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Abstract

To each inner function on the unit disc, one can associate a corresponding family of Clark
measures, which in turn can be linked to a family of unitary operators. Hence Clark measures
form a link between inner functions, singular measures and operator theory. While Clark
theory in one variable has been thoroughly studied and well-developed following D. N. Clark’s
1972 paper, it is only recently that progress has been made in extending this theory to the
multivariate setting. Our goal is to provide an overview of recent research as well as investigate
Clark measures for some new examples of bivariate inner functions on the unit bidisc. In
particular, we characterize the Clark measures for certain kinds of multiplicative embeddings
in inner functions as well as products of inner functions.



Acknowledgements

First and foremost I would like to thank my supervisor Alan Sola, for his guidance, inspiration and
patience as I took my first shot at mathematical research.

Lastly, I want to thank my father; my very first mathematics teacher and the one who made
me love it.



CONTENTS

Contents

1 Introduction

2 Preliminaries

3 Clark measures in one variable
4 Clark measures of monomials

5 Rational inner functions
Generic values . . . . .
Exceptional values . . . . . . . ...

6 Multiplicative embeddings

7 Product functions
A very non-rational example . . . . . . ...

11

13

16
19
21

22

27



1 INTRODUCTION 4

1 Introduction

Clark theory has been of great interest since the original paper [9] by D. N. Clark from 1972.
He initiated his study by introducing a family of unitary operators with a corresponding family
of singular measures on the unit disc, which we now call Clark measures. Furthermore, to each
analytic function on the unit disc with modulus one almost everywhere on the boundary (a so
called inner function), one can associate a family of Clark measures. In this way, Clark measures
form an unexpected link between analytic functions, singular measures and operator theory, three
significant areas of mathematical analysis. We will mainly focus on the first two topics in this work.

In one variable, there are clear characterizations of Clark measures and their behavior, and the
theory is well-developed enough to be explored in introductory textbooks such as [15]. Recently,
progress has been made in extending this theory to Clark measures of inner functions in several
variables. There are two natural settings for multivariate Clark theory; one could either study Clark
measures on the unit polydisc D¢ or the unit d-ball. Since these spaces are not biholomorphically
equivalent for d > 2, the Clark theory will vary based on what space one chooses to work in. Clark
theory on the unit d-ball has been explored in detail in e.g. [2]. We restrict ourselves to D? in this
work, and mainly dimension d = 2.

The case of rational inner functions in higher dimensions has been systematically studied in
e.g. [3], but less is known about other classes of inner functions. In this work, we aim to provide
an overview of recent research as well as investigate Clark measures for some new examples of
bivariate inner functions. For instance, we will study constructions of non-rational inner functions
from inner functions with more or less known structure. In particular, we investigate the relationship
between Clark measures and multiplication; first by introducing compositions of inner functions and
multiplicative embeddings, and then by multiplying inner functions with each other. The idea is to
study how these operations affect the corresponding Clark measures.

2 Preliminaries

We begin by introducing some central concepts of multivariate complex analysis. Let
D% = {(21,22,...,24) €C?: |zj| <1, j=1,2,...,d}

denote the unit polydisc in d variables, and
T :={(¢1, G2, Ca) €CH: |Gl =1, j=1,2,....d}

its so called distinguished boundary. Note that this is only a subset of the boundary dD?. For d = 2,
the set T? defines a two-dimensional torus.

Much of our discussion will be centered around holomorphic and harmonic functions in several
(but mainly two) variables. Let U C C? be an open set. The function f : U — C is said to be
holomorphic or analytic if it is locally bounded (i.e., for every p € U, there is a neighborhood N of
p such that f|y is bounded) and complex-differentiable in each variable separately; so the limit

lim f(zh ce ey 21,75 + £7Zj+1, . ,Zd) — f(Z)
C3¢—0 &

exists for all z € U and all j =1,2,...,d.
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Just as in one variable, we may characterize holomorphic functions using power series expansions.
Let p = (p1,...,pa) € RL and a = (a1,...,aq) € C? be the polyradius and center of a polydisc

A={zeC%:|z; —aj| <p;, j=1,...,d}.

Let f : A — C be a continuous function, holomorphic in A. Then, on A, f is given by a power
series that converges uniformly absolutely on compact subsets of A:

flz)= Z Ca(z —a)™.

aeNd

Here we have used multinomial notation, where z* = 2" ---z;* for a; € N. Conversely, if we

define f : A — C by a power series as above (converging uniformly absolutely on compact subsets
of A), then f is holomorphic on the same polydisc.

We say that a function f : U — C is pluriharmonic if it is harmonic along each complex line.
Formally, for every a,b € C%, we require ¢ — f(a + b¢) to be harmonic for each ¢ € C such that
a+ b€ € U. Note that the pluriharmonic functions define a subclass of the harmonic functions on
C?. Moreover, f : U — C is pluriharmonic if and only if it is locally the real or imaginary part of a
holomorphic function (see pp. 68-69 in [19]). For an extensive introduction to multivariate complex
analysis, see [19].

Let us recall some properties of Blaschke products, which we define as

B(z) := e'2K H @ “h _,Z )
2z 1 —Zrz
k>1

where ¢ € R, K € N and {z,}7°, C D is a sequence satisfying the Blaschke condition

> (1= |z]) < o

k>1

This condition ensures that B(z) converges uniformly on compact subsets of D, and is thus analytic
on D. For any Blaschke product B(z), the radial limit lim,_;_ B(r() exists and has modulus one
for Lebesgue-almost every ¢ € T. A finite Blaschke product is defined as

B —e 'La KH ‘Zk| Zk*z (1)

1—Znz
oy Pk k

for zx € Dand k= 1,2,...,n. As opposed to their infinite counterparts, the radial limits of finite
Blaschke products exist everywhere on T, and they are analytic on an open set containing the closed
unit disc.

Finite Blaschke products have many notable properties — for one, they map the unit disc D to
itself, and the unit circle T to itself. For K = 0, the function (1) will be a finite Blaschke product of
degree n, and B(z) = 0 will have exactly n solutions in ). Moreover, for any w € T, the equation
B(z) = w will have n distinct solutions on T. Another useful property is that the derivative of a
finite Blaschke product is non-zero on the unit circle. Finally, recall that by Fatou’s theorem, if a
function f is analytic on D with |f(z)| — 1 as z — 1, then f is a finite Blaschke product. For more
on finite Blaschke products, see [14].
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Next, we review some basic measure-theoretic concepts. Throughout this text, we will let m
and mg denote the normalized Lebesgue measure on T and T? respectively. Whenever we use the
words “measurable” or ”almost everywhere” without specifying a measure, we will be referring to
the Lebesgue measure. For a given p on some measure space X, we define its support supp(u) as
the closure of the set of points € X such that every open neighborhood N of x satisfies u(N) > 0.
Moreover, we say that two measures pu and o on X are singular if there exist measurable sets A
and B with X = AU B and AN B = @, such that p(A) = o(B) =0.

To be able to define Clark measures in particular, we must first introduce the Poisson kernel
on the unit polydisc. For z € D¢ and ¢ € T¢, we define the Poisson kernel on D¢ as a product of
one-variable Poisson kernels:

- 1— |z
P.(¢) = P(z,¢) == H P (¢) where P, ()= — 2.

d

Given a complex Borel measure p on T¢, we define its Poisson integral as

PU(:) = [ PC.Odn(0).

The Poisson integral will be of great importance to this work — in fact, by the multivariate version
of Herglotz’ theorem (see e.g. Theorem 2.1.3 in [21]), each positive pluriharmonic function on D¢
can be written as the Poisson integral of some unique Borel measure. We will use this to define
Clark measures in what comes next.

Furthermore, note that P[dmg](z) = 1 for all z € D?. As in the one-variable case, we may

express the Poisson integral as a series: for z; = r]—eieﬂ',
Pldu)(z) = Y plk)riMe?, (2)
kezd

where we have used multinomial notation again, so rlkl = rllkl‘ . rtlikd‘ and ke = k101 +...+kq0,.
We call

k) == [ du(0)

Td

the Fourier coefficients of j, where Zk =0 - -@kd. The series (2) converges uniformly for points
z € DL

Let o € T; we say that « is a unimodular constant. If ¢ : D — D is a bounded holomorphic
function, then

R(H02) 1ol

a—¢(z)) la—¢(z)]?
is positive and pluriharmonic on D9, as (o + ¢(2))/(a — ¢(2)) is holomorphic on the unit polydisc.
Hence, by Herglotz’ theorem, there exists a unique positive Borel measure o, on T? such that
1—|o(2)]?
O~ Plasal(z) = [ Pe.0doalc).

o —(2)]2 Td
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We call these measures {0, }aet the Aleksandrov-Clark measures associated to ¢. As

_ _1-]e()P
/Tddaaf/[rdp((),C)doaf @ = 6(0)2 < 00,

we see that o, is a finite measure for each o € T.
Recall that for a function f : D — C and some point ¢ € T, we say that f(z) approaches L € C
non-tangentially, denoted
L:= Zlim f(2),
z2—C

if f(z) — L whenever z — ( in every fixed Stolz domain
o) ={z€D:|z—-¢| <a(l-z))}, a>1.

This notion extends to multivariate functions: let f : D¢ — C and ¢ € T?. We say that f has a
non-tangential limit L at ¢ if f(z) — L as z — ¢, where each z; — (; non-tangentially in the one-
variable sense. For any bounded holomorphic function ¢ : D¢ — C, Fatou’s theorem for polydiscs
(see Chapter XVII, Theorem 4.8 in [23]) ensures that the non-tangential limits

(O)=2 1
9" (<) Ddalrzn%¢>(2)
exist for mg-almost every ¢ € T¢. Moreover, in one variable, we know that ¢(r¢) converges to ¢*(¢)
as r — 1— in LP(T) (Theorem 11.16, [22]).

We say that ¢ : DY — D is an inner function if it is bounded, holomorphic and |¢*(¢)| = 1 for
mg-almost every ¢ € T¢. For example, any finite Blaschke product is an inner function in . If ¢
is inner, we call {04 }aet the Clark measures of ¢.

Note that ¢ being inner implies that
_1—o(2)]* _

T Ta—o)F 0 mg-almost everywhere on T

Clearly, the numerator goes to zero mg-almost everywhere. As ¢ — « is bounded, it lies in the
Hardy space H?(T?) defined as the space of functions f analytic on D? which satisfy

Pldo,](2)

1/2
sw ([ 1700Pma©) <.

0<r<1

This is a subspace of the so called Nevanlinna space N(T?); hence, Theorem 3.3.5 in [21] states that
log(¢* — ) lies in L'(T9). This in turn implies that ¢* —a must be non-zero mgy-almost everywhere
on T?. Hence, P[do,](z) = 0 mg-almost everywhere on T¢, as asserted.

A notable consequence of this result is that if ¢ is an inner function, then its Clark measures
{0a}aer must be singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure. To see this, we decompose o,
into an absolutely continuous measure 7} and a mg-singular measure 72 (see Theorem 6.10, [22]).
Then Theorem 2.3.1 in [21] states that the function

u(2) := Pldoy)(z) = Pldr} + dr?](2)

satisfies u*(¢) = 71(¢) for mg-almost every ¢ € T¢. However, we saw already that P[do,] = 0
mg-almost everywhere on T¢; hence 71 = 0 mg-almost everywhere on T¢. We can thus conclude
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that o, is a mg-singular measure for each o € T. Moreover, as asserted in [11], two Clark measures
0 and og associated to an inner function ¢ are mutually singular whenever o # (.
For an inner function ¢ and a constant a € T, we define the so called unimodular level set

Co(9) = 01os{g €T: lim ¢(r¢) = a},

where the closure is taken with respect to T¢. The following proposition is a generalization of
Lemma 2.1 in [3], and is likely known to experts.

Proposition 2.1. Let ¢ : D? — C be an inner function, and let o be a unimodular constant. Then
supp(ca) C Ca(9).

With the exception of some tweaks, the proof uses the same arguments as in [3]. We include
the details for the interested reader.

Proof. Let B C T? be an open ball such that lim,_,;_ ¢(r¢) # a for all ¢ € B. Our goal is to
show that o,(B) = 0. Recall that the Poisson kernel is positive (easily checked from its definition);
hence,

_ 1 0P
[ Pucdnn < [ Plcmnatn = =500

for all ( € B and every 0 < r < 1. We make two observations now: first of all, we note that since

¢ is inner, the right-hand side tends to zero for mg-almost every ( € B as r — 1—. So

111}1 P(r¢,n)dos(n) =0 mg-almost everywhere in B.
r—1- Jp

Secondly, since ¢ is bounded on the unit polydisc and ¢(r¢) 4 a on B, we have that

lirn_ljgp/BP(rgn)daa(n) < lirn_1>sllip 1@_@((:'?)'; < oo (3)

for all ( € B. Here, we take the limit superior instead of the limit, as the limit of the right-hand
side need not exist for every point in B.
Now define

D,(¢):={n:r¢;—mnil<21—7r): j=1,...,d}.
For every 7 in this set, we have |r¢; —n;|*> < 4(1 — r)2, which implies

1—r2 1+7r 1—7r2

I—r2 411 =G - P

By the definition of the Poisson kernel, we find that

(&)d < P(r¢,).
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Then

14+7 \°
(i) memooi@ < [ Putwdean < [ Poc s,

(I—r B
which in turn implies that

i 92(BND,(C)

JAm = =0 mg-almost everywhere in B (4)

and, moreover, that the limit superior of this quotient is finite for all ¢ € B by (3).
Since (;,1; € T, we can express

¢ —mil = Ir —m;Gl <21 —7)
in polar coordinates as

21 —7) > |r — ']

< 4(1 —2r +7%) > 1+ 12 — 2rcos(6;)

<= 3r —6r +3=3(1-7r)*> 2r — 2rcos(6;)
30— r)?

— 0;) > 1
cos(0;) > 5

This means that we can express D,.(¢) as

D,(¢) = { e 10;] < cos™ (1 - 3(12;”2) j= 1,...,d}.

We observe that this is, as a subset of T%, a product of d copies of the same interval. Hence, as
r — 1—, we may estimate the Lebesgue measure of this set as

d
1—1r)2

—r2\?
D0 =2tcos (1= 22 > 2R > aya - e

for constants ¢(d), ¢’(d) dependent on d. Together with (4), this shows that

lim O'a(B N D7(C))

Rare D, (0)] =0 mg-almost everywhere in B,

and that the limit superior must be finite for all { € B.
Note that per definition, D,(({) is a d-dimensional cube with volume tending to zero as r — 1—
for every ¢ € B. We now claim that

lim sup —Ga(B N D.(Q))

m su Do (0) =0 forevery ¢ € B. (5)

To prove this, suppose there exists some z € B such that the limit superior in (5) is nonzero.
Since o, is a finite measure, we have that o, (B N D,(z)) < oo. Together with the fact that the
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denominator tends to zero, this would imply that the limit, and hence limit superior, is infinite for
z € B, which is a contradiction by our previous arguments. Hence (5) holds.
Since |D,(¢)] — 0 as r — 1—, the limit in (5) implies that the n-dimensional upper density

of the restriction measure (0,)|p, defined as (04)5(A) := 04(B N A), is zero for every point in
T (see e.g. Proposition 2.2.2 in [18]). Thus, (04) s is equal to zero, which in turn implies that
oo(B) =0. O

Example 2.2. Let ¢(z1, 22) := 2. This is clearly an inner function, and for each given unimodular
constant «, its Clark measure o, satisfies

1—|z]* B
s = [ PE0d(O = [ Pa)PL(@)don @),
We may see this as
1— 2
Oé|2112 = /H‘Q PZl(Cl)Pzz(C2)dUa(C)~

In the variable z;, the measure will be supported on a single point z; = «. In the variable zo, it
can be seen as the measure u for which the Poisson integral evaluates to one. But this implies that
1 is just the usual normalized Lebesgue measure. Hence, we may conclude that

0a(2) = 0a(z1) @ m(22).

This measure is supported on the line {(c,(2) : (o € T} in T?. By Theorem 4 in [4], measures of
this kind cannot be supported on sets of Hausdorff dimension less than one, and cannot possess
any point masses. Hence, this is essentially the simplest support we can find for Clark measures in
two variables, in the sense that it is very easy to characterize.

Next, we establish a result which will be used in several proofs down the line:
Lemma 2.3. The linear span of Poisson kernels M := span{ P, : z € D*} is dense in C(T?).

The following is a generalization of the proof of Proposition 1.17 in [15] and uses some Hilbert
space theory we hope the reader will find familiar:

Proof. Tt is a well-known fact that the dual space of C(T?) is the space M (T?) of all so called Radon
measures on T2. As T? is compact, M (T?) is just the space of complex, finite Borel measures on
T? (see Theorem 7.8 in [13]).

By Riesz’ representation theorem (Theorem 6.19, [22]), if £ is a bounded linear functional on
C(T?), then there is a unique p € M(T?) such that

of)=[ fdu.
T2
As a consequence, M is dense in C(T?) if the only measure u € M(T?) such that

Pldu](z) = /T ] P.(¢)du(¢) =0 for every z € D?
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is the zero measure (see e.g. Theorem 1.27 in [15]). In this case, we say that the only annihilator
of M is the zero measure. Using the series expansion of the Poisson integral, we see that if u is an
annihilator, then for all n € Z2,

0= [ & Plaul(rOydma(c) = | <"( > ﬂ(k)rkgk>dm2(C) -/ ( S ﬂ(k)rwk_n) dma (),

kez? kez?
(6)

where 0 < r < 1 and ¢ € T?. Under these conditions, the last sum converges uniformly, so we may
interchange summation and integration.
Note now that for (e?1,e%2) € T2 and (ky, ko) € Z2,

) ) ) ) 1 if (k1,k2) = (0,0
/ (kAR g () :/ewl’“dm(é)l)/el92’“2dm(02) _ if (k1, .2) (0,0),
T2 T T 0 otherwise.

By the above, (6) reduces to

0= + 3 [ ¢rdma(Q) = )
ktn T2
kez?

Thus all the Fourier coefficients of p are zero, which implies that p is the zero measure — see e.g.
Proposition 1.16 in [15] (all the arguments can be directly generalized to several variables). O

3 Clark measures in one variable

Before getting into Clark measures of inner functions in two variables, we give a brief overview of
Clark theory in one variable. In this section, we summarize the results we will need when extending
our scope to the bivariate case.

To formulate our main result, we must first introduce the concept of angular derivatives.

Theorem 3.1. For an analytic function f on D and {y € T, the following are equivalent:

(i) The non-tangential limits

FCo) = £ Tim () and £t L1

z—Co z—Co zZ — CO
exist;
(ii) The derivative function f' has a non-tangential limit at (.

Under the equivalent conditions above,

/tim L& =S f(2).

z—Co z — C() z—Co

Proof. See Theorem 2.19 in [15]. O
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Definition 3.2. Assuming the conditions of the theorem, we call

f'(¢o) == £ lim 1&) = 6o) Z lim f'(2)

z—Co Zz — <0 z—Co

the angular derivative of f at (o. Furthermore, if f maps D to itself, we say that f has an angular
derivative in the sense of Carathéodory at oy € T if f has an angular derivative at (o and f({y) € T.

We now have the machinery needed to state the following proposition, which will be extremely
useful to us in later sections:

Proposition 3.3. Let ¢ be an inner function in one variable and o« € T. Then the associated Clark
measure oo, has a point mass at ( € T if and only if

6'(¢) = lim 6(r¢) = a
and ¢ has a finite angular derivative in the sense of Carathéodory at (. In this case,

ag
oa({Ch)’

1 re
UO(({C}) = |¢/(C)| <oo and ¢ (C) -

Proof. See Proposition 11.2 in [15]. O

This result is a powerful tool for Clark theory in one variable, and establishes a natural connec-
tion between derivatives of inner functions and their associated Clark measures. We will see that
while Clark measures in two variables do not possess point masses (see [4]), the proposition will
still be useful in determining the weights of these measures along curves in the unimodular level
sets.

Example 3.4. The function

o(z2) = exp<1tz>, zeD,

is inner, and ¢*(¢) exists everywhere on T; this because

1+2 1+2 1—z2
exp _E = exp R _1—2; = exp —m y

from which we can see that ¢*(1) = 0. Observe that every point ¢ # 1 on the unit circle solves the
equation ¢* = « for some a € T, so ¢*(T \ {1}) = T. Moreover, these points accumulate in the
limit point ( = 1 for every a-value. Since the unimodular level sets are closed per definition, this
implies that 1 € C,(¢) for all a € T.

Now let o« = 1. As seen in Example 11.3(ii) in [15], the solutions to ¢*(¢) = 1 are given by

_ 27k —1
T ok 44

Mk kEZ,
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and

18
@' (m)| 1+ 4wk

By Proposition 3.3, the Clark measure of ¢ associated to a = 1 may thus be expressed as

8
7= D T gt
keZ

We will revisit variations of this example in later sections.

4 Clark measures of monomials

We begin our study of bivariate inner functions and their Clark measures with a very simple class
of functions: monomials. The general technique applied here to calculate the supports and density
of their Clark measures will prove useful even for more complicated inner functions, and we will
revisit some of these ideas further down the line.
Let
¢(21,22) = 21 23"

for non-negative integers M, N. Clearly, ¢ is continuous and analytic everywhere on the closed unit
bidisc, so we need not worry about non-tangential limits at all. In this case, the unimodular level
sets are simply given by

Ca(0) ={¢ €T*: 6(¢) = a}.

We note that ¢(z1,22) = « can be expressed as 2/ = a/z)¥. As z € T, this has precisely M
solutions; let z; = € and a = ™. Then 2! = ¢/*=N% has solutions

— N6 21k
M :exp(z‘<(”M)+L>), k=0,1,...,M~1.

We see that 7 depends on 6 and thus on 27, so this defines a parameterization of C,(¢) by graphs

{(Cm(Q): CETk=0,...,M—1}.

In other words, for each k, we get a curve of the form

{(ew,exp (Z(% + %))) :0<0< 277}.

Note that the second coordinate can be rewritten as exp (z (%—&-%)) = (eWe2mki)1/M (o=10)N/M

where e~ is the conjugate of e?’. This implies that 7;(¢) is of the form ckZN M for a unimodular
constant cx. Then {({,nx(¢)) : ¢ € T} defines an antidiagonal in T2, and C,(¢) consists of M — 1

such antidiagonals. To summarize, for a = e, the associated Clark measure of ¢ is supported on

M-1

Cald) = | {(¢.exT™) s (T, = eitrmi/ary,

k=0
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Figure 1 shows the level curves for the inner function ¢ = 2323 and a = 1. More precisely, we have
plotted the argument of the curves nk(ew) for — 1< <manda=1, M =2 and N = 3.

Figure 1: Level curves 7y for k =0 (red) and k =1 (black) when a« =1, M =2 and N = 3.

A natural next step is to investigate whether the Clark measures have densities along these
lines. To this end, fix ( € T and define ®¢(22) := ¢((,22). Given a = e” € T, the solutions to

®:(z2) = o on the unit circle are n, = N () = ckZN/M as defined above for k = 0,1,..., M — 1.
Then, by Proposition 3.3, the Clark measure of ®. is given by

M—1 1 M—-1 1 M-1 1
— 5, = —4,, = — s
2 ™ T 2 e T A 3

where we have used that ()M ~1¢N

Clark measure,

is unimodular for each ¢ € T. Hence, per definition of this

S

L [2g(22)? _ 1-]0(¢ ) _ N~ 1
e R e P O /TPZJOWO
M-1
= %PZQ (k)- (7)
k=0

Let o, be the associated Clark measure of ¢ for o = e?”. Now fix 25 € D and define

(1) = “"5(>)'| = [ Pa@)Pai&lion®) 21 €D, ®)

B |O[ - ¢(Zla Z2

Since ¢ is continuous on the closed unit bidisc and |28 237 < 1 for all z; € D, the denominator of
U, is always non-zero. Hence, u, is continuous on D, and harmonic on D as the middle expression
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is pluriharmonic per definition. Thus, we may apply the Poisson integral formula, which states that

1-— V) 2
[ la_"j;HP (C)dm(C).

Combining (7) and (8) with the above equation yields

1= 162 g
|O[ _ ¢(<~7 22)|2P21 (C)d (C)

M 1
> > / . () Py (1(C))dm(C).

Uzy (Zl) =

[, PateP@done) -

This shows that
M-1 1
[ 1(©e©) = 3 7 [ 16m(@im(©

for f = P, P,,. We can now use the fact that linear combinations of Poisson kernels are dense in
C(T?) by Lemma 2.3 — this proves the following result:

Theorem 4.1. Let ¢(21,22) = 22z} for positive integers M,N and o = ¢ € T. Then the
associated Clark measure o, of ¢ satisfies

]W 1
REZCEDI J RIT S

for all f € C(T?), where ¢j, = 'V +27K)/M

Intuitively, this shows that the Clark measures of monomials are very simple; they live on lines
in T? with negative slope, and the density takes the same constant value along each line. In what
comes next, we will study more general classes of functions and investigate whether their Clark
measures behave as nicely.

Remark 4.2. One could of course choose to parameterize z; as a function of 2z instead; the same
argument as above then yields the formula

F(€)doq (§) = Nfi / £ ¢)dm Q)
T2 ’ = Ve 7

for f € C(T?) and dj, = e!®+27%)/N Let us explicitly show that this is indeed the same integral as
the one obtained in Theorem 4.1 for a simple toy example. Define ¢(z) = 2225 and fix a = e%; by

Theorem 4.1, the associated Clark measure satisfies

—21t ’LV
RIGIAC /fg,cog Ydm(C / Fle Ydm(2). )
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Applying Theorem 4.1 with parameterization in zo instead yields formula

1 ~1/2
[ 1009 = 5 [ 1@ am(O) + 5 [ £@T.0dm()
_ 47T</ f(67i0/2€iy/2,6i0)dm(0) + f( 7@(9/2 i V/2+7r) 0)dm(0)>
We can now change integration variable via § = —2n, obtaining
1 /2 o ) /2 o )
g ([ s ety 4 [ im0, 2 man))
T —/2 —m/2

Now we switch variable to 1 + 7 in the second integral, which yields

1 /2 o . 3 /2 i ;
([ stemevtz.emaminy + [ jenes2,e20-0)im) )

27 —7)2 w/2
1 37\'/2 . . .
=5 P f(eme“’/Z, e 2 dm(n).

Finally, let t = 9+ v/2. Then
1 37/2 1 37/2+v/2

o [ pee e dm(n) = o
27 —n/2 2m —m/24v/2

1 T ; o
o | fet e e,
a —T

f(eit, 672i(t7u/2))dm(77)

where the periodicity of the integrand allows us to change integration limits in the last step. Hence
we arrive at the same formula as (9). A generalization of this argument can be used to show that
we can switch variables in Theorem 4.1 without any trouble.

5 Rational inner functions

We now move on to a more general — and more complicated — class of functions. In this section,
we review some recent results concerning the Clark measures of rational inner functions in two
variables. This situation will require extra care, as we now have to deal with potential singularities
of these functions. However, we will see that the support of any associated Clark measure is actually
a finite union of graphs, and that we can explicitly write out its weights along these — much like
in the previous section. We will mainly present results and proofs from [3], potentially with some
added detail.

We will first need some terminology specific to rational inner functions. We say that a polynomial
p € Clz1,...,24] is stable if it has no zeros in D, and that it has polydegree (ni,...,nq) € N¢ if
p has degree n; when viewed as a polynomial in z;. By Theorem 5.2.5 in [21], any rational inner
function (abbreviated RIF) in D? can be written as

d k; P(2)
H]T

Jj=1



5 RATIONAL INNER FUNCTIONS 17

where a € R, k1,...,kq € N, p is a stable polynomial of polydegree (nq,...,n4), and

~ n ng — 1 1
D(z) == 27" - 2y p(,...,)

is its reflection. Note that any zero of p will be a zero of p and vice versa, and that p and p have the
same polydegree. For simplicity, we will always assume that ¢(z) = %, where p and p are so called
atoral — a concept explored in e.g. [1]. In the context of this project, atoral simply means that
p and p share no common factors, and that in two dimensions in particular, p and p have finitely
many common zeros on T2. Hence, a rational inner function ¢ in two variables will have finitely
many singularities on T?.

Moreover, we define the polydegree of a rational function ¢ = ¢/p as (ni,...,nq), where p
and ¢ have no common factors, and n; is the maximum of the degrees of p and ¢ when viewed
as polynomials in variable z;. Thus, the polydegree of ¢ = p/p as defined above agrees with the
polydegrees of both its numerator and denominator.

It is known that for any rational inner function ¢, the non-tangential limit ¢*({) exists and
is unimodular for every ¢ € T? (see Theorem C, [16]). Moreover, note that for any index j,
given some fixed values (i,...,¢(j—1,(j41,...,Ca € T, the function z; — &(C1,...,25,...,Cq) is a
univariate rational function in . Then, by [16], this function has unimodular non-tangential limits
at every point on T. By Fatou’s lemma, this implies that it must be a finite Blaschke product of
degree at most n;. The following lemma refines this result:

Lemma 5.1. Let ¢ = p/p be a RIF inD? of polydegree (n1,...,nq). Given any ¢ = ({1, .., Ca—1,Ca)
T4, set ¢' := (C1,...,Ca—1) € T4 For a fized (', we define

¢C’(zd) = ¢(<17 teey <d71a Zd)~

If ¢ has no singularities at any points of the form (¢',w) € T¢ where w € T, then ¢¢r s Blaschke
product of precisely degree ng.

The proof uses elementary properties of Blaschke products and the structure of RIFs, and is
omitted here (see Lemma 2.3 in [3]).

As a first step in our analysis, we would like to characterize the supports of the associated Clark
measures of RIFs. By Proposition 2.1, we may do this via the unimodular level sets. The following
result gives us a straight-forward expression for the level sets of RIFs specifically.

Theorem 5.2. For fired a € T, let
La(9) = {¢C €T :5() — ap(¢) = 0}.

Then Co () = Lao(d).
Proof. See Theorem 2.6 in [8]. O

Note that for any zero of p, the equation p — ap = 0 is trivially satisfied. This implies that all
singularities of ¢ on T¢ are contained in C, (4). Moreover, recall that C,(¢) is defined as the closure
of {¢ € T? : lim, 1 ¢(r¢) — «a}. This is in general not a closed set, since ¢ is not necessarily

continuous on D. However, by the theorem above, we may characterize C,(¢) as the zeros of a
polynomial when ¢ is a RIF.

When we restrict ourselves to d = 2, we have an even nicer characterization of the unimodular
level sets:
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Lemma 5.3. Let ¢ = g be a RIF of bidegree (m,n), and fix « € T. For any choice of 19 € T,
there exists a finite number of functions g%, ..., g% defined on T and analytic on T\ {19} such that
Ca (@) can be written as a union of curves

{(Cag;x(C))CGT}a J=1...,n,
potentially together with a finite number of vertical lines (1 = 11,...,(1 = T, where each 7; € T.

Now for a word of warning: the curves g5 might intersect at singularities of ¢, in which case
analyticity is not obvious. Consider for example the equation 2z} — 22 = 0; the graphs of the
solutions are not analytic at their point of intersection (the origin). We must ensure that the points
of intersection in C, (¢) are not of this type, and that we can in some sense ”pull apart” any crossed
curves and prove that they are each analytic when viewed separately. However, it is shown in [7]
that near each singularity of ¢, the level sets actually consist of smooth curves. Hence, intersections

at the singularities in C,(¢) pose no threat. We will use this result in proving Lemma 5.3.

Proof. First, we fix 7 € T and seek a parameterization of C,(¢) N (I; x T), where I, C T is a small
interval containing 7. The proof is divided into two main steps, depending on whether 7 is the
z1-coordinate of a singularity of ¢ or not. Recall that ¢ has finitely many singularities given our
assumptions on p and p.

Step 1. Suppose first that 7 is not the z;-coordinate of a singularity of ¢. By Lemma 5.1,
¢r(22) := ¢(7, 22) is a non-constant finite Blaschke product of degree n. This implies that ¢, maps

T to itself precisely n times, and so ¢,(z2) = « has precisely n distinct solutions 71,...,m, € T.
Since ¢, is a non-constant finite Blaschke product, its derivative ¢’ is non-zero on T, and thus
0¢ .
z2

By our choice of 7, the function ¢ is analytic in a neighborhood of each (r,7;). The holomorphic
implicit function theorem (Theorem 1.4.11 in [17]) then states that we can parameterize Cy (@) =
L (¢) with locally analytic functions in some neighborhood of each such point. Formally, there
exist locally analytic functions gf',,..., gy , and an open interval I; containing 7 such that C,(¢)
is parameterized by

G :glll,-r(cl)a""CQ :gS,T(Cl) (10)

on I, x U, where U is a union of open arcs containing 71, ..., 7,.

We observe that ¢((1,(2) = a has n distinct solutions for each ¢y close to 7. By shrinking I,
if necessary, we can ensure that there is no singularity lying in its closure; then (10) parameterizes
all pieces of C,(¢) contained in the strip I, x T.

Step 2. Now suppose 7 is the z;-coordinate of a singularity of ¢. There are two possibilities
here: either,

(a) p(r,¢) = ap(,¢) for any ¢ € T, so the line {¢ € T? : {; = 7} is contained in Cy(¢), or

(b) the intersection {¢ € T? : (; = 7} N Cq () consists of points (7, z2) where ¢ has a singularity,
as well as points (7,7n) for which ¢(7,1) = ¢,(n) = a.
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Suppose we are in case (a). Let (7,7) € T? be the limit of a sequence {(7y, Ym)}55_; C Co(®)
where 7, # 7. Our goal is to show that the point of intersection with the line (; = 7 must be a
singularity of ¢. To this end, define ¢, (21) := ¢(21, YmTm=z1) for each m. Since {¢ € T? : (; =
T} C Co(9), we must have that ¢,,(7) = ¢(7,7m) = a. By assumption, ¢, (7m) = &(Tim, Ym) = @
as well. Note now that ¢,, is a non-constant finite Blaschke product, so it maps the entire unit
circle to itself. This implies that ¢,, will attain every value on T on each of the arcs between 7 and
Tm. Hence, for any given A # « in T, we can find a sequence {p,,}5°_; C T where each p,, lies on
the smaller of the two arcs of T between 7 and 7,,, with the property that ¢,,(pm) = A.

Since 7., — T, then p,, — 7 as well, and so (pm, VmTmpm) — (7,77) as m — oo. This implies
that ¢ is discontinuous at (7,7), and thus has a singularity at this point. We can now apply
Theorem 2.9 in [7] at (7,~), which says that C,(¢) can be parameterized by analytic functions near
each singularity of ¢. This takes care of case (a).

In case (b), we can again apply Theorem 2.9 in [7] at the singularities, and invoke the implicit
function theorem at the other points.

To summarize, for both cases (a) and (b), we get a finite number of analytic functions which
— possibly together with a line {¢ € T? : {; = 7} — parameterize C, on a strip I, x T for some
sufficiently small interval I.. Moreover, for any 7 that is not one of the singularities from case
(b) (of which there are finitely many), there are precisely n distinct points 71,...,nm, € T such
that ¢(7,7n;) = . This means that in each case, we must get exactly n parameterizing functions,
potentially together with a finite number of vertical lines.

It remains to extend this parameterization to T2. We can form a cover of T2 from strips I, x T,
where I, is as in step 1 or step 2. Since T? is compact, we can refine this cover to a finite number of
strips such that each of ¢:s (finitely many) singularities belongs to one of the strips. We have shown
that C,(¢) can be analytically parameterized on each such strip, and the parameterizations agree
on the overlaps. An issue that may arise is that as we go around the unit circle, one branch might
end at the point where another branch began. This implies that we cannot always be sure that
g5 (e") = g5 (e"T27) for each j, but instead we might find that g¢(e??) = gg (e?t2™) for j # k.
Hence, we introduce a point 79 € T where we allow the branches to jump. This yields functions
9%, ..., g globally defined on T and analytic except at a single point, which, potentially together
with a finite number of vertical lines, parameterize C,(¢) as desired. O

The analysis of Clark measures of RIFs must now be divided into two cases; when the unimodular
constant « is generic versus exceptional as defined below.

Definition 5.4. We say that o € T is an exceptional value if ¢(1,(2) = o or ¢((1,7) =  for some
T € T. If a is not exceptional, we say that it is generic.

The different cases arise from the characterization of C,(¢) in Lemma 5.3; if o is an exceptional
value, by the definition above, the level sets will contain lines of the form {¢(; =7} or {(; =7} If
a is generic, C, (@) can be fully described by the graphs of the functions ¢¢, ..., g%. We will study
these situations separately in what follows.

Generic values

For generic values of «, the situation becomes relatively simple. Given a RIF ¢, we are able to
characterize the density of the Clark measures along the curves in C,(¢) from Lemma 5.3.
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Theorem 5.5. Let ¢ = 2 be g RIF of bidegree (m,n) and a € T a generic value for ¢. Then the
associated Clark measure o, satisfies

dm(¢)
daa , —_
Z/“ 9GN3 (e )

for all f € O(T?), where g, ...,g% are the parameterizing functions from Lemma 5.3.

Proof. We first prove this in the case when f is the product of one-variable Poisson kernels. Suppose
a € T is a generic value for ¢. Then, by Lemma 5.3,

¢) = J{(¢g8(0) s ¢eT}
j=1

where the functions g are analytic on T except at a single point.
For fixed z; € D, define the one-variable function
1 — |¢p(21,20)]?
o) = 02 [ P (6)P(@)doa(e), 51 €. (1)
T2

lov — p(21, 22) ]2

where oy, is the Clark measure of ¢. By Lemma 10.1 in [16], bivariate RIFs cannot have singularities
on T x D, and so ¢(-, 2) is continuous on D. We also claim that the denominator is non-zero for
all z; € D. Recall that for each ¢ € T, the function ®(22) := ¢((, 22) is a finite Blaschke product.
By basic properties of Blaschke products, this implies that unless ®¢ is constant, it must satisfy
|®¢(22)] < 1 for all zp € D. Thus, if ®¢(22) = a for some ¢ € T, it must be a constant function,
which in turn implies that « is an exceptional value — a contradiction. Hence, ¢(-,22) cannot
attain the value o on D. This proves that u,, is continuous on D.

Moreover, since the middle expression of (11) is pluriharmonic, u,, is harmonic in D. Hence,
we may apply the Poisson integral formula:

L= 1962 L
T |O{ _ ¢(<—,22)|2P21(<)d (C) (12)

We saw in Lemma 5.1 that given ¢ € T, the function ®¢(22) := ¢((, 22) is a finite Blaschke product
of degree n. Let {n1,...,m,} C T be the solutions to ®¢(z2) = «. Then, by Proposition 3.3, the
Clark measure of ®¢(z2) will be given by

n 1 n 1
5 0,
D PR D Yraw

Jj=1

Uzy (21) =

where the weights |822 (C,m;)| ! are finite.
Using the definition of Clark measures and the parameterization of C,(¢), this implies

S S S
|a*¢(C722)|2 ;|822 C777j)|/ﬂ‘ 22(5) nj(f)

= Z ¥Pzz (777)

= 5 Gy

n

1
) e S— ()]
2T i 2@ O
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We may now insert the above in (12) and use (11) to obtain

/ P, (€1) Poy (§2)doa (& Z / (O Poa(g2(0) )

52 (G g5 ()]

This proves the theorem for f = P,, P,,. Using that linear combinations of Poisson kernels are
dense in C(T?) by Lemma 2.3, we obtain the desired result. O

Exceptional values

When « is an exceptional value, the situation becomes more intricate, as we must now take vertical
lines in C,(¢) into account. By looking at Theorem 5.5, one might fear that the weights along the
lines {¢ € T : (4 = 7} would grow uncontrollably large, as ¢ has a vanishing partial derivative
there. However, it is shown in [3] that this is not the case; the weights along the vertical lines are
actually constants. We omit the proof here as it is quite technical, and refer the interested reader
to Theorem 3.8 in [3].

Theorem 5.6. Let ¢ = g be a RIF of bidegree (m,n) and « € T an exceptional value for ¢. Then,
for f € C(T?), the associated Clark measure o, satisfies

§)doa (¢ Z/f(gj ‘(lg +ch/fm dm(¢
’]

where gf,..., g5 are the pammeterzzmg functions and (4 = 7y,...,(1 = T¢ the vertical lines in
Ca(¢) from Lemma 5.3, and cf} : 1/|az (i, 22)| > 0 are constants.

The case of rational inner functions of bidegree (n, 1) specifically has been studied in great detail
n [5]. For these RIFs, we obtain a more explicit version of Theorem 5.6. If ¢ = p/p has bidegree
(n,1), we may write

p(z) = p1(z1) + z2p2(z1) and  p(z) = z9p1(21) + P2(21)

for reflections p; = 21'p;(1/Z;). In this case, solving ¢* = « for zy yields zo = where

_ 1
Ba(21)’

~ pi(z) —apa(2)
Bale) = O h(e)

Moreover, define

PO = [p2(I?
191(¢) — ap2(Q)?

Wa(g) =

Then, by Theorem 1.2 in [5], we have

&)don (& /f ¢)dm(¢ +ch/f7k, dm(¢

with ¢ =1/ |g—i(m, 29)| is non-zero if and only if « is an exceptional value. It is worth noting that
for any RIF ¢ of bidegree (n, 1), a value « € T is exceptional if and only if it is the non-tangential
value of ¢ at some singularity (see Section 3 of [5]).
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Example 5.7. For an explicit example, we use Example 5.2 from [5]: let ¢ = % for
p(z) =4 — 20 =321 — 2120 + 27 and  p(2) = 4zizy — 27 — 32120 — 21 + 20,

From here we see that ¢ has only one singularity, which occurs at (1,1). Moreover, for each o € T,
the formulas above yield

42?—3z1+1+a+az1

B, (z) =
) doa—3z1a+ 22a+2E + 2
and | i
41 -1
W (¢) = .
(©) |4¢2 =3¢+ 1+ a+ all?
We see that & = —1 is an exceptional value, as ¢ = —1 is solved by (1, z3) as well as (zl, ﬁ(h)) =

(21,1/z1). Since ¢ only has one singularity, this point gives rise to the only exceptional value and
¢*(1,1) = —1. Hence, for o # —1, we have

g¢ -1
§)doa(s /f A 3¢t 1+ a+alP

Moreover, we see that W_;(¢) = |¢ — 1|? and 807‘7)(1,22) = —2, which yields

dm(().

do_ —1°d 1,¢)d
[ 1©ar1©) = 7 [ 1€0IC=1Pam(@)+ 5 [ 1. Qamic

for « = —1.

6 Multiplicative embeddings

The case of Clark measures for inner functions in one variable has been studied extensively with
some strong results, e.g. Proposition 3.3 from earlier sections. In this section, we study a certain
class of bivariate inner functions constructed from one-variable inner functions, and investigate to
what extent the univariate analysis can be applied. We then compare these functions to the rational
inner functions from the previous section.

Given an inner function ¢ in one complex variable, we define the multiplicative embedding

w(z) = w(ZhZz) = ¢(2122), 2 € D2

The function defined by (21, 22) — 2122 maps D? to D, and so ¢ being an inner function implies
that v is inner as well. In the following proposition, we characterize the support set of ¢ with the
help of the original function ¢. Recall that we define the unimodular level sets of ¥ as

Ca(¥)) = CIOS{C eT?: Tli)lflﬂi P(re) = a}.

Proposition 6.1. Let ¢(z) be an inner function in one variable, and o € T. Define (z1, 2z2) :=
@(z122). Then

U {(2,¢Z) : z € T}.

CECa(9)
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Proof. First, for ease of notation, define
CL(f) = {g eT?: lim f(r¢) = a}
r—1—

for any inner function f, so that C,(f) = Clos(C.,(f)).
Let ¢ € C,(¢). Then we know that

lim ¢(r¢) = a.

r—1—

For every z € T,

lim (r(2,(2)) = lim 6(r3C22) = Tim 6(C) = a,

r—1—
implying that (z,(Z) € C4(¢)). Thus
U {(z.¢z):2eT}cCaly).
¢ecu(¢)

To extend this to a union over C,(¢), let ¢ € Co(#). Then there exists some sequence ((,)n>1 in
C.(¢) that converges to ¢ as n tends to infinity. This also implies that for any z € T, (z,(,Z) —
(2,(Z) € Co(vh) as n — oco. Hence,

U {=@):zeT)cCa®).

CECa(9)

Conversely, let (21, 22) € C, (v), so

lim 9(r(z1,22)) = lim ¢(r’z120) = a.
r—1— r—1—

Then ¢ := 2129 € Co(9). Since z1, 29 € T, we may write

¢

22 = — = §Z7
21
so (z1,22) = (#1,(%1) € {(2,(Z) : z € T}. Hence,

cwyc J {(¢2):2€eT)

CECa(9)

Now let (21,22) € Co(t0). Then there is some sequence of (21, 22.,) in C,, (1) converging to (21, 22)
as n — oo. But this implies that 23,22, — 2122 € Co(¢), and the same argument as above then
yields

Ca@)c |J {(2¢2):2z€T}
CeCald)
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Intuitively speaking, this result says that if the Clark measure o, of ¢ has point masses at some
¢j € T, the corresponding measure 7, of 9 will have its support "smeared” across antidiagonals
dependent on the points ¢;. As in the RIF case, the unimodular level sets of this class of functions
may be expressed as unions of curves. However, as opposed to in Lemma 5.3, the unions need not
be finite — or even countable — here.

Remark 6.2. A skeptic might now point out that so far, we have not seen any Clark measures
supported on uncountable sets, except finite unions of curves. To convince ourselves that more
complicated examples exist, observe that by Lemma 2.2 in [3], any positive, pluriharmonic, mg-
singular probability measure defines the Clark measure of some inner function. Hence, any such
measure with sufficiently intricate support will do as an example.

A natural next step is to investigate whether we can characterize the density of a given Clark
measure 7, on the antidiagonals in C,(v). To do this, we will first need a formula for integrating
C(T?)-functions with respect to 7,.

Proposition 6.3. Let ¢(z) be an inner function in one variable, with Clark measure o, for some
unimodular constant «. Let 1, be the corresponding Clark measure of ¥(z1, z2) = ¢(z122). Then,
for any function f € C(T?),

[ 1©ana(e) = [ ( [ r¢.aouta) amic)

Proof. We first prove this in the case when f is the product of one-variable Poisson kernels. Fixing
2o €D, let

_ 2
wae)i= 020 [ P (@)PL (@), €.

o= @(z122) 2

As the middle expression is pluriharmonic, u,, must be harmonic on . Since z;22 € D for any
21 € D, and ¢ is analytic (and hence continuous) on D, we see that 1(z1, 22) = ¢(2122) as a function
of 21 is continuous on D. Moreover, by the maximum principle, |¢| < 1 on the unit disc, which
implies that the denominator will always be non-zero. We conclude that u., is continuous D, and
we may thus apply the Poisson integral formula:

TgﬁgﬁamM@ (13)

Uz, (Zl) =
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Moreover, for ¢ € T, we see that
[ PaQydoata) = [ PP o (a)
—P.(0) / o

1- |Z2|2 |C|2
1 |2C — 22 [C2

1— ¢z
————do,(x
T |$ - CZ2|2 (=)

—P.(0) / Pr., (2)do(2)

1 — |¢(¢z2)?
o — $(¢z2)

where we used the definition of the Clark measure o, in the last step. By integrating the above
and applying (13), we get

f(fpcatitontn)ano = [ (=t = an
_ 1 [8(2122)

o= ¢(z12)?

- /11‘2 P, (51)P22 (§2)d7a(8)-

—

|
—
~
N/

oo ()

=P, (C)

= le(C)

Lemma 2.3 now yields the desired result. O

Remark 6.4. It is a priori not obvious that f(¢,z() is integrable with respect to 0. Integrability
is ensured by the fact that f(¢,z¢) is continuous on T, as it is composed by two functions f and
92(z) = (z,2%) which are continuous there. Since o, is a finite, positive Borel measure on a
compact space, all continuous functions on said space are integrable with respect to o,.

We now have the machinery we need to prove the following result:

Theorem 6.5. Let ¢(z) be an inner function in one variable, with Clark measure o, for some
unimodular constant o. Let 1, be the corresponding Clark measure of 1(z1, 22) := ¢(2122). If 04 is
supported on a countable collection of points {ni}i>1 C Ca(d), then

C)

= )|

&)dra (&

for all f € C(T?).

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, o, having a point mass at some 7, implies that oo ({nr}) = 1/|¢' (nk)|-
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Then, following the steps in the proof of Proposition 6.3,

/ammmmw/aﬂmmm%m
T T
=:le<<>J/ Pro, (2)doa (2)

/<Z|¢/ PCZ2 ))d(snk(x)‘

k>1

This then reduces to

Z ‘¢/ Pz, (nw) Z ‘¢, P, (Q)Px, (UkZ)

k>1 k>1

using the same trick as before to go from P, (1) to P, (nxC). Hence,

EIM, P.(¢, mk€)-

k>1

/P (¢, 20)doy(z

Integrating over this and applying Proposition 6.3 then shows that

JRECEE /<Zw' QMO Q)

k>1
Since Poisson kernels are positive by definition, the summands in the right-hand side are positive.
Hence, by Tonelli’s theorem, we may interchange summation and integration:

dToz Z/ Cv k:C dm(g)

. 2 S

Lemma 2.3 now yields the desired result. O

It is interesting to compare the above result to the corresponding theorems, Theorem 5.5 and
Theorem 5.6, for rational inner functions. In the RIF case, we saw that the weights of Clark
measures along the curves in the unimodular level sets were one-variable functions. Theorem 6.5
shows that for the multiplicative embeddings, the weights are simpler than their RIF counterparts
— they are constant along each curve in the level sets. This is perhaps unexpected; it implies that
given any univariate inner function ¢, regardless of its complexity, the associated Clark measures
of ¢(z122) will still be very "well-behaved”, in the sense that they are supported on straight lines
and have constant density along each such line.

Example 6.6. In Example 4.2 in [11], the author uses technical properties of Poisson kernels to
show that

F(€)dra(e /fCﬂCWMO
TZ

for f € C(T?), where 7, is the Clark measure associated to 1(z1, 22) := 2120 and o € T. By setting
@(2) := z, we can instead apply Theorem 6.5. Note that ¢* exists and is equal to ¢ everywhere on
T, and ¢({) = a has only one solution ¢ = «. Hence, direct application of the theorem yields the
equality above.
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Example 6.7. Recall the function

o(2) :=exp(—”z), seD,

1-2
from Example 3.4. We saw there that the solutions to ¢*(¢) = 1 are given by

B 27k — 1
ok 44’

Nk kelZ,

and

18
&) 1+ 4m2k2

Applying Theorem 6.5 for the Clark measure 71 of (21, 22) := ¢(2122) then results in

8 _
[ 10an(© = 3 [ ACndm(©

kEZ

for f € C(T?). This marks our first example of a non-rational bivariate function, for which we can
explicitly characterize the Clark measures! Moreover, this is our first example of an inner function
whose unimodular level sets consist of infinitely many curves, as opposed to the RIF case. The
function v is also studied in Example 13.1 in [6].

7 Product functions

After the analysis of multiplicative embeddings from the last section, one might wonder about
product functions of the form

P (21, 22) := ¢(21)Y(22)

for one-variable inner functions ¢ and 3. Note that we have already studied one such class of
functions, the monomials from the first section. However, at first sight, general product functions
may look elusive. Recall that a key argument in the proofs of Theorem 4.1, Theorem 5.5 and
Theorem 6.5 is the Poisson integral formula. To use this for ®(z1, 23), we require that for fixed
zo € D, the function

U (Zl) = 1- |¢(21)1/)(Z2)‘2
N o = (21)1h(22) 2

is continuous on the closed unit disc. However, for a general inner function ¢, its non-tangential
limits need only exist m-almost everywhere on T. Even if they do exist on the entire unit circle,
¢* need not be continuous. For this reason, we introduce the function ®,(z) := ¢(rz1)1(z2) for
0 < r < 1. This is not an inner function, as |¢(rz1)| < 1 on the unit circle. However, since &, — ®
as r — 1—, we can go via ®,. to investigate the Clark measures of ®.

Unfortunately, this does not solve all issues for general inner functions ¢ and ; we will have to
introduce some assumptions on at least one of the functions.

Theorem 7.1. Let ®(21, 22) := ¢(21)10(22) for one-variable inner functions ¢ and v, such that
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A. Y™ is continuous on T except at a finite set of points,

B. the solutions to ¢* = f for § € T can be parameterized by functions {gi(8)}x>1 which are also
continuous on T except at a finite set of points,

C. for every B € T, there are no solutions to ¥* = B with infinite multiplicity, and
D. the Clark measures of 1 are all discrete.

Then the Clark measures of ® satisfy

dm(()
daa [e% * -
kz/ FCalod O e O

for € C(T?).

Remark 7.2. In all our examples so far, if a one-variable inner function i had a discrete Clark
measure for some a-value, it would hold true for every o € T. However, there are examples of
inner functions where its Clark measure o, is discrete for one specific a-value but og is singular
continuous for g € T \ {a}, and vice versa. See Example 1 and 2 in [10].

Before getting into the details of the proof, let us try to locate the difficulties and motivate our
assumptions. A potential issue is that the right-hand side may not be integrable; this is remedied
by our assumptions A and B on {gx}r>1 and ¢*. This is explored in more detail in the proof.

A more concerning threat is that the sum in the right-hand side might run off to infinity.
Per definition, ¢ = gx(8) solves the equation ¥*({) = f for every k > 1. By Proposition 3.3
and assumption D, for every fixed ¢ € T such that ¢*(¢) is unimodular, the Clark measure of
associated to parameter value a¢*(() is thus given by

1
Z 19 (gx( a¢*( NI gk(a¢ ()

k>1

As all Clark measures are finite, the sum of weights ;- [¢' (gr(ag*(€)))|~" converges for this

fixed ¢, and so the above sum converges as well. However, the equation ¢* = am need not
have the same number of solutions for each {; we might then have points of intersection of the
gr-functions. Since the Clark measures of i are mutually singular and in this case discrete, two
measures associated to different parameters must be supported on disjoint sets. Hence gi(ad*({)) #
gj(ap*(¢")) for any ¢ # ¢’ where ¢*(¢) # ¢*(¢’). Nevertheless, a situation could arise where the
curves have the same limit points; i.e. if limy_,o0 g (@@*(¢)) = lim;_ oo gj(@*(¢’)). In this case,
infinitely many gp-functions intersect at these points.

Let us illustrate why this poses a problem. Suppose that there is a point ( € T such that
an infinite subset of {gi}r>1 intersect at a¢*(¢) € T. Call the set of indices for the intersecting
functions E. If furthermore |’ (gx(a¢*({)))| = c¢ is finite for this ¢, then the sum

D —Z*

keE |¢I(gk(a¢* keE

diverges. This in turn implies that the integral in Theorem 7.1 is divergent.
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A trivial example would be if all g intersect at this point. If there is a point ( € T such that
gk (agp*(¢)) = n € T for every k > 1, then this is the only solution to ¥* = a¢*({). As all Clark
measures of ¢ are assumed to be discrete, the measure associated to this parameter will just be d,,.
This in turn implies that the weights [¢/(gx(a¢*(¢)))|™! = |[¢'(n)|~! =1 for every k > 1. Hence,
the sum >, <, [¢/(gr(ag*(¢)))| ! diverges for this specific ¢ € T, and so the integral in Theorem
7.1 diverges as well.

To avoid this situation altogether, by assumption C, we do not allow for solutions of ¥* =
with infinite multiplicity, as any such solution would be a point of intersection for an infinite subset
of {gr}r>1. Note that this includes discontinuities of ¢*; even there we do not allow for infinite
multiplicity. Furthermore, we have already established that there cannot exist points where finitely
many gg-curves intersect. This implies that all {gx }x>1 are distinct, except in potential limit points.

One might then ask if infinite intersections in limit points cause the same problem as above.
The answer is no: per definition, a limit point of gx(a¢*({)) does not in fact solve the equation
¥* = a¢*(¢). By Proposition 3.3, the Clark measure of ¢ associated to a¢*({) has a point mass
at this point if and only if it solves ¥* = a¢*(¢). Hence the weight of the Clark measure at the
limit point must be zero, meaning that we avoid the situation where the integral picks up infinitely
many positive weights. We will give a detailed example of this situation later on.

Clearly, Theorem 7.1 is not applicable for a general class of product functions; we have a number
of restrictions on at least one of the factors. Nevertheless, we will see some interesting examples
of product functions which satisfy our assumptions and do not fall under any previous category of
bivariate inner functions.

Proof. Define ®,.(21, 22) := ¢(rz1)1(22) for 0 < r < 1, and note that

1- |(I)7‘(2:17'Z2)|2 1-— ‘@(21’22)‘2 B
lov — @, (21, 22)[2 - oo — @(z1, 22)|? B /Tz P.(§)doa(§)

as r — 1—. Define, for fixed 2o € D and fixed 0 < r < 1,

PSP e G G
= loe — 9 (22)p(r21) [

As ¢(rz) is continuous and satisfies |¢(rz1)| < 1 on the unit circle, ul is continuous on D.
Moreover, even if ®,. is not an inner function, it holds that

1— 19, - a+ P,

o — @2 \a—a,
where (a+ ®@,.)/(a — ®,.) is analytic on D?. Hence, the left-hand side is pluriharmonic in D?, which
in turn implies that 7, is harmonic in D. By the Poisson integral formula,

1 — [p(22)@(21)|* _ im ul (z1)= lim [ u] m
= b)p()P i s () = Hm [ s, (OF: (Qdm(Q).

Observe that R((a + ®,(2))/(a — ®,(2))) is bounded for every z € D and every 0 < r < 1. The
dominated convergence theorem then states that we can move the limit into the integral:

1-— |¢(22)¢(21)|2 _
| — Y(22)d(21)]? B /T

z1 € D.

lim uZ, (¢) Pz, (€)dm(C). (14)

r—1—
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Moreover,

lim o (C) = lim 1—[(22)p(rQ? _ 1—[¢(22)8*(Q)?
it 2T S 0 =0 (2)0(r O o — (z2)e (O

for m-almost every ¢ € T. Let E denote the set of points ¢ such that |¢*({)| = 1.

By our assumptions, the solutions to ¢* = f can be parameterized by functions g () continuous
on T except on a finite collection of points. Since we have also assumed that the Clark measures
of 1 consist of point masses, by Proposition 3.3, the measure associated to any g € T is given
by > isq 19 (9k(8))| " g, (3) where [¢'(gr(B))| > 0 for each k. For fixed ¢ € E, this holds for
B = ag*(Q).

Hence, for ( € F, we have that

L= [plao OF g~ L
[0 =)0 (QOF ~ & [/ (ge(ad™ Q)

P, (gr(a¢*(0)))-

Since the above holds for m-almost every ( € T, the integrals of the left- and right-hand side will
coincide. By combining this with (14), we see that

Lol [ 1o o
| — P(22)p(21)2 T la—(z )(b*( )2 z1

(€)dm(¢)

/sz ¥ (gk a(b* ()

As the summands are all positive, we may apply Tonelli’s theorem to interchange summation and
integration. Thus,

M (0 (@) — IO ___
o T Z/ (P oo™ ON e T

i.e.

L@ = 3 [ P Putonted O

k>1 W'(Qk(amm .

Lemma 2.3 now yields

$idoals kz/ FGaod O O

for all f € C(T?).

It remains to convince ourselves that the right-hand side is indeed integrable and finite. Recall
that by Fatou’s theorem, ¢(r() converges to ¢*({) as r — 1— m-almost everywhere on T and in
LY(T). Moreover, the curves {gx}r>1 are assumed to be continuous on the unit circle except on
finitely many points. Hence, the composition f((, gx(a¢*(¢))) must be measurable for f € C(T?).
Similarly, we see that the weights |¢’ (g (a¢*(()))| are measurable, as ¢* being differentiable almost
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everywhere on T implies that its derivative is measurable on T. Since we are integrating over a
compact space, this is enough to ensure integrability.
For fixed ¢ € E, the sum Y, -, [¢/(gx(a¢*(¢)))| " must be finite, since the Clark measure of 1

associated to the parameter value ag*({) exists by assumption. By our previous discussion, as we
have excluded the situation where infinitely many of the curves intersect, there is no issue of the
weights summing up to infinity — except at limit points, where the weights are zero anyway. [

Roughly speaking, the above result says that as long as we have one sufficiently well-behaved
inner function with discrete Clark measures, we may multiply it with any other inner function and
obtain a characterization of the Clark measures of the resulting product. Note that the weights of
these measures strongly resemble their RIF counterparts from Theorem 5.5 — quite surprisingly, as
product functions need not be rational in any variable. Moreover, as in the case of the multiplicative
embeddings, Theorem 7.1 allows for infinite collections of parameterizing functions.

Before moving on, let us convince ourselves that there actually exist inner functions v that
meet the requirements of Theorem 7.1. For example, finite Blaschke products define one such
class. Let 1 be a non-constant finite Blaschke product of order n. Then ¢ is analytic on T, and
¥*(¢) = B has precisely n distinct solutions for each 8 € T. Moreover, from properties of finite
Blaschke products, its derivative is non-zero on T. By the implicit function theorem, we may thus
parameterize the solutions with functions {gx(5)}7_, analytic on the unit circle. Additionally, it
follows from Proposition 3.3 that the Clark measures of ¢ are discrete for every 5 € T, with point
masses at the distinct solutions to ¢¥* = 5. Hence, Theorem 7.1 works for any product function
®(z) = ¢(z1)10(22) where 1 is a non-constant finite Blaschke product and ¢ is an arbitrary inner
function.

In what comes next, we let g (¢) := gx(ag*(C)) for ease of notation.

Remark 7.3. In the case where both ¢ and 1 are finite Blaschke products, the theorem reproduces
what we know about RIFs. Suppose ¢ is of order m and 1 of order n, and let ®(z1, 22) = ¢(z1)1)(22).
Note that ® is a RIF of bidegree (m,n), and since finite Blaschke products are analytic on T, it
has no singularities on the torus. Moreover,

P (G) = /9" (C) = ad*(G1)

has precisely n distinct solutions for each (; € T, which may be parameterized by n analytic
functions g;7. Then

U (€ 9k(€) : C €T}
k=1

By Theorem 7.1,

) dm—(O
€)doa (€ Z/fc,gk W Z/f N ()

for f € C(T?), where we have used that |¢| = 1 everywhere on T to conclude that \ (C,g,‘j({))| =
[’ (g7 (¢))|. Observe that the equality above is precisely the formulation of Theorem ’5.5 for RIFs.

Next, we illustrate our results for some examples of non-rational product functions.
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Example 7.4. Let

O (21, 22) := 22¢(21) = 2o €xp (— Lt e >7

where ¢ is as in Example 3.4. Note that the first factor is continuous everywhere, and satisfies
the required properties in Theorem 7.1. Since ¢* exists everywhere on T, it follows that ®*({) =
C2¢*(¢1). On the line {(1,¢2) : (2 € T} in T?, we have that ®* = 0. Elsewhere on the torus, ®* is
given by the obvious interpretation. Hence, for a € T, the solutions to ®* = « are given by

C=g%(¢1) :zaexp(ifé).

Note that ¢g© is discontinuous for (; = 1, and that this point does not solve ®* = «. However, since
Ca(®) is a closed set, it must include these singular points. Hence, C,(®) can be parameterized by
the graph {(¢, g*(¢)) : ¢ € T}. In Figure 2, we have plotted the argument of g*(e*) for —7 < 6 < 7.
We see that the discontinuity at (; = 1 creates oscillatory behavior in the level curve.

{
\
3!

Figure 2: Level curve g% for a = 1 (black) and a =i (orange).

This marks our first example of a two-variable inner function whose associated Clark measures
are supported on discontinuous sets. By Theorem 7.1, the Clark measures of ® satisfy

F(€)doa(€) = / £(6g°(0)dm()
T2 T

for f € C(T?).

Example 7.5. Let

142
B(e1,52) = 416(e0) = 4 o (- 2
— ~1
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for a positive integer M. We see again that ®*(¢;) = 0 for ¢; = 1. The equation ®* = « can be

rewritten as 1 he
+ C1
M _
(s —aexp(l —Cl).

For (; € T, the argument of the exponential function on the right-hand side is precisely the imagi-

nary part
1+ <1>
0= .
(1 -G

6+u+2

G = g2(C) =+ E) | g0, M -1,

Then, for a = e,

This defines M functions, all of which are discontinuous for (; = 1. We illustrate these functions
in Figure 3. As it is hard to differentiate between the graphs of g for different k, we have also
included a plot of solutions to (M = aexp(1+0'9<1), where it is clear how the components are

1-0.9¢1
connected.
1 2

\W
I

(a) Level curves g} for M = 3.

(b) Solutions to ¢3 = exp( }J_rgjgg ), to clearly

illustrate the different components.

Figure 3: Level curves gp for M =3 and a = 1.

Again, as the unimodular level sets C, (®) are closed, they must include the line {; = 1. Hence,
the associated Clark measures of ® are supported on discontinuous graphs for every M. By Theorem
7.1, the Clark measures of ® satisfy

M-1 1
[ 1©e©) = 3 g7 [ 1o ©pimc)

for f € C(T?).
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Example 7.6. Let

D1, 52) = Ye)oler) = s xp (- )

for some non-zero constant A € . Note that 1(22) = 202=22 is a Blaschke product of order two,

17)\22

which is then continuous on T. As we saw in previous examples, * = 0 for {(; = 1. The equation
®* = o for @ € T can be rewritten as

¢ A= aexp<1+C1>
21—XC2 1-G )

For o = €™, the solutions to this are given by (2 = ¢g¢(¢1), k = 1,2, where

97 (&) = ;<A+exp<iy+ 1f2>)\+ \/4exp<i1/+ 1t2> + (Aexp(iu+ 11—2>

95 (1) == ;(A—l—exp(iz/—&— 1t2>)\— \/—4exp<iu+ 1t2) + (—)\—exp(iy-i- 1—1—21)

I

Figure 4: Level curves ¢ and g§ for a = ¢™/* and A = 4/2.

>

))
))

>|

Let us calculate the weights of the Clark measures. Observe that

X — 229 + 22X
Y (z) = 220
(1 —Az9)?
Hence, by Theorem 7.1,
9 _
o 1= gz (O

[ 1©ara© =3 [ ¢.62(0)

—dm
2 N 2gr () + 0N
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for all f € C(T?).

We see in Figure 4 that the graphs are similar to the ones from Figure 3. However, in this case,
the weights of the Clark measures are quite complicated one-variable functions, as opposed to the
constant weights in the previous example. In the next figure, we have plotted the weights

Ca-RgOP
W) = 010 + g2 (O

for certain parameter values.

-3 -2 -1 [ 1 2 3

Figure 5: Weight curves Wy, for o = e'™/* and A = /2.

It is worth noting that in all the examples in this section so far, 1) has been defined as a rational
function. In fact, any inner function that is continuous on T must be a finite Blaschke product,
by Corollary 4.2 in [14]. This implies that to cover a wider class of functions, we must allow some
discontinuities of 1*. Recall that we define the Hardy space HP(T) as the space of functions f

analytic on D which satisfy
1 2m ) 1/p
sup </ |f(rew)|pd9> < 00.
0<r<1 \ 27 Jo

It turns out that if ¢ is in H'(T), then ¢ is continuous on T (Theorem 3.11, [12]) and thus a
finite Blaschke product. Hence, to be able to construct varied examples, we need 1 to be a bit
more complicated; either through discontinuities or irregularity in the derivative on T. With this
in mind, we move on to our final — and perhaps most interesting — example.

A very non-rational example

As we mentioned above, all the examples so far in this section have been rational in (at least) one
of two variables. Let us therefore take a look at a function that is not rational in any variable.



7 PRODUCT FUNCTIONS 36

Define

B(e1,32) = (2)00e2) = oxp( 1 Jexp( -1 ),

— 21 1—2:2

where ¢ again is as in Example 3.4. As ¢* exists everywhere on T, we have ®*({) = ¢*(¢1)¢*((2)-
On the lines {(1,¢2) : (2 € T} and {(¢1,1) : (1 € T} in T?, we see that ®* = 0. Otherwise, |®*| = 1.
We begin with the following deconstruction of the unimodular level sets of ®.

Proposition 7.7. Let ¢(z) = exp( 1fz) and a € T. Define ®(z1, 22) := ¢(21)P(22). Then

= (J{Ca(9) x Caral@)}.

z€eT

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 6.1, we write
cu(f)={ceT: tm f(rQ)=al,
r—1—

so that Co(f) = Clos(CL(f))-
Fixz € T. If ¢ € C3(¢) and 3 € Cf, (), then ®7((1, () = ¢7(C1)¢"(¢2) = a and (¢1,¢2) €
CL (D) C Co(P). Hence,

UH{CL(9) x €L /0(0)} € Cal(®).

zeT
Now let (¢1,2) € Co(¢) X Cqyz(@). Then there exist sequences (Cin)n>1 C CL(¢) and (Con)n>1 C
C;/m(qb) such that ¢y, — ¢1 and (2, — 2 respectively as n — oco. But this implies that (¢1,p,, C2,n)
defines a sequence in C(¢) X C;/w(¢) C C.(®) converging to ((1,¢2). Thus, ((1,(2) is a limit point
of C,(®), and must therefore lie in its closure. This proves that

J{Ca(9) % Cayul(@)} € Ca(@).

z€eT

Conversely, let ((1,(2) € C.(®). Then, as ¢* exists everywhere on T, we see that ®*((1,(2) =
@*((1)9*((2) = a. Set x := ¢*(¢1). Note that by properties of ¢, the value x must be unimodular;
the only other option is that © = 0, but in this case, « ¢ T, a contradiction. Clearly ¢; € C.(¢)
and (2 € Cq/5(¢), and so

U{C Xca/w( )}

zeT

Now let (¢1,¢2) € Co(®). Then there must exist a sequence of points (1, C2,n) € CL(P) such

that (<1,7L7<2,n) — (ClaCQ) as n — 00. Then ¢*(<1,7L)¢*(<2,n) = « for each n, and so Cl n € C, (¢)
and G2, € Cy, ,(¢) for some 2 € T. We see that ¢; and ¢ are limit points of C;(¢) and C(’X/x(qﬁ)

respectively, so ((1,(2) € Co(¢) X Co/x(9). This proves that

U{C Xca/w( )}

zeT

and we are done. O
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We saw in Example 3.4 that for o = 1, the unimodular level set C,(¢) consists of a countable
collection of points. By the above proposition, the level sets of ® are uncountable unions over
cartesian products of countably infinite sets — so it seems that the associated Clark measures of
® are supported on quite complicated sets. To see if this is true, let us explicitly calculate the
solutions to ®* = « for a = €.

Since ®* is well-defined and unimodular on T? except on the lines {¢; = 1} U {¢; = 1} where
®* = 0, we need to solve the equation ® = . We may see this as

1+ G 1+C2> i(v+2mk)
exp| — — =e\WTETR D ke Z,
p( 1-G 1-G

i.e.
_1—|—C1 _1+C2 .
1-¢G 1-¢

i(v+2nk), kezZ.

Solving for (s yields
v(G = 1) +2mk(G — 1) + 24
Z/(Cl — 1) + 27Tk(<1 - 1) + 22(1 ’

Note that functions gj' are continuous on the unit circle; their only singularities occur at points

G = %, which do not have modulus one.
Moreover, all g& pass through the point (1,1) € T2, which does not solve ®* = « as ®*(1,1) = 0.

However, since C,(®) is closed, the point (1, 1) nevertheless lies in the unimodular level set. Hence,

Ca(®) = [ J{(¢,90(Q) : C T}

kEZ

G =gx(C1) == kel

where gj' is analytic on T for every k. This proves that the Clark measures of ® are supported on
smooth curves — quite surprisingly, given our previous discussion.

1.6

..............................

-1.

Figure 6: Level curves gi for k = —1 (red), k = 0 (orange), k = 3 (gray) and k = 5 (black).
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It is interesting to compare these graphs to the ones in Figure 2, Figure 3 and Figure 4. We see
that despite them all having singularities along one axis (both axes in the case of Figure 6), the
curves behave very differently close to this line. Recall that by Lemma 5.3, the unimodular level
sets of RIFs can be parameterized by graphs that are analytic on T? except possibly at a single
point. One might then expect that the Clark measures of a product function which is rational in
at least one variable would be supported on smoother curves than this ®. However, we see that
in this case, the unimodular level sets are actually parameterized by much more ”well-behaved”
curves than our previous examples.

At first sight, this function does not seem to meet the requirements of Theorem 7.1; there is a
point on T? where all g, intersect, as gx(1) = 1 for all k € Z. However, as noted above, this value
does not in fact solve the equation ®* = « since ¢*(1) = 0. This point would cause a problem if
the Clark measure of ¢ had positive weight there. Fortunately, we are saved by Proposition 3.3;
the measure associated to a has a point mass at 1 if and only if ¢*(1) = «, and so |¢/(1)|~! = 0.

Let us now calculate the weights of the Clark measures associated to ®. First note that

/ 2exp( — %) 2¢(z2)
¢ (22) = — (1= 2;)2 = _(1 — 29)2
Then
- _ 2c 2« (w(¢ — 1) +2mk($ — 1) +2i¢1)?
P ) =~ T — g @E ~ 80 G- 1P

for ¢; € T\ {1}. When taking moduli, we find

V(G = 1) + 27k (G — 1) + 20 |

|¢l(gg(<—1))| = 2(<1 _ 1)

for ¢; € T\ {1}. Hence, Theorem 7.1 yields

2

2¢ 1) dm() (15)

v(C—1) + 27k(C — 1) + 2iC

[ 1009 =% [ 16z

k€EZ

for all f € C(T?), where a = e?. Note that the weights reduce to zero for ¢ = 1, as expected.
Let us explicitly check that the above integral does indeed converge. Fix ¢ € T. The sum of
weights can be expressed as

2 2

2(¢ 1) Reil 2(¢ - 1)
k% v(¢—1)+2rk(¢C—1)+2i¢| Igz k2 |\v(¢C—1)/k+2m(¢—1)+2iC/k| (16)
Note that )
2(¢C=1)

v(C=1)/k+2m(C— 1)+ 2iC/k

is bounded for every k, and since the series » 7, ., 1/ k? converges, the sum in (16) converges as well.
As this holds for every ¢ € T, we conclude that the integral in (15) is convergent.
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Remark 7.8. Throughout this text, we have managed to gain some insight into the Clark measures
of certain specific types of bivariate inner functions. However, Clark measures of general inner
functions in two variables still remain a mystery. In one variable, any singular probability measure
on T defines the Clark measure of some inner function (pp. 234-235, [15]). In several variables, we
need added requirements on a measure for it to be a Clark measure — as discussed in Remark 6.2,
any positive, pluriharmonic, singular probability measure defines the Clark measure of some inner
function. The distinction arises from the fact that in several variables, it is not as easy to ensure
that a given harmonic function is the real part of an analytic function. By Theorem 2.4.1 in [21],
the Poisson integral of a real measure p on T? is given by the real part of an analytic function if
and only if the Fourier coefficients

ak) = [ Tdu(o) = / Gt ()

are zero for every k outside the set fZi U fo_. Here fZ‘_f_ denotes the set of points (k1,...,kq)
where every k; < 0. We call the measures that satisfy this condition RP-measures. Note that Clark
measures are included in this class per definition.

Furthermore, we still do not know much about the supports of Clark measures in several vari-
ables. The kind of smooth curve-parameterizations that were obtained for the classes of inner
functions in this text are certainly not applicable in general. What we do know is that RP-
measures cannot be supported on sets of Hausdorff dimension less than one (Theorem 4, [4]). In
two dimensions, we have seen examples of Clark measures supported on curves, sets which have
Hausdorff dimension exactly one. We did not see any examples of Clark measures whose supports
have Hausdorff dimension greater than one here, but in [20], the author constructs an RP-measure
whose support has Hausdorff dimension two. For an in-depth discussion about the supports of
RP-measures, see [4].
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