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Ko-GROUPS AND STRONGLY IRREDUCIBLE DECOMPOSITIONS OF
OPERATOR TUPLES

JING XU

ABSTRACT. An operator tuple T = (T4,...,T,) is called strongly irreducible (SI), if the joint com-
mutant of T does not any nontrivial idempotent operator. In this paper, we study the uniqueness of
finitely strong irreducible decomposition of operator tuples up to similarity by K-theory of operator
algebra, and give the algebraically similarity invariants of the Cowen-Douglas tuple with index 1 by
using Ko-group of the commutant of operator tuples. As an application, we calculate Ko-groups of
some multiplier algebras, and describe the similarity of backwards multishifts on Drury-Arveson space

by means of inflation theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a complex separable Hilbert space H, let L(#) denote the algebra of bounded linear operators
on H. Given a complex separable Hilbert space H, let L£(H) denote the algebra of bounded linear
operators on H. Recall that operators 7" and S are said to be unitary equivalent if there is a unitary
operator U such that T = U*SU (denoted by T" ~, S). The operators T is similar to S if there is a
bounded invertible operator X satisfying T'= X ~'SX (denoted by T ~ S).

An operator T € L(H) is called strongly irreducible if T does not commute with any nontrivial
idempotent operator. If idempotent operator is replaced by self adjoint idempotent, then T is said
to be irreducible, see [16] 17, [20]. The concepts of strong irreducibility and of Banach irreducibility
introduced by Gilfeather and Jiang in [I6] and [21], respectively, turned out to be equivalent. Strong
irreducibility is preserved by similarity, and irreducibility is preserved by unitary equivalent.

The Jordan canonical form theorem states that every operator on a finite-dimensional Hilbert
space H can be uniquely written as a direct sum of strongly irreducible operators up to similarity.
Is there a corresponding analogue when one considers operators on an infinite-dimensional complex
separable Hilbert space H? The notion of a unicellular operator was introduced by Brodskil in [5, 6]
and Kisilevs’kil was shown in [22, 23] that dissipative operators can be written as a direct sum of
unicellular operators. In [17], Halmos proved that the set of irreducible operators was dense in L(H)
in the sense of Hilbert-Schmidt norm approximations. In [3| 4} 26], 27, 28] [29], Bercovici, Foiag, Kérchy
and Sz.-Nagy showed that every operator of class Cy on a complex separable Hilbert space was proven
to be similar to a Jordan operator. In [I4], Herrero show that every bitriangular operator was to be
quasisimilar to a Jordan operator.

For m € Ny, let T = (Th,...,Tn) € L(H)™ and S = (S1,...,5m) € L(H)™ be m-tuples of
commuting operators on H. If there is a unitary operator U € L(H) such that UT = SU, i.e.,
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UT; = S;U for all i,1 < i < m, then T and S are said to be unitarily equivalent (denoted by T ~,, S).
If there is an invertible operator X € L(#H) such that XT = SX, i.e., XT; = S; X for all i,1 <i < m,
then T and S are similar (denoted by T ~4 S).

To study equivalence problems for bounded linear operators on infinite-dimensional complex sep-
arable Hilbert space to which standard methods do not apply, Cowen and Douglas introduced in
the late 1970’s, a class of operators with a holomorphic eigenvector bundle structure [10] 11]. For
T = (T1,...,Tn) € L(H)™ be m-tuples of commuting operators on H. The tuple of commuting
opartor T : H — H & --- & H is defined by

T(z) = (Tiz,...,Tnz), x€H.
For w = (wi,...,wp) € Q, let T —w = (T1 —wi,..., Ty — wpy), ker(T —w) = () ker(T; — w;), and
i=1

A(T) ={X e L(H): XT; =T;X} and A(T) = (| A (T;) be commutants of T; and T, respectively.
i=1

Definition 1.1. [10, 1I] For Q a connected open subset of C™ and n a positive integer, let BJ'(Q)
denotes the Cowen-Douglas class of m-tuples T = (T4,...,Ty,) € L(H)™ satisfying:

(1) ran (T — w) is closed for all w in Q;

(2) V ker(T —w)=%H; and
weN
(3) dimker(T — w) =n for w in €,

where \/ denotes the closed linear span.

For an m-tuple of commuting operators T = (T1,...,T,,) € B*(Q2), Cowen and Douglas proved in

[10, 11] that an associated holomorphic eigenvector bundle Er over €2 of rank n exists, where
Er={(w,z) e A xH:zcker(T—w)}, =(w,z)=uw.

Furthermore, it was shown that two operator tuples T and T in B*(€2) are unitarily equivalent if
and only if the vector bundles & and & are equivalent as Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles.
They also showed that every m-tuple T € B](§2) can be realized as the adjoint of an m-tuple of
multiplication operators by the coordinate functions on a Hilbert space of holomorphic functions on
O = {w : w € Q}, which can also be seen Zhu'’s [31] and Eschmeier and Schmitt’s [12], respectively. In
[12], Curto and Salinas established a relationship between the class B)"(€2) and generalized reproducing
kernels to describe when two m-tuples are unitarily equivalent. A similarity result for Cowen-Douglas
operators in geometric terms such as curvature had been much more difficult to obtain. In fact, the
work of Clark and Misra in [8 9] showed that the Cowen-Douglas conjecture that similarity can be
determined from the behavior of the quotient of the entries of curvature matrices was false. For the
class B} (), the work Cao, Fang, Jiang [7], Jiang [19], and Jiang, Guo, Ji [I8] involve the Ko-group
of the commutant algebra as an invariant to show that an operator in B} (Q) has a unique strong
irreducible decomposition up to similarity.

In this paper, we study the uniqueness of finitely strong irreducible decomposition of operator tuples
up to similarity by K-theory of operator algebra, and give the algebraically similarity invariants of

the Cowen-Douglas tuple with index 1 by using Ky-group of the commutant of operator tuples. As
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an application, we calculate Ky-groups of some multiplier algebras, and describe the similarity of

backwards multishifts on Drury-Arveson space by means of inflation theory.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Definition 2.1. An m-tuple T = (11,15, ..., T;n) € L(H)™ is called strongly irreducible, if A'(T) =
m
N A(T;) the commutant of T does not any nontrivial idempotent operator. If there is no self-adjoint
i=1

1=
idempotent in A'(T), we call T irreducible.

Definition 2.2. Let T = (11,Ts,...,Ty) € L(H)™ be an m-tuple and P = {P;}I {,n < 0o, be a set
of idempotents. P = {P;}I'_, is called a unit finite decomposition of T if it satisfies:

(1) P, e A(T) = () A(T);
=1
(2) PZPJ = 0 fOT Z #],

(3) > P, =1, where I is the identity operator.
i=1

In addition, if
(4) Tipy = (Tilpa, - - Tmlpw) is strongly irreducible for i =1,2,...,n,

we call P = {P;}!' | is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T.

Definition 2.3. Let T = (T3,...,T),) € L(H)™ be an m-tuple. We say that T has finite strongly
irreducible decomposition, if for any idempotent P in A'(T), T|py has a unit finite strongly irreducible

decomposition.

Definition 2.4. Let m-tuple T = (T1,...,Ty) € L(H)™ has finite strongly irreducible decomposition.
If P ={P}", and Q = {Q;}}_, are any two unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T and
satisfy the following:
(1) n=k;
(2) there exists an operator X € GL(A'(T)) ={Y : Y is invertible in A'(T)} and a permutation
IIeS, such that XP, X! = Que) fori=1,2,...,n.

Then we say that T has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity.

Definition 2.5. [I] Let m > 1. A family is a collection F of m-tuples T = (T1,...,Ty) of Hilbert
space operators, T; € L(H), such that:

(1) F is bounded, i.e. there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all T = (T1,...,T,,) € F we have ||T;|| < ¢
foralli=1,...,m,

(2) F is preserved under restrictions on invariant subspace, i.e. whenever T = (Ty,...,T;,) € F
and M C H such that T, M C M for all i, then TIM € F,

(3) F is preserved under direct sums, i.e. whenever T, € F is a sequence of m-tuples, then
&, T, € F,

(4) F is preserved under unital x-representations, i.e. if w : L(H) — L(K) is a x-homomorphism
with 7(I) =1 and if T = (Th,...,Ty) € F, then n(T) = (x(T1),...,7(Ty)) € F.
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m
Definition 2.6. [1] An m-tuple T = (T1,...,Ty,) is called a spherical isometry if > ||Tix||* = ||z||?

=1
m
for every x € H, that is to say, > T;T; = 1I.
i=1

m
Definition 2.7. [I] An m-tuple U = (Uy,...,Uy,) is called a spherical unitary if Y UrU; = I and
i=1
each U; is a normal operator.
Definition 2.8. Forn € N, an m-tuple T = (T4, ..., Ty) € L(H)™ is said to be an n-hypercontraction.
if
(I = TyTy =+ = T Tn)" > 0

for all integers k,1 < k <mn.

2.1. Ko-group of a unital Banach algebra. Let A be a unital Banach algebra, and a,b be idem-
potents in A. We denoted that a and b algebraic equivalence (a ~ b) if there exist =,y € A such that
zy = a and yr = b. We write a ~ (A)b if there exists a 2 € GL(A) with zaz™! = b. Let M,,(A) be

the set of all n X n matrices

ai,1 ai2 - aln
a1 a2 -+ a2.n

9
an,1 An,2 " Gnmn

where each matric entry a;; in A. Set
MOO(-A) = U Mn(-A)
n=1

Definition 2.9. [24] P(A) is the set of algebraic equivalence classes of idempotents in A and \/(A) =
P(Moo(A)).

From the classical results of K-theory, one obtains exactly the same semigroup starting with ~

instead of ~, since the two notions coincide on My (A).
Definition 2.10. [24] K(A) is the Grothendieck group of \/(A).
2.2. The Cowen-Douglas Class.

Lemma 2.11. Let T = (Th,T»,...,Ty) € BJ'(2) and T be unitary equivalent to the adjoint of m-
tuple M, = (M,,, ..., M., ) of multiplication operators on analytic function space Hy with reproducing
kernel
Kew)= 3 fla)m,
aeN™

~

where z,w € Q and f(a) > 0 for all « € N™. Then T is unitary equivalent to m-tuple of commuting

; ; ; ; |_fla) |_fl@)
weighted backward shifts with weight sequence { Flare)’ "\ Fiaten) }aeNm.

Proof. Let {ey}acnm be the orthonormal basis of space Hx. We have that

K(z,w) = Z f(oz)zawo‘ = Z eq(2)eq(w), z,w €.

aeN™ acN™
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So there is e4(2) = 1/ f a)z® for all a € N™. Since

M, e.(z MZZ\/ \/ Zote — U eoH_el 1<i<m.

It following that

(M €atei(2),- .- MZ, €aten(2) (\/ \/ )
a+e1 a+em

) of multiplication op-
erators on space Hp, that is, T is unitary equivalent to m—tuple M; = (Mz*l, .., M} ) with weight

_J) )
sequence {m, RS m}aeNm ‘ D

Lemma 2.12. An m-tuple T = (11,15, ..., Ty) € Bl () is reducible, then the Hermitian holomor-

phic vector bundle Er is reducible.

From T is unitary equivalent to the adjoint of m-tuple M, = (M,,,...

Zm

Proof. t T = (Th,T3,...,Ty) € B(Q) is reducible, we can let H; and Ho be the reduced subspace
of T = (T1,T5,...,T,) and satisfy H = Hi © Hso. If x is in ker(T —w) = () ker(T; — w;), there are x;

i=1
and xo in Hq and Ho, respectively, so that x = x1 @ xo and Tz, ® Tixe = Tix = wix = w;x1 D w;Ts

m
for 1 <4 < n. This means that both x; and z9 are in ker(T — w) = () ker(T; — w;), so
=1

ker(T — w) = {ker(T — w) N H1} & {ker(T — w) N Ha}.

Then T = Ty, is in By () and T = Ty, is in By (), where n = ny + ny. Therefore, &7 =
&5 ® & O

Corollary 2.13. If m-tuples T; ~, (M%, Hg,),1 <i<3. Then Ki(z,w) = Ka(z,w) & Ks(z,w) if
and only if T1 ~, To @ Tg.

2.3. The Drury-Arveson space H2. The Drury-Arveson space H?2, is a Hilbert space introduced
by Drury in [I5], and after Arveson made further research on the space in [2]. This space generalizes
the classical Hardy space H? on the unit disc to several variables and it is widely used in operator
theory and function theory.

The Drury-Arveson space H?2, is identified with the space of holomorphic functions f : B, — C

which have a power series f(z) = Y. aq,z® such that
aeN™
al
HfH%{Q = Z |a0£|2| || < 00.
aeN™

The space H2, is also a reproducing kernel Hilbert space with reproducing kernel

K(Z,w)—m—ag\;mjz w, Z,'IUEB .

For m-shift M, = (M,,,..., M, ) and a = (a1,...,q;) € N™, a small computation reveals that

Zm

Q; ,a—e; if ,#0
z if o

* o] 4

M; 2% = ‘

0 otherwise.



6 JING XU
This implies that

m
S M M =T-101<1.
i=1

Let {e4}aenm be the orthonormal basis of space H2,, and then

Z ’a“ K(z,w) = Z eqa(2)ey(w), zweB™.

a€EN™ : a€EN™

So eq(2) =1/ 5 |a‘ z* for all o € N™.

Lemma 2.14. For the Drury-Arveson space H2, and any w € B™, we have that
ker(M} — w) = mker —wi):\/K(-,E)
Proof. Without losing generality, assume that

Z an€q(z) € ker(M — w) ﬂ ker(M} — w;).

acN™

Then we have that
0= (M, —wi) > aa€a(2)

aeN™
=M; > aay/ %za — <wi 3T ann/ %{Iza>
aeNm aeN™
, —eill a—e !
- & any/ByES - (1 2 aay/e)
i ot
=3 [dﬁf@ﬂaaﬁl wiaa] eq(2).
aeN™
It follows that ag4e;, = |g:{‘wiaa for any 1 <147 < m and all @« € N, There is no loss of generality
in assuming agp = 1, we conclude that a, = |a‘ w®, hence that f(z) = > |a‘ weq(z), and
aeN™
finally that the result is valid. O

Let H be a separable Hilbert space, {€,}acnm be an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space H =
?2(N™, H) composed of functions f satisfying
12 =D If(a
aeNm

The m-tuple V = (V4,...,V,,) of operator V; € L(H) defined by

a; + 1
Viea = || —T——€ate;
1Ca |a|+m a+te;

will be referred to as a spherical shift. For the spherical shift V.= (V1,...,V,,), one has V;V; = V;V;
for 1 <,7 < m and also that the equality I3y — V*Vi —--- = V*V;;, = 0 holds, thus V' is a spherical

isometry.
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3. THE UNIQUENESS OF FINITE STRONGLY IRREDUCIBLE DECOMPOSITION OF OPERATOR TUPLES

In this section, we mainly use the Ky-group on the commutative algebra to characterize that the
m-tuple of commuting operators T = (11,...,T,,) € L(H)™ has unique finite strongly irreducible
decomposition up to similarity. In order to prove the main Theorem [B.12] we need to prove the

following Lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let T = (Tl,...,Tm),'i‘ = (Tl,...,fm) € L(H)™, and let ¢ be an isomorphism
from A'(T) to A’(’f‘). Then {P;}!_, is a unit strongly irreducible decomposition of T if and only if
{ (P is a strongly irreducible decomposition of T. In particular, if T ~s T, then A'(T) = A'(T).

Proof. Since 1) is an isomorphic mapping from A'(T) to A’ ('i‘), we only prove the necessity, and its

sufficiency can be similarly proved. Since {P;}}' ; is a unit strongly irreducible decomposition of T,

we have that {P;}?_, C A'(T), and then ¢(P;) € A'(T), Y(P)y(P;) = »(PiP;) = ¢(0) = 0 for i # j,

and i V(P;) = ¢(i P;) = ¢(I) = I. From Definition 22}, {¢(P;)}?_, is a unit decomposition of T.
i=1 i=1

Now show we that TW( py#», 1 <@ < n, are strongly irreducible. Assume that there is i,1 < i < n,
such that T|w( pyn 1s strongly reducible, that is, there are non-zero idempotents 1 and @2 in A’ (’f‘)
such that Q1 + Q2 = ¥(P;) and Q1Q2 = Q2Q1 = 0. Since 1 is isomorphic, ¥ ~1(Q1) and ¥ ~1(Q2) are
non-zero idempotents in A’'(T) and satisfy P; = ¢¥~1(Q1) + 1 ~1(Q2). Obviously, this contradicts that
T|p,7 is strongly irreducible. So {¢(P;)}}", is a strongly irreducible decomposition of T.

If T is similar to T, there is an invertible operator X € L£(H) such that X7, = T,X,1 < i < m.
Define the mapping ¢ : A'(T) — A(T) as ¢(Y) = XY X! for any Y € A/(T). Then ¢ is an
isomorphic mapping and A'(T) = A'(T). O

Lemma 3.2. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) € L(H)™, and let Py and P be idempotent operators in A'(T).
If Py ~5 (A'(T))P,, then T|p,y ~s T|p,n, that is, there is an invertible operator Y € L(P1H, PyH)
such that YTi|p17.[ = Ti|p27.LY for1 <i<m.

Proof. Since Py ~ (A'(T))P,, there is an operator X € GL(A'(T)) such that XP X! = P, and
then X(I — P))X ! = (I — P,). It follows that Xran P, = ran P, and Xran (I — P;) = ran (I — P»).
Letting X := X|ran p, and X2 := Xlian (1—p;), we have that Xy € GL(L(PiH, PaH)), Xo € GL(L((I -
P)H,(I — P,)H)) and X = X;+ X, where + denotes the topological direct sum. Since Py and P,

are idempotent operators in A’(T), we obtain that

T:(Tl T2 T ): T(],l 0 T072 0 T07m 0 P1H
e 0 Twa) '\ 0 7o) '\ 0 Tn.))T-P)H

_((Toa O Too 0\  (Tom O PyH
0 Tia) '\ 0 Tio)” "\ 0 T/ ) (I-P)H

where To; = Tilpows Thi = Tilr—poyms Toi = Tilpw and Ti; = Tl r_pyyy for 1 < i < m. From
XPX1=P, X(I-P)X'=I-P), X € GL(A(T)) and P, € A(T), we know that

T,P,X =T,XP, = XT;P, and Ty(I-P)X =T, X(I—-P)=XT,(I-P), 1<i<m.
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This means that
(5 () () - () (0 ) ()
0 i)' "\ 0 Tim 0 Xo) \0 Xy 0 Tiy)' "\ 0 Tum))’
Thus T|p,n = (To.1,- - -, To,m) is similar to T|p,y = (fo,h . ,f07m). O

Lemma 3.3. Let T = (T4, -+ ,T},) € L(H)™. Suppose that { P}, and {Qi}!, are two unit strongly
irreducible decomposition of T. If there exist X; € GL(L(P;H,Q;H)) such that

Xi(Ty ) X; ' = Tjlom,

Then X = X1+Xo+---+X,, € GL(A'(T)), where + denotes the topological direct sum.

1<1<n,1<7<m.

Proof. Since {P;}" ; and {Q;}"_; are two unit strongly irreducible decomposition of T, we have that

ran Pi4ran Po+ - - 4ran P, = H = ran Q1 +ran Qo+ - - - +ran Q,,.

Therefore,

T T 1 PH

Th2 0 T2 0 PH

T = T T3 PsH

0 Tin 0 Toun ) ) PuH

Tl,l fm,l O1H

Th2 0 Tnpo 0 Q2H
= T Tn.3 QsH,

0 TLn 0 fm,n QnH

where Tj; = Tj|p; and Tﬂ = Tj|g,n for 1 <i<nand 1< j <m. Since

we have that
X1

X2
X3

0

XZ(T]‘PZH)Xz_l = Tj‘Qﬂ'h

Tja

.‘Xn )

1<i<n, 1 <5< m,

X2
X3

0 Tim 0
for 1 < j < m. Setting X = X;+Xo+---+X,,, where + denotes the topological direct sum. then

X(Ty,...,Ty) = (Ty,...,T,)X and X is invertible. Thus X = X;+Xo+---+X,, € GL(A(T)). O
Lemma 3.4. Let T = (Ty,...,Ty) € L(H)™, and let

7Pn} and {Qla"'aQ/ﬁQk—‘,Ja"'aQﬂ}

be two sets of idempotent operators in A'(T). If there are XY € GL(A'(T)) and a permutation
IT € S, satisfying

{Pla"'aplmpk-i-h"
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(1) XPX'=Qi, 1<i<k
(2) YT'RY = Qug), 1<i<n.
Then for any Q, € {Qi}i ;4 there is Py € {P;}7 .| and invertible operator Z,, a finite product of
X and Y, such that
Z,QrZ; " = P

More specifically, { P41y, P2y s - > Pur} is a rearrangement of {Pi}i; .

Proof. For any Q. € {Q;}j_;,, it can be seen from Property (2) that there is P;; € {F;}j_; such
that

(3.1) P, =YQ YL

If k <ji <n,thenset Z, =Y and P = Pj,. If 1 < j; <k, then Q;, = XP, X ' = XYQ, Y 1x!
can be obtained from Property (1). By Property (2), there is P, € {P;}7_; satisfying

(3.2) P, =YQ; Y '=YXVYQ, Y 'X 'y 1
It is clear that j; # jo. Otherwise, from ([B.)) and (3.2)), it is known that
Q=Y 'PY =Y 'P,Y = Q,,

which is obviously contradictory to 1 < j;1 < kand k+1<r <n. If kK < jo <n, thenset Z, =Y XY
and P = Pj,. If 1 < jo < k, by using Properties (1), (2) and (32), there exists P;, € {F;}}'_, such
that

(3.3) Py =YQ,Y '=YXP,X 'Y ' =YXYXYQ, Y ' X 'y X"y L
Similarly, js ¢ {j1,72}. Otherwise, if js = j1, from [B.I]) and ([B.3]), we have that
Qjp =Y 'PY =YTIPY = Q.

If js = jo, we can know Qj, = Y 'P.,Y =Y 1P, Y = @}, from @B.2) and @B.3]). Obviously, these are
contradictory. If k < js <n, then set Z, = Y XY XY and P = Pj,. Otherwise, we can continue the
above choice process. Since n is a natural number, after ¢ steps, t < k + 1, we must be able to find
Pj, € {P}i_; 4, Setting

P,=P;, and Z,=YXY---XY (X appearst— 1 times),

then Z,Q,Z; ! = Pj,. Assert that {Py1y, P2y, ..., Pv} is a rearrangement of {P;}7, ., that is,
it r1 # 7o, k < ry,r2 < mn, then ji, # ji,. k < juy, Jt, < n. Otherwise, according to the above choice

process, there are
Zp, =YXY .- XY (X appears t; — 1 times) and Z,, =Y XY --- XY (X appears t — 1 times),

such that
-1 -1
ZTlQﬁZrl = Pjt1 = Pjt2 = ZTzQTQng .
Without losing generality, assume that 71 > 7o, then @Q,, = Z,,_QlZmQT1 Z,TllZT2 € {Qi}i_j41, Where
Z 17y, = XY - XY (X appears t; — to times). Setting

R:=YXY . -- XY (X appears t; —t3 — 1 times).
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By this choice process, we know that RQ,, R~ € {P;}¥_,. From Property (1), we get XRQ,, R X1 €
{Qi le. But

XRQnR'X ™' = 2.1 2,Qr, 2. 2y, = Qry € {Qi}impp,
obviously, this is contradictory. Similarly, we also know that if 71 < 79, there is j;, # ji,. If 11 = ro,

through this choice process, we have that j;, = ji,. This completes the proof of this Lemma. O

According to the above Lemma, we can get the following Lemma, and its proof process is similar

to the above Lemma proof process, so we don’t write its detailed proof process.
Lemma 3.5. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) € L(H)™,

{Pla"'7Pk17"'7Pk57Pks+l"'7Pn} and {Qla"'7Qk17”’7QkS7QkS+1’”7Qn}

be two sets of idempotent operators in A'(T). If there exist {X;};_1,Y € GL(A'(T)) and a permutation
IT € S, satisfying
(1) XiPiX; ' =Q, ki +1<j <kiy1,ko=0,0<i<s—1;
(2) Y'PY =Quyy, 1<i<n
Then for any Q, € {Qi}iy o1, there is Py € {P;}} ;. ,, and invertible operator Z,, a finite product
of {Xi}5_, and Y, such that
2,Q,77" = Py,

More specifically, { P, 1y Py +2ys- -+ P} is a rearrangement of {P;}i_, ;.
Lemma 3.6. Let T = (Ty,...,T,,) € L(H)™,

{Plv"'7Pk7Pk+17"'7Pn} and {le"'va)Qk-i-lv"'in}

be two unit decompositions of T. If the following properties are satisfied.

(1) There exists an X; € GL(L(P;jH,Q;H)) such that
Xi(Tilp)X; ' =Tilou, 1<j<k1<i<m.
(2) There are Y € GL(A(T)) and a permutation I1 € S,, satisfying
Y'PY =Quy), 1<j<n
Then for any Q, € {Qi}}_; 1, there is Pu € {P}]_, ., and Z, € GL(L(Q,H, P»H)) such that
Zo(Tlon) 2 =Tilp,n, 1<i<m.

Specifically, if r1 # ro, then i # rh.
Proof. For any Q, € {Q;}j_,,, from Property (2), there exists P, € {P;};-; such that
(3.4) P, =YQ YL

If k < ji < n, setting Z, := Y|g,» and P := Pj,, then Z,(T}|g,n)Z, ! = Ti|p 3 for 1 < i < m.
Otherwise, if 1 < j; < k, from Property (1),

leTi|(YQTY*1)7-LXj_11 = leTi|Pj17-LXj_11 = Ti|Qj17-L> 1< <m.
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By Property (2), there is P, € {P;}" ; satisfying
-1
(3.5) Pj, =YQ;Y .

It is clear that j; # jo. Otherwise, from B4) and B3), Q;, = Y 'P,Y = Y~'P,Y = Q,, which is
contradictory to 1 < j1 < kand k+1 <7 <n. If k < jy < n, setting

ZT» = Y’leﬂley‘QrH and Pr/ = sz,
then Z,(T;]o,n) 2, = Tilp for 1 <i <m.If 1 < jy <k, by Properties (1), we have that
ijTi|Pj27-LXj_21 = Ti|Qj27-b 1< <m.
Using Properties (2) again, there is Pj, € {P;}I; such that
(3.6) Py =YQpY .

Similarly, js ¢ {j1,72}. Otherwise, if j3 = ji, we know that Q;, = Y 'P,Y =Y~ 1P; Y = Q, from
B4) and B.6), if j3 = jo, we know that Q;, = Y 1P,V = Y1P,Y = Qj, from B.5) and (B.6).
Obviously, these are contradictory. If k < j3 < n, then set

Zy = Y|Qj2HXj2Y|Qj1HXj1Y|QTH and Py := Pj,.

Otherwise, we can continue the above choice process. Since n is a natural number, after t steps,

t <k+1, wecan find P;, € {P;}}, .

Setting
Poi=P;, and Z.:=Yl|g, wuX; Y, ,#Xj o Yo, uXjY|gu (Y appearst times),

then Z,Tj| g, nZ, ' = Ti|pj, for 1 <i <m.
Now let’s prove that if 71 # ro, k < r1,ro < n, then ji, # ji,, kK < Juy, Jts < N

Through the proof process above. Firstly, we assume that there are r # ro, k < r1,r9 < n, such

that jl = j27k < j17j2 <n, and
Iy (Ti’erH)Zr_ll = Ti‘leﬂ = Ti‘PjQH = Zp, (Ti’Qrz )ZT_Q ; 1<i<m,
where Z,, = Y|q, 4 Zry = Y|Qun: Py =Y Qr, Y !, and Pj, = YQ,,Y " Thus,
-1 _
(3'7) T,Qr, = Ti’QrzH = 1T ’leH - (Y‘QTQH) Ti’leHY’QrzH =Y 1’Pj2Hﬂ‘Pj1HY’Qr2H

1j1=Jo
0 else

Since {P;}7_; is a unit decomposition of T, ([B.7) shows that j; = jo by Pj, Pj, = . There

is no loss of generality in assuming that there are ri # r2, k < 1,72 < n, such that j, = ji,,k <

Jt1> Jto < m, and then
Zri(Tilen )2, = Tilpy, 0 = Til Py, = Zro (TilQ., 1) %5 s 1 <i<m,
where
Zp = Y’th,lH Jeo 1Y’Q3t SHX G Y‘QJ'LHXJ'IY‘QQ,lHijﬂ e Y’le7_1)(],1}/*‘62”?_[7

ZTz :Y|th,17'l Jt— 1Y|Q]t QHXJt 2"'Y|le7'lleY|Qr27'l and Y|Qr27-l :Y|le71'
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Therefore,

TilQ.,m
= 25 70 (Til @, 1) 25, 2y

= (ijqy‘le,zH T Y’leﬂley‘QqH)(E‘QHH)(XJ)AY’Q”,QH T Y‘leﬂXJ'lY’erH)_l'
Setting Z,. := Y|le,27'l e Y|Qj1HXj1Y|QT1H. With the above choice process, we know that
Ze(Tilq. 1) 2, " = Tilp,

Ji—-1

H 1 S ) § m,
where j;_1 € {1,2,...,k}. From Property (1), we have that

TilQy 1 = Zny Zri(Til Qe 1) 2 Zry = Xy (Tl oy, 20)(Xj) ™ = Tilg,,_ #s 1<i<m,

Ji—1

Then 7y = jj_1, but 1 < j;_; < k < ry <n, this is impossible, so ji, # ji, if r1 # ro. d

Lemma 3.7. Let T = (11,...,T) € L(H)™ has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up
to similarity. Then for any idempotent operator P € A'(T), T|py = (Th|pw,---, Tm|pw) has unique

finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity.

Proof. Since T = (Th,...,T,,) € L(H)™ has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up
to similarity, we know that T|py = (Ti|pw,---,Tm|pu) has finite strongly irreducible decomposi-
tion. Let {P}%_; and {Q; Ezl be two unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T|py, and let
{Pi}i i1 be a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T|;_pyy. Then Py, {PYi )
and {{Qz‘}?:l,{Pi}?:k 41} are two unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T. From the
uniqueness of strongly irreducible decomposition of T, we know that k& = k and there is an oper-

ator Y € GL(A'(T)) such that
{YRYY, = {Qib o AR ek )
Therefore, for any P; € {P;}}, ., there is I|p3 € GL(L(P/H, P;H)) satisfies
Hpa(Tilpa) Iy = Tjlpwn, 1<j<mk+1<i<n.
And there are Y € GL(A'(T)) and a permutation II € §,, such that
YTIRY = Qup, 1<i<n,

where Q; = Pj for k+1 < j < n. By Lemma [3.6] there is a permutation Il € S, and Z; €

GL(L(QiH, Pﬁ(i)’H)), 1 <i <k, such that

(i)
Setting Z; := I|py,k+1<i<nand Z:= Z1+Zs+ - +Z,, where + denotes the topological direct

sum. From Lemma B3] we know that
Z € GL(.A/(T)) and Z|p7.[ € GL (A/(T|P7.[)) =GL (ﬂ A/(Ti|pH)> .
i=1
Therefore, by (3.8)), we obtain that Z|pyQ;i(Z|py) " = Pﬁ(i)H’ 1 < i < k, that is, for any idempotent

operator P in A'(T), T|py has unique strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity. O

Using Lemma [B.7] we obtain the following result, which is stronger than Lemma [3.2]
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Lemma 3.8. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) € L(H)™ has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to
similarity. Then for any idempotents P and @ in A'(T), P ~s (A (T))Q if and only if T|py ~s T|on-

Proof. From Lemmal[3.2] we only need to prove the sufficiency of this result. Since T = (T1,...,T),) €
L(H)™ has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity. From Lemma [B.7, we
have that T|py, T|g#, T|—pyn and T|;_gyy also have unique finite strongly irreducible decompo-
sition up to similarity. Since T|py ~s T|gu, there is an operator X € GL(L(PH,QH)) satistying

X(T;|py)X 1 = Tyl gy for 1 <i < m. Setting {P;}k_, is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposi-
tion of T|py, we know that {X P, X~ 1 is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T|gy
by using Lemma Bl Let {P;}7, ., and {Q,}Z k41 be unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition
of T|(;—py and T|;_q)y, respectively. Then {P;}7; and {{XP,X 1} | {Q;}7, ,} are two unit
finite strongly irreducible decompositions of T. From the uniqueness of finite strongly irreducible de-
composition of T up to similarity, we know that there is Y € GL(A'(T)) such that {Y Y1} | isa
rearrangement of {{X P, X 1}F | {Qi}i) 41} From Lemmalf3.6] we get that for each Q, € {Qi}iL; 4,
there are P € {P;}7 ., and Z, € GL(L(Q,H, PH)) such that

Zo(Tilon) 2 =Tilp,u, 1<i<m

and 1} = rh if ry = ro. Setting Z; := X! lxpjx-1yn,1 < j < k. By Lemma B3, we have that
Z =721+ +Z, € GL(A(T)) and ZQZ~ ! = P, then P ~, (A'(T))Q. O

Lemma 3.9. Let T = (T4,...,Ty) € L(H)™, and let P and Q be idempotents in A'(T). If T|py is
not similar to T|gu, then P ® 0y is not similar to Q @ 0q ¢y in A'(THD) = N A’(T-(n+1)) for all
i=1

(2

n € N.

Proof. Assume that there is a natural number n such that P®0y,() is similar to Q®0(n) in A’ (T(+1),
that is, there is X € GL(A'(T™+Y)) satisfying X (P @ 0py)) X' = Q ® Opy(n). From Lemma 3.2
there is an invertible operator Y € L((P @ 04;(m) )H" ), (Q ® 0gy(n) )yH™ V) such that

1 - 1)
v (™" )i(PGBOH(n))H("H))Y =1 (n+1) (a0 o 1<i<m.

(2

Note that
+1)
(T " |(Pea0 () YH 1) - “’Tiiil—i_l)i(PeBOH(n))H(”ﬂ)) ~u (Tilpa, - - TinlPu)
and
(n+1) 1
(T " |(Q690 oy ))Mnil),...,Té{‘* )|(Q®0H(n))7{("+1)) ~u (TilQu, - - Tmlow) -
Thus, T|py ~s T|ou, this is contradictory. O

Lemma 3.10. Let T = (Ty,...,T,,) € L(H)™, idempotents P and Q in A'(T) and let T™ has
unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity for any n € N. Then P ~¢ (A(T))Q

if and only if [P] = [Q] in \/(A(T)).

Proof. If P ~, (A'(T))Q, there is an invertible operator X € A’(T) such that X PX~! = @, and then
[P] = [Q] in \/(A'(T)). Conversely, if [P] = [Q] in \/(A'(T)), there is a natural number n € N such
that

P® 0y ~s (A(TOHDNQ @ 04y
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+1
From Lemma [3:2] we have that T )‘(PGBOH(n)) (n+1) is similar to T ’(Q@O () JHOD- Note that

T(n+1)|(P690H(n) yp ety and T("+1)|(Q@0H(n) Jp(n+1) are unitary equivalent to T|py and T|gy, respec-
tively. Therefore, T|py is similar to T|gy, and then P ~; (A'(T))Q is obtained from LemmaB.8 O

Lemma 3.11. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) € L(H)™. Then
Mo (A/(T) = A(T™) and \/(A(T™)) = \/(A(T)), neN.
Proof. Note that M, (A'(T)) C A'(T™) is obvious. For any ((X;;))nxn € A (T™), there is
(X)) T = T8 (X ns 1< ke <.

So Xzka = TkX ’],1

<k
A'(T™) € My (A'(T)). Thu

This means that Xi; € A(T), (Xij))nxn € M,(A(T)) and

< m.
s My (A'(T)) = A'(T™) and \/(A(T™)) = \/ (M, (A'(T))) = V/(A(T)).
]

Let A = (Ay,...,Ay) € L(H)™ be an m-tuple of commuting operators, (™ be the direct sum of

n n
n copies of H and A(™ = <@ A,...,D Am> be an m-tuple of commuting operators acting on H ™.
1 1

Theorem 3.12. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) € L(H)™ be an m-tuple of commuting operators. Then the
following are equivalent:
k
(1) T=(T,...,Tm) ~ <@ Al i @D A;T}) =& Agni) = A with respect to the decomposi-
i=1 ’ i=

tion H = 6917-12("2 , where k,n; < 0o, A; = (A1,...,Am;) is strongly irreducible, A; =5 A;
fori #j, Zand for each natural number n, T has unique finite strongly irreducible decompo-
sition up to similarity;

(2) V(A(T)) = N* and the isomorphism h : \/(A'(T)) — NF sends [I] to (n1,...,n;). That is,
h([1]) = nie1 + - -+ ngey, where 0 #n; € N,1 < j <k, and {e;}k_, are the generators of N.

k
Proof. (1) = (2) Since the Hilbert space H = €D H§"i), where k,n; < co. Setting F; is the orthogonal
i=1

projection onto H; for 1 < i < k. Since T has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to

similarity for any natural number n € N, by LemmaB. 7 and Lemma[3.1T], we know that for any idempo-

tent £ € M, (A'(T)) = A(T™), the m-tuples of commuting operators T()|gy = (Tl(n), TN B
and T(")\( -EYH = (Tl(n), e ,T,%” )| (1—Eyn are unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to

similarity Letting {Q;}{_, and {Ql}ﬁ ;41 1s a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T | gy
and T ]( 1—-E)H, respectively. Then {Q,}Z 1 is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T™),
Since we have another strongly irreducible decomposition of T(™ using nn; copies of each of the pro-
jections P;,1 <1 < k, and T has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity,
we know that there is an operator X € GL(A'(T™)) such that XQ;X 1 is a copy of one of the P,

with appropriate multiplicity conditions. In particular, there are integers m;, 0 < m; < nn;, satisfying

XEX ' = X(Q1+ Qo+ +Qu)X ! ZP("“
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Define the mapping h : \/(A/(T)) — N¥ as
[E] — (m1,ma,...,mg).
If [E] = [F] in \/(A'(T)), there is an operator Y € GL(A'(T)) such that YEY ™! = F. Thus,
F ~y E ~y f:lPi(mi) and h([F]) = h([E]) = (mq,...,my), this means that the mapping h is well-

(2

k

defined. Furthermore, if A([E]) = h([F]), then E ~; Pi(mi) ~s F, which means that the mapping
i=1

h is one-to-one. For any k-tuple of nonnegative integers (myq,...,my), there is a natural number n,

k
such that for all 4,1 < i < k, there are m; < nn; and h([> Pi(mi)]) = (mq,...,my), which shows that
i=1
the mapping h is onto. Therefore, we know that h is an isomorphic, and then \/ (A'(T)) = N* and
k .
o =1 (| £ P)) = e
i=1
(2) = (1) If \/(A'(T)) = N* and h is the isomorphic mapping from \/(A’(T)) to N* that satisfies
h([I]) = nie1 + - - + ngex, where 0 # n; € N,1 < j < k, and {e;}¥_, are the generators of N*, there
is a natural number 7 and idempotents {Q;}%_, C A’(T(")) satisfy

(3.9) MQi) =€, 1<i<k.

From Lemma BI1, we know that \/(A'(T™)) = \/(A'(T)) = N*, so we only need to prove that T
has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity, and other cases can be proved
similarly. Let’s prove it in four steps:

Setp 1. For any idempotent P € A'(T), if T|py is strongly irreducible, there is a ¢; € {e; }521 such
that h([P]) = e;.

Since the mapping h : \/(A’(T)) — N* is isomorphic, by ([3.3), there are {\;}*_, C N such that

k k
W([P)) = hiei = Y XN ([Qi)) -
i=1 i=1

k
For [ :=r ) A;, then there is a natural number n > [ such that
i=1

k

P @ 0y ~s (A(TM) S QM @ 0,000,
i=1

From Lemma [3.2] we have that
R G ‘(i QE*“@OH(nD)MM ' ‘(i Q?“)%m
i i=1

i=1

Thus T|py ~s T| ( £ o . Since T|py is strongly irreducible and the strongly irreducibility
& o
i=1
remains unchanged under similarity. Therefore, T| < £ o is also strongly irreducible, then
£ o
=1
Lj=1,
there is only one ¢ € {1,2,...,k} such that \; = 0 ‘7 4 It follows that h([P]) = e;.
,Jj # 1.

Setp 2. For any idempotent P and @ in A'(T), if h([P]) = h([Q]), then T|py ~s T|on.
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Setting idempotents P, Q € A'(T) and
k k
R(IP) = h([Q)) =D Xier = > X:h([Qi]),
i=1 i=1

k
where {\;}¥_; C N. Letting w = r _ \;, then there is a natural number n > w such that P&H0;,m-1) ~s
i=1

k
(A'(T™M)) - QEM D 0gy(n—w) ~s Q ® 0gy(n—1). From Lemma [3.2]
i=1

T|py ~u T(n)|(P@0H<n71>)H(") s T(n)|(Q€BO’H(n—1))H(n) ~u Tlon:
Thus T|py ~s T|on-
Setp 3. We prove that T has finite unit decomposition.

k

Let {P;};_, be a unit decomposition of T and h([P;]) = > X\ e;j, where {)‘i,j}g?:l are natural
=1

numbers. Then there is at least one A; ; # 0 in {\; };?:1. Now we just need to show that s is a finite

number. From

ZP

s s k
) Y HIP) =3 e
=1

i=1 j=1

anel = h(] <

k
we know that s < Z z Nij = z n; < 0o. So T has finite unit decomposition, and then T has finite
i=1j=1 i=1
strongly irreducible decomposition.

Setp 4. We prove that T has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity.
Let {P;}!_, be a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T, then h <Z[ ]) = h([I]) =

i=1
Z nie;, with (i), for each P; € {P,}!_,, there is ey € {e;}¥_, such that h([P,]) = e;y. Then we can
i=1
k
get t = > n; < oo, and there are Py, P, ... , b, in {P;}t_, for each i,1 < i < k, which satisfies

i=1
h([P;,]) = h([P,]) = -~ = M([P;,,]) = €. By (ii), we have that
Tlp,n~s Tlpn,  1<j1<ni

Letting A; = T|PZ~17—L = (T1|pi1H,T2|pi1H, co. ,Tm|Pi17-L) fori=1,2,...,k. Then

k
T ~, Z Az(m)’
=1

where k,n; < oo and A; ~5 A; for i # j. Let {P/}7_, be another unit finite strongly irreducible
k

decomposition of T. Similarly, we can also get r = > n; = ¢, and for each i,1 < i < k, there
are P, Pj,,..., P in {P/}_, such that h([P,]) = hl(ﬁ’,z]) = = h(P,,]) = e and T|p, 3 ~s
T|pilq.[ for 1 < 4,1 < n;. Therefore, there is a permutation II € S; such that for ¢ = 1,2,... ¢,
h([P)) = h([P’()]). By (ii), T|pnu T\pr ,#» then there is X; € GL(L(PH, PyyyH)) such that

Xi(Tlpu) X, = T|P/ - From LemmaB:{L X X1+ Xo4 - 4+X, € GL(A(T)) and XP, X! =
fori=1,2,...,t. That is, T has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity.

O

H(Z)
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Corollary 3.13. Let T = (Th, Ty, ... ,Tm),'f‘ = (fl,Tg, e ,Tm) € L(H)™ be strongly irreducible m-
~ o~ T: 0 T5 0 Tmn O
tuples, and let T =T & T = ( Lo , 2 " . Then the following properties
01Ty 0 Ty 0 T
hold:

(1) T ~, T if and only if \/(A'(T)) = N.
(2) If for any natural number n, T™) has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to
similarity. Then T ~4 T if and only if Ko(A'(T)) = Z.

Proof. Using Theorem B2l we can directly obtain that (1) holds. Since Ky(N) = Z, there is
Ko(A'(T)) = Z when T is similar to T. On the contrary, since T and T are strongly irreducible
Operator tuples, we have that \/(A(T)) = N¥, 0 < k < 2. And since Ko(A'(T)) 2 Z, k= 1. So
T ~g T. g

4. THE SIMILARITY OF COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATOR TUPLES WITH INDEX ONE

Lemma 4.1 (Ameer Athavale). Any two spherical shifts are unitarily equivalent in the sense that a

single unitary operator intertwines their corresponding operator coordinates.

The m-shift M, = (M,,,..., M

Zm

) of multiplication by coordinate functions z; on the Drury-

Arveson space H2,, to be referred to as the Szegd tuple, is a classical model of the spherical shift.
Theorem 4.2. Let T = (T4,...,T,) € L(H)™ be a m-tuple which satisfies the following conditions:

m
(1) > T;T; is a projection, and
i=1
(2) if z1,...,xm € H with Tz = Tjx; for all i,j, then there is an x € H with x; = Tyx for all i.
Then T is unitarily equivalent to S* & V, where S* is a direct sum of the backwards multishifts on
Drury-Arveson space, and 'V is a spherical isometry.
m
For the m-tuple T = (T1,...,T,) € L(H)™ in the above theorem. Let Ey = () ker T;. Inductively

i=1
define a sequence of positive operators by

m
Py=I and P, = Zz;*Pnz}, n > 0.

It follows that for n > 1,

P, = Z (Z) T**T* and kerP, = ﬂ ker T¢.

lo|=n |ol=n

Note that for n > 1 we have P, — P11 = Z T (Py—1 — P,)T;. Therefore, from part (1) of Theorem

and the induced argument, it means that the sequence {P,},en is a nonincreasing sequence of
positive operators and converges strongly to a positive operator P. From the proof process of Theorem
4.2 (see [1]), we can get that M = ranP reduces every T;, T|xq is a spherical isometry and T*| . is
unitarily equivalent to the m-shift acting on H2 (FEq).

Lemma 4.3. The m-tuple M; = (M} ,..., M} ) on the Drury-Arveson space H?2, satisfies the con-
o0
dition of Theorem [{.3 and the sequence {Pn = > (n) M?(Mz)a} strongly converges to zero.
n \ o

o= n=1
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m m
Proof. First, we can know that ) M, M} is a projection operator from ) M, M} =1-1® 1.
i=1 =1
Second, we need to prove that if z1,..., 2, € H2 with M xj = ija;i for all 7, j, then there is an
r € H2 with z; = M7z for all i. Because {z%}aenm is a set of bases of the space H2,, for any

y € (ranM7)* and a € N™, we have
0= (yv M;Za> = <MZiy7 2a>’

Therefore, y € ker M. As we all know, M., is injective, so y = 0, which means that M? is surjective.

Without losing generality, assume that

= Z fila)z®, 1<i<m,

aeN™

and we get

o; +1 N N a; +1
a; !z\+1f(o‘+el) = Moy =Mz = g\;m\]m it e)z".

It follows that

(4.1) fila+e) = fila+ o))

7,+1

for all & € N™ and 1 < i,j < m. From M}, is surjective, there exists y1 = Y. gi1(a)z* € HZ, such
aeN™
that x1 = M7 y1, that is,

zZ

I ap+1
3 At =M 3 ple)xt = 3 o)t = 3 ook e g

aeN™ aeN™ aeN™ aeN™
a1>0

By comparing the coefficients on both sides of the above formula,

|| + 1
ar +1

(4.2) gi(a+er) = fila), aeN™

Letting

hy = Z g1 ()2,

aeN™
a1>0

then hy € HZ and x1 = M} hi. By 1) and [2), we know that for 2 < i < m,

Mihi= Y gifa) e
aeN™
a1>0,a;>0
= . +1 a+
= aezl\;m gl(a +e; + 61) ‘Og|+2z06 el
i+1
= 3 sl e)et
= > fi(a)z®
aecN™
ay1>0

It follows that
T = Z fila)z® + MEhy, 2<i<m.
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Set
2
Y2 1= Z fo(a)z® € HA,.

aeN™
a1=0

Since M3, is surjective, there exists yo = Y. ga(a)2®* € HZ such that vo = M}, ys, that is,

22

aceN™
. Qo _ a9 + 1

D fa@) =M 3 (@) = 3 gale) (220 = Y (et ) g

aenNm a€Nm a€eNm acN™

a1=0 ag>0
and then

la +1

4.3 =
(4.3 a0 +e2) = = fol)

for all @ = (a1, a0, ...,ap,) € N™ with a3 = 0. Letting

ho = Z g2(a)z,

aeN™
a1=0,a9>0

then hsy € H,zn, Yo = M7 hs and M7 hy = 0. Thus,

1
:EZ'ZM;(hl—I—hQ), 1=1,2.
From (1)) and [3)), for 3 <i < m,

M= Y ge)p
! aeN™
ag,a; >0,a7=0
= anN:m g2(a+e; + 62)—@112 zate
a1=0
= g;ﬁ fola + e;)z0Te2
«@

eNm

a1=0

= 2 fila)z™
aEeN™
a1=0,a9>0

So
zi= Y fila)?* + M (i +hs), 3<i<m.

aEeN™
a1 =ag=0

From the above description, using the inductive method, we can assume that for integer k < m, there
are h; € H,2n, (1 < j < k) such that

k
zi=M,0) " hy), 1<i<k
j=1
and
k
T = Z fi(a)2a+M;i(Zhj)a E+1<i<m.
aeN™T ]:1
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k
For zj11 = > Jrg1(o)z® +M§k+1(2 i) let
aEN™M ,7:
aj=-=ap=0

Y= > fepa(@)z®

aEeN™
a1:---:ak:0
Because Y41 € H2, and M} _ is surjective, there exists yp41 = Grt1(a)z® € H? such that
+ Zk+1 + + m
aeN™
Vel = M§k+1yk+1, that is,

a a +1
> fena@z= D> geala kT 2TH = N gea(a+ eml)ﬁza,
aEN™ aEN™ acN™ @

aj=-=ap=0 O‘k+1>0
and then
la] +1
4.4 a+te = a
(4.4) Ir+1( K1) = 1+1fk+1( )
for all @ = (a1, a9,...,a,) € N™ with oy = ag = -+ - = a, = 0. Letting
hgt1 = Z Gr41 ()2,
aeN™T
a1:---:ak:0,ak+1>0
then hyyq € H2, and vy = zk+1hk+1 and M7 hyy1 =0 for 1 <4 < k. Thus,
k+1
wi =ML hy), 1<i<k+1
j=1
If k+1 < m, from (£I) and ([@4]), we know that for k+2 < i <m,
M hi1 = > gr+1(a )| \Za “
aeN™
a1:---:ak:g,ak+1 >0,a;>0
= > Gr1(o+e; +epq1) mié 2T ekt
aeN™T
ap==ap=0
_ a+tep
N a%’n Oék:+1+l fk"‘l(a + €; ) k+1
aj=--=ap=0
= > fi(a)z®.
aeN™T
ay=-=ap=0,ar,1>0
Therefore, for £+ 2 <i < m,
k+1
o= Y. i@+ MO hy).
aeN™ 7j=1
ap=-=ap1=0

m
In this way, we just need to let = := )" hj, then z € H2 and z; = Mz foralli=1,2,...,m
j=1

o0
n
Finally, we prove that the sequence of positive operators {Pn = | ‘z <a) M?M:a} strongly
a|l=n n=0
converges to zero. Since ker P, = [ ker M}®, we just have to prove that

laf=n

limker P, = H2, = span{z®|a € N™}.
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For any 2, we only need to take |3] = n > |a| to get Mi’2® = 0. Hence, for n > |a/,

P2 =" (g) MM = 0.

|8|=n
So that means that the sequence of positive operators {P,}"° , strongly converges to zero. O
m
Corollary 4.4. Let n be a positive integer, H = H2, and P € A'(M:(")) =N .A’(Mz*i(n)) be an idem-
i=1

potent, then both Mz(n) and Mz(n)|PH(n) satisfy the condition of Theorem[{.2, and the corresponding

sequence of positive operators { Py}, also strongly converge to zero.

Proof. Using Lemma 3] it is obvious that Mz(n) satisfies this conclusion. For any x € PH™ C #H (™)
andi=1,...,m,

Letting T} := M;:(n)|PH(n), from P € A’(M:(")) is an idempotent,
m m m
ZTZ'T;'*x _ Z P*Mz(in)M;i(n)Px — Z MZ(ZL)M;(n):E
i=1 i=1 i=1
S = (™ M)
for any x € PH(™. Therefore, we get that > T;T; is the projection from Y My” M7,™ is a projection.
i=1 i=1
Ifyi,...,ym € PH™ C HM satisfy T;'y; = Ty; for all 4, j, then
MMy = M| pyonyy = Ty = Ty = MI | pyyenys = M2y
From Mz(") is a pure isometry, there exists h € H(™ such that y; = M. ;(n)h. Then
yi = Py; = PM;™h = M;™Ph, 1<i<m.

Set y := Ph, then y € PH?2, and
yi =Ty, 1<i<m.

For the sequence of positive operators
m
Py=1ILyw and Puq=)» TRIS, n>0.
i=1

We know that ker P, = [ ker T** where T* = (17,...,T). Now we just need to prove that

|a)=n

limker P, = PH™ = span{z®|a € N, 2* € PH(™}.

For any 2% € PH(™, we only need to take |8] =n > |a| to get (T*)?2® = 0. Hence, for n > |al,

Pt =Y @ TH(T) 2" =0, =% PH™.
|Bl=n

So that means that the sequence of positive operators {P,}>2, strongly converges to zero. O

Lemma 4.5. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) € L(H)™ be a m-tuple which satisfies the following conditions:

m
(1) TFT; is a projection,
i=1
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(2) if x1,...,xm € H with Tjz; = Tjx; for all i,j, then there is an v € H with x; = Tz for all i,
and

(3) the sequence {P, = > <n> T**T*}> | converges strongly to zero.

jaj=n \&

m
Then T is unitary equivalent to Mz(k), where k = dimker T = dim( [ ker T;).

i=1
Lemma 4.6. Let T = (T1,...,T,,) € B,(2) satisfies the condition of Lemma[{.5, then
(1) T ~y MY and T € Bi(B™), where | = dimker T = dim( [ ker ;)
=1
(2) T is a strongly irreducible if and only if T € B1(B™).

1=

Proof. By Lemma [4.5] we have that T ~, MY where I = dimker T = dim( ) kerT;). Since
i=1

M € B;(B™) and T ~y, Mz(l), T € B;(B™). At the same time, we obtain that T is strongly
irreducible if and only if T ~,, M}, that is, T € B;(B™). O

Lemma 4.7. Let P € A/(M:™) = (| A/ (M:™) be an idempotent, H = H2, T = M:(n)’PH(n) and
i=1

m
[ = dimker T = dim <ﬂ ker TZ> Then there is a unitary operator U such that

i=1

(1) UPH™) =HD @00 that is,

. Iy x\ HO
UPU _< ‘ 0) ot

(2) Let V. ="Ul|pywm, then VTV* = Mz(l), in other words, T is unitarily equivalent to Mz(l).
Proof. By Lemma 44 and Lemma [£.6] T is unitarily equivalent to Mz(l), where [ = dimker T. Thus
there is a unitary operator

V:PH® — HO

such that
VTV = MO,

Note that if I < n, ™ & PH™ is infinite dimensional. Therefore, there exists a unitary operator
W H™ e PH™ — 70D,
Set U :=V @& W, then U satisfies the lemma. O
For T = (T1,...,T)n) € B,(Q) and 2 = (21,...,2p,) € Q. Let A € A(T), then
A(T —=2I) = (T —z21)A

and
Aker(T — 2I) C ker(T — zI).
Define
(I'rA)(2) == Alker(T-21)

where A € A'(T). Then I't is an injective contraction.
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We know that studying the commutant of operators is helpful to understand the structure of
operators, In [25], Shields and Wallen proved that the commutant of a contractive multiplication
operator on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of scalar-valued holomorphic functions on the open
unit disc is the algebra of bounded holomorphic functions on the open unit disc. Chavan, Podder and
Trivedi in [I3] pointed out that under some conditions, the commutant of the multiplication m-tuple
M., on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of E-valued holomorphic functions on a bounded domain §2
is the algebra H E)(Q) of bounded holomorphic B(E)-valued functions on €2, where E is a separable
M; ) of
m-~tuple of multiplication operators on Hilbert space A%, k > m, with reproducing kernel Ky(z,w) =

m, where z,w in B"™.

Lemma 4.8. Let m-tuple M} = (M} ,...,M} ) be the adjoint of the m-tuple of multiplication

operators on Hilbert space A% with k > m, then A'(M}) = H>(B™).

Hilbert space. Inspired by these results, we give the commutant of adjoint M} = (M}

Z10

Proof. Letting X* € A'(M?), then for any w = (wy,...,w;) € B™ and ¢ € C, we have
(M7, —w;)) X*K(-,w)c = X* (M}, —w;)K(-,w)c =0, 1<i<m.

Thus X* maps K (-, w)C into itself. Furthermore, there is a bounded linear function ¢(w) on complex
field C such that X*K(-,w)c = K(-,w)p(w)*c. At this time,

(Xh)(w), c)c = (h, XTK(-,w)e) g2 = (h, K(-,w)p(w)"¢) g2 = (d(w)h(w), ¢)c

k
for any h € A?. Thus X* = M. From X*ker(M —w;) C ker(MZ — w;), we know that ¢ is
holomorphic. Therefore, we can define the mapping

T A(M) — H®(B™)

given by Y(M ;) = ¢. According to the above, the mapping T is a injective homomorphism. The

following shows that Y is a surjection. For any ¢p € H(B™), let its power series expansion be

P(z) = > Q,Z(oz)za, and {e,(2)}aenm be an orthonormal basis of space A?. From Theorem 41 in
aENm
[30]7 we can know that ea(z) = Fg?;_(l];x)‘)za, where I' is the gamima function. Hence
[9()l% = > (e = > < Y e
k: + |
aeN™ aeN™ acN™
This means that || M| = ||1,Z)(z)\|A§ < oo and M € A'(M3). O

Corollary 4.9. Let T = M:("), then T is an isometry isomorphism from A'(T) onto M, (H*(B™)).

Theorem 4.10. Let A = (A, ..., Ay) € Bi(B™) be a commutative m-tuple, T = A™ and P € A'(T)
be an idempotent, denote Ty = T|pym). If T1 € Bi(B™), then Ty ~y AD,

Proof. Since m-tuples A and M7 are in B1(B™), we can find the holomorphic frames v(z) and e(z) of
ker(A — zI) and ker(M} — zI) respectively. That is

(A —zIv(z) =0, (M} —=zl)e(z)=0
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for z = (z1,...,2m) € B™. Set
k—1
w(2) = (0, .0,0(2),0,...,0)7
and
k—1
er() = (0, 0,e(2),0,...,0)T,
where k =1,2,...,n, z € B"™ and T stand for matrix transpose. Let

P(z) = (P'rP)(z), z€B™,

then P(z) = (P;j(2))nxn € My(H®) is an idempotent. By Lemma [0, P(z) € A’(M:(")) is an
idempotent. Set
Q:=P(z) and S:= M:(")|QH(n).

From T, € B;(B™), Q ker M:™ = ker S and Pker T = ker Ty,
dimker S = dimran@ = dimranP(0) = dimker T = .
By Lemma [4.7] there exists a unitary operator U such that
U(Q’H(")) =HO 30D,

that is,

* I?-L(l) * H(l)
s v (0 2)

Let V = Ul gy, then VS = Mz(l)V. It follows that

V*(’H(l) @ 0("—1)) — U*(H(l) ® O(n—l)) — Q’H(”)

and
U*ei(z) € ker(S — z) C ker(M(™ — 2) = ﬂ ker(Mz*j(") —zj), 1<i<lL
j=1
Because {e1(z),e1(z2),...,en(2)} is a holomorphic frame of ker(M:(") — z), we get

U'ei(z) = Ni1(2)e1(2) + - + din(2)en(z), 1<i<lI,
where \;j(z) € C. Note that
(ei(2),e5(2)) = s le(z),e(2)), 1<ij <n

and U* is a unitary operator. Thus

(4.6) Nit(DN1(2) + -+ Xin ()N (2) = 655, 1<i,5 <1, 2 € B™
From (45]), we know that

UQU"ei(z) = UP(2)U%¢i(2) = Iymei(z) = ei(z), 1<i<lI, ze€B™.
Therefore, P(z)U*e;(z) = U*e;(z), that is,

(4.7) (P (2))nxn (Ni1(2), M1 (2), -, A (2)T = i (2), hin(2), - din(2))7
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where 1 < ¢ <[ and z € B™. Letting

wi(z) == A1 (2)v1(2) + -+ Ain(2)vn(2), 1< <.
From (4.6), (£7) and
(4.8) (vi(2),05(2)) = 05 (v(2),0(2)), 1<4,5<mn,

We know that for 1 <i,j <1, there are (w;(2), w;(z)) = 0;;(v(2),v(z)) and P(z)w;(z) = w;(z). Since
P(z)ker(T — z) = ker(Ty — z) and T; € Bi(B™), we have

wi(z) € ker(T1 —2), 1<i<I

and {wi(z),wa(2),...,w;(z)} forms a holomorphic frame of ker(T; — z) for each z € B™. For z € B,
define

W(z) : ker(AW — 2) — ker(T; — 2)

as follows

(W (2)vi(2), W(2)vj(2)) = (wi(2), wj(2)) = b5 (v(2),v(2)) = (vi(2),v;(2)), 1<i,5 <1
Thus W(z) is a holomorphic isometric bundle map, using the Rigidity Theorem, we have
Ty ~y AY,
O
Theorem 4.11. Let T = (T1,...,T),) € Bi(B™)NL(H)™. Then \/(A'(T)) =N and Ko(A(T)) = Z.

Proof. From Lemma [£.6] we know that T = (11,...,T},) is strongly irreducible. For every natural

number n and idempotent P € \/(A(T™)), if A1 = T|pym = (Thl s -« Tl pyw) € Bi(B™),
then A ~, T is obtained from Theorem 10, and A; is also strongly irreducible. Therefore, from
Theorem B.I12] \/(A'(T)) = N. Note that Ky(N) = Z, then Ky(A'(T)) = Z. O

Corollary 4.12. Let T = (Ty,...,T,,), T = (T3, ..., T)n) € Bi(B™) N L(H)™. Then T ~; T if and
only if Ko(A'(T & T)) = Z.

Proof. This conclusion can be directly drawn from Theorem O
Corollary 4.13. Let T € By(B™) N L(H)™. Then \/ (Mult(H)) = N and Ko(Mult(H)) = Z.

Corollary 4.14. \/ (H>*(B,,)) & N, Ko(H>*(B,,)) = Z.
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