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Abstract

The Sz.-Nagy dilation theorem is a seminal result in operator theory. In short, any contraction
operator 1" on H has a minimal isometric lift V on I O H which is unique up to a unitary change
of coordinates in K and correspondingly in H. The Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional-model identifies
the change of coordinates which leads to a functional-model representation for V' on a functional-
model Hilbert space Ko and for T' on He C Ke defined solely in terms of the Sz.-Nagy—Foias
characteristic function ® = ©¢ of T'. This, combined with spectral theory for the unitary part
of T"if T has a unitary part, reduces the study of a general contraction operator T' to the study
of a contractive analytic function © on the unit disk, in principle a much simpler object than
T (at least in the case when © is matrix-valued). The purpose of this manuscript is to obtain
the analogue of these results for the case of a commuting contractive pair (71,72) in place of a
single contraction operator 7.

The first step has already appeared in the 1963 result of Ando: any commuting pair of Hilbert-
space contraction can be lifted to a commuting isometric pair. We provide two more constructive
new proofs of Andé’s result, each of which leads to a new functional-model representation for
such a lift. The construction leads to the identification of a set of additional free parameters
which serves to classify the distinct unitary-equivalence classes of minimal Andé lifts. However
this lack of uniqueness limits the utility of such minimal Andoé lifts for the construction of a
functional model for a commuting contractive pair (71,72). We identify an intermediate type of
lift, called pseudo-commuting contractive lift (W1, W) of (T1,T2). The operators W1, W2 are no
longer commuting isometries, but are characterized by a slight weakening of the commutativity
condition, which still guarantees that W1, Wy are multiplication operators of a simple form acting
on the Sz.-Nagy—Foias minimal isometric lift space of the product contraction T'= T17%. In the
Sz.-Nagy—Foias-like model form, the characteristic function ©r is augmented by what is called
the Fundamental-Operator pair (G1,G2), together with a canonical pair of commuting unitary
operators (Wy1, Wy2), so that the combined collection ((G1,G2), (Wi, Wi2), O11,) (called the
characteristic triple for (T1,T2)) is a complete unitary invariant for (77,7%). There is also a
notion of admissible triple = := ((G1, G2), (W1, W2), ©) as the substitute for a purely contractive
analytic function © in the Sz.-Nagy—Foias theory, from which one can construct a functional-
model commuting contractive operator-pair (7,1, 7=,2) having its characteristic triple coinciding
with the original admissible triple in an appropriate sense.
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1. Introduction

The starting point for many future developments in nonselfadjoint operator theory was
the Sz.-Nagy dilation theorem from 1953 [40]: if T is a contraction operator on a Hilbert
space H, then there is a unitary operator U on a larger Hilbert space K > H such that
T™ = PyU™|y for alln =0,1,2,.... While the original proofs were more existential than
constructive, there followed more concrete constructive proofs (e.g., the Schaffer-matrix
construction from [37] to be discussed below) which evolved into a detailed geometric
picture of the dilation space (see [43, Chapter II]). Analysis of how the original Hilbert
space H fits into the dilation space K and the appropriate implementations of the discrete
Fourier transform convert the abstract spaces to spaces of functions (holomorphic or
measurable as the case may be) led to the discovery of the characteristic function ©1 of
any completely nonunitary (c.n.u.) contraction operator 7' and how the c.n.u. contraction
operator T' can be represented (up to unitary equivalence) as a compressed multiplication
operator on a functional-model Hilbert space constructed directly from ©7. Here we say
that the contraction operator T is a c.n.u. contraction if T' has no non-trivial reducing
subspace on which T is unitary. We prefer to work with the equivalent notion of minimal
isometric lifts V' rather than minimal unitary dilations & of T'; here we say that an
operator V on K D H is a lift of T on H if H is invariant for V* and V*|yy = T*. More
generally, if II: H — K is an isometric embedding of H into I and V*II = IIT*, we shall
also say that (II, V') on K is a lift of T on H.

To describe our results it is convenient to describe the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional
model for the c.n.u. contraction operator and the associated minimal isometric lift in
some detail as follows. We define the defect operators

Dr=(I-T*T)%, Dp.=(I—-TT*)?

and defect spaces

Dr =RanDp, Dp« = ﬁDT*,
introduce the characteristic function of T’
Or(z) = (=T* + 2Dp+(I — 2T*)"'Dr) |p, : Dr — Dr-,
and the pointwise-defect operator of Or:
Nor(¢) = (I = Or(Q)*Or(())* for ¢ € T.
Define functional Hilbert spaces

H?(Dr-) } 7

Kor = [AeTL%DT)
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and define operators Vg, on Kg, and Tg, on He, by

MPr- 0

V@T = 0 and T@T = PHeT V@T |H9T' (1.1)

M |A<—)T L2(Dr)
Then we have:

Theorem A. He, is invariant for Vg . If V on K is any minimal isometric lift of T on
‘H, then there is a unitary transformation 7: K — Kg, such that

TH=He,, TV =Vo,7, (T|n)T =Tor(T|n)

(so T is unitarily equivalent to T, via the unitary operator 7|y : H — He,.). Conversely,
it (D, D,, ©) is a purely contractive analytic function on D (meaning that ©(z) € B(D, D,)
for z € D and that |©(0)d|| < ||d|| for 0 # d € D), and if we define Ag((), Ko, Heo, Vo,
To as above with (D, D,, ©) in place of (Dr, Dp+, Or), then Vg is the minimal isometric
lift of the c.n.u. contraction Te and the characteristic function (Dre, D1y, O16 ) coincides
with (D, D, ©), i.e., there are unitary operators u: D — Dry, us: Dx — Dz so that
O1y (2)u = u,O(2) for z € D.

The Ando6 dilation theorem [3], coming ten years later, provides a 2-variable analogue
of the Sz.-Nagy dilation theorem: given a commuting pair of contraction operators (T1,T2)
on a Hilbert space H, there is a commuting pair of unitary operators (Us,Us) on a larger
Hilbert space K>%H so that, for alln,m >0, TPTe™ = PyUTU" |3 The proof there is an
expanded version of the Schéffer-matrix construction for the single-operator case which
failed to shed much light on the geometry of the dilation space (a consequence of the lack
of uniqueness up to a notion of unitary equivalence for And6 dilations). Consequently
there has been essentially no follow-up to the Ando result in the direction of a Sz.-Nagy—
Foias-type model theory for a commuting pair of contraction operators as there was in
the single-operator setting, although there have now been some preliminary results in
this direction (see [22] [T} ).

In an independent development, Berger-Coburn-Lebow [14] obtained a model for a
commuting-tuple of isometries (V1,...,Vy) by considering the Wold decomposition for
the product V' = V; - - - V; and understanding what form the factors Vi, ...,V must take
so as (i) to be themselves commuting isometries, and (ii) to have product equal to V. The
conditions required to guarantee commutativity of the model isometries Vi, ..., V; are
rather involved for the case d > 3 but are immediately transparent and succinct for the
case d = 2. For d = 2 the model is determined by a collection of objects (F, P,U, Wy, Ws)
which we call a BCL-tuple consisting of

(i) a coefficient Hilbert space F,
(ii) a projection P and a unitary operator U on F, and
(iii) a commuting pair of unitary operators Wy, Ws on a common Hilbert space H,,.

Given such a BCL-tuple, we associate a pair of operators in two distinct ways:

[H2 (F)

Vi = Mpryy.py O ] V= [MU*P+ZU*P* 0 ] 2 } , (1.2)

0 W1 0 W2
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or

= = . 1.
Vi 0 w2 0 wa] M| Ha (13)

Here, for a Hilbert space F, H?(F) denotes the F-valued Hardy space

(o) o0
H*(F):={f:D—>F:f(z) = 2"fn and D | fullF < oo}

n=0 n=0
In the first case (IL2) we say that (F, P,U, W1, W3) is a BCL1-model for (Vi,Va), while
in the second case (L3) we say that (F,P,U, Wy, Ws) is a BCL2-model for (Vi,Vs).
It is easily checked that in either case (V1,V3) is a commuting isometric pair. In fact
there is a simple correspondence between BCL1 and BCL2 models for a given (V4, V3):
(F, P,U,Wy, W) is a BCL1-tuple for (Vi,Va) if and only if (F,U*P+U,U*) is a BCL2-
tuple for (V1, Va).

The result from [14] is the converse:

Theroem B. (See Theorem B4 below.) Any commuting isometric pair (V1,V2) on a
Hilbert space K is unitarily equivalent to the BCL-model isometric pair (of either the
BCL1 or BCL2 form) for some BCL-tuple (F, P,U, Wy, Ws). If (F', P', U’ ,W{, W}) is
another BCL-tuple giving rise to a BCL model commuting isometric pair (V{,Vy) of the
same form (BCL1 or BCL2) as (Vi, V) which is unitarily equivalent to (V1,Va), then
(F,P,U W, Ws) and (F', P',U’,W{, W3) coincide in the sense that there are unitary
transformations w: F — F' and 7: H,, — H!, so that

wP=Puw, wU=Uw, 1W;=Wirforj=1,2.

The goal of this manuscript is to develop a more complete analogue of the Sz.-Nagy—
Foias dilation theory and operator model theory for the commuting contractive pair
setting. This proceeds in several steps.

1. Parametrization of Andé lifts. Suppose that (77,7%) is a commuting contractive

pair on H and (II, Vi, Vs) is a minimal Andd lift for (77,7%) on IC, where II: H — IKC

is an isometric embedding of H into /C. Then up to a unitary equivalence we have that
T =T1T5 is in the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional-model form:

DT*

TTo, = Py | 07} ‘ 1.4

u Or Her 0 M(‘A(—)TL2(DT) Hor ( )

and the operators 77 and 75 are then commuting contraction operators on He, which

factor To,: Te, = ThTo = ToTs. Furthermore we may assume that (V1,Va) is in the

BCL2-model form (3] for some BCL-tuple (F, P,U, Wy, W5) acting on a space of the

H;(f)

form [ } Then it remains to describe the (concrete) isometric identification map

u

II: He, — [H;(}- )]. The result is as follows (see Theorem [Z]] and Corollary
below)
Theorem C. Without loss of generality we may assume that the space H, is equal to

the second component of the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional-model space H, = Ao, L?*(Dr)
and the operators Wy, Wy are the operators Wyi, Wya canonically uniquely determined
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by the commuting, contractive operator-pair (T1,Ts) (see Theorem together with
the notation (A1) below), and that the operators V1,V are in the BCL2-model form

_ ([ My-priv-p O Mpyy.prv 0 H*(F)
viva) = (Mg B Mo B 1) o [ 0

Then there is an isometric operator A: Dp« — F such that the embedding operator I1
is given by
I @A 0

0 IA@T L2(Dr)

(1.6)

H?(F)
Hor = 5, T
Hoo

and the augmentation (F, A, P,U) of the BCL-tuple (F, P,U) is a Type I Andé tuple for
(T, T%) in the sense that A must satisfy two compatibility operator equations involving
Ty, Ty and the BCL-tuple parameters (P, U) (namely, equations ([{.29]) and [@210) with
the subscript *’s dropped). Furthermore for the associated lift to be minimal, the And6
tuple should also satisfy an additional minimality condition (see Definition below.).

Moreover, if (II, V1, V3) and (I, V{,VY) are two such lifts corresponding to min-
imal Type I (T7,T5)-Andé tuples (F,A,P,U) and (F',A',P',U’) respectively, then
(I1, V1, V2) and (IT', V{,V}) are unitarily equivalent as lifts if and only if (F, A, P,U)
and (F', ', P',U") coincide in the sense that there is a unitary change of basisw: F — F’
so that

wA=4A, wP=Puw wU=Uw.

Putting all the pieces together, we can say: unitary-equivalence classes of minimal
Andé lifts (V1, Va) of a given commuting contractive pair (T1, Ta) are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with coincidence-equivalence classes of minimal Type I Andé tuples (F, A, P,U)
of the commuting contractive pair (T}, T5).

We note that it is not immediately clear that the system of operator equations (23]
- (ZI0) has a solution (F, A, P,U) for a given commuting pair (71, 7>). However, there
is a type of pre-Ando tuple (F, A, P,U) which we call a special Andé tuple for which it
is possible to verify by direct computation that equations (£29) - (Z2I0) do hold. This
is discussed in Section 4.3 below. Let us point out that a direct construction of an Andé
lift for a commuting contractive pair (T7,7%) such that the product operator T' = T1T5
is of class C.y appears in the 2017 paper of Das-Sarkar-Sarkar [22].

2. Pseudo-commuting contractive lifts. One take-away from the preceding discussion
is that Ando lifts for a given commuting contractive pair (T1,7%) always exist, but are
not necessarily uniquely determined (up to lift-unitary equivalence) by the pair (71, Ts).
We now introduce a weaker type of lift which is uniquely determined up to lift-unitary
equivalence by (T1,7>) and arguably is a better parallel to the Sz.-Nagy—Foias minimal
isometric lift of a single contraction operator T for the pair case (11, 7%).

Towards this end, let us suppose that (II, Vi, Vy) is the Sz.-Nagy—Foias-like model
for a minimal Andé lift of (T3,7T%) as in ([3) and (6l with the product operator T =
T\T, = ToT; again assumed to be in the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model form as in (L4]). Note
that the map IT has an obvious extension to a map I acting on all of Kg, with range
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still in [ ;7T
Ao, L2(Dr) |

I @ A 0

0 IA@TLQ(DT)

~

‘ {AZI(LD?D)TJ 7 [A@Iig@ﬂ} - 4D

This map is still isometric and has the intertwining property
fi MPr~ 0 _ MT 0 -
0 M<|A9TL2(DT) 0 MC|A@L2(D)
ie.,
Ve, = VII
where V = V1V, and where Vg, as in (IT)) is the minimal isometric lift of Te,. on Kg,..
Furthermore, as the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model lift Vg, of Tg, is minimal, we know that
Ko, =\ V&, He,.
n>0
We conclude that
Koo :=\/ V"RanIl = \/ V"IHe, =T(\/ V&, He,) = OKe,
n>0 n>0 n>0
B { H?(RanA) ]
Ao, L?*(Dr)
It now follows that (IT, Vi, ) is a lift of Te,. unitarily equivalent to the Sz.-Nagy—Foias
model lift (¢34, ke, Vor) of To,. In particular V|x,, is unitarily equivalent to Ve, via
the unitary identification map II: Ko, — Kgo. The next idea is to compress the Ando
lift (V1, V3) augmented by the product operator V.= V{Vy defined on K to the copy
of the embedded minimal lift space ICog for the single contraction operator Tg, = 1175,
which in turn can be represented as operators on the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model space Ko,
by again making use of the unitary identifaction IT: Ko, — ICoo:
(W1, Wa, W) = f[*(Vl, Va, V)fI acting on Keg,.

Plugging in the formulas (IH) and (7)) for Vi, Va, II then gives us the explicit formulas
in terms of the Andé tuple (F, A, P,U) associated with the Ando lift (V, Va):

Mgit.c, O } |:MG*+ZG 0 } MPr 0
W ’W 7W = ! 2 ) 2 ! )
( 1 2 ) <|: 0 Wﬁl 0 WﬁQ 0 Mdm

where we set G; = A*PLUA, Gy = A*U*PA. Such triples have their own abstract char-
acterization: any such triple is a pseudo-commuting, contractive operator-triple meaning
that (W1, Wy, W) “almost commute” in the sense of Definition below. In addition
(W1, Wy, W) is a lift of (T1,T2,Te, = T1T2) with W being equal to the minimal iso-
metric lift Vg, of Te, on Ke,, and conversely: any pseudo-commuting, contractive lift
(W1, Wy, W) of (Th,T2,Te, ) with W equal to the minimal isometric lift Vo, of Tg, is
unique and arises in this way as the compression of any choice of minimal Andé lift of
(Ty,T2) (see Theorem [6T.4).
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Moreover, there is an independent characterization of the operators (G1,G2) which
shows that they are independent of the choice of minimal Andé lift, or equivalently, of
minimal Type I Andé tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T}, T5). In fact (G1, G2) can be alternatively
characterized as the unique solution of a certain system of operator equations involving
only (T7,Ty) and not involving a choice of Type I Andd tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T}, T5)
(see Theorem L73)). Following the precedent set in [16] [I5], we call such (G, G2) arising
in this way to be the Fundamental-Operator pair for (T7, Ty ). In summary, we conclude
that, unlike the case for minimal Andé lifts, the compression (W1, Wa, W) of a minimal
Ando lift (V1, Va2, V) of (Th, Tz, To, = TiTs) to the minimal isometric lift space Ko, for
To,, or equivalently, any pseudo-commuting, contractive lift (W1, Wo, W) of (Th, T2, To,)
with third component W equal to the minimal isometric lift Vo, of Te,, is uniquely deter-
mined by the factor contrations Ty and Tz. While (W1, W, W) is no longer commuting,
it does have a functional model representation of a much simpler form than that of a
general commuting contractive pair (T, T5). This is what leads to a Sz.-Nagy-Foias-like
functional model for the commuting contractive pair (T, T5) discussed next.

3. The Sz.-Nagy—Foias-like functional model for a contractive pair. The idea be-
hind the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional model for a single contraction operator T is to obtain
a relatively simple functional model for the essentially unique minimal isometric lift V' of
T, and then compress the action of V' to its x-invariant subspace to arrive at a functional
model for T'. A key point is the uniqueness: there is a one-to-one correspondence between
unitary equivalence classes of contraction operators and unitary equivalence classes of
manimal isometric lifts. When we consider the pair case and use a minimal Ando6 lift for
the pair (77, T») in place of a minimal isometric lift for the single operator T, this one-to-
one correspondence fails; going to the minimal Ando lift introduces what one might call
noise (extraneous data which has nothing to do with the original object of study, namely
the commuting contractive pair). On the other hand, if we use the pseudo-commuting,
contractive lift (Wy, Wy, W) for (T1,T%,T) in place of the minimal isometric lift V for T,
the situation is more parallel to the classical case. Given a commuting, contractive pair,
we define the collection

En,m) = ((G1,G2), (Wi, Wya), O1)

to be the characteristic triple of (Ty,Ts), where O is the characteristic function for

T = ThT5, (G1,G>) is the Fundamental-Operator pair for (T7,7Ty), and (Wyi, Wya) is

the commuting pair of unitary operators with product equal to Mdm on the
T

space Ag, L?(Dr) canonically and uniquely associated with (T3, T%) appearing in (LI).
This characteristic triple turns out to be a complete unitary invariant for (T1,7%) in the
following sense: the commuting contractive pair (T1, Ta) is unitarily equivalent to the com-
muting contractive pair (T{,Ty) if and only if the associated characteristic triples Zp, 1,)
and Z(r; 1y coincide in a certain natural sense. The reverse procedure in the classi-
cal case relies on the clean characterization of the coincidence envelope of characteristic
functions O as the set of purely contractive analytic functions ©; for the pair case, the
characterization of the coincidence envelope of characteristic triples, namely what we call
admissible triples ((G1,G2), (W1, Wa), ©) (see Definition [[42), is less tractable. Never-
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theless this analysis provides some insight into the structure of commuting contractive
pairs in general and can be tractable in some special cases.

This manuscript is organized as follows: Following the Introduction, Chapter 2 re-
views the unitary-dilation/isometric-lift /operator-model theory for a single contraction
operator from four points of view: (i) the coordinate-free geometric picture as found in
Chapter I of the classic book [43], (ii) the Douglas model theory as in [25], the Schéffer
model theory [37], and the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model theory as found in Chapter VI of [43].

Chapter 3 develops from first principles the Berger-Coburn-Lebow model theory for
a commuting contractive pair (V1, Va) [14] with inclusion of many illustrative examples.

In addition to the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model for a minimal And6 lift of a commuting
contractive pair, Chapter 4 develops from first principles the Douglas and Schéffer models
for a minimal Ando lift (V1, Vs) for a commuting contractive operator-pair (11, 75); in
fact the Douglas model is developed first and then used as a bridge for understanding
the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model. The Fundamental-Operator pair (Fy, F3) for the commuting
contractive pair (15, Ty) appears here for the first time in connection with characterizing
when (77,75) has a strongly minimal Ando6 lift (see Theorem 74 below): (T4, T%) has
a strongly minimal Andé lift if and only if the Fundamental-Operator pair (G1,G2)
for (Ty,Ty) satisfies the additional system of operator equations [{LL26]) given below;
equivalently, there is a projection P and a unitary operator U on F so that (G1,G3) =
(P-U,U*P) (see Lemma BTl below) and the operator pair (Mg; 1 p,z, Mpr45,.) on
H?(F) assumes the BCL2-model form (My-pi.i+p.s Mpyi.piy) for a commuting
isometric pair. In view of the results in Chapter 6 on pseudo-commuting contractive
lifts, this is just the statement that the pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (77,7%)
is actually an And6 lift which is also exactly the case when any minimal Andé lift is
unique up to unitary equivalence of lifts. Also developed in Chapter 4 is the equivalence
between existence of a strongly minimal Andé lift for (77, T5) and the condition that the
factorizations T = T3 - Tb and T = T3 - T} are both regular in the sense of Sz.-Nagy—Foias
(see [43)]).

Chapter 5 lays out the one-to-one correspondence between unitary-equivalence classes
of minimal Andé lifts for a commuting contractive pair (77,7%) on the one hand, and
coincidence-equivalence classes of the corresponding minimal Andé tuples, both in the
Douglas-model setting (where one works with minimal Type I And6 tuples for (75,7%))
and in the Schéffer-model setting (where one works with minimal strong Type II Ando
tuples for (T1,7%)).

Chapter 6 focuses on the pseudo-commuting contractive lift for a given commut-
ing contractive pair (T7,75%). Some preliminary results can be obtained in the abstract
framework but other results (e.g., that the final component W of a pseudo-commuting
contractive lift (Wq, Wa, W) of (T1, T2, T = T1T> = T»T1) uniquely determines the other
components Wy, Ws) makes use of a functional model (any of Douglas, Sz.-Nagy—Foias,
or Schéffer) for (W, Wy, W).

Chapter 7 develops the Sz.-Nagy—Foias-like functional model for a given commuting
contractive pair (T1,7T») while Chapter 8 obtains an analogue of the Sz.-Nagy-Foias
correspondence between invariant subspaces for T and regular factorizations ©(() =
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©"(¢)©®’(¢) of the characteristic function © = O of T' (see [43]).

Finally, let us note that our companion paper [10] extends some of the framework of
this manuscript to the higher-order tuple setting (commuting d-tuples T = (T4, ..., Ty) of
contraction operators on a Hilbert space with d > 2), and that this manuscript essentially
subsumes the preliminary report [36] posted on arXiv.

2. Functional models for isometric lifts of a contraction operator

The Sz.-Nagy dilation theorem asserts that any contraction operator 1" on the Hilbert
space H can be dilated to a unitary operator U on a space K> ‘H, i.e., there is a unitary
operator U on a Hilbert space K containing H so that T" = PyU™|y for n =0,1,2,....
By a lemma of Sarason, this is the same as saying that K has an orthogonal decomposition
K=K_®oHa K+ and with respect to this decomposition i has the block-matrix form

U= {I % 8}. The dilation is said to be minimal if it is the case that K is the smallest

kok sk

reducing subspace for U containing . An operator V on a Hilbert space K D H is said
to be an isometric lift of T if V' is isometric, K © H is invariant for V and T" = Py V"|y
for n = 0,1,2,.... Equivalently, it works out that V on K being a lift of T is the same
as H C K being an invariant subspace for V* and furthermore V*|yy = T*, i.e., with
respect to the decomposition = H & (K © H) the operator V has the block-matrix
representation V' = [T 0]. There is a close connection between minimal unitary dilations
and minimal isometric lifts, namely: if U is a unitary dilation of T on K> H and if we
set KK =\, soU"H and define V on IC as V = U|x, then V is a minimal isometric lift
of T, and conversely, if V is a minimal isometric lift of T, one can always extend V to
a unitary operator U on K o K so that U is a minimal unitary dilation of V. For our
purposes here, it is convenient to work almost exclusively with isometric lifts rather than
unitary dilations.

To make various constructions to come more canonical, we shall make systematic use
of a more general notion of lift where we do not insist that the space H on which T acts
is a subspace of the space K but rather allow a isometric identification map II: H — K.
Thus we say that, for a given contraction operator T' on H the collection of objects (II, V')
is a isometric lift of T if

e II: H — K is an isometric embedding of H into K, and
e RanlIl is invariant for V* and furthermore V*II = IIT™*.

In this chapter we shall discuss three types of functional models (Schéffer, Douglas,
and Sz.-Nagy-Foias) for a given Hilbert-space contraction operator.

2.1. The Schiffer functional model for the minimal isometric lift. For a (coef-
ficient) Hilbert space F, we shall use the notation H?(F) for the Hardy space

H*(F):={f:D—F:f(z)= Zz"fn and Z | full% < oo}
n=0 n=0
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When F = C, we shall denote H?(F) simply by H?2. For a contraction operator 1" acting
on a Hilbert space H, we shall have use of the defect operators

Dy = (I — T*T)%, Dp. = (I — TT*)?
and the defect spaces
Dy =RanDy, Dp- = RanDrp-.
For F any coefficient space, we shall use the notation
evor:=evo®Ir: f— f(0) (2.1.1)
for the evaluation-at-0 map on the vector-valued Hardy space H?(F) with the adjoint
evor: F— H?(F)

given by the identification of an element x € F with the constant function f(z) = =
considered as an element of H2(F). When F = C, we shall denote evq # simply by evq.

Let us write Kg for the Schdffer isometric lift space

H
Ks = {HQ(DT)] (2.1.2)
and IIg for the isometric embedding operator

g =[] : H— Ks (2.1.3)

and let Vg on Kg be the operator given by

v [ﬂ ~ {eva;DT MOD] [ﬂ - {DThihzf(d] | @14

Then one can check that Vg is isometric on Kg and that IIgT* = ViIIg (due to the
block lower-triangular form in the matrix representation of V), and hence (Ilg, Vs) is an
isometric lift of T'. Let us formally give this a name.

DEFINITION 2.1.1. If Kg, IIg, and Vg are given as in (Z1.2)), (Z1.3), ZI4), then (IIg, Vs)
is an isometric lift of T on Kg and we shall say that (Ilg, Vs) is the Schdiffer-model
isometric lift of T.

It is easy to check that the Schéffer-model isometric lift (Ilg, V) is minimal, i.e., that

s

nely

Note that the Schéffer isometric-lift space Kg = [ sz-[DT):| has first component H

equal to the original abstract Hilbert space while the second component H?(Dr) is a
functional Hilbert space, so strictly speaking the Schéffer model is only a semi-functional
model. The original Schéaffer model as presented in [43}, Section I.5.1] has a purely matricial
form as the second component H?(Dr) is written in matricial form as (2, (Dr) rather
than in the functional form H?(Dr).
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2.2. The Douglas functional model for the minimal isometric dilation. For T a
contraction operator on H, we shall have great use of the non-negative definite operator
Q- given by the strong limit

Q%. = SOT-lim T"T*". (2.2.1)
A fundamental map for the construction of the Douglas model is the map

ODT*,T* cH— HQ(DT*)
given by

Opge+: b= Y Dy T*"hz" = Dy (I — 2T%) " 'h. (2.2.2)
n=0

The easy computation

10D, 22y = Y ID0-T*"a||* = Y (T™(I = TT*)T*"w, x)
n=0 n=0

= |l - |Qz-=|*
shows that Op,.. 7~ is contractive as an operator from H into the Hardy space H?(Dr- ),

and is an isometry exactly when Qp~ = 0.
We now note that 7Q%.T* = Q%.; hence the formula

X*Qr-h = QprT*h (2.2.3)

defines an isometry X* on Ran Q7+ which extends by continuity to an isometry (still
denoted as X*) on Ran Qr-. If not already unitary, this operator has a minimal unitary
extension on a space Q7+ O Ran Qr- which we denote by W},. A dense subspace of Q-
is

[ee]

U W5 Ran Qr- dense in Qp« (2.2.4)

n=0

and then the extension W7} is given densely by

WhHWRQr-h = W ' X*Qp-h = W 'Q5T*h for n > 1,

WHQr-h = X*Qr+h = Qr-T"h. (2.2.5)
Let us introduce the Hilbert space
2
Kp:= [H (Dr- )} (2.2.6)
Qr-

(1) The notation Op,,. 7+ is suggested by the fact that the operator Op,. 7+ can be viewed
as the frequence-domain observability operator for the discrete-time state/output linear system

z(t+1) = T z(t)
y(t) = Drea(t)
(z(t) equal to the state at time t, y(t) equal to the output at time t) since running the system
with initial condition z(0) to produce an output string {y(t)}nez, results in the Z-transform
Y(z) == >0" s y(n) 2" of the output string {y(n)},cz+ being given by

,t=0,1,2,...

@\(z) = ODT* ,T*Z0-
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and define an isometric operator Vp on Kp by

Vp = []\gz VSD] : (2.2.7)
There is a canonical isometric embedding operator IIp: H — Kp given by
Ip: hs [ODT“T*] h. (2.2.8)
Qr~
Furthermore, we have the intertwining relation
MpT* = (Vp)* lp. (2.2.9)

Let us give all this a formal name.

DEFINITION 2.2.1. Define the space Kp, the operator IIp and the operator Vp as in
EZ9), @23), and [Z27). Then (IIp, Vp) is a lift of T on the space Kp which we shall
refer to as the Douglas-model isometric lift of T.

One can also see as a consequence of Lemma 1 in Douglas’s paper [25] that this
Douglas-model lift is a minimal isometric lift. We include here a simple direct proof
making use of the formulation which we are using here.

PROPOSITION 2.2.2. The Douglas-model isometric lift (Ilp, Vp) (Z21) and Z23)) of
a contraction operator T is minimal.

Proof. Verification of the minimality of (IIp, Vp) amounts to showing that

M7? 0| |Op,. T*] {HQ(DT*)]
Kmin = g T H = . 2.2.10
n:O\1/2 [ 0 WB} [ Qr- Q- ( :
To see this, note first that for each n € Z we have in particular that
M? 0 | |Op,. T*:|
T T*h € Kuin
[ 0 WB] [ Qr-
where
ol e A ot el
0 Wj Qr~ 0 W5 0o Wy Qr-
MM 0 Opy T MIM"Op... 7+h
= z77z ’ h = FIUE e 2.2.11
o el Ll e i
where

Jm MM Opy. bl = T [|MZ"Opy. 2-hl| =0
since M, is a shift operator. Combining this observation with (ZZZT1]) leads us to

) M7? 0| |Op T:| « { 0 ]
lim Z T T*"h = € Kmin-
n— o0 |: 0 WB:| |: Q1+ Qr+h

Subtracting this element off from [Ofg - } h € Kumin, we conclude that

T*

{ODTB’T*}L} h € Kmnin-
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But then we also have, for all h € H,

[(ODT*,T* - J\%ODT*,T*T*)h € Ko

where
((ODT*,T* — MzODT*,T*T*)h) (Z) = (DT* (I . ZT*)71 — 2D~ (I — ZT*)ilT*)h
= EVS’DT* Dr+h. (2.2.12)

Thus |:ev0*DT6‘ DT*h} € Kmin and hence also

v MP 0] [eVip,. DrH] _ Voo, Mevip, Dr-
wn 0 0

n=0,1,2,...

_ [HQ(DT*)

0 :| C ’Cmin~

Finally let us recall that U,>oW3Q7-H is dense in Q7+ and hence

MP 0 0] [o ,
VI o] = lar ] o

n>0
Putting all the pieces together then gives us
H?*(Dr-)

Kp:= [ O

:| C ,Cmin C ,CD

and (ZZTI0) follows as wanted. m

H?*(D
Qr
nent H?(Dr-) equal to a functional Hilbert space but second component Qr« equal to

an abstract (non-functional) Hilbert space, so strictly speaking one can think of the Dou-
glas model is really being only a semi-functional model. However the space Qp« comes
equipped with a unitary operator Wp. By the direct-integral version of the spectral the-
orem for unitary (more generally normal) operators (see [23, Theorem I.6.1], one can
convert this space to a direct-integral L*-space Qr- = @ [ Hcdr(t) for a scalar spectral
measure v and multiplicity function m(¢) = dim#H,, with Wp then given as the mul-
tiplication operator Wp = Mc: f(¢) + (- f(¢) (here ¢ — f({) € H¢ is a measurable
square-integrable cross-section of {#,}¢er). This becomes more precise when we make
connections with the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model in the next section.

REMARK 2.2.3. As the Douglas isometric-lift space Kp = [ *T*)} has first compo-

REMARK 2.2.4. While the Douglas model is mostly explicitly constructed in terms of
the operator T', one could ask for a more explicit construction of the residual part Q=
where the unitary part Wp of the minimal isometric lift Vp = M, & Wp is defined.
There is a later construction due to Durszt [27], which, while arguably more difficult to
work with, gives such an explicit construction, with first component exactly the same
as in the Douglas construction (after interchanging the contraction operator T' with its
adjoint T*), while the second component is a bilateral unitary shift operator with a more
complicated but completely explicit formula for the map from H into this £2-space.
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2.3. The Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional model for the minimal unitary dilation. As
in the approach of Sz.-Nagy and Foias towards a functional model for unitary dilations,
we assume that we are given a completely non-unitary (c.n.u.) contraction operator T
together with its minimal unitary dilation & on X and minimal isometric lift V' on K
with H C K C K and V = U|k. Following [43][Sections II.1 and II.2], one can see that
the subspaces
L=U-TYH, L.=I-UT*)H
contained in K C K are wandering subspaces for I/ in the sense that
urL Lu™L, UL, LU™L, form#ninZ

and hence it makes sense to define subspace My (L) and My (L) as well as M (L) and
M (L) via the internal direct sums in K:

M (L) :=EPurL, M_(L):=EPu"L,

n>0 n<0
M (L.) = EPUL., M_(L.):=EPU"L.,
n>0 n<0
M(L):=M_(£)® M (L) = Puc,
nez
M(L,) = M_(L) & My (L) = PU"L..
nez

Note that My (L) and M, (L) are invariant for Y while M_ (L), M_(L.) are invariant
for " and M (L) and M(L,) are reducing for U. If we set R = K © M (L), then R is
reducing for & and we have the two orthogonal decompositions of the space K:

K=ML)®R=M_(L)®HS ML),

and the space K on which the minimal isometric lift V' of T" acts has the two orthogonal
decompositions
K=M,(L,)®R=H&Mi(L). (2.3.1)

In particular we see that H C K; from the fact that K is invariant for ¢/ and by definition
V = U|k, we see that the wandering subspaces £ and L, can equally well be defined as
L=V -T)H, L.=I-VIT*)H.

In summary, given any minimal isometric lift of the form (ix—x, V) (i-e., having H equal
to a subspace of the dilation space K on which V is acting), the space K then has the
two-fold orthogonal decomposition (Z3.1]); let us refer to this structure for K as the

coordinate-free Sz.-Nagy—Foias model for a minimal isometric lift V' of T.

We next use this coordinate-free model to arrive at the Sz.-Nagy-Foias functional
model for a minimal isometric lift of T as follows. It is a straightforward computation to
show that the maps

t: (V—=T)h+ Dph, t: (I —=VT*)h+— Dph (2.3.2)
extend to unitary identification maps

t: L—Dp, ty: Ly Dy (2.3.3)
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From the two decompositions for K in (Z31) we also see that M (L) L M_(L,) and
hence
Purie)Mi (L) C My(Ly) (2.3.4)

It can also be shown that if T is completely nonunitary (as we are assuming), then we
recover the so-called residual space R from the wandering subspace £ via the formula

R = (I = Pyey)M(L). (2.3.5)
Define the operator @: M (L) — M (L,) as the restricted projection
© = Pyc.)lmc)-

Let t.: M(L.) — L*(Dr+) and ¢: M (L) — L?(Dr) be the extensions of the operators .
and ¢ ([(Z33)) to Fourier representation operators

Lyt i ung*n’_) i (L*K*n)gn, L: i Ll”éw—) i (Lén)(:” (236)

n=—oo n=—oo n—=—oo n—=—oo

where ( is the independent variable on the unit circle T. Then it is easily checked that
OWU|mc)) = Ulm(c.))®.

Let © = 1,@.": L?(D7) — L*(Dp-+). Then the previous intertwining relation becomes
the function-space intertwining

OMPT =M™ ©.
By a standard result (see e.g. [43, Lemma V.3.1]), it follows that © is a multiplication
operator R
©: h(¢) = O(¢) - h(¢)

for a measurable B(Dr, Dr«)-valued function ¢ — ©(¢) on the unit circle T. Here, for
two Hilbert spaces £ and F, the notation B(E,F) stands for the space of all bounded
linear operators from & into F; when & = F we simply use B(E). As © is a restricted
projection, it follows that ||@|| < 1, and also ||Mg|| < 1 as an operator from L?(Dr)
to L?(Dr~), from which it follows that ||©(¢)|| < 1 for almost all ¢ in the unit circle.
Furthermore, by applying the Fourier transform to the subspace inclusion (2.3.4), we see
that Me maps H?(Dr) into H?(Dr-+); thus in fact © is a contractive H*-function with
values in B(Dr, Dp«), known as the Sz.-Nagy—Foias characteristic function of T, given
by the explicit formula

9(2) = @T(Z) =—T+ zDyp- (IH — ZT*)ilDT|'DTI Dr — Dp- (237)
(see [43 Proposition VI.2.2]).

Suppose next that k£ € R has the form k = Pr# for some £ =
Then

U, € M(L).

n€Ely

k]|* = [[Pre|” = [|€]]* — |©€]]* = [[£]* — |O1 - c£]|* = [|Ae, - £|®
where we let Ag, be the Dp-valued operator function on the unit circle T given by
Ner () = (I = Or(¢)*Or(()"?

(the pointwise defect operator of O1: Ae,(¢) = De,(c)).- As we are assuming that T is
c.n.u., by formula ([23.5) we get that the space (I — Pyc.))M(L) = PrM(L) is dense
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in R. Hence we can define a unitary map wnr from R to Ag, L2(Dr) densely defined on
PrM(L) by
wNF: Prl — A@T 1. (238)

From this formula, we can read off the validity of the intertwining relation
wne(VIr) = (MPT |m) WNF- (2.3.9)

Let us introduce the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional-model lift space (which depends only on
the characteristic function ©7) Ke, by

H?*(Dr-)
= |—]. 2.3.1
IC@T |:A@TL2 (DT) ( 3 O)
We next define a unitary identification map Unp from K = M4 (L,) & R to Ko, by
"*PM+(£ )k
= * . 2.3.11
Unrk [ wnp Pk (2.3.11)

Since ¢, is unitary from M (L) to H?(Dz-), wnr is unitary from R to A, L2(Dr), and
K has the internal orthogonal decomposition K = M, (L,)®R, we see that Uxr so defined
is unitary from K onto Ke,. Observing the intertwining relation MP7+¢, Iy 2y =
tV|a, (c.) and recalling (3.1.19), we arrive at the intertwining relation

UnrV = VarUnr (2.3.12)
where we set Vg equal to the isometric operator on Kg,. given by
MPr 0
ST YA — (2.3.13)
Define the isometric embedding IIxr of H into Ke, as
IInr = Unrlu- (2.3.14)

Then we make the formal definition:

DEFINITION 2.3.1. Given a c.n.u. contraction operator 7" and any choice of minimal

isometric lift of the form (i3 x, V'), we refer to (IIxr, Var) given by (Z314) and 2313)
as the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional model for a minimal isometric lift 7.

REMARK 2.3.2. The reader will note that for the case of the Schéffer and Douglas models
discussed in Sections 2.1 and 2.2 respectively, we were able to define the embedding maps
[g: H — Kg and lIp: H — Kp explicitly in terms of T" whereas in Sz.-Nagy—Foias case
the embedding map IIxp is defined more implicitly by first introducing the map Unp
identifying the Sz.-Nagy—Foias coordinate-free space K ([2:3.0)) and then getting IIxg as
the restriction of Unp to H. To repair this lack of symmetry, we shall now do two tasks:

(i) By Theorem I.4.1 in [43], any two minimal isometric lift of a contraction are uni-
tarily equivalent. Find explicitly the unitary operators Us: K — Kg and Up: K —
Kp establishing the unitary equivalence of the coordinate-free Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift
(i74—ic, V) acting on K to the Schéffer-model lift (IIg, Vs) acting on Kg and the
Douglas-model lift (IIp, Vp) acting on Kp, respectively.
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(ii) Find a more explicit form for the Sz.-Nagy—Foias embedding operator IIxg: H —
Koy.

(i) For the case of the Schéffer model, we use the second of the decompositions ([Z:31)) to
see that

Iy 0 H H
U — : ]C — — ]C — 2.3.15
s { 0 LPM+(£):| [M+(£J 5 [HZ(DT)} ( )
does the job, i.e.,
B T 0 B | _

Thus Ug: K — Kg establishes a unitary equivalence between the coordinate-free lift
(in—x, V) and the Schéffer-model lift (Ilg, Vg).

For the case of the Douglas lift, we make use of the first decomposition of X in ([Z3.1]):
K =M (L) ®R. Toward this end we need to make use of various connections between
the space R and the operator Qp~ appearing in the Douglas model. We first note the
connection that, for h € H we have (see [43, Proposition I1.3.1])

[ PrAI® = (QF-h, h).
Hence the map wp: R — Qp+ defined densely by
wp: Prh — QT*h € 9r-

is isometric. Furthermore, it is known that, in case V' is a minimal isometric lift of T, we
have that

Dp := ﬁ V'"PrH C R

n=0

is dense in R (see [43, Proposition I1.3.1]). It is a routine matter to extend the map wp
to the space Dg via the formula

Wwp: Vn(PRh) g WBQT*h (2316)

with the result that wp is still an isometry. We can then extend by continuity to a
well-defined unitary identification map wp from R onto Qp«. We may then make use of
the first decomposition K = M4 (L) & R in (Z3J) to define the unitary identification

Up: K —Kp = [HQQ(ITD*T*)} via the formula

2
Up: ks [‘*PMW:*)’“] K= Kp = {H (DT*)} . (2.3.17)

It is now a matter of checking that

UpV = VpUp, Tp=Up|u.
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We verify here only the first component of the second identity as follows:

LPucoh =Y 2" (I = VV*)V*"h (by shift analysis)

n=0

=Y 2" (I = VT*)T*"h (since T* = V*|3)

n=0

o0
= Z 2" Dp«T*"h (by definition of ¢.)

n=0

= Dp-(I —2T*)"*h = Op,.. 7h.
We conclude that Up implements the unitary equivalence of (ix—x, Var) and (Ilp, Vp).
(ii) By definition IINgp = Ung |3, so for h € H we have
xr: b [L*ﬂg;:zh} . (2.3.18)
We have seen from the final computation done in item (i) above that, for h € H, we have
t« Py, (c.yh = Opy. 7+ h.

Thus the first component of the Sz.-Nagy—-Foias functional model embedding operator
IIng agrees with the first component of the Douglas functional-model embedding oper-
ator IIp. For h € H let us next compute the second component of the Sz.-Nagy-Foias
embedding operator IIxg applied to h:

wnrPrh = wnepPrh = wnr(wp)™ - wpPrh
= wNF,DQT+h
where we set
WNF,D = WNF (wp)" (2.3.19)
is a unitary identification map from the second component of the Douglas model space
Q7+ onto the second component of the the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model space Ag, L3(Dr).

One can argue that the map wnr,p is again not particularly explicit, but this will be a
convenient place to hide the lack of explicitness for our purposes here.
H?(Dr»)
ATLz(DT)
detailed in part (ii) of Remark 232 its orthogonal complement in Kg,, namely the
space Unrp M4 (L), can be identified explicitly as follows. For £ € M (L),

While it is problematical to identify the space UngH C [ } explicitly as

-L*PM (L )E
L= + (L
UNF L wNFP]:E

[eePrry (.yt* Ll
L A@TLK

= [ ©r } b

Ao,
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and hence the space Ho, := IlIngH = UnpH (which turns out to depend only on the
characteristic function ©7) is given by

H2 (DT*) :| |: @T :| 2
H = |l = © -H=(Dr). 2.3.20
or |:A®TL2(DT) A@T ( T) ( )
Note that the subspace Unp M4 (L) = { AQ(_)TT} - H?(Dr) is invariant for Vp and hence

Heor is invariant for Vip. Rewrite (23.12) in the form
UnpV™ = VipUnr
and restrict this identity to H to arrive at
IIngT™* = ViplnF.
This suggests the following formal definition.

DEFINITION 2.3.3. Let the space Kg,., the operators IIxr: H — Ko, and Vxr on Ko,
be given as in (Z310), 2314), and (Z313). Then (IIxr, Vr) is a minimal isometric lift
of T on Keg, which we shall refer to as the Sz.-Nagy-Foias functional-model isometric

lift of T.

Let us next note that the operator Unp: K — Ko, implements a unitary equivalence
of the Sz.-Nagy—Foias isometric lift (IIxr, Vir) with the coordinate-free minimal isometric
lift (¢5—x, V), and hence the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional-model isometric lift (IIxr, Vir)
is also minimal.

We note that both components of the Sz.-Nagy-Foias isometric-lift space Ko, =
[ H%(Dr+)

Ao, L2 (Dr)
ing of holomorphic functions while with second component consisting of L2-measurable
functions). For this reason it makes sense to say that Ko, is a functional model space
and that Vnr is the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional-model isometric lift of T.

} are functional Hilbert spaces (albeit with first component H?(Dr-) consist-

REMARK 2.3.4. The isometric embedding operator IIxp for the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model
(the analogue of the operator IIg (ZI3]) for the Schéffer model and of the operator IIp
223) for the Douglas model) is the embedding operator

, _ [ H*(Dr-)
HNF. H _>IC@T - {m
with range given by
— — H? (Dr-) Or 2
and

HneT™* = ViipIne. (2.3.21)

Let us write IInw,o for the operator IIxr but considered to have codomain equal to its
range He, rather than all of Kg,. Then Ilnpo: H — He, is unitary and from ([23.21])
one can see that

T = Uxp,0(Pre, Ve, )IINF,0,



Dilations and Models for Commuting Contractions 23

thereby showing that T is unitarily equivalent to its functional-model operator Te,.:

MPr~ 0
T = T@ = PH_ z D
" T er 0 MC T |—A9T L2(D7)

Hor

It turns out that the characteristic operator function Or (Z37) is a complete unitary
invariant for a c.n.u. contraction operator 7' in the sense that that two c.n.u. contraction
operators T and T” are unitarily equivalent if and only if ©7 and O7: coincide (i.e., are
the same after a unitary change of basis on the input coefficient Hilbert space and on the
output coefficient Hilbert space).

But there is more. Let us first note that any characteristic function ©7 (written as
(Dr,Dr+,071) when we wish to emphasize that the values of O are operators from
Dr to Dr+) is a contractive analytic function in the terminology of [43], meaning that
O an analytic function on the unit disk with contractive operator values. It works out
that the coincidence envelope of the characteristic functions consists exactly of those
contractive analytic functions (D, D, ©) which are also purely contractive in the sense
that ||©(0)d|| < ||d]| for 0 # d € D, and the model-theory point of view can be reversed:
given any purely contractive contractive analytic function (D, D,,®) one can form the
space Ho exactly as in (Z320) but with (D, D, ©) in place of (D, Dr~, O1):

He = {&} o [ © ] H*(D),
Ag - H*(D) Ag
where Ag(¢) = (Ip —©(¢)*O(¢))'/2 for ¢ € T. Define the model operator associated with
the purely contractive analytic function (D, D,, ©):
MP 0 ]

T@ = Pq.[e 0 MD*
¢

AeL?(D) ] |3y,

Then it can be shown that the model operator Ty is a c.n.u. contraction operator on He,
and its characteristic function (Dry, DTZ-S , O71, ) coincides with the original purely contrac-
tive analytic function (D, Dy, 0). Consequently, the study of abstract c.n.u. contraction
operators T on a Hilbert space H is equivalent to the study of concrete functional-model
operators of the form Tg associated with a purely contractive analytic function ©. Fur-
thermore, the restriction that 7" be c.n.u. is not really a restriction since any contraction
operator can be decomposed as T¢ &7y, where Tey, is c.n.u. and Ty, is unitary where uni-
taries are essentially well understood via spectral theory. In Chapter [ below we present
an extension of all these ideas to the setting of a commuting contractive pair (71, 7).

3. Pairs of commuting isometries

Berger, Coburn and Lebow in [I4, Theorem 3.1] gave a concrete model for d-tuples of
commuting isometries which played a basic role in their investigation of the structure of
the C*-algebra generated by commuting isometries and Fredholm theory of its elements.
In this chapter, we review the Berger-Coburn-Lebow model for pairs of commuting isome-
tries for the pair case (d = 2).
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3.1. Models for commuting pairs of isometries. Before discussing the Berger-
Coburn-Lebow (BCL) model for commuting pairs of isometries, we need a couple of
lemmas. Let us first recall that the Wold decomposition represents any isometry V as
the direct sum V = S @ W with S equal to a shift operator (S is an isometry such that
S*™ — 0 strongly as n — oo or equivalently NS, RanS™ = {0}), while W is unitary.
As was mentioned in the previous chapter, we shall use the term shift operator and pure
isometry interchangeably.

The first gives a model for commuting partial isometries of a special form which is
a key ingredient in the proof of the Berger-Coburn-Lebow model theory for commuting
isometries. For completeness, we provide a detailed proof here.

LeEmMMA 3.1.1. Let F be any Hilbert space and E1, Es be operators on F. Then Ey, F»
are partial isometries of the form

(Ey, Eo) = (U*P*, PU) (3.1.1)
for some projection P and unitary U in B(F) if and only if E1, E2 satisfy
E1E2 = E2E1 =0 and ElEf + E;EQ = EfEl + EQE; = I]: (312)

Proof. Suppose that (Ey, E3) has the form BI1). By direct substitution and making
use of the unitary property of U one sees that then (F1, Es) satisfies (3.1.2).

Conversely, suppose that (F1, Ey) satisfies conditions ([B.I.2). Then one can use con-
ditions (BI2) to see that

E\ETE, = E\(ETEy + E2E5) = By,  EoE3Ey = Ex(E3Es + E1EY) = Es.

Hence we have
E\EJE\=FE;, EsE}E;=F, (3.1.3)

from which it follows that E; and Es are partial isometries. This in turn is equivalent to
all of By EY, EYEy, Es E5 | B3 Ey being projections onto Ran Fy, Ran £}, Ran Fy, Ran EJ,
respectively. Therefore conditions (3.I.2) can be reformulated as

Ran E; @ Ran E; = F = Ran Ef @ Ran E». (3.1.4)

By the polar-decomposition theorem, we have unitaries U; : RanE; — Ran E} and
Uy : Ran B35 — Ran E5 such that

Ef = Uy (E\E7)? and By = Uy(E}Ey)?.
Let us define a unitary operator U on F (making use of the decompositions (BI1.4)) by
U:=U; ®U;:Ran E; @ Ran E5 — Ran Ef @ Ran E».

More explicitly, making use of the fact that F; and E, are partial isometries with F,
and B3 having complementary ranges, we can get a formula for the action of U:

Ur = ULErEfx + Uy ES Eqx = (EY 4 Eg)x for x € F.
Let us now define a projection operator P and a unitary operator U on F by
P =EyE;, U:=FE]+ Es. (3.1.5)

It is now a straightforward exercise to verify that we recover (Ey, Es) from (P,U) ac-
cording to the formula (31.1)). m
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The first part of the next result is well-known (see e.g. [41l page 227]) and the second
part is an easy corollary of the first part; we include short proofs of both results for
completeness.

LEMMA 3.1.2. 1. The only bounded linear operator intertwining a unitary operator

with a shift operator is the zero operator, i.e.: if K and K' are Hilbert spaces, U is

a unitary operator on IC, S is a shift operator on K', and T': K — K’ is a bounded
linear operator such that U = ST, then T = 0.

2. Suppose that S and S’ are shift operators on K1 and K} respectively, U and U’

are unitary operators on Ko and Kf respectively, and T' = [g; IEZ} 18 a unitary

operator from K1 @ Ko to Ki & Dy which intertwines S ® U with S’ @ U’ :
T r ! T r
u T[S 0] _[S 0/ n D) (3.1.6)
Tor To2| [0 U 0 U] [T21 Ta
Then T is block-diagonal, i.e.: T'15 =0 and I's; = 0.
Proof. (1): The intertwining condition I'U = ST implies that TU™ = S™I" for all n =
0,1,2,.... As U is unitary, RanU" is the whole space K for all n = 0,1,2,... and we
conclude that RanT' C N2, RanS™. As S is a shift, N7, RanS™ = {0}, and we are
forced to conclude that I' is the zero operator.
(2): From the (1,2)-entry of (BI6) we see that I'12U = S'T';2. From part (1) of the

lemma we conclude that I'1s = 0.
As T is unitary, it follows that (BI6]) can be rewritten as

[S 0} [ I 1“31] _ [ I 1“31} {5’ 0] .
0 U]l|L0 T3 0 T30 U
The (1,2)-entry of this equality gives
STs, =T5,U".
Again by part (1) of the Lemma, we conclude that I'5; = 0, and hence also I'y; = 0. =

REMARK 3.1.3. We note that part (1) of Lemma [BI.2] fails if the hypothesis is changed
to: U is unitary on K, S is a shift on K' and X: K' — K is such that XS = UX. As an
example, take U = My on K = L?, S = M, on K’ = H? and X: H?> — L? equal to the
embedding X : f(z) — f(¢) of H? into L2.

We now have all the preparations needed to derive the BCL model for a commuting
pair of isometries. We shall actually have use for two such models, each of which is easily
derived from the other. A somewhat different proof follows from Theorem 2.1 and Lemma
2.2 in [12).

For a Hilbert space H, we shall use B(H) for the space of all bounded linear operators
from H to H.

THEOREM 3.1.4. (See Berger-Coburn-Lebow [14].) Let (Vi,V2) be a pair of commuting
isometries on a Hilbert space H.

1. Then there exist Hilbert spaces F and IC,,, a unitary identification map macr: H —
{H;C(F)}, a projection P in B(F), a unitary U in B(F) and commuting unitaries
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Wi, Wy in B(KC,,) such that

M . 0 My payir 0
TBeLVI = PL((J)Jr ru W1] TBCL, TBCOLV2 = { v PJ(S v WJ TBCL-
(3.1.7)
Ezxplicitly one can take
Opy.,v+ H?(Dy-
F =Dy+, TBCL = [ ZQVV;V ] H = [ Q(VV )] . (3.1.8)

where Op,,. v+, Qv+, and Qv+~ are as in Z22), Z2T), ZZ4) with V* in place
of T*. We shall say that a pair of operators of the form

Mpiyy.pv 0| |[My<pyovepr O
0 W1 ' 0 W2

acting on H*(F)®K, (with P, U as above) is a BCL1 model for a pair of commuting
1sometries.
2. Equivalently, there exist Hilbert spaces F and Ky, a unitary identification map

TBCL : H — |:H’2C(}—)

ing unitaries W), W} in B(KC,) such that

] , a projection PY in B(F), a unitary UT in B(F) and commut-

Mpsyiy.pirur 0

Myys-prsy.usepr 0
V =
BcLV1 { 0 Wi

0 Wlf ] TBCL
(3.1.9)
where again one can take F, KC, and tpcr,as in BL8). We shall say that a pair

of operators of the form

MUf*PfL+sz*Pf 0 MPfo+szLUf 0
0 wil” 0 Wi

} TBcL, TBCLV2 = {

(with PY, UT as above) is a BCL2 model for a pair of commuting

. H?(FT
acting on [ ic(f, )}

u

isometries.

Proof. We note that the flip-transformation acting on BCL-data sets (F, P,U) given by
f: (F, P, UWy, Wy) = (FI, PLUN W W) = (F,U*PU,U*, Wi, Ws) (3.1.10)

transforms the BCL1 model (BI1) into the form of the BCL2 model (B119) and vice
versa. Alternatively, note that one converts a BCL1 model to a BCL2 model by inter-
changing the indices (1,2) on Vi, V4 and interchanging P with P+, and vice-versa. Hence
it suffices to verify only one of the statements (1) and (2). We shall work out the details
for the BCL2 model. As all the details will be worked out only for this setting, we drop
the superscript-f from the notation.

Let V be the isometry V = V1 V3, set Dy« = (I — VV*)% equal to the defect operator
for V*, and let Dy« = Ran Dy-. Since V is an isometry, in fact Dy« = (I — VV*) is
just the orthogonal projection onto (RanV)* and Dy+ = Ran Dy~ = (RanV)*. By an
iterative and limiting procedure, one can show that any h € H decomposes orthogonally
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as

n—oo

h= <@ V”DV*V*”h> @ hy, where hy, = lim V*"V*"h € H, := ﬂ Ran V",
n=0 n=0

Hence the space ‘H decomposes as

H= <@ V”DV*> @ Hau,

n=0
amounting to the coordinate-free version of the Wold decomposition for the isometry V
(see [45, 46]). To convert this decomposition to a more functional form, we introduce a
unitary Fourier representation operator

H?(Dy-
TBCL: H — { /}( {uv ):|
given by
Yoo (Dy=V*h)2" Op;, v
h— n= =: ’ d1.11
TBCL h |: li oo ynyEn h QV* (3 )

Then one easily checks that 7g¢r, has the intertwining property
eV = (MPv* @ W)rpcr
where MPv~* is the forward shift on H?(Dy~) (MPv=: f(z) — zf(z)) and where W =
V03, is a unitary. Let us set
Vi = mseLVithicn, Ve = TeoLVaThew-

Write out block-matrix representations
Viin Vi

Vior V22

V; = . j=1,2 (3.1.12)

for the operators ‘7} with respect to the decomposition {Hzgf V*)} on which they act.
The commutativity of each Vi, Vo with V' implies the commutativity of each ‘71, ‘72 with
[M% ve V(?/ } In particular, we get the corner intertwining conditions

VjaaW = M2V Vi

for j = 1,2. As W is unitary and MPv* is a shift, part (1) of Lemma [B.1.2 implies that
V12 =0 for j = 1,2, and the representation (B.1.12)) collapses to

vi—|on Yl o0 3.1.13
T Vi Vi ( )
From the fact that V3 Vo = V4 V; =V, we know that
~ ~ ~ ~ MPv- 0
o =WV = z )
1Va 21 [ 0 W]

In particular, we must have

V122V 00 = Vo 2o V3o = W
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is unitary. Furthermore, the fact that each ‘N/ Is an isometry implies that each ‘N/j 22 is an
isometry. Putting the pieces together we see that each V} 29 is a surjective isometry, i.e.,
each V] 20 18 unitary. As each V is an isometry, we see that

Vin V| Vim0 :[IHz(Dv*) 0].
0 Vil [Vier Vjae 0 Iy,

In particular, equality of the (1,2)-entries gives that ‘7jf21‘~/j722 = 0. As we have already
noted that ‘7j722 is surjective, it follows that Vj’fgl = 0, and hence also Vj 2, = 0. Thus the
representation (B I.I3]) collapses further to

Vin 0

";} = ~
0  Vjoo

. j=1.2, (3.1.14)

i.e., the decomposition [HQ(DV*)} @ [73 ] is reducing for each ‘7}
0

As each V commutes with [MDV* } it then follows that ‘7j = {MO W, } forj=1,2,

where ¢; is an H*(Dy~)-function and (Wi, W) is a pair of commuting unitaries such
that W1 Wy = W. Since Vi = V5V, consideration of the power series expansion of ¢
and 2 enables one to conclude that p1(z) = E1 + zE5 and p2(z) = E2 + zE{ for some
operators I1, Fy acting on Dy «. Since M, is an isometry, we have
Iz @ E1+ M. @ E3) (Ig2 @ By + M, ® E3) = Ig2 ® Ip,,..,
which implies that
EfEl + EQE; =1r. (3115)

Similarly since M, is an isometry, we have

EiEy + B\E; =Ip,.. (3.1.16)

Also, since V' = ViVa, we have M, = Mg, .53 Mp,+:pr = Mp,+.5: ME, .15, which
readily implies that

E\Ey =0=EyE,. (3.1.17)

From equations BI15), BI.16) and BIIT), we conclude by Lemma BIT] that there
exist a projection P and a unitary U in B(Dy~) such that Eq, E3 are as in (BLT]) (with
F taken to be F = Dy ). Consequently,

(My,,My,) = (My«pri.v-p, Mpuizpiu)-
and the theorem now follows. m

DEeFINITION 3.1.5. For a pair (Vi,V2) of commuting isometries, let the Hilbert space
F and the operators P, U in B(F), Wi, Wy in B(#H,) be as in Theorem B4l Then a
tuple (F, P, U, W1, Ws) associated with the BCL1 model (BT for (V1, V2) will be called
a BCL1 tuple for (V4,V3), while a tuple (FF, PT, U, Wlf, WL) associated with a BCL2
model BL9) for (Vi,V2) will be called a BCL2 tuple for (V1, Va).

If P is a projection and U is a unitary operator on a Hilbert space F with no pair of
commuting isometries or of BCL-model-type specified, we shall say simply that the tuple
(F,P,U) is a BCL tuple.
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The following uniqueness result was observed in [I4] but not proved there. We outline
the proof here.

THEOREM 3.1.6. Let (V1,V2) on H and (V{,V3) on H' be two pairs of commuting isome-
tries with (F, P, U, W1, W) and (F',P",U',W{,W3) as respective BCL2 tuples. Then
(V1,Va) and (V{,V3) are unitarily equivalent if and only if the associated BCL2-tuples
are unitarily equivalent in the sense that there exist unitary operators T : F — F' and
Tu : Hoy — Hl, such that

(rPr*,7UT*) = (P, U"), (ruWhT)t,TuWat)) = (W], W3). (3.1.18)

Moreover, a BCL2 model uniquely determines the associated BCL tuple in the fol-

lowing sense: if (F, P,U,W1,W2) and (F,P',U',W{,W}) are two BCL2 tuples with the

same model coefficient spaces F = F', H,, = H., such that the associated model commut-
ing tsometric pairs are the same

Myspiyysp 0 Mpyy.piy O — Myrpriyzympr 0 Mpiyryopriys 0
0 wy | 0 W 0 wi > 0 whl )

then in fact the BCL2 tuples are identical:
(F,P,U W, W) = (F,P U W[, W,).

Similar statements hold true with BCL1 model and BCLI1 tuples in place of BCL2
model and BCL2 tuples.

Proof. Due to the correspondence ([BII0) between BCL1 tuples and BCL2 tuples, it
suffices to prove the result for BCL2 tuples. Again we write a BCL2 tuple simply as
(F,PU).

If there exist unitary operators 7 : ¥ — F' and 7, : H, — H,, such that (3II8)
holds, then the pairs

MU*PL+2U*P 0 MPU+zPJ~U 0 MU/*pu_+zU/*p/ 0 MP/U+zP/J~U/ 0
0 Wy | 0 Ws ’ 0 wy | 0 W,

are unitarily equivalent via the unitary similarity
Ip2®T 0| . [H2(F) H?(F)
RO RN e R A

Then by Theorem B14 the pairs (V4, V2) and (V{, V3) are unitarily equivalent.
Conversely, suppose that the pairs

MU*PJ-+zU*P 0 MPU+2PJ—U 0 MU’*P/lﬁ»zU’*P/ 0 MP’U’+2P/J~U’ 0
0 Wy | 0 Wa ’ wi | 0 244

are unitarily equivalent via the unitary similarity

b 2 - )

T21 Tu Hu 'HL
From the intertwining 7V; V5 = V/VJ7, we have
! MT F' ’
T T12 z 0 _ Mz O/ T T12 (3119)
T21 Tu 0 w 0 w 721 Tu

where we write M7 for multiplication by z on H?(F) and M7 " for multiplication by z
on H?(F"). By part (2) of Lemma B.1.2 we conclude that 712 = 0, 723 = 0 and hence 7
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s T 0
NV
Therefore the unitary 7, intertwines (Wi, Wa) with (W7, W) and the unitary 7’ inter-
twines M7 with M7 forcing  to have the form 7/ = I'y> @7 for some unitary 7 : F — F.
Since 7/ intertwines M- (piy,py With My (pra,pry, we have TU*P+ = U*P"*7 and

TU*P = U™ P’'r. Therefore
TU* = 7U*(P* + P) = U™ (P + P')r =U"r

collapses to the diagonal form

from which we see that
U*rP=7U*P=U"P'r = 1P =P'r.
In particular, if 7 is the identity operator, then 7 and 7, are identity operators, implying

that (F, P,U, W1, W) = (F', P',U’,W{, W3), thereby verifying the last statement. This
completes the proof. m

Theorem suggests that there should be a canonical choice of BCL tuple gen-
erating a BCL1 (or BCL2) model for a given commuting isometric pair. This is indeed
the case and is the content of the next result (see also Proposition 7.1 in [I3]). Since the
unitary part can be handled separately by spectral theory, we assume that the product
isometry V = V1 Vo = V4 V] is a pure isometry (V** — 0 strongly as n — 00).

THEOREM 3.1.7. Suppose that (V1,Va) is a commuting isometric pair on H such that
V =W1Vo =VWV,V) is a pure isometry. Then:
(1) The operators

DV*v Dvl*v DVZ*v ‘/IDV;‘/l*v ‘/QDVI*‘/Qv DV;‘/l* + ‘/ZDVI*; DV2*‘/1* + ‘/QDVI*

all have range and cokernel contained in Dy« = Ran Dy« and therefore, when restricted
to Dy~, can be viewed as elements of B(Dy+) (bounded linear operators mapping Dy«
into itself).

(2) The operators Dy~, Dy=, Dyy, ViDy;Vi*, VaDys V5 all map Dy~ into itself and
thus the restriction of these operators to Dy~ may be considered as elements of B(Dy+)
(bounded linear operators on Dy« ). When this is done, all are orthogonal projections on
Dy« (with Dy~ Dyw = IDV*) and we have the orthogonal decompositions:

Dy~ = Ran Dy @ Ran V1 Dy Vi", Dy = Ran Vo Dy V5" @ Ran Dy (3.1.20)

(8) When considered as operators on Dy~, the operators
U:=V1Dv; + Dv:Vy)|py., Us:=(DvyVi" +VaDyy)
are unitary.
(4) A BCL1 tuple for (V1,Va) is given directly in terms of (V1,Vz2) by
(F,P,U) = (Dy-, Dvs|p,.,(ViDv; + Dv:V5)|p,.) (3.1.21)
while a BCL2 tuple for (V1,Va) is similarly given by
(Fe, Pe,Uy) = (Dy+, VaDyViflp,,. . (Dv; Vi + Va Dy )

Dy

Dy-) - (3.1.22)
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Proof. From the fact that Vi and V, are isometries (so Vi*Vi = V5'Vo = V*V = Iy), it is
easily checked that each of the operators X in statement (2) is a projection (i.e., X = X*
and X2 = X). The two orthogonal decompositions in statement (2) then follow from the
general identities

I—VV* =T =ViV{) + Vil = VoVH Vi =T = VoV + Vol — ViV)Vy. (3.1.23)

These identities also show that all the projection operators have range and cokernel (i.e.,
also the range for a projection operator) a subspace of Dy.

As for Us = Dy, Vi" + Vo Dy, noting that Dy, Vs = 0 since V3 is an isometry, we can
compute

USU, = (ViDy; + Dy Vy)(Dy; Vit + VaDy:)
—Vi(I =V + (I = VAVE) = ViV —VV* 41— ViVi =1 — VV* = Dy
and
U U; = (Dy;Vi" + VaDy )(ViDy; + Dy Vy') = Dy + VoDyVy = Dy-.

These identities not only verify that U, has range and cokernel inside Dy «, but further-
more that U, is unitary when considered as an operator on Dy . Similar computations
verify the corresponding properties for U = Dy V)" + VaDy,+. This completes the verifi-
cation of statements (1), (2), and (3).

Let us now assume that Vi, V, are presented in the form of a BCL2 model
Vi =Myspiizp,y, Vo=Mp 1.piyu.

acting on the Hardy space H?(F,). Our next goal is to understand how to recover the
operator pair (P,U) directly in terms of the operator pair (V1,V2). Note first that then

VeV —
((Ig2 @UP + M, @USP.)* — (I @ PU, + M, ® PUL) (M. ® Ip,.)")
= ((Ig2 ® PU. + M; ® P,U,) — (M} ® P.U, + M.M} ® P}U.))

= ((Ig2 — M_M}) ® P;-U.) = ev§ z PU..

If we identify the coefficient space F, with the V*-defect space Dy« = RanI —VV*, then
it is convenient to view the operators P, and U, as operators on Dy~ rather than just on
F., and then we have

Dy (Vi = VoV*) = PXU,Dy- and Dy-V*"(V;* = VoV*) =0 forn=1,2,3,....
It follows that V;* — VoV* has range in Dy~, and hence we actually have
V¥ = VoV* = PAU,Dy- = Dy« P}U.Dy-. (3.1.24)
A similar computation gives us

Vy — ViV* = Dy.U> P, Dy-. (3.1.25)
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Next note that
Dy.U!Dy+ = Dy.U (Pt + P,)Dy- = (V' = VoV*)* + (Vyf — 1 V*)
=V =ViWVVy + Vo = VIV VS
=ViDvy; + Dy; V5.
As we have already checked that the operator Vi Dy; + Dy V5 has range and cokernel

contained in Dy -+, we may cancel the projection Dy« on the left and on the right of the
left-hand side and deduce that necessarily Uy = (V1Dy; + Dy V5')|p,.. Hence U, =

(Dyy Vi* + VaDy;y )|p,,. as in (B122).
To find P, we see from [BI25]) that
P, =U (V5 =ViV*) = (Dy; V" + VaDyp ) (Vo' = ViVT)
= Dy; V" + VaDy ) (V5 =1 V™)
= Dy, V" = Dy V* + VaDy V' — Vo Dy V1 V™
= VaDy: V5 (since Dy Vi = 0)

as in (31.22).
Parallel computations can be used to show that (BL2I]) is a BCL1 tuple for (V1, V3)

in case (V7, V5) are in the model BCL1 form. Alternatively, it suffices to show that the flip
map BII0) applied to (3I122) produces BI2T), i.e., that, in the notation of BI2I])—

BI22),
(U?P.U,,U?) = (P,U). (3.1.26)

The second relation in [BI.26]) is clear by inspection. As for the first, let us compute, using
the various isometry identities, e.g., Dy;Va = 0, V3'Dy;y = 0, Vi'Va = [, D‘Q,1 = Dy,
VoVa =1,
Ui P.Us = (ViDyy + Dy Vy' )VaDys Vo' (Dyy Vi* + VaDyr )
= Dvl* VQ*(VQDVl* VQ*)VQDVf‘ = Dvl* (‘/2*‘/'2)DV1* (‘/2*‘/'2)DV1* = D%/f‘ = Dvl*
=P
and (BI24]) follows.

It remains to argue that the same formulas hold in case the commuting isometric pair
(V1, V) is not presented in a BCL1 or BCL2 model form. However by Theorem [B.1.4]
we know that any commuting isometric pair (V1,V32) (with V' = V1 V5 having no unitary
part) is unitarily equivalent to a BCL2-model pair

Vi, V3) = My p1yzvsp., Mp.u.42pLu.)

on H?(F'), with 7' = Dy~. It is now a routine observation that the unitary identification
map w: H — H?(F') washes through all the formulas in (3.I.22) so as to give a BCL2
tuple (F',U., P]) unitarily equivalent to the BCL2 tuple (F, U, P,) built directly from
the model commuting isometric pair (VY, Vy).

To facilitate computation, it is convenient to replace the space Dy« known to have

Dy
the internal direct-sum decompositions (B1.20) with the external direct sum [D‘ﬁ } via

.
Va
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either of the identification maps

D«
® = [Dys ViDy;]: [DH — Dy, @, = [VaDy: Dy;]: [
2

The same idea appears in [I3| Corollary 7.2]. We then have the following result.

COROLLARY 3.1.8. Given a commuting isometric pair (V1,Va) such that V :=V1Va is a
shift, an alternative explicit BCL2-tuple for (V1,Va) is

Dy [I Dy-Valp,. Dvy-|p..
(Fe, P, Us) = [Dvl} ; {0 8}, v Veloy, Doy, . (3.1.27)
Vi Dy;

ViValp,,  VF
Proof. We have already noted that
(FL PLLUL) = (Dy+, VaDy V55, (Dy Vi + Va Dy py,. )
is a BCL2-tuple for (V4,V2). One can see as a consequence of the identities (B1.23)) that

Dy
®, acting from [DZ{‘ ] to Dy« given by
2

Dy~
(I)* = I:‘/QDVI* sz*] : |:DV;*:| — DV*
is unitary. It is then a matter of again repeatedly using the identities (B.1.23)) to see that
—Dv*V* ID * 0
QIPID, = |12 | VaDyVy . J=""v - P,
w4 % I DV2* :|Vv2 Vl‘/Z [‘/QDVI DV2] [ 02 0] 5
* -DV* Vs *
wvie. = | P5 Y] (D 4 D) b D]
2
= i Dvl*V2DV1* DVf‘ VQ*DVJ]
| Dv; Vi'VaDyx Dy Vi* Dy

Let us note on the side that
Dy, ViVaDyy = (I = Va2Vy )Vi'VaDyyr = Vi'VaDyyr = VaVi' Vi Va Dy
=Vi"VaDyy — VoVi" Dy = Vi"Va Dy
Hence the formula for ®*U.®, can be completed to
_ [DvsVeDy; Dy V;DV;} _ |DvrVelpy, Dveloy,
Vi'VaDvyy Dy Vi Dy; ViValp,.  WVlp,,

As (Fi, Pi, U,) is unitarily equivalent to the known BCL2-tuple (F., P, U.) for (Vi,Va),
it follows that (Fi, Py, U,) is also a BCL2-tuple for (V1,V5). =

U D, =U,.

Finally the following model-characterization of joint reducing subspaces for a BCL-
model pair of commuting isometries will be useful in the sequel.

REMARK 3.1.9. We show here how to use the spectral theory for unitary operators to
work out a BCL-model for the commuting unitary operator-pair (Wi, Ws) as appearing
in the second component of the general BCL-model for a pair of commuting isometries
as follows. Suppose that (W7, Ws) is a pair of commuting unitary operators on a Hilbert
space H. Then the product W = W1W, = W5W; is also unitary, and hence, by the
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direct-integral version of the spectral theorem for normal operators (see [23, Theorem
I1.6.1]), W can be represented as a diagonalized operator on the direct integral space
@ J; H(¢)dv(¢) with the fiber space #(¢) having dimension equal to the multiplicity
function n(¢{) = dim#H(¢) well-defined v-a.e. For j = 1,2, the unitary operator W;
commutes with W and hence is decomposable (see [23] Theorem II.2.1], meaning that
there are measurable operator-valued functions ¢ — ¢;({) € B(#H(¢)) so that W; is
represented as a multiplication operator

Wi = My, : h(¢) = ©;(C)R(C)
As My, is unitary, it must be the case that the multiplier value ¢;(¢) is unitary on #H(()
for a.e. ( € T. As W1 Wy = WoW; = W, it then must also be the case that

©1(¢)p2(C) = Clyyc) for a.e. (€ T. (3.1.28)

To parametrize the set of all such pairs (o1, p2) simply let 1 be an arbitrary measurable
unitary-operator-valued function ¢ — ¢1(¢). Then we may solve [BI.28) to see that ¢2(C)
is unique and is given by

©2(¢) = ¢ 1(Q)".
Thus (Wi, Wa) = (My,,( - My:) with M, equal to an arbitrary unitary decomposable
operator on €P fT’H(Qdy(C) is the form for an arbitrary pair of unitary operators on
@ Jr H(¢)dv having product W = Wi Wy equal to Mcr,, ., on @ [ H({)dv(().

We next seek a characterization of the joint reducing subspaces for the shift part of a
commuting isometric pair (V7,V2) in terms of the associated BCL2 model:

(V1,Va) = (My-«(prs2p), M(py.pryy) on H?(F) (3.1.29)

for a BCL tuple (F, P,U). It is convenient to first introduce a definition.
DEFINITION 3.1.10. Suppose (F, P,U) is a BCL-tuple (with commuting unitary opera-
tors Wy, Wa assumed to be trivial). Suppose that Fy is a subspace of F such that

(i) Fo is invariant for P, and

(ii) Fo is reducing for U.
Set Py = P|r, and Uy = U|z,. Then we say that the Ando tuple (Fo, P, Up) is a reduced
sub-Andé tuple of (F, P,U).

Then we have the following result.

THEOREM 3.1.11. Suppose that (V1,Va) is the BCL2 model commuting isometric pair
BI29) associated with the Andé tuple (F,P,U). Then joint reducing subspaces for
(V1,Va) are in one-to-one correspondence with reducing sub-Andé tuples (Fo, Po, Ug) with
associated reducing subspace equal to H?(Fy) viewed as a subspace of H?(F) in the nat-
ural way.
Proof. Suppose that M C H?(F) is a joint reducing subspace for (V1, V) as in (3.1.29).
Then in particular M is reducing for V = V;Va = M7 on H?(F). The Beurling-Lax
theorem characterizes the invariant subspaces M for the shift operator M7 on a vectorial

Hardy space H?(F) as those of the form ©-H?(€) for a inner function © (i.e., an B(U, Y)-
valued function z — O(z) on the unit disk with radial-limit boundary-value function
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¢ — ©(() having isometric values a.e. on T). If M is reducing for M, then both M and
M- have Beurling-Lax representations

M=0-H*E), M:=u.HE)

for inner functions © and ¥ with values in B(&, F) and B(&’, F) for appropriate coefficient
Hilbert spaces £ and &£’ respectively. Furthermore we have the orthogonal decomposition

H*(F) = M@® M+ =0H?*(E) e VH*(E)

implying that [@ \I/] is also inner as a function with values in B( [ EE/] ,F). As in general
the Beurling-Lax representer for a given shift-invariant subspace M is unique up to a
unitary-constant right factor, we see from all this that [9 \Il] is a unitary constant
from [55,} onto F. In particular we see that ©® must be equal to a constant ©(z) = 0(0)
isometric embedding of £ onto a subspace Fy of F and M has the form M = H?(F,) C
H?(F) for the subspace Fy = ©(0)€ of the coefficient space F.

It remains to understand when a subspace of this form is also reducing for V; and
Va. Let f(z) = fo where fo € Fo. Then Vi: f(z) — U*PLfo+ 2U*Pfy € H*(Fp) forces
U*PLfy € Fo, UPfy € Fo, ie.,

(i) invariance of H?(Fy) under V; implies invariance of Fy under U* P+ and U*P.
Similarly,

(ii) invariance of H2(Fo) under V;* implies invariance of Fo under P1U,
(iii) invariance of H?(Fy) under Va implies invariance of Fy under PU and P1U.
(iv) invariance of H?(Fp) under Vy* implies invariance of Fo under U* P.

By summing the two operators in item (i) and in item (ii) respectively, we see that Fy is
invariant under U* and under U. Then from either (ii) or (iv) we see that Fy is invariant
under P or P1 (and hence also under P+ =1 — P or P = I — P+). Conversely, if F
is invariant under U, U*, and P (and hence also P1), it is routine to verify by direct
computation that H?(Fp) is invariant under all of Vi, Vi*, Vo, V5", and hence is jointly
reducing for (V1, V2). Then restriction of (Vi, Va) to H?(Fy) amounts to the BCL2 model
corresponding to the reduced sub-BCL tuple (Fo, Py, Up) as expected. m

REMARK 3.1.12. A result parallel to Theorem BI.TI] can be obtained for the direct-
integral model for a unitary commuting pair (W7, Ws) as in Remark The result is:
a subspace M of @ [ H(C) dv(() is reducing for the commuting unitary pair (Wi, Wa) =
(Mg, ,{Myx) on @ [ H(C)Av(C) if and only if M has the form

M=@ [ PO an©

where ¢ — P({) is a measurable function with P({) equal to a orthogonal projection on
H(C) which is reducing for v1(¢) (and hence also for v2(¢) = - 1(¢)*) for a.e. ( € T.
Combining this result with Theorem B T TTlthen leads to a characterization of the reducing
subspaces for a general BCL-model as in Theorem [3.1.4

3.2. Commuting unitary extension of a commuting pair of isometries. It is well
known (see [43] Section 1.6]) that an arbitrary family of commuting isometries can always
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be extended to a family of commuting unitaries. The following result shows that when
the family is finite and one of the isometries in the family is the product of the rest of
the isometries, then the family can be extended to a family of commuting unitaries with
additional structure.

LEMMA 3.2.1. Let (V1,Va) be a pair of commuting isometries. Then (V1,Va) has a com-
muting unitary extension (Y1,Y3) such that Y = Y1Ys is the minimal unitary extension
Of V = Vl‘/g

Proof. Theorem B.I.4 plays a pivotal role in the proof of this result. We can assume
without loss of generality that H = {H;(}— )} and

(V17V27V1V2) = (|:MPLI(J)+ZPU Vgl} ) |:MU*P-6zU*PJ~ I/I(iz} , [1\612 V(I)/}) ,
where (F, P,U, W1, W>) is a BCL2 tuple for (V1, V). Now define a pair of operators Y1, Y
on L?(F) & H, by

. MPLU+<PU 0 MU*P+<U*PL 0
(¥1,¥2) = ({ 0 wy | 0 we )

where ( is the coordinate variable on the unit circle T. Then one can check that (Y7, Y2) is

a pair of commuting unitaries and that (Y7, Y2) is an extension of (V1, V2), where [H;_L(F)]
L*(F)
H

u

is identified as a subspace of [ ] via

[an} — [Cng] forall ¢ € F and n e H, forn=0,1,2,....

Then Y = Y1Y5 = [Ag‘ V(H on [L;(F )] is clearly the minimal unitary extension of V' =

ViVa =M= 9] on {H;(f)} .
3.3. Doubly commuting pairs of isometries. Arguably (see [I9]), the BCL-model
for a commuting pair of isometries has proven to be of limited utility for understanding
the finer geometric structure of a commuting pair of isometries. Consequently, there
has been some investment in the use of other approaches (beginning with multivariable
analogs of the Wold decomposition) toward this goal (see [18, 20, B8, [39]). While the
most general case still remains mysterious, a particularly tractable special case is the
case of a doubly commuting isometric pair, i.e., a commuting pair of isometries (V1, Va)
such that V"V = VLoV)* (and hence also V5Vi = ViVy'); see [32, 29, [34]. The next
result characterizes the double commutativity property for a commuting isometric pair
in terms of an associated BCL2 tuple (F, P, U, Wy, Wa) for (V1, Va);. this characterization
was already observed by Berger-Coburn-Lebow [I4] with further elaboration by Gasper-
Gagper [28], Bercovci-Douglas-Foias [12, Proposition 2.10], and Bhattacharyya-Rostogi-
Kashari [I7, Lemma 3.2]. We include yet another proof which fits in with the ideas here.

THEOREM 3.3.1. Let (V1, Vo) be a pair of commuting isometries and let (F, P,U, Wy, Wa)
be a choice of BCL2 tuple for (V1,Va). Then (V1,Vz2) is doubly commuting if and only if

PrUP =0, i.e., Ran P is invariant for U. (3.3.1)
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Proof. By Theorem B.1.4] we assume without loss of generality that (Vi,V4) is given by
a BCL2 model:

(V1,Va) = (My-pryup @ Wi, Mpyy,pry @ Wa)

on H2(F) & H,. As commuting unitaries are automatically doubly commuting, we see
that V1 double commutes with V5 if and only if V15 := My« (pr.py double commutes
with Vas := M(py.pryu-

It is convenient to view H?(F) as the tensor product Hilbert space H2 ® F and then
to write

Vis = Myepiup = Iz @U*PH + M, @ U*P,
Vas = Mpy.piy = Iz ® PU + M, @ P*U.
We may then compute
VisVas = ((Igz © PHU) + (M @ PU)) ((Iyz ® PU) + (M, @ P*U))
= (I ® PYUPU) 4 (M, ® P*UP*+U) 4 (M} ® PUPU) + (Ig> @ PUP*U)
while
VasVis = (g2 @ PU) + (M. ® PLU)) ((Igz ® PLU) + (M: ® PU))
= (Iy> ® PUP*U) + (M, ® PLUP*U) + (M} ® PUPU) + (M, M} ® P*UPU).
Thus
ViiVas — Vs Vi, =
Iy> @ PPUPU + M, ® P*UP*U + M} ® PUPU + Iy> @ PUP*U
—Iy» @ PUPTU — M, ® P*UP*U — M} ® PUPU — M, M} @ P*UPU
= (I - M.M})® PLUPU.
As Iy — M, M? = evievy (where evy is the evaluation-at-0 map) and evjevy is the
projection on the constant functions on H? and hence is not zero, we see that V;, double

commutes with V5, exactly when P-UPU = 0. As U is unitary, an equivalent formulation
is PLUP = 0. The theorem now follows. m

As an illustration of Theorem [3.3.1] we now compute the BCL2 model for a standard
example of doubly commuting isometries, namely the bidisk shift operators (M., , M.,)
acting on H2,.

EXAMPLE 3.3.2. Consider the commuting pair of shift operators (V1,V2) = (M,,, M.,)
acting on the Hardy space over the bidisk

HE: = {f(z1,2) = Z a2z Z laij|? < oo}
(m,n)€Z? (m,n)€Z

Note that the operators M,, and M., are shifts on Hﬁﬁ so the (W7, Wa)-component in a
BCL2 tuple for (M,,, M,,) is trivial. We shall show: a BCL2 tuple for (M,,,M,,) is

(F.P.U)= (8. Ps,_.S) (3.3.2)

where (2 is the space of absolutely square-summable sequences indexed by the integers Z,
Pg[Zl ) is the orthogonal projection on (2 with range equal to the subspace of sequences
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supported on the subset {n € Z: 1 < n}, and S is the bilateral shift operator
S:e,— ent1

on (2 (where {e,: n € Z} is the standard orthonormal basis for (2).

To construct a BCL2 model for (V;, Va) according to the construction in the proof of
Theorem [B.T.4] we need to compute the wandering subspace for the shift ViV, = M, ., .
Note that Ran M., ., consists of functions with Taylor coefficients a;; supported on the
set {(i,j) € Z% : i,j > 1}. Hence F = (Ran M., .,)™ is the subspace

F ={f(z1,22) = ano +Z aiozi +Z aojz% : |Cl00|2 +Z |aio|2 +Z |ao, |2 < o0} (3.3.3)
i>0 §>0 i>0 §>0
It is convenient to identify F with ¢2 via the map 7,4 (the subscript bd suggesting bidisk)
defined on the orthonormal basis of monomials for F according to the formula

Tha: 2 > e_; for i >0, Tpqg: zé — e; for j > 0. (3.3.4)

We wish to extend 7,4 to a map from all of H2, to H?(¢2) := H? @ (2 so that we have
the intertwining 7pq M, ., = M,Thq. Thus we require that

Thd ((leg)kzi) = szbd(z{) =zre_;, Tha ((leg)kZ%) = szbd(zg) = zkej

for i > 0 and j > 0, or in a more closed form,

o e;_;z0 fori>j,
Toa: 2z s { 0T = (3.3.5)
ez fori<j.
As m,q so defined is a well-defined bijection from an orthonormal basis for HH%Q to an
orthonormal basis for H2(¢2), Thq extends to a well-defined unitary map from the scalar-
valued Hardy space over the bidisk HH%Q onto the ¢2-valued Hardy space over the disk

H?2(¢%) which satisfies the intertwining property
Tod Mz, 2, = M:Tha.

By the construction in the proof of Theorem B.1.4] we are guaranteed that there is a
projection operator P and a unitary operator U on F 2 (2 so that

dele = MU*(PL+ZP)de, deMz2 = M(P+zPL)Ude'

Once one discovers the candidate, it is a matter of direct checking to see that P = Pz[z1 ,

)
U =S on F = (2 does the job. Note that Ran P = 6[21 o0) 18 invariant under U = S, as is

to be expected from Theorem B3] since (M,,, M.,,) is doubly commuting.

We can use the result of Theorem [3.3.T] combined with Example to obtain the
following Wold decomposition for a doubly commuting pair of isometries due to Stociriski
[39, Theorem 3]. We present a new proof using the structure of the BCL2 model for
doubly commuting isometries given by Theorem [3.3.1] combined with the classical Wold
decompositions for Ulgan p and U*|ga, p+ and recognition of the BCL2 model for the
bidisk shift-pair given in Example Similar results have been obtained by Gagper-
Gagper [28].
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THEOREM 3.3.3. Suppose that (V1,Va) is a doubly commuting pair of isometries on the
Hilbert space H. Then H has an orthogonal direct sum decomposition

H=Hdacs D Hsu ® Hus ® Huu (3.3.6)
such that

(i) each of Hacs, Hsu, Hus, Huu 8 reducing for Vi and Va,
(1) (Vilpaes Valra,) is a doubly commuting pair of shift operators,
(111) (Vi|pa,, Vo H., 18 a shift operator
while Va|y., is unitary,
(1) (Vil#e, Valtye) 95 a commuting pair of operators such that Vi|y,, is unitary while
Valn,. is a shift operator, and
(v) (Vi|Has ValHun) @ @ commuting pair of unitary operators.

H.,) B8 a commuting pair of operators such that V1

Conversely, any pair of operators (V1,V2) on H with a decomposition [B3.8) satisfying
conditions (1)—(v) is a doubly commuting pair of isometries.

Proof. Suppose first that V4, Vo on H with H decomposing as in (33.6) satisfies (1)—(v).
Then clearly (V4,V2) is a commuting pair of isometries since the restriction to each piece
is commuting. The restriction to Hgcs is doubly commuting by condition (ii). In general,
if (S, W) is a commuting operator pair with W unitary, then

S*W =WW*S*W = WS W*W =WS*

and hence (S,W) is in fact doubly commuting (this in fact holds with W any normal
operator by the Putnam-Fuglede theorem — see [31] for a slick proof). Hence the restric-
tions of (V1,Va2) to Heu, Hus, Huu are all doubly commuting as well, and it follows that
the full commuting pair (V4, V) is doubly commuting.

Conversely, suppose that (V1,V3) on H is a doubly commuting pair of isometries.
By Theorem B3] (V1,V2) is unitarily equivalent to a BCL2 model (My«pi;.p) ©
Wi, M(py.pryy ®Wa) on H?(F)@® K, for some coefficient Hilbert space F and a Hilbert
space K., where the BCL2 tuple (F, P,U, Wy, W3) for (V4,V2) has the additional prop-
erty that PLUP = 0. Let us consider the Wold decomposition for the isometry U|ran p:
Ran P = P, @ P, with Ps and P, invariant for U with Up, := U|p, equal to a shift opera-
tor and Up, := Ulp, equal to a unitary operator. Similarly U*|g,, p+ has a Wold decom-
position: Ran P+ =P, &P, with P, and P, invariant for U™ with U7*’¢5 =U* |7>“

equal to a shift operator and Up = U*|p,. equal to a unitary operator. With respect
to the decomposition
F=RanPt @RanP =P, ® P ® P, ® Py, (3.3.7)

U has a (4 x 4)-block matrix decomposition of the form

Up,, O 0 0
0 Up,. 0 0
X Y Up, O

Z W 0 Up,

where Up, is unitary, Up, is a shift, Up , is the adjoint of a shift, and Up , is unitary.

U:
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The fact that U, Up, and Up, , are all unitary forces X =0, Z =0, W =0 as well as
YY=1-Up Up,, Y'Up, =0, YY"=1-UpUp, YUp =0.
Hence Y is a partial isometry with initial space equal to
Dy, . =Ran (I-Up Up,, ) CPis
and with final space equal to
Dy; =Ran(I —Up,  Up, ) CPs.

We then use the operator
VV|1)U79 : IDUPL — DU*

as a unitary identification map to 1dent1fy Dy, = and DU* with a common coefficient
space which we shall call £. As Up, is shift with wandermg subspace identified with £
while Uy is a shift with wandering subspace also identifiable with &, we may view Ps
and P, s as having the respective forms

P.=Pupte, PL.=EPUpr
m=0

n=1

Let us introduce additional unitary identification maps
T_:PLs— 6%700,0] (€) and 74 : Py — 6[21’00)(5)
given by

— 00 o0
T_: @U;I:”en = {entn<o1, Ty @ Ugi_lem — {em}tm>1. (3.3.8)

n=0 m=1

{To_ TOJ [U?/“ US,S]=S[TO_ TOJ (3.3.9)

where S is the bilateral shift operator on ¢%(€):

Then we see that

S: {en}nGZ — {en-i-l}neZ-

.; we have thus shown to this point that

Note that [U$ U;)J_ }

. is unitarily equivalent to the bilateral shift S on (3(E).
Let us now rewrite the decomposition [B3.7) as

F=PlLa.®3(E) Py (3.3.10)

where we use the identification
PLs®Ps 2 05(E)
implemented by the unitary identification map
02 &
= {To T(i] : r;j:] — [ lg[lo;;)]((g))} = (5(E)
given by [B3.8). If we let U, and U, ,, be the unitary operators
U,=U

Py Ulu=Ulp,,,
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then as a consequence of (3.3.9) we see that in these coordinates the first three objects
in the BCL2 tuple (F,U, P,WW,,W_) assume the more detailed form

PJ.’U, UJ_u 0 0 0 0 0
F=|6E|, U=|0 S 0|, P=|0 P, 0 (3.3.11)
Pu 0 0 U, 0 0 P,
where P, is the orthogonal projection on /2 (€) with range equal to 6[21100)(5 ) (considered

as the subspace of ¢2(€) having all coordinates with indices in (—o0, 0] equal to zero).
The BCL2 model for (V;, V3) is to take

~ |[Mu-pryzpy O ~ [ Mpizpyp 0
Vi = 0 w | V2E 0 Wo

acting on

ns 2]

Ky
From the decompositions B.3.10) for F, P, U we see that H?(F) @ K, has the finer
decomposition

H = H*(F) ® Ky = H*(Pru) @ H*((E)) @ H*(Pu) & Ku
which split V; and V5 as four-fold direct sums

‘/1 = Vl,iu S Vl,s 2 Vl,u S Wl; ‘/2 = ‘/Q,Lu @ VYQ,S 2 VYQ,u S W2

where

Vigu=Ig2®@Up, , Voiu=M.®@Up,, on H*(P,),

Vs = Ms*(P¢+zP+)7 Vo s = M(P++2P¢)s on Hz(@(g)),

‘/i,u =M,® U7*Du7 ‘/Q,u =Ip ® U’Pu on HQ(,PLu)a
and where (W7, Ws) on K, is the commuting pair of unitary operators coming from the
original BCL2 tuple (F, U, P, Wy, Wy) for (Vi, V2). It is easily checked that Vi, 1, is a shift

operator commuting with the unitary operator V5 ;, and that Vi, is a shift operator
commuting with the unitary operator V5. Let us set

Hdcs - HQ(E%(E)% Hus = HQ(PJ_'M); Hsu = HQ(Pu)v 7_[uu = ,Cu

Then the above analysis shows that conditions (i), (iii), (iv), (v) in Theorem are
all verified. Hence it remains only to verify condition (ii), i.e., we must show that the
operator pair

(Vis = Mg« (pLiop,), Vs = Mip, 4 .piys) on H?(13(€)) (3.3.12)
is a doubly commuting pair of shift operators. But we recognize [B3.12) as just the
BCL2 model for the bidisk shift operators (M,,,M.,) on HZ, computed in Example
tensored with the coefficient Hilbert space &, i.e., 3312)) is the BCL2 model for

the doubly commuting shift-operator pair (M., , M,,) acting on H2,(£). Thus the theorem
follows. m

As a corollary we recover the another result of Slociniski [39, Theorem 1] characterizing
doubly commuting shift-pairs.
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COROLLARY 3.3.4. A pair of operators (V1,Va) is a doubly commuting pair of shift oper-
ators if and only if (V1,Va) is unitarily equivalent to the concrete pair of shift operators
(M.,,M.,) acting on the vector-valued Hardy space over the bidisk H2.(E) for some
coefficient Hilbert space &.

Proof. Suppose that (V3,V2) is a doubly commuting pair of shift operators. Then in
particular (V7, V5) has a Wold decomposition as in Theorem B.3:3] But the only piece of
this decomposition which involves a pair of shift operators is the piece (Vi|a,.., Val|ra..),
and as we have seen in the proof of Theorem [3.3.3] this pair in turn is unitarily equivalent
to (M.,, M.,) on HZ,(€) for some coefficient Hilbert space £. m

3.4. Commuting isometries which are not doubly commuting: examples. In this
section, we look at some examples of commuting isometric pairs which are not doubly
commuting.

EXAMPLE 3.4.1. (M,, Mg) on H?(Y). For this example we take
H= HZ(y)v ‘/1 2:7 ‘/2 -

where © is an inner function with values in B(Y). This in fact is the functional model of
Bercovici-Douglas-Foias for a commuting isometric pair (Vi,V2) such that V; is a shift
(see [12,[13]). To get a BCL2-tuple for this (V1, V2), we convert the BCL2-tuple given by
Corollary BI.§ for a general commuting isometric pair to a more functional form for this
specific (V1, V2). The first step is to look at the Wold decomposition for the shift operator
V =WViVa = M,e(.) acting on H?(Y). Note that the wandering subspace Dy« is given by

Dy- = H*(Y) S z-0(2)H?*(Y)
which has the internal direct-sum decomposition
Dy- = VoDy @ Dy; =0 -V D H(O)
where $(0) is the Sarason/de Branges-Rovnyak model space associated with the inner
function O:
H(0)=H*(V)e o H*(Y).
Then the Wold decomposition for V' = M.g(,) on H?(Y) has the concrete form

Z 2"0(2)"(0(2)yn + hn(2))
for any f € H?(Y) where y,, € Y and h,, € H(O) are determined by
O(2)yn + hn(z) = Pp,. V*"h.

We then define an identification map 7¢: H?()) — H? ({ (y@)D =] [Hf(;(?g))} by

To: Zz”@) 2)Yn + hn(2)) = Z { ] = {hz({z(;zzu)] (3.4.1)

where we set

Zynz” € H* (Y Z 2"hy(w) € HQ(ﬁ(@)).
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Then it is straightforward to see that 7¢ implements the intertwining identity
ToM.e() = M.Te.

It is less obvious to identify by inspection the inner operator pencils ¥;(z) and ¥a(z) so
that
T@Mz = M\Ill(z)7-®7 T@M@ = M\pz(z)T@. (342)

However, from the general formulas obtained in Theorem B.I.1 and Corollary B.1.8 we
know that

(Mg,, My,) with Uy(z) = U*P+ 4+ 2U*P, Vy(z) = PU + 2P+U (3.4.3)
where we choose

p:[fy 0} U:{veMely evO,ylme))]
0 0] MiMely — Mglae)

=[5 3 Lste) Lot
B Al |9(©) H(O)

(3.4.4)
does the job (where we now use w as the independent variable for functions in $(0©)), as
is seen by specializing the formulas in ([B.I.27) to the case where

Dys =Y, Dy; =9(0), Vi=M, Vo= Mg
In summary, formulas B43), B44) gives the explicit conversion of the BDF-model
(M., Mo) to a BCL-model (My,, My,).
Let us note next that the action of U in ([B.44) can be given a more explicit form
y ©(0)y + h(0)
U: — _ w)— . 3.4.5
{h(w)} O(w)-6(0), | M )wh(O) ( )

w

If we use the identification 7 from ) @ $(0) to H(w - O) (where we set H(0) = H2(Y) ©
© - H2(Y) and similarly $(w - ©) = H?(Y) © (w - ©)H*(Y) with w here used as the
independent variable for functions in $(0) or $(w - ©) contained in H?())) given by

Ty ® h(w) = y + wh(w),
then we can get a possibly more convenient BCL2-tuple (j-:, P, [7) for (M., Mg) on H?(Y),
namely:

fzﬁ(w-@), P: y + wh(w) — v,

U: y+ wh(w) = (0(0)y + h(0)) + w<@(w); @(O)y + h(w); nO) > (3.4.6)

Curiously, from the point of view of system theory, U is just the system matrix for
the canonical functional-model de Branges-Rovnyak transfer-function realization for ©:
O(2) =D+ :2C(I —zA)"'B (3.4.7)
where D, C, A, B are as in (8:44) (see Theorem 1.2 in [7] for this point of view). In terms
of the original presentation of (V1,V5) as Vi = M, and Va2 = Mg(;) on H2(Y), it is easy
to derive an alternative representation of O(z) as
O(z) = Py(I — 2V*) 1 ay. (3.4.8)
Indeed, let us use the notation S for the shift operator M, on H? and then expand O(z)
in its power series representation ©(z) = > > ©,2". If we identify J with the constant
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functions in H?())) (whichever is more convenient for the particular context), we can
then write V3|y as

Valy = Moly = Y S"0,: Y = H* (D).
n=0

We then can write, for z in the unit disk D,

Py(I = 2V{") " Waly = Py ( Zz’“S*’“) (Z S"@n>
n=0

k=0
(o) o0
=Py Y 5o, =>:"0,=0(s).
k>0,n>k n=0
thereby verifying (3:48)). If we make use of the intertwining relations (3:42]) and use the
map 7o Me|y: y +— [§] to identify the coefficient input/output space Y C H?()) with the

input /output space [¥] C [% 2((63’)) } , we see that the realization ([B.438]) leads immediately

to an alternative realization involving the operators My, and My, on [ Hz;{(;((y(;))} :
. I
O(z) = [Py 0] (I —zMy)) 1M\1/2 {8’] . (3.4.9)

EXAMPLE 3.4.2. (M,,,M,,) on H,(D?).

We now consider the subspace H, := HH%Q © {constant functions} of HH%Z. It is clear
that H, is invariant under (M,,, M,,) so we can consider the rank-one perturbation of
the Example 3.3.2] namely the commuting pair of shift operators

Vl - le |'Ho7 ‘/2 - Mml?‘-[o-

Let us note that this pair (V4,V2) is not doubly commuting: one way to see this is to
observe that V5'Vi(z2) = V5 (z122) = 21 # 0 = V1 V5" (22).
Note that both V7 and Vs are shifts so the (W1, Ws)-component of a BCL2 tuple for
(V4, Vo) is trivial. We shall show: a BCL2 tuple for (M, |n,, M, |1,) is
(]:aPaU) = (€%7P[2

{0}u[2,00)

,S) (3.4.10)

where P@%O y is the orthogonal projection of €3 onto the subspace of absolutely square-

2,00
summable }sécjuénces with support on the subset {0} U [2,00) C Z and where S: e, —
€,+1 is the forward bilateral shift operator on (3. Note that the criterion for double
commutativity fails by one-dimension: while Ran P = g%o}u[z, ) is not invariant under
U = S, it does have a codimension-one subspace, namely 6[22700), which is S-invariant,
fitting with the fact that the (V4,V2) in this example is only a rank-one perturbation of
the (V1,V5) in Example

To verify that (4.10) is a BCL2 tuple for (M, |2, M.,|n, ), proceed as follows. Note
that elements f of H, have the form

o0 o0 (o)
- i j ij
f(z1,22) = E a2y + E ag;z3 + g ;2175
i=1 j=1

4,J=1
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Then

oo
z+1 j+1
(V)(z1,22) E alozl Zz-i—g aojzle Ty E a;j2q
j=1

=1
oo oo oo
_ i J i,
= E a;—1,02122 + E G0,j—121%5 + E Ai—1,j—1%175-
i=2 j=2 i,j=2

so Ran V' consists of all functions in HH%Q with Taylor coefficients supported on the set
6 ={(i,5):i>2and j=1,ori=1and j >2, or¢>2and j > 2}.
It is now a counting exercise to see that the complement of this set inside Z2 \ {(0,0)} is
& ={(i,j):i>1land j=0, ori=0and j > 1, or (i,5) = (1,1)}.
Thus the space H, © (RanV)* can be described as

F = {f € H(} 21, ZQ Zazozl + ZGOJZQ + auzlzg}

>0 j>0

from which we see that F has the set
Sp={zi:i>1}U{z: j > 1} U{z12)}

as an orthonormal basis. Let us introduce the map 7,: F — ¢% by defining it to map the
orthonormal basis S for F onto the standard orthonormal basis for £% by

e_; if (i,5) = (i,0) with i > 0,
To: Ziz s L ey if (i,5) = (1,1), (3.4.11)
e; if (¢,5) =(0,7) with j > 0.

As F is the wandering subspace for the shift operator Mm2 on H,, it follows that H,
has as an orthonormal basis the set {zf25212): k > 0,2'27 € Sz}, i.e., an orthonormal
basis for H, is

So={zbzhzii k>0,i>0 UMbt k>0 Ul k>0, 5> 0,
or in a more closed form
So={zz):i>j>00ri=j>1or0<i<j}.

We wish to extend 7, to a unitary map from all of H, onto H%(¢2) so that we have the
intertwining

TOlezz = M.,. (3.4.12)

This requires that

To(2¥2528) = 27, (2)) = 2Fe_; for k>0, > 0,
To(2¥ 25 2120) = 27, (2120) = 2Fey,
To(282820) = 2P 7,(2)) = 2Fej for j > 0,
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or, in better closed form,
Zej_; ifi>j>0,
To: 2i2h s { 2itleg = 207 tey ifi=j>1, (3.4.13)
ziej_i ifo<i<y.
Extending 7, by linearity to a map 7: H, — H?(¢2) gives us a unitary identification from
Ho to H2(02) BAI3) satisfying the intertwining (B412).
By Theorem B.I.4] we are guaranteed the existence of a projection operator P and a
unitary operator U on ¢% so that we have the intertwinings

TOle = MU*PL+ZU*PT<>) TQMZ2 = MPU+ZPLUT<>' (3414)
Using the above formulas, one can compute that
Zleg ifi+1=4>0,
ToM., (2120) = 2le;_; 1 ifi+1>j>0, (3.4.15)
Zi+1ej,i,1 Hfo<i+1l< J.

Careful bookkeeping making use of the formulas ([3.4.13) shows that the three formulas
in (B4.I3) force the following respective conditions on the operator pair (P, U):

Ple, =e; and U*e; = ey,
Pey = ey and U*ey = e_; as well as Pre, = e, and U*e, = e;_1 for k < 0,

Pep =ep and U*ep, = ej_1 for k> 1

for which the only solution is (P,U) as in (B410). Alternatively, once one has discov-
ered this candidate, it is possible to check directly that it satisfies the first intertwining
condition in (B4I4]). By general principles, the second is then automatic, as can also be
checked directly.

4. Models for Ando lifts of a commuting contractive pair

4.1. Preliminaries. Let (71, T3) be a commuting pair of contraction operators on H. We
say that the triple (IT, V1, V3) is an Ando isometric lift or, simply an Ando lift, of (T1,T>)
if (i) there is a Hilbert space K such that II: H — K is an isometric embedding of # into
K, and (ii) (V1,V2) is a commuting pair of isometries on K such that V*II = IIT} for
j = 1,2. We shall be particularly interested in the case where the Andé lift is minimal,
i.e., the case where the smallest jointly invariant subspace for (V1, V2) containing RanII
is the whole space K:

K= \/ V"V RanllL (4.1.1)

ni,m2>0

We say that two such Andé lifts (II, V1, Vo) with IT: H — K and (II', V{, V3) with IT": H —
K’ are unitarily equivalent if there is a unitary operator 7: K — K’ such that

=1, Vi=V/r, Vo=V, . (4.1.2)
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In the single-variable case it is known that any two minimal isometric lifts are unitarily
equivalent (see [43, Theorem I.4.1]). We shall see that this result fails in the bivari-
ate setting of Ando lifts for a commuting, contractive pair (V1,V2) (see Chapter [ to
come); more precisely, there are additional invariants which must be equivalent in the
appropriate sense before two minimal Andé lifts can be unitarily equivalent. As in the
single-variable case, given an Andé lift (II, V1, V4), there is always a unitarily equivalent
Ando lift (T, V1, V2) so that H is equal to a subspace of X' and I': H — K’ is just the
inclusion map. To see this, simply set ' = {( I?%*)K} and observe that the map

I )
T= [I—HH*} K=K

is unitary. If we then set
=[] :H—->K, V/=7Vir*fori=1,2

we see that all of conditions ([LI.2)) are satisfied. Furthermore, identifying # with [}] C
K’ makes H a subspace of K’ and then II' is just the inclusion map. When II: H — K
is an inclusion map we write simply (V1,V2) rather than (vy—x, V1, V2) for the Ando
isometric lift.

In this chapter, given a commuting contractive operator-pair (T7,75%), we give two
new proofs of the existence of Ando6 isometric lifts and exhibit three distinct models for
an Andé isometric lift of (71, T>) associated with the names Douglas, Sz.-Nagy—Foias and

Schéffer. A basic ingredient in all three models is the notion of pre-Andé tuple defined as
follows.

DEFINITION 4.1.1. A collection of objects of the form (F,A, P,U) is said to be a pre-
Andé tuple for the commuting contractive operator-pair (77, 7T%) if F is a Hilbert space,
A : Dy, — F is an isometry, P is a projection operator on F, and U is a unitary
operator on F.

Two pre-Andé tuples (F, A, P,U) and (F',A’, P',U") for (T, T>) are said to coincide
if there is a unitary operator 7: F — F’ such that

A=A, tPr*=P, Ur*=U"

Thus a pre-Ando tuple amounts to a BCL-tuple (see Definition B.IH), but with the
added ingredient of the isometry A: Dp,p, — F, while coincidence of pre-Ando6 tuples
is a natural extension of the notion of unitary equivalence of BCL-tuples in the sense
of Theorem (with the possible commuting pairs of unitary operators (W7, Ws) and
(W{,W3) ignored). When a pre-Andé tuple satisfies some additional natural conditions
to be discussed below, we shall refer to the collection (F,A, P,U) simply as an Andd
tuple.

We shall have need of two distinct types of Ando tuples: Andd tuples of Type I (see
Section E2]) and Andd tuples of Type II (see Section [L3).

We define a notion of irreducibility for pre-Ando tuples.

DEFINITION 4.1.2. The pre-Andé tuple (F, A, P,U) is said to be irreducible if the smallest
subspace of F invariant under U, U*, P and containing Ran A is the whole space F.
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In view of Theorem B.I.TT] the pre-Andoé tuple (F, A, P,U) is irreducible if and only if
the only reduced sub-BCL tuple (Fy, Py, Up) of the BCL tuple (F, P,U) such that Fy D
Ran A is the whole And6 tuple (F, P,U). Another equivalent statement is: (F, A, P,U)
is an irreducible pre-Andé tuple if and only if the smallest joint reducing subspace for
(My(pryzpy, M(pi.pryy) containing H?*(RanA) is the whole space H?(F). We shall
need a notion of minimality for a pre-Ando tuple which we shall call minimal.

DEFINITION 4.1.3. The pre-Andé tuple (F,A, P,U) is said to be Douglas minimal if
the smallest joint invariant subspace for the BCL2 model (My«p1i.p), M(pi.piyu))
containing the space H?(Ran A) is the whole space H?(F).

Since any reducing subspace is also invariant, it is at the level of a tautology to see
that minimality of an And6 tuple implies its irreducibility. In all the examples which
we have checked, the converse also holds, but to this point, we have not been able to
determine if the converse holds in general.

4.2. Type I Andé tuples and Douglas model for an Andé lift. Let us recall that
given a contraction operator 7" on a Hilbert space H, we may define a positive semidefinite
operator Q2. on H as the strong limit

Q%. :=SOT- lim T"T*", (4.2.1)

n— oo

We set Q7+ equal to the positive-semidefinite square root of Q%.. As explained in Section
(see (Z23)), the identity TQ2.T* = Q2. implies that the formula

X*Qr+h =QrT"h (4.2.2)
extends by continuity to a well-defined isometry X* on Ran @Qp~ which has a minimal
unitary extension, denoted as W}, on the Hilbert space Qr« equal to the closure of
U oW} Ran Q7 defined densely as in formula (Z2.1):

WhHWAQr-h = Wi 'Qr-hforn>1, WpHQr<h= X*Qr-h = Qr-T*h.

Then, as explained in Section [Z2] (Ilp,Vp) is the Douglas minimal isometric lift for

the single contraction operator 7', where the isometry Vp on [H;(TT)*T*)} is defined as

Vp = [1‘612 M(/]D] and IIp: H — {HQQ(ZT*)} is the isometric embedding of H defined as

IIp = {DT*(IZ?ZT*)_l } The goal of this section is to give a Douglas-type model for an

Ando isometric lift of a given commuting contractive pair (T7,73). We first need some
preliminaries.

4.2.1. Canonical pair of commuting unitaries. As a preliminary for extending the
Douglas-model isometric lift to the commuting contractive pair setting, we shall need
the following simple but telling result of Douglas. Here we use the standard notation:
if X and Y are operators on a Hilbert space H, we write X <X Y if Y — X is positive
semidefinite, i.e., (Y — X)h,h)y > 0 for all h € H.

LEMMA 4.2.1 (Douglas Lemma [24]). Let A and B be two bounded operators on a Hilbert
space H. Then there exists a contraction C' such that A = BC if and only if

AA* < BB*.
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The Douglas-model minimal isometric lift for the single contraction operator T as
summarized in the introductory part of Section [£2] but now applied to the case where
T = TyT5 is the product operator coming from the commuting contractive operator-pair
(T1,T>), leads to the following result which will play a significant role in what follows.

THEOREM 4.2.2. Given a commuting contractive operator pair (T1,T) on H, set T =
TiTo and let Qr- be gwen by 221) and @22Z4). Then there exist a pair of unitary
operators (Wyy, Wyo) on Qp« so that

WyiWha = Wp and W,Qr- = Qp-1T}, for each j =1,2. (4.2.3)
Proof. First note that when Qp« is as in (ZZ1)) and T = T1T» = 12Ty, then
(LQ3-Tyh by = T (T"(TT7)T™" hohy < Y (T"T*"h, h) = (Q%-h )
for all h € ‘H from which we conclude that
T1Q%. T < Q3. and TLQ%. Ty < Q3. (4.2.4)

By Lemma [2277] the inequalities in (£224]) imply that there exist two contraction oper-
ators X7 and X3 on Ran Qr- such that

XiQr- = Qr-T, X;Qr- =Qr-T3. (4.2.5)
From the equalities in (28] and ([£22) it is clear that X; and Xo commute and that
X" =X{X5. (4.2.6)

Since X* is an isometry, both X and X3 are isometries, as a consequence of the general
fact that, whenever T is an isometry with factorization T' = T175 for some commuting
contractions 77 and T5, then in fact T7 and T5 are also isometries; one way to see this is
to look at the following norm equalities easily derived by using the commutativity of the
contractive pair (71, T3):

|Dzy Tohl|* + | Drhl|* = || Drh||* = || Dry k|| + || Dz, Trhl|? for all h € H.

By Lemma B.2T] we get a commuting unitary extension (W, W) of the commuting
isometric pair (X7, XJ) on Qp- = span{Wp3z : © € RanQp~ and n > 0}. Thus the
product Wy, = W), Wy, is the minimal unitary extension of the product X* = X7 X3. =

The pair (W,1, W,5) will be referred to as the canonical pair of commuting unitaries
associated with the contractive pair (77, 7Ts).

We next address uniqueness of a canonical pair of unitaries (W1, Wj3) for a given
commuting contractive pair (71, T5).

LEMMA 4.2.3. Let (T1,T2) on H and (T{,T4) on H' be two pairs of commuting contrac-
tions and (W1, Wye) on Qr- and (W), W/,) on Qr be the respective pairs of commuting
unitaries obtained from them as above. If (T1,Ty) is unitarily equivalent to (T],Ts) via the
unitary similarity ¢: H — H', then (Wy, Wie) and (W), W),) are unitarily equivalent
via the induced unitary transformation 74: Qp« — Qi+ determined by 74: W5Qr+h —
WEQrrdh. In particular, if (Th1,T2) = (11, Ty), then (W1, Wio) = (W), W,).
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Proof. Let ¢ : H — H' be a unitary that intertwines (77, 75) and (77, 7%). Let us denote
T =TTy and T = T|T4. Let Q7+ and Q7+ be the limits of T"T*" and T'™T"*", respec-
tively, in the strong operator topology. Clearly, ¢ intertwines Q7+ and Q7. Therefore ¢
takes Ran Q- onto Ran Q7v-. We denote the restriction of ¢ to Ran Q1 by ¢ itself. Let
(X1, X3) on Ran Q7~ and (X1, X3) on Ran Q- be the pairs of commuting co-isometries
corresponding to the pairs (T1,7%2) and (77,7y) as in (@21, respectively. It is easy to
see from the definition that

H(X1, X2) = (X7, X5)o.

Let (W1, Wy2) on Qp- and (W), W),) on Qs be the pairs of commuting unitaries
corresponding to (71, 75) and (77, T3), respectively. Remembering the formula (2.2.4) for
the spaces Qr« and Q7+, we can densely define 74 : Qp« — Qps« by

7o Wha — Wplez, for every z € Qp« and n >0 (4.2.7)

and extend linearly and continuously. Trivially, 74 is unitary and intertwines Wp and
W, For a non-negative integer n and x in Qp», we have using (23

TeWor(Wpa) = oW (W) = Wil é(X; )
= W Wisow = Wy, W' éw = W7o (Wpa).
A similar computation shows that 74 intertwines W, and W), too. m
Note that in the above lemma, when (71, T%) = (17, T3), then
Qpr- =Qrn, ¢=1Iy and 74=1Io,..
Therefore the following is a straightforward consequence of the above lemma.

COROLLARY 4.2.4. Let (T1,T%) be a commuting contractive operator-pair and Qr~ be as
in (4.21) where T = T\ Ts. Let (W1, Wa) be some pair of commuting unitaries on Q-
such that

WD = W1W2 and W;QT* = QT*T; fO’I"j = 1, 2. (428)
Then (Wi, W2) = (W1, Wa).
4.2.2. Douglas-type structure of a general Andé lift. We shall see that minimal
Andb lifts (V1, Va) of a given commuting contractive-pair (71, T2) are in one-to-one cor-

respondence with Andé tuples associated with (T}, T5) which satisfy some additional
conditions as follows.

DEFINITION 4.2.5. Given a commuting contractive operator-pair (71, 75) and a pre-Andd
tuple (Fx, Ax, Pi, Uy) for (T}, Ty), we say that (Fi, A, P, U,) is a Type I Andé tuple for
(T, Ty) if the following additional conditions are satisfied:

PrUA.Dp- + PUNADp-T* = A DTy, (4.2.9)

UP.ADr- +U:PFA.Dp-T* = A, Dp-T;. (4.2.10)
If the Ando tuple for (T3, T5) is Douglas-minimal when considered as a pre-Andé tuple
for (T, T%) (see Definition LT3, we say that (Fi, Ax, Py, U) is a Douglas-minimal Type
* Andé tuple for (T7,T5).
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Let us note that the notion of Type I Andé tuple for a given commuting contractive
pair (T1,T%) is coordinate-free in the following sense: if (F, Ax, Px, Uy) is a Type I Ando
tuple for (T1,Ta) and if (F., A, P.,U) is a pre-Andé tuple for (Ty,T2) which coincides
with (Fu, As, Py, Uy) (in the sense of Definition [{.1.1)), then (F., A, P.,U}) is also a
Type I Andé tuple for (Ty,T3).

The next result provides a functional model for minimal Ando lifts (V1, V2) of a given
commuting contractive operator-pair (77, 7%) in terms of a Douglas-minimal Type I Ando
tuples for (17,75 ).

THEOREM 4.2.6. Let (T1,T5) be a pair of commuting contractions and let (Fu, Ax, Py, Uy)
be a Douglas-minimal Type I Andé tuple for (T, T5). Set T = T1T5, let the unitary oper-
ator Wp on the Hilbert space Qp~ be as in the Douglas model for the minimal isometric
lift of T (see Section[Z3), and let W1, W5 be the canonical pair of commuting unitaries
associated with (T1,T>) as in Theorem[.2.2, Define operators and spaces by

HQ(R)}
Kp= ,
b [ Q-
_ ([Mysprszpy O] [Mp.iepryo. O .
(VD,LVD,Q) = ([ 0 Wiy | 0 Wio acting on Kp,
IIp = [(IHz © g*)ODT*’T*} :H— Kp. (4.2.11)
T*

Then (ILIp,Vp1,Vp,e2) is a minimal Andé lift for (Tv,T).

Conversely, given any minimal Andé lift (I1, V1, Va) for (T1,1%), there is a Douglas-
minimal Type I Andé tuple (Fi, Ax, Py, Uy) for (T5,T5) so that the lift (I1, V1, V3) is uni-
tarily equivalent to the Douglas-model Andé lift [E2I1)) associated with (Fi, Ax, Py, Uy)
as in (L2.17]).

Proof. Suppose that (Fy, A, Ps,U,) is a minimal Type I Andd tuple for the commuting
pair of operators (17, T5) acting on H and let (IIp, Vp 1, Vp2) be as in (£2.11]). Note
that (Vp,1,Vp,2) on Kp is a pair of commuting isometries since this pair has the form
of the BCL model for commuting isometric operator-pairs. Note that IIp can be factored

IH2 ®A* O :| |:ODT*7T*:|
0 IQT* QT*

as the product of isometries, and hence is itself an isometric embedding Ilp: H — Kp.
To show that (II, Vp 1, Vp2) is an Andé lift of (77, 75) it remains only to verify the
intertwining relations V7, ,II = IIT} for j=1,2, ie.,

1, - |

[(MU:P»}HU:P*))* 0 } {(IHQ ®A*)ODT*,T*] _ [(IHz @ A)Op,. 1
0 W Qr- Qr~
|:(MP*U*+ZP*J-U*)* 0 :| |:(IH2 ®A*)ODT*7T*:| _ |:(IH2 ® A*)ODT*,T*
0 Wb*Q QT* QT*

]Tf,

}T;,
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or equivalently, the system of equations

(I ® PFU. + M} @ P,U,)(Ig> @ A)Op,. 7+ = (Ig2 @ A)Op,. 7Ty, (4.2.12)
W Qr+ = Qr-17, (4.2.13)
(Itp @ UIP. + M @ U P (Ig> @ A)Op,. 7 = (Ig> @ A)Op 7Ty, (4.2.14)
WhQr- = Qr-Ty. (4.2.15)

Note that equations [{2I3)) and [E2IF) follow immediately from Theorem (see
the second identity in (£23)). Applying (£2ZI2) to a generic vector h € H gives
> (PAUMND T ht PUMNDp- T Oh) 2" = 3 7 (A Dp-T™ T h) 2.

n=0 n=0
This identity between power series is the same as the matching of power series coefficients
of the two sides holding for all h € H:

PrU A Dp-T*" + PUADpT* ") = A, Dy T*" T for all n = 0,1,2,.... (4.2.16
* 1

Since T} and T™ commute, we see that the identity for the case of a general n follows
from the special case of n = 0 by multiplying on the right by 77"; hence the system of
equations ([A2.T0) is equivalent to the single equation

PLrUMN.Dpe + PUMANDpT* = A, Dy T}
which amounts to the operator equation ([@29). In a similar way condition (ZTI4)

reduces to ([@210).
With notation as in [@IZIT)) let us set

Kpo= \/ Vi, Vi, RanIlp
n1,n2>0
To show that (IIp, Vp,1,Vp2) is a minimal And6 lift for (T%,7%), it remains only to
show that ’CD = K:D’().
As an intermediate step, we shall first identify the smaller space

Kpoo =\ Vb.VhsRanTlp = \/ VpRanTIp C Kp o (4.2.17)
n>0 n>0

where Vp =Vp 1Vpa = [Mgr* M? } on {H;(]:*)] Once Kp oo is identified, we can find
D T*

Kp,o via the formula
’CD,O = \/ V%111V%272KD700. (4218)
ni1,m2=0,1,2,...
Note that IIp given by (L ZTIT]) factors as

HD:|:IH2®A* 0

II
0 IQT*} P

where

_ |Oppe -] . _ H2(DT*)}
HD—|: QT* :|.'H—>’CD—|: QT*
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is the embedding operator for the Douglas-model isometric lift of 7" as in (Z2.8)). Let us
also note the intertwining

IH2 ®A* 0 IH2 ®A* 0
Vn — n
b |: 0 IQT*:| |: 0 IDT*] VD

where Vp = [M%T* " ] is the isometric lift of T' in the Douglas model as in (Z2Z.7]).

D
Hence we see that, for h € H,

viph = v |l @8 0y (T @A O gy
0 IQT* 0 IQT*
where )
\/ Vpllph = Kp := {H (DT*)}
Q-

n=0,1,2,..., h€H
since the Douglas-model lift of 7" is minimal, as seen in Proposition 2.2.21 We have now
identified the space KCp oo as being exactly equal to

_[g2®A 0 | [H*Dr)

Kp,oo = [ 0 IQT*] [ oy (4.2.19)
B HQ(RanA*)]
- [ on I (4.2.20)

We now use the formula [I2I8) to see that

n n 2
Koo= \ VBV, [HQ(R&DA*)}=[Vnm2>oMﬁM22H (Ran &)
: ' Q- Q-

ni,n2>0
where we use the short-hand notation
My := My:ptyzpy, M2:=Mp, .piyv,- (4.2.21)

This space is equal to the whole space Kp = [H;(Tf *)} exactly when

\/  M{"Mj*H?RanA.) = H*(F.),
ni,n2>0
i.e., when the original Ando tuple (F, Py, U, A,) is minimal as an Ando tuple.
Conversely, suppose that (IT, V1, Va) is any Ando6 lift for the commuting, contractive
operator-pair (T7,72) on H. Thus (V1,V3) is a commuting isometric operator-pair on
some Hilbert space IC and IT is an isometric embedding of H into IC so that
VI =1IT; for j =1,2.
By Theorem B4l we know that the commuting pair of isometries (V1,Vy) is unitarily
equivalent to its BCL2 model as in (B1.0) acting on the space K := [H 2&33*)} via the
unitary identification map oL : KK — Kg given by
Opy,. V*:| [OD . V*]
TBCL = ’ k— ve k.
{ Qv~ Qv~
Here V := VVj satisfies the intertwining relation Op,,. v+V = MZDV* Opy, ., v=. For
the case here where V is an isometry, the operator Op,,. v~ is a partial isometry onto
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the model space H?(Dy-) for the shift-part of V in its Wold decomposition, while
Qv+ = SOT-lim,, oo V*V*™" is the projection of IC onto the unitary subspace H, =
N,,>o Ran V™ in the Wold decomposition of V. Moreover we have the intertwining rela-
tions involving the operators (V1, Va) in the factorization of V:

Opy.,v+V1=MOp,,. v+, Opy.v-Va=MOp,. v-

where My, My are as in ([L22]]) and the projection operator P, and the unitary operator
U. on Dy form a Type II BCL-tuple (Dvy+, Pi,U,) as in Theorem B4l Let us also
introduce operators Wy, Wa, W on Qv+ = H,, according to

W1:V1|Qv*a VVQ:\fQ'Qv*7 W:V|Qv*

and define an isometric embedding map II: H — K = [H QQ(Z:’*)} according to

I = o I = {ODV* V} II. (4.2.22)
Qv+

Then it is easily checked that

My, O My 0
II 4.2.2
([0 w (5 w]) w22
is also an Andé lift of (77,7%) which is unitarily equivalent (as an Ando lift) to our
original more abstract Andé lift (IT, V1, Va).

Embedded in the lift [@223) is an isometric lift (H7 [M%V* V?/D for the product
contraction operator T = 11T, but this lift is not necessarily minimal as a lift of T'.
However, we can always restrict the lift space IC appropriately to arrive at a minimal lift
for T'. Namely, if we set

MDPv- 01"
ICO(] = \/ |: 2 :| RanHO,
a0 0 w

Ilgo: H — Koo given by IIgoh = IIh € Ranll C ]C()o, (4224)

MPv: 0
HOO; |: = :| >
(oo "5 0]

is a minimal isometric lift for the product contraction operator T' = T T5.

then

On the other hand, the Douglas model for the minimal isometric lift of T’ (see Section
2.2.2) has the form (IlIp,Vp) where IIp is the isometric embedding of H into Kp :=

[H 29(1;3*) } given by

Op *T*]
IIp: h— s h.
P [ Qr-

and where
v, — [MZDT* 0 } : [HQ(DT* )} . [HQ(DT* )] |

0 WD QT* QT*
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By the uniqueness of minimal isometric lifts, there exists a unique unitary operator
To: Kp — Koo C K so that

~ [MPr= 0 MPv- 0 =

Fo[ 0 WD] _ ({ ] W} Km)po, (4.2.25)

T, [03*7T*] — Ty H — Koo C K. (4.2.26)
-

To gain added flexibility let us view the unitary operator fg from [H QQ(?’;”*)] to Koo

as actually an isometry, now denoted more simply as f, mapping into K = [H 29(311*) }

Let us write out T as a 2 x 2-block operator matrix
= r Fm] [HZ(DT*)] [HQ(DV*)]
I'= :Kp = — K= . 4.2.27
{Fm 1Py b Or+ Ov- ( )
Recalling the formula (ZZ24) for i, and the formula for IT in (Z2Z22) we may rewrite
@220)) as

= Ops- T*:| [OD . V*]
I = = N II. 4.2.28
[ Qr- Qv ( )

From (LZ25]) we see that
TMPr = MPv'T, T1uWp = MPV Ty,
Doy MP7 = WTyy, TouWp =WTy, (4.2.29)

As Wp is unitary and MPVv* is a shift, we see from item (1) in Lemma [B.I.2] that the
second intertwining condition in (ZZ29) implies that I';2 = 0 and hence I" collapses to

BN r 0
T = . 4.2.30
[le F22:| ( )
From (LZ28) we then pick up the additional relations
I'Op,..r+ = Opy.v-1II, T210p,. 7+ + T'22Qr+ = Qv-1L (4.2.31)

Consider next the following variants of the identity (Z2ZI2I):

D= * *
Oppu,rs = M7 Opp 17:T" = evg p Dr-,

Opy. v- — MPV*Op,,. v-V* = evg p,. Dv-. (4.2.32)
Use the first relation in (231 together with the fact that (II, V) is a lift of T to get
MPV*(TOpy. r+)T* = MPV* (Opg, v-INT* = MPV* Op,,. v+ V*IL. (4.2.33)

Using the second relation in (ZZ32) together with again ([A231)) then enables us to
compute

Fevs"DT* DT* e F <ODT* T — MZDT* ODT* JT* T*> (by (m))

= <ODV* SV — M?V* ODV* SV V*> II = evaDv* Dv*H, (4234)
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i.e., the operator I': H?(D7+) — H?(Dy~) maps constant functions in H?(Dz+) to con-
stant functions in H?(Dy-+). Since I': H?>(Dr+) — H?*(Dy-) has the shift intertwin-
ing property (the first relation in ([@2:29), we conclude that there must be an operator
Ay: Dps — Dy+ so that T' is “multiplication by a constant”: I' = Iz2 ® A,. From the
implicit formula (ZZZ34]) we see that A, must be given by

A.: Dy-h — Dy.IIh. (4.2.35)
Let us note next that
IDr-h||* = [|A]* = | T*h|? = |DA|* — |TIT*A|* = |IIA||* — ||V IIA|®
— (I = VV*)IA,TIh) = || Dy-TUR||2 = |[A. Db
so A, is an isometry. Combining the representation ([LZ30) with the fact that I' =
I ® A, is an isometry since A, is isometric and that fact that I" is also an isometry,

we are now finally able to conclude that I's; = 0 as well. We thus now have reduced T to
the diagonal form

b= [ 0 Tzz] ' [ or | | ow

where I's5 is an isometry from Qp« to Qv-. We note also that the four intertwining
conditions ([@2:29) now collapse to the two intertwining conditions

(g2 @ AMP™ = MPV* (Iy2 @ M), TouWp = WTas, (4.2.37)

(4.2.36)

and the condition ([£228)) splits into the two operator equations
ODV* ’V*H = (IH2 ® A*)ODT* T Qv-I1 =T22Q 7. (4.2.38)

We conclude that the transcription (ZZ28) of the lifting-embedding map for the Ando
lift (£223) can be rewritten as

|:ODV* ,v*} o— [(IH2 ® A*)ODT*,T*:|
Qv+ FooQr- '

and the lifting property for the collection [@.2:23)) can be rewritten as
[M; 0 ] [(IHz ®A*)0DT*,T*:| _ [(Im ® A+)Opy. 1

(4.2.39)

}T;‘ for j =1,2

0 Wf FQQQT* FQQQT*
|:(MZDV*)* 0 :| |:(IH2 ®A*)ODTx7T*] _ |:(IH2 ®A*)0DTx,T*:| T* (4 ) 40)
0 wr F22Q7- [Co2Q7- ' -

Finally let us note that the fact that we have now identified A,: Dy~ — Dy+ as an
isometry means that the tuple (Dy~, Py, U, Ay) is a pre-And6 tuple for (T7,T5). As in
the forward direction (the analysis following equations (L2Z12)-([@211H)), a comparison
of the coefficients of

M;(IHz ®A*)ODT*,T* = (IHz ®A*)ODT*,T*T; fOI‘j = 1,2
yields that (Dvy+, Ps, U, Ay) is actually a Type I Ando6 tuple for (75, T%).

By construction the ambient space Koo (£Z24) for the minimal lift [M% Ve V(I)/}

Koo
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of the product contraction operator T' = T17T» embedded inside Ky is given by

N

i.e., we finally see that the subspace Ky initially defined as in ([{224]) splits with respect
to the orthogonal block-decomposition appearing in the ambient space K = [H 29(31’*)} .
We would like next to analyze the copy of the minimal Andé isometric lift for the

commuting, contractive pair (731,7%) obtained by restricting [Agl Vgl] , [1\6[2 1,82} (M,
Ms) as in (LZZT))) to the subspace Ko given by

B My 01" My 01" [Opy..v-
AN

nl,nzzo
B \/ { |:M1 0 :|n1 |:M2 0 :|n2 |:(IH2 ®A*)0DTx,T*:| %
a0 0 Wi 0 Ws F22Q - '

As Ky a priori is given by the same formula but with the non-negative integers ni,nq
constrained to satisfy n; = no, it is clear that we have the nesting of subspaces

Koo C Ko C K.

Due to the splitting appearing in the formula [@I2ZZT]) for Koo, we see that Ky can be
rewritten as

Ko= \/ { [Ml 0 r [M2 0 ]n2 {(Im © A)H?(Dy-)

0o W 0 Wh o Q-

ni,n2>0

n n: 2
[Vm,anl My H (DT*)] (4.2.42)

Vi nas0 Wi W3'I'a2 Op-
We first analyze the bottom component
\/ W W32 Tag Qp-.
ni,n22>0
From the second intertwining relation in ([E2.37) we see that RanT'y5 is invariant under
W. On the other hand, we see from ([AZ40) and the intertwining properties ([2:2.5)) that
W*To2Qr+ = ToaQr+T" = TooWHQr-.
More generally, for k =1,2,... we have
W Tor(WhEQr) = W* W T92Qr- = W ' T02Qr+ = Toa W) ' Qr-
=T WhH(WEQr-).
As U2 ,WE Ran Qp~ is dense in Q-+ by definition (see (Z24)), we conclude that Ran 'z
is also invariant under W* and furthermore we have the intertwining W*I'yo = I'soW75.
Thus we conclude that I'ag: Qps — ['92Qp« is unitary and implements a unitary equiv-
alence between the unitary operator W|ranr,, on RanT's2 and the unitary operator Wp
on QT* .

We next argue that RanT'g is reducing for W; (j = 1,2) as well and that the unitary
operator I'ss: Qp+« — RanT'ss implements a unitary equivalence between the operator
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W,; on Qr- (given by Theorem B.22) and Wj|ranr,, on RanT'y;. Indeed, from [@.240)
together with the intertwining given in Theorem [£2.2] we see that, for j = 1,2,

WiToQr- = I'oQr-T} = I'ooW) Q1+
and more generally, for K =0,1,2,...,
W;F22(W5QT*) = Wij*F??QT* = WkF??W;jQT* = F”WEW@QT*

= Do Wy (W5 Qr-). (4.2.43)
As U ,Ran WEQ7- is dense in Qr-, these computations show not only that RanT'ag
Is invariant under W7 but also the intertwining: W I'sy = FQQW;}- for j = 1,2. Also, by
taking adjoint of these intertwining relations and using the fact that the operators W,
and W (for j = 1,2) all are unitary operators, we see that I'ssW,; = W;T's5 for j = 1,2.
This implies that RanT's5 is invariant under Wy and W5 as well.

Let us now recall the expression (£242) for Kg. From the preceding analysis, we see
that

Ko = Vm,nzZO MflM;2H2(DT*) .
Ran FQQ
Note that minimality of the Andé lift (Z223]) just means that
H*(Dy-)
Ko=Kk= { Dy-
which is equivalent to the following two conditions holding simultaneously:
H*(Dy-)= \/ M M}*(Ig: ® A)H*(Dr+) (4.2.44)
ni,na ZO
Ov+ = '007-. (4.2.45)

By definition, condition (@2:44]) holds exactly when the Andé tuple
(DV* ) A*v P*v U*)

is minimal, while the second condition ([£248) holds exactly when T'ss is unitary (i.e., a
surjective isometry). When this is the case, the preceding analysis shows that we can use
T35 to identify Q7 with Qv+ and that under this unitary identification the operators W,
Wi, Wa on Qv+ become the operators Wp, W, 1, W, 5 on Qp- and the collection ([2Z23)
has the form of the functional-model Ando lift (2.TT]) based on the Type I Ando tuple
(Dv-, A, P, U.) for (T}, T3).

Finally, let us recall that the Ando lift (£2Z23) is constructed so as to be unitarily
equivalent to the original abstract Ando lift (II, V1, V3). Hence minimality of (II, V1, V3)
is equivalent to minimality of the collection (£223]) as an Andé lift of (T1,T5). Thus, if
we start with a minimal abstract Ando lift, we have shown that it is unitarily equivalent
to a functional model Ando lift (ZZTI1]) constructed from a minimal Type I And6 tuple
for (T, Ty), in this case (Dy«, A, Py, Uy). m

We now illustrate the Douglas model for Andé lifts with a couple of special cases.

ExampLE 4.2.7. Illustrative special cases for Douglas-model Ando lifts.
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1. (T1,T») = BCL2-model commuting isometric operator-pair: Let us consider
the special case where (T71,72) = (V4,V2) is a BCL2-model for a commuting pair of
isometries with product V = V; V5 equal to a shift

(T1, T2, T :=TyTo = ToTy) = (My-pi v+ p, Mpysapru, M7)
= ((Ig> @U*PH) + (M @ U*P),(Iy> ® PU) + (M @ PLU), M7)

on H?(F) (where the latter tensor-product formulation is often more convenient for
computations), where (F, P,U) is a BCL-tuple (F = a coefficient Hilbert space while
P is a projection and U is a unitary operator on F). In this case (11,7%) is already a
commutative isometric pair, so (V4,V2) = (T31,T%) is a minimal isometric lift of itself
(Ty,T2). When we go through the construction in the proof of Theorem [.26] we see
that the Douglas-minimal Type II Ando6 tuple which we are led to consists of the original
BCL-tuple (F, P,U) augmented by the isometric embedding map A: Dy« — F given by
A: Dr<h = Dy+h — h(0) € F for h € H?(F). It is easy to check directly that (F, A, P,U)
so defined is a Douglas-minimal Type I Andé tuple for (75, Ty) = (V;*, V5) (with trivial
commuting unitary-operator piece (W1, W2)), as expected from the general computations
underlying the proof of Theorem This makes precise how a BCL2-model embeds
into a Douglas-model Ando lift.

More abstractly, using the BCL2-model for any commuting isometric operator-pair
(V1,V2) such that V4V, is a shift operator, we can assert: if (Th,T2) is a commuting
isometric pair such that T =TTy is a shift operator, then any Douglas-minimal Type I
Andé tuple (F, N, P,U) for (Ty,T5) has the property that A: Dp- — F is unitary and
(F,P,U) is a BCL2 tuple for the commuting isometric pair (T1,T3).

2. (T1,T») = the adjoint of a BCL2-model commuting isometric operator
pair: We now consider the case where (T1,T3) = (V;*, V5") is a commuting co-isometric
operator-pair, where (V1,V3) is as in the previous example (1). Thus

(TlvTQvT) = (Vl*vVQ*vV*) =
((Igz © PHU) + (M7)* @ PU), (Ig2 @ U*P) + (M) @ U*P*), (M])*).

The Andoé lifting problem comes down to the commuting-unitary extension problem
treated in Lemma 23l The result is that the minimal isometric lift consists of the
commuting unitary operators (My:, M) acting on L?(F), where

¢1(Q)=PU+CPU, ¢5(C)=U"P+ (U P~

The BCL2-tuple has trivial shift part (F,A, P,U) and non-trivial commuting unitary
part (My:, M) acting on L*(F).

4.3. Special Andd tuples. In this section, starting with a commuting contractive
operator-pair (77,7%), we construct a class of pre-Ando tuples for (77,73) which we
refer to as special Andd tuples for (Ty,Tz). Special Andé tuples, when put in canonical
form, are defined in a constructive manner, so there is no issue with their existence as
is the case for Type I Ando tuples defined in terms of the existence of solutions of some
operator equations. We shall see that any special Ando tuple for (757, Ty) is also a Type
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I Andd tuple for (T3, T5), thereby confirming the existence of Type I Ando tuples. Con-
versely, for each computable simple example that we have been able to work out the
converse holds: any Type I Ando tuple for (75, T5) turns out to be special. However, the
validity of the converse statement in full generality remains an open problem. We think it
instructive to push the formalism as far as possible without a commutativity assumption,
and then see the further consequences arising from a commutativity assumption.
Suppose that T': Ha — Ho is a (possibly non-square) Hilbert-space contraction oper-
ator having a factorization
T — T/T//
where T": H1 — Ho and T": Hy — H1 are also contraction operators. Then the identity
D2 —J_-T*T=1]— T//*T/*T/T// _ T/,*(I o T,*T/)TH + I— T//*T//
2 = = =
=T"D3,T" + D7, (4.3.1)
implies that the map Z: Dy — Dy & Dpn defined densely by
Z: Drhw— DT/T”h @® Drih for he H (432)

extends to an isometry. Such isometries come up in the characterization of invariant
subspaces for a contraction operator in terms of its Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional model (see
[43, Chapter VII] and Chapter B below). An important special case is the case where
T =T -T" is a reqular factorizaton as defined next.

DEFINITION 4.3.1. Given a contraction operator T: Ho — H with factorization T' =
T’ - T" for contraction operators T': H1 — H and T”: Ho — Ha2, we say that the
factorization T' = T"-T" is regular if it is the case that the operator Z: Dy — Dy & Dyn
in [£3.2) is surjective (so Z: Dy — Dy @ Dy is unitary).

Now let us suppose that (77,7T%) is a commuting contractive pair on H and that we
set T =Ty - To = Ty - T1. Then we have two versions of (3.1 corresponding to setting
T' =T, T" =Ty or the reverse T" = Ty, T" = T7:

D} =T5;D3. T, + D3, D37 =Dj +TyDy T (4.3.3)
from which we conclude in particular that
TyD3 Ty + D}, = D7, + Ty D3, Th. (4.3.4)

As a consequence of the first identity in (£3.3), we see that the operator Ay: Dp —
D1, ® Dr, defined densely by

AT: Drh — Dp,Toh ® Dp,h for all h € H (4.3.5)
is an isometry from Dy into Dr, @ Dr,. Let us introduce the notation

DUO = ClOS.{DTlTQh & DTQhZ h e H} C DTl & DT2,
RUO = ClOS.{DTlh ) DTlehZ h e H} C DT1 ) DT2~ (436)

As a consequence of ([{3.4)), we see that the operator Uy: Dy, — Ry, defined densely by
Uy: DTlTQh D DT2h — DTlh D DT2T1h forall he H (437)
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is unitary. If Déo and Rﬁo have the same dimension, we can find a unitary identification
map Upg: D[LJD — Rﬁo and then define a unitary operator

UTI DTl EBDTQ — DTl EBDT2

by setting
Utlpy, = Uo: Utlpg = Uno (4.3.8)

and then extending by linearity. Even if it is the case that Déo and Rﬁo have different
dimensions, we may introduce an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space Fjg so that Déo @ Fio
and Rﬁo @ Fio have the same dimension (here we are assuming that all Hilbert spaces
are separable), introduce a unitary identification map Upp: ijo @ Fio — Rﬁo @ Fio, and
then obtain a unitary operator U; on the larger space F; := Dy, ® Ry, ® Fio by setting

Utlpy, = Vo,  Utlpyg exi = Uoo

and extending by linearity.
In addition we let P; be any projection operator on F; which is an extension of the
projection operator
P() der—da0

defined on Dy, @ Dr,, i.e., P; is any projection operator on F; of the form
PT: dere fo— d@O@PTofo ford®r® fo € Dr, & D, EB}—T() Z.FT (4.3.9)

where Pig is any choice of orthogonal projection on Fi. For future reference we now
introduce the formal definition of special Andé tuple.

DEFINITION 4.3.2. Given a commuting contractive operator-pair (77,7%) on a Hilbert
space H, any collection of spaces and operators (Fi, Ay, Pr, U;) constructed as in (@30,
HE3R), @39) will be called a canonical special Andé tuple for the pair (Ty,T2). We
shall say that pre-Ando tuple (]:T/’ A/T’ PT/ , UJF) coinciding (in the sense of Definition F1T])
with a canonical special And6 tuple (Fy, Ay, P, Us) for (T4, T5) is simply a special Andé
tuple for (Th,T2) (not necessarily in canonical form). Canonical special Andé tuples for
the adjoint pair (7, T5) will often be denoted by (Fi«, Ats, Prs, Ups). We shall say that
(Ft, Ay, Py, Uy) is an drreducible special Andé tuple if in addition it is the case that the
smallest subspace of F; containing Ran A+ which is invariant for Us, Uf, and P; is the
whole space Fi. If (Fs, A+, Py, U;) is a canonical special Andé tuple, irreducibility means
that the smallest reducing subspace for U; containing Dy, ® Dr, is the whole space F;.

Note that the point of the distinction between canonical special Andé tuple and special
Andé tuple for (T1,T») is that the notion of canonical special Andé tuple is not coordinate-
free. The enlarged class of special Andé tuples as in Definition [£:3.2 then is the coincidence
envelope of the canonical special Ando tuples (the smallest collection of Andd tuples
containing the canonical special Andé tuples which is invariant under the relation of
coincidence).

Notation 4.3.3. For a given commuting contractive operator-pair (71,7%), the Douglas
model for Andd isometric lifts of (T3, T5) corresponding to some canonical special Ando
tuple for (T3, T5) will be denoted by (II,, V;1, Vio) and V, = V;1 V.
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REMARK 4.3.4. We note that canonical special Ando tuples are easily constructed. There
are various scenarios possible which we discuss in turn.

Scenario 1: (71,73) such that both T'= Ty - T and T = T - T} are regular
factorizations.

We have seen that the first identity in (£33) implies that At given by (E31) is an
isometry. Let us now note also that the second identity in ([{3.3]) implies that the map
A/T: Dr — Dy, ® Dr, given by

Airi Drh — DTlh (S5) DT2T1h forheH
is an isometry. Note also from the definitions that
RanA; = Dy,, RanAl = Ry,.

By definition T' = T3 - T3 is a regular factorization exactly when Ran A+ is the whole space
DT1 @ DTzv i'e'v
Dy, = Dr, & Dr,.

Similarly, T = T5 - T} is a regular factorization exactly when Ran A} = Dr, & Dr,, i.e.,
when

RUO = DT1 (o) DT2~

Thus, when it is the case that both T'= T3 - T, and T' = T, - T} are regular factorizations,
Uy given by ([E371) actually already defines a unitary operator on F = D, & D, and
conversely: if Dy, = Ry, = Dr, @ Dr, so Uy already defines a unitary operator on
Dr, @ Dr,, then both T'="T3 - Ty and T = T, - T} are regular factorizations. If this is the
case, then any other unitary extension U must agree with Uy on Dy, = Dr, & Doy and
hence Dr, @ Dr, is already reducing for U forcing us to the conclusion that U= Uy. We
conclude: in case both Ty - Ty and Ty - Ty are regular factorizations, then the commuting,
contractive pair (T1,T2) has a unique irreducible special Andé tuple in canonical form.

Scenario 2: dim ijo = dim Dﬁo > 0 (here the orthogonal complements are taken with
respect to the ambient space Dr, @ Dr,.) In this case, we can extend Up to a uni-
tary operator U on all of F := D, @& Dr, by choosing any unitary identification map
Uj: ijo — Rﬁo, then defining

U|DU0 =Up: DUO —>RUO,U|DL _UO D —)R
and then extending U to a unitary operator U on all of
Dr, ® Dr, = Dy, ® DY, = Ru, ® R,

by linearity. Then any such U induces a irreducible Andé tuple (F = Dy, & Dp,, P,U)
since the subspace Dy, ® Dr, is already reducing for U. However, we see that there is
freedom in the choice of the operator Uj: ijo — Rﬁo. We conclude that in this case
irreducible special Andé tuples exist but do not have a unique representative in canonical
form. In fact, as we shall see in examples to come, there are canonical minimal special
Ando6 tuples with the ambient Hilbert space F properly containing Dy, & Dr,.

Scenario 3: dim D[L]D # dim Dﬁo. In this case, we may enlarge the ambient space D, ®
D, to the space F := D, ® Dr, ® ¢? (here £ can be taken to be any separable infinite-
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dimensional Hilbert space). Then we are in the Scenario 2 setting
dim Dfj, = dim Dy, = oo

but where we now take the ambient space to be F = Dz, @ Dz, @ ¢ rather than just
D1, & Dr,. We may then proceed as in Scenario 2 to construct a unitary extension of Uy.
We can always arrange for the resulting canonical-form special Andé tuple (Fy, Ay, Uy, Py)
to be irreducible by cutting F; down to the smallest reducing subspace for U; containing
D1, ® Dr,. Due to the freedom in the choice of unitary extension of the partially defined
Uy, it is clear that irreducible special Andé6 tuples for (77,7%) are not unique.

As a corollary of the extended discussion in Remark B34 we get:

COROLLARY 4.3.5. (1) A commuting contractive pair (Th,Ta) always has a special Andé
tuple.

(2) (Th,Tz) has a unique (up to coincidence) irreducible special Andé tuple if and only if
T1-T2 and Ty - Ty are regular factorizations.

The question arises as to whether it suffices to assume that only one of the factoriza-
tions T7 - To and T5 - T} is regular. This issue is resolved by the following result.

THEOREM 4.3.6. Let (T1,Tz2) be a commuting, contractive pair of contraction operators
on a Hilbert space H.

1. Assume that all defect spaces Dr, Dr,, Dr, are finite-dimensional. Then T - T3 is
a reqular factorization if and only if To - Ty is a reqular factorization.

2. In the infinite-dimensional setting, it is possible for one of the factorizations Ty - To
(respectively To - Ty ) to be regular while the other Ty - Th (respectively Th - Ta) is not
regular.

3. Suppose that (Ty,T5) is a commuting pair of isometries (so that trivially both Ty -
Ty and T - Th are regular factorizations). Then (T7,Ty) has the double regular-
factorization property, namely: both 15 - T35 and Ty - Ty are regular factorizations.

Proof of (1):. Let us write A, for the counterpart of A when the roles of T} and T5 are
reversed:

Arl DTh — DTlTQh D DTQh.

Then as a consequence of the second identity in (£33) we see that A, is an isometry
from Dy onto R(Up). Moreover, if T3 - T» is a regular factorization, then
dim Dy = dim D(Up) (since A is an isometry from Dr onto Dy,)
= dim(Dp, @ Dr,) (by regularity of T - T2)
> dim Ry, (since Ry, C D, ® D)
= dim Dy (since A, is an isometry from Dy onto Ry, ).
Thus we see that necessarily the inequality in line 3 must be equality. If we are in the

finite-dimensional setting (D, Dr,, Dr, all finite-dimensional), we necessarily then have
Ru, = D1, ® Dz, which is the statement that the factorization T - T} is also regular.
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Proof of (2): Let (Ty,T») be the following pair of contractions on H := H? & H?:

(T, T») = (B 8} ’ ﬁz Yqz])

where T, is the Toeplitz operator f(z) + zf(z) on H2. Note that

0 0
T, 0

Iy= 0] Jo T*7[0 o0 0 0 0

D2: H — z = :D D -

T [o i [o 0] [TZ o} [0 IHz] oot [HQ}
I 0] [o IT[o 0 00 0

2 _ — = = =

D1, = {0 I] 0 0} [I o] [o 1] Dr., Dy {HQ]

e [T 0] _ [T o][T. 0] _

=700 1] o T |0 T.

and'DTIEB'DTQZ[P%].

We let A be the map associated with the factorization Ty - Ty given by (£3.5) while

A, is the same map associated with the factorization Ts - Ty (i.e., (I31) but with the
2
a

TlTQ = |: :| = T2T1 =T.

Then

indices and then the components interchanged). For h = [Z;] eH= [ } we compute

A: Dph =[] = D, Toh® Dpyh = [ 2}, ]
and we conclude that

RanA = [zlgz} ; [52] :DT1 @DTZ

implying that T3 - T3 is not a regular factorization. On the other hand,
A,: Drh = [}?2] ’—)DTlh@DTleh: [}?2} @0

from which we see that
RanA, = [132] =Dp & D,

implying that the factorization T5 - T is regular.

Proof of (3): This is an immediate corollary of Proposition VII.3.2 (b) from [43] which
asserts: for a contractive pair (T7,T%) on a Hilbert space H, the factorization T = TiTs
is regular whenever Ty or Ty is isometric. However this fact in turn can be seen as an
immediate corollary of the following alternative characterization of regular factorization
discovered somewhat later (see [42]): Ty - Tz is a regular factorization if and only if
D, N'Dry = {0}. Let us note that this criterion also comes up in the characterization of
triviality of overlapping spaces in the de Branges-Rovnyak model theory (see [0]). For a
direct proof of item (3) in Theorem FL3.0], see [30, Lemma 27]. m

REMARK 4.3.7. The general issue arising here is the following: given subspaces Dy, and
Ru, of some Hilbert space Ho and a unitary map Uy: Dy, = Ru,, find a unitary exten-
sions U: H — M on a possibly larger Hilbert space H O Ho so that U|p,, = Uy: Dy, —
Rr, and U is minimal in the sense that the smallest reducing subspace for U containing
Ho is all of H. This problem is the core of the lurking isometry technique in interpolation
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theory (see e.g. [6]) but has a much earlier history as well (see e.g. [4] for a thorough
treatment).

We note that the definitions of Type I Ando6 tuples is existential: we have not verified
that one can solve the equations (£29) and([@.ZI0) for A, P., U, and at this stage we
have not ruled out the possibility that the set of Type I Ando6 tuples is in fact empty.
On the other hand, the preceding discussion shows in particular that it is always possible
to construct special Andd tuples (for (T1,7%) or for (T7,T5)) and in general, there are
many such choices: the possibilities are parametrized by a choice of unitary extension U
for the partially defined isometry Uy. The next result, therefore, has crucial significance
as it demonstrates that these constructions lead to a new proof of Ando’s theorem on the
existence of Ando lifts for a given commuting contractive operator pair.

THEOREM 4.3.8. Let (T1,T») be any commuting contractive operator-pair on H. Then any
special Ando tuple for (T, Ty) is also a Type I Andé tuple for (T7,T5). In particular,
these latter classes are not empty and Andoé lifts of (T1,T%) exist.

Proof. As the notion of Type I Andé tuple for (T, %) is coordinate-free, we may without
loss of generality suppose that the special Ando tuple (Fiu, Ati, Prs, Uty) for (T7,T5) is
given in canonical form. Clearly this is a pre-And6 tuple for (75, 75). To show that this
collection is a Type I Andd tuple, we need only verify conditions ({£2.9) and (£2.10). We
deal in detail only with (£2Z9) as verification of ({2I0) is completely analogous. Making
use of the defining properties of a canonical special Ando tuple gives, for each h € H,

Pi.Up At Dpeh+ P Up A Dp-T*h

= PTﬁUT*(DTl* T5h @ Dryh) + Py U (D TsT*h @ Dy T™h)
= Pio(Dr;h @ Dy Ty h) + Pro(Dr; T*h @ Dy TYT*h)

= (0@ Dp;Tih) + (Dr: T5 T h @ 0) = Ay Dp- T h.

As h € H is arbitrary, this verifies ([I2.9) as wanted.

As we have seen in the extended Remark [1.3.4], there always exist special Ando tuples
for any commuting contractive pair (77,75). As the class of special Ando6 tuples for
(Ty,T5) forms a subclass of the class of Type I Andd tuples by the first part of the
theorem, it follows that these latter classes are all non-empty. Then the constructions
in Theorem based on a special Andé tuple as a starting point leads to an explicit
Ando lift for (71,7%). m

REMARK 4.3.9. The reader may wonder why we use a BCL2 model for the Andd lift of
a given contractive pair (T1,7T5) rather than a BCL1 model in our Douglas model for
an Ando lift. Had we used a BCL1 model instead, we would have arrived at a notion of
what we here call a Type I’ Andé tuple (F',A’, P/, Y”) arising as follows. The form of
the model (AZTT]) would have the adjusted form

— | H}(F)
K= [ Q= }’
_ M 1Ly pt ’ 0
(‘/‘1"/2)_ (|: (P gP)U

Mrx pr /L 0 .
U P zP Usx
Wb1:| , { (Pre=prty W»zD acting on IC,

1= [0 r] sy s k. (43.10)
<
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and the operator equations characterizing when such a collection of operators and spaces
would actually yield an Ando lift of (T3,T%), i.e., the analogue of ([@29) and (ZI0)
would be
U*P'N'Dp-T* +U*P*N Dy« = N'Dp- Ty (4.3.11)
PYU'NDp-T* + P'UN Dy~ = N Dp-Ty. (4.3.12)

These equations are obtained by replacing the part of the data (P’,U’) with its flipped

version (see (BLI0))
(Plf’ Ulf) — (UI*PIU/, U/*)

and then plugging this transformed data set into equations (£ZZJ) and @2I0). The
drawback of this approach is that then the analogue of Theorem fails, i.e., it need
not be the case that a special Ando tuple is a Type I’ Ando tuple. An explicit example
is given in the Appendix (Section L8] for the interested reader.

4.4. The Sz.-Nagy—Foias model for an Andé isometric lift. In this section, we
convert the preceding analysis to a functional-model form to give a functional model for
Ando lifts.

Let wp and wnp be the unitaries as defined in (Z3.16) and 2:3.3)), respectively. We
observed in part (ii) of Remark 2332 that the unitary

WNF,D = WNF(JJ]*D : QT* — A@TL2(D@T)

intertwines Wp with M, CD T|m. Let us adopt the notation

D
(Wﬁlv Wﬁ?a MC r |m)
i= (wnF, D Whiwip, ps wNF,D Whawnr b, wNF,0DWDWNF D), (4.4.1)

where (W1, W3) is the canonical pair of commuting unitaries for (77, T5) as in (E2ZT).
Let (Fi, As, Py, Uy) be a Type I Andé tuple for (15,75) and (IIp, Vp,1, Vp,2) be the
Douglas-model Andé lift of (T1,7T3) corresponding to (Fi, A, Pe,U,) of (T7,T5). By
Theorem 2.0 such a lift exists and is given as (Ilp,Vp1Vp2) on Kp := [H;(Tf)] in
(#ZT1). Consider the unitary operator

2 2
Ung,p 1= [IHQS}—*) WN??,D] : {HQ(;;—*)] — {%} (4.4.2)
and define

(IIxr, VNr,1, VNr2) == (UnepIlp, Une D VD1 Ul ps UNe DV D, URp p).  (4.4.3)
Then we note that

(VnF,1, VNF,2, VNF,1 VNE,2)

_ [MU:(P,}JrzP*) 0] {M(P*JrzP&)U* 0} sz 0 (4.4.4)
0 Wi’ 0 Wil | 0 Mz =@
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. ) . H?(F.) N
and that the isometry Ilnp :H — Knp = {m} is given by
A.Op... T+ I ® A, 0
IInF = Unp,pllp = { Dr+.T ] = 0 I lNrh (4.4.5)
wNF,DQT* Ao, L2(Dr)

2
where IInr is the embedding of H into [%} given by ([Z.3.14)(also by 2.3.18)).
2T

Consequently, by Theorem [1.2.6] we have proved the following theorem, which gives a
Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional model for an Andé lift of commuting contractive operator-pair
constructed canonically from a Type I And6 tuple (Fi, A, Py, Uy) for (T5,T5).

THEOREM 4.4.1. Let (T1,T3) be a commuting pair of contractions on a Hilbert space H

and (Fu, As, Py, Uy) be a Douglas-minimal Type I Andé tuple for (T, Ts). Define a pair
. . . H?(F.) .
(Vnr,1, VNE2) of commuting isometries on Knp = [m] as in (4.4.4) and an

embedding IIng: H — Knr as in (LZH). Then (IInr, Ve, VNE,2) s a minimal Ando
lift of (T1,T>).

Conversely, any minimal Andé lift (I1, V1, Va) of (T1,Ts) is unitarily equivalent (as
an isometric lift) to an Ando lift of the form ({[4.4) coming from a Douglas-minimal
Type I Andé tuple for (T7,T5).

4.5. Type II Ando6 tuples and Schéaffer models for an Andé isometric lift.
Let (T1,T2) on H be a pair of commuting contractions on the Hilbert space H and let
(I1, V1, Vo) with IT: H — K and V4,V2 on K be an Ando lift of (T1,7T%). Up to unitary
equivalence we may arrange that H C K and II: H — K is the inclusion map. Hence
with respect to the decomposition K = H @ (K © H) we have

won=([0 5[5 8))

CiiH>KeH, DiKeH—-KoH (4.5.1)

for some operators

for 7 =1,2. As V5 and Vo commute, we must also have that

Ty 0|72 O] [T O[Ty O
Ci Dy||Cy Dy| |Cy Do |Ci Dy

leading to the matrix identity

Ty 0 ]_ [ TyT, 0

Vi=ViVs =
the {Csz +D:Cy DDy CoTy + D2Cy DaDy

] =WV (452)

which gives us the operator identities (in addition to the assumed commutativity of

(T, 13))
CTy + D1Cy = CoT1 + DQCl, D1Dy = DyD;. (453)

From the fact that each V; (j = 1,2) is an isometry, we have

ol pl =l
0 D] |C; Dj 0 Iken
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giving us the identities
CJ*CJ =1- T;Tj, CJ*D] = 0, D;DJ = IIC@H fOl"j = ]., 2. (454)

In particular, from the last identity in (£53) and in (£E54) we see that the pair
(D1, D5) is a commuting isometric pair on K © H. In constructing the Schéffer-type
model for Ando isometric lift, for reasons to become clear later, we choose to work with a
BCL1 model BI7) for the commuting isometric pair (D1, D2) rather than with a BCL2
model BI3) for (V1, V3) as we did for the Douglas model. Hence by Theorem [B.1.4] there
exist a Hilbert space F, a projection P and unitary U acting on F and a pair (Y7,Y3)
of commuting unitaries acting on some Hilbert space ) and a unitary identification map

TBeL: KOH — Kg = {HQJ(}F)} so that we have
Mps 0 M- n 0
D D) — (PL+zP)U U*(P+zP+)
mect (D1, D2) ([ 0 v, | 0 Y, TBCL
and with the product operator D = V1V, satisfying

M

TBCLD = |: 0

2,] where Y = V1Y, = Y5Y7.

For j = 1,2 let us define operators [guﬂ , [guz] , [gu] from H to {HQJ(}F)} by

CS Cs CS
[Cuj = 1acLCh, |:Cu22:| = 1acLCq, |:Cu:| = 1cL.C

where the operators C and Cy are as in ([L5.1]) and where C' is given by
C= [V1V2]21 = ClTQ + D1C2 or C = [V2V1]21 = C2T1 + D2C1 as in m

where the subscripts s and u indicate the shift component H?(F) and the unitary com-
ponent Y respectively. Let us denote V = V;V5 and Y = Y7Y5. Then we have

{IH 0 Iy 0 }

Vi,Vo,V)=(Vs1,Vs2, V
0 TBCL:| ( 1, V2, ) ( S,1, 5,2 S) |:0 TBCL

where

(Vs1,Vs2,Vg) =

T, 0 0 Ty 0 0 T 0 0
Coi Mppiapyy 0|, |Coo My-pyopry O|,|Cs M. 0|]. (45.5)
Cur 0 Vil [Cua 0 2] [C. 0 Y

The identities [@5.3)) lead to the equalities

CS _ Csl MPJ-U-i-zPU O CSQ
[Cu] N [Cul] Tﬁ{ 0 Vil |Cus

_ CSQ MU*P+ZU*PL O Csl
= |:Cu2:| T + { 0 Yl ol (4.5.6)



Dilations and Models for Commuting Contractions 69

Similarly, (Z54) leads to
Iy =TT + CHCs1 + Co1Cuy =T5To + CiyCso + CrigCua =TT + CCs + C C,
0= C§1M(PL+zP)U = C:2MU*(P+zPL) =CiM. =0
CrY, = ClY, = CIY = 0. (4.5.7)

Multiply the first equation in ([{5.06]) on the left by {M(PLO“P)U 12} to get

Cs2| _ (Mpryyzpu O e _ |Mpryiepy O " [Cq

However, by taking adjoints in the second and third lines of (£577) we see in particular

that .
Mpiyyzpu O Cal _,
0 Yl Cul .

Thus equation ([{5.8)) simplifies to
Co] _ ([Mprvipy 07\ [Cs
Cu2 0 Yl Cu .

C82 = (MPJ‘U-’,-ZPU)* Csv Cu2 - Yl*cu (459)
A similar analysis starting with the second equation in (£5:0) leads to

Csl _ MU*P+2U*PL O - CS
Cul 0 Y2 Cu

or more simply

or more simply

Cs1 = (My-(py2pr)) Cs, Cur =Y5C,. (4.5.10)
From the second and third lines in (£5.7]) we see in particular that
M:Cy =0, Y*C,=0. (4.5.11)
The first item in (@E5IT) forces C to have the form
Cs = evy £Cso where Cyo: F — F. (4.5.12)
Since Y is unitary, the second item in (£5.IT]) forces
C. =0. (4.5.13)
From the second equation in (£5.10) and (£5.9) we get the further collapsing
Cut =0, Cuo = 0. (4.5.14)

From the first line in (@5.7) we see in particular that Iy — T*T = C}C, + C;:C,. Since
we now have established that C,, = 0, this simplifies to

Iy =TT = C:Cs = C3Cso.
This identity in turn tells us that we can factor Cyy as
Cso = ADr (4.5.15)

where A: Dy — F is an isometry.
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Finally, by combining the first equations in ([£59), (L5I0) together with (L3512,
EETR) and (@5T4), we see that

-Csl _ (MU*(erZpL))*eVS’]_-ADT _ eVS’]_-PUADT
C1 0 0 ’
[Cso _ (M(p1y.pyv)evy zADr _ eva}-U*PLADT
Cla 0 0 ’
_CS eVEk)]:ADT
= ’ . 4.5.1
] =[] 4310

Let us summarize: given a commuting contractive operator-pair (71, 72) on H having
an Andé isometric lift (II, V4, V), we have now come upon a collection (F, A, U, P) where
F is another Hilbert space, A: Dy — F is an isometry (where T' = T1T3), P and
U are operators on F with P equal to a projection and U equal to a unitary operator,
respectively, i.e., in the terminology defined in Definition Tl the collection (F, A, P,U)
is a pre-Ando tuple for (Ty,Ts). All this leads to a Schéffer-type functional model for the
Andb lift as follows.

THEOREM 4.5.1. Given any Ando lift (11, V1, V2) of a given commuting contractive pair
(Th,Tz), there is a pre-Ando tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T1,Ts), another Hilbert space Y along
with a commuting pair (Y1,Y2) of unitary operators on Y, together with a unitary operator
T from IC onto the Schéffer model space ICs defined below, so that

(TH7 T%T*v T‘/QT*v TVT*) = (HS; VS,I; VS,27 VS)

where

H
K:SZ |:H2(]-'):|, HSZ[IE)-L} :H—)’Cs,
Y 0

T 0 0 T 0 0
(Vs,th,z) = evy sPUADT Mpiy;, py O |, | evy zUPYADr Myup, yep1 O .

0 0 vi 0 0 Ya
(4.5.17)
Furthermore one can choose the isometry A so that
T 0 0
Vs :=Vg1Vg2=VgyVg; = |:eV8,J-'ADT M7 0} - (4.5.18)
0 0 Y

where we set T := T Ty =TT, Y :=Y1Ys = Yo Y7,

We now investigate the converse direction, i.e., given a pair of commuting contractions
(T1,Ts), a pre-Andd tuple for (77,7T%), and a Hilbert space ) equipped with a commuting
pair of unitary operators (Y7,Y2), when is the pair (Vg1,Vs2) as defined in (@5I7)
(clearly a lift of (T7,7%) due to the triangular form in (A5I7)) a commuting pair of
isometries? It turns out that the answer to this question is negative in general: the pre-
Ando tuple must satisfy some additional conditions which we now explore. This discussion
motivates the following definition.

DEFINITION 4.5.2. Let (T1,7%) be a pair of commuting contractions on a Hilbert space
H. A pre-Andé tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T1,T») is called a Type II Andé tuple if
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(i) Commutativity:
PUAD7T, + PYADy = U*PLADyT, + U*PUADy;

and
(ii) Isometry:
DrA*U*PUADy = D},, DrA*P+ADp = Dj,.

We say that the Type II Andé tuple (F,A, P,U) is a strong Type II Andé tuple if
item (i) is true in the strengthened form

(') PUADTy + PAADyp = U*PYAD;Ty + U*PUADy = ADr.

Finally let us say that the Ando tuple (F, A, P,U) is Schaffer-minimal if it is the case
that

T 0 " T, 0 "
ev; wPUADr Mpiyy.py) |evizU"P*ADr My.py.yepe 0

ni,n2>0

N [Hj(ifﬂ '

Let us note that both notions, Type II Andé tuple and strong Type II Andé tuple,
are coordinate-free in the following sense: if (F, A, P,U) is a Type II (respectively strong
Type II) Andé tuple for the commuting contractive pair (Ty,Te) and (F',A', P',U") is a
pre-Andé tuple for (T1,Ts) which coincides with (F,A, P,U) in the sense of Definition
{11 then (F',A',P',U’) is also a Type II (respectively strong Type II) Andé tuple for
(T1,T>). We shall see in Section below that the class of strong Type II Ando tuples
is strictly smaller than that of Type II Andé tuples.

Then we have the following result.

THEOREM 4.5.3. Let (T1,T2) be a commuting contractive operator-pair on a Hilbert space
H and (F,A,P,U) be a Type II Andé tuple for (T1,T3). Let (Y1,Y2) be any pair of
commuting unitaries on some Hilbert space Y. Let KCg be the space and Vg1, Vga on
KCs be the operators as in [@ILIM) above. Then (Vgi1,Vsz2) is a commuting pair of
isometries on ICs and is an Ando lift of (Th,Ts). In case (F, A, P,U) is a strong Type II
Andoé tuple, then in addition we have

T 0 0
Vs:=Vs1Vso=VsoVs1= |evi zADr M 0 |. (4.5.19)
0 0 7Y

If (Vg1,Vs2) is a minimal Ando lift of (Th,Tz), then Y = {0}, the Ando tuple
(F,A, P,U) is Schaffer-minimal, and [@E5IT) simplifies to
H Iy
= 1__[ = N
oo lul] ] o

(Vs1Va) = T, 0 T, 0
S0 V952 T levg s PUADr  Mpiyy.py|’ |evi zU*PEADr  My-py.p-pe
(4.5.20)
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and, in case (F,A, P,U) is a strong Type II Ando tuple, then the formula (EEI9) for
Vg :=Vg,1Vgo simplifies to
T 0

VS = VS,1VS72 = VS,QVSJ - eva;ADT Mg:

(4.5.21)

Conversely any minimal Ando lift (II, V1, Va) of (T1,T2) is unitarily equivalent (as

a lift of (Th,T2)) to an Andé lift of the form (@EL20)-EZI) coming from a Schiffer-
minimal, strong Type II Andé tuple for (Ty,T5).

Proof. A matrix computation from the formulas (£5.17) shows that

TiTy 0 0
Vs.1Vgo = [VS,1VS,2]21 MZ]: 0 (4.5.22)
0 0 Y1Ys

where
[Vs1Vszlor = evy zPUADT: + Mpiy, . pyevy zU*P-ADy
= evy 7PUADT, 4 evy P-ADy

=ev{ 5 (PUADsT, + P AD7) . (4.5.23)

Similarly one can compute that

T, 0 0
Vs2Vs1 = [VS72VS71]21 M, 0 (4.5.24)
0 0 YoV
where
[Vs2Vsilor = evy zU*PEADTy + (My-pyoy-pr @ evy zPUADy

= ev} »(U*PTADrTy + U*PUADy). (4.5.25)

We conclude that Vg1 Vg2 = Vg2Vg: exactly when the following system of equations
hold:

Ty =151,
Y1Ye = YoV,
PUADTy + PYADy = U*P-ADy Ty + U*PUADr. (4.5.26)

The first two equations are valid due to our assumptions that (71,7%) and (Y1, Y2) are
commuting pairs. Note that the last equation is just condition (i) in (Z52]) (the commu-
tativity condition).

In case (F,A, P,U) is a strong Ando tuple, then

[Vs1Vsz2l21 = [Vs2Vsi|a1 = evy zADr.
From (£522) and (£5.24) we read off that

T 0 0
Vs = V511Vs’2 = VS’QVSJ = evafADT MZ— 0
0 0 Y

where we set T =T1To =ToT; and Y = Y1Ys = Y5V
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We next argue that condition (ii) in Definition implies that Vg1 and Vg, are
isometries. Since [M(P L(;f“’ w ;) } is an isometry, to verify that Vs ; is an isometry it
suffices to check that the (1,1)-entry of V&,V 1 equals I3 and that the (1,2)-entry of
V5 1Vsis equal to 0, i.e., we need to show:

Tl*Tl + DTA*U*PBV()’]:BVSJ_—PUADT = Iy, DTA*U*PeVO,]:M(PL-i-zP)U =0.

The first identity is an immediate consequence of the first equality in condition (ii) (the
isometry condition) in Definition L5221 As for the second note that

DTA*U*PEVO,FM(PL.;_zP)U = DTA*U*PGVO,]:MPJ_U = DTA*U*PPLUBVO,]: =0

as wanted. Hence Vg ; is an isometry. Similarly one can show that V> is an isometry
by making use of the second part of condition (ii) in Definition This completes the
proof of the direct side of Theorem 5.3

If (Vs,1,Vs,2) as in (@5I7) is a minimal lift of (71, 7%), then

H H
m(F)| =\ Vv o
Yy ni,n2>0 0

From the triangular form of V4 and V5, we see that the right-hand side of this last display
H

is contained in {H;(}F )} . It thus follows that the space ) is trivial, the formulas in (Z5.17)
0

and ([£EI8) collapse to those in ([A520) and [@5.2])), and the minimality condition can
now be expressed as

] Y v -]

ni,n2>0
which is exactly the condition that (F, A, P,U) be Schéffer-minimal.

Conversely, suppose that (II,V;, V5) is a minimal Andé lift of the commuting con-
tractive pair (T1,7%). The discussion preceding the theorem tells us that the unitary
operator

Iy 0 o H o H
T [0 TBCL] = [’C@H} o= [HQ(}')}

transforms the commuting isometric pair (V1,V2) on K to the pair (Vg1,Vg2) on Kg
as given by [@EIT) with Vg = Vg1Vga = Vg2V as in (L5I]), where the tuple
(F,A,P,U) is as in condition (i) in Definition By reversing the analysis given in
the direct analysis, the fact that Vg1Vgo = Vg2Vg gives us the system of equations
(@E528) which then forces the commutativity condition (i) in Definition[45.2]) to hold, and
the fact that Vg1 and Vg 5 are isometries forces the isometry condition ((ii) in Definition
E52) to hold. Furthermore, the fact that by construction Vg = Vg1Vgo = Vg2oVg1
has the form (@5.19) forces the strong commutativity condition (i') in Definition 5.2) to
hold, so in fact (F, A, P,U) is a strong Type II Andé tuple. Furthermore, the assumption
that (ILs, Vg,1, Vg2) is minimal forces the space ) to be trivial and the tuple (F, A, P,U)
to be Schéffer-minimal (see Definition .5.2). m
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In parallel with Example [£2.7 for the Douglas-model Andé lift, we next introduce
some special cases of Ando lifts for illustrative purposes.

ExaMpPLE 4.5.4. Illustrative special cases for Schaffer-model Andé lifts

1. (T1,T2) = BCL1-model commuting isometric operator-pair: Suppose that
(Th,T5) = (V1,V2) is a commutative isometric pair, so Dy = 0. Then we get a Type
IT (strong or otherwise) Andoé tuple for (74,7%) simply by taking the coefficient space
F to be the zero space and hence all operators A: Dy — F, projection P on F and
unitary operator U on F are all zero. Then the Schéffer model for the lift becomes
(Vs1,Vg2) = (T1,T5), i.e., (T1,T>) is the minimal Andé lift of itself. The reader should
find the next special case to be more interesting.

2. (T1,T>) = adjoint of adjusted BCL2-model commuting isometric pair: We
have seen that any commuting isometric operator-pair (V4,V2) with product V = V1V,
equal to a shift can be modelled in the BCL2-model form:

(V17‘/27V) = (MU*PL+ZU*P)MPU+ZPLU7M,;:F) on HQ(]:) (4527)

where (F, P,U) is a choice of BCL tuple (F is a coefficient Hilbert space, P is a projection
and U is a unitary operator on JF). Let us introduce the space L?(F) consisting of
functions of the form ¢ — f¢) (with ¢ equal to the independent variable on the unit
circle T) such that f({) ~ > oo FnC™ with ez llfllE < oo. Then we can view
H?(F) as the subspace of L?(F) consisting of such L?(F)-functions f having negatively-
indexed Fourier coefficients equal to zero: fn = 0 for n < 0. Its Hilbert-space orthogonal
complement in L?(F) consists of L?(F) functions with nonnegatively-indexed Fourier
coefficients equal to zero: f, =0 for n > 0. Let us observe that the reflection operator

v f(Q) = CTHFCT)

is a unitary involution operator on L?(F) (so t = t~! = t*) which maps H?(F) unitarily

onto H?(F)* and H?(F)! unitarily onto H?(F). We can view elements of H?(F)~*
as analytic functions f(z71') = Y07, f_nz_” in the variable z~! with zero constant
term representing analytic functions on the exterior of the unit disk E = {1/z: z €
D\ {0}} U {oo} with value at oo equal to 0. Let us use the transformation

vy =t ry: HA(F) — H*(F)*

to transform the model operators [5.21) acting on H?(F) to a unitarily equivalent
version but acting on the space H?(F)*:

("71)"727‘7) :t+(V17‘/2)V)tI
= (MU*Pl-i-z*lU*PvMPU-{-z*lPJ-UaMz]_il) on H*(F)*. (4.5.28)

Let us summarize the analysis to this point: given any commuting isometric operator
pair (V1,Va) with product V.= V1Vy equal to a shift operator, there is a BCL tuple
(]-' P,U) so that (V1, Va) is unitarily equivalent to the commuting isometric operator-pair
(V1,Va) given by [@.5.28), and conversely any such pair (VA Vg) is a commuting isometric
operator-pair with product operator V=W equal to the shift operator VvV =MF 71 on
HA(F)*



Dilations and Models for Commuting Contractions 75

Suppose now that (71,T%) = (Vi*,V5") is the commuting pair of coisometries with
product T' = 11T = V*V5 equal to the adjoint of a shift operator. Then by the preceding
discussion we may assume that (V1,V2) = (V1,V2) is in the model form [@5.2]). Let us
compute

(T1, T2) = (V77 V5) (4.5.29)
= Pp2(r)+ (Mpruycpus Mpuicpiv)|mz(F)+s
T:= T1T2 = PH2(]:)LM&F|H2(]:)L (4530)
By inspection we see that
(U, Uz) := (Mpryicpu, Mputcpiv) on LZ(]:)
is a minimal commuting isometric (in fact commuting unitary) lift of (77, T») with product
L{1L{2 = MC on LQ(]:)

Our next goal is to fit this construction into the Schéffer model. For these computa-

tions we view H?(F)L as the subspace of L?(F) consisting of functions f of the form

fO=x,2, £.C™. Then compute:

Dr=D}=(I-TT): f(()= > JaC" > foa("

n=—1
We define A: Dy — F by, for f(¢) = 32,25 fuC™ € H2(F)*,
A: DTf = f_1€71 — f_1 e F. (4531)

Then A is a unitary operator from Dy onto F. We then define the model space KCg and
the model operators (Vg1, Vg2) as in ([EE520). Here the space X on which (71,7%) is

defined on H%(F)*, so Kg = [H;gf;L} has an easy identification with the space L?(F).
It is now straightforward to see that the block matrix decompositions for (Vs 1, Vg,2)
in (L520) amounts to the block matrix decompositions for the operators Ui, Us) with
respect to the decomposition of L?(F) as H2(F)t @ H?(F) and similarly the matrix
decomposition of Vg = Vg1Vgo in [@E2]) acting on H2(F)L & H?(F) is the same as
the matrix decomposition for the operator M on L?(F) with respect to the orthogonal
decomposition L?(F) = H?(F)t @ H?(F). By the necessity side of Theorem 5.3 it
follows that (F,A,P,U) is a strong Type II Ando tuple for (73,7%), as can also be
checked directly. This example gives the next simplest illustration (after #1 above) of
the Schéffer-like model for Ando lifts.

Given any commuting contractive operator-pair (77, 7%) on H, a special class of pre-
Ando tuples, called special Andé tuples, associated with the pair (77, 7T») as well as with
the adjoint pair (75, T5) was introduced in Section 3| (see Definition E3.2]). There we
saw that special Ando tuples for (75,75) are also Type I Andd tuples (see Theorem
M38) and hence led to an explicit construction of Ando isometric lifts for (77,7T%) via
the Douglas-model lift construction (see Theorem [.2.6]). We now show that, remarkably,
special Andd tuples for (T7,T3) are automatically also strong Type IT Ando-tuples, as
explained next.
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THEOREM 4.5.5. Suppose that (T1,Ts) is a commuting contractive operator-pair on H and
that (Fy, Ay, Py, Uy) is a special Ando tuple for (T1,Ts) constructed as in Definition[].3.2
Then (Fy, Ay, Py, Uy) is in fact a strong Type II Andé tuple for (Th,T»), i.e., conditions
(i) and (ii) in Definition are satisfied.

Proof. let (Fy, At, Py, Uy) be the special And6 tuple for (Th,7T%) constructed via the al-
gorithm explained in Definition We must verify that conditions (i) and (ii) in
Definition are satisfied. Let h be an arbitrary element of h. The computation
PiUiA+DrToh + Pi-AyDrh
= PUt(D, T3h @ Dy, Toh) + Pi-(Dg, Toh @ Dr,h)
= P:(Dr,Toh ® Dy, TiToh) + (0 ® Dp,h) = Dy, Toh & Dpyh = AyDrh
together with the computation
U (P-A+DrTy + PiUtA{Dr)h
= U{ (P~(Dr, ToTih ® Dy, Tyh) + PiUy(Dg, Toh ® Dr,h))
= U;((0® Dg, Thh) + Py(Dr, h © D, Thh))
= Ui ((0® D, Thh) + (D, h ©0)) = Ui (D1, h © D, Thh) = Ay Drh

verifies condition (i’). The following easy inner product computations for arbitrary h, h’ €

H
(DpAU{ PiUiA+Drh, h') = (PyUy Ay Drh, P,Ui Ay Drh')
= (Dp,h®0,Dp, 0 @ 0) = (D7, h, 1)
and
(DrA;P"A;Drh, by = (P{-A{Drh, PTA;Dph')
= (0® Dr,h,0® Dy, b') = (D7, h, ).
establish condition (ii). m
Notation 4.5.6. For a given commuting contractive operator-pair (71, 7%), the Andé lift
corresponding to the special Andd tuple of (T3, 7T%) given as in ([A520) will be denoted

by (Vi1, Viz) and V; = Vi1 Vie. Note that because any special Andé tuple of (71,7T%) is a
strong Type II Ando tuple, V; := V;1Vj2 is given by

Ty 0
evy sAiDr M,
REMARK 4.5.7. We have already noted that the definition of special Andoé tuple (whether
for (T1,T3) or for (T3, T5)) is constructive and hence in principal special Ando tuples are
easy to write down. In particular we are assured that the class of special Ando tuples for
(T1,T>») is not empty. Furthermore, Theorem combined with Theorem shows
us how to use special Ando tuples for (T7,7%) to construct a class of Andd isometric

(4.5.32)

lifts for a given commuting contractive operator pair (77, 7T%). In this way we arrive at
a second new proof of Andd’s theorem [3], via the Schéffer-model construction rather
than by the Douglas-model construction as in Theorem A priori it is conceivable
that the unitary equivalence classes of Ando isometric lifts arising via the Douglas-model
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construction from special Andoé tuples for (75, T%) are distinct from those arising via the
Schéffer-model construction from special Andé tuples for (77,7%).

REMARK 4.5.8. In parallel with the discussion in Remark concerning the choice of
BCL model in the construction of the Douglas model for an Andé lift of (73,7%), here
we discuss the choice of BCL model in the construction of the Schéffer model for an
Ando lift of (T1,Tz). In the representation for an Andoé lift (V1, V2) on K for a commuting
contractive pair (77,7T») on H C K, we could have used the BCL2 model (rather than
the BCL1 model) for (V1,V2)|cen to arrive at the unitarily equivalent Andé lift having
the form (ITg, Vi ,, Vi ,) where

(V{S,la VfS’,Qa VfS’) =

T 0 0 1> 0 0 T 0 O
Csl MU*PJ‘-‘,-ZU*P 0 3 CSQ MPU+zPJ~U O 5 Cs Mg: 0 . (4533)
Cut 0 Y, Cu2 0 Y, C, 0 Y

in place of ([L5L.0). Then the same analysis leading from [@55) to [@EI7) and (EE5IS)
would lead us instead to

(Vi1 Vo) = (4.5.34)
T 0 0 Ty 0 0
evy sU*PADr My-piy.y-p 0|, |evy zP*UADr Mpy,.pry 0| |,
0 0 Yi 0 0 Ya
T 0 0
Vs :=V5,Vsa=Vs,Vs, = |evi zADr M 0 |. (4.5.35)
0 0 Y

where we set T := 1115 = ToT11,Y =Y Y5 = Y5Y; and where A: Dy — F is an isometry;
let us note that a short-cut way to see this is to make use of the flip transformation f

given by BII0).
Conversely, for a collection of spaces and operators of the form ([{5.34), (E5.35) to
be an Ando lift of (T3, T5) requires the additional compatibility conditions

(a) Commutativity condition:
U*PAD7Ty +U*PrUADy = PXUAD7T, + PADr;
(b) Isometry condition:
DrA*PADy = D}, DrA*U*PrUADy = D3,;
(a’) Strengthened commutativity condition:
U*PADyTy + U*P*UADy = P*UAD7Ty + PADy = ADr.

We note that these equations are obtained simply by replacing (P,U) by (U*PU,U*)
(i.e., by applying the flip transformation § (B-II0)) in the conditions (i), (ii), (i’) in the
definition of Type IT And6 tuple (see Definition [L5.2)). Let us say that a pre-Andé tuple
for (Th,Tz) is a Type I Andé tuple for (Th,T>) if the modified compatibility conditions
(a), (b) hold, and is a strongType II' Andé tuple for (Ty,Tz) if the strengthened form of
these conditions (a’) (b) holds.
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Just as in the Douglas-model setting, the drawback of this alternative approach is
that a special Ando tuple for (77,75) need not be a strong Type II' Andd tuple for
(T1,T>), i.e., the analogue of Theorem with strong Type II' Ando tuple inserted in
place of strong Type 11 Andé tuple fails in general. For an explicit example we refer to
the Appendix (Section L8 below).

4.6. Strongly minimal Andé lifts via strongly minimal Andé tuples. We here
introduce the notions of strongly minimal Andoé tuple and strongly minimal Ando lift for
a commutative contractive operator-pair (71, T3).

DEFINITION 4.6.1. A pre-Andd tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T1,T>) is said to be strongly mini-
mal if the isometry A : Dy, — F is surjective. In case the pre-Andé tuple (F, A, P,U) is
a Type I or strong Type II And6 tuple and is strongly minimal as an Ando pre-tuple, we
say that (F,A, P,U) is a strongly minimal Type I (respectively strongly minimal strong
Type II) Ando tuple.

The companion notion strongly minimal Andé lift defined as follows.

DEFINITION 4.6.2. An Andd lift (II, V4, V3) of a commuting contractive pair (71, 75) is
said to be strongly minimal if it acts on the space KCog given by
ICO(] = \/ ‘/1”‘/2” RanII.
n>0

Note that, since Ran A = F for a strongly minimal pre-And6 tuple (F, A, P,U), it is
obvious that a strongly minimal pre-Andd tuple is Dougls-minimal (see Definition [£1.3).

The next result makes precise the strong correlation between these two notions of
strongly minimal.

THEOREM 4.6.3. Let (T1,T2) be a commuting contractive operator-pair acting on H.
Then:

1. (T1,Ts) has a strongly minimal Andé lift (I1, V1, Va) if and only if there is a strongly
minimal Type I Ando tuple for (T7,T5) In more detail, Theorem [].2.6] continues
to hold with the substitutions:

e Douglas-minimal Type I Andd tuple of (75,75) — strongly minimal Type I
Ando tuple of (T3, T3),
e minimal Ando lift of (77,7%) — strongly minimal Ando6 lift of (71, 75).

2. (T1,T%) has a strongly minimal Andé lift (11, V1, Va) if and only if there is a strongly
minimal strong Type II Andé tuple for (T1,T>). In more detail, Theorem [{.5.3
continues to hold with the substitutions

e Schiffer-minimal strong Type II Andé tuple for (77, 7») — strongly minimal
strong Type IT Ando6 tuple for (T1,T5),
e minimal Andé lift of (T1,T2) — strongly minimal Ando lift of (71, T%).

Thus exzistence of a strongly minimal Type I Andé tuple for (Ty,Ty) is equivalent to
existence of a strongly minimal strong Type IT Andé tuple for (T1,Ts).
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Proof of (1):. If (I1, V1, V3) is a strongly minimal Andd lift of (71, 7%), then by definition
V = V1V5 is a minimal isometric lift of T = T}T. By Theorem 2.6 the Andd lift
(I, V1, V) can be modeled as (IIp, Vp.1,Vp2) in (AZII) for some Douglas-minimal
Type I Andd tuple (Fi, A, Pi,Us) for (T7,T5). Consider the minimal isometric lift
(IIp,Vp) of T acting on Kp = [H;(ZT*)} as in §22 By the unitary equivalence of
any two Sz.-Nagy—Foias isometric lifts of a given contraction contractiion operator and
of the uniqueness of the implementing unitary transformation (see [43, Theorem 1.4.1]),
there is a unique unitary

T: [T' m] : {H2(DT*)} . [HQ(}'*)]

o1 T Q- Q-
such that

™ T MPr~ 0 M7 0 T T
W = ik (4.6.1)

T21 T 0 WD 0 WD T21 T

ad T12} |:ODT* T*] [(IH2 ® Ay)Op,. T*:|
) = ’ . 4.6.2
[m | Qr Qr- (4.6.2)

Applying Part (2) of Lemma BI2/to ([L6.J) we conclude that

IHz ®AI 0
= 0 T

for some unitary operators A’ : Dy« — F, and 77 : Qpr+ — Qr«. Equation (£6.2)
therefore yields

(IHz ®A/)ODT*,T* = (IH2 ®A*)ODT*,T*, (463)
7'Qr- = Qr- T'Wp=Wpr". (4.6.4)
Equating the constant coefficients in the series forms of (£G6.3]), we get A’ = A,. Conse-
quently, the Type I Ando tuple (Fi, As, Py, U,) is strongly minimal.
Conversely, suppose (Fx, Ax, P, U,) is a Type I Andd tuple of (75, Ty) such that
A, : Dy« — F, is a unitary. By the forward direction of Theorem 2.6 the isometric
operators IIp, Vp 1, Vp 2 given by

| Tpe ®A*)ODT*,T*:| ) {HQ(]:*)]
HD — |: QT* . H — QT* )

My-prizp) 0 } {M(P +ePtv. 0 D {HQ(]:*)]
Vi1, Vipa) = |0V (P+eP S SR
(Vb.1,Vpa) <[ 0 Wiy 0 Wil ) " | or-

constitute an Ando lift of (71, Tz). Note that the operator

[t e L) e

is unitary from [Hzg(ff* } onto [H;(T]: *)} since A, is unitary from Dy« onto F,, and has
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the properties

Igp2 @A 0 } [OD . T*] [(IH2 R A)Op.,. T*]
IIp = ™ = ™ =1II and
T { 0 Ionl| Qr Qr-
I ®A, O MPr= 0 M 0] [Ip2®@A 0
TVp = = =Vr,
0 Ig,. 0 Wp 0 Wp 0 Iog,.

where V = V1V, and (Ilp, Vp) is the Douglas-model minimal isometric lift of T = T1T5
as in §221 Consequently, the Andé lift (I, V;, Vo) of (T1,T5) is strongly minimal. This
completes the proof of (1).

Proof of (2): For this proof we use the Schéffer model rather than the Douglas model.
Suppose that (II,V1,V2) is a strongly minimal And6 lift of (73,7%). Since a strongly
minimal Andé lift is obviously minimal, by the converse part of Theorem [£5.3] we know
that there is a strong Type IT Ando tuple (F, A, P,U) of (T1,T») so that the lift (IT, V1, V3)
is unitarily equivalent to the Schéffer-model lift (ILg, Vg1, Vg 2) (£5.20) determined by
(F,A,P,U)

Ils = [Ig){] 3H—>KS:|:H;H]:):|a

V5959 =[x 0Dy o] v 0 or)
S sz evy PUANDr  Mpry.pyw] vy U P*ADr My (pi.pi
and also by ([£5.21)

T 0 H H

= = . N 4 .
Ve=Verver=|o: fape arr* Liite] ~ [iite) (10:)
By hypothesis, V' is a minimal lift of 7' = T775. On the other hand, consider the Schéffer-

model minimal isometric lift (Ilg, Vg) of T = T1T5, given by
Iy H T 0 H
Ils = : = =

s=[o] o nton) %= lipn ] o i)

(4.6.6)

as discussed in §2.I1 By the uniqueness of minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias lifts of single contrac-
tion operators [43] Theorem 1.4.1], there exists a unitary

=l 2 Laston) = Laoce)

intertwining the isometries in ([@L6.6) and [@G.5) and such that 7|y = Iy. Hence 7
is unitary with 717 = Iy forcing also 712 = 0, 721 = 0, so now 7 = [18" 722} with
Too: H?(D7) — H?(F) unitary. The intertwining condition thus becomes
Iy 0 T 0 | T 0 Iy O (4.6.7)
0 709 evaDTDT M?T a eva]_-ngDT Mf 0 A o

Comparing the (2,1) and (2,2) entries in the above matrices then gives
7—22€V37DTDT = eva]_-ADT, TQQMZDT = MfTQQ.

From the first equation we see that 795 takes constants into constants. From the second
equation we see that 7o is a multiplication operator. Putting these two conditions to-
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gether says that 799 is multiplication by a constant, i.e., To2 has the form 795 = Iz @ A’
for some A’: Dy — F. Further inspection of the first equation tells us that the constant
is A: A’ = A. Moreover, as observed earlier, 755 is unitary, i.e., the operator Iz ® A is
unitary. This then forces A to be unitary as an operator from Dr to F. This in turn
means that the tuple (F, A, P,U) is also strongly minimal as a Type II Andb tuple.
Conversely, let (F,A, P,U) be a strongly minimal strong Type II Andé tuple of the
pair (T1,7T5). By the forward direction of Theorem £53] for any Type II Ando tuple
(F,A,P,U) of (Th,T3), (Ils,Vs,1,Vsz2) given by (£520) is an Ando lift of (T3,T2)
with Vg := Vg 1Vg2 as in [@52]). The strongly minimal property of the Andé tuple
(F,A, P,U) means that the operator A: Dy — F is unitary, hence also the operator

=0 o] K= (o) L) = %o

is unitary. By definition we have

Iy 0 L [y
H — = :]___[
TS [o IH2®AH0] [0] s

and

e[ 0 T 01 T 0 1 [Ine 0
ST lo Im@A]levip, Dr MPT] T |levisADr MI|[ 0 Igp®A
=Vgr

i.e., the Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift (IIg, Vg) of T' is unitarily equivalent (via 7) to the Schéffer-
model minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift (I, Vs) of T', and hence the lift (ILs, Vg) must itself
also be minimal, meaning that the original Ando6 lift (II, V1, V) of (T1,T%) is strongly
minimal. This completes the proof of the theorem. m

We have noted in Examples .27 (Douglas version) and .54 (Schéffer version) that
commuting isometric operator-pairs with product operator equal to a shift and commut-
ing coisometric operator-pairs with product operator equal to the adjoint of a shift have
strongly minimal Type I Andé tuples (respectively, strongly minimal strong Type IT Ando
tuples). The restriction that the product be a shift or adjoint of a shift is not essential:
the result still holds without this restriction. On the other hand we have seen in item (3)
of Theorem that both Ty - Tp and Ty - Ty are regular factorizations if (71, 7T3) is a
commutative isometric operator-pair or a commutative co-isometric operator pair. The
next result shows that this confluence of observations is no accident.

THEOREM 4.6.4. A commuting contractive pair (T1,T») has a strongly minimal Ando lift
if and only if both factorizations Ty - To and T - T are regqular. In this case, there is a
unique strongly minimal canonical-form special Andé tuple of (T1,T%).

Proof. We note that the last statement in the theorem is simply a direct application of
item (2) in Corollary L30

Suppose that (T1,T») is a commuting contractive pair such that both T - Ty and Ty - T}
are regular factorizations. This means that both spaces Dy, and Ry, given by (£3.0)
are equal to the whole space Dy, @ Dr,. Thus both the operator A and the operator Afr
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given on a dense set by
A}: Dph = Dy, h @ Dp, Tih for h € H

define unitary operators from Dr onto Dr, & Dr,, and furthermore the operator Uy
defined densely by [@31) extends to define a unitary operator from Fy := Dy, & Dr,
onto itself. Define a projection P: on Dy, ® D, by

PTZfl@fzzfl@OfOI"f1EDTl,fQEDTz.

Then the collection
(Ft = Dr, ® Dy, Ay, Py, Uy = Up)

is a canonical-form special Andé tuple for (71,7%) which is also strongly minimal as an
Andb tuple. By Theorem 5] this is a strong Type II Andé tuple for (71, 7Tz). By Part
(2) of Theorem A.6.3] (T4, T2) has a strongly minimal Ando lift.

Conversely, suppose that (77, T») acting on H has a strongly minimal Ando lift which
we take to be of Schiffer type (IT = u3¢, V3, V2) with 13: H — K the inclusion map and
with (V1, V2) acting on the ambient space for the minimal isometric lift of T' = T3 T5:

K=\ V'V
n>0
We first note that with Vg :=V = V1 Vs,
DV;IC =Dy-H for 7=0,1,2. (4.6.8)

Indeed, if n > 1, then since Dy = (I — V;V}") we have
Dy V{"Vy" =0 = Dy, V3"Vi" and Dy V" = 0.
Furthermore note that the map w;: DTJ,* — va* given by
wj: DT;h — va*h for he H
for j =0,1,2 (here we set Ty = T1T5) is isometric: indeed, simply note that
IDv+hl? = (I = ViV )h,h) = |R]|* — |V} hl®

= ||h|? - ||T;‘h||2 (by the lifting property)

= (I = TjT;)h, h) = || D7 h|*.
Combining this with the observation [@G.8]), we see that each of the maps w; is unitary

from DT; onto va*. Focusing now just on the case 7 = 1,2 and defining the map
7: Dr: © Dry — Dy @ Dy, defined densely by

T: DTl*h D DTgk‘ — Dvl*h EBDV;IC,

we see that 7 so defined is also unitary.

On the other hand, since (V{*,V5") is a commuting coisometric pair, we know by
item (3) in Theorem that V}* - V5" is a regular factorization. Hence the operator
o : Dy« — Dy @® Dy, defined densely by

o: Dy«h— Dvl*VQ*h D sz*h
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is unitary as well. Now it just remains to read off from the definitions of the unitary
operators wg, 7 and ¢ that the isometry

AT* : Dpsh — DTl*TQ*hEBDTz*h

coincides with 7* o 0 o wy on a dense set, viz., {Dp+h : h € H}. Therefore A, must
be unitary and hence by definition, the factorization T} - T3 is regular, or equivalently
T - Ty is so. Now note that if (T7,T3) has a strongly minimal Andé lift, then so does the
pair (T, T1). Thus proceeding as above for the pair (T%,71), one can conclude that the
factorization Ty - Ts is regular. This completes the proof. m

It is not clear wheather the existence of a strongly minimal Ando lift for the commu-
tative contractive pair (77, T5) is eqivalent to the existence of a strongly minimal Andd
lift for the adjoint pair (77, T5). For the companion notion of existence of a strongly min-
imal And® lift, this invariance-under-adjoint property can be worked out via a systematic
calculation as follows.

THEOREM 4.6.5. Let (T1,T2) be a commuting contractive pair acting on H. Then (T1,Ts)
has a strongly minimal Andé lift if and only if (T, Ty) has a strongly minimal Andé lift.

Proof. Note that the two-way implications follow by symmetry once we establish one of
them. We suppose that (T1,75>) has a strongly minimal Andé lift and prove that then so
does (T7,Ty). Let (II, V4, V) be a strongly minimal And6 lift of (T3, T3), i.e., V1, Vs act
on K =V, <o {V"V5* Ranll}. By Lemma 3211 (V1, V2) has a unitary extension (W7, W)
acting on the space
K= \/{W]'W} RanII}
neZ

Let us set

K':=\/ Wi"W;" Ranll = \/ W*" RanlI, (4.6.9)

n>0 n>0
where we use the notation W = WiW;. We argue that K’ is a (Wj, W5 )-invariant
subspace; the geometry of the minimal dilation space as discussed in Section 2.3 will be
used here.
Let us consider the spaces

K.=KoRanll and K_=KoKk.
This induces a three-fold orthogonal decomposition of the space K':
K=K_®RanllaK,. (4.6.10)

Since (W1, Wa, W) is an extension of (V1, V2,V = V1V3) and (V4, V2) is an isometric lift
of (T1,Tz) we see that K = RanIl @ K, is invariant for (W, Wy, W). From the facts
that (V1,Va) is the restriction of (Wy, W3) to K and that (V1,V3) is a lift for (71,7%) on
K (with embedding operator IT), we see that Ky is also invariant for (W7, Wa, W) and
furthermore, that, with respect to the three-fold orthogonal decomposition (LG.10) of the
space K', (W7, Wa, W) have block lower-triangular 3 x 3 matrix decompositions of the
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form
* 0 0 * 0 0
W= |« IITI* 0|, W;= |+ IIT;II* 0| forj=1,2. (4.6.11)
* * * * * *

From these lower-triangular decompositions, we see that the space K_ & Ranll is a
(Wi, W5, W*)-invariant subspace.
We claim next that
K- @®RanTl= \/ W*"RanIl =: K’ (4.6.12)
n>0
The containment
K- ®RanlI> \/ W*" RanTl
n>0
is clear since we have seen that X_ @ RanII is invariant for W*. But from the definitions
we have
K= \/ W"Ranll, Ranll® K, = \/ W" RanII.
nez n>0
Combining these forces us to the conclusion that in fact we recover _ @ RanlIl C K as
K_@RanTl= \/ W"RanTl = \/ W*" RanII
n<0 n>0
and the claim (Z6.12) follows. Therefore

(‘/1/) VYQ/) = (Wl*a W2*)|’C'

is a pair of commuting isometries. By taking adjoints of the block matrices in (G611
we see that (IT, V{, VJ) is an Ando lift of (75, Ty) acting on the space K_ @ RanIl = K’
equal to the space for the minimal isometric lift for 7%, i.e., (II, V{,,V3) is a strongly
minimal Ando lift of (77, 7T%) as wanted. m

Let us recall that the first part of Theorem uses the Douglas model to obtain
a criterion for (71,7%) to have a strongly minimal Andoé lift in terms of the existence
of a particular kind of And6 tuple for (77, T%), while the second part uses the Schéffer
model to obtain a criterion for such a strongly minimal Andoé lift, but now in terms of
the existence of a particular type of Andd tuple for (71,7%). But by Theorem we
know that the existence of a strongly minimal Ando6 lift for (71, 7%) is equivalent to the
existence of such a lift for (77, T5). Hence we may interchange (731, T5) with (75, 7%) in
either part of Theorem 6.3 and still have a valid statement. If we enhance Theorem G.3|
and succeeding theorems with these observations, we arrive at the following summary of
all these results.

COROLLARY 4.6.6. Let (T1,T3) be a commuting contractive pair.
1. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) (T1,Ts) has a strongly minimal Ando lift.
(ii) There is a strongly minimal Type I Andé tuple of (T, T5).
(i1i) There is a strongly minimal strong Type II Ando tuple of (Th,T3).
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(iv) Both factorizations T =Ty -Ts and T = Ts - Ty are regular. In this case, there
is a unique strongly minimal canonical special Andé tuple of (T1,T%).

2. If (T1,Ts) is replaced by (T, T5) in the above statements, then the corresponding
statements are all mutually equivalent with each other and with any of the state-
ments in part (1) above.

In the next Section we give yet another statement equivalent to any of the statements
in Corollary L6.6] in terms of the Fundamental-Operator pair for (T1,7%) or (15, Ty ).

4.7. Strongly minimal Andé lifts and Fundamental-Operator pairs. Here we
introduce the notion of Fundamental-Operator pair (F1, Fy) for a commuting contractive
operator-pair (T1,7%); sucj a notion has already been introduced and had an impact in
the related theory of symmetrized-bidisk contractions [I6] and tetrablock contractions
[15]). We first need a preliminary lemma.

LEMMA 4.7.1. Let (Th,T2) be a commuting contractive pair acting on H and T = T1Ts.
Then a pair of operators Fy, Fy on the defect space Dt satisfies the pair of equations

Ty — T;T = DyF\Dy, Ty—T;T = DrFyDr. (4.7.1)
if and only if F1, Fy satisfies the pair of equations
DTy = FADr + F5 DT, DrTy = FoDr + Fy DrT. (4.7.2)
Furthermore, the solution of either pair {11 or [@T2) is unique.

Proof. Let us suppose that the operator pair (F, F») solves ([{Z.1). We wish to prove
that the same (F}, Fy) also solves ([7.2)), Let us consider only the first equation in ([L7.2)
for the moment. Since Dr is an injective, bounded operator on Dp, the solution set of
the first equation in [{7.2)) is unaffected if we multiply the equations [@Z72)) on the left
by Dr. In particular, multiplying the first equation in ([EZ.2)) on the left by Dt results
in

(I -=T*T)Ty = Dy Fy Dy + Dy Fy D7T.
Now use that (Fy, F3) solves (L7]]) to eliminate Fy and F; and rewrite this as
(=TT = (Ty - 15T) + (T3 = T"T)T
=T —-T"'T=(I-T"TT,
which is just an identity in 77, T3, and T' = T1T5, and we conclude that the first equation

in ([EZ2) holds. A similar computation (which amounts to switching the roles of the
indices (1, 2)) verifies that second equation in ([7.2)) holds. We conclude that any solution

of (@) is also a solution of ([E7.2).

Conversely, suppose that Fy, Fo € B(Dr) solves the system ([@7.2) and we wish to
show that the same Fy, F» solves the system (ZCI]). Multiply both equations in ([@T.2)
on the left by D to get the pair of equations

(I-T*T)Ty, = DyFyDp+ Dy F; DT,  (I—T*T)Ty = DpFyDy+ DpFrDrT. (4.7.3)
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Our goal is to solve this system for D Fy; D and Dy Fs D7 and then arrive at the equa-
tions (7)) written in reverse order:

DyF\Dy =Ty —T;T, DyFyDp =Ty —T;T. (4.7.4)
We shall give the details only for the first equation as the verification of the second is
completely similar.
Let us take the adjoint of the second equation in ([@73)) and solve for DrFy Dr to
get
DyrFyDp =T5(I —-T*T) —T*DyrFyDy.
Plugging this back into the first equation in (73] then gives us
(I — T*T)Tl = DrFiDr + TQ* (I — T*T)T —T*DyrFyDrT. (475)

We now have Dy Fs D eliminated and this becomes an equation for the single unknown
Dy FyDy: if we set

Sy = DyFi Dy, Y = —TT)Ty — T;(I — T*T)T, (4.7.6)
with X1 now the unknown, then ([@7H) has the form
S - TS T =Y. (4.7.7)

Rewrite this as X1 = T*X1T + Y, plug in this expression for ¥; back into the right-hand
side, and iterate to get

N
Sy =TS, TN 4 Y T YT for all N = 0,1,2, ... (4.7.8)
n=0
If it is the case that TVH1X;TN+! tends to 0 (say in the weak operator topology), then
we can take limits on both sides of [@Z.8) to arrive at a formula for X;:

o0
Y = Z T*"YT™.
N=0

To analyze this further, let us recall the precise formulas (78] for what ¥; and Y
are for our case here. Thus ([LT8)) specializes to

N
DyFy Dy = TN Dp FyDp TN 4 Y T (1 = T*T)Ty — T3 (I = T*T)T)T™. (4.7.9)
n=0
Let us note next that, for each h € H, the following series is telescoping:
N N N
D IDrT )P =Y (T*"(I = T*T)T"h.h) =y (IT"hlf* — | 7" h]?)
n=0 n=0 n=0

= [|hll* = 1T A%

As T is a contraction, |[T™V*'h|? is decreasing and bounded below by zero and hence
convergent. In particular we see that the series 271:/:0 || DT™h]||? is convergent for each
h € H. By the n-th term test it follows that lim, . ||D7rT™h|* = 0. It follows that the
operator sequence T*NHL D Fy DTN+ certainly converges to 0 in the weak operator
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topology. We conclude from ([{7.9) that we have solved for Dy Fy Dr:
[ee]
DrFy Dy = Z T ((I -=T*T)Ty — T3 (I = T*T)T)T" (4.7.10)
n=0
with the infinite series converging in the weak operator topology.

It remains only to show that the sum of this series is actually equal to Th — T5T,
i.e., that F} satisfies the first of equations [ 7.1]). Let us recall from Section E2.1] that
lim,, 0o T*"T™ exists in the strong operator topology with limit denoted as Q2 (with
Qr then set equal to the unique positive semi-definite square root of Q%) and moreover,
given that T' = T; - T5 is a commuting, contractive factorization of T, we then also have
the three identities

Q% =T*Q%T, Q3 =T7Q3T), Q% =TyQ%Ts. (4.7.11)
Moreover, due to the telescoping property of the sequence of partial sums, we see that
N
n=0
and hence also -
ST (I-TTT =1 - QF
n=0

with convergence in the strong operator topology. Let us rewrite [@7.I0) as

(o] [ee]
Dy Dy =Y T*I -T*T)T" = > T*"T5(I — T*T)TT". (4.7.12)
n=0 n=0

The first term on the right-hand side of ({712 is

o0 oo
Z (I — T*TY[YT" = <Z T (I — T*T)T") T, =(I-Q3)T)
n=0 n=0

while the second term (without the minus sign) on the right-hand side is

oo [ee]
S T Ty(I - TT)TT" = T (Z (I — T*T)T") T

n=0 n=0

=Ty (Z (I — T*T)T") T =T5(I — Q3)T.
n=0
Collecting terms and recalling ([E7.TT) then gives
DrFDy = (I — Q3T — T(I - Q3)T =Ty — QAT, — T{T + T{QA LTy
=T - Q4 ~T5T+ Q3T =T, — T5T

as required.

It remains to show that solutions of (@71 (or equivalently of [@T2)) are unique
whenever they exist. As for ([L7.2)), uniqueness is immediate from the fact that F; and
F, are taken to be operators on Dr and the fact that Dr|p, is an injective bounded

operator on D with dense range. It is possible to give a direct proof of the uniqueness of
solutions of (L7.2) by showing that the only solution of the homogeneous equation is the
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zero solution; however, this proof is rather elaborate (much like the proof of the existence
of a solution for (£T7.2)). A much shorter proof is to note that this uniqueness follows
immediately from the equivalence between solutions of (71 and [@72) together with
the uniqueness of solutions of (L7.1]) already observed. m

Solutions of (L)) are fundamental for later developments, so we now formally give
them a name. Existence of such solutions for any commuting contractive pair will be
shown shortly.

DEFINITION 4.7.2. Given a commuting contractive operator-pair (77,7%), the unique
solution pair (F1, Fy) in B(Dr) (where T' = T1T%) of the pair of operator equations
(@T) is called the Fundamental-Operator pair of (Th,Tz).

We are now ready to prove the existence of a Fundamental-Operator pair for a com-
muting contractive operator-pair (77, T2). We note that this theorem is already proved in
[10, Theorem 3.2], where it was shown that the result is actually true for a tuple of any
finite number of commuting contraction operators. However, the proof there appeals to
the parallel result for the case of I'-contractions (a commuting operator pair (71, 7%) hav-
ing the symmetrized bidisk as a spectral set) whereas here we give three direct proofs for
the setting of a commuting contractive pair. We take full advantage of the 2-dimensional
dilation theory (i.e., the existence of an Ando lift for a commuting contractive pair) to
arrive at the new proofs.

THEOREM 4.7.3. Let (T1,T3) be a commuting contractive pair acting on H and T = ThTs.
Then a Fundamental-Operator pair of (T1,T) in the sense of Definition[[. 7.2 exists, i.e.,
there exists a unique pair of contraction operators F1,Fy € B(Dr) satisfying (@711 (or

equivalently, by Lemma[{.7.1, (E1L2)).

Proof. We shall give three proofs of this result.

First Proof via Andd’'s Theorem: We first consider two illustrative special cases, and then
use the second special case to prove the result for the general case.

Case 1. (T1,T3) = (V4,V2) is a commuting isometric pair. Note that in this case
(7)) is obviously true since both sides of ([T are actually zero.

Case 2. (T1,Tz) = (V;*,V5) is a commuting co-isometric pair. To handle this case,
one can apply the Berger-Coburn-Lebow model for the isometric pair (Vi,V2) and then
directly compute. It suffices to assume that the product V' = V1 V5 is a shift, since the
unitary part washes out when computing the operators Vi — V5V, Vo — V1V* as well as
the defect operators Dy, Dy,, Dy, as seen from Case 1. Recall the notation evo » (Z11])
for the operator of evaluation-at-0 from H?(F) to F.

If we use the BCL1 model

(Vi,Va) = (Iyz ® P*U + M. ® PU, Iy2 @ U*P + M, ® U*P*) on H*(F),
one sees that
Vi = WVV* = (I = M.M}) @ U*P*+ = Dy-ev, zU* P evo rDy-.

while
V; - WV = (IH2 — MZM;) ® PU = DVerS’]_-PUeVo’]:DV*
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leading to the operators
= evan*PLevofbV*, Fy = evy xPUevq 7|p,. € B(Dv+) (4.7.13)
being the unique solutions of the Fundamental-Operator equations [@7.1]). However, if
we use the BCL2 model
(Vi,Va) = (Ig2 QU*P+ + M, @ U*P, Iy>» ® PU + M, ® PLU) on H?(F),
one gets
Vit = VoV* = (Iy2 — M.M}) ® P+U = Dy~ev{, zPUevo zDy-
while
‘/2* - V1V* = (IHz — MZM;) & U*P = Dv*eVS’}-U*PeVO’]:Dv*
leading to unique solutions Fy, F» of the fundamental equations [@7.1]) for this case being
given by
Fy =ev) P Uevo 7lp,., F»=ev{zU*Pevor|p,. € B(Dy+). (4.7.14)
Note that one can go from ([L.713) to ({7I4) by replacing (P, U) in (ZTI3) by its flipped
version (PF,UT) = (U*PU,U*) to arrive at the version (@TI4) for the fundamental
operators.
To avoid this phenomenon of the formula for the Fundamental-Operator pair (F, F»)
depending on the choice of representation of the coisometric pair (V;*, V5), we can apply
the canonical version Theorem B.1.7 of the BCL model by expressing the fundamental

operator pair (F, Fy) directly in terms of (V1,Va) as follows. By part (4) of Theorem
BI7 a BCL1 tuple for (V4,Vs) is (Dy+, P,U) with

P = Dvl* Dy U= (‘/isz* + Dvl*‘/;)'Dv*' (4715)

Let us also observe here that when we take 7 = Dy «, then the operator evg p,, . acting
from H 2(Dw) to Dy« when restricted to Dy~ amounts to the identity operator:
evo Dy« Dy = IDyn -
Plugging the values for (P,U) given by (7.10) into the the expressions (@ 7.I3)) for the
corresponding Fundamental Operators and noting that P+ = ViDy; Vi*|p,,. then gives
us expressions for F; and Fy directly in terms of (V7,V3):
Py =evip,, (Dv; Vi" + VaDyy ) (Vi Dy Vi')evo py. Ipy. = Dvy Vi'|py,.
while
Fy =evyp,. Dv: (ViDy; + Dy V5 )evo 7lp,.. = Dy V5 |p,.

arriving at the formulas

Fy = Dy;V{|p,., F2=Dv:Vy|p,. (4.7.16)

We leave it to the reader to verify that, if we instead use the BCL2 model for (V7, V2)
to get the expressions (£714]) for the Fundamental Operators, and then plug into these
expressions the canonical values (P, U) in(.1.22) for the BCL2 model for the commuting
isometric pair (V1, V2)

P =V3Dy:Valp,., U= (Dy:Vi* +VaDy-Vy)lp,., (4.7.17)
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then the resulting expression for (Fy, Fy) expressed directly in terms of (Vi,Va) turns
out to be exactly the same as in ([L7I6). Alternatively, once one identifies the candidate
(TI6), one can compute directly that it works:

Vi = VaV* = Dy-Dy; Vi Dy, V5 —ViV* = Dy-Dy:Vy Dy-. (4.7.18)

It suffices to verify the first equation as then the second follows by interchanging the roles
of the indices 1, 2. Note first that

Vit =WV =V = WLVy Vi = Dy, V7.
Furthermore

ViDy Vit = ViV (I = VaVy )V =0
and we conclude that

Dy« Dy Vi = Dy, V"
Similarly
Dy, Vi'VV* = Dy ViViWbV* = (I — VL V5 )VaV* =0
and hence we also have
Dy Vi"Dy = Dy Vi"(I = V*V) = Dy, V7",

Putting all the pieces together we get the first of equations ([7.I]) as expected.

Case 3: The general case. Now let (T1,7%) be any commuting contractive pair acting
on a Hilbert space H. By Andé’s theorem, we know that (77,7, ) has an Ando lift
(I1, V1, Vo) with II: H — K and Vi, V5 acting on K. For notational convenience, we may
assume II = [Igf }, i.e. H C K. Recall that the lifting property can be reformulated as

V|4 =Tj for j = 1,2, and hence also V*|y = T. (4.7.19)

where we set V =V Vo =WV and T =TTy = T T5.
For h € ‘H we then have

IDv-h|[* = (h,h) = (V*h,V*h) = (h,h) — (Th,Th) = | Drh|/*.
We conclude that the map A: Dy — Dy« defined densely by

A: Drh — Dy-h (4.7.20)
is an isometry. From this definition, we can also write
Dy«|y = ADr. (4.7.21)
Taking adjoints then gives
Py Dy« = DrA*. (4.7.22)

From Case 2 above we know that there are fundamental operators (FYY, FyY) for the
commuting coisometric pair (V;*, V5) for the record by ([@7I6) given by

FY = Dv;V{lp,.. F =Dv:V5|p,.
which by definition satisfies the equations

Vi = VoV* = Dy-FY Dy~, Vy —ViV* = Dy-Fy Dy-.
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Let us compress both sides of each of these equations to the subspace H C K to get

Py (Vi —=VaV*)|y = Py Dy-FY Dy« |, Py(Vy = ViV*)|ly = PyDy-Fy Dy.|y.

(4.7.23)

Making use of the identities ([A.7.19) then leads us to
Py(Vi' =WVl =Th =TT, Pu(Voy =ViVT )l =T = TV'T.
On the other hand, the identities (£7.21]) and [7.22]) gives us
PyDy-FY Dy-|y = DrA*FYADy, PyDy-Fy Dy-|y = DrA*FyY ADr.
Plugging these last two collections of identities back into (.23 then gives us
T, —T3T = DpA*FY ADy, Ty —T;T = DpA*FY ADy
and we conclude that the operator pair
Fi=AFYA, F,=AFYA

serves as the fundamental-operator pair for the commuting, contractive pair (71,7%) as
desired.

Second Proof via Type | Andd Tuples: Here we prove:

o If (F,A,P,U) is a Type I Ando tuple for (T1,T5), then the fundamental operator
pair (F1, Fy) for (T1,T) can be given by

Fy = A*PYUA, F, = A*U*PA. (4.7.24)

By Lemma 71 to find the fundamental operator pair, it suffices to find a pair of
operators Fy, Fy € B(Dr) so that (Fy, Fy) solves (7.2 rather than (7). To see this,
note that by Definition 225 (F, A, P,U) being a Type I Andd tuple for (71, T>) means
that

PLUADy + PUAD7T = AD¢Ty, U*PADy +U*PYADyT = ADrTy.  (4.7.25)

Multiply each of these equations on the left by A* to get the equations [ 72) with Fy, Fy
as claimed.

Third Proof via Type Il Andd Tuples: As in the Second Proof, we actually prove the
following assertion:

o If (F,A,P,U) is a strong Type II Andé tuple for a commuting contractive pair
(Ty,Tz), then the fundamental operator pair (Fi,Fy) for (Ty,Tz) is given as in

ET24).

In the first step of the following computation we make use of the two expressions for ADp
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given by condition (') in Definition
DrA*PTUAD7 = (ADr)*PHU(ADr)
= (PUADsTy + PLADy)* PHU(U*PLADLT, + U*PUADy)
= (Ty D A*U*P + DpA* PH)PH(PHAD7Ty + PUADy)

= DrA*P*ADTy
= D3, T' (by the second equation in Definition (i)
T

Similarly, in the first step of the next computation, we use the two expressions for ADp
given by condition (i’) in Definition 5.2 but in reverse order:

DrA*U*PAD7 = (AD7)*U*P(ADr)
= (U*PLADyT, + U*PUAD7)*U* P(PUAD1Ty + PYADy)
= (T} Dy A* P+ + DpA*U* P)P(PUADT, + PHADy)

= DprAN*U*PUADTT,
= D7, T (by the first equation in Definition (ii) )
- Ty —TIT.

This establishes the claim and completes the proof of Theorem 7.3l =

The following theorem gives a characterization of existence of a strongly minimal Andé
lift for a commuting contractive pair (T7,75%) in terms of the fundamental-operator pair
(Fy, Fy) for (Th,Tz). The condition (A7.20) on the Fundamental-Operator pair (F, F»)
for (T4, T?) is yet another equivalent condition that one can add to the list of equivalent
conditions in Corollary 6.6

THEOREM 4.7.4. Let (T1,Ts) be a commuting contractive pair acting on H. Then (Ty,T5)
has a strongly minimal Andé lift if and only if its Fundamental-Operator pair (F1, Fy)
satisfies the system of equations

FFy=0=FRF, F'F+FRF =Ip, =F\F +FF. (4.7.26)

Proof. Suppose that (T1,T>) has a strongly minimal Ando6 lift. By Part (2) of Theorem
63 (T1,T2) has a strongly minimal strong Type II Andé tuple, say (F,A, P,U). By
the Third Proof of Theorem T3, (Fy, Fy) = (A*PLUA,A*U*PA) is the fundamental
operator pair for (71, T5). Since A here is a unitary, it is now a matter of easy computation
to check that Fy, F5 satisfy equations (£7.20)).

Conversely, suppose F, Fy satisfy equations ([{L7.26]). Apply Lemma BTl to (Fy, Fy)
to get a projection P and a unitary U on Dr such that (Fy, F») = (P+U,U*P). Since
(Fy, F») is the fundamental operator pair for (T7,T5), we have

T, —T;T = DrPLUDy, Ty —T;T = DyU*PDr, (4.7.27)
DrTy, = P*UDr + PUDsT, DrTy=U*PDr+U*P+DrT. (4.7.28)

We now unfold these equations to show that (Dr,Ip,,P,U) is a (strongly minimal)
strong Type II Andé tuple for (71,7%). Then by Part (2) of Theorem we will be
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done. Multiply both sides of the second equation in ([{Z.28) on the left by D7 PU to get
DyrPUD7Ty = DrPDr.
Combining this with the adjoint of the second equation in (7.21) then gives us
DrP+Dr = D2 — DrPDy = D% — DpPUD7T,
= -T*T)—(Ty — T*T\)T» = D7, . (4.7.29)

This is the second isometry condition in Definition 5.2 (here A = Ip,,.).
For the other isometry condition, we multiply both sides of the first equation in

@728) on the left by D7U* P+ to get
DrU*P+DyTy = DrU*PHUDy.
Combining this with the adjoint of the second equation in (7.27) then gives us
DyU*PUDy = D% — DypU*PLUDy = D% — DrU*P+DyTy
=1-TT — (I} — T*T»)T\ = D7,. (4.7.30)
By Definition 5.2 it just remains to show that
Dy = PUD{T, + P Dy = U*P+DyTy + U*PUDr.

Since this is an operator equation form Dr into D and Dy is injective on Dr, the above
will hold if and only if

D2 = DpPUDrTy + DpPtDy = DyU* P DTy + DrU*PU Dy

holds. In view of equations ([{7.27), [ 7.29) and (£30), the above equations boil down
to the operator equations

Di=T5(I-TiT)To+ (I = T5To) =T5 (I — T5To)Ty + (I — T1Th),

which is true as observed before in [£3.3). Consequently, (Dr, Ip,., P,U) is a strongly
minimal strong Type II Andé tuple for (T7,7%) and therefore by Part (2) of Theorem
63 (T1,T>) has a strongly minimal Andd lift. This completes the proof. m

REMARK 4.7.5. We have noted in Examples 2.7 and [£5.4] that a commuting isometric
pair (V1,V2) as well as a commuting co-isometric pair (V;*, V") has a strongly minimal
Ando lift. As a further exercise, we now verify how this can also be seen as an application
of Theorem [L.74]

We have seen in the course of the First Proof of Theorem 7.3 that a commuting pair
of isometries (Vi, V2) has a trivial fundamental operator pair (Fy, Fz) = (0,0) acting on
the zero space Dy« while a commuting pair of coisometries (Vi*, V") has fundamental-
operator pair (Fy, F») given explicitly by

Fiy = Dy Vi<|py., Fa=Dy;V{|p,.. (4.7.31)

For the case of a commuting isometric pair (V4, V2) we conclude that condition (@726
holds trivially and hence (by Theorem [L74) (V7,V3) has a strongly minimal isometric
lift (namely, itself).
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For the case of a commuting coisometric pair (Vi*,V5), one can check directly that
(F1, Fy) given by (T3] satisfies (I7.26): e.g.
FyFy = Dy; Vi Dy Vi'lp,. = (I = VoV )V (I = ViVi)VS D,
= (I Vi) Vi (1~ AVi)Vy [y, = 0 since V;' (T — Vi1y') = 0

and similarly
FBE =0.

Furthermore
F{Fy + B Fy = (Vi(l = VoV )V + (I = ViV )V Vo (I = ViVY)) |y,
=MV =VV )+ T =ViV])lp,. = T =VV)|p,. = Ip,.

and similarly
FlFl* + F2*F2 = I’DV*-

As of this writing, we do not have an example of a Type I Ando6 tuple which is not
special or of a strong Type II Ando tuple which is not special. In the next chapter, we
produce an example of a Type II Ando tuple which is not strong Type II (and hence
not special): see Proposition 5311 There we shall also see that whenever (T3, T») has at
least one strongly minimal Type I or strongly minimal strong Type II Andé tuple, then
any minimal Type I or minimal strong Type II Ando tuple is actually strongly minimal
and coincides with the unique strongly minimal canonical-form special Ando tuple (see
Theorem and Corollary The next result shows that within the category of
strongly minimal Andoé tuples, any Type I or strong Type II Andoé tuple is in fact special.
We include this result here as it illustrates how use of the Fundamental-Operator pair
leads to explicit formulas.

THEOREM 4.7.6. Every strongly minimal Type I or strongly minimal strong Type II Andé
tuple of a commuting contractive pair coincides with a special Andé tuple.

Proof. Let (T1,T3) be a commuting contractive pair and (F, A, P,U) be a strongly mini-
mal Type I Ando tuple of (T3, 7%). Then by Part (1) of Theorem 6.3 and Theorem [£.G.5]
(T1,T>) has a strongly minimal Ando6 lift. By Theorem [L6.4] there is a strongly minimal
special Ando tuple of (11, T5), call it (Fi, Ay, Pr, U;); note that Fi here is just the space
Dr, @ Dr,. By Definition BT} we will be done if we can find a unitary 7 : 7y — F such
that

7-Av=A and (P,U)= (P, 7U:T"). (4.7.32)

Set 7:= AAY : Fy — F. This is a unitary because both At and A are unitary. First, note
that A = AAY - A;. Therefore the first equation in (L.7.32)) is achieved. Second, since a
special Andd tuple is of Type I (see Theorem 3.8, by the Second Proof of Theorem

E73] both the pairs
(A*PYUAA*U*PA) and  (AjP;UiAt, ATUS PiA;)

are the fundamental operator pair for (77,75%). Since the fundamental operators are
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unique, we must have
A*PTUA = AjP;-UiA;  and  A*U*PA = AjU; PiA;. (4.7.33)
Adding the first of these two equations with the adjoint of the other, we get
A"UA = AfUsA;  or, equivalently, U = AA}-U; - AjA”.
Using this expression of U in the second equation of ([L733) and simplifying we get
P = AAY - Pp - AfA"

Therefore the second set of equations in (£732) is also established. This shows that
the strongly minimal Type I Andé tuple of (T1,7%) coincides with the special strongly
minimal Ando tuple (F, Ay, P, U;) via the unitary AAY : Fy — F.

Via a similar analysis using Theorem 5.5l and the Third Proof of Theorem 7.3l one

can show that every strongly minimal strong Type II Ando tuple coincides with a special
strongly minimal Andé tuple. m

The following result shows how one can recover Andd tuples (up to coincidence) for
a commuting contractive pair (77, T%) from the Fundamental-Operator pair (Fy, F5) for
(Ty,Tz), at least for the case where (T1,7») has a strongly minimal Andé dilation.

PROPOSITION 4.7.7. Let (T1,T%) be a commuting contractive pair and (Fy,Fy) be its
Sfundamental-operator pair. Then every strongly minimal strong Type II Andé tuple of
(Th,T) coincides with (Dr, Ip,., F5 Fa, F5 + Fy). The same assertion holds for a strongly
minimal Type I Ando tuple of (T, T5) as well.

Proof. Let (F,A,P,U) be a strongly minimal strong Type II And6 tuple of (T3,T5).
Since A is a unitary and we are interested in the coincidence envelope of strongly min-
imal Andé tuples, without loss of generality we can suppose that the Ando tuple is
(A*F, A*A, A*PA, A*UAN) = (Dr, Ip,, P, U). By the Third Proof of Theorem 7.3
the fundamental operators for (71, T) then are (Fy, Fy) = (P+U, U*P). This readily im-
plies that Fy + Fy = U and hence P = (Fy + F5)Fy = Fy F5. Similarly, using the Second
Proof of Theorem 73] one can prove the assertion for a strongly minimal Type I Ando
tuple of (T7,7%). m

4.8. Appendix: examples. 1. Example of a special Ando tuple which is not a
Type I' Ando tuple.

Recall from Remark 3.9 that a pre-Andd tuple (F, A, P,U) for the commuting con-
tractive pair (T}, T5) is said to be a Type I’ Ando tuple for (T5,T5) if the system of
equations ([317) - E3I2) holds:

U*PADp.T* + U*P*ADp. = AD7. T,
PLUAD7.T* + PUNDy. = AD7-Ty. (4.8.1)

We now complete the discussion in Remark [4.3.9] by showing that it can happen that
there is a special Ando tuple which is not a Type I’ Andé tuple.
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To construct an example, proceed as follows. Let (T7,T2) be the BCL2-model com-
muting isometric pair associated with the BCL-tuple (F, P,U):

Ty = (I @U*PH) + (M, @U*P), Ty= (Ig> ® PU) + (M, ® P*U). (4.8.2)

Then the product isometry T = T1Ts = T5T, is T = MZ}- and the defect operator Dy« is
the projection to the constant functions in H2(F): Dy« = evy revo, r.
Let the map A be given by

A= eVO,]—'|DT* : Dy — F.

As was discussed in item (1) of Remark 27 the collection (F,A, P,U) is a Type I
Ando tuple for (T, T%) having the additional property that A is unitary (rather than
only isometry). For the ensuing discussion

ET17T2 = (]:a A7 P7 U) (483)

refers to this specific choice of Andd tuple constructed as above from (T3, T%) = (V4, Va).

It is possible to find a unitary transformation 7: F — Dr; © Dry which implements
a coincidence between the Type I Ando tuple (F, A, P,U) and a canonical-form special
Andb tuple (F', A, P’,U’"), but instead we present a higher-brow argument which uses
some general principles which are developed later in this exposition. As we have already
observed above, the embedding operator A: Dy — F is actually unitary (i.e., a surjective
isometry) which means in the terminology of Definition L6 Tlthat (F, A, P,U) is a strongly
minimal Ando tuple for (77, T5) and that the Douglas-model Ando lift (IIp, Vp 1, Vp.2)
induced by the Type I Ando6 tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T}, Ty) is actually strongly minimal,
meaning that the pair (IIp,V = Vp1Vp2) is a minimal Sz.-Nagy-Foias lift for the
product contraction 7" = 7775 in Douglas-model form (in this case where T is isometric,
actually Vp = T is the isometric lift of itself). By the general result Theorem to
come, it follows that all Andé lifts of (77,7%) are unitarily equivalent, which in turn
means (by Theorem BTl to come) that all associated Type I Andé tuples for (T, T%)
coincide. By combining Remark [£:3.4] and Theorem 3.8 we see that special Andd tuples
for (T7,T5) exist and each such Ando tuple is in fact a Type I Ando6 tuple for (75, T%).
Thus any Type I Ando6 tuple for (75, T5) in fact coincides with a canonical-form special
Ando tuple, and hence (according to our terminology) is itself special. In particular the
specific Ando tuple Zp, 7, identified in (£83)) is a special Andé tuple for (15, T5).

We next wish to check that (F, A, P,U) is not a Type I’ Ando lift for (75, Ty ), i.e. we
wish to check the lack of general validity of the system of equations (£81]). Applying the
first equation to a general element h € H?(F), we see that the first equation holds if and
only if for all h € H?(F) we have

U* PR (0) + U*PLh(0) = (T} h)(0) := PLUA(0) + PUR(0).
For this to hold, it must be the case that coefficients of h(0) and of h’(0) match:
U*pPt=pPtu, U*P=PU. (4.8.4)
One can easily construct counterexamples, even with 7 = C, e.g.

]::(C) U27é1) P=1
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Thus the analogue of Theorem with Type I’ And6 tuple in place of Type I Ando
tuple fails in general. A similar analysis holds for the second equation: applying the second
equation to a general element h € H?(F) leads to

PLUR'(0) + PUR(0) = (T5h)(0) := U* Ph(0) + U*P~1'(0)
which then leads to the same system of equations ([A8J]). This completes the verification
that the example is as desired.

2. Example of a special Andé tuple which is not a strong Type II' Ando tuple.

Recall from Remark that for a pre-Ando tuple (F,A, P,U) of (T1,T») to be a
strong Type II' Ando tuple, it must satisfy

(a) Commutativity condition:
U*PADyT, + U*PTUADy = PYUAD;T, + PADy.

We show that there can be a special Andd tuple of (T3, 7T%) which fails to satisfy condition
(a) above and hence is not a strong Type II" Andé tuple.

Let F be any coefficient Hilbert space, P be any projection and U be any unitary
operator on F. We let (Ty,T») be the commuting coisometric pair on H?(F)+

E5.29):

as in

(Th,Tz) = (‘71*,‘72*) where
(Vi,V2) = (My-pe 10 ps Mpry -1 pry) on HA(F)..
Let A : Dy — F be as in [@I531]). We concluded in Example [L54] that (F,A, P,U) is
a strong Type IT And6 tuple for (71, T>) with A actually a unitary. As in the discussion
of part (1) above, the fact that A is unitary implies that this (F, A, P,U) is also special.
Thus it remains only to argue that it can happen that this Andé tuple (F, A, P,U) is not
a strong Type II' Andé tuple for (11, T5).
Toward this goal, let us first compute, for f({) = T_li_oo faC™ € H2(F)*,
AD7: f fq,
ADrTy: f = [Mpryicpuf] =P Uf 1+ PUf s,
ADrTy: f = [My«pycpeprf]_ =UPfy+U"P-fs,
and hence we have
U*PAD1Ty + U*PrUADy: f— (U*PU*P 4+ U*PU)f_1 + U*PU*P*f_,,
PLUAD7T, + PADy: f — (PTYUPU + P)f_, + PXUPUf_,,
PADy: f— Pf_4.
Hence condition (a) requires that
U*PU*P +U*P*U = P*UP*U + P, U*PU*P*+=P+UPU (4.8.5)

while condition (a’) requires in addition that the common value of the first expression
is I and the common value of the second expression is 0. To get a counterexample to
condition (a) (and hence also to (a')), it again suffices to take F = C, P =1, U? # 1.
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It turns out that the isometry condition (b) also fails to hold in general. Indeed one
can verify that

Dyt f e (U*PUf_1)¢Y, Dpy: fes (PHfo0)CY, Dre fe foa¢h
and condition (b) requires
P=U*PU, U*P*U=P* (4.8.6)
which is violated as soon as P and U do not commute, requiring dim F > 2. One can
verify that F = C2, U = [9 ], P = [} ] violates both (£83) and ([&8.6). Thus Theorem

5.0 fails in general when strong Type II Ando tuple is replaced with strong Type 11’
Ando tuple.

5. Classification of Douglas/Schéiffer-model lifts of commuting
contractive operator-pairs

Recall that an Ando lift (IL, V4, V5) of a commuting contractive pair (T1,73) on H is
minimal, if the lift pair acts on the minimal joint-invariant subspace for (1, V) containing
RanlI (see (£1.1))). Unlike as in the classical case, a commuting contractive pair (17, 7%)
can have two minimal Andé lifts that are not unitarily equivalent. For example, let
(T1,T>) = (0,0) on C. Then both (M., M) on H? and (M.,,M.,) on H2, are minimal
Ando lifts of (T1,7T5) (note that the first is commuting but not doubly commuting while
the second is doubly commuting) but there is no unitary that intertwines these two pairs.
In the previous chapter, we constructed Andé lifts out of Type I and Type II Ando
tuples. In this chapter, we show that both the Douglas and Schéffer model of an Ando
lift are uniquely associated to the Type I and Type II Ando tuples from which they are
constructed. We first deal with the Douglas model.

5.1. Classification of Douglas/Sz.-Nagy—Foias models for Andé lifts. Suppose
(T1,Tz) is a commuting contractive pair on a Hilbert space H and (Fi, A, Py, U.) is an
Andb tuple of Type I for (T7,Ty). Let us recall from §422) that the Douglas model of
an Ando lift of (71, T3) is given by (II, V4, V2)) on K, where the Hilbert space K, the pair
of commuting isometries (V71,V3) and the embedding IT are as given in ([£2.TT]).

THEOREM 5.1.1. Let (Th,T2) be a pair of commuting contractions acting on a Hilbert
space H and (Fi,As, P, U), (FL, AL, P.,U.) be Type I Andé tuples for (Ty,Ty). Let
(IIp,Vp1,Vp.2), (H'D,V})J,V’DJ) be the Douglas-model Andé lifts of (Th,T2) cor-
responding to (Fi, Ay, Pi,Us) and (FL,A,,P,,U.), respectively as in Theorem [{.2.0
Then (IIp,Vp1,Vpe) and (Il',,Vp1,Vp2) are unitarily equivalent if and only if
(Fu, A, P, Uy) and (FL, AL, PL,U.) coincide.

Proof. For the ‘if’ part, suppose two Ando tuples (Fi, Ay, Py, Uy) and (F., AL, P,,U.) of
Type I of (T}, T5) coincide, i.e. by Definition ELT1] there exists a unitary w. : F — F.
such that

wlh = A, and  w.(Pi,Us) = (P, UL)u.. (5.1.1)

*
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Define the unitary
- [(IHz ®uy) 0 ] . [HQ(]-'*)} . [HQ(]-';)}
* 0 Io,..| | Or- Or- |’
Then it follows from (BI.T]) that

- B |:IH2 & Ux 0 :| [(IHQ ®A*)ODT*,T*] . [(IHQ ®’U:*A*)ODT*,T*:|
U*HD = =
0 Ig,. Q= Qr-
_ [qu & AL)Op,. ,T*] o
- - D
Qr-
and
_ Iz @ue 0 | {Myspti.uzp, 0
Vpi= P; 2P
ot [ 0 IQT*:| |: 0 Wi

_ | Muwzpriavzey 0| _ | Murpitizveppe. 0 v o
0 Wiy 0 Wi b1

The intertwining @.Vp,2 = V), 5t follows similarly. This establishes the equivalence of
(HDv Vb, VD,Q) and (H/Da V,D,la V,D,Q)'

Conversely, suppose that the two Ando lifts (IIp, Vp,1, Vp2) and (I, V), 1, Vi 5)
of (T1,T») are unitarily equivalent (as lifts of (71, 7%)) and are in the model form coming
from two Type I Andd tuples (Fi, A, Py, U,) and (F., A, P, U.) for (T1,T»), respec-
tively. This means that there exists a unitary 7.: ICp — K such that

T*HD :HID, T*(VDyl,VD72) S (VlD,lv /D72)7_*. (512)

For more detailed calculations let us introduce that 2 x 2 matrix representation for the
unitary 7, and the column representations for the spaces KCp and K'y:

L [T' 713] . [H2(f*)} e [H2(f;)} |

Tor T Q- Or-

From the second equality in (B.I12) we see that 7.Vp1Vpa = Vi,V 7 which in

detail becomes
T ome] [MI 0] MZF’/‘ 0 T T2
™ ] 0 Wp|l | 0 Wp|lm ]

As a consequence of part (2) of Lemma [BT.2] we see that

’7'12:0, 7'2120.

™ 0
T = 0o 7"|°

with 7/ and 7" also unitary and satisfying the intertwinings

and 7, has the diagonal form

M = M, FWp =Wpr'
The first equality forces 7/ to have the form

7' = I'y> ® u, for some unitary u,: F. — FL.
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Then
ATl = Iz @ue 0] [(Ip2 @ A)Opy v+ | _ [ (T2 @ usAs)Opy. 1
0 7_// QT* THQT*

while on the other hand

y = [1 K000 ]

b Qr~
Thus the first equality in (BI.2]) implies that

Iz @ u)Ae = A, 7"'Qre = Qp-. (5.1.3)

The second equality in (5.1.4]) together with the intertwining 7/Wp = Wpr"” implies that
7" is equal to the identity on vectors of the form W} Qr+«h with h € H. As UL W Qr+H

T2 @uas 0

is dense in Q-+, we conclude that 7"/ = Ig,... Since 7, = [ 0 Io } intertwines Vp i
_—

with V’D’1 where

Vo = My:pry.v:p. 0 v — [Murpryevrp, O
) O Wbl Y D,l O Wbl )

we see that
u (U P+ 2UrP.) = (UF P+ 2U Pl)u.,

or equivalently,

w U P =U"Pru,, wUP, =U"Plu,. (5.1.4)
These two equations together imply
uw U = w, U (Pt + P,) = UX (Pt + Pu, = Ulru.. (5.1.5)
This and the last equality in (5I4) together establish the intertwining
U Py = Plu,.

The coincidence of the two Andd tuples (Fi, Ay, P, Us) and (FL, AL, P,,U.) now fol-

lows. m

We have seen in section [L4] that the connection between the Douglas-model Andé lift
(IIp,Vp.1,Vp.2) and the Sz.-Nagy—-Foias model Ando lift (IIxw, VNr 1, VNE,2) is rather
straightforward, namely:

HNF:[IHZSJR) 0 }HD,
WNF,D

Ty (F) 0 IHz(]: ) 0 .
o - . - for j =1,2.
Vars [ 0 wNED i | o Whep) 0

Using this correspondence combined with the result of Theorem BT Tl gives us the follow-
ing immediate corollary.

COROLLARY 5.1.2. Let (Ty,T3) be a commuting contractive operator-pair on a Hilbert
space H and (Fu,As, P, Us), (FL AL, PLUL) be two Type I Ando tuples for (T7,Ty).
Let (IIxw, VNF1, VNr2) and (TIgp, Vip 1, Vpo) be the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model Ando
lifts of (Th,Tz) corresponding to (Fu, Ax, Py, U,) and (FL, A, P.,U.) as in [@Z4). Then
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(II, VNr,1, VNr2) and (IT', Vg 1, VNr,2) are unitarily equivalent (as lifts of (T1,1%)) if
and only if (Fi, Ay, Pe,U) and (FL, AL, P,,U.) coincide (as pre-Andé tuples).

To illustrate the ideas we here set down some Ando lifts for a simple commuting pair
of contractions (T, T3) and compute some associated minimal Andé tuples. In particular
the examples illustrates that a given commuting contractive pair can have many minimal
Ando lifts which are not unitarily equivalent as lifts.

EXAMPLE 5.1.3. Let (T1,732) be a commuting pair of contraction operators on a finite-
dimensional Hilbert space H of say dimension N. For simplicity we assume that (77, 7%)
has a basis of joint eigenvectors. For convenience we work in detail with a basis of joint
eigenvectors for the adjoint pair (77, T5). Let us denote by {vy,...,vn} the basis of joint
eigenvectors for (77, T5) with joint eigenvalues

(A, AN) = <(X1,17X1,2)7 cee (XN,I;XN,2)>~

Thus we have for r = 1,2 and j = 1,..., N that
Trvj = \jrvj. (5.1.6)

In particular we have
(I =TT )z, i) = (1= Niahjn) (0, vi)w-
As T is a contraction, the matrix on the left (with rows indexed by ¢ and columns by j) is

positive semidefinite, say of rank d. Hence there are vectors yi, ..., yn is a d-dimensional
Hilbert space ) so that

((I =TV I )vj, vi)w = (Yj, ¥i)y- (5.1.7)
Combining the last two displayed identities and using the assumption that each \; is in
the open unit disk, we can solve for (v;,v;) to get

Aviyily (5.1.8)
1— /\7;71)\]'71

Let us now introduce the vectorial Hardy space H 2()1) and the vectorial kernel func-
tions kyy (for A € D and y € )) given by

(kxy)(2)
having the reproducing kernel property

(fkxy) 2y = (F(A) )y
The identity (18] implies that the map
IT: vj = ky,,yj forj=1,...,N (5.1.9)

(vj,vi) =

B 1
1—2Xy

extends by linearity to a unitary map from H onto the Hilbert space
H=\/{kx yj:i=1,....N} C H*(Y) (5.1.10)

equal to the span of the kernel functions ky, ,y; in the Hardy space H?(Y). Furthermore
the operators T} and T are transformed via the unitary identification II: H — H to
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the operators
Tl*l kAj,lyj — Xj,lk)\j,ly_ﬁ
T3 kxgyg = A2k ;-

Note next that the contractivity of the operator fQ* implies that

N 2 N
> ik, —' D Nk,
j=1 Jj=1

Spelling out this condition gives us the positive-semidefiniteness condition
(1 — >\i,2xj,2
L1 —Xi1A1

By the standard theory of matrix-valued Nevanlinna-Pick interpolation (see e.g. [9]),

2
>0 for all ¢1,...,cy € C.

<yj,yi>y:| = 0.

there is an inner function © with values in B()) so that

ONj1)*y; = Ajoy; for j=1,...,N. (5.1.11)
Let us now view IT as an isometric embedding operator of H into H?()). The previous
computations show that

(M7, M§)Mv; = II(TY, T5)v, for j =1,..., N,
Since H is the span of vy, ..., vy, we can rewrite this last identity in operator form
(M7, Mg)IL = TI(TY', T3),

ie, (II,V1,Vy) := (II, M., M) is an Andd lift for the commuting contractive pair
(Th, Ts).

We argue next that the Andé lift (IT, V1, Vq) = (II, M., M) is minimal. Indeed, we
shall prove the stronger statement

\/ ViRanII = H*(). (5.1.12)
=0
To see this observe that
((I — /\jvl)k/\j,1yj)(z) = (1 — /\j712:) . 7_] = yj
1— )\j}lz
and hence
o) ) N
\/ ViRanII > \/{y;: j=1,...,N}.
j=0 j=1

Note that the Gramian matrix [(yz, yjﬂ =1 N of the vectors y1,...,yn has rank equal
to the rank d of the defect operator Drs as a consequence of the identity (B.I.7). But
on the other hand we have chosen the space ) to have dimension equal to d so we
can conclude that \/?zl{yj: j=1,...,N} = Y and the last displayed identity can be

rewritten as
N

oo
\/ ViRanTI > \/{y;: j=1,...,N} =
j=0

j=1
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(where here we identify ) with the subspace of constant functions in H?())). It then

follows that
N

[ee]
\/ ViRanII > \/ MY = H*(Y)
j=0 Jj=1
and (B.II2) follows, i.e., (I, V1, Va) in particular is a minimal Andé lift.

We are now at the starting point for the proof of the converse direction in Theorem
The BCL model for the isometric pair (V1, Va) := (M,, Mg) on H?(Y) is computed
in Example BZT} we see there that the coefficient space F should be taken to be F :=
Y @ H(0) with associated BCL tuple (F, P,U) including projection P and unitary U on
F given by (3:44), and with implementing unitary identification map 7pcr, here taking
the form of 7¢ given by (341]). The next step is to observe that II := 79Il is an isometric
embedding of H into H?(Y @ H(0)) and the collection

(IL, My, M3) := (tell, My-p+ .- p, Mpyi.pLu)

is again a lift of (71, 7%) which is unitarily equivalent (via 7¢) to the previously discussed
lift (IT, M., Me) on H?(Y), having the additional property that the commuting isometric
pair (M7, Ms) giving the Andé lift is in the BCL2-model form on H?(Y & $(0)). Note
also that here we are in the somewhat simpler case where the product isometry Mj -
My = M, on H*(Y & $H(0)) is a shift, and hence our model space involves only the top
component of the block 2 x 1 column matrices appearing for the general case. Specializing
the explanation given in the proof of Theorem to the situation here, we see that
there is an isometric embedding

I': H*(Dy-) — H*(Y @ $(9))
such that
TMPr = MY®9OIT, TOp,, 7« =TI (here T = Ty Ty),
RanT = \/ (MY®¥©)" Ran Tl =: Kin C H*(Y © $(0))
n>0
and such that (I, M. |ganr) is a version of the essentially unique minimal isometric lift
for the single contraction operator T'. Furthermore I" has the form of a multiplication by
a constant I' = Iz ® A for an isometry from A: Dy« — Y @ H(0). The explicit formula
#238)) for A here can be given the form
A: DT*UJ‘ — (T@k)%lyj)(()) fOl"j =1,2,...,N. (5113)
It is then this A which serves as the embedding operator for the Type I Andé tuple
(Y& 9H(O),A,P,U) with U and P as in (3.4.4) (5.1.14)

which is the parameter-set to build the Douglas-model Ando lift for the original commut-
ing contractive pair (T4, Tz) specified in terms of joint eigenvectors for (77, Ty) (BLG).
Since, as observed in the previous paragraph, the Andoé lift (II, V1, Vs) is minimal, it
follows that this Type I Andé tuple for (77, T5) is minimal as an And6 tuple as well.

EXAMPLE 5.1.4. We again let (T1,T3) be a commuting contractive pair on a Hilbert space
H of finite dimension N with a basis of joint eigenvectors (B.L6). With some additional
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hypotheses in place we shall construct a lift (IT, MY, MY ) with the commuting isometric

pair (M gi , MY ) equal to the coordinate—functlon shllft operators on the Hardy space over
the bidisk H]%)2 () for an appropriate coefficient Hilbert space ). We shall then find a
Type I Ando6 tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T}, T5) which provides the set of parameters to build
a Douglas-model Ando6 lift unitarily equivalent to bidisk Andé lift (IT, M 231 , MY )

We first introduce the required added hypotheses. It is known that there is a couple
of extra conditions required for a given commuting contractive pair (73,7T») to have a
lift (IT, MY, M?) to the bidisk shift tuple (MY, M) acting on HZ.(Y), namely (see

Theorem 3.16 in [21] for n = 2 and with 7} there replaced by 77):
1. The bidisk squared-defect operator
2 L _ * * Kk
DTF’T; =1 -1 —ToT5 + T TyT, (5.1.15)
should be positive semi-definite:
Dty 1y = 0.
2. Both T7 and T5 should be pure in the sense that
lim HTf”hH2 =0forallheH for j =1,2.
N—o0

REMARK 5.1.5. Let us note that the bidisk defect operator Dry 13 can be viewed as an
application of a version of the Agler hereditary functional calculus

f )= Z n,m A" ™ — Z U mTOT*™

n,mEZi n,mEZi

(here n = (n1,m2), m = (m1,m2), A = (A1, A2), p = (p1, pi2), A" = )‘717’1 )‘727’27 pt=pmpt
with similarly conventions for operators: T = (T3, T5), T* = (I}, Ty, T™ =T T3 and
similarly for T* = (T}, T5) where here (11, T5) is a commuting operator pair) applied to
the function

FOG ) = (1= M7)(1 = Aofip) = 1 — Mifiy — Aoy + MiA2f o (5.1.16)
Here T4,T5 and 17,71y commute but T does not necessarily commute with 77 for any
pair of indices j, k € {1,2}. The hereditary functional calculus gives an ad hoc rule (in this
case adjoint powers of T; on the right) for plugging in non-commuting operator arguments
into a function have commuting scalar arguments. The operator calculus of Ambrozie-

Englis-Miiller [2] gets around this by defining a functional calculus on operators: define
Lr;, Ry, € B(B(H)) for j = 1,2 by

Lr,: X = T;X, Ry-: X — XT for X € B(H).

Then the set of operators Lty , Lt,, Rry, Rty is a commuting set of operators in B(B(H))
(given that (T1,T%) is a commuting operator pair), and the function f(Lp,, L1,, Ry, Rr,)
is well-defined (here we use the substitution 77; — Ly ). Then the desired operator D%f‘ Ty
resulting from the hereditary functional calculus using the function (E.I.16) can be seen
as applying the function (ELI6) in the standard well-defined way to the commuting
operator-tuple (Lr,, Lt,, Rry, Rr;) and then evaluating the result on the identity oper-
ator Iy:

fu ) = f(Lt, Rr«)(I) = DT* T if f is given by (L.I.14).
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REMARK 5.1.6. It turns out that the same condition DTI*,T; > 0 is necessary and suf-
ficient for the commuting contractive pair (77,7%) to have a regular unitary dilation, as
originally discussed by Brehmer (see [43]). This connection between existence of polydisk
shift dilation and a regular unitary dilation is also discussed in Curto-Vasilescu [21] and
Timotin [44].

We now proceed as in Example 5.1.3 but with an adaptation to get a bi-disk shift lift
(MY, M?) on HZ,(Y) rather than a Bercovici-Douglas-Foias model lift (MY, Mg) on
H?(Y). We are given (T1,T%) on a finite-dimensional space with a basis {v1,...,v,} of
joint eigenvectors for (T, T5) with associated joint eigenvalues (Aj1,Aj2) for 1 <j < N

as in (B.I6). Then we see that
(DFe mpvisvi)n = (1= Aiadjn = Ai2Aj2 + Aia iz AjAy,2)v5, vi) u
= (1= Xia A1) (1= XiaXj2) (vg, vi).
Let us set d = rank D%f‘%*' If we assume that D21*7T2* > 0 (as we know must be the case if
(T, T5) is to have a lift to the bi-disk shift pair (M, , M.,) on HZ,(Y) for some coefficient
Hilbert space )), we see that the matrix on the left (rows indexed by %, columns indexed

by j) is positive semi-definite. Hence there are vectors yi,...,yn in a d-dimensional
Hilbert space ) so that

(D3 1505500 m = (Y7, 4i)y
By combining various of the preceding displayed identities and using the assumption that
each A;; and )2 is in the open unit disk, we see that

i yiy
(T =1 A1) (1= Ai2Aj2)

Let us now introduce the vectorial Hardy space over the bi-disk HH%Z (Y) consisting

<’Uj,vi>7.[ = (5117)

of functions f(z1,22) = Zn m>0 fn m21 25" with Fourier coefficients fn m € Y subject to

I F11? := D nm>0 ||.]?nm||;2y < oo This is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space with vectorial
kernel functions kxy (for A = (A1, \2) € D? and y € Y) given by

Y
(kay)(z) = —— where we set z = (21, 22)
(1 — Zl>\1)(1 — 22)\2)

having the reproducing kernel property:
(fs kAy>HH§2 ) = (f(A), )y
The identity (5.1.17) shows that the map
IT: v; = kx,y; (5.1.18)
extends by linearity to a unitary map from H to the Hilbert space
H=\{kayj:i=1,....N} C H:(Y) (5.1.19)

Furthermore, the operators T} and 7% are transformed via the unitary identification map
II to the operators

Ty kg o Nk, T3 kayys = Njoka,y; where Aj = (Aj1,A;2).
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But the operators Mgi* and Mg;* on HH%Z (Y) have exactly the same action on kernel
functions, and we conclude that

MYz =TF, MY =Ts.
We conclude that
(I1, V1, Vy) := (II, MY, M)

z1?
(where MY, MY are the coordinate-function shift operators on HZ;(Y)) is an Ando lift
for the commutmg, contractive pair (71, 7s).
Furthermore we can see that this (II, V1, V) is a minimal lift for 77, T as follows.

Note that
(I — ijlVl)(I — Xj’QVQ)k}\jyj =Y; € \/ V’flV;‘2 RanII =: ’Co
nl,n2€Z+

(where here we view each y; as a constant function in H2,()), the ambient subspace for
the minimal lift contained inside (II, V1, V3)). We conclude that

\V{yj:1<j <N} CKo. (5.1.20)
From (BIT17) and the two displayed formulas preceding it, we see that

(i, yj)y = (DFe g3 vi,v5)
implying that the Gramian matrix for yi, ...,y has the same rank as rank D%f‘%* =d.
As we chose H to have dimH = d, we see that the rank of the Gramian matrix (y;, y;)y
is the same as the dimension of the whole space ), implying in turn that the span of the
vectors y1, ..., yn is equal to the whole space Y. Combining with (51.20) then gives us

Y C Ko.

But then also
H.(V) = \/ VI'V52Y C Ko C Hp(Y)
ni,n2
forcing the equality
’CO - IJH?)2 (y)7

ie., the lift (IL, V4, Vo) = (IT, MY, M) is minimal as a lift of (77, T%).

We are now at the starting point of the proof of the converse direction in Theorem
to find the Douglas model for the commuting-isometric lift (IT, V1, Va) of (11, T5).
As we saw in Example 332 a BCL2-tuple for (M,,, M,,) on H2,()) can be taken to be

(F.P.U) = (B(), Py, _ 9:S”)
where SY is the bilateral shift acting on ¢2()), with implementation operator
Toay: Hie (V) = H*(F) = H*(62()))
suggested by [B.34):

o e,_jyz fori>j
oyt Ay 4 YT = (5.1.21)
ej_iyz fori <y
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for y € Y. It remains to identify the isometric embedding operator A: Dy« — F = (2())
so that the resulting Type I And6 tuple (F,A, P,U) is the parameter set generating
a Douglas-model lift ([@2TII) unitarily equivalent to our original lift (IT, V1, Va) =
(IL, M, , M.,) with the commuting, isometric pair M, , M, acting on H3,(Y). A careful
interpretation of formula ([@2.35) gives us

A: Dpevj — (de,y/fAjyj)(O)-

5.2. Classification of Schaffer-model Andé lifts. To classify the unitary equivalence
of two Schéffer models of an Ando lift in terms of tuple coincidence of the associated Type
IT Andd tuples, it turns out to be essential to work only with strong Type IT And6 tuples,
as in the following result.

THEOREM 5.2.1. Let (F,A, P,U) and (F', N, P",U") be two strong Type II Andé tuples
of a given commuting contractive pair (T1,T>) on a Hilbert space H. Let (Vg1, Vg2) and
(V’SJ,Vgg) be the minimal Ando lifts of (Th,Ta) corresponding to the strong Type II
Ando tuples (F,A, P,U) and (F', N, P, U’), respectively, as in [@E520)-@E52T). Then
(Vs1,Vsz2) and (V’SJ,Vgg) are unitarily equivalent if and only if (F,A,P,U) and
(F', N, P, U") coincide.

Proof. We first prove the sufficiency (or “if”) direction. Suppose u : F — F' is a unitary
such that

uA=A" and u(PU)= (P, U )u. (5.2.1)
Define the unitary
- Iy 0 H H
= : . 2.2
" [ 0 Ip® u} [HZ (]-")] ~ [HQ (]—")} (5:2.2)
Then keeping the equations in (E221)) in mind, we conclude from the computations
. Iy 0 T 0
V =
uvs: |: 0 IHZ ®’U,:| |:eV87]_—PUADT MPLU+ZPU:|

- [ Ty 0 }
eVS’]_-,’U,PUADT Mu(PLUJrzPU)

Vi i T 0 Iy 0
S,1 eva]:,P/U/A/DT M(P’i-i-zP’)U’ 0 Ig=2®u

and

~ lovs —
eva]:/PlU/AIDT M(P/LU/J,»ZP’U’)U
that @Vs,1 = Vi ,@. Similarly one can prove that @Vgs = Vs ,ii. Note that the proof
of this direction works for any Type II Andd tuples not necessarily strong.

Conversely, suppose two Ando isometric lifts (Vg 1, Vg,2) and (me, Vi) of (11, T>)
corresponding to two strong Type IT Andd tuples (F, A, P,U) and (F',A’, P, U’), respec-
tively, are unitarily equivalent. This means that there exists a unitary

- [21 Zj : [H;([}‘)] - [H??f’)]
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such that

I I
T(VS,laVS,Q) = (V{S,DVAIS,Q)Tv T |: 5{:| = |: 5{:| . (523)

The second equality in (B.23)) implies that 7 has the form
o Iy 72
0 T22 '
As 7 is unitary, this in turn forces 712 = 0 and 792: H2(F) — H?(F’) to be unitary. The
first equality in (5.23]) implies in particular that
TVs1Vs2 =V Vie,or (5.2.4)

where Vg1Vgo=Vg2oVg1 = |:evgyfADT ]\912} and similarly for Vig ; Vig, = Vi, Vi | =

evgyf,TA/DT A(I]z} by the assumption that (F, A, P,U) and (F',A’, P',U’) are both strong
Type II And6 tuples. Hence

vt lostor ] -lamdan

0 T22 EVS’}-ADT M“f TQQEV&;ADT TQQM:ZF

while

ViV T 0 1[I 0 T 0

T = ’ == U .
S1752 evi mNDp MI' |0 7 evy 7 N'Dr M7 7
As a consequence of (52.4) we are led to the identity

IOV RE YA R

TQQGVS’]:ADT TQQMZ evapA’DT MZTQQ

Equality of the (2, 2)-entries in (5-2.5]) combined with the fact that 725 is unitary implies
that 792 has the form 799 = I2 ®u for some unitary u: F — F’, from which it then follows
that m0ev( » = ev( zu. Comparison of the (2, 1)-entries in (5.2.5) then gives uA = A".
A similar matrix computation and a comparison of the (2, 2)-entries of 7(Vg,1,Vsz2) =
(Vi.1, Vi 5)7 implies

(Mu(PLU—i-zPU)aMu(U*P+zU*PL)) = (M(P’lU’+zP’U’)ua M(U’*P’-',—zU’*P’l)u)v
which implies that
wPtU = P*U'u, uPU = P'U'v, wU*P =U"*P'u, uU*Pt=U"P*u. (5.2.6)

Adding the first two identities in (B.2Z.8) gives uU = U’u. Use this identity in the first
equation in (B.2.8) to get uP+ = P'‘u. Apply a similar argument starting with the
second identity in (5.2.0) instead, or alternatively plug in P+ = I — P, P'* = [ — P’ into
uP+ = P'tu, to arrive at uP = Pu as well. We conclude that indeed (F,A, P,U) and
(F',A', P',U") coincide as strong Type IT Andd tuples. m

5.3. Type II Andoé tuples versus strong Type II Andé tuples. The class of
strong Type II And6 tuples is strictly smaller than the class of Type II Ando6 tuples as
the following result demonstrates.
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PROPOSITION 5.3.1. Let Ty be a contraction on a Hilbert space H, T = T3¢ and 11,72 :
Dr, — G be two isometries. Let Ay be the isometry as in Definition[{.3.2, i.e.,

DT1 Ty :|

. Dr, .
AT'DT_>|:D :| and AT.DTH[DTI

T

Then the pre-Andoé tuple

gl [ 0 Ig 0] [0 Ig
(&6 s o1 5 63
is a Type IT Ando tuple for (T1,T1). Furthermore:

1. The tuple (3T) is a strong Type II Ando tuple if and only if
(7'1 — TQ)DTlTl =0.
2. If 1 = 72 is unitary, then (31) is a special Type IT Ando tuple.

Proof. By simple matrix computation we have

0 I

0 0

ru-| oY

] =U*P+ and U*PU = [O O} = p*. (5.3.2)

This implies that the Commutativity condition for Type II And6 tuples (condition (i) in
Definition £5.2), i.e.,

PUAD7Ty + PYADy = U*PYADST), + U*PUADy

is readily satisfied by the tuple in (53] because in this case 77 = T». Condition (ii) of
Definition [£.5.2]is that

DrA*U*PUADy = D}, and DpA*P+ADp = D3,
which, in view of (.3.2)), boils down to just
DpA*P+ADr = D3, (5.3.3)

Since

0 0 0] [nDrT 0
PYADp =P+ | I ADr = A
T |:O T2 =T 0 I 7'21)1“1 7'21)111 ’

and 79 is an isometry, we see that

0

DyA*P+ADy = (PTAD7)*(P*AD7) = [0 D 73] [
ToDr,

E
and therefore ([.3.3)) holds. Consequently (53] is always a Type II And6 tuple for
(11, Ty).

Proof of (1): Note that for the tuple (B3] to be a strong Type II Andé tuple, it

must, in addition, satisfy

PUADyT, + P*ADy = ADy (= U*P-ADyTy + U*PUADr).
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So we compute
0 I TlDTT2 0 0 TlDTTl
PUAD7T, + PYADyp = 11 !
Tl + T |:0 0:| |:’7'2DT1T1 + 0 I ’7'2.DT1
_ |:7'2DT1T1:|
D7, |’

Thus the tuple (531) will be strong if and only if

[T o D7, T

To D1,

} — PUAD;T, + P*ADyp = ADp = [TID 71 Tl]
To D1y

which is true if and only if (71 — 72) Dy, T1 = 0. This proves (1).

Proof of (2): Let us denote 71 = 7o =: 7 and the unitary

s 9 - [0

Our goal is to show that the tuple (B31]) coincides (in the sense of Definition [A.T.T]) with a
special Ando tuple of (T3, 7T}) in its canonical form and therefore is special (see Definition
[32). Since 7 : Dy, — G is a unitary, we make the following simple observations:

= [g]:[%]:ﬂ, FA=A, {Ig 0}?:[1% 0}:3

g D, 0 0 0 0
and lastly U7 = 7* Log ﬂ?: L;)Tl I%Tl}. (5.3.4)

I
Note that the unitary [ DOTI } satisfies

IDTl

r 0 IDT1:| . |:DT1T1_ N |: DT1 B
Dy, 0 | | Dp, | D7, T |

and consequently the tuple
-DTl AT IDTl 0 [ 0 IDTI-
D] 0 0|’ UDr, 0 |

is a special Ando tuple in its canonical form and it coincides with (B3] by the obser-

vations (5.3.4). m

The next result shows how close general Type IT And6 tuples are to being strong Type
II Ando tuples.

PROPOSITION 5.3.2. Suppose that (F, A, P,U) is a Type II Andé tuple for the commuting
contractive operator pair (T1,Ts). Then there is an isometry u from Ran A into F so that
condition (") in Definition [{.5.2 holds in the somewhat weaker form

(') PUND7Ty + PAADy = U*PLADyT, + U*PUADy = Dy,



Dilations and Models for Commuting Contractions 111

Proof. We compute
(PUADTT, + P*AD7)" (PUAD7T; + P-ADr)
=T; DrAN*U*PUAD7T, + DpA*PHADy
= Ty D3, Ty 4+ D7, (by condition (ii) in Definition £5.2)
=T5(I-TyT)Te + (I - TyTy) =1 — T5TiTh\Ty = I — T*T = DrA*AD7.

From this it follows that there is an isometry u: RanA — F so that PUADyTy +
PYAD7 = wADr giving us equality of the first and third term in (i”). Equality of the
first two terms in (i”) is a consequence of condition (i) (the Commutativity Condition)

in the definition of Type IT And6 tuple (Definition 5.2) and (i”) follows. m

6. Pseudo-commuting contractive lifts of commuting contractive
operator-pairs

6.1. Compressed Ando lifts versus pseudo-commuting contractive lifts. Given
a commuting contractive operator-pair (71,7%) on H and a Ando lift (IT, V1, Va) of
(Th,T>) on K, as we saw in the proof of Theorem 26| it is always possible to restrict
to the subspace
Ko:= \/ V"V™RanIlCK
ni,n2>0

to get a minimal Ando lift (I1g, Vo1, Vo,2) of (T, T2), where we define ITy: H — Ko and
VO,I; VO’Q on Ko via

IIgh = ITh € RanII C ICy for hEH, VO,I :V1|;<;0, VO’Q :V2|;<;0. (611)

If we are interested only in the product contraction T := T175, by introducing the in
principle even smaller subspace

Koo :=\/ VIViRanTI C K, C K, (6.1.2)
n>0
we can find a minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift (ITyp, Vo) for the product contraction operator
T by setting Ilgg: H — Koo and Voo on Koo equal to

IIgoh = IIh € RanIl C Kqg for h € H, Voo = V1V2|K;00. (613)

Note that it is always the case that ICy is jointly invariant for (V1, Va) and that ICqo is
invariant for the product V1V,. However the case where K is invariant for V; and Vo
individually is the special situation studied in Section where the minimal Ando lift
of (Th,T5) given by (@11 is actually strongly minimal and ICop = KCgp. Nevertheless we
show here that in the general situation it is still of interest to consider the compressions
Wi := Picyo Vilkoss Wa := Picoo Valrcy, of V1, Va to Kgp even though when this is done
the compressed pair (W1, W3) on Koo may not inherit the commuting and isometric
properties of the original pair (V1, V) on K. Before continuing this analysis, it is useful
to have the following more flexible definition of the compression of an Andé lift of (T1,T2)
to an embedded Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift for the product contraction T = T1T,, which we shall
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refer to as simply a minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias compression of an Andé lift of (Th,Ts) for
short.

DEFINITION 6.1.1. Suppose that (IT, V1, V) is an Andé lift of the commuting contrac-
tive operator-pair (77, T») on K with embedded minimal isometric lift (IIog, Vo) of the
product contraction operator T = T1T% given by (GI13]). Suppose that II: H — K is
an isometric embedding and V is an isometry on another Hilbert space K such that
(I1, V) is a minimal isometric lift of the product contraction T' = T1T5. By uniqueness of
Sz.-Nagy—Foias minimal isometric lift, there is a unitary operator 7: K — Ky so that

TH:HO(), TV:VOOT.
Let us also view 7 as an isometry from K into IC with final space equal to ICqg depending
on the context. Define operators IT: H — K and W1, Wo W on K by
=711, W;=7"Vi7, Wy=7"Vor, W=7V Vor =7"Vgor = V.

Then we say that the collection (II, W1, Wy, V') is the compression of the Andé lift
(I1, V1, V2, V1Vy) of (T1,T5, T = ThT3) to the minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift (II, V) of
T.

It turns out that such compressed Andoé lifts to immersed minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias

lifts have an intrinsic characterization independent of any reference to having a dilation
to some Andé lift. For further discussion, the following formal definitions will be useful.

DEFINITION 6.1.2. 1. Suppose that (Wy, Wy, W) is a triple of operators on the Hilbert
space KC. We say that (Wy, Wy, W) is a pseudo-commuting contractive operator-triple if:

(i) Wy, Wy are contractions while W is an isometry.

(ii) Both W; and Wy commute with W (but not necessarily with each other),

(iil) Wy = WEW.
We shall say that (W1, Wo, W) is a pseudo-commuting algebraic triple if (Wq, W, W)
satisfies conditions (ii) and (iii) as above, but condition (¢) is weakened to

(i) W is an isometry,
ie., if W; and W5 are now only required to be bounded operators on K rather than
contractions.
2. Suppose that (71,7%) is a commuting contractive operator-pair on a Hilbert space
H, II: H — K is an isometric embedding of H into K and that (Wi, Wy, W) is a
pseudo-commuting contractive operator-triple on K. We shall say that (I, Wy, Wq, W)
is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (Th,Ts) if (W1, Wa, W) is a pseudo-commuting
contractive operator-triple on I and in addition:

(iv) (II, W1, Wy, W) is a lift of (71,75, T := T17>) in the sense that

( Ta W;, W*)H = H(Tl*a T2*7 TI*TQ*)
(in particular, (IT, W) is an isometric lift of T'= T17%), and in addition
(v) (II, W) is a minimal isometric lift for T' = T T3, i.e.
K='\/ W"RanlL

n>0
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REMARK 6.1.3. Let us observe that, whenever (W1, Wy, W) is a pseudo-commuting con-
tractive operator-triple, in addition to condition (ii) in the definition one also has

(iil") Wy = WiW.
Indeed, from the identity W; = WiW we get
W W, = WH(WiW) = (WW3)W = (WiW* )W = W5 (W*W) = W3.

The next result gives the promised intrinsic characterization of Andoé lifts of (77,7T3)
compressed to a minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift of T' = T17T5, namely, they are the same as
pseudo-commuting contractive lifts of (77, T») defined as above with no reference to any
Ando lift of (T3, T3).

THEOREM 6.1.4. Suppose that II: H — K is an isometry, (W1, Wo, W) is a triple of
operators on K, and (T1,Ts) is a commuting contractive pair on H. Then (II, W1, Wy, W)
is the compression of an Andé lift of (T1,T») to an embedded minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias
lift of T as in Definition [611] if and only if (IL,Wy, Wa, W) is a pseudo-commuting
contractive lift of (T1,T2) as in Definition [6.1.2

Proof. We suppose first that (IT, W1, W, W) is the compression of the Andé lift of (77, T%)
to some minimal Sz.-Nagy-Foias lift (II, V) of T. In detail, this means that there is a
Ando lift (IT, Vy, Va) (say II: H — I and V1, V3 are commuting isometries on K) and
a minimal isometric lift (II, V') of the product contraction T'= T1T5 (say II: H — K and
V is an isometry on K) and an isometry 7: K — IC with range equal to Kqg as in (61.2))
so that

M=7T,W, =7"Vir, Wo=7"Vor, W=7"V{Vor=V.

Since V1,V5, V = V1V, are all isometries and furthermore ICyg is invariant for V :=
V1V, (i) follows.

Condition (ii) follows from the fact that V; and Vo commute with V and again KCog
is invariant for V.

Since V = V1V, = V5V, and V; is isometric, we see that we can solve for V; as
Vi = V3V. The formulas for W, W;, W, combined with the fact that KCop is invariant
for V then leads us to condition (iii).

Since (II, V1, Vy) is a lift of (Th,Tz), we know that

(V1, V3, VOII = I(T7, T35, T7).
which is actually the same as
(VI, V5. V) IIgg = oo (15,15, T").
Recalling now that Iy = 7II and that 7: K — ICqo is unitary, this last expression
becomes
T(V], V3, VI = 1Ty, Ty, T")

and (iv) follows.

Finally, by construction W = 7*Vy97 = V where by definition of compressed Ando
tuple (II, V') is a minimal lift of T, from which we see that (v) holds. This completes the
proof of compressed Andé lift = pseudo-commuting contractive lift.
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We postpone the proof of the converse (pseudo-commuting contractive lift = com-
pressed Andé lift) until after we develop the Douglas-model for compressed Andé lifts in
the next section (see Corollary [6.2.3] below). m

6.2. Douglas-model pseudo-commuting contractive lifts. We know by Theorem
that minimal Andé lifts for a commuting contractive operator pair (77,7%) can be
given up to unitary equivalence in the Douglas-model form (ZZTI1) specified by a Type
I Ando tuple (Fi, Ay, Py, Uy) for (T7,Ty). Identifying the embedded minimal Sz.-Nagy—
Foias lift space ICp oo for the product contraction inside /ICp and then identifying this
with the Douglas-model isometric lift (IIp, Vp) for T then leads to a Douglas model for
a compressed Ando lift of (T1,T5) as follows.

THEOREM 6.2.1. Given a commuting contractive operator-pair (T1,Ts) on H, let Kp =
[H;(TT)*T*)} be the Douglas isometric-lift model space for T, let llp: H — Kp be the

Douglas isometric embedding operator llp = [ODQT;*'T* } , let (G1, G2) be the Fundamental-
Operator pair for (T, Ty), and define operators Wy, Wy, Wp on Qps+ as in Theorem

{22 Finally define operators Wp 1, Wp.2,Vp on Kp according to the formulas

. . Do
(Wo.1, W, V) = ([MGl(;rZGQ V[(/)bl:| 7 [MG2JZG1 V[(/)bZ:| 7 [MZO VSD:|) - (620
Then (IIp, Wp 1, Wp o, Vp) is the compression of the Douglas-model Andé lift of (Th,T5)
to the embedded Douglas-model Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift (I1, Vp) and hence also is a pseudo-
commuting contractive lift of (Th,T2).
Conversely, suppose that (IIp, W1, Wa, Vp) a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of
(Th,Ts) such that

_ ODT*vT* . M?T* 0
(HD,VD) = <|: QT* ] :H —>’CD, [ 0 WD] on ICD>

H?(Dp+)

is the Douglas-model minimal isometric lift of T on Kp = [ O

(W1, Ws3) = (Wp.1,Wp o) is given as in formula (621]).

Proof. Let (Fi,As, P.,U,) be a Type I Andd tuple for (77,T5). Then the Douglas-
model Ando6 lift (IIp, Vp 1, Vp,2) on Kp associated with this Andé tuple is defined as

in (@E2.170):

] Then necessarily

HQ(f*)]
Kp= ,
b { OQr~
_ (| Muspty.vsp, O Mp.y,y.ptv. 0 .
(Vp,1,Vpe) = ({ 0 Wyl 0 Wi acting on Kp,
IIp = [(IHQ ®22*)0DT*’T*} :H— Kp.
T*

Then, as seen in the proof of Theorem 2.6, the Sz.-Nagy—Foias isometric lift of T" em-
bedded in the Ando lift (H,Vl,VQ) of (Tl,TQ) is (HD700,VD700) where HD700 is the

{Hz(RanA*)

° ] and where Vp oo =
T

same as Il but with codomain taken to be Kp g =
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VD1 Vpalkp g0, and furthermore, the unique unitary operator 7: Kp — IKCp oo imple-
menting the unitary equivalence between the two minimal isometric lifts (IIp, Vp) and
(IIp,oo, Vp,oo) of T =T T5 is
IH2 ®Q A, 0
T { 0 Io,.
Hence the associated Douglas-model compressed Ando lift (obtained by using the Douglas

model for the the Andé lift (71, 7%) as well as Douglas model for the Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift
of the product contraction T' = T17T3) is given by

(Wp,1,Wpo,Vp) :=7"(V1, Vo, i Vo)1 :=

My-wspryzvrpon. 0 Mpspurtzprvgn. 0 M, 0
0 Wiy |’ 0 Wil |0 wp

Mgiirq, O Mgsizq, O M, O
— 1 2 2.2
(e w0 wa [0 wl): 622

where here we make use of the connection between the Fundamental-Operator pair of
(Ty,Ty) and a Type I Andd tuple (Fi, Ay, Py, U,) for (T5,Ty) (see (IZL24))) coming out
of the Second Proof of Theorem

(G1,Go) = (A2PLU A, ATUPA,)

Then by definition the model triple [E21]) is a compressed Ando lift, and hence also, by
the part of Theorem already proved, is also a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of
(Th, T>).

Conversely, suppose that the operator triple (H D, Wi, W, {M%T* MBD D is a pseudo-
commuting contractive lift of (77, 7%). We break the proof into two steps:

:| : ]CD — ’CD,OO~

Step 1. Show: If (Wl, Wa, [M%T* VSD D is a pseudo-commuting contractive triple, then

Meg=426, 0 Mg:q.c, O
W, W) = i — e = 6.2.3
(W1, W) (l 0 WQ*WD] [ 0 W, (6.2.3)

for some operators G1, G € B(Dr+) such that ¢1(z) := G5+ 2G3 and pa(z) = G5+ 2G
are contractive analytic functions on D and Wy is some contraction operator on Qs
commuting with Wp.

Proof of Step 1. Assume that (Wl,Wg, [1\612 I/19D ]) is a pseudo-commuting contractive
triple on Kp := [HQQ(?*T*) } As a first step we write out W1, Wy as block 2 x 2 matrices
with respect to the decomposition of Kp as [H;(?*T*)} :
W, — |:Wj,11 W 12
T Wi Wi
By Axiom (ii) in Definition [.1.2 combined with Lemma B.1.2] we see immediately that
W12 =0 for j = 1,2 and the commutativity of W; with [M%T* V[(/)D:| comes down to

] for j =1,2.

(6.2.4)

|:Wj’11MZDT* 0 :|

|:MZDT* Wj’u 0 :|
W01 MPT W, 5oWp '

WpW; 21 WpW; 22
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By Axiom (iii) in Definition [E.1.2 we know that Wy, = W3 [M%T* " }; writing this out
D

in detail gives

|:W1,11 0 } _ {Wg,anDT* W§,21WD} (6.2.5)

Wior Wi 0 W3 .22Wn

From the (2, 1) entry we see that W1 51 = 0 and from the (1, 2) entry we see that Wg 51 = 0
since Wp is unitary. Thus both W; an W, are diagonal

W11 0
W, = J»
! [ 0 W 22

and we see from (624) that
Wj711MZDT* = MZDT*Wle, WjQQWD = WDWJ'722 fOI‘j = 1, 2. (626)

] for j =1,2.

From the first relation in ([6.2.6]), by standard Hardy-space theory we conclude that W 11
must be a multiplication operator M, : h(z) + ¢;(2)h(z) for a contractive analytic
function ¢;(2) = 3 po, ¢jk2" holomorphic on the unit disk D, where the Taylor coef-
ficients ¢, % (j = 1,2, k = 0,1,2,...) are operators on Dp+. From ([G.25) we sce that
M, = M;ZMZDT*. A Taylor-series argument then shows that the pair (¢1(2), p2(2))
must have the coupled pencil form

01(2) = GT + 2G2,  2(2) = G5 + 2Gy.

for some operators G, Go on Dpx.

Finally, from ([@.2.4]) we see that both W1 = Wi 92 and W2 i= Wa,22 commute with
Wp. By the Fuglede—Putnam theorem, it follows that each of W1 and Wg also commutes
with W If we let Wg be any contractive operator commuting with the unitary operator
Wp and then set V~V1 = WQ* Wp, then Wl automatically commutes with Wp and this
is the general form for a pseudo-commuting contractive triple (W7, Wa, Wp) with last
component equal to the unitary operator Wp. This completes the proof of Step 1.

Step 2. Show: If Gy, Gg,,ﬂvﬁ = WBWQ,WQ are as in Step 1 and

1_ID ) ) MG; G ’9'
0 Wo

is a lift of (Th,T»), then (G1,G3) is the Fundamental-Operator pair for (Ty,T3) and
(Wl, Wg) (Wh1, W) is the canonical pair of unitaries on the space Qp+ associated
with the contractive operator pair (T1,T3) as in Theorem

Mgitz, 0
0 Wh

Proof of Step 2. The hypothesis that (HD, [MG“ZGQ ? } , [MG5+ZG1 0 D is a lift of

0 W1 0 W2
(T1,T2) means that
Mgt yzc, O :|* [MG;+2G1 0 :|*) [ODT*,T*} . |:ODT*,T*:| I
(|: 0 Wl ’ 0 WQ QT* - QT* (Tl ’ T2 )
which breaks apart into the set of conditions

Méi 26,007 1+ = Oppe o117, Mgy ., 0Dy 7+ Ong 17+ = Oy 1Ty (6.2.7)
Wy Qr- = Qr-Ty, W3Qr- = Qr-T5. (6.2.8)
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By Theorem it is immediate from (G.2.8)) that
(W1, Wa) = (Wpy, Wap)

as claimed. As for the first equation in ([EZ7), note that each side is an operator from H
into H2(Dr~). Applying each side to a fixed vector in H gives

> (GiDy-T™ + G Dy T h? =3 Dy T*Ty ha*
k=0 k=0

Equating Taylor coefficients and cancelling off the vector h gives us the system of operator
equations

GiDp-T** + GoDp T = D Ty for all k = 0,1,2, ...
As T} commutes with 7, we can rewrite this with a common right factor of T**:
(GiDrpe 4+ Go Dy T)T*F = (D TY)T* for k =10,1,2,....
For this to hold for all k = 0,1,2,..., it is now clear that it suffices that it hold for £ = 0:
G Dr~ + GoDp:T* = Dy T,

ie., (G1,G2) is a solution of the first of equations (@72 (with (G1,G2) in place of
(F1, Fy) and with (T}, T%) in place of (T1,T5). A similar analysis starting with the second
of equations ([G.2.7)) leads to the equation

G3Dre + G Dy T* = Dy Ty,

i.e., (G1,G2) also solves the second equation in [@7.2) (again with (G1,G2) in place of
(F1, Fz) and (T7,T5) in place of (T1,7Tz)). By Definition and the uniqueness result
Theorem 7.3 it follows that (G1,G2) turns out to be the Fundamental-Operator pair
for (Ty,Ty) as claimed. m

REMARK 6.2.2. The proof of Theorem [6.2Z.1] made reference to the construction of the
triple (Wp 1, Wp 2, Vp) as the compression (in the sense of Definition [6.1.T] of a Douglas-
model Andd lift of (731,7%) to the embedding of a Douglas-model minimal isometric
lift of the product contraction T' = 1175 to conclude that the Douglas-model triple
(Wp1,Wp o, Vp) is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift. However it is also of interest to
see if it is possible to check this directly from the formula (6.2.J)) which a priori has no
reference to the existence of an Ando lift of (71, T5). To get the lifting property, the proof
of the direct statement uses the connection of the fundamental operator pair (G, Gs) for
(T5,T5) with the existence of a Type I Andé tuple (Fx, A4, Py, U.) defining a Douglas-
model Andé lift of (73, T3). However in the proof of the converse it is shown how to get a
more direct statement: the lifting property for (IIp, Wp 1, Wp o2, Vp) is associated with
the Fundamental-Operator system of equations [7.2) (with (T, T5) in place of (T3, T%)
and with (G1,G2) in place of (Fy, F3)). Conditions (ii), (iii) in Definition follow
by a direct check from the formulas ([62.1)) and we conclude that one can show directly
that (Ilp, Wp 1, Wp o, Vp) is at least a pseudo-commuting algebraic lift (as defined in
Definition[61.2)) of (11, T, ThT>). To show that Wp ; and Wp, 5 are contraction operators;
to our knowledge the only argument for showing this goes through the fact that Wp ;
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and Wp o are compressions of the commuting isometries (V1, Vg) in a Douglas-model
Ando lift of (T, T5):
Wpo1 = Mg:i26, = (Igz @ N))Myspiy.u-p,(Tg2 @ Ay),
Wp,2 = Mgst.6, = (Inz @ A))Mp,y, 42prvu, (T2 @ A).
We are now ready to complete the proof of

COROLLARY 6.2.3. Suppose that (Th,T2) is a commuting contractive pair on H and sup-
pose that I1: H — K is an embedding of H into K and that (W1, Wa, W) is a triple of
operators on K. Then the following are equivalent:

1. (TII, Wy, Wy, W) is the compression of an Andé lift of (Th, Tz, T1T2) to an immersed
minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift of T, i.e., (II, W) is a minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias (iso-
metric) lift of T = T1Ty on K and there is an Andé lift (II, V1, Va) of (T1,T2) on
IC together with a unitary embedding

7K = Koo := \/ VIV RanIl C K
n>0
so that
TH:H, T*(Vl,Vg,V1V2)T: (Wl,Wg,W).

2. (I1, Wy, Wq, W) is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (Ty,Ta, T1Ts).

3. (I, W1, Wy, W) is unitarily equivalent to the Douglas-model pseudo-commutative
contractive lift (HD, [MGTJZ% M?bl:| , [MGEO“GH VIZJ , [Aéz VSDD given by Theorem
627

Furthermore, if (I, W1, Wo, W) are (I', W}, W, W) are two pseudo-commuting con-

tractive lifts of (T1, To, T1Ts) on K and K' respectively such that there is a unitary operator
7 K — K’ such that

I = 711, 't =7'W, (6.2.9)
then it follows that also

T =TWy, Wyt = 17'Wa. (6.2.10)

Proof. We first show that (1) = (2) = (3) = (1).
(1) = (2): This follows from the part of Theorem already proved above.

(2) = (3): Assume (2). Then (II, W) is a minimal isometric lift of T = T1T» on K. By
uniqueness of the minimal isometric lift for 7', there is a unitary 7: X — Kp which brings
the Sz.-Nagy-Foias lift (II, V') to the Douglas-model Sz.-Nagy-Foias lift:

Tl =1Ip, T™W =Vpr.

Since (W1, W, W) is a pseudo-commuting contractive triple and 7 is unitary, it is easily
checked that

T(Wi, Wo, W)T* = (tW1*, 7Wor™, VD)
is also a pseudo-commuting contractive triple. Similarly, since (IT, Wy, Wy, W) is a lift of
(Th, T2, T1T3), it follows that (711 = IIp, TWy7*, 7War*, Vp) is also a lift of (Th, Tz, T1T%).
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But as a consequence of Theorem [6.2.1] we see that this then forces

M 0 M= 0
* Gt +2G2 * G3+2G1
TWiT 0 w,, | TWor 0 W, |

and hence 7 implements a unitary equivalence of the pseudo-commuting contractive lift
(I, Wy, Wo, W) with (ITp, WP, WL, Vp) (notation as in (6.2.1))), and (3) follows.
(3) = (1): This is part of the content of the first part of Theorem [21]

We verify the last part of the corollary as follows. Suppose that (II, W1, Wy, W) are
(IT', W}, W5, W) are two pseudo-commuting contractive lifts of (T3, T, T1T%) on K and

K’ such that ([62:9) holds. Let 7p: K — Kp be a unitary identification map bringing the
pseudo-commuting contractive lift (IT, W1, W, W) to the Douglas model form:

oIl =1Ilp, Wi =Wpi1mp, TWo=Wporp, 7pWp = Vp7p.
Set 7 = 7p7*: K' = Kp. Then note that
Il = 7pll = I p,
TW' = 7p7"*"W = 7pW1r"™* = Vprp7t™ = Vpr.
Thus
(rIU, 7Wi{r* 7 War*, 7W'r*) = (U p, TWi %, TWoLT* VD)

is a pseudo commuting contractive lift of (71,75, T1T%). By the converse statement in
Theorem [E.2.7], we see that we must have

TWiT* =Wp1, TWH* =Wps.
Thus from the definitions we have
W, = 17*Wp a7 =7"75Wp1mp7™ = 7'Wir™*

and similarly
W, = 7' Wor”™
and ([6210) follows as wanted. m

6.3. Sz.-Nagy—Foias-model pseudo-commuting contractive lifts. We have de-
fined the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model minimal lift of a contraction operator T, as well as the Sz.-
Nagy-Foias model Ando lift of a commuting contractive operator-pair (77, 7%), as a simple
transformation, using the unitary operator Unrp: Kp — Ke, or Unr,p: Kp = Knr,
of the corresponding Douglas model. The analogous procedure applies also to the con-
struction of a Sz.-Nagy—Foias model pseudo commuting contractive lift of a commuting
contractive operator-pair (77, 75) as follows.

THEOREM 6.3.1. Let (T1,T2) be a commuting contractive operator-pair on a Hilbert space
H and set T = T1T5. Let

Iy2pyy 0 ]: [HQ(DT*)] %[ H?(Dr-) ]

U = _—
NF.D 0 WNF,D Qr- Ae, (L*(Dr))
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be the unitary as in [EZL2D). Let us define operators
Wyr = (Wxr,1, War,2, Var) := Uxr,0(Wp,1, Wp 2, VD)URp b

D
= |:MGT+ZG2 0 :| ) |:MG;+ZG1 0 :| ) MZ i 0 on ’C@T7
0 Wi 0 Wio 0 Mz 2@

Opw 1+
HNF = UNF,DHD = |:wN§7];5T*:| TH— ]C@T (631)
2
where Ko, = [%} and where (Wp 1, Wp o, Vp) is the Douglas-model pseudo-

commuting contractive triple as defined in (CZ22) (so (G1, G2) is the Fundamental-
Operator pair for (TT,Ty)) and the pair (Wi, Wye) is the commuting unitary operator-
pair as in (4.4-1). Then (IInr, Wxr 1, Wrre, Var) is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift
of (Th,T5,T), called the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model pseudo-commuting contractive lift.

Proof. We showed in the proof of Theorem that (IIp, Wp 1, Wp 2, Vp) is a pseudo
commuting contractive lift of (T7,7%). Since the isometry IIxp : H — Ko, is given by
IInr = Unr,pllp, it then follows that the collection (Ilxp, Wyp) is unitarily equivalent
to the lift (IIp, W5,) (where we set Wp = (Wp 1, Wp 2, Vp)), and hence itself must also
be a lift, of (11,7, T1T>); in detail we have

WirlIne = Unr,p Wp, Ulp p - Uxr,pllp
=Unxnep Wplp = Unp,p lp T = Tnp I*

(where here we set T = (T1,T>, T = TiT»)) thereby verifying that (IIyp, Wyp) is a
lift of T'. Since the pseudo-commuting contractive property is invariant under unitary
equivalence, it also follows that W, being a pseudo-commuting contractive triple implies
that Wy is also a pseudo-commuting contractive triple. m

REMARK 6.3.2. Let us observe that, since (IIxp, Wyp) is related to (IIp, W) via the
innocuous change of coordinates in the second coordinate Unr p, it is a routine exercise to
see that all the results concerning (IIp, W) in Theorem [6.21], Remark [6:2.2 Corollary
hold equally well for (IIxp, Wyg). In particular, the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model pseudo-
commuting contractive lift (IIxy, Wyg) can also be viewed as the compression of a Sz.-
Nagy—Foias model Andé lift to an embedded Sz.-Nagy—Foias model for a minimal Sz.-
Nagy—Foias lift (IIxg, Var) of T = T1Ts, thereby proving that (IIxg, Wyg) is a pseudo-
commuting contractive lift of T'.

6.4. Schiffer-model pseudo-commuting contractive lifts. Unlike the case for the
Douglas model, the Schéffer model for a general Andé lift arising from a Type II Ando
tuple does not appear to be sufficiently tractable for the identification of a pseudo-
commuting contractive lift. We therefore restrict ourselves to strong Type IT Ando tuples
(see Definition F5.2]).

We have seen in Theorem [£5.3] that any minimal Ando lift for a commuting contrac-
tive pair (T1,T») is unitarily equivalent to the Schéffer-model Andd lift associated with
some strong Type IT Ando tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T1,T2) and conversely, the Schéffer-
model Andoé lift associated with a strong Type II Ando tuple for (T7,7%) is an Ando
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lift for (T1,T%). By Theorem the compression of such a Schéffer-model Andé lift in
the sense of Definition yields a pseudo-commuting contractive lift (W, Wy, W) for
(Ty, T2, T1T2). The next result computes such a Schéffer-model compressed Ando lift for
a given commuting contractive pair (77, T%) using also the Schéffer model for the minimal
isometric lift of the product contraction operator T' = T1T5.

THEOREM 6.4.1. Given a commuting contractive operator-pair (T1,Ts) on H, let Ks =
{HQ%T)} be the Schiffer-model isometric-lift space for the product contraction T := T1T5,

let lls: H — Kgs be the Schiffer-model embedding operator Ilg = [18‘], let (Fy, Fy) be
the Fundamental-Operator pair for (T1,T2) (see Theorem [{.7.3), and define operators
Ws.1,Ws2,Wg on Ks according to the formula

U Vi FsDr Mparg| 97T |evip, FiDr Mp, .y

Wg =Vs = { g 0 " } . (6.4.1)

evi p, Dr M?T] o s = [HQ(%)
Then (Ils,Wgs 1, Wg 2, Vs) is a the compression of an Andé lift of (Th,T2,T1T32)) to an
embedded minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias lift of T = ThTo and hence also a pseudo-commuting
contractive lift of (T1, T2, T1T5).

Conversely, if (Ilg, W1, Wa, V) is any pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (T1,Ts)

such that
Iy

T 0
(HS, Vs) = <|: 0 ] :H— Kg, [QVS,DTDT MZDT:| on Ks) (6.4.2)

is the Schdffer-model minimal isometric lift of T on Kg = |:H22:[DT):|’ then mecessarily
also (W1, Wy) = (Wg1,Wg2) are given as in formula [6.4.1)).

Proof. Let (F,A,P,U) be a strong Type II Andé tuple for the commuting contractive
operator-pair (71, T»). Then the associated Schéffer-model Ando lift of (71, 73) is given
by (ILs, Vg1, Vsz2) where the isometric embedding operator IIg: H — Kg and the
isometries Vg1, Vg2 on IKCg are given as in Theorem 5.3

IC5=|:H27-(L]_-)}, HSZ[I(’)“}:/H%K:&

(Vo1 Via) = T 0 T 0
S Y52 evy PUANDr  Mpiy.py] |evizUP*ADr My.py.p-pr))’
T 0
evy sADr M,

where T := T1To =TT is the product contraction operator on H. Let us next compute
the space

Vs =Vg51Vso=Vs52Vg = {

Kso0 = \/ V§RanIIs.
n>0

By an induction argument one can see that

T’n
’VLH = _ . .
Valls lz;i& Mgeva,fADTT“-l—J]
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where the bottom entry should be interpreted to be 0 for the case n = 0. By taking n =0
we see that [7] C KCg,00. By next taking n = 1 we see that

\/ RanViIs = { . " ] C Ks,00-
0.1 ev07]_-ADT

Inductively assume that

\/ Ranvgr[s:[ _ # ]

n=0,1,....K @fzol(MzDT)jeVafADT
It then follows that
H
Ran ViIIg = _ )
v o L@f—ol(M?T)fevafADT) ® <M£T>KevafADT]

n=0,1,....K,K+1

H
= [ogsomoviym|

Hence

H H
ICs,00 = closure Igo [(@jK_Bl (MZDT)jeVS]:ADJ - [HQ‘(Ran A)} . (6.4.3)

Let us now introduce the Schéffer model (Ilg, Vs) for the minimal isometric lift of the
product contraction operator 1" := T775. By uniqueness of minimal isometric lifts for a
single contraction operator, there exists an isometry 7 from Kg onto &g oo so that

Tlls = Is00, 7Vs = Vg00T
where we set Vg 00 := Vglicy,- It is easy to check that
Iy 0
= 6.4.4
’ { 0 Ipw® A] (6.4.4)

does the job.
Putting all the pieces together, it follows by definition that the compressed Ando lift
of (T1,Tz) associated with

(1) the Schéffer-model lift (I1g, Vg 1, Vg2) determined by (F, A, P,U) for (T1,T%) and
(ii) the Schéaffer-model minimal Sz.-Nagy-Foias lift (Ilg, Vg) for T = T1T5

is given by
(WS,l, WS’Q, Ws) = (T*VSJT, T*VS’QT, Vs) on ’Cs. (6.4.5)
Thus
Ws1 = I 0 ] [ I 0 ] [IH 0 }
’ L0 Iy2®@A*] |evg xPUADy Mpiyi.py] [0 Ipg2 @A
] T 0
N _ev57DTA*PUADT Mp-p1 UA+2A*PUA]
T 0
= evip, B Dy MF1+zF2*:| (6.4.6)
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where (F1, F3) is the Fundamental-Operator pair for the commuting contractive pair
(Ty,T»). Here in the last step we used the characterization (7.24) of the Fundamental-
Operator pair in terms of a strong Type II Andé tuple for (71, T5)

Fy = A*PTUA, F,=AU*PA

coming out of the Third Proof of Theorem [1.7.3
A similar computation gives

W= [T 0 ] [Tg 0 | ] [IH 0 }
2710 LpoA] |0 evi U'PADr My.pipepe] |0 Iy ®A
T T, 0
~ |evip, AU PEADy My.y.py +ZA*U*PLA]
o 0
- [ev§ p, Fi' Dr MF2+zF1*] ‘

We have now verified that the formula (6.4]) gives a compressed Andd lift for the com-
muting contractive pair (71, 7).

The fact that then (I, Wg 1, Wg 2, Wg = Vg) is also a pseudo-commuting contractive
lift of (11, T, T = T1T3) follows as a consequence of the general principle compressed Andé
lift = pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (Th,T3) verified in Theorem [6.1.41

The converse follows from the model-independent result in Corollary 6.2.31 More pre-
cisely, apply the “furthermore” part of Corollary to the two pseudo-commuting
contractive lifts (Wgq, Wgo, Vs) as in (64LI) and (W1, Wy, Vs) as in the converse part
of Theorem Observe that if 7/ : Kg — Kg is a unitary such that 7'V = Vg7’ and
7/|% = Iy, then by minimality of the lift Vg, we must have 7/ = Ix,. Thus the unitary 7/
as in ([G.2.9) must be the identity operator, and consequently, the converse here follows.
Alternatively, one can prove it directly by following the steps in the proof of the converse
part of Theorem but with substitution of Schaffer models for the Douglas models.

Recall that two minimal isometric lifts of a commuting contractive pair need not be
unitary equivalent. What if minimality is replaced by strong minimality? We end this
chapter with the following result that shows that the existence of one strongly minimal
Ando lift is a sufficiently strong condition to force uniqueness of any two minimal Ando
lifts.

THEOREM 6.4.2. Let (T1,T2) be a commuting contractive pair such that it has a strongly
minimal Andé lift. Then any minimal isometric Andé lift of (Th,T2) is strongly minimal
and consequently, any two minimal isometric lifts of (T1,T2) are unitarily equivalent.

Proof. Let (V1,Va) acting on K be a minimal isometric lift of (77, 7>) via the isometric
embedding IT : H — K. Consider the space Kog = \/n20 VI"VSIIH. Let ¢ - Koo — K be
the embedding of ICgp into K. Consider the compression of the Ando lift (Vi, Va) to Koo:

(V1,005 V2,00, Voo) = ¢*(V1, V2, V1Va)e.
By Theorem 614 (V1 00, V2,00, Voo) is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (77, T%).
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Let (W1, W3) be a strongly minimal Ando lift of (77,7%) acting on the space W =
V.m0 WI'W3H. For simplicity, we take the embedding to be the inclusion map. It is
routine to see that the triple (W7, Wy, W1 W) satisfies all the conditions for a pseudo-
commuting contractive lift. By Corollary [6.2.3] the compression (V1 g0, V2,00) is unitarily
equivalent to the Andé lift (W5, Ws), which in turn implies that (V4 o, V2,00) must also
be And6 lift of (71,7%). By minimality of the Andé lift (V7,V2), we must have K =
Koo showing that (V4,V2) is strongly minimal. Since strongly minimal Ando6 lifts are all
pseudo-commuting contractive lifts, and since the latter class are all unique up to unitary
equivalence, any two minimal isometric lifts of (71, 7%) must be unitarily equivalent. m

This result leads to the following immediate corollary.

COROLLARY 6.4.3. Suppose that (T1,T%) is a commuitng pair of isometries such that both
T=T-Ty an T =T5 - Ty are reqular factorizations (see Definition[{.3.1]). The (T1,T5)
has a strongly minimal Andé lift (V1,Va) and all minimal Ando lifts are stronlgy minimal
and mutually unitarily equiavalent as lifts.

7. Characteristic/admissible triples and functional model for a
commuting pair of contractions

As seen in the preceding chapters that there is a lack of uniqueness (up to unitary equiv-
alence of lifts) in general for Andd lifts of a given contractive commuting operator-pair
(T1,Tz) but there is uniqueness for a pseudo-commuting contractive lift (IT, Wy, Wy, W)
of (Ty,T», T = T1T53) which has embedded in it a minimal Sz.-Nagy—Foias (isometric) lift
(II,V = W) of the single contraction operator T. When we use the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model
(TInw, Var) of the minimal isometric lift for T' (expressed in terms of the characteristic
function ©7) for T, together with the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model (IInr, Wxr 1, Wrr,2, Var)
for the pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (77,7%,T) (expressed in terms of a larger
characteristic triple 21 = ((G1, G2), (Wi, Wye), ©r) for (T1,T>,T) (where (G1,G2) and
(Wi, Wye) are as in ([631))), we arrive at a functional model

(11, 1, T) = Pro, (Wnr,1, Wr 2, Vir) e,

for the commuting triple (77, 7%, T') itself. Conversely, there is a notion of admissible triple
E for the case where no commuting contractive pair (77,7%) is initially specified, from
which one can build a commuting contractive operator-pair (7= 1,7z,2) on a functional
model space Heg which in turn has a characteristic triple Z7. , 7o, which can be shown
to coincide with the original admissible triple, giving a complete parallel with the Sz.-
Nagy-Foias theory outlined in Remark 234 (where one now has characteristic triple in
place of characteristic function and admissible triple in place of purely contractive analytic
function. Perhaps as is to be expected, however, there are some compatibility conditions
in the definition of admissible triple which may be difficult to check in practice. In the
succeeding sections we spell out the details. The first order of business is to understand
precisely the notion of completely nonunitary for the commuting contractive operator-pair
case.
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7.1. Characteristic triples and functional models. The following definition makes
precise the notion of characteristic triple for a commuting contractive operator-pair.

DEFINITION 7.1.1. Let (7T31,7%) be a commuting contractive operator-pair on H. Let us
introduce the following objects:

(i) (G1,G2) = the Fundamental-Operator pair for (T}, Ty) as in Definition
(i) (Wy,Wye) = the commuting unitary operator-pair canonically associated with
(Ty,Ty) as in (E4T]).
(i) O = the characteristic operator function (Z3.7) for the product contraction oper-
ator T'= T1T5. Here we set T to the operator triple T = (T1, T2, T = T1T5).

Then the triple Z¢ = ((G1, G2), (Wi, Wy), O1) is called the characteristic triple for
(T, T3).

Note that the components ((G1,G2), (Wi, Wy2),Or) is all that is needed to write
down (IIxr, Wnr,1, War,2, Var), the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model pseudo-commuting contrac-
tive lift of (11, Ty, T = T1T») acting on the space Ko, as in Theorem [(.3.11

We now present the bivariate analogue of the result discussed in Remark 2.3.4] and
reviewed in the preceding paragraphs.

THEOREM 7.1.2. Let (T1,T%) be a commuting contractive operator-pair and let its char-
acteristic triple be

Er = ((G1,G2), Wy, Wy2), O7).
Then the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model space

H?(Dr-) } S [@T

Hop = { Ao,

Ao, - L2(Dr) } - H*(Dr) (7.1.1)

is coinvariant under

Mgy, 0] [Magyza, O
0 Wal'| 0 Wio

M, 0
0 MC|A@T(L2(DT))_

and T = (T1,T5, T1Ts) is unitarily equivalent to

MG*+zG O:| -MG*+ZG 0:| Mz 0
P ih2G2 | : 7.1.2
Hor <[ 0 Wil | 0 Wil 7| 0 Melag @] )|, (71:2)
T

via the unitary operator Ilnvo: H — He, given by
Inwo: h— lInph € Ho, for h € H. (7.1.3)
Proof. Let us denote by Wy the operator triple
Wyr =(Wxr,1, Wnr,2, VNr)

o Mg +2Gyo 0 :| |:MG* +2Gy 0 :| |:Mz 0 :|)
T ([ n10 Wi |’ 1120 Wiz |’ 0 M |m (7.1.4)
. L HQ(DT*) B ODT* T .
acting on Ke, = RonL?(D1r) and set Iy = wnE DO equal to the Sz.-Nagy—Foias

embedding operator from H into Keg, with range equal to He,. By Theorem [6.3.1] we
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know that (HNFa WNF,la WNF’Q, VNF) is a lift of (Tl, TQ, T = TlTQ), i.e.,
(Wir, 1, War 2, Vae) e = Tne (17, 15, T = T7Ty). (7.1.5)
where (as noted in Remark 2:34) Ranllxy = He,.. This shows immediately that He,

is coinvariant under Wyp. Apply Iy on the left to both sides of (Z1.5)), use that Ing
is an isometry (II{pIInk = I3), and then take adjoints to arrive at

e (Wae,1, W2, Var) e = (T4, To, Th T5).

Then use the connection (I3 between IInr and IInrg o to reinterpret this last identity
as

Xk 0 (PH@T (Wxr1, War,2, VNF)|H@T) Onr,o = (Th, T2, ThT5).
This last equality is the statement that the model operator-triple (T.1.2)
Pre, (Wxr,1, War 2, VNF) e,

is unitarily equivalent via IIxp ¢ to the original contractive operator-triple (11, To, T175)
as claimed, and the theorem follows. m

7.2. Canonical decomposition for pairs of commuting contractions. Our even-
tual goal is to prove that characteristic triples form a complete unitary invariant for
commuting contractive pairs (T1,T>) with the condition that T = T1T5 is a completely
nonunitary (c.n.u.) contraction. The goal of this section is to argue that this c.n.u. as-
sumption on 1" = T1T5 can be discarded without any substantive loss of generality due to
the existence of a canonical decomposition for any commuting contractive pair (71, 7s).
This is analogous to the single-variable phenomenon that every single contraction has
a decomposition as the direct sum of a unitary operator and a c.n.u. contraction op-
erator. This result actually follows as a special case of the canonical decomposition for
tetrablock contractions recently obtained by Pal [30]. Here we present a more elementary
direct proof for the special setting of commuting pairs of contractions. We shall need the
following lemma.

LEMMA 7.2.1. Let A be a bounded operator on a Hilbert space such that wA has negative
semidefinite real part for all w on the unit circle:

Re(wA) := wA + (wA)* <0 for allw e T.
Then A= 0.

Proof. The hypothesis means that the operator-valued function R(w) := wA + wWA* sat-
isfies R(w) < 0 for every w € T. Note that R(—w) = —R(w) for every w € T and hence

Rw) :=wA+wA* =0 for all w € T,
which readily implies that A = 2(R(1) — iR(i)) = 0. m

THEOREM 7.2.2. For every pair (T1,Ts) of commuting contractions on a Hilbert space H
there corresponds a decomposition of H into the orthogonal sum of two subspaces reducing
for both Ty and Ts, say H = H, ® He, such that, with notation

(Thu, Tow) = (T1, T2) |1, and (Tie, Toe) = (T1, T2)|n. (7.2.1)
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we have that T,, = T1,T5, s a unitary and T, = T1.Ts. is a c.n.u. contraction. Moreover,
then T,, ® T, with respect to H = H, & H. is the Sz.-Nagy—Foias canonical decomposition
for the contraction operator T =T Ts.

Proof. Let (Th1,T>) be a pair of commuting contractive operator-pair on a Hilbert space
H such that (F1, F») is the Fundamental-Operator pair for (77,75 ). By Definition
(combined with Lemma [7T]), on the one hand (Fy, F3) is characterized as the unique
solution of the pair of operator equations

T; — T;T = DrFy; Dy where (i,7) = (1,2) or (2,1) (7.2.2)

but on the other hand, as a consequence of the Second Proof of Theorem [£7.3] can also
be expressed directly in terms of a Type I Andé tuple (F, A, P,U) for (T5,Ty) as

(F, Fy) = A*(PYU,U*P)A (7.2.3)

Since both of F} and F» are contractions, we have for every w and ¢ in T

Ip, —Re(wF1) = 0 and Ip, — Re(CFy) = 0. (7.2.4)
Adding these two inequalities then gives

2Ip, — Re(wF; + (Fy) = 0, for all w,¢ € T. (7.2.5)
Note that inequality (23] is equivalent to

2D% — Re(wDrFy Dy + (DrFoDr) = 0 for all w, ¢ € T.

By (T2Z2) this is same as

2D2 — Re(w(Ty — T5T)) — Re((Ty — T5T)) = 0, for all w,¢ € T. (7.2.6)
Let
T— ﬁ;u TO] Ho ® He — Hu ® He (7.2.7)

be the canonical decomposition of 7' into unitary piece T;, and completely nonunitary
piece T,. It remains to show that 77 and 75 are also block-diagonal with respect to this
decomposition. To get started, we consider the 2 x 2-matrix representation of each T}
with respect to the decomposition H = H,, & He:

T, = [éj ?
J J

Next apply (CZ0) to obtain that
0 0 Ay — A5T, By — CiT.
2 - Re w * *
0 2D Cy — BiT, Dy — D3T.

Ay — AiT, By —CiT,
e (C [02 - BT, Ds— DiT,

] Hoy B He — Hy ®H, for j =1,2. (7.2.8)

}) =0 forall w, €T. (7.2.9)

In particular, the (1, 1)-entry in this inequality works out to be

P11 (w, ) := Re(w(A4; — A5Ty,)) + Re(¢(A2 — A1T,)) <0, forall w,¢ € T.  (7.2.10)
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This in turn implies that

P11(w,1) + Py1(w,—1) = 2Re(w(A4; — A5Ty,)) = 0 and
P11(1,¢) + P1i(—1,¢) = 2Re(¢(A2 — A1Ty)) = 0.
Now we apply Lemma [[.2.1] to conclude that
Ay = AST,, Ag = AT, (7.2.11)

This shows that the (1, 1)-entry of the matrix on the left-hand side of (Z.29) is zero. Since
the matrix is positive semi-definite, the (1,2)-entry (and hence also the (2, 1)-entry) is
also zero, i.e., for all w,( € T

Pio(w, () := w(By — C3T,) + @(Cf — Tk Bs) + ({(Bs — C{T..) + ((C5 — T By1) = 0.
In particular we then get that
P(w) :=Pi2(w, 1) + P1a(w, —1) = 2w(By — C3T,) + 20(CT —T;B2) =0

for every w € T. This implies the first two of the following equations while the last two
are obtained similarly:

B, =C5T.,, C{=T;By, By=CjT. and C5=1T,B. (7.2.12)
Now from the commutativity of T; with 7" we have the following for j =1, 2:
AjTu = TuAj, BjTC = Tqu, CJTu = TCCj and TCDj = DjTC. (7213)

Let us note that commutativity of (77,7%) has been used in the beginning of the proof,
viz., F} and Fy are contractions because of the commutativity of 77 and T5.

For (i,7) = (1,2) or (2,1) we obtain using the second and third equation in (C2.12)
and the third equation in (Z2I3) that

BT} = C;T, = T.C; = T.B; Ty, (7.2.14)

which implies that B;T, = T.Bj, for j = 1,2. Using this and the second equality in

([T213) we obtain
T, BF = BT} = Bf = BiT;T, = T'BiT, = T'T.B",

which implies that T¢ is unitary on Ran B}, for every j = 1,2. Since T, is completely
nonunitary, B; = 0 for each j = 1,2. Similarly one can show that C; = 0, for each
7 =1,2. This completes the proof. m

7.3. Characteristic triple as a complete unitary invariant. As already discussed
in Remark [Z34] it was proved by Sz.-Nagy—Foias (see [43] Chapter VI] that the charac-
teristic function ©p for a c.n.u. contraction 7" is a complete unitary invariant. This means
that two c.n.u. contractions T and 7" are unitarily equivalent if and only if their charac-
teristic functions coincide in the sense that there exist unitary operators v : Dy — Dy
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and u, : Dp« — Dps+ such that the following diagram commutes for every z € D:
e
Dy 229, .

o [ (7.3.1)

DT/ _ DT/ *
®T’ (Z)

Theorem below shows that such a result holds for characteristic triples of pairs of

commuting contractions also. First we define a notion of coincidence for such a triple.
Let us recall (see Remark 2334 and also [43] for complete details) that a contractive

analytic function (D, Dy, 0) is a B(D, D,)-valued analytic function on D such that

I©(2)]] <1 for all z € D.

Such a function is called purely contractive if ©(0) does not preserve the norm of any
nonzero vector, i.e.,

1©(0)¢]lp. < ||€||p for all nonzero £ € D. (7.3.2)

We note that a Sz.-Nagy—Foias characteristic function O is always purely contractive
(see [43, Section VI.1]), and that it is always the case that a general contractive analytic
function (D, D., ©) has a block diagonal decomposition © = ©'®0° where (D', D., 0') is
a unitary constant function and (D°, DY, @) is purely contractive. A key easily checked
property of this decomposition is the following:

OBSERVATION 7.3.1. The model space associated with a contractive analytic function ©

is defined to be
L HQ(D*) @ 2
Ho = [xegim)] © |an) 1

where here we set
1

Ae(¢) = (Ip — ©(()"O(¢))=.

We define the model operator associated with the contractive analytic function © to be

M. 0
o= [ ],
He

The observation here is that the model operator Te remains exactly the same (after some
natural identification of respective coefficient spaces) when O is replaced by its purely
contractive part ©°. Thus only purely contractive analytic functions are relevant when
discussing Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional models.

In view of Observation [[L3.] for the moment we consider only purely contractive
analytic functions.

DEFINITION 7.3.2. Let (D, D.,0©), (D', D.,,0’) be two purely contractive analytic func-
tions, let (G1, G2) on D, and (G, G%) on D, be two pairs of contractions, and let (W7, Wa)
on AgL?(D) (W1, W3) on Ag/ L?(D’) be two pairs of commuting unitaries having product
equal to M, on the respective spaces. We say that the two triples ((G1, G2), (W1, Ws), ©)
and (G, G%), (W{,W3),0’") coincide if:
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(i) (D,D,,0) and (D', D,,0') coincide, i.e., there exist unitary operators v : D — D’
and u, : D, — D', such that
usO(2) = ©'(2)u for all z € D,
i.e., the diagram ([Z31]) commutes with © and ©’ in place of @7 and O7, respec-
tively.
(ii) the unitary operators u, u. also have the intertwining properties
{( 1.Gh) = u.(G1, Ga)ul = (u,Gru, u,Gaul) and

(7.3.3)
(W], W3) = w, (W1, Wo)w? = (w,Wiw?, w, Wawy),

where w,, : AgL?(D) = A L?(D’) is the unitary map induced by u defined by

THEOREM 7.3.3. Let (T1,T%) and (T1,T3) be two pairs of commuting contractions such
that their products T =TTy and T' = T|Ty are c.n.u. contractions. Then (T1,T>) and
(T],T%) are unitarily equivalent if and only if their characteristic triples coincide.

Proof. Let (Th,T2) on H and (17,73) on H' be unitarily equivalent via the unitary
operator U : H — H'. Let

((Gla GQ); (Wﬁla WﬁQ)v GT)v (( lla Gl2)a (Wﬁlla Wﬁ/Z)v GT’)
be their respective characteristic triples. It is easy to see that UDr = DU and U Dp« =
D7 U and that the unitaries

u = U|’DT : Dy — Dy and uy = U|’DT* : Dy« — Do (735)
have the following property:

u.Or(z) = Op/(2)u for all z € D. (7.3.6)

Hence ©1 and ©7/ coincide.

We next show that the unitary w, also implements a unitary equivalence of (G1,G2)
with (G, G%) as follows. Note first that since by definition (G1, G2) and (G, G%) are the
Fundamental-Operator pairs for (17,7y) and (T7*,T5*) respectively, we have:

Ti* - TJT* = DT* G,L'DT*, T/* - TJIT/* = DTM G;DT/* for (Z,j) = (17 2) or (2, 1)

It then follows that

us(G1,G2) = (G, GY)u.. (7.3.7)
We have seen in Theorem that for a pair (T1,7T2) of commuting contractions,
(TInr, Wyp) is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (T = (11, T, T1T2) acting on the

space Kor. Let (g, W) be the corresponding pseudo-commuting contractive lift of
T'" = (T1,T3,TTy) acting on the space Keg,,. Let II” denote the isometry

1. | Ig2®ul 0 / . H?(Dp+)
= [ . w:} W U: H — [ﬁ%m(m)} (7.3.8)

where w, : Ag, L?*(Dr) — Ae,, L*(Drv) is the unitary w, = (Ir2 ® u)|m. We
T
observe that (II”, Knp, W”) is also a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (71,7%,7T),
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where (W', W3') = wy, (W;, Wiy)w, and

W e ([Mot=as O Mggizc, 0 I\BIZM‘ 0
: 0 wy |’ 0 wy | lag, @2y ] )"

By making use of (Z37), we see that, for (i,5) = (1,2) or (2,1), we have
* I 0 *
Ty = { Hz(()@u w;} eIl U (by (Z33))

Ig2®uy 0 Mgrsy,qr 0 /
B . i J U
0 wh 0 Wn/i* NF

Mgx,.q, O I 0
— [ G,,0+ G, W.”*} [ H20®u* w;} NeU (by (C370).

Now since the last entry of W” is the same as that of Wy, applying Corollary [6.2.3] we
get W” = W and we conclude that

(WY, W3) = wi (Wi, Wis)wu = (Wi, Wia),

This together with equations (Z.3.6]) and (Z3.1) establishes the first part of the theorem.

Conversely, let ((G1, G2), (W1, Wy2), Or) and ((G1, G), (W, W,), ©1) be the char-
acteristic triples of (T1,T5) and (7Y, T4) respectively, and suppose the respective charac-
teristic triples coincide. Thus there exist unitaries v : Dp — Dy and uy : Dps — Dy
such that part () and part (i¢) in Definition hold. Let w, be the unitary induced
by u as defined in (C3.4]). Then it is easy to see that the unitary

2 2
gz @u. O HADr) || HI(Dr) (7.3.9)
0 Wy A@TLQ(DT) A@T/LQ('DT/)
intertwines
W= [MGWGQ 0] [Maztzc, 0 } MR _—
hAA 0 Wﬁl_ > i 0 Wia ’ 0 MC T|A@T(L2(DT))_
with
- Doy 1
W — |:MG’1"+ZG’2 0] [Mggpisa, O ] M 0 .
- 0 Wil 0 Wil | 0 Mdxo—mmny]
Also, the unitary in (Z3.9) clearly takes [AGQTT] H?(Dr) onto [A@eTT" ] H?(D7/)} and
hence
HQ(DT*) :| |:@T:| 2 |: HQ(DT/*) :| |:9T’ :| 2
———| © H*(Dr) onto |——————| S H*(Dpr).
[A®TL2(DT) JAVCY (Pr) Ae,, L*(Drr) Ae,, (Prr)

Thus that the functional models for (71, T%) and (77, T%) as in (I2) are unitarily equiv-
alent and hence by (TI.2) the pairs (71, 7») and (17,T45) are unitarily equivalent also. m

7.4. Admissible triples. In this section, we consider general contractive analytic func-
tions (D, D,,0) and do not insist that © be also pure. We start with a contractive
analytic function (D, D.,0), a commuting unitary operator-pair (W7, W3), and a pair
of contraction operators (G1,G2) and investigate when the triple ((G1,G2), (W1, Wa),
©) gives rise to a commuting contractive operator-pair (77, T>) such that T = T1T5 is
completely non-unitary (c.n.u.).
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If ((G1,G2),(W1,Ws),0) is equal to the characteristic triple (G1,G2), (Wi, Wya),
Or) for a commuting contractive operator-pair (77, 7%), it is easy to check from the fact
that (IInr, Wxr,1, Wrr,2, Vr) is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of (T4, T%) that the
characteristic triple ((G1, Gz2), (W1, Wa), ©) in particular satisfies the set of admissibility
conditions listed in following definition of admissibility conditions for such a triple.

DEFINITION 7.4.1. Admissibility conditions: For (i,j) = (1,2) or (2,1) we have:

1. Mgﬁzgj @ W; is a contraction.

2. WaWs = WaWi = Mclx—ra07

3. The space Qo :={Of & Ao f : f € H*(D)} is jointly invariant under (Mg 4.c, ®
Wi, MG;-i-zGl e Wy, M, & M4|m)-

4. With Kg := H?(D.) ® AegL?(D) and He := Ko © Qe we have

(M s, @ W) (M 12, Wi late = (M © M=oy o

In particular, since condition (4) holds for both (4,7) = (1,2) and (4,5) = (2,1), we see
that T == (Mg 4., ® W1")lne commutes with T3 = (Mg, ., © W2")|pe -

This motivates the following definition.

DEFINITION 7.4.2. Let (D, D, ©) be a contractive analytic function and (G, G2) on D,
be a pair of contractions. Let (W7, W) be a pair of commuting unitaries on Ag L?(D). We
say that the triple 2 = ((G1, G2), (W71, W), ©) is admissible if it satisfies the admissibility
conditions (1)—(4) in Definition [[ZZ.1] We then say that the triple
T := (T, T2, T1T2)=
= Py, (MG’{+ZG2 & Wi, Mgz 426, ®Wa, M, @ Mdm)h{@ (7.4.1)

is the functional model associated with the admissible triple ((G1, Gz2), (W1, Wa), ©).
Let us also say that the admissible triple ((G1,G2), (W1, Ws),0) is pure if its last
component © is a purely contractive analytic function.

Then we have the following analogue of Observation [.3.] for the Sz.-Nagy-Foias
model.

PROPOSITION 7.4.3. Suppose ((G1,G2), (W1, Ws),0) is an admissible triple and that ©
has a (possibly nontrivial) decomposition © = ©'©O° with (D', D.,0') a unitary constant
and ©° a purely contractive analytic function. Then there is an admissible triple of the
form ((GY,GY), (WP, WS),0°) so that the functional model for ((G1,Gz), (W1, W), 0)
is unitarily equivalent to the functional model for ((GY,GY), (WP, W), 0Y).

We shall refer to ((GY,GY), (W, W3),0°) as the pure part of the admissible triple
((G17 GQ)) (W17 WQ)) 6)

Proof. We suppose that ((G1,Gs), (W1, W2),0) is an admissible triple and that © has
a (possibly nontrivial) decomposition © = ©' @ 0" with (D', D,,©’) a unitary constant
function and (D°,D?, %) a purely contractive analytic function. Let

Ho = H*(D.) ® Ao L?*(D) © {0f & Ao f: f € H*(D)}
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be the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional model space associated with © (and hence also the
functional model space associated with the admissible triple ((G1,G2), (W1, W), 0)),
and let

(T7, T3, T = ((MGHsz e Wh)", (Mgy1z6, © W)™, (M, & Mc|m)*) |7{(@)

be the associated functional-model triple of contraction operators. (with T = T1Ts). As
a result of [43] Theorem VI.3.1], we know that T is c.n.u. with characteristic function
Ot coinciding with ©°. Thus the characteristic triple for (T7, T4, T*) has the form

= ((él, ég), (Wl, WZ); eT)

and by Theorem [7.1.2] it follows that (T;, T2, T) is unitarily equivalent to the model
operators associated with Z. As already noted, Ot coincides with ©°; hence there are
unitary operators u: Dy — D°, u,: Dy« — DY so that

0°%(2)u = u,Or(2) for all z € D.
Define operators G9, G9 on D9 and W2, W9 on AgoL2(DO) by
G = w.Gut, WP = (u@ I2)W;(u* @ I12) 5 ze 0y
for ¢ = 1,2. Then by construction the triple
=0 = (61, 65), (W7, W), )

[

coincides with = and hence is also admissible. Then by Theorem [(.3.3] the commuting
contractive pair (T, T2) is also unitarily equivalent to the functional-model commuting
contractive pair associated with the admissible triple Z°. This completes the proof of
Proposition [.Z.3] =

PROPOSITION 7.4.4. Let 2 = ((G1, Ga), (W1, Ws),0) be a pure admissible triple and let
T= be the functional model associated with =. Then the model triple of operators

W= (Mg;+:6, ®Wi, Mast.c, ® W2, M, ® M(|m)

on Ke is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of To with the inclusion map i : He — Ke
as the associated isometric embedding operator.

Proof. By the analysis of Case 1 in the proof of Theorem [6.2.T] we see that the content of
the admissibility conditions (1), (2) in Definition [[Z4Tlis that the triple W = (W, Wy, W)
given by

Wi = Megise, ® Wi, Wo = Megiac, @ Wa, W =MD © Mclx oy,

all acting on H?(D,)® AgL?(D), is the general form for a pseudo-commuting contractive
triple with third component specified to be W = M P+ EBMdm. Thus it follows that
W is a pseudo-commuting contractive triple. Condition (3) in Definition [[Z4lis equivalent
to saying that He := Keg © Qe is jointly invariant for the adjoint W* = (W3, W5, W*)

and we can define T* on H(©) by
I* = W*h—t(@) = (TTa T;a T*) (742)

As a consequence of admissibility condition (4) in Definition [7.4.1] we see that T and T}
commute, and the product operator T; T3 is equal to M} @ M |m = T*, and we
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conclude that T is equal to the functional model operator-triple (A1) associated with
the admissible triple Z. Next note that equation (Z.£2) is just the statement that (i, W)
is a lift of Tz on H(O), where the isometric embedding operator i: Hg — Kg is just the
inclusion map. Finally, the fact that (i, W) is a minimal lift of T is part of the assertion of
Theorem VI.3.1 in [43]. We can now conclude that (i, W1, Wo, W) is a pseudo-commuting
lift of (T, T2, T = T1Ts2) in the sense of Definition This completes the proof. m

For © a purely contractive analytic function, we have the following result.

THEOREM 7.4.5. Let (D, D,,©) be a purely contractive analytic function, let (G1, G2) on
D.. be a pair of contractions, and let (W1, W3) on AgL?(D) be a pair of commuting uni-
taries such that their product W1 W5 1s equal to Mdm. Then ((G1,G2), (W1, W), 0)
is admissible if and only if it coincides with the characteristic triple of some commuting
contractive pair (Ty,Ta) with product operator T = TiTy equal to a c.n.u. contraction.
In fact, the triple ((G1,G2), (W1, Wa),0) coincides with the characteristic triple of its
functional model as defined in (74.1)).

Proof. We have already observed that the characteristic triple of a pair (71, T5) of com-
muting contractions with 7" = T175 being a c.n.u. contraction is indeed a pure admissible
triple (since characteristic functions @7 are necessarily purely contractive analytic func-
tions).

Conversely suppose that E = ((G1, G2), (W1, W3), 0) is a pure admissible triple. This
means that the pair (T7, T2) defined on

He = (H*(D.) @ Ao L*(D)) © {Of ® Aof : f € H*(D)}
by
(T1,T2) := Pyo(Mas 126, © Wi, Mgyyz26, © Wa)lne
is a commuting pair of contractions with product operator given by
T:=T,Ty = Py, (M. ® Mdm)m@. (7.4.3)

By the Sz.-Nagy—Foias model theory for a single contraction operator T (see [43] The-
orem VI.3.1]), we conclude that T is a c.n.u. contraction. We claim that the triple
((G1,Ga), (W1, Ws3),0) coincides with the characteristic triple for (T;,Ts), which we
assume to be (G, G5), (W{,W3), ). Since O is a purely contractive analytic function,
by (C43]) and Theorem VI.3.1 in [43], we conclude that © coincides with Or. By defi-
nition this means that there exist unitaries v : D — Dt and us : D, — Dp- such that
O1u = u,0. Then the unitary operator u., ®w, takes the space Kg := H?(D.)®AgL2(D)
onto the space Ko, := H?(Dp+) ® AerL2(Dr) and also

Uy Dwy: {Of & Aof: f € HQ(D)} O:go {O1g ® Aorg: g € H2(DT)}.
We can therefore conclude that furthermore u. ® w, maps He onto He, where
Ho =Ko {Of® Aof: f€ HQ('D)}, Hor =Koy ©{Org + Ao h: g € HQ(DT}.

Denote by 7 the restriction of u. ® w, to He. Then we have the following commuting
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diagram, where i and i’ are the inclusion maps:

H@ %]C@

Tl lu* Dway,

Hyp —— Ky
By Proposition [(-44] we know that (i, W) is a pseudo-commuting contractive lift of Tz
on Kg, where
W = (Mg;+26, ® Wi, Mas 46, © Wa, M, & Mq|m)~

Theorem [6.3.T] and the diagram above shows that (i’ o 7, W’) is also a pseudo-commuting
contractive lift of T, on Kg, where

W’ = (JwG’f*JrzG’2 @ W1,; MG/2*+zG’1 @ Wzla M. ® Mc|m)

Now by the uniqueness result in Corollary [£.23] there exists a unitary U : Ko — Ko,
such that UW = WU and U o4 = ¢’ o 7. Since the last entries of W and W’ are the
minimal isometric dilations of T' = T T5, such a unitary is in fact unique. By the above
commuting diagram we see that u. @ w,, is one such unitary. Therefore we get

(U* S Wu)m = M(u* S Wu)-

Consequently ((G1,Ga), (W1, W2),0) coincides with ((GY,G%), (W{,W3),©1) and the
theorem follows. m

Let us mention that the results of this and the previous section can be stated more
succinctly in the language of Category Theory as follows.

PROPOSITION 7.4.6. Define the following categories:

(i) Let €1 be the category of all commuting pairs of contraction operators T = (T1,T5)
where we set T' =T, - Ty = T5 - T1 and we assume that T is c.n.u.

(ii) Let €4 be the category of all purely contractive admissible triples 2 = ((G1, Ga2),
(W1, W), 0).

Define functors §: € — €4 and g: €2 — &1 by
f: T — Z1 = characteristic triple for T,
g: = — Tz = functional-model commuting contractive pair
associated with Z as in (T4]).
Then, for T,T' € €1 and Z,Z' € €5, we have
1. T=T & J(T) = §(T),
2. 222 < g(&) % g9(2),
3. gof(T)
4. foa(B) = (B)

where = denotes unitary equivalence of operator tuples and

o IR &R

denotes coincidence of

o R

u
admissible triples.
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Finally, we now show how it is possible to apply the theory of admissible triples to
the following factorization problem:

Commuting Contractive Factorization Problem: Given a c.n.u. contraction opera-
tor T, find all commuting contractive operator-pairs (11, T») which generate a commuting
contractive factorization of T: T = T1Ty = T)T;.

COROLLARY 7.4.7. Solutions (T1,T>) of the commuting contractive factorization prob-
lem are in one-to-one correspondence with pairs ((G1,Ga), (W1, Wa)) which complete the
characteristic function O to an admissible triple, i.e., with such pairs such that

((G1,G2), (W1, Ws),O7)
is an admissible triple.

Proof. 1t (T1,T») is a solution of the commuting contractive factorization problem for
T, then from the definitions we see that the characteristic triple of (T37,7T3) solves the
admissible-triple completion problem for Or.

Conversely, suppose that ((G1, G2), (W1, Wa)) solves the admissible-triple completion
problem for T'. Then the model operator-triple Tz for 2 = ((G1, G2), (W1, Wa),O1) (see
([TZ1)) generates a commuting contractive operator-pair (T, T2) with product T; Ty =
T5T; equal to

T := PH(@T)(MZDT* @ Mglm)h{(@ﬂ

which is the Sz.-Nagy—Foias functional-model operator for 7" and hence is unitarily equiv-
alent to 7. m

EXAMPLE 7.4.8. As an illustrative example of the previous result, let us suppose that
(D, Dy, O) is a finite Blaschke-Potapov-product matrix inner function (so dim D, < 00).
Then the model space He collapses to Ho = H?(D.)©OH?(D) and is finite-dimensional.
As a mildly simplifying assumption, let us suppose that Heg has a basis consisting of
vector-valued kernel functions

B = {dmnku,: 1 <m<M,1<n<npy}

where wy,...,wy are distinct points in D, where for each m (1 < m < M), the set
{dm.,1,---dmn,, } is alinearly independent set of vectors in D, (so n,, < dim D, for each
1 <m < M), and where in general, for w € D and d € D, the function (dk,)(z) = 4= is

the H?(D.)-kernel function for evaluation of h € H%(D,) at the point w € D in direction
d € D,:

(h, dkw)p2(p,) = (M(w),d)p,,

Since © is inner, the second component (W7, Ws) of any admissible triple solving the
admissible-triple completion problem for © is vacuous so any solution of the admissible-
triple completion problem consists simply of two matrices G1, G2 considered as operators
on D,. Given such a pair of matrices, let us define two matrix pencils.

e01(2) = GT + 2G2,  2(z) = G5 + 2Gy.
Then (G1, G2) solves the admissible-triple completion problem for © if and only if:
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(i) the operators M,, and M., are contractions on H?(D.), i.e. ||p;(2)| < 1 for all
z€Dandi=1,2.

(ii) the space He is jointly invariant for (M , M)
(i) Mg, M3, e = Mg, M3, 1o = (MP*)*[31e.

If we can find a solution (G1, G2) of conditions (ii) and (iii), we get a solution of condition
(i) simply by a rescaling (G1,G2) — (1G1, uG2) for a scalar p > 0 sufficiently small, so
it suffices to consider conditions (ii) and (iii). Let us note the action of M7 on a general
kernel function:
Mg, dky — (Gi +0GF)d Ky,
Let us introduce for 1 < m < M the subspace
Sm=\{dmn:1<n<np}.
Then condition (ii) amounts to the collection of invariant subspace conditions:
(i) Gi +WmGG: Sm — Sy for 1 <m < N for (i,5) = (1,2) and (2, 1).
Let us note next that for a general kernel function d k,, we have, for (i,7) = (1,2) or
(2,1),
My Mg (dky) = M (G +wG])dkw
= Gi(Gj + WG )dky, + 0G5 (G + WG )dky
and hence condition (iii) boils down to the condition:
(iit") For 1 <m < M, for all d € S,;, we have
(G1G2 + wm(GlGT + G;Gg) + w?nGéG){) d
= (G2G1 + W (G2G3 + G1G1) + w2, GG d
= Wnd
It appears to be difficult to sort out how to solve these conditions (ii’) and (iii/) in

general. Therefore we resort to discussing a couple of more tractable special cases where
a complete solution can be found.

Special Case 1: D, = C, M > 1 and w; = 0. In this case condition (ii’) is automatic
as Sy, is the whole space C and any solution (G, G2) of the admissible-triple completion
problem has the form (G1,G2) = (g1,92) where g1, g2 are complex numbers. We shall
show:

Claim: The only solution of the admissible-triple completion problem for this special case
is that either (g1, g2) or (g2, g2) is in the set T x {0}.

Indeed, note that condition (ii’) now assumes the form
9192 + W (191* + |921*) + 07,0291 = 9201 +T(lg2/” + |91 ) + T, 519, =T (7.4.4)

form=1,..., M. In particular, if we apply criterion (.44 to the case m = 1 where by
hypothesis w; = 0 we get
9192 =0
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and hence at least one of g1 and g5 is equal to 0. If both g; = g2 = 0 and we apply (Z.4.4)
to the case where w,, # 0, we get 0 = W,, leading to a contradiction. Hence exactly one
of g1, g2 is zero and the other is non-zero; say that g; # 0 and g2 = 0. Apply (T44)
again to the case of any o where w,, # 0 to get

|2

wnL | gi| = wnL

leading to the conclusion that |g1| = 1. Similarly, if we assume that g1 = 0, we are forced
to the solution (g1, g2) = (0,w) for some w € T. Conversely, one can easily check that
(91,92) = (w,0) or (g1,92) = (0,w) for some unimodular w € T leads to a solution of
[CZ4) for all m =1,..., M, and the Claim follows.

As a corollary we get a solution of the associated commuting contractive factorization
problem: Suppose that T is a contraction operator on a finite-dimensional Hilbert space
H with dim H > 2 having defect rank rank(l —TT™*) equal to 1 and having distinct simple
eigenvalues all in the open unit disk, one of which is 0, and suppose that T1 and T are
commuting contractive operators on H such that T = T1T5. Then there is unimodular
w €T so that

either (T1,Ts) = (WT,wl) or (T1,Ts) = (wl,wT).

Special Case 2: © = ({0}, D,,0). We consider next the limiting special case where we
replace the finite point-set (w1, ...,wys) with the whole unit disk I and the associated
coefficient space S,;, (now indexed as S, ) with the whole coefficient space D,. Then the
span of the kernels {dk,,: d € D.,w € D} is the whole space H?(D,) which can be viewed
as He where © is the zero function from {0} into D, (and hence can be viewed now as a
non-square inner function). Then we seek a solution of the admissible-triple completion
problem for the case where we have the non-square inner function ({0}, D,,© = 0). Note
again that the third component (W7, Ws) of an admissible triple solving the admissible-
triple completion problem for the case © = ({0}, D,,0) is again vacuous since in this case
the input space is trivial: D = 0. Thus we wish to find an operator-pair (G1,G2) on the
coefficient Hilbert space D, so that conditions (i), (ii), (iii) hold on He which now is equal
to all of H?(D,). As the kernel functions {dk,,: d € D.,w € D} has span equal to all of
H?(D,) = He, we can again formulate the problem just as was done above, but now with
the point-set {w1, wa, ... } equal to all of D and with the associated vector spaces S,, equal
to the whole space D, for each w € D. This leads us to conditions (i), (ii), (iii) having
to hold. Again condition (i) can be handled by a rescaling of (G1,G2) and conditions
(ii) and (iii) become conditions (ii’) and (iii’). Condition (ii’) is again automatic since
Sw = D, for all w € D. Then condition (iii") must hold for all w,, € D. This leads to the
system of quadratic operator polynomial equations in the variable w € D:

G1G2 +W(G1G; + G3Go) + W2 G5GY
= GG + (GG + GGy + W GGy = Wip, .
As this must hold for all w € D, we are led to the system of operator equations
G1Gy = GG =0,
G1GT + G5Gy = GoG5 + G1G1 = Ip,,
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G5G7 = GiG5 =0.
Note that the third line of equations is just the adjoint version of the first line and hence
can be dropped. Next observe that this slimmed-down system of operator equations is
exactly the same as the system of equations BI.2) appearing in Lemma BT (with
(G1,G2) replacing the (Ei, E3) appearing there). By Lemma B we know that any
solution has the form

(G1,Gy) = (U*P+, PU)

where U is a unitary operator and P is a projection operator on D,. As a corollary
we get what we can call the Berger-Coburn-Lebow solution of the associated commuting
contractive factorization problem: if (T1,Ts) is a commuting contractive operator-pair on
H?(D.) solving the factorization problem

MP~ =T\Ty = TuTy,
then there is a projection P and unitary U on D, so that
Ty =Mpiyy.pv, To=My-pi.u-pr-

In the special case where D, = C, the possibilities for projection operators P and unitary
operators U are limited to

P=0orP=1, U=weT.

Then solutions of the associated commuting contractive factorization problem find a
commuting contractive operator-pair (T1,T2) on H? so that M, = T\T» = T»T, has the
same trivial form as was the case for Special Case 1 discussed above: there is an w € T
so that

(Th,T2) = (wlgz2,wM,) or (T1,T) = (WM, wlg>).

8. Characterization of joint invariant subspaces for pairs of
commuting contractions

In this chapter we characterize invariant subspaces for pairs (T1,T%) of commuting con-
tractions such that T' = 7175 is a c.n.u. contraction. Sz.-Nagy and Foias characterized
how invariant subspaces for c.n.u. contractions arise in the functional model (see [43]
Chapter VII]). They showed that invariant subspaces of a c.n.u. contraction T are in
one-to-one correspondence with regular factorizations of the characteristic function of T'.
Recall that, given contractive analytic functions (D, D,,0) (D, F,0’), (F,D.,©®") such
that there is a factorization, © = 0”0’ the factorization is said to be regular if the
contractive operator factorization ©(¢) = 0”(¢)0’(¢) is regular in the sense discussed in
Remark 234l This means that the map Z: AgL?(D) — Agr L?(F) ® A/ L?(D) defined
densely by

Z: Do (Q)h(C) = Ao (C)O(OA(C) & Aer (€)1 (C), (8.1)
which is necessarily an isometry (the pointwise version of the map (BI]) given in §4.3)),
is actually surjective and hence unitary. A minor complication in the theory is that the
factors in a regular factorization of a purely contractive analytic function need not again
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be purely contractive. We now recall their result as we shall have use of it later in this
section.

THEOREM 8.1 (Sz.-Nagy-Foias). Let (D, Dy, ©) be a purely contractive analytic function
and T be the contraction on

H:=He = H*(D.) ® Ao L2(D) © {Of & Aof: f € H*(D)}

defined by
T = PH(MZ & MC)lHH'

A subspace H' of H is invariant under T if and only if there exist contractive analytic
functions (D, F,0©"), (F, D, ©") such that

(__) — (__)l/@/
is a regular factorization, and with the unitary Z as in (1) we have
H ={0"feZ (Ao f®yg): feH(F)ge AoL*(D)} (8.2)

o {Oh@® Agh: h € H*(D)}

and

H" :=HeoH = H*(D.)oZ ' (Aer L2(F) @ {0}) (8.3)

o{0"feZ ' (Aerf@®0): f € H*(F)}.

Moreover, the characteristic function of Ty coincides with the purely contractive part
of ©, and the characteristic function of Py/'T|g» coincides with the purely contractive
part of ©".
REMARK 8.2. For future reference let us mention the special case of Theorem [R] where
the input coefficient space D is taken to be the zero space and the contractive analytic
function © is just the zero function ©(z) = 0: {0} — D,. In this case the only contractive
analytic factorizations ©® = ©”0’ have ©” equal to an arbitrary contractive analytic
function (F, D, 0") and ©’ equal to a zero function ({0}, F,0’) (0'(z) =0: {0} — F).
The only such factorizations which are regular are those for which ©” is an inner function.
In this case, in the context of Theorem BIl H = H?(D.), T = M, on H?(D,), and the
invariant subspace corresponding to the regular factorization 0 = ©”.0is H' = ©"” H?(F).
Thus Theorem [l can be thought of as a generalization of the Beurling-Lax Theorem.

Let T be a c.n.u. contraction such that T = T1T» for a pair (T1,7%) of commuting
contractions. It is natural that one would need more conditions than (82)) and (83)) for
an invariant subspace of T to be jointly invariant under (T3, T5).

THEOREM 8.3. Let (D, D, 0) be a purely contractive analytic function and let the triple
((G1,Ga), (W1, Ws),0) be admissible. Define the pair (T1,T2) of commuting contrac-
tions on
H = HY(D,) & ReL’(D) ©{0f & Aof : f € HX(D)} (8.4)
by
(T1,T2) = Pu(Ma:t2c. ® Wi, Magyzc, ® Wa)|u. (8.5)
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A subspace H' of H is jointly invariant under (T1, T2) if and only if there exist a Hilbert
space F, two contractions G, Gy in B(F), two contractive analytic functions (D,F,©’),
(F,D.,0") such that
(_) — @//@/
is a regular factorization, a pair (Wi, W3) of unitary operators on Ag/L?(D) with the
property
WiW, = WyWi = Mclx =05 (8.6)

and also, with Z the pointwise unitary operator as in (8.1)),

H ={0"feZ ' (Nef@®g): feH*F),g€c AeL2(D)} (8.7)

© {0h® Aeh: h € H*(D)},

H" :=HoH = H*(D,)® Z (Ao L2(F) @ {0}) (8.8)
e{0"f&Z (Ao f©0): f € HY(F)},
and for every f € H*(F) and g € Ao/ L2(D)
[MG;JrzGJ- 0 } { o"f ] _
0 Wi | Z 7 (Aen f @ g)
where (4,7) = (1,2),(2,1).
Proof. We first prove the easier part—the proof of sufficiency. Suppose that
((G1,G2), (W1, W72),0)

is a purely contractive admissible triple (i.e., (D, D, 0) is a purely contractive ana-
lytic function) such that © has a regular factorization ©® = 0”0’ with (D, F,0’) and
(F,D.,0") contractive analytic functions. We suppose also that G} and G are contrac-
tion operators on F, W/, W3 are unitary operators on AgsL?(D) so that (86) and (89)
hold. Then we have all the ingredients to define H' and H” as in (87)) and (88]). Note
next that H' is indeed a subspace of H. We wish to show that the space H' given in (8.7)
is jointly invariant under the pair (T1, T2) defined in (). Firstly, it is easy to see that
H’ is a subspace of H. Since the operator

T: H*(F)® Ao/ L2(D) — H*(D.) ® Ao L2(D) (8.10)
fogm o' feZ (Aef®yg)

©" Mg yzcif

, 8.9
Z7 (Aer Mg+ f © Wig) (89)

is an isometry, the space
{0"feZ Y(Aerf@g): feH*(F)and g € Ao L%(D)}
is closed and by (89) we see that it is jointly invariant under
(Mg 426, © Wi, Mgyy., ® Wa, M, & M¢).

We also see that
Ran T = (H*(D,) & Ao L2(D)) & (He H').

Now the sufficiency follows from the definition of (T, T2) and from the general fact that
if V' is an operator on K containing H, V(K © H) C K © H, and V*|y = T, then for a
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subspace H' of H,
VIKe(HeH)) C(Ke(HoeH)) if and only if T(H') C H'.

Now we show that the conditions are necessary. The first step of the proof is an
application of Theorem Indeed, if H' C H is jointly invariant under (Ty,T2), then
it is also invariant under the product T1T5 and by definition of admissibility

T=T1T; =TT = PH(MZ & M<)|H.
Hence by Theorem [R] there exist two contractive analytic functions
(D7 ‘F’ @,)7 (‘F7 D*’ @,/)

such that © = ©”0@’ is a regular factorization and the spaces H' and H” are realized as in
B and (B8], respectively. It only remains to produce contraction operators G}, G on
F and unitary operators Wi, W3 on Ag/L?(D) so that conditions (88 and (B3] hold.
Note that, once we have found G}, G, W{, W3, verification of (89) breaks up into three
linear pieces, where (i,5) = (1,2) or (2,1):

Mg;+:6,0"f =0 Mg 1. f for all f € H*(F), (8.11)
Wi(Z7 (Ao f @ 0) = Z7H (Ao Mgy 1zc, f ©0) for all f € H?(F), (8.12)
W, Z 0@ g) = Z (0@ W/g) for all g € Ag/L%(D). (8.13)

As a first step, we define operators X; on H?(F) and W/ on Ag:L2(D), for i = 1,2,
such that for every f € H?(F) and g € Ag/L2(D),

Meivzc; 0 1S _ [Mostzc, O e"f
0 Wil 7 gl 0 Wil [Z 7 (Aer f @ g)

o0"X:f Xi 0 |f
|:ZI(A@NXif (S5) W[g)] |: 0 W,L/:| [g ’ ( )
where Z is the isometry as defined in (8I0). The operators X1, Xo and W/, W} are well-
defined because the operator Z is an isometry. Indeed, it follows that X, X5 and W7, W}
are contractions. Since the unitary Z commutes with M¢, it is easy to see from the
definition of Z that it has the following intertwining property

(M & Mclxg zepmy) = (M= © Mc|x o)) T (8.15)
From the intertwining properties (810) and [8I4) of Z, we get for i = 1,2
(X; & W) (M. & MC|A9/L2(D)) = (M. & MC|A®,L2(D))(Xi & W),

which implies that (X1, X2) = (M, , M,,), for some ¢ and ¢y in L>®(B(F)). We next
show that ¢1 and g are actually linear pencils. Toward this end, notice from (814) that

M@l 0 * MG*+zG 0

=7 1 2 7 1
[ 0 W{} { 0 Wl] (8.16)
M, 0] _ MG§+ZG1 0
e 0] g [l 01 60

Now multiplying (8.I€) on the left by M & M; |m, then using the intertwining
property (81I5]) of Z and then remembering that (W7, W3) is a commuting pair of unitaries
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such that W1 Wy = M5|m, we get

M ) 0 [Mq,l 0/} _ M&*;;JrzGl 0 I [M;z O/ ] .

0 Mlxgzzmy| L O Wi 0 w3 0wy
Consequently, My, = M7 M,. A similar argument as above yields M,, = Mg M..
Considering these two relations and the power series expansions of p; and s, we get

1(2) = GY + 2G4 and p2(2) = G + 2GY, (8.18)

for some G, G5 € B(F). The fact that M,, (and M,,) is a contraction implies that G
and G are contractions too. Recalling (814) and the substitution (X, Xo) = (My,, M,,)
where 1 and s are given by ([BIS), we see that we have established (8I1) with the
choice of G, G4 as in (BIT).
Next note that the bottom component of [8I4) gives us
WiZ~ HAen f @ g) = Z H(Aen Xi f ® Wig). (8.19)
for all f € H?(F), g € AerL2(D), and i = 1,2. In particular, setting ¢ = 0 and recalling
that Xi = M@i = MG;*+2G37 we get
WiZil(A@//f ©® O) = Zﬁl(A@”MG;*JrzG_;f @ O)a (820)
thereby verifying (8I2)). We next consider (8I9) with f = 0 and g equal to a general
element of Ag/L?(D) to get
W,Z7 0@ g) =210 @ W/yg), (8.21)
thereby verifying ([8I3) and hence also completing the proof of (81).

It remains to show that (W], W3) is a commuting pair of unitary operators satisfying
condition ([80]). Toward this goal, let us rewrite (821) in the form

ZW,Z7H 0@ g) = 0@ W/g. (8.22)
which implies that, for i = 1,2,
ZW; 271 ({0} ® Ae/ L3(D)) C ({0} ® Ao/ L3(D)).
On the other hand, using ([820) and noting that Mdm commutes with Z, Wy, W
and Agr, we get for every f € H2(F) and n > 0
ZWiZ7 (Aere™™ [ ©0) = (Aere ™ Xif ©0),
which implies that ZW;Z~'(AeL?(D) @ {0}) C (Ae L2(D) ® {0}), for i = 1,2. We

conclude that Z~=1({0} @ Ae/L2(D)) is a reducing subspace for the pair of unitaries
(Wl, Wg) and hence (Wl, WQ)lZ_l({O}EBm

The intertwining ([822) shows that the pair (W], W3) on Aa.L?(D) is jointly unitarily
equivalent to the commuting unitary pair (W1, Ws)| Z-1({0}@ AL L2(D) and hence is itself
[S]

is a pair of commuting unitary operators.

a commuting unitary pair. Furthermore, since W1 W, = M¢ in particular on Z~1({0} &
Ao/ L?(S)) and M, commutes past Z and Z~!, we conclude that condition (86) holds
as well. This completes the proof of the necessary part. m

As we see from the last part of the statement of Theorem[8.3] Sz.-Nagy and Foias went
on to prove that, under the conditions of Theorem[B1] the characteristic functions of T|p
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and Pyom T|nomr coincide with the purely contractive parts of ©" and ©”, respectively.
We next find an analogous result (at least for the first part of this statement) for pairs of
commuting contractions. The strategy of the proof is the same as that of Sz.-Nagy—Foias,
namely: application of model theory.

THEOREM 8.4. Under the conditions of Theorem[8.3, let H' be a joint invariant subspace
of H induced by the reqular factorization © = ©"©’. Then with the notations as in
Theorem [823, the triple (G}, GY%), (W1, W3),©’) is admissible and its purely contractive
part coincides with the characteristic triple for (T1, T2)|w .

Proof. With the isometry Z as in (8I0), define a unitary U := Z*|ganz. Therefore
U:{0"faZ Y Ao f@®g): fe H*F), g Ae/L2(D)} - H*(F) ® Ao L2(D)
U:-0"'foZ Aenf@g)— fDyg. (8.23)
For every g € H*(D),
U©g® Aey) =U(0"0'g® Z 1 (AerO'g® Aarg)) =O0'g ® Aerg,  (8.24)
which implies that U takes H' as given in (87) onto the Hilbert space

9= H*(F) & Ao/ L*(D) {0/ & Aorg : g € H*(D)} (8.25)

The basis of the proof is the following unitary equivalences:
U(Mgs 4z, ® W)U" = Mgy 2c, © Wi for (i,5) = (1,2),(2,1), (8.26)
UM, ® M)U" = (M, & Mc). (8.27)

To verify (828)-(&21), proceed as follows. Since M commutes with Z and Agr, (821)
follows easily. We establish equation ([§26]) only for (i,7) = (1,2) and omit the proof for
the other case because it is similar. For f € H%(F) and g € Ae/L2(D),

U(Mgsy26, ®WO)U(f @ g) = U(Mari26, ® W1)(©"f & Z7H (Ao f @ g))
=U(®" Mgy e, f & Z7 (Der Mar 42, f @ Wig)) [by B3]
= May 1.0, f © Wig
and ([824) also follows.

We now show that the triple ((G}, G5), (W7, W3),©’) is admissible. Recall that in the
course of the proof of Theorem B3] we saw that both G} and G} are contractions and
that (W7, W}) is a pair of commuting unitaries satisfying [8.6]). From (826]) we see that
for every f € H(F) and (i,5) = (1,2),(2,1),

(Mcyrs2c;, ® W)(O'f & Ao f) = U(Ma: 426, ® W)U (0'f & Aer f)
= U(MG?Jrsz D Wi)(@”@/f D Zﬁl(A@N@/f D A@/f)
=U(Mg:1-.c, ®W;)(Of ® Ao f).

From the admissibility of ((G1,Gz), (W1, W3),0), we know that each of the contraction
operators (Mg 4., ®W;) takes the space {©f®Aef : f € H*(D)} into itself. Therefore
from the last term of the above computation and ([824]), we see that for each (i,5) =

(1,2),(2,1),
(Mg y2a, @ W) ({O'f @ Ao f: fe HY(D)}) C{O'f® Aerf: f € HY(D)}.
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From (8.20)) it is also clear that for each (4,7) = (1,2), (2,1), the operators (Mg 4261, @
W) are contractions and that with $’ as in (825 '

(Mey 420, © W) (M 12c; ® W) |lor = U(May 1z, © W) (Mes1za, ® W) |
=U(M. & M¢)lu=U(M. & M)U" |y = (M. & Mc)lsy  [by B2D)].

This completes the proof of admissibility of ((G}, G5), (W{,W3),0").
And finally to prove the last part we first observe that

(T1,T2) = P (Mgs 126, ® Wi, Mgz 1.c, © Wa)lw.

Now from equations (820) and (8Z7) again and from the fact that U(H') = $’ (hence
UPy = Pg/U), we conclude that

(T1, T2, T1T2)|w = Pa(Mgs .6, ® Wi, Mayy.c, ® Wa, M. © M¢)|w
is unitarily equivalent to the functional model associated to ((G, G%), (W71, W3),0'), i.e.,
Py (Mg 426, ® Wi, Mgytzc, © Wa, M. © M¢)lg

via the unitary Uy : H' — $’. Therefore appeal to Theorem [[3:3] Theorem [[4H and
Proposition [[.4.3] completes the proof. m

In case the purely contractive analytic function (D, Dy, ©) is inner, the results above
are much simpler, as in the following statement.

THEOREM 8.5. Let (D,D.,0) be an inner function and ((G1,G2),0) be an admissible
pair. Define the pair (T1,T2) of commuting contractions on

H=H*(D.)e{O0f: fe H*(D)} (8.28)
by
(T1,T2) = Pu(Ma: 1265, Mazt-6,) |- (8.29)

A subspace H' of H is jointly invariant under (T1, T2) if and only if there exist two inner
functions (D, F,0"), (F, D, 0") such that

(_) — @/l@l
is a regular factorization,

H' ={0"f: fe H*F)}o{Oh:he H*(D)},

H" :=HoH = H*(D.)o{0"f: fc H*(F)}, (8.30)
and two contractions Gy, G4 in B(F) such that
MGerszM@” = M@”MG;*+ZG;. (831)

Moreover, the pair (G}, G%),0") coincides with the characteristic pair for (Th,T2)|n:.

Another interesting simplification is the case where the input space D is the zero
space and the purely contractive analytic functions ({0}, D., ©) is necessarily the zero
function ©(z) = 0: {0} — D, for all z € D. If © = ©”©’ is any factorization into
contractive analytic functions (F,D.,0"), ({0}, F,©0’), then ©' is forced to be the zero
function. One can then show that the factorization 0 = ©” - 0 is regular exactly when
©” is inner, so I — ©"(¢)*©"(¢) = Ir for a.e. ¢ € T. Then Theorem B3 simplifies to the



146 J. A. Ball and H. Sau

following form; in view of Remark [R:2] this result can be viewed as a bivariate version of
the Beurling-Lax Theorem. We note that an analogue of this result appears in the context
of model theory for a commuting pair of operators (S, P) having the symmetrized bidisk
as a spectral set (i.e., a ['-contraction)—see Sarkar [33] Theorem 3.3], and for a triple of
commuting operators (A, B, P) having the tetrablock as a spectral set (i.e., a tetrablock
contraction)—see [35, Theorem 3.1].

THEOREM 8.6. Suppose that (D., P,U) is a BCL tuple. Define a pair of commuting
isometries (T1, T2) on H = H?(D,) as the associated BCL2 model pair of commuting
1sometries

(T1,T2) = (My«(prizpy, Mpyopiyv)-

A subspace H' of H is jointly invariant under (T1, Ts) if and only if there exist an inner
function (F,D.,0") and another BCL tuple (F,P’',U’) so that

H' = 0"H*(F), H'=H*(D.) oW = H*(D.)c 0" "H*F) (8.32)
and lastly
My« pri.pyMer = Mo Myr(priyzpry, MpipryyMer = MerMpry.priyy:

A particular choice of BCL tuple in Theorem R is (D., P,U) = (6%,]3[1700), S) as
in Example 332 so that the resulting (T, T2) is just the BCL1 model for the bidisk
shift-pair (M.,,M.,) on HZ,. In this model the operator M., ., on HZ, becomes the
operator M, on H?(¢2). The standard single-variable Beurling-Lax Theorem tells us that
invariant subspaces for M,,,, on the Hardy space of the bidisk are then in one-to-one
correspondence with inner functions of the form (F, 2, ©"); the latter object is not easy
to classify since the target coefficient space (2 is infinite-dimensional. Joint invariant
subspaces for (M.,, M.,) on H2, then correspond to such inner ©” such that in addition
©" - H2({2) is jointly invariant for (Mg« (prizp)y, M(ps.p1yg) (Where P = P£[21 w)). The
tradeoff between the bidisk setting versus the BCL-setting is: in the bidisk sefting one
has scalar-valued functions at the cost of the functions being of two variables, while
in the BCL setting one has single-variable functions but with values in the infinite-
dimensional space (ﬂ%). Characterizing joint invariant subspaces in either setting appears
to be rather intractable. There has been by now much work on the problem leading to
deeper appreciation as to how complicated the structure is in the bidisk setting: a small
sample of such work is [I8], [26] [38] [47].
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