come from [3].

This paper is organized as follows: In §2, we prove Theorem A using
Theorem 1.1, Proposition 2.6 and results for the localization theory due to
Dror Farjoun [6] and Neisendorfer [17]. Here Proposition 2.6 is the key to
the proof of Theorem A, and we postpone the proof until §4. In §3, we
recall the Lannes theory and show some properties for H-fibrations. In §4,
we prove Proposition 2.6 using the results of §3.

The author would like to thank Prof. Y. Hemmi, Prof. K. Ishiguro and
Prof. M. Imaoka for their many helpful suggestions and conversations. We
also appreciate the referee for many useful comments.

2. Proof of Theorem A.

In this section we prove Theorem A. Thus, throughout this section, the
space X is always assumed to satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem A. First,
we recall the following result due to Lin:

Theorem 2.1 ([12, Thm. A]). H*(QX) is free commutative, primitively
generated on generators in degrees 1,2,2p,2p + 1,2p? and 2p* + 1.

Remark 2.2. Lin has proved that if X is a simply connected mod p H-
space such that H*(QX) is finitely generated as an algebra, then H*(2X)
is primitively generated on generators in degrees 1,2,2p,2p + 1,2p? and
2p? + 1, and under the assumption that H,(X) is associative, H*(QX) is
free commutative. We note that his proof does not use this assumption to
show that H*(Q2X) is primitively generated (see [12, Cor. 2.2, Thm. 2.3]).
But we see that the last statement also holds without this assumption. In
fact, since 2X is homotopy associative, homotopy commutative H-space and
H*(QX) is primitively generated, by a theorem of Browder [4, Thm. 8.15],
H*(QX) is free commutative.
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By [12, Cor. 1.2, Thm. 2.1], H*(X) is generated by odd degree generators
in degrees 2p’ + 1 for some j > 0 and even degree generators in degrees 2,
2p7 + 2 for some j > 1. We choose the basis of H?(X) and H3(X) as
By = {a,} Uy, YU U{ay, } and By = {81(a,)} U~ - U {8, (5,)} U {un},
respectively, where z, are the mod p reductions of the integral classes and
Bs denotes the s-th Bockstein operation. We define a generalized Eilenberg-
MacLane space K as

K= 1] K22 x [[ K@/p,2)x--x [[ K@/p.2) x [[ K(Z.3).
{37]0} {I]l } {zj,.} {yr}
Let f: X — K be an H-map which represents the generators of the integral
cohomology of dimension 2 and 3, and X denote the homotopy fiber of
f. Then, X is an H-space and 2p-connected. By the spectral sequence
argument, we see that H* (QX ) is finitely generated as an algebra, and so
X satisfies the same conditions as X.
Now we define an algebra A as

A:Z/p[l'l, y Ty Y1, - - 7yn]®A(217-" y Rm4ny Wiy - .- 7wn)7
where |z;| = 2p for 1 <i < m, |y;| = 2p® for 1 < j < n, |z| =2p+1 for
1<k<m+n,and |w|=2p*>+1for1<I<n.

Then we can prove the following proposition:

Proposition~2.3. H*(QX’) = A as algebras, and the following operations
act on H*(QX):

ﬁ(yj) = Pp(zm+j) = Wj fO?“ 1<5<n.
For a mod p H-space Y, we denote the primitive and indecomposable

modules of the Hopf algebra H*(Y') by PH*(Y) and QH*(Y'), respectively.
We need the following fact for the proof of Proposition 2.3.

Lemma 2.5 ([16, Thm. 4.21]). If Y is a connected mod p H-space, then
there is the following exact sequence:

0— PEH*(Y)) = PH*(Y) — QH"(Y),
where £ : H*(Y) — H*(Y') is a map defined as {(x) = aP.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. By Theorem 2.1, H*(QX) is free commutative,
and has generators z;,y;, zx and w; with |z;| = 2p, |y;| = 2p?, |2k| =2p + 1
and |w)| =2p? +1for 1 <i<m,1<j<n,1<k<gand1l<I[<r, where
generators are primitive.

Since B(z;) € PH*»T1(QX) for 1 < i < m, we see that B(z;) €
QH**1(QX) by Lemma 2.5. By [13, Cor. E], we have that 8(z;) # 0,
and if i1 # idg, then ((x;,) # B(zi,). Thus, we can set [B(z;) = z; for
1 <i <'m. Similarly, we can set 5(y;) = w; for 1 < j <n.
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Since the suspension map o* QHZPQJFQ()N() — PH2p2+1(QX') is an epi-
morphism, and 3 : QH?P"*1(X) — QH?" +2(X ) is also an epimorphism by
[12, Thm. 1.10], we have that w; € BPH?*(QX) for 1 <1 < r. Thus, we
have that w; € ﬁQHzp2 (Q)?) by Lemma 2.5, which implies that r = n.

Using [12, Thm. 1.9], the similar arguments show that w; €
PPQH?P1(QX) for 1 < I < n. We can assume that PP(z,,;) = w; for
1 <1 < nsince PP(z) = PLBPP~ () + BPP(xx) =0 for 1 < k < m.

If we set

P(Zm+n+1) Z o

for o; € Z/p, then for
¢ = Zmtnt1 — Z O1Zm+1s
=1
we have that PP({) = 0. Since o* : QH2P+2(X')~—> PH?t1(QX) is an
epimorphism, ¢ = o*(u) for some p € QH2p+2(X). Since o*(PP(u)) =
PP(¢) =0, by [10 Thm. BJ, there exists v € QH?t1(X) such that PP(n) =
BPP(v) in QH2P T2(X). pplymg the Adem relation PP3 = P1aPP~—14 3PP
to v, we have that PP(u) = PP(8(r)), which implies that u = 3(v) by [12,
Thm. 1.9]. Then, ¢ = o*(u) = B(c*(v)) € BQH*(2X) by Lemma 2.5,
which implies that
C=> Tz
k=1

for 7, € Z/p. Therefore, we have that

m n
Zm4n+l = § T2k + Z OlZm+1s
k=1 =1

which implies that ¢ = m 4+ n. This completes the proof. U

The following proposition is crucial for our study, which will be proved in
84 using the Lannes theory.

Proposition 2.6. If Y is a mod p H-space with H*(Y) = A as algebras,
and the operations (2.4) act on H*(Y'), then there is a simply connected
mod p finite H-space W such that Y ~ W (3), where W (3) is the three-

connected cover of W.
Using Proposition 2.6, we can prove Theorem A as follows:

Proof of Theorem A. By Proposition 2.3 and Proposition 2.6, there exists
a simply connected mod p finite H-space W such that QX ~ W(3). Let
L, denote the localization functor with respect to a map g constructed by
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Dror Farjoun [6]. For the constant map ¢ : BZ/p — *, L.(2X) ~ W by the
results due to Neisendorfer [17, Thm. 0.1]. Since L.(QX) ~ QLx.(X) by
[6, Thm. 3.A.1], and Ly preserves the H-structure, we see that the space
W is the loop space of an H-space. By Theorem 1.1, W is contractible, and
so QX ~ W (3) is also contractible. Therefore, QX ~ QK , and we have the
required conclusion. This completes the proof of Theorem A. O

3. Lannes T-functor and H-fibrations.

In this section we recall some results concerning the Lannes theory and the
H-fibrations, which will be used in the next section.

Let K denote the category of unstable A,-algebras. The objects of K are
called K-algebras. It is known that H*(X) is a K-algebra for any space X.

The Lannes T-functor T : K — K is a left adjoint of the functor
H*(BZ/p) ® —, that is, there is the adjoint isomorphism Homx (7T'(A), B) =
Homg (A, H*(BZ/p) ® B) for K-algebras A and B.

For a K-map f : A — H*(BZ/p), its adjoint restricts to a K-map
T(A)® — Z/p, where T(A)? is the subalgebra of T(A) of elements of de-
gree 0. The connected component of T'(A) corresponding to f is defined by
Ty(A) = T(A) @payo Z/p, and there is the natural K-map es : A — Ty(A).

The evaluation map e : BZ/p x Map(BZ/p,X) — X induces a K-
map e*, and taking the adjoint of this yields a K-map A : T(H*(X)) —
H*(Map(BZ/p, X)). On the component level, for a map ¢ : BZ/p — X,
there is a IC-map Ay : Ty« (H* (X)) — H*(Map(BZ/p, X)s). The composite
Ag+€4+ is induced by the evaluation at the base point ey : Map(BZ/p, X )y —
X. The following theorem is due to Lannes:

Theorem 3.1 ([11, Thm. 3.2.1]). Let X be a space and ¢ : BZ/p — X be a
map. If Ty«(H*(X))' = 0, then Mg+ : Ty« (H*(X)) — H*(Map(BZ/p, X))

s an tsomorphism.

For the cohomology of an H-space, Dwyer-Wilkerson have proved the
following:

Proposition 3.2 ([7, Thm. 3.2, Lemma 4.5]). If X is a mod p H-space
with finitely generated cohomology and f : H*(X) — H*(BZ/p) is a K-
map, then ey : H*(X) — Ty(H*(X)) is an isomorphism.

Recently, an important theory of H-fibrations using the Lannes theory
was introduced by Broto-Crespo [3]. Their observation was concentrated on
the mod 2 case. However, we also have the corresponding results for the
odd prime case.

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a mod p H-space with finitely generated co-
homology, and ¢ : BZ/p — X be an H-map with H*(BZ/p) is finitely
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generated H*(X)-module induced by ¢*. If
BZ/p 2 x Ly
s a principal fibration, then Y is an H-space and v is an H-map.

Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ : BZ/p x BZ/p — Y denote the constant map, where
Y comes from Proposition 3.3. Then the base point evaluation map e, :
Map(BZ/p x BZ/p,Y )c — Y is a homotopy equivalence.

Proof. We have the following commutative diagram of fibrations:

Map(BZ/p x BZ/p, BZ/p)s —< BZL[p

! 5

Map(BZ/p x BZ/p, X). —=— X

l 5

Map(BZ/p x BZ/p,Y ). — Y,

where S = {g : BZ/p x BZ/p — BZ/p | ¢g ~ ¢} and e, denote the base
point evaluation maps.

Since X has the finitely generated cohomology, e.:Map(BZ/px BZ/p, X ).
— X is a homotopy equivalence by [7, Thm. 3.2]. It is known that
H*(BZ/p) = A(0) ® Z/p|w] with 5(8) = w. For a map g : BZ/p x BZ/p —
BZ/p with ¢g ~ ¢, there exists some n > 1 so that ¢*(w)"” = ¢*(w"™) = 0
since H*(BZ/p) is finitely generated H*(X)-module induced by ¢* and
g*¢* = 0, which implies that ¢*(w) = 0. If we put ¢*(8) = a161 + az62
for a1,a2 € Z/p, then g*(w) = B(g*(0)) = ajw1 + aswz = 0, and we must
have a; = az = 0, which implies that ¢*(f#) = 0. By a result of Lannes [11,
Thm. 3.1.1], we obtain that g ~ c.

Then we have that S = {c}, and thus e. : Map(BZ/p x BZ/p, BZ/p)s —
BZ/p is a homotopy equivalence. Using the five lemma, e, : Map(BZ/p x
BZ/p,Y). — Y is a homotopy equivalence, and thus we have the required
conclusion. O

For the proof of Proposition 3.3, we need the following fact which is known
as the Zabrodsky lemma:

Lemma 3.5 ([21, Lemma 3.1]). Let
F-E2B

be a principal fibration, and 'Y be a space which satisfies that e. : Map(F,Y ).
— Y is a homotopy equivalence. Then the induced map Map(B,Y) —
Map(E,Y)gs is a homotopy equivalence, where S ={g: E —Y | gi ~ c}.

Now we can prove Proposition 3.3 as follows:
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Proof of Proposition 3.3. By Lemma 3.4, the evaluation map e,
Map(BZ/p x BZ/p,Y ). — Y is a homotopy equivalence. Then, applying
Lemma 3.5 to a principal fibration

BZ/px BZ/p 22 X x X ¥y x v,

we have that Map(Y X Y,Y) ~ Map(X x X,Y)g, where S = {g: X x X —
Y | g(¢ x ¢) ~ c}. If we denote the multiplication of the H-space X as pux,
then there is a map py : Y XY — Y so that Yux ~ puy (¢ x ¢). Using
Lemma 3.5 again, we see that the map py gives an H-structure on Y. This
completes the proof. O

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that there is an H-fibration
(3.7) BZ/p 25 X; Y5 X4

fori >0, and we put Y = lim;X;. If H*(Y) is finitely generated as an
algebra, then the space Y has an H-structure.

Proof. We set pp =lim;u; : Y xY — Y for the multiplication u; : X; X X; —
X; of the H-space X;. Let ¢; : Y — Y x Y denote the inclusion map on the
Jj-th factor for j = 1,2. If we show that ut; ~ 1y for j = 1,2, then we have
the required conclusion.

We denote the inclusion map as k; : X; — Y for ¢ > 0. Since p; is a
multiplication for ¢ > 0, we have that pijr; ~ m-u@-L;'- ~ K;, where L;- X —
X; x X; denotes the inclusion map on the j-th factor for j = 1,2. By [20,
Prop. 4], the obstruction to construct a homotopy between j¢; and 1y lies
in

(3'8) @ikﬁk(Map(Xi7Y)Hi)

for £ > 1. Since H*(Y) is a finitely generated algebra, Map(BZ/p,Y ). ~Y
by [7, Thm. 3.2]. Then, applying Lemma 3.5 to the fibration (3.7), we have
that Map(X;,Y )., ~ Map(X;y1,Y)x,;,, for i > 0, and so the obstruction
group (3.8) vanishes. This completes the proof. O

Now we introduce a result which is useful to compute the Serre spectral
sequence for an H-fibration, which will be used in §4. Let X and Y be
H-spaces and

X —Y — B*Z/p
be an H-fibration. We consider the Serre spectral sequence for the fibration
whose Fr-term is given as

(3.9) Ey* = H*(B*Z/p) @ H*(X).
Then we see that the spectral sequence has a differential Hopf algebra struc-

ture, and for r > 2, if we put A4, = EFY and B, = ES’*, then they have Hopf
algebra structures induced from the Fo-term.
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Proposition 3.10. (1) If d.(B,) # 0, then the transgression T : BI~! —
P"(A,) is non-trivial.

(2) For x € BY, d.(z) € P"(A,) @ BY "' where P*(A,) denotes the
primitive module of A}.

We need the following lemma to show Proposition 3.10:

Lemma 3.11. (1) For r > 2, the E,-term is given as
E:’* YA ®B® A(al, R ,Oék),

where o; € ESY with s; < r and || = 2my; + 1 with plm; for 1 <i<k.
(2) If z € P%(A,) with 2s > r, then = has the infinite height.

Proof. We show (1) and (2) by induction. For r = 2, by (3.9) and since
H*(B?Z/p) is free commutative, the results (1) and (2) hold. We assume
that the results (1) and (2) have already shown for the E,-term.

By a result of Browder [5, Thm. 5.8], the E,;-term is described as

E:j:l = AT+1 ®BT+1 ®A(Oél,.. . )akaﬂlv"' aﬁl)a

where o; are elements stated in the lemma, 3; € Eii? with ¢t; <r —1 and

|Bj| = 2nj; — 1 with p|n; for 1 < j < I. From the proof of [5, Thm. 5.8],
we see that 3; = {z; - d(z;)P~1} for some x; € B/ with d,.(z;) € P(A,).
But by assumption, d,(x;) has the infinite height, and so the element of the
form (3; cannot occur, which shows (1).

For a non-trivial element x € P?(A, 1) with 25 > r 4+ 1, we assume that
2P = 0 for some k > 1, and obtain a contradiction from this assumption.
By inductive hypothesis, 2" # 0 € A,, and then there exists an element
y € E" so that d.(y) = 2" By the form of the E,.-term, we have either
a generator z € Bl ! with d.(z) = a?"' for some ki < k or a generator
a € E}* with dy(a) = 2P" for some ky < k. On the one hand, if d,(z) =
a?™' | then |a?"'| = r < |z|, which causes a contradiction. On the other
hand, if d,(a) = 27" | then |xpk2| = 2m + 2 for some m > 1 with p|m. This
shows that ko = 0, and so {z} = 0 in the E, i-term, which also causes a
contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Now we can prove Proposition 3.10 as follows:

Proof of Proposition 3.10. First we show (1). By assumption, there is an
element x € B} so that d.(z) # 0. We can assume that if y € B with
d < q, then d,.(y) = 0. If we set that

AlR)=z01l+1l0z+ Y 0%,
then A(d,(z)) =dy(A(x)) =dp () @1+ 1@d,(x), and so d,(x) € P(E;T" ),
By Lemma 3.11, the primitive elements of E;"" consist of P(A,), P(B,) and
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o; € ES' with s < r, and then we have that ¢ = r — 1 and d,.(z) € P"(A,).
This implies the required conclusion.
Next to show (2), let z € Bf. By Lemma 3.11, we can set that

dr(l‘) = Z a; - b; € E;,q—r-i—l’
i>1
where a; € A, @ A(aq,... ), by € B, with |a;| + |bj| = ¢+ 1 for i > 1. We

can assume that the elements b; are linearly independent for ¢ > 1. Then
we have that

A(dy(z)) = Z A(ai)A(b;)

:Z ai®1+1®ai+zai,j®ai,j
i J

-(b¢®1+1®bi+25i,k®5¢,k>,

k
where 0 < |a@; 1, |@;;| < |a;| and 0 < [b; x|, |sz| < |bi|. On the other hand,
we obtain that
Aldy () = dr(A)) € €D (Br—1 @ BY @ (B @ Ep*+1),
s+t=q
For the dimensional reason, we see that Zl j a; jb; ® a; ; = 0, which implies
that Zj a;j ® a;; = 0 for i > 1 since b; are linearly independent. This
implies that
ai € P(A @ Aan, .. ,on)) = P(A,) & {an, .., o,

and then a; € P"(A,) for i > 1. Thus we can conclude that d,(z) €
P"(A,) ® BY ", This completes the proof. O

Remark 3.12. We note that by Proposition 3.10, for » > 2, if either
P"(A;) =0o0r Q" Y(B,) =0, then d,(B,) = 0.

4. Proof of Proposition 2.6.

In this section we prove Proposition 2.6, and thus we assume that Y is a mod
p H-space such that H*(Y) = A, and the operations (2.4) act on H*(Y).
For 1 <t <m+1, we set an algebra K; as

Kt :Z/p[l't, sy Tms Y1y - - 7yn]
Q AV, e o V1, 2ty e e s Zingny W1y« -+, W)

with x;,y;, 2z, and wy are as in A, |vy| = 3 for 1 < ¢ <t — 1. First, we prove
the following proposition:
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Proposition 4.1. For 1 <t < m+ 1, there is a mod p H-space Y; such
that Yi(3) ~Y and H*(Y;) = K; with the following operations:

B(wi) = 2 fort <i<m,

Bly;) = w; for1<j<m,

PP(zmy) =wi +6  for1<1<n,

where 0; is some decomposable element of Ky for 1 <1 <n.

For 1 <t < m, we set an algebra C} as

=Z/plu, Tes1y o s Ty Y1s- -+ 5 Yn)
®A(Ul7"' y Uty Zt+1y -+ - 5 Am4n, Wi, - - - ,’U)n)

with x;, yj, 2, w; and vy for 1 < g <t —1 are as in Ky, |u| = 2 and |v] = 3.
An algebra A is said to be a K-Hopf algebra if A is a K-algebra and
has a Hopf algebra structure compatible with the C-structure, namely the
diagonal map of A becomes a K-map. It is known that for an H-space X,
H*(X) is a K-Hopf algebra. We see that if K; and C; have K-Hopf algebra
structures, then for the dimensional reason, v, is primitive for 1 < ¢ <.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the algebras K; and Cy are K-Hopf algebras with
the following operations:

B(u) = Ay for A\=0 orl,
(4.3) B(xi) = z; fort < Z'-S m,
Bly;) = wj for1<j<n,

PP(zmy1) = wp + 0 for1 <1l <n,

where §; is some decomposable element of Ky for 1 < I < n. Then the
following hold:

(1) There is a map of K-Hopf algebra f : Ky — H*(BZ/p) such that
f(zy) = wP and f = 0 on the other generators of Ky, where H*(BZ/p) =
A(0) ® Z/p[w] with B(0) =

(2) There is a map of K-Hopf algebra g : Cy — H*(BZ/p) such that
g(u) =w and g = 0 on the other generators of Cy.

Proof. We show only (2), since (1) is proved by similar arguments.

Let I denote the ideal of C; generated by odd degree generators. For the
dimensional reason, we see that I is a Hopf ideal of C;. We show that I is
closed under the action of A,,.

For the dimensional reason, P*(I) C I for a > 1, and using the relation
BB = 0, we have that G(z;) = S(w )-0f0rt—|—1<k<mandl<l<n
Thus, it sufficies to show that 5(vy),B(z;) € [ for 1 < g <tand m+1 <
E < m+n. We see that 5(v,) is primitive since v, is primitive, and so
B(vg) = 0 since P4(Cy) = 0.
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For the dimensional reason, we can put

m
Blz) = kuP ™t + Z piur; mod I
i=t+1

for K, p; € Z/p.

If A = 1, then using the relation 53(zx) =0,k = p; =0fort+1 < i < m,
which implies that 3(z;) € I.

When A = 0, using the relation 33(z;) = 0, we have that 5(z) = xkuP*!
mod I. For the dimensional reason, we have that (3(z;) is primitive since
B(u) = B(vy) = 0, which implies that £ = 0, and so ((zx) € I.

From the above considerations, Cy/I is a K-Hopf algebra, and the quotient
map 7 : Cy — Cy/I becomes a map of K-Hopf algebra. Since C;/I is a
polynomial algebra, there is a monomorphism of IC-Hopf algebra o : C;/I —
H*(BV) by [1], where V is a (m + n —t + 1)-dimensional vector space over
Z/p. Tt is known that H*(BV) = A(61, . . . Omin—t+1)RZ/plw1, - . - Wimntn—t+1]
with (0;) =wp for 1 <k <m+n—t+1.

Taking a suitable basis of V', and by the argument of [1], we can assume

that o(u) = wi, o(z;) =l  for t +1 <i < m, and o(y;) = wf5+j_t+1
for 1 < j < n. If we define a map g = (Bi)*ow, where i : Z/p — V is
the inclusion on the first factor, then g is a map of K-Hopf algebra which

satisfies the required properties. This completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 4.1. We proceed by an induction on ¢. For ¢t = 1, if we
put Y1 = Y, then Y (3) ~ Y since Y is 3-connected, and by assumption,
H*(Y) = A = K; with the operations (2.4). Now we assume that there
exists an H-space Y; with the required properties.

From now on, we construct an H-space Y;41 satisfying the required prop-
erties. For the map f of Lemma 4.2, a result of Lannes [11, Thm. 3.1.1]
implies that there is a map ¢ : BZ/p — Y; such that ¢* = f. We see that the
evaluation map ey : Map(BZ/p,Y;)s — Y becomes a homotopy equivalence
by Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.2. Let ¢« : BZ/p — Map(BZ/p,Y;)s be
the adjoint of ¢u, where p is the multiplication of an H-structure of BZ/p.
Then we have the following commutative diagram of fibrations:

BZ/p BZ/p —— EBZ/p —— B?Z/p

wy o ] | |

Y, <2 Map(BZ/p,Y:)y —— E, —— BZ/p,

where Ey = EBZ/p X gz, Map(BZ/p, Y;)4 denotes the Borel construction.
Since f is a map of C-Hopf algebra, ¢ is an H-map, and so the bottom
fibration becomes an H-fibration by Proposition 3.3. The FEs-term of the
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Serre spectral sequence for this fibration is given as
Ey* = H*(B*Z/p) @ H*(Y;)

for H*(B*Z/p) = Z/pln. FP>B(n) | i = 0] @ A(B(n), P2i(n) | i = 0),
where P2 = PP'... Pl and n denotes the fundamental class. Now we use
the notations from Proposition 3.10.

For the dimensional reason and by Remark 3.12, we have that E;Z’;_l =

E3™. The generator z; is transgressive for ¢ < i < m, and then by using the
naturality of the diagram (4.4), and by Proposition 3.10, we obtain that

P1a(n) for i =t,
0 fort+1<i<m.

(4.5) dapt1(zi) = {
By the Kudo transgression theorem, there are the following differentials:

(46) {d2pk+1+1(1‘5k) ) for k> 1,
. k—1(py_
dopr (1)1 (P B(n) @ 7V) = BPA%B(n) for k> 1.

In particular, we see that
(4.7) dapp-1y41(P'B(n) @ 2 ) = FPA1 5 ()

in the Eop,_1y41-term. Since H(Y;) =0, dopy1(z) =0 for 1 <k <m+n.
If dopt1(y;) # 0, then we can replace the generator y; so that dop11(y;) =0
for 1 < j < n. In fact, by Proposition 3.10, we can write

p—1
dopr1(y;) = P'B(n) ® Y b,
s=0

where b are polynomials of generators of H*(Y;) other than z; for 0 < s <
p — 1. If we put y; as
p—2
_ 1
Ui=yi— S—bsxf+ ;
s=0
then by (4.5), daps1(5;) = P'B(n) @ by_12? ™", and applying the differential
dop(p—1)+1 tO {P'B(n) ®bp_1a:f_1} = 0 in the Fy,(,_1)41-term, we have that
{BP213(n) ® by—1} = 0. This implies that b,_1 = 0, and so dap41(7;) = 0.
Similarly, we can replace the generators w; so that da,q1(w;) = 0 for 1 <
[ <n. Then the Fy, o-term of the spectral sequence is given as

By = Agpio @ Baypia ® A(P'B(n) @ b ™),

where Agpio 2 Agpi1/(P1B(n)) and Bapyio is generated by the generators
of Boy41 other than ;.
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By (4.5), we have that

BP'B(n)  for k=t,
0 fort+1<k<m,

dop2(2k) = {

and for m+1 < k < m+ n, if dypi2(2z;) # 0, then by Proposition 3.10,
dopi2(2k) = apBPIB(n) for some ay, € Z/p. If we set 2z = 2z — agz, then
dop+2(Zk) = 0. If dopia(yj) # 0, then by Proposition 3.10, we can write that

dop2(yj) = BPB(n) @ (b + br2y),

where by are polynomials of generators of Bap o other than z; for s =0, 1.
If we set §; = y; — bozt, then dopio(y;) = BPB(n) @ brz, and applying
dop+2 to dopia(7;), we have that (8P13(n))? ® by = 0, which implies that
by = 0, and so dap+2(y;) = 0. By the same arguments, we can replace the
generators w; so that da,i2(w;) =0 for 1 <1 < n. Then we obtain that

B3 5™ Agpys @ Boyr3 @ A(P'B(n) @ zy ),

where Agpig = Agyia/(BP1B(n)) and Bayis is generated by the generators
of Bypio other than z;. For the dimensional reason and by Remark 3.12,

E;p?p 1)+1 = E2p+3’ and by (4.7), E2p(p 42 — = Agpp-1)+2 @ Bapp-1)42,
where Agy,-1)12 = Agpp-1)+1/(BPA1B(n)) and Bapp-1)12 = Bapp—1)+1-

Furthermore, for the dimensional reason and by Remark 3.12, E;p; =

E;;’Epfl)+27 and so we conclude that

%%
Eyoyy = Agp2i1 @ Bypoyy

for
Agpe 1 = H*(BZ/p) /(5P B(n), P B(n))
and
Bop2 i1 = L/pla}, @it Ty Yls - -+ Un)
Q AV, e o Vi1 21y e vy By W1y -« - 5 Wh).

By iterating this process, we can compute the spectral sequence. In par-
ticular, the differentials are completely determined by (4.6), and so we have
that for £ > 1,

E;;;-i‘l = Agprg1 @ Bopryy,s

where

Agpi1 = H*(B*Z/p)/ (6P B(n), PR B(n) | 0 < j < k —2)
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and

k—1
p
Bka+1 2L/p |2y Ty Ty YL e 73/4
®A('U]_7... y Ut—152t+15 -+ s Zm+n, W1, - - - 7w’n)'

This implies that H*(F;) = Cy as algebras, where u and v; represent the
generators 1 and ((n) in H*(B2Z/p). Since

K*(x;) = x; for t +1 <i<m,

K*(y5) = yj for 1 <j <mn,

K*(z) = 2k fort+1<k<m,

K*(zk) = 2K — a2t form+1<k<m-+n,a, €Z/p,
K*(wy) = wy for1<1<n

up to decomposable elements and PP(z;) = 0, we can take the generators of
H*(E1) satisfying the condition (4.3) with A = 1.

Next we apply same arguments to the H-space F;. For the map g of
Lemma 4.2, a result of Lannes [11, Thm. 3.1.1] implies that there is a
map 1 : BZ/p — FE; such that ¢ = g. The evaluation map ey, :
Map(BZ/p, E1)y, — Ei1 is a homotopy equivalence by Theorem 3.1 and
Proposition 3.2. Let ¢; : BZ/p — Map(BZ/p, E1)y, be the adjoint of v .
Then, we have the following H-fibration by the same construction as above:

Ey «— Map(BZ/p, E1)y, — Ey — B*Z/p,

where Ey = (Map(BZ/p, E1)y, )npz/p denotes the Borel construction. Com-
puting the spectral sequence for this fibration as above, we conclude that
H*(FE3) = C; with the operations (4.3) with A = 0.

Iterating this process, we have the following sequence of H-spaces and
H-maps:

Y 5 By 5 By

satisfying H*(Y;) = K;, H*(Es) = C; with the operations (4.3) with A =1
fors=1and A =0 for s > 1, k%(u) = 0 and

kgt H (Esy1)/(u) — H*(Eq)/(u)
is an isomorphism for s > 1.
If we set Y41 = h_II)l sFs, then there is the Milnor exact sequence
0— @;H*JA(ES) — H*(Yi41) — lim (H*(E5) — 0.

Since lim {H**!(E,) = 0 by the Mittag-Leffler condition, we have that
H* (Y1) & liLnsH*(Es) = Kiy1, and by Proposition 3.6, we see that
Y11 has an H-structure. Let F' be the homotopy fiber of the composite
Ey — Y41, then H*(F) = H*(K(Z,2)) by the spectral sequence argument,
and this implies that F' ~ K(Z,2). By the cohomology, E; is homotopy
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equivalent to the homotopy fiber of [p]v; : Yi11 — K(Z,3). Therefore, we
have the following commutative diagram of fibrations:

Yy, . B _ < B2Z/p

H J |

Yiji(o) —— Y —— K(Z,3)
l l[p}vt lm
¢ — K(Z,3) —— K(Z,3),

which implies that Y; ~ Y;1(v;), where Y;1(v;) denotes the homotopy fiber
of the map v : Vi1 — K(Z,3). By the induction hypothesis, ¥;(3) ~ Y,
and so we have that Y;;1(3) ~ (Yi41(v))(3) ~ Y. This completes the
proof. O

Next, for 1 <t <n+ 1, we set an algebra L; as
Ly = Z/p[yt> s 7yn]

Q AV, -+ Umt—1s Zmctts -+ 5 Zmtns Cly -« 5 Cbe1y Wiy« + oy W)

with y;, 2z and w; are asin A, |vg| =3 for 1 < ¢ < m+t—1, and |¢,| = 2p+1
for 1 <r <t —1. Then we have the following proposition:

Proposition 4.8. For1l <t <n+1, there is a mod p H-space Z; such that
Z1(3) ~Y and H*(Z;) =2 Ly with the following operations:

Bly;) = w; fort <j<mn,
(4.9) Pl(vmir) = ¢ for1<r<t-—1,
PP(zmr1) = wy + 0 fort <l<mn,

where 0; is some decomposable element of Ly fort <1 <n.

Proposition 4.8 is proved by same arguments as in Proposition 4.1, and
so we give an outline of the proof.

We proceed by an induction on 1 < t < n+ 1. For t = 1, if we set
Z1 = Y41, then by Proposition 4.1, Z; satisfies the required properties. We
assume that there exists an H-space Z; with the conditions of Proposition
4.8, and construct an H-space Z; 1 satisfying the required properties.

We can construct a K-Hopf algebra map h : H*(Z;) — H*(BZ/p) such
that h(y;) = wP* and h = 0 on the other generators. By a result of Lannes,
there is an H-map & : BZ/p — Z; such that £* = h, and we see that the
evaluation map e¢ : Map(BZ/p, Z;)¢ — Z; becomes a homotopy equivalence.
For an H-structure p of BZ/p, if v : BZ/p — Map(BZ/p, Z;)¢ denotes the
adjoint of £u, then we have the following fibration:

Z; «+— Map(BZ/p, Z;)e — F1 — B*Z/p,
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where Fj is an H-space given by the Borel construction for ¢.
For 1 <t <n+1, weset an algebra D, as

-Dt = Z/P[vat—l—la ... 7yn]
® A('Ul, M 7Um+t7 Zm+t+17 e 7zm+n7 Cla s 7Ct7 wt+17 o 7wn)
with y;, 2z, w; and v, for 1 < ¢ < m+t—1areasin Ly, |u| = 2 and |vp4+] = 3.
Then, using the Serre spectral sequence, we have that H*(Fy) = D; with

the operations (4.9) and (u) = vp,4¢. Iterating this process, we have a
sequence of H-spaces and H-maps

Ly — Fy — Fy — -+

such that H*(Z;) = L;, H*(Fs) = D, with the operations (4.9). If we set
Ziy1 = @st, then Z;,1 has an H-structure, and using the Milnor exact
sequence, we obtain that H*(Ziy1) = Ly with the operations (4.9). We
can show that the homotopy fiber Z; ;1 (vim+¢) ~ Z;, and so by the induction
hypothesis, the three-connected cover Z;y1(3) ~ Y. This establishes the
proof of Proposition 4.8.

Now we set W = Z,41. Then W is a simply connected mod p finite
H-space such that

H*(W) 2 A(v1,. .« s Umtns Cly -+ ,Cn)

with P(zpmar) = ¢ for 1 <7 < n, and Y ~ W {(3) by Proposition 4.8. This
completes the proof of Proposition 2.6. O
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DUAL SPACES AND ISOMORPHISMS OF SOME
DIFFERENTIAL BANACH *x-ALGEBRAS OF OPERATORS

EDWARD KISSIN AND VICTOR S. SHULMAN

The paper continues the study of differential Banach *-
algebras Ag and Fgs of operators associated with symmetric
operators S on Hilbert spaces H. The algebra Ag is the do-
main of the largest *-derivation s of B(H) implemented by S
and the algebra Fg is the closure of the set of all finite rank op-
erators in Ag with respect to the norm ||A|| = ||A||+|ds(A)]].
When S is selfadjoint, Fg is the domain of the largest *-
derivation of the algebra C(H) implemented by S. If S is
bounded, Fg = C(H) and Ag = B(H), so Ag is isometri-
cally isomorphic to the second dual of Fg . For unbounded
selfadjoint operators S the paper establishes the full analogy
with the bounded case: Ag is isometrically isomorphic to the
second dual of Fg. The paper also classifies the algebras Ag
and Fs up to isometrical *-isomorphism and obtains some
partial results about bounded but not necessarily isometrical
*_isomorphisms of the algebras Fgs.

1. Introduction and preliminaries.

Extensive development of non-commutative geometry requires elaborating
of the theory of differential Banach *-algebras, that is, dense *-subalgebras
of C*-algebras whose properties in many respects are analogous to the prop-
erties of algebras of differentiable functions.

Blackadar and Cuntz [2] and the authors [12] introduced and studied
various classes of differential Banach *-algebras; the most interesting class
consists of D-algebras, that is, dense *-subalgebras A of C*-algebras (4L, ||-||)

which, in turn, are Banach *-algebras with respect to another norm || - ||;
and the norms || - || and || - ||; on A satisfy the inequality:
(1.1) eyl < Dl [yl + lzl2llyl),  for z,y € A,

for some D > 0. This class contains, for example, the domains D(J) of closed
unbounded *-derivations ¢ of C*-algebras 4 where the norm || - ||; on D(9)
is defined, as usual, by the formula

[l = Al + [l6(A)],  for A€ D(9).
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Much work has been done on the investigation of properties of the dif-
ferential Banach *-algebras (see Blackadar and Cuntz [2] and Kissin and
Shulman [12, 13]) and the algebras D(J) in particular (see, for example,
Bratteli and Robinson [3] and Sakai [16]).

In many cases closed *-derivations of C*-algebras U of operators on Hilbert
spaces are implemented by closed symmetric operators. In particular, Brat-
teli and Robinson [3] showed that if 4l contains the ideal of all compact
operators then any closed *-derivation of 4 is implemented by a symmetric
operator.

Any closed symmetric operator S on a Hilbert space H implements closed
*_derivations of various C*-algebras of operators on H. Among all these
derivations there is the largest one - §g with domain D(dg) (which we denote
by Ag) containing the domains of all derivations implemented by S:

Ag = {A € B(H) : AD(S) C D(S), A*D(S) C D(S) and

(SA — AS)|ps) extends to a bounded operator AS}
and 0g(A) = iClosure (SA — AS), for A€ Ag.

The closure of Ag with respect to the norm || - || in B(H) is the enveloping
C*-algebra which we denote by ilg.
The algebra Ag is a unital Banach *-algebra with respect to the norm

(1.2) [Alls = [[All + | As]l.
If S implements a *-derivation ¢ of a C*-algebra U of operators on H then
D(6) C Ag, UCUg and § = dg|Ll.

By C(H) we denote the algebra of all compact operators on H. The
*_algebras

Ks ZASQC(H) and Jg = {AE Ks: 55(A) S C(H)}

are dense in C(H) and are the domains of the largest closed *-derivations
from C'(H) into B(H) and C(H), respectively, implemented by S.

By Fs we denote the closure with respect to the norm || - ||s of the sub-
algebra of all finite rank operators in Ag.

It was shown in [13] that (Kg, ||-||s) and (Js, ||-||s) are semisimple Banach
*-algebras, that (Fg,| -|s) is a simple Banach *-algebra and

Fs CJs CKs C Ag.

Furthermore, Fg, Js and Kg are closed two-sided ideals of (Ag, ||-||s) and Fs
is contained in any closed two-sided ideal of (Ag, ||-||s). The relation between
the ideals Fg, Js and Kg and the question of how the properties of the
operator S are reflected in the structure of g, Jg and Fg were investigated
in [13]. In particular, it was established that (Kg)? = (Js)? = Fg, for all
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symmetric .S, and that the ideals Jg and Fg have a bounded approximate
identity if and only if S is selfadjoint. For selfadjoint S, it was also proved
that g # Js = Fg.

In spite of the fact that the structure of the algebras Fg, Js, Kg, Ag and
g is comparatively simple, many important questions still remain open. In
Section 2 we mainly study the structure of the algebras Ag and Ug in the
case when S is a selfadjoint operator. However, we also consider the case
when S is a symmetric operator with at least one finite deficiency index and
show that the algebras Ag and g contain closed ideals of finite codimension.

If S is a bounded symmetric operator on H then Fg = C(H) and Ag =
B(H), so Ag is isometrically isomorphic to the second dual of Fg. In Section
3 we investigate the structure of the dual and the second dual spaces of the
algebras Fg for unbounded symmetric operators S. In the case when S is
selfadjoint we establish the full analogy with the bounded case: The algebra
Ag is isometrically isomorphic to the second dual of Fg.

In Section 4 we study the problem of classification of the algebras Fg
and Ag up to *-isomorphism. For isometrical *-isomorphism this problem
is completely solved in Theorem 4.4. For bounded but not necessarily iso-
metrical *-isomorphism we obtain some interesting partial results in the case
when S is selfadjoint.

2. Structure of the algebras As and the enveloping C*-algebras
g

The main purpose of this section is to study the structure of the algebras Ag
and g in the case when S is a selfadjoint operator. However, we start the
section by considering the case when S is a symmetric operator with at least
one finite deficiency index. Making use of the existence of a J-symmetric
representation of Ag on the deficiency space of S, we will show that the
algebras Ag and g contain closed ideals of finite codimension.

Let S be symmetric, S* be the adjoint operator, let N_(.S) and N (S)
be the deficiency spaces of S and

n4(S) = dim (NL(5))

be the deficiency indices of S. It is well known that D(S*) is a Hilbert space
with respect to the scalar product

(x,y) = (z,y) + (S™z,S™y), for z,y e D(S"),

and it is the orthogonal sum of the closed subspaces D(S), N_(S) and
N+(S)Z

D(§%) = D(8) (1) N-(8) (1) N4 (S).
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Set N(S) = N_(S)(yN+(S) and let @ be the projection on N(S) in
D(S*). It was shown in [7] and [8] that

[z,y] =i(x,S"y) —i(S*z,y), for x,y € N(9),
is an indefinite non-degenerate sesquilinear form on N(S), that
m5(A) = QA|n(s), for A€ Ag,
is a bounded representation of (Ag, || - [|s) on N(S) and that it is J-symme-

tric:
[Ws(A)l',y] = [33,71'5(14*)]/], for l’,yGN(S)
A subspace L in N(S) is neutral if
[,y] =0, forall z,y€ L.

The operator S is well-behaved if the representation mg has no neutral in-
variant subspace.

Let ks = min(n_(.5),n4(S)) and assume that 0 < kg < co. It was proved
in [10] that the representation mg has a rkg-dimensional subrepresentation
0. Let p be an irreducible subrepresentation of o. It was shown in [11] that
p is bounded with respect to the operator norm || - || in Ag and, therefore,
extends to a bounded *-representation of the enveloping C*-algebra $lg. If S
is well-behaved, it follows from Theorem 28.13 [14] that g C Ker(p). This
yields

Theorem 2.1. Let S be a symmetric unbounded operator and 0 < kg < 0.

(i) There exists a closed two-sided ideal J in the Banach *-algebra (Ag,
| - |l) such that the quotient algebra Ag/J is isomorphic to the full
matriz algebra M, (C) with 0 < n < kg.

(ii) The uniform closure J of J in g is a closed two-sided ideal and the
quotient algebra kg /J is isomorphic to the full matriz algebra M, (C).

(iii) If S is well-behaved then Kg C J and C(H) C J.

Example 2.2. Let H = L?(0,1) and S = z’% with domain D(S) consisting
of all absolutely continuous functions h such that h’ € L?(0,1) and h(0) =
h(1) = 0. Then S is a symmetric operator and n_(S) = ny(5) = 1.

It was proved in [9] that S is well-behaved. Therefore it follows from The-

orem 2.1 that there exists a closed two-sided ideal J in (Ag, || -||) containing
Ks such that dim(Ag/J) = 1 and that the uniform closure of J in ilg is an
ideal of codimension 1. O

Let S be the same as in Example 2.2 and let Lip (0, 1) be the algebra of all
functions on [0, 1] satisfying a Lipshitz condition: |g(t) — g(s)| < K4|t — s
for some K, > 0 and all ¢,s € [0,1]. For g € Lip(0,1), denote by M,
the operator of multiplication by g on L?*(0,1) and set B = {M, : g €
Lip (0,1)}. Then MyD(S) C D(S), (My)*D(S) = MzD(S) C D(S) and
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SM, — MyS extends to the operator iMy which is bounded, since g’ is
essentially bounded on [0,1]. Thus B C Ag.

(The authors are grateful to the referee of the paper for pointing out an
error in the definition of the algebra B in the first version of the paper.)

Problem 2.3. Is Ag = B+ Kg?

The assumption that a symmetric operator S is selfadjoint makes the
task of studying the structure of the algebras Ag and ilg easier. First
of all, the structure of the ideals Kg, Js and Fg is simpler. While for
arbitrary symmetric operators S it is only known (see [13]) that (Kg)? =
(Js)? = Fg, where the closure is taken with respect to the norm || - ||, for
selfadjoint operators S it was shown in [13] that Fg = Js # Kgs. Secondly,
in the selfadjoint case we can employ the Spectral Theorem to establish the
structure of Ag and Ug.

Let

S— /Z/\dES()\)

be the spectral decomposition of S. For every integer n, set
oo

(2.1) Ps(n) = Eg(n+1) — Eg(n) and [S] =) nPs(n).
—0o0

Then [S] is a selfadjoint operator, Sp ([S]) C Z and the operator S — [S] is
bounded. Therefore it follows that

As =Aig;, Ks=Kig and Fs= Fg

and the norms || - [|s and || - [|(5) are equivalent on Ag. This reduces the
problem of the description of the structure of the algebras Ag and g to the
case when Sp (5) C Z.

We denote by Sz the set of all selfadjoint operators S on H such that
Sp (S) C Z and set

(2.2) Hg(n) = Pg(n)H, for n € Sp(S).

Then

(2.3) H= ) ®Hg(n).
neSp(S)

We omit the proof of the following simple result.

Proposition 2.4. Let S,T € Sy. If there exists a one-to-one mapping
@ from Sp(T) onto Sp(S) such that dim(Hp(n)) = dim(Hg(p(n)), for
n € Sp(T), and
sup_Jp(n) — n| < oo
neSp(T)
then there exists a unitary operator U such that Ap = UAgU*.
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Let S € Sz. Every operator A in B(H) has a block-matrix form A = (A4;;),
i,7 € Sp(S), with respect to decomposition (2.3). We denote by Dg the C*-
algebra of all block-diagonal operators A = (A;;) in B(H), that is, A;; =0
if i # j. By R we denote the subalgebra of all operators A = (A4;;) in B(H)
with only finite number of non-zero entries A;;. Then, clearly,

Ds CAg and Rg C Ag.

Let Rg be the closure of Rg in (Ag, | - ||s) and let Cs(H) be the uniform
closure of Rg in B(H).

Lemma 2.5. Dg + Cg(H) is a C*-subalgebra of Us and Dg + Rs is a
closed *-subalgebra of (Ag, || - ||ls)-

Proof. Let L be the uniform closure of Dg + Rg in B(H). Then L is a

C*-subalgebra of ilg. Since Rg is a two-sided ideal of the algebra Dg + Rg,

the C*-algebra Cg(H) is a two-sided ideal of L. Therefore it follows from

Corollary 1.8.4 [4] that Dg + Cs(H) is a C*-algebra, so L = Dg + Cg(H).
For A € B(H), set

¢(A)= Y Ps(n)APs(n) and A=A-¢(A).
neSp(S)

Then ¢ is a conditional expectation from B(H) onto Dg and
(2.4) l6(A) < Al and || A]l < 2[|A].

If Ac Ag then A € Ag and Closure (SA — AS) = Closure (SA — AS).
Assume that {A,} converge to A in Ag with respect to || - ||s. Then

|IA— A,|| = 0 and |Closure (S(A— A,) — (A— A,)S)|| — 0, as n — oo,
and therefore, by (1.2) and (2.4),

|A — Ay||s = [|A — Ay|| + [|Closure (S(A — A,,) — (A — 4,)9)||
(2.5) < 2[|A — A, || + ||Closure (S(A — A,) — (A — A4,)9)|| — 0,

as n — OQ.

Hence A, converge to A with respect to | - ||s.

Suppose now that B € Rg. Then there are {Bn} in Rg converging to
B with respect to || - ||s. It follows from (2.5) that B, converge to B with
respect to || - || and, since B,, belong to Rg, we obtain that B € Rg.

Finally, let C;, = A, + B, converge to C' in Ag with respect to || - ||s
where A,, € Dg and B,, € Rg. Then C’n = B and, by (2.5), B converge
to C with respect to | - ||s. Since, by the above argument, all B, belong to
Rg, the operator C also belong to Rg. Hence C € Dg + Rg and Dg + Rg
is a closed *-subalgebra of (Ag, || - ||s)- O
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Let S € Sz. We number the elements of Sp(S) in such a way that Sp(S) =
{ni}tier is an increasing sequence,

0<mn; for 0<¢, and 0>n;, for 0>i.

Then |i| < |n;| and, depending on S, the set I is either the set Z of all

integers, or the set of all integers from —oo to some m, or from m to co. We

consider the case when I = Z. Two other cases can be considered similarly.
Set

—1
psk) = (1nflmien i) . for k40, and ps(0) =0
1€

Since inficz [nirr — nil > |k|,

1
0<pg(k)§m, for k#0
Proposition 2.6. If
(2.6) ‘}im (nit1 —ni) = o0
(2.7) and Zp(k) converges
keZ

then g = Dg + Cg(H).

Proof. Let A = (A;;) € Ag, where A;; are bounded operators from Hg(n;)
into Hg(n;). Then the operator

B=SA-AS = (Bij)a where Bij = (nl — nj)Aij,
is bounded. Set b = || B||. Since || Byj|| < ||B||, for all i,j € Z,

, for i #£j.

2.8 Al < —m——
( ) H ’LJH— |7’”LZ—7’L]|
For k € Z\ 0 and m > 0, let
ijm =A;, if j=i+k and —m <i<m, and ijm = 0 otherwise.
Then the operator GF™ = (ijm) belongs to Rs. Taking into account (2.6)

and (2.8), we obtain that the operators G*™ converge uniformly in B(H) to
a bounded operator G¥ = (ij), as m — 00, where

ij = Ay, if j=1i+k, and ij =0 otherwise.
Therefore G* € Cs(H) and, by (2.8),
IG*) = Sup [| Aiirkl < bps (k).
It follows from (2.7) that the operator G =3 ;7\ G* belongs to Cs(H).

Since A — G € Dg , we obtain that A € Dg + Cg(H), so that
As C Dg+ Cg(H). It follows from Lemma 2.5 that g = Dg+ Cg(H). O
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Corollary 2.7. If there are a > 0, ¢ > 0 and an integer N such that
cli|* <njp1 —n;  for N <|ij

then g = Dg + Cs(H).

Proof. Condition (2.6), clearly, holds. Let k > 4N. Then

k
1 . .
= inf |n;4f — ny| = inf itp — Nitp—
ps (k) inf [y, — nil ’%sz:l(n +p — Mip—1)
[%] e k a+1 .
> o> - — (N —1)%
et (I

c kj a+1
> — .
“a+1 (4)
a+1
Similarly, if & < —2N then pg(k)™! > - (M> . Therefore condition

a1 \ 4
(2.7) also holds and the result follows from Proposition 2.6. O

Suppose now that dim(Hg(n)) = oo for all n € Sp(S) and let ng € Sp(5).
Set K = Hg(no). Then there exists a Hilbert space H with dim(H) = oo such
that the C*-algebra Cg(H) is isomorphic to the tensor product B(K)®QC(H)
where C'(H) is the C*-algebra of all compact operators on H. Choosing a
basis {e, }22; in H, we obtain that the algebra Dg is isomorphic to the von
Neumann algebra tensor product B(K)®L of B(K) and the W*-algebra £
of all operators on ‘H diagonal with respect to {e,}72 . From this and from
Proposition 2.6 we obtain the following result.

Corollary 2.8. Let S € Sz. If dim(Hg(n)) = oo for all n € Sp(S) and
conditions (2.6) and (2.7) hold then there exist Hilbert spaces K and H such
that Ug is isomorphic to B(K)RL+B(K)QC(H), where L is the W*-algebra
of all operators on 'H diagonal with respect to some basis.

Assume now that dim(Hg(n)) < oo for all n € Sp(S). Then Cs(H) co-
incides with the algebra C(H) of all compact operators on H. Taking into
account the definition of the ideal g and applying Proposition 2.6 we obtain
the following result.

Corollary 2.9. Let S € Sz and dim(Hg(n)) < oo for all n € Sp(S). If
conditions (2.6) and (2.7) hold then Ug = Dg + C(H) and As = Ds + Ks.

Example 2.10. Let {e;}° _ be an orthonormal basis in H and let

i=—00

Se; = sgn (i)|i|**%e;, where a > 0.
Then S € Sz and n; = sgn (i)]i|' ¢, so that
Nit1 — Ny

——— =1+a.
li|—c0 sgn (7) ]
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Therefore, by Corollaries 2.7 and 2.9, g = Dg + C(H) and Ag = Dg + Kg
where Dg is the algebra of all operators diagonal with respect to {e;}22_ .
Thus the quotient algebra Ag/Kg is isomorphic to the commutative

C*-algebra Dg/£ where £ is the algebra of all compact diagonal operators
on H. O

Let {e;}?2_ . be an orthonormal basis in H and let

Se; =ie; and Ue; = e;41, forall i€ Z.
Then S € Sz and U is the shift operator. We have that
UD(S) € D(S), U"D(S) € D(S) and (SU —US)|p(s) extends to U,

so that U € Ag. Hence g contains the C*-algebra C(Dg, U) generated by
U and by the commutative algebra Dg of all operators diagonal with respect

to {ei zgi—oo’

Problem 2.11. Is Yg = C(Dg,U)?

3. Dual and second dual spaces of the algebras Fg.

Let S be a closed symmetric operator. Recall that Fg is the closure with
respect to the norm || - ||s (see (1.2)) of the subalgebra of all finite rank
operators in Ag. If S is a bounded symmetric operator on H, it follows that
Fs=C(H) and Ag = B(H), so that Ag is isometrically isomorphic to the
second dual of Fg. In this section we study the structure of the dual and the
second dual spaces of the algebra Fg for unbounded symmetric operators
S. In the case when S is selfadjoint we establish the full analogy with the
bounded case: The algebra Ag is isometrically isomorphic to the second
dual of Fg.

By T(H) we denote the Banach *-algebra of trace class operators on H
with the norm

4] = 3 si(4) = Tr ((474)/2),
i=1

where {s;(A)}32, is the set of all eigenvalues of the positive compact operator
(A*A)V/2.

It is well known that T'(H) can be identified with the dual space of the
algebra C(H): For any T' € T'(H),

Fr(A) =Tr(AT), AecC(H),

is a bounded linear functional on C(H) and || Fr|| = |T'|; and that B(H) can
be identified with the dual space of T'(H): For any B € B(H),

0p(T)=Tr(BT), T eT(H),
is a bounded linear functional on T'(H) and ||0| = || B]|.
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_ Set B(H) = B(H) @ B(H) and C(H) = C(H) & C(H). Then B(H) and
C(H) are Banach spaces with the norm
lAe Bl = [lAll + B

Set JA“(H) =T(H)® T(H). It is a Banach space with the norm

|[R®T| =max(|R|,|T|), T,ReT(H),
and it can be identified with the dual space of C(H): For R,T € T(H),
(3.1) Frer(A® B) = Tr (AR) + Tr (BT), A® Be C(H),
is a bounded linear functional on C (H) and HEREBT” = |R @ T)|. Similarly,
B(H) can be identified with the dual space of T'(H): For A, B € B(H),
(3.2) 0aap(R®T)=Tr(AR) + Tr (BT), R®T e T(H),

is a bounded linear functional on T(H) and [|f4e5| = |A ® B
Set
As={A®Ag: Ac Ag} and Fg={A® Ag:Ac Fg},

where Ag = Closure (SA— AS). Then (Asg, | -[|s) and (As, - 1)s (Fs, - 11s)
and (Fg,| - ||) are isometrically isomorphic, since

[Alls = [|Al + | As]| = [[A & Asg]|.
Therefore .Kg is a closed subspace of B (H) and fs is a closed subspace of

C(H), since A € Fg implies Ag € C(H).
Set

Ty = {T e T(H): TD(S) C D(S*), T*D(S) C D(S*) and the operator
(S*T' —TS)|p(s) extends to a bounded trace class operator ']I‘}.

If T € ¥sNAg then Tg = Tg. In particular, if S is selfadjoint then Tg = Tg
for all T' € Tg5. Clearly, Tg is a linear subspace in T'(H) and

T ={Ts@T:T € Ts}
is a linear subspace in T(H). For T € Tg and z,u € D(S),
—((Tg)*z,u) = —(2,Tsu) = — (2, (S*T = TS)u) = (S*T* —T*S)z,u),
so that
(3.3) —(Ts)*|psy = (S™T™ = T*S)|p(sy = (T")s|p(s)-

Therefore T* € Tg.
For z,y € H, the rank one operator x ® y on H is defined by the formula

(3.4) (r®y)z = (z,2)y.
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It is easy to check that

(3.5) lz @yl = [l lyll;
ey =ye (z0y)(uev) = (v,)(uey),
R(zr®y) =2® Ry, and (z®y)R extends to (R*z)®y,
if R is a densely defined operator, y € D(R) and x € D(R"). Let {e;}32, be
a basis in H. Then

[e.e]

(o]
(3.6) Z T ®@Y)ej,€;) Z €, ) (Y €5)
7=1

Jj=1

o0
er]] (y, ).

Let x,y € D(S*) and T =z ® y. By (3.4) and (3.5),
(3.7) Tz = (z,z)y € D(S)
T'z=(y®@x)z = (z,y)x € D(S*), for z€ H,
and Tg=S5"T-TS =2 Sy — (S'z)®y e T(H),

so that T' € Tg. By &g we denote the set of all linear combinations of the
operators x ® y, for z,y € D(S*). Clearly, ® C Tg and

:{TS@T:TE(I)S}

is a linear subspace of ¥g.
Let X™* be the dual space of a Banach space X and Y be a linear subspace
of X. The annihilator

L={FeX*:F(y)=0, forall ycY}

of Y in X™* is a closed subspace of X* and from the general theory of Banach
spaces (see [5] 11.4.18 and [15] III, Problem 30) we have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. The dual space Y* of a closed subspace Y of X is isometrically
isomorphic to the quotient space X*/Y ' and the second dual Y** of Y is
isometrically isomorphic to Y+ where

L={0eX*:0(F)=0, foral FeY'‘}

Since Fg C C (H), the annihilator (j-:s)L is a closed subspace of the dual
space C(H)* = T(H) and, since &g C g C T(H), the annihilator (g)+
a closed subspace of the dual space T'(H)* = B(H).
Theorem 3.2. (i) $g is a closed subspace in T(H) an Ts.

( =
(i) (Tg)t C (Pg)t = {A® Ag: A€ Ag and AD(S*) C D(S) ./Zl\s.

‘—r—’m
\/
N
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Proof. Let Ts® T € g and z,y € D(S). Then A = 2 ® y € Fg and, by
(3.3) and (3.5),
(3.8) As =5z ®y) - (z@y)S=2® Sy — (S7) ® v,

AsT = (x @ Sy)T — ((Sz) @ y)T = (T*z) @ Sy — (T*Sz) ® v,

ATs = (z @ y)Ts = (Ts)"z) @y = (T75 = 5'T7)z) @ y.
Therefore, by (3.1), (3.6) and (3.8),

F’H‘S@T(A D As) =Tr (ATs) + TI“(AST)
=y, (IT"5 = §*T")x) + (Sy, T"z) — (y, T"Sx) = 0.

It follows from Lemma 3.1 [13] that any finite rank operator A in Fg
has the form A = > | x; ® y; where z;,y; € D(S). Hence Froor(A @
Ag) = 0 for any finite rank operator A € Fg. Since, by definition of Fg,
finite rank operators are dense in (Fg,| - ||s) and since (Fg,|| - |ls) and
(Fs, | - |]) are isometrically isomorphic, the operators A & Ag, where A are
finite rank operators, are dense in Fg. Since Fr g is continuous on C(H),
FTS@T(A ® Ag) = 0, for all A € Fg. Therefore Fryor € (Fs)*, so that
Ts C (Fs)- ~ R

Conversely, let R® T € (Fs)t C T(H) and let A = 2 ® y € Fg, where
x,y € D(S). From (3.1), (3.5), (3.6) and (3.8) it follows that

0= FR@T(A O] As) = TI“(AR) + TI‘(AsT)
= Tr((R'z) @ y) + Tr[(T"2) @ Sy — (T"Sz) @ y]
= (y, R'z) + (Sy, T"z) — (y, T" Sx).
Hence
(Sy,T"z) = (y,(T*S — R")x), forall =,y € D(S).
Therefore T*x € D(S*) and S*T*z = (T*S — R*)x. Thus T*D(S) C D(S¥)
and
(Sz,Ty) = (T"Sz,y) = (S"T"z,y) + (R'z,y) = (z,TSy) + (z, Ry).
From this it follows that Ty € D(S*) and S*Ty = T'Sy + Ry. Hence
TD(S) € D(S*) and Rlps) = S5"T|ps) — TS| p(s)

Therefore T' € ¥¢g and R = Tg. Thus (.7?5)J- C g, so that (.7?5)L = <.
From this we also obtain that Tg is a closed subspace of f(H ). Part (i) is
proved.

Since &g C Tg, we have (ifg)L C (i)S)L. Let now A& Ag € ﬁs and
AD(S*) C D(S). It was shown in Lemma 3.1 [13] that

As|psey = (S"A — AS™)|p(s+)-
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For xz,y € D(S*), the operator T' = x ® y belongs to &g and, taking the
above equality into account, we obtain from (3.5) and (3.7) that

AsT =2z ® Asy =2 ® (S*A— AS™)y and
ATs = Az ® S™y — (S"2) ®y) = 2 ® AS™y — (5"z) ® Ay.
Therefore, by (3.2) and (3.6),
Oneas(Ts & T) = Tr(ATs) 4 Tr(AsT)
= (AS*y,z) — (Ay, S™z) 4+ (S* Ay, z) — (AS*y, x)
= (S"Ay,z) — (Ay, S™x).
Since AD(S*) C D(S), it follows that S*Ay = SAy and (Ay,S*z) =

(SAy,x). Hence Oag 44 (Ts®T) = 0 and, by linearity, it holds for all T € ®g.
Therefore

(3.9) {A® Ag: Ac Ag and AD(S*) C D(S)} C (ds)" .

Conversely, let A® B € (®g)*. Then, for every z,y € D(S*), T = 2®y €

dg and
9,4@3(']1‘5 D T) = TI“(ATs) + TI“(BT) = 0.
By (3.5), BT = x® By and, as above, ATg = x® AS*y— (S*z)® Ay. Hence,
by (3.6),
0= (AS*y, $) - (Ay7 S*l’) + (By, (E)
Thus
(Ay, S*z) = (AS*y,x) + (By,x), for all z,y € D(S™).

Therefore Ay € D(S**) and S** Ay = AS*y+ By. Since S is closed, S** = §
and we obtain that
Restricting (3.10) to D(S), we have

Making use of (3.10), we obtain that for z € D(S) and u € D(S*),

(A%z, 8%u) = (2, AS*u) = (z,SAu) — (2, Bu) = (A*Sz,u) — (B*z,u).
Therefore A*z € D(S**). Since S** = S, we have A*D(S) C D(S). Thus
AceAgand B=Ag,s0 AP B=A® Ag € Ag. Taking into account that
AD(S*) C D(S), we obtain that

(bs)F C{A® As: Ac As and AD(S*) C D(S)}.
Combining this with (3.9), we complete the proof of the theorem. O

Since the Banach spaces (Fs, ||-|ls) and (Fs, ||+ ||) and the Banach spaces
(As, |l - lls) and (As, || - ||) are isometrically isomorphic and since (Fg, || - ||)
is a closed subspace of C(H), Lemma 3.1 and Theorem 3.2 yield:
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Corollary 3.3. The dual space of the Banach *-algebra (Fg, || - |ls) is iso-
metrically isomorphic to the quotient space T(H)/%g and the second dual
space of (Fs,|| - |ls) is isometrically isomorphic to a closed subspace of

(As, [ - lls)-

The following example shows that if S is not selfadjoint then, generally
speaking, (®g)* # Ag, so that (Fg)'+ # Ag and the second dual space of
(Fs, |l - |ls) is isometrically isomorphic to a proper subspace of (Ag, | - |ls)-

Example 3.4. Let, as in Example 2.2, H = L?(0,1) and the operator S =
i4 with domain D(S) = {h(t) : h,h’ € L»(0,1) and h(0) = h(1) = 0}. Then
S is a symmetric operator, non-selfadjoint and
D(S*) = {h(t) : b, € L*(0,1)}.

Let g(t) be a differentiable function on [0, 1] such that g(0) # 0 and let M,
be the bounded operator of multiplication by g(t) on H. Then M, € Ag.
If h(t) € D(S*) and h(0) # 0 then (Myh)(0) = g(0)h(0) # 0, so that
Myh ¢ D(S). Thus My, @ (My)s ¢ {A® Ag: A e Ag and AD(S*) C D(S)}.
Hence (dg)* # As.

Assume now that S is selfadjoint. Then D(S*) = D(S5), Ts = T, for
T e %g, and

Ts={TeTH)NAs:Ts € T(H)} C As.

It is well known (see, for example, [5] and [6]) that the algebra T'(H) is a
two-sided ideal of B(H) and if A € B(H) and B € T(H) then
(3.11) |AB| < [[Al[B], |B*[=[B| and |[B| <|BJ.

We consider now two equivalent norms on ¥g:

[Ty = |T| + |Ts| and |T|2 = max(|T|,|Ts|), for T € Ts.
Since
Ts =T and |T|e = max(|T|,|Ts|) = |Ts @ T|, for T € Tg,

(s, |- |2) is isometrically isomorphic to .

Proposition 3.5. Let S be selfadjoint. Then:
(i) Ts C Fs and (Ts, |- |2) is a two-sided Banach As -module;
(i) (Ts,| - 1) is a Banach *-algebra and a D-subalgebra of C(H)
(see (1.1)) with D = 1.

Proof. It was shown in [13] that if S is selfadjoint then Fg coincides with
the algebra Jg = {A € Ag : A and Ag belong to C(H)}. Since Tg C Jg,
we obtain that Tg C Fg. R

In Theorem 3.2(i) it was shown that Tg is a closed subspace of T(H).
Since (Ts,| - |2) is isometrically isomorphic to ¥g, it is a Banach space.
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Since the norms |- |; and |- |2 are equivalent, (Tg,| - |1) is also a Banach

space.
For A, B € Ag,

(AB)s|p(sy = (SAB — ABS)|p(s)
= [(SA— AS)B + A(SB — BSY)]|p(s) = (AsB + ABs)|ps),
so that
(3.12) (AB)s — AsB + ABs.

Let T € g and A € Ag. Then T,Tg € T(H). Since Tg C Ag and T'(H)

is a two-sided ideal of B(H), it follows that AT € T(H)N.Ag and, by (3.12),
(AT)S = AT + AT € T(H)
Therefore AT € Tg. Making use of (3.11), we obtain that
|AT | = max (|AT], |(AT)s|) < max (|| A[[ T, [[As]| |T] + [[A]l [Ts])
< (I1A]l + | As[)) max(|T, |Ts|) = [|Alls|T]2-

Similarly, TA € Tg and |T'A|2 < ||Al|g|T|2. Thus (s, |- |2) is a two-sided
Banach Ag-module. Part (i) is proved.

From (i) and from the fact that Tg C Ag, we have that Tg is an algebra.
We also have that T* € Tg and, since Tg = Tg, it follows from (3.3) that

(T*)s = —(Ts)* € T(H). Taking this and (3.11) into account, we obtain
that

Ty = [T+ (T*)s| = |T*| + | = (Ts)*| = |T| + |Ts| = [T
and
ITR[y = |TR|+ [(TR)s| = |TR| + |[TsR+ TRs)|
< |IT|[|R| + |Ts| | R|| + [|T| |Rs]
<|T||R| + |Ts| |R| + |T||Rs| < |T'[1 [R|1,

for T, R € Tg. Hence (¥g, |- |1) is a Banach *-algebra.
Clearly, Tg is dense in C(H). For T, R € Tg, it follows from (3.11) that

TR = |[TR|+ [(T'R)s| = |TR| + |TsR + TRs|
< TWIR[+ Ts[ |1 B]| + [IT|| | Rs]
< TR+ |Rs]) + (1T + [TsD R
= [T Rl + |ThI[RI.
Thus (Tg,|-|1) is a D-subalgebra of C'(H) with the constant D = 1. O

If S is selfadjoint, it follows from Theorem 3.2 that (<i>5)L = .Zs and

(Bs) ™ = (%) C (@5)" = As.
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In order to prove that (.7?5)lL = .Zs it suffices to show that ®g is dense
in €g. For this we need the following lemma which is a partial case of
the general result obtained by Gohberg and Krein [6, Theorem 6.3] for
symmetrically normable ideals.

Lemma 3.6. Let T € T(H) and let Q, be finite rank projections which
converge to 1 in the strong operator topology. Then

T —Q,T|—0 and |T —TQn| — 0, as n — oo.
Proof. Let A = x®y, x,y € H. By (3.5), A*A = ||y||?(x®x) and the operator
(A*A)Y/? = %(az@x) has only one non-zero eigenvalue A = ||z|| ||y||. Hence
(3.13) o @yl = [A] = Te(AA)/2 = X = |||l ||yl
T = Zle x; ® y; is a finite rank operator then, by (3.5) and (3.13),

k
‘T_QnT’ = < Z’x®(yi _Qnyiﬂ

i=1

k
> 2 ® (i — Quyi)
=1

k
= il lly: — Quuill — 0,
i=1
as n — oo. For any T in T'(H) and any € > 0, there is a finite rank operator

T. such that |T'— T.| < e. Making use of the inequality (3.11), we obtain
that

’T - QnT| < ‘T_ Ta‘ + ‘TE - QnT8’ + |Qn(T - Te)’
<e+|T: — QuTe| + || Qnll | T - T¢|
<2+ |T: — QT3]

Since T is a finite rank operator, by the above argument, there is n. such
that |7 — Q,T:| < e, for n > n.. Hence |T'— Q,T| < 3¢ and |T' — Q,,T| — 0,
as n — oo. Similarly, one can prove that |T'— TQ,| — 0, as n — oc. O

Proposition 3.7. Let S be selfadjoint. Then ®g is dense in (Tg, |- |1).

Proof. Let [S] be the selfadjoint operator constructed in Section 2. Then
D(S) = D([S]), so that &g = ®(g). Since B = S — [5] is a bounded operator,
BT —TB e€T(H), for T € T(H). Therefore, taking into account that

(ST —T8S)p(s) = ([S]T = T[S p(sy + (BT — TB)p(s):

we conclude that Tg = Tg) and Ts = Tg) + BT — T'B.
Making use of (3.11), we obtain that for any 7" € Tg,

T|+ |T| = IT| + |Tis) + BT — TB|
< |T| + |Tig)| +2[1BI T
< (1+2|B|) (1T + | Tis))) -
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Similarly, [T|+|Tjg| < (1+2[|B|)(|T'|+|Ts|). Thus the norms |-|; generated
by the operators S and [S] on g are equivalent. Hence to obtain the proof
we only have to show that (g is dense in (Tg, | - [1).

In every subspace Hg(n) (see (2.2)) we choose an increasing sequence of
finite-dimensional projections {Qﬁ}z‘;l converging to the projection Pg(n)
(see (2.1)) in the strong operator topology as k — 0o. Set

k
Q"= > aQ;.
n=—k
Then QF are finite-dimensional projections commuting with [S]. Hence
QF e ®(s). The projections QF converge to 1x in the strong operator topol-
ogy. Let T' € Tjg). Then Q,T € P[5 and

[S]Q"T — Q*T[S] = Q*[SIT — Q*T[S] = Q([SIT - T[S)) = Q"T1s).

Therefore (QkT)[S} = QkT[S].
Since T, Tig) € T'(H), we obtain from Lemma 3.6 that

T Q" =0 and |Tig — (Q"T)ig| = |Tis) — @*Tig| =0, as & — ox.

Hence
T = QT = T = QT + |Tjs) — (@Q*T) 5| — 0

as k — oo, so that (g is dense in (Tg}, |- [1). O

Corollary 3.8. Let S be a selfadjoint operator. Then:
(i) the Banach *-algebra (Zg,|-|1) is simple;
(i) (T5)* = (®5)* = As;
(iii) the dual space of (Ts, |- |2) is isometrically isomorphic to the quotient
space B(H)/Ag.

Proof. Let I be a closed two-sided ideal of (Tg,|-|1) and 0 # T € I.
Since D(S) is dense in H, there is € D(S) such that Tx # 0. Since S
is selfadjoint, it follows from the definition of ¥g that Tx € D(S). From
this and from the discussion before Lemma 3.1 we obtain that the rank one
operators y ® x and Tz ® z belong to Tg for any y,z € D(S). By (3.5),
Ty®z)=(y®Tz) € I and

(Tz®2)(y®T) = |Tz|*(y®2) € L.

Thus y ® z € I and, therefore, &g C I. Since [ is closed, we obtain from
Proposition 3.7 that I = Tg. Part (i) is proved.

Since the norms |- |; and | - |2 are equivalent on Tg, it follows from
Proposition 3.7 that ®g is dense in (¥g,| - |2). Taking into account that
(Tg,| - |2) is isometrically isomorphic to the closed subspace $g of T(H),
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we obtain that the linear subspace ®g is dense in €g. From this and from
Theorem 3.2(ii) we obtain ($g)* = (®g)+ = Ag. Part (ii) is proved.

The dual space of (Tg, |- |2) is isometrically isomorphic to the dual space
of the closed subspace Tg of f(H) Since f(H)* = ]§(H)7 part (iii) follows
from (ii) and from Lemma 3.1. O

Theorem 3.9. If S is a selfadjoint operator then (fg)iJ- = Ag and the
second dual space of the algebra (Fg,| - ||s) is isometrically isomorphic to
the algebra (As, | - ||s)-

Proof. Combining Theorem 3.2(i) and Corollary 3.8(ii) yields (Fg)*+ = Ag.
Therefore it follows from Lemma 3.1 that the second dual space of (Fg, || - ||)
is isometrically isomorphic to (Ag, ||-||). Taking into account that (Fg, ||-||s)

is isometrically isomorphic to (Fg, || - |) and that (Ag, || - ||s) is isometrically
isomorphic to (Ag, || - ||), we complete the proof. O

4. Isomorphism of the algebras Fs and Ag.

In this section we study the problem of classification of the algebras Fg
and Ag up to *-isomorphism. For isometrical *-isomorphism this problem
is completely solved in Theorem 4.4. As far as bounded but not necessar-
ily isometrical *-isomorphism is concerned, we have obtained some partial
results in Theorems 4.6 and 4.8 for the case when S is selfadjoint.

Banach *-algebras (A, || ||.4) and (B,]| ||g) are *-isomorphic if there is a
bounded *-isomorphism ¢ from A onto B. They are isometrically
*-isomorphic if, in addition, ||¢(A)||g = ||A]|.4, for A € A.

Let (A, | ||a) and (B, || ||g) be Banach *-algebras of operators on Hilbert
spaces H and H (the norms || - || 4 and || - || do not, generally speaking,
coincide with the operator norms in B(H ) and B(H)) and let ¢ be a bounded
*_isomorphism from A onto B. An isometry operator U from H into H
implements ¢ if

p(A)=UAU*, Aec A

Lemma 4.1. Let R and T be symmetric operators on H, S be a symmetric
operators on H, U be an isometry operator from H onto H and t € R.

(i) If Fr = Fr then the norms || - ||r and || - ||z on this algebra are
equivalent, so that the Banach *-algebras (Fr, || - ||r) and (Fr, | - ||7)
are *-isomorphic.

(ii) If R = £T + t1y then Fr = Fr and the norms || - |gr and || - |7
coincide.

(iii) If S = A\ UTU* 4+ B, where 0 # X\ € R and B is a bounded selfadjoint
operator, then A — UAU* is a bounded *-isomorphism from (Fr, ||||T)
onto (Fs,| - |ls). If A = £1 and B = t1g then A — UAU* is an
isometric *-isomorphism.
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The same results hold for the algebras Ag.

Proof. By Proposition 3.2 [13], the algebras Fr and Fp are semisimple.
Hence if Fr = Fr then it follows from Johnson’s uniqueness of norm theorem

that the norms || - ||z and || - ||z on this algebra are equivalent. Therefore
the identity mapping is a bounded *-isomorphism from (Fg, || - ||r) onto
(Fr, |- lI7)-

Let R = +£T + t1%. Then D(R) = D(T) and Ar = Ag for any A € Ar.
Hence ||Al|r = ||A|lr and Ar = Ar. The sets of finite rank operators in the
algebras Fr and Fr coincide and, since these algebras are the closures of
these sets with respect to the norm || - ||, we obtain that Fs = Fr.

If S=AUTU* 4 B then D(S) =UD(T) and, for A € Ar,

UAU*D(S) =UAD(T) CUD(T) = D(S) and
SUAU* —UAU*S = \U(TA - AT)U* + (BA — AB),
so that UAU* € Ag and (UAU*)s = ANUApU* + (BA — AB). Thus
As = UArU* and
[UAU"||s = [[UAU|| + [(UAU")s|| = [[Al + [A\UATU + (BA — AB)|
< [|A[ -+ AAN + 2[ B [A]l < max(A, 1+ 2[| B[)[[Allr,
so that ¢(A) = UAU* is a bounded *-isomorphism from (Ar, | - |r) onto

(As, || - |ls)- If A is a finite rank operator in Az then UAU* is a finite rank
operator in Ag. Therefore Fg = ¢(Fr). O

Let S be a symmetric operator with domain D(.S). It was shown in Lemma
3.1 [13] that a finite rank operator A belongs to Fg if and only if

(4.1) A= sz ®vi, where z;,y; € D(S).
i=1

Theorem 4.2. Let S and T be symmetric operators on H and H and let
B and C be closed *-subalgebras of (As, || - ||s) and (A, | - ||l1), respectively,
such that Fs C B and Fr C C. Let v be a bounded *-isomorphism from C
onto B and let ¢ = | Fr. Then:

(1) ¢ is a bounded *-isomorphism of (Fr,| - ||7) onto (Fs,|| - |s);

(ii) there is an isometry operator U from H onto H implementing 1:

Y(A) =UAU*, for AeC,
and D(S) =UD(T) and Fyry~ = Fs.

Proof. For x,y € D(T), x #0,y #0,set Y = p(x ®@y). If Y is not a rank
one operator, there are z,u € D(S) such that Yz #0, Yu # 0 and Yz 1Yu.
Since Y € Ag, we have that Yz, Yu € D(S), so that Yz ® z € Fg and
u®Yu € Fg. By (3.5)

(4.2) Yze2) (ueYu)=(Yu,Yz)(u®z) =0.
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Since (z ® 2)* = 2 ® z and ¢ is a *-isomorphism, it follows from (3.5) that

(P zor)0y=(zey) (¢ (ze2)]
oIV i re ) = g @ YE) £0.
Thus ¢~} (2® 2z)x # 0. Similarly, ¢! (u®u)z # 0. From this and from (3.5)
and (4.2) it follows that
0= H(Yz02)(u®Yu) =¢ (22 2)Y*'Y(u®u))
= (2@ 2)p (Y (V) H(u @ u)

=0 (2@ ) (@Y (uBu)
=¢ lze)|ylP@e ) (uou)
= [yl (e (u @ u)a] © [p~! (2 ® 2)a]) # 0.

This contradiction shows that Y is a rank one operator. Hence Y € Fg and,
by (4.1), ¢ maps all finite rank operators in Fr into finite rank operators in
Fs. Since ¢ is bounded ¢(Fr) C Fs. Similarly, o~ (Fs) C Fr, so that ¢ is
a bounded *-isomorphism from Fr onto F. Part (i) is proved.

Fix g € D(T), ||zo|| = 1. Since z¢ ® ¢ is a projection, p(rg ® xo) is
a one-dimensional projection in Fg. By (4.1), we can choose & in D(S),
0|l = 1, such that ¢(z¢ ® zg) = & ® &. Let y € D(T'). Making use of the
equality zo ® y = (20 ® y)(xo ® o), we obtain that

p(zo @y) = p(x0 @ y)p (o0 ® 20)
= @20 @ y) (&0 ® o) = &0 ® (0 © y)&o-
Since p(xg®y) € Fg, it follows from (4.1) that ¢(xg®y)& belongs to D(S).
Now U :y € D(T) — ¢(zo ® y)& is a linear mapping from D(T') into
D(S) and p(zo ® y) = & ® Uy. Then
((y @ z0)(z0 @ y)) = [|yl* (20 @ 20) = ly]|* (€0 ® &)
= ¢((z0 ©@y)")p(z0 @ y)
= Uy ® &)(& © Uy) = [|Uy]* (& © &).

Thus |Uy||? = ||y||?, for y € D(T), and U extends to an isometry operator
from H into H which we also denote by U. We have that, for xz,y € D(T),

(4.3) Pz ®@y) = ¢((ro @ y)(z @ 30)) = (§ @ Uy) (o @ Uz)*
=Uz@Uy=U(z®y)U".

Similarly, there is an isometry operator V' which maps D(S) into D(T)
such that ¢ 1 (¢ ®@n) = VE® Vn, for £, € D(S). Hence

Eon=plp ' (Ean)=p(VER VY =UVERQ UV
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Thus UVE = A(§)€ where A is a function on D(S) such that |A(§)] = 1.
Hence UD(T) = D(S). Since D(S) is dense in H and U is an isometry
operator, we have UH = H.

Let A € C and set R = U*Y(A)U. Then x ® y € Fp, for any z,y € D(T),
and, since Fr is an ideal of Ap, we have A(z ® y) = 2 ® Ay € Fr. By (4.3),

Rz®y) =UA)U(x®y) =UYA)U(xy)UU
=Up(A)p(z @ y)U = U*p(A)p(z @ y)U
=U"(A(z @ y))U =U"p(z @ Ay)U = x ® Ay.
Therefore R(x ® y) =  ® Ry = = ® Ay, so that Ry = Ay. Thus R = A and
W(A) =UAU".

The operator F' = UTU* is symmetric and D(F) = UD(T) = D(S). By
Lemma 4.1, Fp = UFpU* and A — UAU* is an isometric *-isomorphism

from (Fr,| - ||7) onto (Fr,| - || r). Hence
o(U*BU)=UU*BU)U* =B, for B¢€ Fp,
is a bounded *-isomorphism from Fg onto Fg. Therefore Frp = Fg. O

It was shown in Theorem 3.4 [13] that the algebra (Fs,| - |ls) has a
bounded approximate identity if and only if S is selfadjoint. Making use of
this and of Theorem 4.2, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.3. If the algebras Fs and Fr are *-isomorphic or the alge-
bras As and Ar are *-isomorphic then the operators S and T are either
selfadjoint or non-selfadjoint at the same time.

Apart from the sufficient conditions of Lemma 4.1 and the necessary con-
ditions of Corollary 4.3 for two algebras Fg and Fp to be *-isomorphic we do
not know any other sufficient or necessary condition in the case when S and
T are arbitrary symmetric operators. Later, in Theorem 4.6 and Corollary
4.8 we consider a particular case when the operators S and T are selfadjoint.

It follows from Theorem 4.2 that if Fg and Fr are *-isomorphic, they are
unitary isomorphic. This, however, does not necessarily imply that they are
isometrically isomorphic. In the following theorem we obtain necessary and
sufficient conditions for algebras Fs and Fr to be isometrically *-isomorphic.

Theorem 4.4. The algebras (Fs, | - ||s) and (Fr,| - ||7) are isometrically
*-isomorphic if and only if there are X € R and an isometry operator U
such that S — X1y = £UTU*. The same result holds for (Ag,| - ||s) and

(A7, || I)-

Proof. From Lemma 4.1 it follows that the conditions of the theorem are
sufficient. From Theorem 4.2 it follows that if these conditions are necessary
for the algebras (Fs, || -[|s) and (Fr, || - |) to be isometrically *-isomorphic,
they are also necessary for the algebras (Ag, || - ||s) and (Ap, | - ||7)-
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Let ¢ be an isometric *-isomorphism from (Fr, | - ||7) onto (Fg,| - |s)

and let U be the isometry operator as in Theorem 4.2 which implements ¢:
p(A) =UAU*, for A€ Fr.

Set ' = UTU*. Then F is a symmetric operator on H, D(S) = D(F) =
UD(T) and Fg = Fp. Since ¢ is isometric, the norms || - ||s and || - ||r
coincide.

We will show that there is A € R such that either S — A1y = F or
S— Ay =-F.

Step 1. Suppose that z € D(S) is not an eigenvector of S and ||z|| = 1. Set
s=(Sz,2), t=(Fz2z), R=S-s1ly and G=F —tly.

Since S an F' are symmetric, s,t € R, the operators R and G are symmetric
and

(4.4) D(R)=D(G), Rz#0 and (Rzz)=(Gzz2)=0.

Set D = D(R) = D(G). Since Fg = Fr and the norms || - || and || - ||F
coincide, it follows from Lemma 4.1 that Fr = Fg and the norms || - ||z and
|| - || coincide.

Taking into account that R and G are symmetric, we obtain from (3.5)
that

ly@z|r=ly@z|+|y® Rr — (Ry) @z = |ly ® z||c
= ly®z| + ly® Gz — (Gy) ® x|,

for x,y € D. Therefore
(4.5) ly ® Rz — (Ry) @ || = [ly ® Gz — (Gy) @ .
Represent the elements Rz and Gz in the form
(4.6) Rr = a(x)r +xzr and Gz = [B(z)x + zq,
where zr and zg are orthogonal to . Then
a(@) |2 = (Re,x) = (v, Re) = a(@) ]|
Thus «a(z) is real, for x € D. Therefore

rt@Rr—(Rr)@z=0o(z)(r@z)+2r@rp —a(r)(r®2) —sr®x
=rQRITRp —TRAIDX.

Since z and xg are orthogonal, any u € H can be represented in the form
u = vx+T1rr~+u, where v,7 € C and wu is orthogonal to z and xg. Therefore

lull = w2l + [l + ]
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and, by (3.5),
Iz ®@2p +ar @ 2)ul® = |[(u2)zr + (u,zr) 2|
2
= v lzlPzr + Tlzrl 2|
= [P |zl ekl + 7P ller]* 2]
= ll2lPllzrl® (v |lll* + |7[|lzr]1%).
Consequently,
lz ® Rz — (Rz) @ z||* = |z ® 2r — zr @ ® = ||z ]*[lzr]*.
Similarly, ||z ® Gz — (Gz) ® z||? = ||z|]?||z¢||* and it follows from (4.5)
that
lzrll = l|zgll, for z € D.
Therefore we obtain from (4.6) that for x € D
1z Reel|* — (R, ) * = [l2]|* (Ju() P[l|® + [l rl*) = lee() P [l]*

2

= llzl*llz&l* = ll]*[lzc]

= [lz|?|G2l* = (G, ).

Hence

(4.7) lz* (| Rz|* — |G2]*) = |(Rz, )* — |(Gz, x)|*.
In particular, it follows from (4.4), (4.6) and (4.7) that

(4.8) Rz=zr, Gz=z; and ||Rz||=|Gz|.

Step 2. Set D = {y € D : yis orthogonal to z}. Let y € D% and x = y+puz,
pu € C. Then [|z[|? = [ly[|* + 2|1 = [ly[|* + |w|* and, by (4.8),

IRz|* — |Gal|* = | Ryl* + |uRz||* + 2Re[u(Rz, Ry)]
—Gyl? = InG=|* — 2Re[u(G=, Gy)]
= A+ 2Re(uB),
where
A=|[Ry|* ~ |Gy|* and B = (RzRy) - (Gz,Gy).
Since R is symmetric, it follows from (4.4) that
(Rz,z) = (Ry,y) + (uRz,y) + (Ry, pz) + (uRz, pz)
= (Ry,y) + 2Re[u(Rz, y)].

Similarly, (Gz, ) = (Gy,y) + 2Re[u(Gz, y)].
Let p = re™. Substituting all this in (4.7), we obtain that

(4.9)  (|lyl|* + 73 [A + 2rRe(e'¥ B)]
= {(Ry,y) + 2rRele” (Rz,y)]}* — {(Gy, y) + 2rRe[e™ (Gz,y)]}>.
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Set
C = (Ry,y)Rele™ (Rz,y)] = (Gy,y)Rele(Gz,y)]  and
E = {Re[¢"(Rz,y)]}* — {Re[e" (Gz,y)]}*.
Since R and G are symmetric, (Ry,y) and (Gy,y) are real. Hence
C = Re{e™[(Ry,y)(Rz,y) — (Gy,y)(Gz,y)]}.
Comparing the coefficients of the same powers of 7 in (4.9), we obtain that
Re(¢¥B) =0, A=4E and C=0.

Taking into account that Re (e K) = 0, for 0 < ¢ < 27, implies K = 0,
we obtain that C' = 0 implies

(4.10) (Ry, y)(Rz,y) — (Gy,y)(Gz,y) = 0.
Set (Rz,y) = ae® and (Gz,y) = ce’. Then

E=a* [Re (ei(erb))] ‘L c [Re <e"(w+d))} ’
= a®cos®(1p + b) — 2 cos*(¢p + d).

Since A = 4F and since A does not depend on v, neither does E. Hence
a?>=c?andd=bord=>b+m. Since a >0 and ¢ > 0, a = ¢. Thus

(4.11) (Rz,y) = £(Gz,y), for y € Dy.
Since D is dense in H, D is dense in the subspace {Cz}+. Hence (4.11)
holds for all y € {Cz}*. From (4.9) it follows that Rz = zp € {Cz}*.

Substituting Rz for y in (4.11), we obtain ||Rz| = (Rz, Rz) = £(Gz, Rz).
Let Gz = vRz 4+ u, where v € C and u is orthogonal to Rz. Then

|Rz||* = £(Gz, Rz) = +v||Rz|*.
Since Rz # 0 (see (4.4)), v = £1. Taking (4.9) into account, we obtain
|Rz||* = ||G2||* = (vRz + u, vRz + u)
— P Re? + llul? = | R2? + lu
Hence u = 0 and either Rz = Gz or Rz = —Gz.

Step 3. Let Rz = Gz. Set W = R— G. Then W is symmetric, Wz = 0 and
it follows from (4.10) that

[(Ry,y) — (Gy, 9)l(Rz,y) = (Wy,y)(Rz,y) =0, for y € Dy.
Any z € D can be represented in the form © = y + pz where p € C and
y € D%. Then Wx = Wy and, since (Rz,2) = 0, we have (Rz,7) = (Rz,y).
Since Wz =0,

(Wz,z)(Rz,z) = (Wy,y + pz)(Rz,y)
= [(Wy,y) + (y, kW 2)|(Rz,y) = Wy, y)(Rz,y) = 0.
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Therefore
(4.12) (Wz,z)(Rz,z) =0, for z € D.

Let X = {z € H : (Rz,z) = 0} be the orthogonal complement of the
subspace {CRz} in H. By (4.4), Rz # 0, so X has codimension 1. Set
D={xeD:x¢ X} Since D is dense in H, D is also dense in H. For
x € D, we have (Rz,z) # 0. Hence, by (4.12),

(Wz,z) =0.

If 2,y € D, there is » > 0 such that = 4+ re’¥y € D, for all 0 < ¢ < 2.
Taking into account that W is symmetric, we obtain that

0=W((x+ reiwy), T+ rewy) = Wz,x) + QTRe[eiw(Wy, x)] + r2(Wy, Y)
= 2rRele™ (Wy, z)].

Hence (Wy,x) = 0. Since D is dense in H, we have Wy = 0, for y € D.

Let uw € DN X, so that (Rz,u) = 0. For y € D, (Rz,y+u) = (Rz,y) # 0.
Hence y+u €D and 0 = W(y +u) = Wy + Wu = Wu. Thus Wz = 0, for
all x € D, so that R = G. Hence S — sl = F —tly. Setting A = s — t, we
obtain that

S—ANg=F=UTU".

Similarly, in the case when Rz = —Gz we obtain that S — A\lg = —F =
—UTU* which concludes the proof of the theorem. O

In the rest of this section we study conditions for the algebras Fg and
Fr to be *-isomorphic but not necessarily isometrically *-isomorphic in the
case when S and T are selfadjoint operators. Taking Theorem 4.2(ii) into
account, we may assume, without loss of generality, that Fg = Fr and
D(S) = D(T).

In Example 4.7 we show that the coincidence of the domains of selfadjoint
operators S and T' even in the case when Sp(S) C Z, Sp(T') C Z and S and
T have the same sets of eigenvectors is not sufficient for Fg = Fr. In
other words, the algebras Fg and Fr may be the closures of the same set of
finite rank operators and, nevertheless, be non-isomorphic. Necessary and
sufficient conditions for these algebras to be *-isomorphic will be obtained
in Theorem 4.6.

Let $ be a Hilbert space with an orthogonal basis {e;}3°__ . Every op-
erator T' in B($)) has a matrix representation T' = (t;;), —oo < 4,j < 00,
where t;; = (Tej,e;). A matrix M = (m;;), —oo < 4,5 < 00, is called a
Schur multiplier, if, for any T' = (t;;) € B($), the matrix M o T = (myjti;)
belongs to B($)). Then T'— M o T is a bounded map of B($)) into itself; it
will also be denoted by M and its norm by |M|pg(g).
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Let H = Y ;2 ®H; be an orthogonal sum of Hilbert spaces H;. Ev-
ery operator A in B(H) has a block-matrix representation A = (4;;),
—00 < 4,j < 00, where A;; are bounded operators from H; into H;.

Lemma 4.5. Let M = (my;) be a Schur multiplier on $). It defines a
bounded operator M on B(H) by the formula

Mx A= (miinj), where A = (AZ]) S B(H),
and |M|py = IM| -

Proof. Let G = {g;}72_., and F' = {f;}32__, be sequences of elements
such that g;, f; € Hj and |g;| = [If;|| = 1. For A = (A;;) € B(H), let
TGF(A) = (aiGjF) , —00 < 1,j < 00, be the matrix such that

(4.13) agF = (Aijgj,fi) e C.
For a = Z;’i_oo Gaje; € H and [ = Z;’i_oo ®Bje; € 9, set
0o o0
= Z ®ojg; and yg = Z DB f;-
j=—o0 j=—oo
Then xg,yg € H, H$§H = |||, = || || and

(Axa,yﬁ) = Z Z ajBi(Aijgj7fi)

1=—00 j——oo

= Z Z a;fiai’ = (TF (A)a, B) .

1=—00 j=—00

Therefore T%¥(A) € B($) and

‘ Azg, yg ‘
(4.14) Al = sup u
w8 Gr gl ||o5
G.F
= sup Sup|(T (A)auﬁ)‘ —SupHTGF A)H
r \as  NlllIA oF

It follows from (4.13) that T (M x A) = M oT%¥(A). Since M is a Schur
multiplier, M o T%F(A) € B($) and, by (4.14),

M x Al = sup HTG’F(M x A)|| = sup HMoTG’F(A)H
G.F G.F
< sup [M (s |77 (A)]| = [M |5 sp |77 (4)]

= |M|ps)IAll.
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Hence |[M|py < [M|p(g). On the other hand, it is easy to see that
|M|p(g) < [M|pr). Thus IM|pm) = |M|p(s)- O

Let S and T be selfadjoint operators on H and assume that Sp(S) C Z,
Sp(T') C Z and that

oo
H = Z @H; where S’Hl :SilHia T’H,- :ti]-H“

1=—00

si#s; and t; #t; ifi # j.

Set
5 — 5
M = (m;;) where m;; = tz tj’ for i #j, and m; =0, and
t b
ti —t

N = (n;j) where n;; = , for i#£ 74, and nyg =0.

Si — 85
Theorem 4.6. Fgs = Fr if and only if M and N are Schur multipliers.

Proof. In every H; we choose a non-decreasing sequence of finite-dimensional
projections {QY }gozl which converge to 1p, in the strong operator topology
as p — 00. Set Qp = >_7_  @©QF. The finite-dimensional projections @,
commute with S and T, belong to FsNFr and converge to 1 in the strong
operator topology. Therefore |Qplls = [|@QpllT = [|@Qp| = 1.

For any A = (A4;;) € As N Ar,

As=SA—AS = (AY) and Ap =TA— AT = (4]),
where A;-gj = (s; — sj)Ai; and Ag; = (t; —tj)Aij. Set B = Ap. Then Ag =
M x B,
(4.15) [Alls = 1Al + [ As]| = [|All + [[M > B[ and
1Al = Al + [[ A7 = Al + || B]-

We assume now that M and N are Schur multipliers and show that Fg =
Fr. By Lemma 4.5 and (4.15),

(4.16) [Alls < [[Al + [M] ]| B
< Al + [M] ([[Allz — [[All) < (IM] + 1)[|Allz.
Similarly,
(4.17) [Allr < (INT+ D[ Alls-
Let A € Fs. Then Q,A € Fg and, since @, commute with S,
(QpA)s = Closure (SQ,A — QpAS) = Closure Q,(SA — AS) = Q,As.

Since A and Ag are compact and since ), converge to 1y in the strong
operator topology,

[A—QpA|l — 0 and [[As — (QpA)s|| = |As — QpAs| — 0, as p — oo.
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Hence [|[A—QpA||s — 0, so that {Q,} is a bounded approximate identity in
Fg. Similarly, it is a bounded approximate identity in Fr.

Let A € Fg. For any p, Q,T = Q,7Q, = TQ, is a finite rank operator.
Hence

(QpAQy)T = T(QpAQp) — (QpAQy)T = (TQp)AQ, — QpA(Q,T)
is a finite rank operator. Therefore Q,AQ), € Fs N Fr and, by (4.17),

HQp+kAQp+k - QPAQPHT < (|N| + 1)HQp+kAQp+k - QPAQPHS'

Since {Qp} is a bounded approximate identity in Fg, the operators Q,AQ,
converge to A with respect to || - ||s. From the above inequality it follows
that {Q,AQ,} is a fundamental sequence with respect to |- ||7. Hence there
is Ay € Fr such that [|[A1 —QpAQy|1r — 0, as p — oo. Since ||A—QpAQ,| <
|A= QuAQylls — 0 and [|A4; — QuAQ, | < [[ A1 — QyAQy |7 — 0, as p — oo,
we obtain that A = Ay, so Fg C Fp. Similarly, Fr C Fg. Thus we conclude
that Fg = Fr.

Suppose now that Fg = Fr. Choose elements e; € H; such that [|e;|| =1
and let $) be the subspace of H generated by all e;, —oo < ¢ < co. Then $) is
invariant for S and T, Se; = s;e; and T'e; = t;e;. By Sg and Ty we denote
the restrictions of S and T to $). Since Fg = Fr,

Fs, = Fr

b 5
We shall show now that M and N are Schur multipliers on $).

The function f(t) = i(m —t) on [0, 2] has Fourier coefficients ¢y = 0 and
Cn = %, for n = £1,42,... . Let ‘H be a Hilbert space with an orthonormal
basis {hy}7> . and R = (1), —oo < k,l < o0, be a Toeplitz matrix such
that rgp = 0 and ry = ¢y = ﬁ, k # 1. Then R € B(H) and it follows
from Theorem 8.1 [1] that R is a Schur multiplier and |R| = sup |f(t)| = 7.

Identifying e; in $ with A, in H, we can consider §) as a subspace of H.
For B = (bpm) € B($), where by, = (Bem,ex), let B = (bij) € B(H) be
such that B|s = B and B|g. = 0. Then ||B|| = || B,

gt}gtm = (Ehtm, htk) = (B@m,ek) = bkm, and

bij = (Ehj, hi) =0 if either ¢ £t or j # tp,.
Since R is a Schur multiplier, the operator C = (¢ij) =Ro B belongs to
B(H), where
it = Ttxtmbttm = (b — tm) b, if k#m, and
cij = 0 if either i #t, or j#t, or i =7 =1
Setting C' = C|g, we obtain that C' = (cgm) € B($), where

Chom = Ctytyy = (tkh — tm) "Opm, if k#m, and cp, =0,
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that ||C|| = ||C|| and that C = W o B, where W = (wj,y,) is a matrix such
that

Wi = (ty —tm) ™Y, k#m, and wy, = 0.
From this it follows that W is a Schur multiplier on $ and

Iwo Bl =|cl = || =|reB| <irl |B]| = 1115

Thus |W| < |R| = 7.

Let P, be the orthoprojections in $ on the subspaces Z;”:fn@{(Cej}.
Then P, are finite rank operators commuting with operators Sg and T’y and
P.$ € D(Sg). Hence P, € Fg, . For every B € B($), P,BP, are finite
rank operators preserving D(Sg) and their adjoints P, B*P,, also preserve

D(Sy,). Therefore
(4.18) P,BP, € Fs,.

Any B = (bgm) € B($) can be represented in the form B = By + By,
where By is the diagonal operator such that (Bg) = bgx. Then

(4.19) |Ball < |Bl| and ||Boll = || B — Ball < 2| B
We have that
(4.20) M o (P,BP,) = P,(M o B)P,.

Since myg = 0 in the matrix M = (mgy,),
(4.21) M o (P,BP,) = M o (P,ByF,).

Set A = W o B. Since W is a Schur multiplier, A € B(9) and, by (4.18),
P, AP, € Fs, . It is easy to check that

(4.22) P.BoP, = T4(P,AP,) — (P,AP,) Ty = (P,AP,)1,,, and

M o (PaBoP,) = Sg(PuAP,) — (P, AP,)Sg = (P, AP,)s, .
Since Fs, = Fry,, it follows from Lemma 4.1(i) that the norms || - ||s,
and | - ||, are equivalent. Therefore there exists D > 0 such that

| PnAP, s, < D||PyAP, |1, . Hence we obtain from (4.19), (4.21) and (4.22)
that

M o (PBP,)|| = [|M o (P,BoPy)|| = H(PnAPn)Sﬁ H
< ||PLAP,||s, < D|PyAP, |1,
= D (| PaAP|| + ||(PaAP) 14 ||)
< D(| Al + [[PnBoFul) < D([IA[l + [ Bol|)
= D(W o B| + [Boll) < DR[| BI| + 2[|B]}) = p-

Thus all operators M o (P,BP,), 1 <n < oo, lie in the ball B, of B($)) of
radius p. Compactness of B, in the weak operator topology implies that the
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sequence {M o (P, BP,)}>% has a cluster point K € B($)). Therefore there
is a subsequence {M o (P, BP,;)} such that for all e and e,

(Keg,em) = jll)IgO(M o (Pn; BPy;)ek, em).

If nj > max(|k|,|m|) then P, e} = e} and Py e, = en and, by (4.20),
(M o (Py,BPy,) eg,em) = (Po,(M o B)Py,ep, €m) = (M o Beg, em).

j
Hence (Keg,em) = (M o B)eg, en,), —00 < k,m < co. Thus K = M o B,
so M is a Schur multiplier. Similarly, we obtain that N is also a Schur
multiplier. O

Example 4.7. Let
s;=1i and t; = (—1)4
in Theorem 4.6. If Fg = Fr then, by Theorem 4.6, M is a Schur multiplier

and we have that |m;;| < |M| for all ¢ and j. Let ¢ = 2k and j = —2k + 1.
Then s; = t; = 2k and s; = —t; = —2k + 1. Hence

SZ'—Sj
'm,'j: :

=4k —-1— 00, as k — oc.
i — 1t

This shows that M is not a Schur multiplier and, therefore, Fg # Frp.

Making use of Theorem 4.6, we obtain the following result of a more
general character.

Theorem 4.8. Let S and T be selfadjoint operators on H and H respec-
tively. If there exists a bijection ¢ of Z onto Z such that

dim(Hr(p(i))) = dim(Hg(z)), for all i€ Z,
(see (2.2) for definition of Hr(i) and Hg(i)) and if

M = (m;;) where m;; = go(zi : Q',O(‘]), for i#j, and m;; =0, and
i— .,
N = (ny;) where n;; = —————, for i #j, and n;; =0
() = o0 -¢0) j

are Schur multipliers then the algebras Fs and Fr are *-isomorphic.

Proof. Consider the operators [S] and [T] (see (2.1)) and the corresponding
decompositions

H = Z@Hs(i) and H = Z@HT(i)
iE€EZ i€Z
where Hg(i) = Ps(i)H and Hr(i) = Pr(i)H (see (2.3)). The operators
S —[S] and T' — [T'] are bounded, so Fs = Fg and Fr = Fi7).
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Consider the selfadjoint operator R on H such that all subspaces Hg(1)
are invariant for R and R|gyq) = ¢(i)1pg(;)- Since M and N are Schur
multipliers, it follows from Theorem 4.6 that Fr = Fg).

On the other hand, since dim(Hr(p(i))) = dim(Hg(7)), for all i € Z,
there exists an isometry operator U from H onto H which maps Hg(i) onto
Hr(p(i)). Then U*[T]U = R. By Lemma 4.1, the algebras Fr and F) are
*_isomorphic. Hence the algebras Fg and Fp are *-isomorphic. O
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COMPLETELY REGULAR MULTIVARIATE STATIONARY
PROCESSES AND THE MUCKENHOUPT CONDITION

S. TREIL AND A. VOLBERG

We are going to give necessary and sufficient conditions for
a multivariate stationary stochastic process to be completely
regular. We also give the answer to a question of V.V. Peller
concerning the spectral measure characterization of such pro-
cesses.

1. Introduction.

In this paper we shall give a necessary and sufficient condition for a multi-
variate stationary stochastic process to be completely regular. For the scalar
case the description of completely regular processes was obtained by Helson
an Sarason, see [2, 9]. Almost none of the scalar methods is available in the
vector situation. The explanation is simple. Our problem will be reduced to
verifying L? weighted inequalities for a certain integral operator. The weight
will be a matrix weight arising from the spectral measure of the process. All
the pointwise estimates of integral operators become too crude for the vec-
tor valued case. For example, if a positive kernel is majorized by another
one, and this second kernel gives the bounded operator in L?(u), then the
original kernel obviously corresponds to a bounded operator in L?(y) too.
But this is not the case if y is a matrix measure even for scalar kernels.

The study of prediction theory for multivariate stationary stochastic pro-
cesses was started by Kolmogorov and Wiener in the 50’s, see, for example
[13], [14], and [4]. It was later continued in works of I. Ibragimov, Yu.
Rozanov, V. Solev, A. Yaglom, V. Peller, S. Khruschev, N.J. Young. An
extensive bibliography can be found in [6] (for scalar processes) and in [5]
(for vector ones).

Let us recall that a multivariate stationary stochastic process with discrete
time is a sequence of d-tuples xz(n) = (x1(n),z2(n),... ,xq(n)), n € Z of
scalar random variables such that E|z;(n)|? < co and the correlation matriz

Qn. k)
Qn, k) = {Qn, K)ig}yyyea = {Eailn)z; (K]}

depends only on the difference n — k; here E denotes mathematical expec-
tation.

1<i,j<d
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It is well known (see [8]) that there exists a matrix-valued nonnegative
measure M on the unit circle T whose Fourier coefficients coincide with
entries of the correlation matrix

Qn,k)=M(n—k), nkeZ.
The measure M is called the spectral measure of the process {z(n)},ez.
The random variables xj(n) can be treated as elements of Hilbert space
L?(Q,dP), where € is the probability space and P is the probability, so
x(n) can be treated as elements of the R%-valued L? space L%{d(Q, dP) For
a moment n of time we can consider the past X, and the future X" of the
process, which are defined as the subspaces

X, =span{z;(k) : 1 <j<d, k<n}
X" =span{z;(k) : 1 <j<d, k>n}

of L2(€),dP).

A process is called regular if N,>oX™ = {0}. In this case (see [8]) the
spectral measure M of the process is absolutely continuous with respect to
Lebesgue measure. Let W be the density of M with respect to Lebesgue
measure. The matrix-valued function W is called the spectral density of the
process.

A process {z(n)}nez is called completely regular if its past is asymptoti-
cally orthogonal to the future, namely if

Sup{|E(§n)| EE Xy, nE X IE|§|2 <1, IE|77\2 < 1} —0 as n — 00.

Of course, complete regularity implies regularity. If the process is Gaussian
(i.e. all random variables z (k) have normal distribution) then the complete
regularity means simply that past and future are almost independent. The
problem we are dealing with is to characterize completely regular processes
in terms of spectral measure.

It has been already mentioned (see again [8]) that if the process is com-
pletely regular, then its spectral measure is absolutely continuous, dM =
Wdm where dm is the normalized (m(T) = 1) Lebesgue measure on the
unit circle T.

The reader is referred to [8] once more to see that there exists dy < d
(the rank of the process) such that the spectral density W (t) has rank dp
for almost all t € T. If dy = d then the process {z(n)} is said to be a full
rank.

The study of processes of arbitrary rank can be easily reduced to the
study of the processes of full rank, see [3]. So in this paper we shall consider
only processes of full rank.

For the scalar case the description of completely regular processes was
obtained by Helson an Sarason, see [2, 9]. To state their result we need a
couple of definitions.
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Let us recall that a function f on the unit circle T belongs to the space
BMO (bounded mean oscillation) if

71 17 = fildm = o < o0

here f; denotes the mean value of f on the interval I: f; := |I|~! [; fdm
and the supremum is taken over all subarcs I of T.

The space VMO (vanishing mean oscillation) consists of all function f €
BMO such that

sup

sup

|I|/|f frldm — 0 as [I| — 0.

Theorem 1.1 (Helson, Sarason). Let w be the spectral density of a scalar
stationary process. Then the process is completely reqular if and only if w
admits a representation

w = [p|*e?,
where p is a polynomial with roots on the unit circle T and o is a real-valued
function in VMO.

It was conjectured by V. Peller in [5] that the same result holds for mul-
tivariate stationary processes. Namely he conjectured that a multivariate
stationary process is completely regular if and only if its spectral density W
admits the following representation

W = P*e®P,
where P is a polynomial matrix whose determinant has roots on T and the
matrix function ® = ®* belongs VMO.

In this direction he was able to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1.2. A multivariate stationary process is completely reqular if
and only if its spectral density W admits the factorization

W = P*W1P
where P is a polynomial matriz whose determinant has roots on T and Wy s
the density of a completely reqular stationary process such that W1_1 eL'.

1.1. The main result. Let us recall that a measure p on the unit disk D
is called Carleson if

Sup Q) <C -1
and is called the vanishing Carleson measure if
limsup pu(Q(1))/|I] =0

[I]—0

where limsup is taken over all subarcs I of T'. Here Q(I) denotes the “Car-
leson square” for the arc I,

QU)={z€D: z/|z|el,1-|I| <|z| < 1}.
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For a function F' on the unit circle let F(\), A € D, denote its harmonic
extension at the point A.
The main result of the paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let the density W of a stationary process satisfy W= € L.
Then the the following are equivalent:

1) The process is completely regular;
2) W1 is the spectral density of a completely reqular process;
3) limsup

1 / /2,1 / 1 1/2H .
— | Wdm — [ W idm = 1; here supremum s
17]—0 <|I’ I > (|I| I )

taken over all subarcs I of T,

(W()\)) i (Wl()\))l/QH =1, where W(\) and W=L()\) are

4) limsup
[A|—1

harmonic extensions of functions W"]I‘ and W1 "]I‘ respectively at point

5) h|r§|i1ip {det (W(A)) exp (— [log det W (A))} =1, where W(X) and

logdet W]|(X) are harmonic extensions of functions W‘T and
log det W‘T respectively at point A € D.
6) The measures
P 2
W2 (W) ) W |0 dady
and

2

i W(z)) w2 (1 2P)dedy

W(z)~ !/ <8y

are vanishing Carleson measures.

Together with Theorem 1.2 the above theorem yields the complete de-
scription of completely regular stationary processes.

Theorem 1.4. A stationary process with spectral density YW is completely
reqular if and only if W admits the representation

W= P*WP,

where P is a polynomial matriz whose determinant has roots on T and the
matriz-function W satisfies W~ € L' and one of equivalent conditions 3-6
of Theorem 1.3.

Let us discuss the main result (Theorem 1.3) a little bit. First of all it
is not difficult to show directly that in the scalar case the conditions 3-6 of
Theorem 1.3 are equivalent to W = e¥, ¢ € VMO. We are leaving this as
an exercise for the reader.
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Usually in probability only real valued stationary processes are considered.
In that case the spectral density of a process should satisfy W(z) = W (z),
and only such functions can be realized as densities of stationary processes.

If one allow complex-valued processes, any nonnegative matrix function
is the spectral density of some stationary process.

Our theorem deals with arbitrary nonnegative matrix-functions and can
be applied to complex-valued processes (as well as to real-valued).

2. Scheme of the proof of the main result.

The diagram of the proof will be the following: 1 =— 4 — 5 — 6 — 1.
Then we will show that 1 = 2 and so automatically 2 = 1.
And in this section we will show that 3 <= 4.

Lemma 2.1. For a scalar weight w the following conditions are equivalent:

s [o) (5 o) =
imsup(— [ w)|— [ w =1,
in—o MIJr NI g

2) limsup w(N)w ™ H(\) = 1, where w()\) and w='()\) denote the harmonic
[A|—1

extensions of w and w™! respectively at the point \;
3) w=e¥, where p € VMO.

Proof. First of all let us rewrite condition 1. Let ¢ := logw. For a function
[ let f, denote its average over the arc I, f, := |77t f[ f. Then clearly

wy - (w_l>[ = [w[ eXp(_(P[)] ’ [(w_l)[ exp((p[)]'
By Jensen inequality (geometric mean < arithmetic mean) the expressions

in brackets are at least 1, so the condition 1 splits into the following 2
conditions
lim sup [wI exp(—gpl)] =1, and limsup[(w_l)I exp(cpI)] =1.
[1]—0 [1]—0

Let fi denote the positive part of the function f, fi(x) := max(f(x),0).
Then the inequality
r<e®-—1 for x >0

implies

1 1
m/j(@—@@,ﬁ < m/](eXp(so—%)—l)

=w,exp(—p;) —1—0 as[I]|—0.

Since [} ¢ — ;| =2 [,(f = f;)+, one can conclude that ¢ € VMO.

Similarly, using Poisson averages instead of averages over intervals one
can get from condition 2 of the lemma that harmonic extension of | — o (\)]
at the point A tends to 0 as A — 1. But that is an equivalent definition of
VMO, so the condition 2 also implies that ¢ € VMO.
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On the other hand, if ¢ € VMO, John-Nirenberg Theorem (see [1, Chap-
ter VI]) claims that the measure of the set {t € I : |p(t) — ¢,| > a} is
estimated from above by Ce %% where K = K, — oo as [I| — 0. There-
fore for z > 1 the measure of the set {t € I : exp(¢(t)—¢,;) > '} is estimated
from above by Cz =% Integrating this distribution function one can get that
lim sup|; o w; exp(—;) < 1 (in fact, it is 1, because by Jensen inequality
w, exp(—¢;) > 1). Similarly, limsupm_,o(w_l)l exp(p,;) = 1. Multiplying
the above two inequalities one gets condition 1.

The proof that 3 — 2 is similar. For a point A € D let Iy be an
interval with center at A/|A| of length (1 — |A|)!/3. Since the Poisson Kernel
Py(z) = (1 —|A\?) - |1 — Az|~2 satisfies sup,em g, Pa(2) — 0 as [A[ — 1, the
distribution inequality for ¢ on Iy implies that w(A) - exp(—p(A)) — 1 as
|A| — 1, and therefore the condition 2 of the lemma. O

The following Lemma is probably well known and can be easily from the
distribution function inequality for VMO (John-Nirenberg Theorem).

Lemma 2.2. For A € D let I, be an interval centered at \/|\| of length
1—|Al. If ¢ € VMO, then P ©(A) — 0 as || — 1.

Corollary 2.3. Let ¢ € VMO and let w = e¥. Then for I\ as in the above
lemma we have
lim 2 g

Al—1 w

I

Proof. By the above lemma lim|y_; exp(¢()))/ exp(gplk) = 1. On the other
hand it follows from the proof of Lemma 2.1 that
li A A))=1 d li =1.
Jim, w(A)/ exp(p(M) an Jim wy/ exp(ey)
Taking the ration of the last 2 identities (with I = I)) we get the statement
we need. O

Now to show equivalence of condition 3 and 4 of Theorem 1.3 is enough
to show that these conditions imply that for a fixed vector e € C?¢ scalar
weight w(z) = (W(z)e, e) satisfies conditions 1 and 2 of Lemma 2.1. Then
Corollary 2.3 implies that the averages VVIA and W(\) are equivalent, the
same holds for W~!, and we are done.

It remains now to show that the scalar weight w(z) = (W(z)e, e) satisfies
condition 1 (equivalently 2) of Lemma 2.1. The easiest way to do that is to
recall where the Muckenhoupt condition (As) came from, see [10].

Recall that the quantity H[Wl]l/z[(W_l)l]l/QH is just the norm of the
averaging operator f — f,-x, in the weighted space L*(W), see [10, Lemma
2.1]. Then [w1]1/2[(w_1)1]1/2 is the norm of the restriction of the above
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averaging operator onto the subspace of L?(W) consisting of functions of
form fe where f is a scalar function. Therefore

1< [w

< [, Y20 ™) 112 < || W20 ), 1

so the weight w satisfies condition 1 of the lemma.

Similarly, the quantity HW()\)1/2W_1()\)1/2H is just the norm of another
averaging operator ( f— f,ﬂ, f k)\) kx, where k) is the normalized reproducing
kernel of H?, ky(z) = (1 — [A2)Y2(1 — X2)~1, see [10, Lemma 2.1], so
condition 4 of the theorem implies condition 2 of the lemma for the weight
w.

3. Eliminating probability.

The problem of description of completely regular processes can be now stated
without mentioning any probability theory at all.

First of all notice that without loss of generality we can assume that the
process is complex-valued. Namely, if we have a real stationary process
{z(n) }nez we can consider its comlexification, namely the same process but
in the complex Hilbert space L(%d(Q, dP). Consider the comlexificated past
(Xn)e and future (X™)

(Xn)c =span{zj(k) : 1<j<d, k<n}
(X™)c =span{z;(k) : 1<j<d k>n}

where span now means the closed linear span in the complex Hilbert space
L%d(Q, dP). It is easy to see that

sup {|E(&n)| : € € X, n € X", E[§]* < 1, E[p[* < 1}
= sup {|E(&n)| : € € (Xo)c, n € (X™)c, E[§)* < 1, Elpf* <1},

so a process and its comlexification are completely regular simultaneously.
So we indeed can assume from the beginning that our process is complex
valued.

Consider now the vector space L?(W) of C%valued functions on the unit
circle with the norm

1) = [ VOF©. F©)udm(©)

(of course we have to take the quotient space over the functions of norm
0). The mapping z;(k) — ZFe;, where ej, 7 = 1,..,d is the standard
orthonormal basis in C%, is an isometric isomorphism between span{z; (k) :
1<j<dkeZ}and L3 (W).
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The past X, and future X" are mapped to the spaces X, and X" of
LY (W)
(3.1) X,, = span{z*C? : k < n}
(3.2) X" = span{z"C? : k>n}.

So the problem of describing completely regular stationary processes can
be reformulated as follows: Describe all matriz weights W such that the
spaces Xo and X™ are asymptotically (as n — oo) orthogonal to each other,

(3.3) pp =sup {\(f,n)Lz(W)! 1§ € Xo,ne X",

€020y < 15 Il 2y, S 1} — 0,

as n — oQ.

4. Necessity (1 = 4).

In this section we are going to prove the implication 1 = 4 (see Theorem
4.1 below) and the equivalence 1 <= 2 (see Lemma 4.4).

For a function F' defined on the unit circle T let F'(\) denote its harmonic
extension at the point A € D.

Theorem 4.1. Let W be a matriz valued weight such that W= € L'. Sup-
pose the “past” Xy and “future” X™ defined by (3.1), (3.2) are asymptotically
orthogonal, which is

pn = SUp {!(f,n)L2(W)\ 1§ € Xo,ne X",

161250y < L Il 2y <1} — 0
asn — 00. Then

1/2 1/2
lim sup H *1()\))
[A|—1

=1.

Proof. First of all let us show that if W~ is completely regular and W~ €
L' then W satisfies the Muckenhoupt (Az) condition

() aup | () (w1 )

(wen) " (W)

[+ (f, kx)ky in the weighted space L?(W); here ky denotes the normalized
reproducing kernel for H?,

k)\(z> =

< 0.

Recall that ’ is exactly the norm of the operator

(1= A2

— , AeD,
1— Xz
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|kxllz = 1. Note that kg = 1. So if W~! € L! the operator f — (f,1)1
is bounded in L?(W), and therefore by translation invariance the operators
f = (f,2")2" = f(n)z" are bounded as well (they all have the same norm).

We know that the spaces Xy and X" are asymptotically orthogonal,

so we can say that for large enough N the operator P, restricted onto
span{ X, XV} = span{z"C? : n ¢ [0, N]} is bounded, say by 2,

HPJFf”LQ(W) < 2||f||L2(W)’ Vf € span{ Xy, XV} = span{z"C?: n ¢ [0, N]}.

Since f — 27]:[:0 f(n)z" € span{Xo, XN} = span{z"C? : n ¢ [0, N]}, one
can conclude that the operator P is bounded in L?(W), and so the weight
satisfies the Muckenhoupt condition (As).

We will need the following simple lemma about Muckenhoupt weights.

Lemma 4.2. If w is a scalar Muckenhoupt weight, then its harmonic ex-
tension w(\) cannot decay too fast near the boundary of the disk. Namely,
if the Muckenhoupt norm of w is at most M there is a function a = «
a:[0,1) — (0,00), a(t) \\ 0 as t — 1+ such that

(1 = JAP)w(0)

~— L < alA].

oo <)

Proof of the lemma. For an arc I C T and k > 0 let kI denote the arc of
length k|I| with the same center as I.

We are going to show that for a Muckenhoupt weight w with the Muck-
enhoupt norm at most M

M’

(4.1) W §M2(2—5)”w1, e=¢e(M)>0.
Applying this formula in the case 2”1 = T and using the trivial estimate
w(A) > Cw,

where T, is the arc with center at the point A\/|)|, |[Ix] = 1—|\|? and C is an
absolute constant, we can get from there (recall that [I| =1 — [A\]? =27")

w(\) > e(2—&) " w(0) = c(2—¢)820- ) y(0) = ¢ (e— )80 .y (0),

where § = d(¢) > 0; here e is the base of the natural logarithm, not a
vector in C?. This estimate implies the conclusion of the lemma with «(t) =
C_l(l _ t2) (e — 5)—log(1—t2)'

To prove (4.1) we notice the since the weight w~! is the Muckenhoupt
(Az) weight with the same Muckenhoupt norm as w, it is doubling and
therefore

(w_l)zj 2 (2 - 8)_1(11)_1)1 )
where € depends only on the Muckenhoupt norm of w. Iterating this in-
equality n times we get

(W )y, 2 2—) " (™),
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The last estimate and the Muckenhoupt condition imply

Wy SM/(w )y, SM-(2—2)"/(w™h), < M*(2—e)"w,

and that is exactly what we need. U

Corollary 4.3. If a matriz weight W satisfies the Muckenhoupt condition
(As) with the Muckenhoupt norm at most M then for any e € C¢

(W(0)e.),,

(1 - |)‘|2) ’ (W()\)e,e)

<a(A) =0 as|Al—1,
(Cd

where o = apy 1S the function from Lemma 4.2.

Proof of the corollary. The proof follows immediately from the fact that the
scalar weight w, w(&) = (W (€)e, e)cd is the Muckenhoupt (As) weight with
the Muckenhoupt norm at most M (see [11], proof of Corollary 2.4). O

We now return to the proof of the theorem.

The condition W1 € L' implies that [} logdet W (£)dm(§) > —oo, hence
(see [7]) there exists a factorization of W of the form W = F*F, where F
is an outer matrix function in H?2.

Take e € C? and let us compute the distance

dist_, 2z te,span{z"C? : n > 0}} = dist ){e,span{z"(Cd :n>0}}

(W){ L2 w

By the vectorial version of the Szegd theorem (see [7]) this distance is exactly
|F(0)e||. Using the M&bius transformation of the disk one can get from there

1 [\2)1/2
dist {(Zt\‘)\)e,span{z"(Cd tn > O}} = HF()\)eHcd.

" . . . (1—|X|2)1/2
Writing the Fourier series expansion of *~—=5—
(1= A2

—(1— 2\1/2 A" —(n+1)
LRI

one can see that for any fixed N > 0 the function %e is almost in
the “past” X as [\ — 1. Namely,
_ A=A
= PR
N-1 00
= (1= AP A e (1 — A2 Y T A (e
n=0 n=N

= fi+ f3,
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where f? € X »and f4 is small,

8302y _ (1= WDY2N el
Pl ~ (W)

(1= AD)Y2N - (W (0)e,e)"/?

= CL < Na(]A)M? -0,

(W()\)e, e);:/f

as |\| — 1, where «(.) is as in Lemma 4.2 and Corollary 4.3.

Since Xy and XV are asymptotically orthogonal, the shift invariance im-
plies that the subspaces X_x and X© are asymptotically orthogonal as well.
Taking |[A\| — 1 and then N — oo we can conclude that

IEOell o/ [W )2l .,

‘ 1 — |A[2)1/2 .
= dist . {(Z‘_A)e, span{z"C? : n > 0}} / Hf)\HLz(W)

where (3(.) depends only on the Muckenhoupt norm of W and S(|\|) — 0 as
A — 1.

The last inequality implies
(4.2) W 2EN T < (1= B(AN) T

Note that since HF()\)G”Cd/HW()\)l/QeH(Cd <1 for all e € C?, we have

IW)2EN) ) = 1.

We will show a little later that under assumptions of the theorem the
subspaces X and X7V in the weighted space L?(W™!) are asymptotically
orthogonal as well. The factorization W = F*F yields the factorization
Wt = F~1(F~1)* of W~!. Similarly to the previous case

' 1 — I\[2)1/2 .
dlStL2(W*1) {(1‘_)\;6, span{z"C? : n > 0}}
= [F7 N ell o = IFO) el o
Acting as before we get
(4.3) W= O)Y2EQ) ) < (1= Bi(|A)

where B1(|A\|]) — 0 as |A\| — 1.
Combining (4.2) and (4.3) we get

W)W Y2 < @ =B(AN) A =B(A)) =1 as|A— 1.

So, we completed the proof modulo the following lemma. O
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This lemma also gives us the equivalence 1 <= 2.

Lemma 4.4. Under assumptions of Theorem 4.1 the weight W1 is a spec-
tral density of a completely regular process, i.e., the spaces Xo and XN are
asymptotically orthogonal (as N — o0) in the weighted space L*>(W~1).

Proof. Tt is enough to show that

||P+ ‘ Span{XO)XN}HLQ(W—l)HLZ(W—I) - ]‘ as N — 0O0.

The later is true because

||P+ ’ Spa’n{X()?XN}||L2(W—1)_}L2(W—1)
= |W=Y2(Py | span{Xo, XV })W1/2|
= [W'2(P; | span{Xo, XV }) W12

= HP+ | Span{XUvXN}HLQ(W)

L2—1?

L?2—12?

—L2(W)
and
(since Xg and XV are asymptotically orthogonal in L2(W)). O

5. Vanishing Carleson measures.

Recall that W()\) and W~1()\) denote harmonic extensions at the point
A € D of the weights W and W ! respectively.

Lemma 5.1. Let a matriz weight W satisfy
T WO (7002 = 1

Then

hf\l\i}ip {det (W()\)) exp (— [log det W (/\)) } =1.

Proof. First of all let us notice that the assumption of the lemma implies that
W, W=t € LY(T), therefore log(det W) € L'(T). Therefore there exists a
factorization W = F*F a.e. on T, where F is an outer function in H?(Mgx).

Since F is an outer function in H?, det F' is an outer function in H?/¢.
Therefore

(5.1)  |det F(z)| = exp{(log|det F|) (2)} = exp {; (logdet W) (z)} .

It is well known fact that F*(z)F(z) < W(z) for any z € D, where <
means the inequality for quadratic forms. There are many proofs of this
fact, for example it admits a very simple operator-theoretic interpretation
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which is in fact hidden in the proof of Theorem 4.1. Explanation that we
present here is more function-theoretic: Direct computation shows that

A(F(2)"F(2)) = 4(0F(2)") (0F (2)) = 4(0F(2))" (0F (2)) 2 0,

so for any e € C? the function ||F(z)e||? is subharmonic and coincide with
(W(&)e,e) on T.

We can do the same factorization for W~!. Namely, let G be an outer
matrix-valued function in H?(Myy4) such that W~ = G*G on T. We should
point out to the reader that in general G does not necessarily coincide with
F~!. However, applying (5.1) to G one can conclude that

1
(5.2) | det G(2)| = exp {2 (log det W_l) (z)} = |det F(2)|™*
Now we are in position to prove the lemma. By the assumption

(5.3) hm HW ()2 (W™ (2)1/2H =1,

and therefore,
lim }det W (z)) det ((W_l)(z))’ =1

|z —>1

Using (5.2) one can rewrite the last identity as

|5§1 {[det W (2)/|det F(2)|*] [det W(2)/| det G(2)|*]} = 1.

Since F(2)*F(z) < W(z) and G(2)*G(z) < W~!(z), expressions in brackets
are at least 1, so, taking into account (5.1) we get

‘Sgl [det W (z)/exp {(logdet W)(2)}] =0

or equivalently

(5.4) |5£11 log {det(W(z))} — (logdet W) (2) = 0.

Theorem 5.2. A matriz weight W satisfies

lir}\l\ilip {det (W(A)) exp(— [log det W (x\)) } =1

if and only if the measures

HW —1/2 (aiW(z)) W (z)~1/? 2(1— |2|?)dady
" ez (fwe ) wie e (1= (2P dady

are vanishing Carleson measures.
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The implication 3 = 4 of Theorem 1.3 follows immediately from Theo-
rem 5.2 and Lemma 5.1.

To prove the theorem we need the following well known description of
vanishing Carleson measures:

Lemma 5.3. A measure p in the unit disk D is a vanishing Carleson mea-

sure if and only if
_ 1— )2
lim ————du(z) = 0.
|,\—>1/D |1 — Az|? Hz)
We also need the following lemma that was proved in [11], see Lemma

3.1 there.

Lemma 5.4. Let W be a harmonic function of n variables with values in
the space of strictly positive d x d matrices (W (z) = W(z)* > 0 Vz). Then

2
A (log(det W)) Z trace 1/QCKL/VI/V*UQ .
81,‘]'

Proof of Theorem 5.2. The proof below follows the lines of the proof of The-
orem 3.2 of [11].
By Green’s formula and Lemma 5.4

log {det s)}— (log det W) (s)

e
o //D {trace (W(z)lﬂmgf)W(z«wﬂ)Q

2 -2
+ trace <W(z)1/2m/gg§z)W(z)l/2> } log ’ 12 _SSZ

Alog {det(W(z))} dxdy

dxdy.

Using an elementary inequality log(1/a) > 1 —a for 0 < a < 1 and the
fact that | Al < traceA for a nonnegative matrix A, the last integral is at
least

2 12
UQ@W( )W(z)_1/2 log‘l_sz‘ dxdy
Ox -5
// 912 el (122207 e
= I X - Y
oW (2) Y N E R R i)
—1/20W (%) 12| .
// e W(z) e dxdy.
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Together with (5.4) this imply

. (1—1s ) —1/28W(Z) —-1/2
Hﬂfﬂﬂrw% CREETSE

that yields that the measure HW(Z)_1/2 (a%W(z)) W(z)_1/2H2 (1—|2|?) dzdy

is a vanishing Carleson measure.

2
(1—|z*) dzdy =0

The measure HW(Z)_1/2 (gW(z)) W(z UQH |2|2) dxdy is treated
y
similarly.
To prove the opposite implication, let us estimate the integral
W 2 1—35:12
// trace ( 1/28 (2 )W(z)_l/z) log‘ i dxdy
ox z—5

(the integral with OW/dy can be estimated absolutely the same way). De-
note by b, a Blaschke factor with zero at the point s, bs(z) = (z—s)(1—5z) 1.

First of all, we can estimate the trace by d- | - ||, where d is dimension of
the space. So we can estimate the integral by

]
e

[bs(2)|<e [bs(2)| ¢

2
log [bs(2)|~*dzdy

_1/90W (2) _
’W(Z) I/QTW(Z) 1/2

To estimate the second integral we notice that

1—|s/*) (1 — |z
g (2| Pdady < €0 LI D)
for |bs(z)| > e, and since the measure is a vanishing Carleson measure we
can make the integral as small as we want when |s| — 1.
To estimate the first integral let make a trivial observation: If w € L*(T),
w > 0 and w(z) denotes its harmonic extension at the point z, then for all
z such that |z| < 1/2 (and therefore for all z such that |z| <e < 1/2)

L) < Cw(0),

where C' is an absolute constant. Combining this observation with the Har-
nack inequality w(0) < C'w(z), |z| < 1/2, and applying it to functions
w(.) = (W(-)e,e)ca we get the inequality for quadratic forms

a%w(z) < CeW(0) < CYW (2).

This implies

HW(Z)W‘(;EW(Z))W(Z)W

<y, Vz: |z <e<1)/2.
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Using the Mobius transformation z — bs(2) we get

HW(Z)1/2 <£W(2)> W(z)~1/2

< Ce, Vz: |bs(z)| <e<1/2.

Since
1
// log |bs(2)| 2dxdy < Ce*log -,
Ibs (2)|<e €

we can estimate the first integral by Ce?log(1/¢); we can make this number
as small as we want by picking sufficiently small €.
O

6. Embedding theorem and equivalent norms.

By analogy with the scalar case (see [12]) we will say that a matrix weight
W satisfies the invariant Ass condition if

(invAs) sup {det (W(s)) exp (— [log det W] (s)) } < 00.
seD
The supremum is called the invariant A, norm of W.
Theorem 5.2 implies that if the measures

2
W(z) 2 @W(Z)) W) 2| (1 |ef?)dudy

and
o 2

W2 (W) ) W2 (1 sPdody

are vanishing Carleson measures then the weight W satisfies the invariant

A condition.

Literally repeating the proof of Theorem 5.2 one can obtain that the
weight W satisfies the invariant Ao, condition if and only if the above mea-
sures are Carleson.

We will need the following “embedding theorem”. More general result
was proved in [11], Lemma 4.1.

Lemma 6.1. Let W be a matriz weight satisfying the invariant A condi-
tion, and let ju be a Carleson measure with the Carleson norm ||ul| . Then

for any analytic (or antianalytic) vector-function f, the following inequality
holds,

/ / W(F(), £:)) dul2) < Clll /T (W(E)F(©). F(©)dm(©),

where the constant C depends the dimension d and the invariant As, norm
of W.
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Proof. The invariant A, condition implies that logdet W € L', so there
exists (see [7]) an outer function F € H?(Myyq) such that W = F*F. Tt is
well known (see again [7]) that

|det F'(z)| = exp {; [log det W] (z)} .

It is well known and it was already shown it in the proof of Lemma 5.1 that
F(2)*F(z) < W(z). Hence

(6.5) W) 2F(z)" el > Jlell,  eeC’.

Since

‘det {W(z)l/QF(z)’l}’ - {det(W(/\)) exp(— [log det V] (A)) }1/2 <C

we can estimate
W (=) ?F(z)le|| < C.

Together with (6.5) it implies that (W (z)e,e) and ||F(z)e|* are equivalent
in a sense of two-sided estimate. Therefore

J] W@, 1) due)

<c / / (F(F ). FEF) du(z)
< Clull, /T (F(O)1(€), F©)F(£))dm(€)
= Cllulls [ (W), 1)),

We also need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 6.2 (equivalence of weighted norms). Let W be a matriz weight
satisfying the invariant Ao, condition. There exist a constant C' such that for
any analytic or antianalytic vector-function f in L*(W) satisfying f(0) =0

c/ Wf, f dm<// ())longxdy<C’/ WF, f)

Proof. Let us recall the the operators @ and 0 are defined as

af .of - f /
o= <8w‘ay> o= <8w+ay>

Recall that for analytic functions df = f/ and df = 0.
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Let f be an analytic function, f(0) = 0. Using the Green’s formula and
taking into account that f ( =0and A =400 = 400 we get

/ (W f)d / / 2), 1)) log mdwdy

= 7T/ D(éW(z)f’(z),f(z)) log ’idxdy
+ 2/ (OW (2)f(2), f'(2)) log idatcly
T D ||

22 [[ w6 g pdady

2

The last integral 73 is exactly the integral we want to estimate. Let us
denote A% := [ (W, f)dm, B* := I3. We want to show that A < B in a
sense of two sided estimate. Let us estimate Z;:

|Z1]
=[], W W e W) ), W ) )
-log |i|dxdy‘
< ’//DHW(;;)1/28W(z)W(z)1/2H . HW( 1/2f H HW 1/2f(Z)H
-log ‘;dmdy‘

V29w (2 2)~1/2 2 N E(s . 1 N 1/2
S(//D”W“ W W () (W () (2): £ (2)) e log T pd dy)

([]_overrense)eos |dxdy)l/2-

The measure HW(z)_l/QEW(z) (2) UQH log| dedy is Carleson, so by
Lemma 6.1 the first term in the product is estimated by KA (K is a con-
stant). The second term is just B so |Z;| < KAB. Similarly |Z3| < KAB.
So

A2 = B2+Il +12a
where

|Z1], |Z2] < KAB.
This immediately implies

1
—A<B<CA
oA s <C
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for an appropriate choice of C. O

7. Proof of the implication 6 — 1.

To prove the implication 6 = 1 we need to estimate fT(Wz"f, g)dm, f €
X0, g€ Xo, 1y = N6l 20y =

Using the Green’s formula and taking into account that g(0) = 0 and
A =400 = 490 we get

/ (W="f,g)dm = / / " (2), 9(2)) o log |i|dxdy

- 7T/ D(EW(Z)a(znf(z)),g(z))Cd log ’1|dxdy

+2 [ @WEE 7). 90))culog
D

2
= *(Il +IQ)
™

||d$dy

The second integral is easy to estimate:
|Z2|

- | / / 2)TPOW ()W (2) AW (2) 2 (27 £(2)), W (2)/209(2)) ¢

1
-log —dzdy

]
< / / Hw<z>-1/25w<z>w<z>—l/2H AWV FE)) - W () Y20 2)
D

-log — dxdy

B
P 2n . P —1/2* P P —1/2 2 i P P P
< (//\ B W () V2T ()W () V2P (W) (=), F(2)) e

1 1/2
- log |zdacdy>

. ( / / (W (2)99(2). Da(2)) Lot 7 |da:dy>1/2.

The last term is equivalent to the norm | g|| see Lemma 6.2), so by

L2(W) (
Lemma 6.1

B 1/2
|27 - |W ()~ 20W (2)W (2) /% log ﬂd:cdy

C
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Since the measure |[W(z)~Y20W (2)W (2)~1/2|| log %dwdy is a vanishing
Carleson measure, the Carleson norm
1/2
—0
C

VWWW@AWMW)()WW%WM@

as n — 00. So |Ze| — 0 as n — oo.
To estimate Z; we pick r < 1 close to 1 and split the integral into two:
Ti=[[p -+ ff]D)\r]D) .... Acting as with 7 we can estimate

I

< <//X -”W(Z>_1/25W(Z)W(z)—1/2||2 . (W(Z)g(z)’g(z))Cd

|2

| </ / W)0("1(2)).0("1(2))) calog \1|d:cdy> "

where X is either rD or D\ rD. Note that both terms are uniformly bounded.

We can say even more. If X = rID the second term can be made as small
as we wish by picking sufficiently large n.

Let now X = D\rD. The measure ||W (z)~20W (2)W (2)~/?||log ﬁdxdy
is a vanishing Carleson measure, so for r sufficiently close to 1 its restriction
onto D\ 7D has the Carleson norm as small as we want. So by Lemma 6.1
the first term is as small as we want if r is sufficiently close to 1.

1 1/2
- log da:dy)

8. A counterexample to Peller’s conjecture.

In this section we are going to construct a weight W, such that W—! € L!,
logW € VMO, but the corresponding stationary process is not completely
regular (i.e., the weight W does not satisfy any of the conditions 1-6 of
Theorem 1.3).

Let
(1 0 [ cosa —sina
W_U<() 5(Z)>U’ U_<sina Cos v )
5(ey = 1/1og(1/|t]), —1/4 <t <1/4,

and ¢ is a continuous function bounded away from 0 and co on the rest of
the circle, and

Here

a(e") = (t/ltho(e"),  —1/a<t<1/4,

and again « is continuous on the rest of the circle.
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Then

(0 0 [ sin?alogd sin a cos arlog &
logW =U (0 log5>U_<sinacosalog5 cos? alog & >’

and this matrix clearly belongs to VMO: logé = loglog1/|t| (considered
only in a neighborhood of 0) is a “typical” unbounded function in VMO, so
cos? alog § € VMO, and all other entries of the matrix are continuous.

Let us now show that the weight W does not even satisfies the Mucken-
houpt condition (Asg). Direct computations show that

W= cos? o —sina cos o Iy sin? sin o cos &
~ \ —sihacosa sin? o sin e cos o cos? o
and
Wl — cos® o —sinacosa 45! sin? o sin « cos o
~ \ —sinacosa sin? o sin o cos & cos? o '

If we pick I to be a symmetric arc [e=%, €] (¢ > 0 is small), then off-diagonal
entries of W, and (W), equal 0, and so we can estimate

cos? ae) 0
W20 < 0 sin?a(e) )’

- §()7 1 sin? a(e) 0
wh, =20 < T 5<e>—1c082a<€>>'

Therefore
H[Wl]l/Q[(W*l)I]l/QH > C6(e) ' sina(e) cosa(e) — oo as ¢ —0.
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LOWER BOUND ESTIMATES

OF THE FIRST EIGENVALUE

FOR COMPACT MANIFOLDS
WITH POSITIVE RICCI CURVATURE

DAGANG YANG

We present some new lower bound estimates of the first
eigenvalue for compact manifolds with positive Ricci curva-
ture in terms of the diameter and the lower Ricci curvature
bound of the manifolds. For compact manifolds with bound-
ary, it is assumed that, with respect to the outward normal, it
is of nonnegative second fundamental form for the first Neu-
mann eigenvalue and the mean curvature of the boundary is
nonnegative for the first Dirichlet eigenvalue.

1. Introduction.

For a smooth n-dimensional closed Riemannian manifold M™ whose Ricci
curvature satisfies

(1.1) Ric(M™) > (n — 1)K > 0

for some positive constant K, it has been shown by A. Lichnerowicz [6] in
1958 (see also [7]) that the first positive eigenvalue A of the manifold M has
a lower bound

(1.2) A>nK.

The aim of this paper is to give some new lower bound estimates in
terms of the lower Ricci curvature bound (n — 1)K and the diameter d of
the manifold M. The main results of this paper are summarized in the
following two theorems.

Theorem 1. Let M™ be a closed Riemannian manifold with Ric(M™) >
(n— 1)K > 0 and diameter d. Then the first positive eigenvalue \ on M™
satisfies the lower bound

2

(n— 1)K+~

(1.3) A > -

N

Theorem 2. Let M"™ be a compact manifold with nonempty boundary and
with Ric(M™) > (n— 1)K > 0.

383


http://pjm.math.berkeley.edu/pjm
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.1999.190-2

384 DAGANG YANG

(a) Assume that the boundary OM is weakly convex, that is, the second
fundamental form with respect to the outward normal is nonnegative.
Then the first positive Neumann eigenvalue A on M™ satisfies the same
lower bound (1.3).

(b) Assume that the mean curvature with respect to the outward normal
of the boundary OM is nonnegative. Then the first positive Dirichlet
etgenvalue X on M"™ satisfies the lower bound estimate

1 2
where T is the inscribed radius for M.

These results generalize the Li-Yau [5] and Yang-Zhong [11] (cf. [4], [9])
estimates where they proved that the first positive eigenvalue satisfies A >
g—; for closed manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature. Notice that for
manifolds with small diameter, Theorem 1 is better than the estimate (1.2)
by A. Lichnerowicz. P. Li has conjectured that the first positive eigenvalue
should satisfy the lower bound
2
R
A proof of this conjecture would unify the Li-Yau and Yang-Zhong estimate
for manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature with the Lichnerowicz esti-
mate (1.1). It is my pleasure to thank Professor P. Li for raising to me this
interesting problem.

(1.5) A>(n—1)K +

Theorems 1 and 2 follow from Theorems 4.1 and 4.2, which are more pre-
cise statements of our results. Our ideas are based on the gradient estimate
technique for eigenfunctions which was developed by P. Li and S.T. Yau
[3], [6]. Some preliminary lemmas are proved in Section 2 and the gradi-
ent estimates of eigenfunctions are presented in Section 3. These estimates
introduce a higher order term associated with the positive lower bound on
the Ricci curvature in the gradient estimates of Li-Yau and Yang-Zhong.
When K = 0, our gradient estimates reduce to the estimates derived by
Li-Yau and Yang-Zhong. The proof of Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 are presented
in Section 4.

2. Some Preliminary Lemmas.

Throughout this paper, M will be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian
manifold with or without smooth boundary with Ric(M) > (n — 1)K > 0.

Let v be a normalized eigenfunction of a positive eigenvalue A on M with
either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition if M # (), that is,

(2.1) Av = =),
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such that

(2.2) minv(z) > —1 and maxv(z) =1

if 9M # () and v is a Dirichlet eigenfunction, and

(2.3) minv(z) =m; —1 and maxv(z) =mg +1

if OM # () and v is a Neumann eigenfunction or 9M = (), where 0 < mq < 1
is the median of v.

To give a unified presentation of the three different cases, we set m; =0
if OM # () and v is a Dirichlet eigenfunction. Let u = v — m;. Given a
constant 0 < s < 1, consider the function
(2.4) W= Su=sv—m
where 0 < m = sm; < s < 1. Thus max |w(z)| = s < 1 and lim,_,;- w = u.
Lemma 2.1. Let h(t) be a smooth positive function defined on the open

interval (—1,1). Assume that Ric(M) > (n — 1)K and there is a point
p € M such that the smooth function

(2.5) H = |Vw|* — 2h(w)

satisfies the conditions that

(2.6) H(p) =maxH(x)=0 and VH(p)=0.
Then, at t = w(p), the function h satisfies the inequality
(2.7) W2+ At +m)h +2h{(n — 1)K — XA — h"} < 0.

Proof. Let t = w(p). Since |w| < s < 1, H(p) = 0, and h is a positive
smooth function on (—1, 1), we have
(2.8) |Vw(p)|* = 2h(t) > 0.

Choose a normal orthonormal frame e, es,... e, on a neighborhood of p
such that e;w(p) = 0 for i > 1. For any smooth function f, we shall adopt
the notation that f; = e;f(p) and fi; = eje; f(p) for 4,5 =1,2,... ,n. Then
w; = 0 for i > 1 and (2.8) implies that w? = 2h(t) > 0. Since VH(p) = 0,
we have

n
(29) 0=H;= QZwiwzj — 21 (t)w; = 2(wiw1; — W (t)w;)
i=1
for j =1,2,... ,n. In particular,
(2.10) wiy = W (t).
Since H attains its maximum at p and VH(p) = 0, the maximum principle
applies to give
(2.11) AH(p) <0.
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It follows from Bochner’s formula

1 n
(2.12) iA]lez = E w?j + Vw - V(Aw) + Ric(Vw, Vw),
i.j=1

(2.8), (2.10), (2.11), and Aw = sAv = —A(w + m) that

1
0 > §AH(p)

= ) wj — AVw]? + Rie(Vw, Vu) — {B/(t) Aw + 1" (t)| Vw[*}

ij=1
> WP 4 A+ m)B () + 20(t){(n — 1)K — X — (1)}

If the maximum value of H is attained at an interior point p in M, the
condition that VH(p) = 0 in Lemma 2.1 is automatically satisfied. When
OM # () and p € OM, the following lemma assures that VH (p) = 0 remains
to be true if suitable convexity conditions are imposed on the boundary.
Thus the maximum principle still applies even the maximum value of H is
attained on the boundary.

Lemma 2.2. Let h(t) be a smooth positive function on the open interval
(—1,1), Assume that OM # (0 and the mazimum value 0 of the function
(2.5) is attained at a boundary point p € OM. Then VH(p) = 0 in either of
the following two situations.

(a) v is a Neumann eigenfunction and OM is weakly convex in the sense
that the second fundamental form S in the outward normal direction
is nonnegative definite.

(b) v is a Dirichlet eigenfunction, OM has nonnegative mean curvature
trS > 0 in the outward normal direction, and h(t) is an even function.

Proof. Let p € OM and H(p) = max H(z) = 0. We first consider the case
where v is a Neumann eigenfunction and assume that OM is weakly convex.
Let e, be the unit outward normal vector field on M. Then e,w = 0 on
OM since w = sv—m and v is a Neumann eigenfunction. Let ej,eo,... ,e,_1
be a local orthonormal frame tangent to M on a neighborhood of p in 9M
such that w; = e;w(p) = 0 fori > 1. Extend ey, ea, ... , e, to an orthonormal
frame in a neighborhood of p in M by parallel translation along the geodesics
expos(ten). Thus e, = 4 expyy(te,) and De,e; = 0 for i = 1,2, ,m,
where D is the covariant differential operator of the Riemannian manifold
M. Moreover

(2.13) Vw(p) = wiei(p) # 0

since |[Vw(p)|? = 2h(w(p)) > 0 and w; = 0 for i > 1. Since IM is smooth,
enw(p) = 0, and H has a maximum at p € OM, we have H; = ¢;H(p) =0
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for i <mn and

(2.14) 0< H, = e,|Vw(p)* =2wie erw(p)
= 2wi{ere,w(p) + (De,e1)w(p) — (Deyen)w(p)}
= —2w?(De,en,e1)

where the last equality follows from the facts that e,w = 0 on OM, e; is
tangent to OM, D, e; =0, and w; = 0 for ¢ > 1.

On the other hand, since M is weakly convex, that is, the second fun-
damental form S satisfies S(V, V) = (Dye,, V) > 0 for all tangent vector V'
to OM, we obtain

(2.15) 0 < H, = —2wiS(e1,e1) <O0.
Hence H, =0 and VH(p) =Y " | Hie;(p) = 0.

Now let h be an even function and let v be a Dirichlet eigenfunction
on M with nonnegative mean curvature tr.S > 0. Extend e, to a local
orthonormal frame ej,es,...,e, on a neighborhood of p in M such that
D, e; =0fori=1,2,...,n. Recall that for Dirichlet boundary condition,
we have m; = 0, thus w = sv and w|gyr = svgpyr = 0. Therefore e;w|gpr =0
for i < n and Vh(w)|snr = 0 since h is an even function. Since H attains
its maximum value at p € M, we have H; = 0 for i < n and

(2.16) 0 < H, =e,|Vw(p)|* = QZ:U)ZeneZ = 2wpelw(p).

Since w(p) = 0 and D, e, = 0, it follows from the definition of the Laplace
operator that

n

(2.17) 0 = —Xw(p) Z — Deei)w(p)

n—1

= eiw(p) wnz €n, De,€;)
i=1

where A is the Laplace operator on M with the induced Riemannian met-
ric. Since w|gys = 0 and the mean curvature

n—1

n—1
(2.18) trS = Z(Deien, ej) = — Z<€”’ D.,e;)
i=1

i=1
is nonnegative, we obtain Aw(p) = 0 and
(2.19) 0 < H, = 2w,ew(p) = —2w>tr S(p) <0
Therefore H,, = 0 and VH(p) = 0.



388 DAGANG YANG

We shall also need the following lower bound estimate of the first eigen-
value, which is due to A. Lichnerowicz [6] when M is a compact manifold
without boundary. For completeness sake, a proof is enclosed.

Lemma 2.3. Assume that Ric(M) > (n— 1)K > 0. Let X be the first posi-
tive eigenvalue on M (with either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition
if OM #+ (). If OM # 0, we also assume that OM is of nonnegative mean
curvature trS > 0 if X is a Dirichlet eigenvalue and OM is of nonnegative
definite second fundamental form S > 0 if X is a Neumann eigenvalue. Then

(2.20) A>nkK.

Proof. Let v be an eigenfunction of the eigenvalue A. The lower bound
(2.20) follows from integrating Bochner’s formula for Vo

(2.21) A\VU\Q Z UU — \|Vo]? 4 Ric(Vv, Vo)
i,j=1

on M and applying the boundary conditions. More specifically, using the
Schwarz inequality

(2.22) =

and the lower bound on the Ricci curvature, integrate (2.21) over M yields

(2.23)

;/a en|V|? = / AlVo? > / {Tll/\2v2+ (n—1) —)\]|Vv|2}.

Since Av = —Av, multiply by v and integrate over M and use the boundary
conditions yield f v VU2 = A [y, v?. Hence

(2.24) 1/ en| Vo2 > n_)\(nK—)\)/ v?
2 Jom n M
If OM = (), then (2.20) follows from (2.24) immediately. Otherwise, we show
that e,|Vov|? < 0 pointwisely on M for either of the two boundary condi-
tions. Indeed, for any p € OM, choose an orthonormal frame e, e, ... e,
as in the proof of Lemma 2.2. For Neumann boundary condition, similar
computations as in (2.14), (2.15), and the convexity condition S > 0 yield

(2.25) en| Vo2 = —202S(e1,e1) < 0.

For Dirichlet boundary condition, similar computations as in (2.17), (2.18),
(2.19), and tr.S > 0 yield

(2.26) en|Vu)? = —202tr S < 0.
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In any case, we have

(2.27) / en|Vu|? <0.
oM

Thus the lower bound estimate (2.20) follows from (2.24) and (2.27).

Notice that if we have a test function h which satisfies the conditions in
Lemma 2.1, then we get a gradient estimate

(2.28) IVw|? < 2h(w).

To construct a suitable test function h, the following function z, which was
introduced by H.C. Yang and J.Q. Zhong [11] to estimate the first eigenvalue
for manifolds with nonnegative Ricci curvature, is especially useful.

Lemma 2.4. The function

(2.29) 2(t)

2
(arcsint +tvV1— t2) —t

B
is a continuous odd function on [—1,1]. Furthermore, on the open interval
(=1,1), z is smooth and satisfies

(2.30) (1—1)2" +t +t=0,
(2.31) %tQ(l —12) < |2(b)| < %(1 —th),
(2.32) 2% 222" > i(t —t2' +22)%,
(2.33)

2
201 — )3+ 2) (2% — 222" + ) > {Gtz +(1—1%) (6\/1 — 12— 1>} .
T
Proof. 1t follows from the definition (2.29) for z(¢) that

(2.34) 2 (t) = %\/1 —12 -1,

4
(2.35) () = ——t(1 —t2) 712
T
Thus the identity (2.30) is clearly true. Furthermore, we have
4
(2.36) t —t2' + 22 = — arcsint,
T
(2.37)

16 8 16
2 =222 = (1—¢3H)~12 {(1 — )1/ <1 + 2) - —+ 5t arcsint} ,
™ T
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(2.38)

4
2?22 4 = 4(1 — %)~ {2 [(1 — 12 4 tarcsint]
T

1
-1+ t2)} .
T
For the inequalities, we first notice that z is an odd function. Hence, all
of the functions involved in the inequalities are even functions. Therefore,
we need only to verify them on the interval [0,1).

Let
(2.39) B(t) = 2(t) %#(1 _ ),
(2.40) d1(t) =1 —t* — 42(1),
(2.41)
Pa(t) = (1 — t2)1/2 (1 + 71:23) - % + %t arcsint — %(1 — )2 (arcsint)?,
ba(t) = 8(1— )23+ 12) {42 (1)t taresint] - Tag t2)}

T s
2

(2.42) —{ftarcsint—}—i(l—t2)1/2(1+t2)—1—5t2} .

Then the inequalities (2.31), (2.32), and (2.33) are equivalent to ¢ > 0 and
¢; > 0 for i = 1,2,3 on [0,1). Since all of the functions are explicit ele-
mentary functions, it is easy to give a rigorous proof of these inequalities.
However, it will take a few pages to do so. Instead, it is a much simpler mat-
ter to combine culculus with a graphing utility to verify these inequalities.
The details will therefore be left to the readers.

3. Gradient Estimates of Eigenfunctions.
In this section, we prove the following gradient estimates.

Theorem 3.1. Let M be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
without boundary with Ric(M) > (n — 1)K > 0. Let v be a normalized
eigenfunction on M with median m1 of a positive eigenvalue \. Let u =
v—mi, a= (n;}\)K, and let z be the function defined by (2.29). Then, the

gradient of u satisfies the inequality

(3.1) IVaul> < M1 —u?)[1 —a(l —u?)] + 2miz(u)}.

Theorem 3.2. Let M be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
with nonempty boundary and with Ric(M) > (n — 1)K > 0 and let a =
(n—1)K

22 -
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(a) Assume that the boundary is weakly convez, that is, the second funda-
mental form S in the outward normal direction is nonnegative definite.
Let v be a normalized Neumann eigenfunction on M with median my
of a positive eigenvalue X. Then, the gradient of uw = v — my satisfies
the same inequality (3.1).

(b) Assume that the boundary is of nonnegative mean curvature trS >
0 in the outward normal direction. Let v be a normalized Dirichlet
etgenfunction on M of a positive eigenvalue A\. Then the gradient of v
satisfies the inequality

(3.2) V)2 < A1 —oH){1 —a(l —v?)}.

Notice that since lim,_,;—- m = m; and lim,_,;- w = v —my (m; = 0 for
Dirichlet eigenfunction), to show the gradient estimates (3.1) and (3.2), it
suffices to show the corresponding estimates for w. We shall use Lemma
2.1 twice. First, we show a gradient estimate for w in Lemma 3.3 which
is a slight variation of the Yang-Zhong [11] estimate for compact manifolds
without boundary (see also [4] and [9]).

Lemma 3.3. Assume that Ric(M) > 0. If OM # 0, we also assume that ei-
ther the second fundamental form S is nonnegative definite if v is a Neumann
eigenfunction or the mean curvature tr.S is nonnegative if v is a Dirichlet
eigenfunction. Let w = sv — m be as in Section 2. Then, for all 0 < s < 1,
the gradient of w satisfies the inequality

(3.3) IVwl> <A1 — w? + 2mz(w)).

Proof. Since |w| < s < 1 and 0 < m = sm; < 1, the inequality (2.31)
implies that 1 — w? + 2mz(w) is a positive smooth function on M. Thus,
there exists a positive constant § such that the smooth function

(3.4) Q = |[Vuw|* = 3(1 — w?® + 2mz(w))

has 0 as its maximum value. Thus, the inequality (3.3) will follow if 5 < A.
Let

(3.5) h(t) = g(l — 12 4 2mz(t)).

Notice that if v is a Dirichlet eigenfunction, then m = sm; = 0 and h
is an even function. Let p € M be a point where the function @) attains
its maximum value 0. The convexity conditions S > 0 or trS > 0 and
Lemma 2.2 implies that VQ(p) = 0. It follows from Lemma 2.1 that, at
t =w(p) € (—1,1), the function h defined by (3.5) satisfies the inequality
(2.7) with K = 0, namely,

(3.6) 0> R+ At +m)h — 2h(A+ R").
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Since h' = B(mz' —t), K" = B(mz" — 1), and 8 > 0, divide the inequality
(3.6) by 8 and simplify yield

0 > (B—N) {1 +m(t+ 2z —t2) + m2(2° — 2zz”)}
(3.7) +Am? {2’2 - 222" + z'} —mB{(1 — 3"+t +t}.

The last term is 0 because of the identity (2.30). Completing the square in
the first term yields

2
0 > (ﬂ—/\){1+%(t+2z—tz’)} Foam2{? — 222" 4 ')

(3.8) +(8 — A)m? {2’2 — 222" — i(t + 2z — tz’)Q} .

If 6 > A, then, it follows from Lemma 2.4 that all of the three terms on the
right side of the inequality (3.8) is nonnegative. Moreover, the first term is
positive if m = 0 and the last two terms are both positive if m % 0. That is
certainly not possible since the left side of the inequality (3.8) is 0. Hence,
we must have G < \.

The rest of this section will be devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.1 and
3.2. If K =0, Theorem 3.1 and 3.2 follows from Lemma 3.3. So assume

that Ric(M) > K > 0. As already been noticed, we need only show that

there exists a constant a > a = % such that w satisfies the inequality

(3.9) [Vw|? < M1 —w?)[1 — a(l —w?)] + 2mz(w)}.

It follows from Lemma 3.3 that there exists a nonnegative constant o such
that the function

(3.10) G = |Vuw* = M1 —wH)[1 - a(l —w?)] + 2mz(w)}

has 0 as its maximum value since G is a strictly increasing linear function
in a and
(3.11)
G = |[Vuwl* = M1 — w? + 2mz(w)) + Aa(l — w?)? < (1l —s%)2 <0
if a <0.
Suppose, on the contrary, that o < a. By Lemma 2.3, we have A > nK.
Thus
m-—1)K n—-1 1
3.12 0< = < —.
(3.12) sasa S
It follows from the inequality (2.31) and (3.12) that the new test function

(3.13) h(t) = %{(1 — )1 a(l - 2)] + 2m=(t)}

is a positive smooth function on (—1,1).
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Let p € M be a point where the smooth function G attains its maximum
value 0. As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, the convexity condition S > 0 or
trS > 0 and Lemma 2.2 implies that VG(p) = 0. It follows from Lemma
2.1 that, at t = w(p) € (—1,1), the function defined by (3.13) satisfies the
inequality

(3.14) W2 4+ Mt +m)h +2h{(n — 1)K — XA — 1"} <O0.
Since

(3.15) R (t) = Mt[2a(1 — ) — 1] + m2' (1)},

(3.16) B'(t) = M2a — 1 — 6at® +m2"(t)},

and (n — 1)K = 2a), divide the inequality (3.14) by A? and then simplify it
using the identity (2.30) yield
0 > 2(a—a){(1—tH[1—a(l—1t3)]+2mz}
(3.17)  +2at*(1 —t?)[2 — a1 — t?)]
6
+2mat {6152 + (1 —t%) [\/ 1—t2— 1] } +m2(? = 222" + ).
T

It follows from the inequalities (2.31), (2.33), and (3.12) that the first
term on the right side of the inequality (3.17) is positive while the second
and the fourth terms are nonnegative, thus m > 0 and « > 0. Furthermore,
it follows from 1 > 2a > 2a > 0, (2.31), and (3.17) that

(3.18) 0> a{t2(1 —t2)(3+%) + 2mt [Gtz +(1—12) <im— 1)]
+om2(2"* — 222" + z’)}

>a(l—t)713+ t2)_1{t(1 —tH(3+1%)

+m [Gtz—l— (1—1?) (im— 1)} }2

+ m2a{2(2’2 — 222"+ 2)

— (1= 13+ [6tz+ (1—12) (im— 1>]2 }

Since m > 0 and a > 0, the inequality (3.18) apparently contradicts with
the inequality (2.33) in Lemma 2.4. Therefore, we have proved that there
exists a constant a > a such that w satisfies the gradient estimate (3.9) for
each constant 0 < s < 1. Taking the limit to the inequality (3.9) by letting
s — 17 now yields the inequalities (3.1) and (3.2). This completes the proof
of Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.
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4. Lower Bound Estimates of the First Positive Eigenvalue.

In this section, we apply the gradient estimates obtained in the previous
section to derive some new lower bound estimates of the first positive eigen-
value on compact Riemannian manifolds whose Ricci curvature satisfies

Ric(M) > (n — 1)K > 0.

Theorem 4.1. Let M be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
without boundary whose Ricci curvature satisfies Ric(M) > (n — 1)K > 0.
Let d be the diameter of M. Let v be the normalized eigenfunction of the
first positive eigenvalue A so that

(4.1) info(x) =m; —1 and maxv(x)=my +1
where 0 < my < 1 is the median of v. Then

2 2

DK/4+ =

: T
(4.2) A > min {(n - 1)K + A (n 2

[1+0.09m?)” [1

2k 2
= (4k — 1 2k: — ! (n —1)Kd?
+; k) <47r2+3(n—1)Kd2 '

Proof. Let u=v —my. It follows from Theorem 3.1 that

(4.3) IVu? < M1 —u?)[1 —a(l —u?)] + 2mi2(u)}
where ¢ = (WUE ) . Hence
(4.4)
[Vul
(1 —u2)Y/2[1 — a(l — u2)]Y2[1 + 2myz(u)(1 — u2)~ 1 — a(l — u?)]~1]1/2

< A2,
By (4.1), there exist two points p, ¢ € M such that
(4.5) u(p) =—1 and wu(q) =1.
Let v(t) be a minimal geodesic from p to ¢ in M and let

(4.6) 0(z) = arcsinu(x) € [-7/2,7/2].
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Integrate (4.4) along ~ yields

1
A24 > /)\1/2dt > / (1—u®)"21 —a(l —u?)] V202
¥ —1

(4.7) +2miz(u)(1 — u?) "1 — a(l — )]} 2du
/2 —1/2
= / [1 2 Zeos 29] / {1 + 2my z(sin 0) sec? 0 | 1
,71-/2 2 2
a a —1y —1/2
- - = 2 .
53 cos 9] } do

Letb:ﬁzél/\("(ni)w Then 0 < b < 1/3 since A > nK. Thus

~1/2
(4.8) [1 - g - gcos 29} —(1—a/2)"Y2(1 — beos20)" /2 > 1.
The inequality (2.31) in Lemma 2.4 implies that
. 2 a a -1
(4.9) 2my|z(sin 0)| sec” 6 [1 — 5 508 26} <mp <1

since a < 1/2.
So we can apply the binomial series expansion

(4.10) (1— 1/2_1+Z %_1 yk
for

-1
(4.11) y = —2my2(sin §) sec? 0 [1 - g - %cos 29]

and notice that (4.11) is an odd function in 6. It follows from (4.7), (4.8),
(4.10), and (4.11) that

w/2
A2d > (1 — a/2)_1/2/ [1 — beos26] /2 [1
—7r/2
+kz % ” ]d&
=1

(4.12) =2(1—a/2)"1/? /m[l — beos20]71/? [1

0

+Z 4k ” ]d&

=1

/2
>92(1 — a/2)_1/2/ [1 — beos26]~ /2 [1 + :yQ] de.
0
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By the inequalities (2.31) and (4.8), we have
oo [4 5716,
(4.13) Y- > M1 sin 0| = = 5™ sin® 6.

Now expand (1 — bcos26)~/2 in (4.12) and integrate term by term yield
a2 (1- 9)1/2
2

/2
> 2/ (1 265m% sin 9> (1 —Dbcos260)~1/2dp
0

(4.14) :2/07f/2 <1+;5mlsln 9) 1+Z 2k ” F cos 29] do
7(1 4+ 0.09m3) 1+Z1 4k _4822:); 1)”b2k].
Since a = (n;\)K, we obtain
(4.15) )\Zn_lK+d2(1+009m1 1+Z 4k_1 o 1)”192’“]2
where b = %.

(n—1)Kd?

rsm-nrae and

So either \ > Z—; + (n—1)K or else b >

A>T m

'k + + 0.09m3)?

d2(
2
1+Z 4k—1 2k:—1)” (n —1)Kd? 2
I 472 + 3(n — 1)Kd?

This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

(4.16)

Theorem 4.2. Let M be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold
with nonempty boundary OM. Assume that the Ricci curvature satisfies
Ric(M) > (n— 1)K > 0. Let d = diam(M) be the diameter of M and let
r = sup{d(z,0M)|x € M} be the inscribed radius of M. Then:

(a) If the second fundamental form of the boundary in the outward nor-
mal direction is nonnegative definite, then the first positive Neumann
eigenvalue for M satisfies the same inequality (4.2).

(b) If the mean curvature of the boundary in the outward normal direc-
tion is monnegative, then the first positive Dirichlet eigenvalue for M
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satisfies the lower bound

(4.17)
. 72 n—1
)\Zmln (n_l)K—I—rﬂ’TK

L 1+Z 4k—1 2k—1)” (n—1EKr2 \*
T (2k)! w24+ 3(n—1)Kr?

Proof. Since the Neumann eigenfunction satisfies the same gradient esti-
mate (3.1), the proof of the lower bound (4.2) for the first positive Neumann
eigenvalue is identical with the proof of Theorem 4.1. The proof of the lower
bound (4.17) for the first Dirichlet eigenvalue is also similar to the proof of
Theorem 4.1.

Let v be the normalized first Dirichlet eigenfunction such that 0 < v <
maxv(z) = 1. Let ¢ € M and p € M be two points such that v(q) = 1
and d(p,q) = d(q,0M). By the definition of the inscribed radius r, we have
d(p,q) <r. It follows from the inequality (3.2) that

Vol
(1—v2)1/2[1 —a(1 —v2)]1/2 ~

Integrate the inequality (4.18) along a minimal geodesic from p to ¢ as in
the proof of Theorem 4.1 yields the desired lower bound (4.17).

(4.18) < A\V2,
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