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RESTRICTED TO THE FOCK-SPACE

� � �������
	 �� ������� �
, Wien
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Abstract. We consider the solution operator S : Fµ,(p,q) → L2(µ)(p,q) to the ∂-operator

restricted to forms with coefficients in Fµ =
{
f : f is entire and

∫ �
n |f(z)|2 dµ(z) < ∞

}
.

Here Fµ,(p,q) denotes (p, q)-forms with coefficients in Fµ, L2(µ) is the corresponding L2-
space and µ is a suitable rotation-invariant absolutely continuous finite measure. We will
develop a general solution formula S to ∂. This solution operator will have the property
Sv ⊥ F(p,q) ∀ v ∈ F(p,q+1). As an application of the solution formula we will be able to
characterize compactness of the solution operator in terms of compactness of commutators
of Toeplitz-operators [Tzi , Tzi ] = [T

∗
zi

, Tzi ] : Fµ → L2(µ).

Keywords: Fock-space, Hankel-operator, reproducing kernel

MSC 2000 : 47B35, 32A15

1. Preliminaries

In many cases non-compactness of the solution operator already happens when
the solution operator is restricted to the corresponding subspace of holomorphic

functions. (See [11], [12], [18], [15] and [19].)

It is pointed out in [19] that compactness of the solution operator for ∂ on (0, 1)-
forms implies that the boundary of Ω—in this case Ω is a bounded convex domain—
does not contain any analytic variety of dimension greater or equal to 1. The proof

uses the fact that there is a compact solution operator to ∂ on (0, 1)-forms with holo-
morphic coefficients. In this case compactness of the solution operator restricted to

(0, 1)-forms with holomorphic coefficients implies already compactness of the solution
operator on general (0, 1)-forms.
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A similar situation appears in [15] where the Toeplitz C∗-algebra T (Ω) is consid-
ered and the relation between the structure of T (Ω) and the ∂-Neumann problem
is discussed.
Our work is motivated by the fact that in some cases the solution operator can be

interpreted as a Hankel-operator. See for example [4], [5], [6], [7], [8], [9], [10], [11]
and [12].

In [11] the canonical solution operator restricted to spaces of entire func-
tion is investigated. For (0, 0)-forms it is shown that the canonical solution
operator S : Fm =

{
f : f is entire and

∫ �
1 |f(z)|2e−|z|m dλ(z) < ∞

}
→

{
f :

f is measurable and
∫ �

1 |f(z)|2e−|z|m dλ(z) < ∞
}
is compact for m > 2 and that it

is not compact for m = 2. Here λ denotes the Lebesgue-measure. In [17] it is shown
that the canonical solution operator S : Fm,(0,1) → L2

m is not compact for all m.

Here m corresponds to the measure µ with dµ/dλ = e−|z|
m

:= e−(|z1|m+...+|zn|m). In
both cases the solution operator has a quite simple form. In this paper we develop a

solution operator for (p, q)-forms. In this general case the solution operator is much
more complicated. We will characterize compactness of the solution operator as an

application and will therefore be able to generalize the results from [11] and [17].
The question of compactness of the solution operator is of interest for various

reasons; see [2] for an excellent survey.
Let µ be a suitable rotation-invariant absolutely continuous finite measure with

density gµ such that 0 < C < gµ(z)−1 < ∞ for all z in arbitrary compact sets.
Furthermore let the monomials be an orthogonal system. Recall that we understand

under the generalized Fock-space Fµ the space of holomorphic functions that are
square integrable with respect to the measure µ. That is

Fµ =
{

f : f is entire and
∫
�

n

|f(z)|2 dµ(z) < ∞
}

.

We will abbreviate Fµ = F . Let us consider the following notations:

c2
k =

∫
�

n

|z|2k dµ(z).

Here k = (k1, . . . , kn) is a multi-index. We will call c2
k moments. The reproducing

kernel is given by

K(z, w) =
∞∑

k=1

ϕk(z)ϕk(w),

where {ϕk}∞k=1 is a complete orthonormal system of F . It is known [1], that

K(z, ω) = K(ω, z),

f(z) =
∫
�

n

K(z, ω)f(ω) dµ(ω) ∀ f ∈ F .
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It follows from our assumptions about the measure µ that {zm/cm : m ∈ � n} con-
stitutes an orthonormal system of F . Inserting this special orthonormal system one
can see, that

K(z, w) =
∑ zm

cm

wm

cm
.

Let L2
(p,q)(µ) be the space of (p, q)-forms with coefficients in

L2(µ) =
{

f : f is measurable and
∫
�

n

|f(z)|2 dµ(z) < ∞
}

.

That is

L2
(p,q)(µ) =

{∑′

I,J

fI,J dzI ∧ dzJ ; fI,J ∈ L2(µ)
}

.

Here, the prime denotes summation over strictly increasing q-tuples J and p-tuples I .
Furthermore

dzJ = dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq .

The norm is ∥∥∥∥
∑′

I,J

fI,J dzI ∧ dzJ

∥∥∥∥
2

=
∑′

I,J

∫
�

n

|fI,J |2 dµ.

Recall that the ∂-operator acts via

∂

(∑′

I,J

fI,J dzI ∧ dzJ

)
=

n∑′

j=1

∑

J

∂fI,J

∂zj
dzj ∧ dzI ∧ dzJ .

The derivatives are taken in the distribution sense, and the domain of ∂ consists of

those (0, q)-forms where the right-hand side is in L2
(0,q+1)(µ). For a global survey of

the ∂-operator on the Bergman space see [2], [3].

2. The quasi-canonical solution operator

Several solution formulas to ∂ are known at the moment. See for instance [14]

for a solution formula restricted to (0, q)-forms with Bergman-space coefficients on a
bounded pseudoconvex domain. Furthermore solution formulas can be found as well

in [12]. There the special case of (n, n− 1)-forms is considered and n is the number
of different variables on which the coefficients depend and only the restriction to

Bergman-space coefficients is considered. The aim of this paper is to develop a solu-
tion formula to ∂ restricted to (p, q)-forms with generalized Fock-space coefficients.
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It will have the property

Sv ⊥ F(p,q)(∗)

and

∂Sv = v ∀ v ∈ F(p,q+1).

Here S denotes our solution formula and the second condition just means that S is

a solution formula to ∂ restricted to (p, q)-forms with Fock-space coefficients. Con-
dition (∗) is quite similar to the condition that the operator is the canonical solution
operator—but it is not quite the same.
We will need some facts about Hankel operators with unbounded symbols.

Definition 1. A linear operator

S = Sq : L2(µ)(p,q) ∩Ker(∂q) → L2(µ)(p,q−1)

is called a solution operator to ∂q−1 if

∂q−1Sqf = f, ∀ f ∈ L2(µ)(p,q) ∩ ker(∂q).

If we have
Sqf ⊥ F(p,q−1)

we call Sq a quasi-canonical solution operator.

Definition 2. Let 0 < % < 1 and k ∈ � . Then we define
f%(z) := f(%z)

and

f̃l,%(z) = zl
1f%(z).

The following Propositions are the more-dimensional analogue of [16].

Proposition 1. Let f ∈ F . Furthermore assume that {c2
i+l1

c−2
i %2i} is bounded

and 0 < % < 1. Then we have

f̃l,%(z) = zl
1f%(z) ∈ L2( � n , µ).

Remark 1. Generally multiplication operators with unbounded symbols are not
globally defined.
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Proposition 2. Let n ∈ � . Furthermore assume that the sequences c2
k+l1

c−2
k −

c2
kc−2

k−l1
and c2

i+lc
−2
i %2i ∀ 0 < % < 1 are bounded. Then the Hankel-operator with

symbol zl
1

Hzl
1
: F → F

⊥

is bounded.

���������
. We only carry out the proof for l = 1. Let k = (k1, . . . , kn) a multi-

index. Then k +11 = (k1 +1, k2, . . . , kn) and
∞∑

k=0

means summation over all positive

multi-indices.
∞∑

k=1

means summation over all positive multi-indices except those with

k1 = 0. For f(z) =
∞∑

k=0

akzk it follows by the methods from [16] that

∫
�

n

|f̃%(z)− P (f̃%)(z)|2 dµ(z)

= |a0|2c2
k+11

%2k +
∞∑

k=1

|ak|2c2
k%2k

(
c2
k+11

c2
k

− c2
k

c2
k−11

)
.

It follows from the boundedness of the sequence c2
k+11

c−2
k − c2

kc−2
k−11

that

∫
�

n

lim
%→1

|f̃%(z)− P (f̃%)(z)|2 dµ(z) 6 sup
0<%<1

∫
�

n

|f̃%(z)− P (f̃%)(z)|2 dµ(z)

6 C

∫
�

n

|f(z)|2 dµ(z).

Hence ∫
�

n

|Hz1f(z)|2 dµ(z) 6 C

∫
�

n

|f(z)|2 dµ(z)

and therefore the Hankel-operator is bounded. �

Remark 2. The above result is still valid if one replaces the multiplication with z1

by the one with zi.

Remark 3. It can be shown that in our case the Hankel-operator Hz1 has the
form

f 7→ F
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where

f(z) =
∞∑

k=0

akzk

and

F (z) = lim
N→∞

(
z1

N∑

k=0

akzk −
N∑

k=1

ak
c2
k

c2
k−11

zk−11

)
.

Remark 4. Let us define Hzi
: F(p,q) → L2(µ)(p,q) by

Hzi

∑′

|I|=p,|K|=q

fI,K dzK ∧ dzI =
∑′

|I|=p,|K|=q

Hzi
fI,K dzK ∧ dzI .

It is clear from the proof above that even Hzi
: F(p,q) → L2(µ)(p,q) is bounded if the

assumptions about the moments are fulfilled.

Remark 5. The assumptions about the moments are fulfilled in the case where
dµ/dλ = e−|z|

m

:= e−(|z1|m+...+|zn|m). Here λ is the Lebesgue-measure and m ∈ � .

Theorem 1. Let f =
∑′

I,J

fI,J dzI ∧ dzJ ∈ F(p,q+1). Then

Sf = (−1)p 1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

∑′

J∼J∼

sgn(J ∼ J∼)

×
(∫

�
n

K(z, ω)(z + ω)|J∼J∼|fIJ) dµ(ω)
)

dzI ∧ dzJ∼

is a quasi-canonical solution operator to ∂. Here J∼ = (j∼1 , . . . , j∼q−1) ∼ J =
(j1, . . . , jq) if {j∼1 , . . . , j∼q−1} ∪ {i} = {j1, . . . , jq} for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Further-
more |J∼ ∼ J | = jr if (j∼1 , . . . , j∼r−1, i, j

∼
r+1, . . . , j

∼
q−1) = (j1, . . . , jq). In this case we

define sgn(J∼ ∼ J) as (−1)r−1. We will use the following definitions:

gI,J∼ =
∑′

J∼J∼

(−1)p sgn(J ∼ J∼)(z|J∼J∼|fIJ)

and

g̃I,J∼ =
∑′

J∼J∼
(−1)p sgn(J ∼ J∼)(Hz|J∼J∼|fIJ).

Then S can be written as

Sf =
1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

gI,J∼dzI ∧ dzJ∼ .
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���������
. Making the ansatz

u = S̃f =
1
q

∑′

I,J

q∑

r=1

(−1)r+p−1(zjrfIJ) dzI ∧ dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ [dzjr ] ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq

leads to ∂u = f since

∂((zjrfIJ) dzI ∧ dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ [dzjr ] ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq

= fIJ dzjr ∧ dzI ∧ dzjr ∧ dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ [dzjr ] ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq

= (−1)r+p−1fIJ dzI ∧ dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq .

Therefore

∂u =
1
q

∑′

I,J

q∑

r=1

(−1)r+p−1∂
(
(zjrfIJ) dzI ∧ dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ [dzjr ] ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq

)

=
1
q

∑′

I,J

q∑

r=1

(−1)r+p−1(−1)r+p−1fIJ dzI ∧ dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq

=
∑′

I,J

fIJ dzI ∧ dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq = f.

We have

S̃f =
1
q

∑′

I,|J|=q

q∑

r=1

(−1)r+p−1(zjrfIJ) dzI ∧ dzj1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzjr ∧ . . . ∧ dzjq

=
1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

∑′

J∼J∼
(−1)p sgn(J ∼ J∼)(z|J∼J∼|fIJ) dzI ∧ dzJ∼

=
1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

gI,J∼ dzI ∧ dzJ∼ .

Since u = S̃f it follows from above that

∂

(
1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

gI,J∼ dzI ∧ dzJ∼

)
= f.

Since we have ∂
∂zi

Pf = 0 ∀ i, f ∈ L2(µ)

Sf =
1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

∑′

J∼J∼
(−1)p sgn(J ∼ J∼)(Hz|J∼J∼|fIJ) dzI ∧ dzJ∼

=
1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

g̃I,J∼ dzI ∧ dzJ∼
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is a solution operator as well. Using the identity

f(z) =
∫
�

n

K(z, ω)f(ω) dµ(ω)

yields

Sf =
1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

∑′

J∼J∼
(−1)p sgn(J ∼ J∼)(Hz|J∼J∼|fIJ) dzI ∧ dzJ∼

= (−1)p 1
q

∑′

I,|J∼|=q−1

∑′

J∼J∼
sgn(J ∼ J∼)

×
(∫

�
n

K(z, ω)(z + ω)|J∼J∼|fIJ) dµ(ω)
)

dzI ∧ dzJ∼ .

�

3. Applications of the quasi-canonical solution operator

In this section we will use our solution formula to characterize compactness of

the quasi-canonical solution operator in the case of (p, q)-forms with generalized
Fock-space coefficients without any restrictions on p and q. As an application we

will consider the measures µ where dµ/dλ = e−|z|
m

. It will turn out, that the
quasi-canonical solution operator is not compact in the case of several variables,

dµ/dλ = e−|z|
m

and p, q without any restrictions. Furthermore we will be able to
characterize compactness of the quasi-canonical solution operator restricted to forms

with generalized Fock-space coefficients in terms of compactness of commutators of
certain Toeplitz-operators.

Corollary 1. The quasi-canonical solution operator S : F(p,q+1) → L2(µ)(p,q)

to ∂ is compact if and only if the commutators [Tzi
, Tzi ] = [T ∗zi

, Tzi ] : F → L2(µ)
are compact ∀ i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Here Tzi = PMzi is the Toeplitz-operator with the

symbol zi.

���������
. It is clear, that [Tzi

, Tzi ] is compact if and only if Hzi
is compact since

[Tzi , Tzi ] = Pzi(I − P )zi

and

Pzi(I − P )zi = H∗
zi

Hzi
.
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So it is clear from Theorem 1 that compactness of the commutators [Tzi , Tzi ] implies
compactness of the quasi-canonical solution operator. Conversely an easy argument
shows

[I − P ]zif = S

( ∑′

|I|=p,|K|=q

fI,K dzi ∧ dzK ∧ dzI

)
,

where f =
∑′

|I|=p,|K|=q

fI,KdzK ∧ dzI has holomorphic coefficients. So the restriction

of S to (p, q + 1)-forms of the form
∑′

|I|=p,|K|=q

fI,Kdzi ∧ dzK ∧ dzI coincides with the

Hankel-operator. This finishes the proof. �

Lemma 1. If the Hankel-operatorHzl
i
: F → L2(µ) is compact then the sequence

c2
m+li

c−2
m − c2

mc−2
m−li

tends to 0 as |m| =
n∑

i=1

mi →∞.
���������

. With calculations of [16] it follows that

H∗
zn

i
Hzn

i
(um)(w) =

(
c2
m+li

c2
m

− c2
m

c2
m−li

)
um(w)

if mi > l. Here um = zm/cm.

Since the set {um(z)} = {zm/cm : m = (m1, . . . , mn), m1, . . . , mn ∈ � } is or-
thonormal the result follows easily. �

Corollary 2. The quasi canonical solution operator S : F(p,q) → L2(e−|z|
m

)(p,q)

is not compact if n > 1.
���������

. This follows easily. �

Remark 6. For (0, 0)-forms—n = 0—it is shown in [11] that the canonical solu-
tion operator is compact if m > 2 and for (0, 1)-forms it is shown in [17] that the
canonical solution operator is not compact for all m.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank Prof. Haslinger for his guidance dur-
ing my thesis and for introducing me to the ∂-Neumann problem. Furthermore I
would like to thank the referee for many helpful comments. I am also grateful to the

FWF (P15279) for partial support of this work.

955



References

[1] V. Bargmann: On a Hilbert Space of analytic functions and an associated integral trans-
form. Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 14 (1961), 187–214.

[2] S. Fu and E. Straube: Compactness in the ∂-Neumann problem. In: Proc. conf. Complex
analysis and geometry, Ohio. Ohio State Univ. Math. Res Inst. Publ., 2001, pp. 141–160.

[3] L. Hörmander: L2-estimates and existence theorems for the ∂ operator. Acta Math. 113
(1965), 89–152.

[4] S. Axler: The Bergman space, the Bloch space, and commutators of multiplika-
tion-operators. Duke Math. J. 53 (1986), 315–332.

[5] J. Arazy, S. Fischer and J. Peetre: Hankel-operators on weighted Bergman spaces.
Amer. J. Math. 110 (1988), 989–1053.

[6] F.F. Bonsall: Hankel-operators on the Bergman space for the disc. J. London Math.
Soc. 33 (1986), 355–364.

[7] S. Janson: Hankel-operators between weighted Bergman spaces. Ark. Math. 26 (1988),
205–219.

[8] R. Rochberg: Trace ideal criteria for Hankel-operators and commutators. Indiana Univ.
Math. J. 31 (1982), 913–925.

[9] R. Wallsten: Hankel-operators between weighted Bergman-spaces in the ball. Ark. Math.
28 (1990), 183–192.

[10] K.H. Zhu: Hilbert-Schmidt Hankel-operators on the Bergman space. Proc. Amer. Math.
Soc. 109 (1990), 721–730.

[11] F. Haslinger: The canonical solution operator to ∂ restricted to spaces of entire functions.
Ann. Fac. Sci. Toulouse Math. 11 (2002), 57–70.

[12] F. Haslinger: The canonical solution operator to ∂ restricted to Bergman-spaces. Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 129 (2001), 3321–3329.

[13] L. Hörmander: An Introduction to Complex Analysis in Several Variables. Von Nostand,
Princeton, 1966.

[14] W. Knirsch: Kompaktheit des ∂-Neumann Operators. Dissertation. Universität Wien,
Wien, 2000.

[15] N. Salinas, A. Sheu and H. Upmeier: Toeplitz-operators on pseudoconvex domains and
foliation C∗-algebras. Ann. Math. 130 (1989), 531–565.

[16] G. Schneider: Hankel-operators with anti-holomorphic symbols on the Fock-space. Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 132 (2004), 2399–2409.

[17] G. Schneider: Non-compactness of the solution operator to ∂ on the Fock-space in
several dimensions. Math. Nachr. 278 (2005), 312–317.

[18] S. Krantz: Compactness of the ∂-Neumann operator. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 103 (1988),
1136–1138.

[19] S. Fu and E. Straube: Compactness of the ∂-Neumann problem on convex domains.
J. Functional Analysis 159 (1998), 629–641.

Author’s address: Institut für Mathematik, Universität Wien, Nordbergstr. 15, A-
1090 Wien, Austria, e-mail: georg.schneider@univie.ac.at; current address: Institut für
Betriebswirtschaftslehre, Brünner Strasse 72, A-1210 Wien, Austria.

956


		webmaster@dml.cz
	2020-07-03T15:38:34+0200
	CZ
	DML-CZ attests to the accuracy and integrity of this document




