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K0-GROUPS AND STRONGLY IRREDUCIBLE DECOMPOSITIONS OF

OPERATOR TUPLES

JING XU

Abstract. An operator tuple T = (T1, . . . , Tn) 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 K0-group of the commutant of operator tuples. As an application, we calculate K0-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(H) 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 T and S are said to be unitary equivalent if there is a unitary

operator U such that T = U∗SU (denoted by T ∼u S). The operators T is similar to S if there is a

bounded invertible operator X satisfying T = X−1SX (denoted by T ∼s 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 [16] 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 Brodski1̌ in [5, 6]

and Kisilevs’ki1̌ 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, Foiaş, Kérchy

and Sz.-Nagy showed that every operator of class C0 on a complex separable Hilbert space was proven

to be similar to a Jordan operator. In [14], Herrero show that every bitriangular operator was to be

quasisimilar to a Jordan operator.

For m ∈ N+, let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m and S = (S1, . . . , Sm) ∈ L(H)m 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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2 JING XU

UTi = SiU for all i, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, then T and S are said to be unitarily equivalent (denoted by T ∼u S).

If there is an invertible operator X ∈ L(H) such that XT = SX, i.e., XTi = SiX for all i, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

then T and S are similar (denoted by T ∼s 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, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m be m-tuples of commuting operators on H. The tuple of commuting

opartor T : H −→ H⊕ · · · ⊕ H is defined by

T(x) = (T1x, . . . , Tmx), x ∈ H.

For w = (w1, . . . , wm) ∈ Ω, let T − w = (T1 − w1, . . . , Tm − wm), ker(T − w) =
m⋂
i=1

ker(Ti − wi), and

A′(Ti) = {X ∈ L(H) : XTi = TiX} and A′(T) =
m⋂
i=1

A′(Ti) be commutants of Ti and T, respectively.

Definition 1.1. [10, 11] For Ω a connected open subset of Cm and n a positive integer, let Bmn (Ω)

denotes the Cowen-Douglas class of m-tuples T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m satisfying:

(1) ran (T− w) is closed for all w in Ω;

(2)
∨
w∈Ω

ker(T− w) = H; and

(3) dimker(T− w) = n for w in Ω,

where
∨

denotes the closed linear span.

For an m-tuple of commuting operators T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ Bmn (Ω), Cowen and Douglas proved in

[10, 11] that an associated holomorphic eigenvector bundle ET over Ω of rank n exists, where

ET = {(w, x) ∈ Ω×H : x ∈ ker(T −w)}, π(w, x) = w.

Furthermore, it was shown that two operator tuples T and T̃ in Bmn (Ω) are unitarily equivalent if

and only if the vector bundles ET and E
T̃

are equivalent as Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles.

They also showed that every m-tuple T ∈ Bmn (Ω) 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

Ω∗ = {w : w ∈ Ω}, 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 Bmn (Ω) 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 B1
n(Ω), the work Cao, Fang, Jiang [7], Jiang [19], and Jiang, Guo, Ji [18] involve the K0-group

of the commutant algebra as an invariant to show that an operator in B1
n(Ω) 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 K0-group of the commutant of operator tuples. As
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an application, we calculate K0-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 = (T1, T2, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m is called strongly irreducible, if A′(T) =
m⋂
i=1

A′(Ti) the commutant of T does not any nontrivial idempotent operator. If there is no self-adjoint

idempotent in A′(T), we call T irreducible.

Definition 2.2. Let T = (T1, T2, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m be an m-tuple and P = {Pi}
n
i=1, n < ∞, be a set

of idempotents. P = {Pi}
n
i=1 is called a unit finite decomposition of T if it satisfies:

(1) Pi ∈ A′(T) =
m⋂
i=1

A′(Ti);

(2) PiPj = 0 for i 6= j;

(3)
n∑
i=1

Pi = I, where I is the identity operator.

In addition, if

(4) T|PiH = (T1|PiH, . . . , Tm|PiH) is strongly irreducible for i = 1, 2, . . . , n,

we call P = {Pi}
n
i=1 is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T.

Definition 2.3. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m be an m-tuple. We say that T has finite strongly

irreducible decomposition, if for any idempotent P in A′(T), T|PH has a unit finite strongly irreducible

decomposition.

Definition 2.4. Let m-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m has finite strongly irreducible decomposition.

If P = {Pi}
n
i=1 and Q = {Qi}

k
i=1 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

Π ∈ Sn such that XPiX
−1 = QΠ(i) for i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

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

Definition 2.5. [1] Let m ≥ 1. A family is a collection F of m-tuples T = (T1, . . . , Tm) of Hilbert

space operators, Ti ∈ L(H), such that:

(1) F is bounded, i.e. there exists c > 0 such that for all T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ F we have ‖Ti‖ ≤ c

for all i = 1, . . . ,m,

(2) F is preserved under restrictions on invariant subspace, i.e. whenever T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ F

and M ⊆ H such that TiM ⊆ M for all i, then T |M ∈ F ,

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

⊕nTn ∈ F ,

(4) F is preserved under unital ∗-representations, i.e. if π : L(H) −→ L(K) is a ∗-homomorphism

with π(I) = I and if T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ F , then π(T) = (π(T1), . . . , π(Tm)) ∈ F .
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Definition 2.6. [1] An m-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Tm) is called a spherical isometry if
m∑
i=1

‖Tix‖
2 = ‖x‖2

for every x ∈ H, that is to say,
m∑
i=1

T ∗
i Ti = I.

Definition 2.7. [1] An m-tuple U = (U1, . . . , Um) is called a spherical unitary if
m∑
i=1

U∗
i Ui = I and

each Ui is a normal operator.

Definition 2.8. For n ∈ N, an m-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m is said to be an n-hypercontraction.

if

(IH − T ∗
1 T1 − · · · − T ∗

mTm)
k ≥ 0

for all integers k, 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

2.1. K0-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 x, y ∈ A such that

xy = a and yx = b. We write a ∼s (A)b if there exists a z ∈ GL(A) with zaz−1 = b. Let Mn(A) be

the set of all n× n matrices 


a1,1 a1,2 ··· a1,n
a2,1 a2,2 ··· a2,n

...
...

. . .
...

an,1 an,2 ··· an,n


 ,

where each matric entry ai,j in A. Set

M∞(A) =

∞⋃

n=1

Mn(A).

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

P(M∞(A)).

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

instead of ∼, since the two notions coincide on M∞(A).

Definition 2.10. [24] K0(A) is the Grothendieck group of
∨
(A).

2.2. The Cowen-Douglas Class.

Lemma 2.11. Let T = (T1, T2, . . . , Tm) ∈ Bmn (Ω) and T be unitary equivalent to the adjoint of m-

tuple Mz = (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzm) of multiplication operators on analytic function space HK with reproducing

kernel

K(z, w) =
∑

α∈Nm

f̂(α)zαwα,

where z, w ∈ Ω and f̂(α) > 0 for all α ∈ N
m. Then T is unitary equivalent to m-tuple of commuting

weighted backward shifts with weight sequence

{√
f̂(α)

f̂(α+e1)
, . . . ,

√
f̂(α)

f̂(α+em)

}

α∈Nm

.

Proof. Let {eα}α∈Nm be the orthonormal basis of space HK . We have that

K(z, w) =
∑

α∈Nm

f̂(α)zαwα =
∑

α∈Nm

eα(z)eα(w), z, w ∈ Ω.
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So there is eα(z) =

√
f̂(α)zα for all α ∈ N

m. Since

Mzieα(z) =Mzi

√
f̂(α)zα =

√
f̂(α)zα+ei =

√
f̂(α)

f̂(α + ei)
eα+ei(z), 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

It following that

(M∗
z1
eα+e1(z), . . . ,M

∗
zm

eα+em(z)) =

(√
f̂(α)

f̂(α+ e1)
, . . . ,

√
f̂(α)

f̂(α+ em)

)
eα(z).

From T is unitary equivalent to the adjoint of m-tuple Mz = (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzm) of multiplication op-

erators on space HK , that is, T is unitary equivalent to m-tuple M∗
z = (M∗

z1
, . . . ,M∗

zm
) with weight

sequence

{√
f̂(α)

f̂(α+e1)
, . . . ,

√
f̂(α)

f̂(α+em)

}

α∈Nm

. �

Lemma 2.12. An m-tuple T = (T1, T2, . . . , Tm) ∈ Bmn (Ω) is reducible, then the Hermitian holomor-

phic vector bundle ET is reducible.

Proof. If T = (T1, T2, . . . , Tm) ∈ Bmn (Ω) is reducible, we can let H1 and H2 be the reduced subspace

of T = (T1, T2, . . . , Tm) and satisfy H = H1⊕H2. If x is in ker(T−w) =
m⋂
i=1

ker(Ti−wi), there are x1

and x2 in H1 and H2, respectively, so that x = x1 ⊕ x2 and Tix1 ⊕ Tix2 = Tix = wix = wix1 ⊕ wix2

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. This means that both x1 and x2 are in ker(T − w) =
m⋂
i=1

ker(Ti − wi), so

ker(T− w) = {ker(T− w) ∩H1} ⊕ {ker(T− w) ∩H2}.

Then T̃ = T|H1 is in Bmn1
(Ω) and T̂ = T|H2 is in Bmn2

(Ω), where n = n1 + n2. Therefore, ET =

E
T̃
⊕ E

T̂
. �

Corollary 2.13. If m-tuples Ti ∼u (M∗
z,HKi

), 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Then K1(z, w) = K2(z, w) ⊕K3(z, w) if

and only if T1 ∼u T2 ⊕T3.

2.3. The Drury-Arveson space H2
m. The Drury-Arveson space H2

m is a Hilbert space introduced

by Drury in [15], and after Arveson made further research on the space in [2]. This space generalizes

the classical Hardy space H2 on the unit disc to several variables and it is widely used in operator

theory and function theory.

The Drury-Arveson space H2
m is identified with the space of holomorphic functions f : Bm → C

which have a power series f(z) =
∑

α∈Nm

aαz
α such that

‖f‖2H2
m
:=

∑

α∈Nm

|aα|
2 α!

|α|!
<∞.

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

K(z, w) =
1

1− 〈z, w〉
=
∑

α∈Nm

|α|!

α!
zαwα, z, w ∈ B

m.

For m-shift Mz = (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzm) and α = (α1, . . . , αm) ∈ N
m, a small computation reveals that

M∗
zi
zα =





αi

|α|z
α−ei if αi 6= 0

0 otherwise.
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This implies that
m∑

i=1

MziM
∗
zi
= I − 1⊗ 1 ≤ I.

Let {eα}α∈Nm be the orthonormal basis of space H2
m, and then

∑

α∈Nm

|α|!

α!
zαwα = K(z, w) =

∑

α∈Nm

eα(z)e
∗
α(w), z, w ∈ B

m.

So eα(z) =

√
|α|!
α! z

α for all α ∈ N
m.

Lemma 2.14. For the Drury-Arveson space H2
m and any w ∈ B

m, we have that

ker(M∗
z − w) =

m⋂

i=1

ker(M∗
z1

− wi) =
∨
K(·, w).

Proof. Without losing generality, assume that

f(z) =
∑

α∈Nm

aαeα(z) ∈ ker(M∗
z − w) =

m⋂

i=1

ker(M∗
zi
− wi).

Then we have that

0 = (M∗
zi
− wi)

∑
α∈Nm

aαeα(z)

=M∗
zi

∑
α∈Nm

aα

√
|α|!
α! z

α −

(
wi

∑
α∈Nm

aα

√
|α|!
α! z

α

)

=
∑

α∈Nm

αi≥1

aα
√

αi

|α|

√
|α−ei|!
(α−ei)!

zα−ei −

(
wi

∑
α∈Nm

aα

√
|α|!
α! z

α

)

=
∑

α∈Nm

[√
αi+1
|α+ei|

aα+ei − wiaα

]
eα(z).

It follows that aα+ei =
√

|α+ei|
αi+1 wiaα for any 1 ≤ i ≤ m and all α ∈ N

m. There is no loss of generality

in assuming a0 = 1, we conclude that aα =

√
|α|!
α! w

α, hence that f(z) =
∑

α∈Nm

√
|α|!
α! w

αeα(z), and

finally that the result is valid. �

Let H be a separable Hilbert space, {eα}α∈Nm be an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space H =

ℓ2(Nm,H) composed of functions f satisfying

‖f‖2 =
∑

α∈Nm

|f(α)|2 <∞.

The m-tuple V = (V1, . . . , Vm) of operator Vi ∈ L(H) defined by

Vieα =

√
αi + 1

|α| +m
eα+ei

will be referred to as a spherical shift. For the spherical shift V = (V1, . . . , Vm), one has ViVj = VjVi

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m and also that the equality IH − V ∗
1 V1 − · · · − V ∗

mVm = 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 K0-group on the commutative algebra to characterize that the

m-tuple of commuting operators T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m has unique finite strongly irreducible

decomposition up to similarity. In order to prove the main Theorem 3.12, we need to prove the

following Lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm), T̃ = (T̃1, . . . , T̃m) ∈ L(H)m, and let ψ be an isomorphism

from A′(T) to A′(T̃). Then {Pi}
n
i=1 is a unit strongly irreducible decomposition of T if and only if

{ψ(Pi)}
n
i=1 is a strongly irreducible decomposition of T̃. In particular, if T ∼s T̃, then A′(T) ∼= A′(T̃).

Proof. Since ψ is an isomorphic mapping from A′(T) to A′(T̃), we only prove the necessity, and its

sufficiency can be similarly proved. Since {Pi}
n
i=1 is a unit strongly irreducible decomposition of T,

we have that {Pi}
n
i=1 ⊂ A′(T), and then ψ(Pi) ∈ A′(T̃), ψ(Pi)ψ(Pj) = ψ(PiPj) = ψ(0) = 0 for i 6= j,

and
n∑
i=1

ψ(Pi) = ψ(
n∑
i=1

Pi) = ψ(I) = I. From Definition 2.2, {ψ(Pi)}
n
i=1 is a unit decomposition of T̃.

Now show we that T̃|ψ(Pi)H, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, are strongly irreducible. Assume that there is i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

such that T̃|ψ(Pi)H is strongly reducible, that is, there are non-zero idempotents Q1 and Q2 in A′(T̃)

such that Q1 +Q2 = ψ(Pi) and Q1Q2 = Q2Q1 = 0. Since ψ is isomorphic, ψ−1(Q1) and ψ
−1(Q2) are

non-zero idempotents in A′(T) and satisfy Pi = ψ−1(Q1)+ψ−1(Q2). Obviously, this contradicts that

T|PiH is strongly irreducible. So {ψ(Pi)}
n
i=1 is a strongly irreducible decomposition of T̃.

If T is similar to T̃, there is an invertible operator X ∈ L(H) such that XTi = T̃iX, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Define the mapping ϕ : A′(T) → A′(T̃) as ϕ(Y ) = XYX−1 for any Y ∈ A′(T). Then ϕ is an

isomorphic mapping and A′(T) ∼= A′(T̃). �

Lemma 3.2. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m, and let P1 and P2 be idempotent operators in A′(T).

If P1 ∼s (A
′(T))P2, then T|P1H ∼s T|P2H, that is, there is an invertible operator Y ∈ L(P1H, P2H)

such that Y Ti|P1H = Ti|P2HY for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Proof. Since P1 ∼s (A′(T))P2, there is an operator X ∈ GL(A′(T)) such that XP1X
−1 = P2, and

then X(I − P1)X
−1 = (I − P2). It follows that XranP1 = ranP2 and Xran (I − P1) = ran (I − P2).

Letting X1 := X|ranP1 andX2 := X|ran (I−P1), we have that X1 ∈ GL(L(P1H, P2H)), X2 ∈ GL(L((I−

P1)H, (I − P2)H)) and X = X1+̇X2, where +̇ denotes the topological direct sum. Since P1 and P2

are idempotent operators in A′(T), we obtain that

T = (T1, T2, . . . , Tm) =

((
T0,1 0

0 T1,1

)
,

(
T0,2 0

0 T1,2

)
, · · · ,

(
T0,m 0

0 T1,m

))
P1H

(I − P1)H

=

((
T̃0,1 0

0 T̃1,1

)
,

(
T̃0,2 0

0 T̃1,2

)
, · · · ,

(
T̃0,m 0

0 T̃1,m

))
P2H

(I − P2)H
,

where T0,i = Ti|P1H, T1,i = Ti|(I−P1)H, T̃0,i = Ti|P2H and T̃1,i = Ti|(I−P2)H for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. From

XP1X
−1 = P2, X(I − P1)X

−1 = (I − P2), X ∈ GL(A′(T)) and P1 ∈ A′(T), we know that

TiP2X = TiXP1 = XTiP1 and Ti(I − P2)X = TiX(I − P1) = XTi(I − P1), 1 ≤ i ≤ m.



8 JING XU

This means that((
T̃0,1 0

0 T̃1,1

)
, · · · ,

(
T̃0,m 0

0 T̃1,m

))(
X1 0

0 X2

)
=

(
X1 0

0 X2

)((
T0,1 0

0 T1,1

)
, · · · ,

(
T0,m 0

0 T1,m

))
.

Thus T|P1H = (T0,1, . . . , T0,m) is similar to T|P2H = (T̃0,1, . . . , T̃0,m). �

Lemma 3.3. Let T = (T1, · · · , Tm) ∈ L(H)m. Suppose that {Pi}
n
i=1 and {Qi}

n
i=1 are two unit strongly

irreducible decomposition of T. If there exist Xi ∈ GL(L(PiH, QiH)) such that

Xi(Tj |PiH)X
−1
i = Tj|QiH, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Then X = X1+̇X2+̇ · · · +̇Xn ∈ GL(A′(T)), where +̇ denotes the topological direct sum.

Proof. Since {Pi}
n
i=1 and {Qi}

n
i=1 are two unit strongly irreducible decomposition of T, we have that

ranP1+̇ranP2+̇ · · · +̇ranPn = H = ranQ1+̇ranQ2+̇ · · · +̇ranQn.

Therefore,

T =







T1,1

T1,2 0

T1,3
. . .

0 T1,n




, · · · ,




Tm,1

Tm,2 0

Tm,3
. . .

0 Tm,n







P1H

P2H

P3H
...

PnH

=







T̃1,1

T̃1,2 0

T̃1,3
. . .

0 T̃1,n




, · · · ,




T̃m,1

T̃m,2 0

T̃m,3
. . .

0 T̃m,n







Q1H

Q2H

Q3H
...

QnH

,

where Tj,i = Tj |PiH and T̃j,i = Tj |QiH for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Since

Xi(Tj |PiH)X
−1
i = Tj |QiH, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, 1 ≤ j ≤ m,

we have that




X1

X2 0
X3

. . .
0 Xn







Tj,1

Tj,2 0
Tj,3

. . .
0 Tj,n


 =




T̃j,1

T̃j,2 0
T̃j,3

. . .
0 T̃j,n







X1

X2 0
X3

. . .
0 Xn




for 1 ≤ j ≤ m. Setting X = X1+̇X2+̇ · · · +̇Xn, where +̇ denotes the topological direct sum. then

X(T1, . . . , Tm) = (T1, . . . , Tm)X and X is invertible. Thus X = X1+̇X2+̇ · · · +̇Xn ∈ GL(A′(T)). �

Lemma 3.4. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m, and let

{P1, . . . , Pk, Pk+1, . . . , Pn} and {Q1, . . . , Qk, Qk+1, . . . , Qn}

be two sets of idempotent operators in A′(T). If there are X,Y ∈ GL(A′(T)) and a permutation

Π ∈ Sn satisfying
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(1) XPiX
−1 = Qi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k;

(2) Y −1PiY = QΠ(i), 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Then for any Qr ∈ {Qi}
n
i=k+1, there is Pr′ ∈ {Pi}

n
i=k+1 and invertible operator Zr, a finite product of

X and Y , such that

ZrQrZ
−1
r = Pr′ .

More specifically, {P(k+1)′ , P(k+2)′ , . . . , Pn′} is a rearrangement of {Pi}
n
i=k+1.

Proof. For any Qr ∈ {Qi}
n
i=k+1, it can be seen from Property (2) that there is Pj1 ∈ {Pi}

n
i=1 such

that

(3.1) Pj1 = Y QrY
−1.

If k < j1 ≤ n, then set Zr = Y and Pr′ = Pj1 . If 1 ≤ j1 ≤ k, then Qj1 = XPj1X
−1 = XYQrY

−1X−1

can be obtained from Property (1). By Property (2), there is Pj2 ∈ {Pi}
n
i=1 satisfying

(3.2) Pj2 = Y Qj1Y
−1 = Y XY QrY

−1X−1Y −1.

It is clear that j1 6= j2. Otherwise, from (3.1) and (3.2), it is known that

Qj1 = Y −1Pj2Y = Y −1Pj1Y = Qr,

which is obviously contradictory to 1 ≤ j1 ≤ k and k+1 ≤ r ≤ n. If k < j2 ≤ n, then set Zr = Y XY

and Pr′ = Pj2 . If 1 ≤ j2 ≤ k, by using Properties (1), (2) and (3.2), there exists Pj3 ∈ {Pi}
n
i=1 such

that

(3.3) Pj3 = Y Qj2Y
−1 = Y XPj2X

−1Y −1 = Y XY XY QrY
−1X−1Y −1X−1Y −1.

Similarly, j3 /∈ {j1, j2}. Otherwise, if j3 = j1, from (3.1) and (3.3), we have that

Qj2 = Y −1Pj3Y = Y −1Pj1Y = Qr.

If j3 = j2, we can know Qj2 = Y −1Pj3Y = Y −1Pj2Y = Qj1 from (3.2) and (3.3). Obviously, these are

contradictory. If k < j3 ≤ n, then set Zr = Y XY XY and Pr′ = Pj3 . Otherwise, we can continue the

above choice process. Since n is a natural number, after t steps, t ≤ k + 1, we must be able to find

Pjt ∈ {Pi}
n
i=k+1. Setting

Pr′ = Pjt and Zr = Y XY · · ·XY (X appears t− 1 times),

then ZrQrZ
−1
r = Pjt . Assert that {P(k+1)′ , P(k+2)′ , . . . , Pn′} is a rearrangement of {Pi}

n
i=k+1, that is,

if r1 6= r2, k < r1, r2 ≤ n, then jt1 6= jt2 , k < jt1 , jt2 ≤ n. Otherwise, according to the above choice

process, there are

Zr1 = Y XY · · ·XY (X appears t1 − 1 times) and Zr2 = Y XY · · ·XY (X appears t2 − 1 times),

such that

Zr1Qr1Z
−1
r1

= Pjt1 = Pjt2 = Zr2Qr2Z
−1
r2
.

Without losing generality, assume that r1 > r2, then Qr2 = Z−1
r2
Zr1Qr1Z

−1
r1
Zr2 ∈ {Qi}

n
i=k+1, where

Z−1
r2
Zr1 = XY · · ·XY (X appears t1 − t2 times). Setting

R := Y XY · · ·XY (X appears t1 − t2 − 1 times).
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By this choice process, we know that RQr1R
−1 ∈ {Pi}

k
i=1. From Property (1), we getXRQr1R

−1X−1 ∈

{Qi}
k
i=1. But

XRQr1R
−1X−1 = Z−1

r2
Zr1Qr1Z

−1
r1
Zr2 = Qr2 ∈ {Qi}

n
i=k+1,

obviously, this is contradictory. Similarly, we also know that if r1 < r2, there is jt1 6= jt2 . If r1 = r2,

through this choice process, we have that jt1 = jt2 . This completes the proof of this Lemma. �

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, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m,

{P1, . . . , Pk1 , . . . , Pks , Pks+1 . . . , Pn} and {Q1, . . . , Qk1 , . . . , Qks , Qks+1 . . . , Qn}

be two sets of idempotent operators in A′(T). If there exist {Xi}
s
i=1, Y ∈ GL(A′(T)) and a permutation

Π ∈ Sn satisfying

(1) XiPjX
−1
i = Qj , ki + 1 ≤ j ≤ ki+1, k0 = 0, 0 ≤ i ≤ s− 1;

(2) Y −1PiY = QΠ(i), 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Then for any Qr ∈ {Qi}
n
i=ks+1, there is Pr′ ∈ {Pi}

n
i=ks+1 and invertible operator Zr, a finite product

of {Xi}
s
i=1 and Y , such that

ZrQrZ
−1
r = Pr′ .

More specifically, {P(ks+1)′ , P(ks+2)′ , . . . , Pn′} is a rearrangement of {Pi}
n
i=ks+1.

Lemma 3.6. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m,

{P1, . . . , Pk, Pk+1, . . . , Pn} and {Q1, . . . , Qk, Qk+1, . . . , Qn}

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

(1) There exists an Xj ∈ GL(L(PjH, QjH)) such that

Xj(Ti|PjH)X
−1
j = Ti|QjH, 1 ≤ j ≤ k, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

(2) There are Y ∈ GL(A′(T)) and a permutation Π ∈ Sn satisfying

Y −1PjY = QΠ(j), 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Then for any Qr ∈ {Qi}
n
i=k+1, there is Pr′ ∈ {Pi}

n
i=k+1 and Zr ∈ GL(L(QrH, Pr′H)) such that

Zr(Ti|QrH)Z
−1
r = Ti|Pr′H, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Specifically, if r1 6= r2, then r
′
1 6= r′2.

Proof. For any Qr ∈ {Qi}
n
i=k+1, from Property (2), there exists Pj1 ∈ {Pi}

n
i=1 such that

(3.4) Pj1 = Y QrY
−1.

If k < j1 ≤ n, setting Zr := Y |QrH and Pr′ := Pj1 , then Zr(Ti|QrH)Z
−1
r = Ti|Pr′H for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Otherwise, if 1 ≤ j1 ≤ k, from Property (1),

Xj1Ti|(Y QrY −1)HX
−1
j1

= Xj1Ti|Pj1
HX

−1
j1

= Ti|Qj1
H, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.
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By Property (2), there is Pj2 ∈ {Pi}
n
i=1 satisfying

(3.5) Pj2 = Y Qj1Y
−1.

It is clear that j1 6= j2. Otherwise, from (3.4) and (3.5), Qj1 = Y −1Pj2Y = Y −1Pj1Y = Qr, which is

contradictory to 1 ≤ j1 ≤ k and k + 1 ≤ r ≤ n. If k < j2 ≤ n, setting

Zr := Y |Qj1
HXj1Y |QrH and Pr′ := Pj2 ,

then Zr(Ti|QrH)Z
−1
r = Ti|Pr′H for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. If 1 ≤ j2 ≤ k, by Properties (1), we have that

Xj2Ti|Pj2
HX

−1
j2

= Ti|Qj2
H, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Using Properties (2) again, there is Pj3 ∈ {Pi}
n
i=1 such that

(3.6) Pj3 = Y Qj2Y
−1.

Similarly, j3 /∈ {j1, j2}. Otherwise, if j3 = j1, we know that Qj2 = Y −1Pj3Y = Y −1Pj1Y = Qr from

(3.4) and (3.6), if j3 = j2, we know that Qj2 = Y −1Pj3Y = Y −1Pj2Y = Qj1 from (3.5) and (3.6).

Obviously, these are contradictory. If k < j3 ≤ n, then set

Zr := Y |Qj2
HXj2Y |Qj1

HXj1Y |QrH and Pr′ := Pj3 .

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

t ≤ k + 1, we can find Pjt ∈ {Pi}
n
i=k+1. Setting

Pr′ := Pjt and Zr := Y |Qjt−1
HXjt−1Y |Qjt−2

HXjt−2 · · ·Y |Qj1
HXj1Y |QrH (Y appears t times),

then ZrTi|QrHZ
−1
r = Ti|Pjt

H for 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Now let’s prove that if r1 6= r2, k < r1, r2 ≤ n, then jt1 6= jt2 , k < jt1 , jt2 ≤ n.

Through the proof process above. Firstly, we assume that there are r1 6= r2, k < r1, r2 ≤ n, such

that j1 = j2, k < j1, j2 ≤ n, and

Zr1(Ti|Qr1H
)Z−1

r1
= Ti|Pj1H

= Ti|Pj2H
= Zr2(Ti|Qr2H

)Z−1
r2
, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where Zr1 = Y |Qr1H
, Zr2 = Y |Qr2H

, Pj1 = Y Qr1Y
−1, and Pj2 = Y Qr2Y

−1 Thus,

(3.7) TiQr2 = Ti|Qr2H
= Z−1

r2
Ti|Pj1H

Zr2 =
(
Y |Qr2H

)−1
Ti|Pj1H

Y |Qr2H
= Y −1|Pj2

HTi|Pj1H
Y |Qr2H

.

Since {Pi}
n
i=1 is a unit decomposition of T, (3.7) shows that j1 = j2 by Pj1Pj2 =

{
1 j1 = j2

0 else
. There

is no loss of generality in assuming that there are r1 6= r2, k < r1, r2 ≤ n, such that jt1 = jt2 , k <

jt1 , jt2 ≤ n, and then

Zr1(Ti|Qr1H
)Z−1

r1
= Ti|Pjt1

H
= Ti|Pjt2

H
= Zr2(Ti|Qr2H

)Z−1
r2
, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where

Zr1 = Y |Qjt−1
HXjt−1Y |Qjt−2

HXjt−2 · · · Y |Qjl
HXjlY |Qjl−1

HXjl−1
· · · Y |Qj1

HXj1Y |Qr1H
,

Zr2 = Y |Qjt−1
HXjt−1Y |Qjt−2

HXjt−2 · · ·Y |Qjl
HXjlY |Qr2H

and Y |Qr2H
= Y |Qjl−1

.
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Therefore,

Ti|Qr2H

= Z−1
r2
Zr1(Ti|Qr1H

)Z−1
r1
Zr2

= (Xjl−1
Y |Qjl−2

H · · ·Y |Qj1
HXj1Y |Qr1H

)(Ti|Qr1H
)(Xjl−1

Y |Qjl−2
H · · ·Y |Qj1

HXj1Y |Qr1H
)−1.

Setting Zr := Y |Qjl−2
H · · ·Y |Qj1

HXj1Y |Qr1H
. With the above choice process, we know that

Zr(Ti|Qr1H
)Z−1

r = Ti|Pjl−1
H, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where jl−1 ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}. From Property (1), we have that

Ti|Qr2H
= Z−1

r2
Zr1(Ti|Qr1H

)Z−1
r1
Zr2 = Xjl−1

(Ti|Pjl−1
H)(Xjl−1

)−1 = Ti|Qjl−1
H, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Then r2 = jl−1, but 1 ≤ jl−1 ≤ k < r2 ≤ n, this is impossible, so jt1 6= jt2 if r1 6= r2. �

Lemma 3.7. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up

to similarity. Then for any idempotent operator P ∈ A′(T), T|PH = (T1|PH, . . . , Tm|PH) has unique

finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity.

Proof. Since T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up

to similarity, we know that T|PH = (T1|PH, . . . , Tm|PH) has finite strongly irreducible decomposi-

tion. Let {Pi}
k
i=1 and {Qi}

k̃
i=1 be two unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T|PH, and let

{Pi}
n
i=k+1 be a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T|(I−P )H. Then {{Pi}

k
i=1, {Pi}

n
i=k+1}

and {{Qi}
k̃
i=1, {Pi}

n
i=k+1} are two unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T. From the

uniqueness of strongly irreducible decomposition of T, we know that k = k̃ and there is an oper-

ator Y ∈ GL(A′(T)) such that

{Y −1PiY }ni=1 = {{Qi}
k
i=1, {Pi}

n
i=k+1}.

Therefore, for any Pi ∈ {Pi}
n
i=k+1, there is I|PiH ∈ GL(L(PiH, PiH)) satisfies

I|PiH(Tj |PiH)I|
−1
PiH

= Tj |PiH, 1 ≤ j ≤ m,k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

And there are Y ∈ GL(A′(T)) and a permutation Π ∈ Sn such that

Y −1PiY = QΠ(i), 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

where Qj = Pj for k + 1 ≤ j ≤ n. By Lemma 3.6, there is a permutation Π̃ ∈ Sk and Zi ∈

GL(L(QiH, PΠ̃(i)
H)), 1 ≤ i ≤ k, such that

(3.8) Zi(Tj |QiH)Z
−1
i = Tj|P

Π̃(i)
H, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ j ≤ m.

Setting Zi := I|PiH, k + 1 ≤ i ≤ n and Z := Z1+̇Z2+̇ · · · +̇Zn, where +̇ denotes the topological direct

sum. From Lemma 3.3, we know that

Z ∈ GL(A′(T)) and Z|PH ∈ GL
(
A′(T|PH)

)
= GL

(
m⋂

i=1

A′(Ti|PH)

)
.

Therefore, by (3.8), we obtain that Z|PHQi(Z|PH)
−1 = PΠ̃(i)H, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, that is, for any idempotent

operator P in A′(T), T|PH has unique strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity. �

Using Lemma 3.7, we obtain the following result, which is stronger than Lemma 3.2.
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Lemma 3.8. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to

similarity. Then for any idempotents P and Q in A′(T), P ∼s (A
′(T))Q if and only if T|PH ∼s T|QH.

Proof. From Lemma 3.2, we only need to prove the sufficiency of this result. Since T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈

L(H)m has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity. From Lemma 3.7, we

have that T|PH, T|QH, T|(I−P )H and T|(I−Q)H also have unique finite strongly irreducible decompo-

sition up to similarity. Since T|PH ∼s T|QH, there is an operator X ∈ GL(L(PH, QH)) satisfying

X(Ti|PH)X
−1 = Ti|QH for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Setting {Pi}

k
i=1 is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposi-

tion of T|PH, we know that {XPiX
−1}ki=1 is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T|QH

by using Lemma 3.1. Let {Pi}
n
i=k+1 and {Qi}

n
i=k+1 be unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition

of T|(I−P )H and T|(I−Q)H, respectively. Then {Pi}
n
i=1 and {{XPiX

−1}ki=1, {Qi}
n
i=k+1} 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 PiY
−1}ni=1 is a

rearrangement of {{XPiX
−1}ki=1, {Qi}

n
i=k+1}. From Lemma 3.6, we get that for each Qr ∈ {Qi}

n
i=k+1,

there are Pr′ ∈ {Pi}
n
i=k+1 and Zr ∈ GL(L(QrH, Pr′H)) such that

Zr(Ti|QrH)Z
−1
r = Ti|Pr′H, 1 ≤ i ≤ m

and r′1 = r′2 if r1 = r2. Setting Zj := X−1|(XPjX−1)H, 1 ≤ j ≤ k. By Lemma 3.3, we have that

Z = Z1+̇ · · · +̇Zn ∈ GL(A′(T)) and ZQZ−1 = P , then P ∼s (A
′(T))Q. �

Lemma 3.9. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m, and let P and Q be idempotents in A′(T). If T|PH is

not similar to T|QH, then P ⊕ 0H(n) is not similar to Q⊕ 0H(n) in A′(T(n+1)) =
m⋂
i=1

A′(T
(n+1)
i ) for all

n ∈ N.

Proof. Assume that there is a natural number n such that P⊕0H(n) is similar toQ⊕0H(n) inA′(T(n+1)),

that is, there is X ∈ GL(A′(T(n+1))) satisfying X(P ⊕ 0H(n))X−1 = Q ⊕ 0H(n) . From Lemma 3.2,

there is an invertible operator Y ∈ L((P ⊕ 0H(n))H(n+1), (Q⊕ 0H(n))H(n+1)) such that

Y (T
(n+1)
i |(P⊕0

H(n))H
(n+1))Y −1 = T

(n+1)
i |(Q⊕0

H(n) )H
(n+1) , 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Note that
(
T
(n+1)
1 |(P⊕0

H(n) )H
(n+1) , . . . , T (n+1)

m |(P⊕0
H(n))H

(n+1)

)
∼u (T1|PH, . . . , Tm|PH)

and (
T
(n+1)
1 |(Q⊕0

H(n) )H
(n+1) , . . . , T (n+1)

m |(Q⊕0
H(n))H

(n+1)

)
∼u (T1|QH, . . . , Tm|QH) .

Thus, T|PH ∼s T|QH, this is contradictory. �

Lemma 3.10. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m, idempotents P and Q in A′(T) and let T(n) has

unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity for any n ∈ N. Then P ∼s (A
′(T))Q

if and only if [P ] = [Q] in
∨
(A′(T)).

Proof. If P ∼s (A
′(T))Q, there is an invertible operator X ∈ A′(T) such that XPX−1 = Q, and then

[P ] = [Q] in
∨
(A′(T)). Conversely, if [P ] = [Q] in

∨
(A′(T)), there is a natural number n ∈ N such

that

P ⊕ 0H(n) ∼s (A
′(T(n+1)))Q⊕ 0H(n) .
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From Lemma 3.2, we have that T(n+1)|(P⊕0
H(n))H

(n+1) is similar to T(n+1)|(Q⊕0
H(n) )H

(n+1) . Note that

T(n+1)|(P⊕0
H(n) )H

(n+1) and T(n+1)|(Q⊕0
H(n))H

(n+1) are unitary equivalent to T|PH and T|QH, respec-

tively. Therefore, T|PH is similar to T|QH, and then P ∼s (A
′(T))Q is obtained from Lemma 3.8. �

Lemma 3.11. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m. Then

Mn(A
′(T)) = A′(T(n)) and

∨
(A′(T(n))) ∼=

∨
(A′(T)), n ∈ N.

Proof. Note that Mn(A
′(T)) ⊆ A′(T(n)) is obvious. For any ((Xi,j))n×n ∈ A′(T(n)), there is

((Xi,j))n×nT
(n)
k = T

(n)
k ((Xi,j))n×n, 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

So Xi,jTk = TkXi,j, 1 ≤ k ≤ m. This means that Xi,j ∈ A′(T), ((Xi,j))n×n ∈ Mn(A
′(T)) and

A′(T(n)) ⊆Mn(A
′(T)). ThusMn(A

′(T)) = A′(T(n)) and
∨
(A′(T(n))) =

∨
(Mn(A

′(T))) ∼=
∨
(A′(T)).

�

Let A = (A1, . . . , Am) ∈ L(H)m be an m-tuple of commuting operators, H(n) be the direct sum of

n copies of H and A(n) =

(
n⊕
1
A1, . . . ,

n⊕
1
Am

)
be an m-tuple of commuting operators acting on H(n).

Theorem 3.12. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m be an m-tuple of commuting operators. Then the

following are equivalent:

(1) T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∼s

(
k⊕
i=1

A
(ni)
1,i , . . . ,

k⊕
i=1

A
(ni)
m,i

)
=

k⊕
i=1

A
(ni)
i = A with respect to the decomposi-

tion H =
k⊕
i=1

H
(ni)
i , where k, ni < ∞, Ai = (A1,i, . . . , Am,i) is strongly irreducible, Ai ≁s Aj

for i 6= j, and for each natural number n, T(n) has unique finite strongly irreducible decompo-

sition up to similarity;

(2)
∨
(A′(T)) ∼= N

k and the isomorphism h :
∨
(A′(T)) → N

k sends [I] to (n1, . . . , nk). That is,

h([I]) = n1e1 + · · ·+ nkek, where 0 6= nj ∈ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ k, and {ei}
k
i=1 are the generators of Nk.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2) Since the Hilbert space H =
k⊕
i=1

H
(ni)
i , where k, ni <∞. Setting Pi is the orthogonal

projection onto Hi for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Since T(n) has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to

similarity for any natural number n ∈ N, by Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.11, we know that for any idempo-

tent E ∈Mn(A
′(T)) = A′(T(n)), the m-tuples of commuting operators T(n)|EH = (T

(n)
1 , . . . , T

(n)
m )|EH

and T(n)|(I−E)H = (T
(n)
1 , . . . , T

(n)
m )|(I−E)H are unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to

similarity. Letting {Qi}
t
i=1 and {Qi}

l
i=t+1 is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T(n)|EH

and T(n)|(I−E)H, respectively. Then {Qi}
l
i=1 is a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T(n).

Since we have another strongly irreducible decomposition of T(n) using nni copies of each of the pro-

jections Pi, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, and T(n) has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity,

we know that there is an operator X ∈ GL(A′(T(n))) such that XQjX
−1 is a copy of one of the Pi,

with appropriate multiplicity conditions. In particular, there are integers mi, 0 ≤ mi ≤ nni, satisfying

XEX−1 = X(Q1 +Q2 + · · ·+Qa)X
−1 =

k∑

i=1

P
(mi)
i .
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Define the mapping h :
∨
(A′(T)) −→ N

k as

[E] 7−→ (m1,m2, . . . ,mk).

If [E] = [F ] in
∨
(A′(T)), there is an operator Y ∈ GL(A′(T)) such that Y EY −1 = F . Thus,

F ∼s E ∼s

k∑
i=1

P
(mi)
i and h([F ]) = h([E]) = (m1, . . . ,mk), this means that the mapping h is well-

defined. Furthermore, if h([E]) = h([F ]), then E ∼s

k∑
i=1

P
(mi)
i ∼s F , which means that the mapping

h is one-to-one. For any k-tuple of nonnegative integers (m1, . . . ,mk), there is a natural number n,

such that for all i, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, there are mi ≤ nni and h([
k∑
i=1

P
(mi)
i ]) = (m1, . . . ,mk), which shows that

the mapping h is onto. Therefore, we know that h is an isomorphic, and then
∨

(A′(T)) ∼= N
k, and

h([I]) = h

([
k∑
i=1

P
(ni)
i

])
= (n1, . . . , nk).

(2) ⇒ (1) If
∨
(A′(T)) ∼= N

k and h is the isomorphic mapping from
∨
(A′(T)) to N

k that satisfies

h([I]) = n1e1 + · · · + nkek, where 0 6= nj ∈ N, 1 ≤ j ≤ k, and {ei}
k
i=1 are the generators of Nk, there

is a natural number r and idempotents {Qi}
k
i=1 ⊂ A′(T(r)) satisfy

(3.9) h([Qi]) = ei, 1 ≤ i ≤ k.

From Lemma 3.11, we know that
∨
(A′(T(n))) ∼=

∨
(A′(T)) ∼= N

k, 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|PH is strongly irreducible, there is a ei ∈ {ej}
k
j=1 such

that h([P ]) = ei.

Since the mapping h :
∨
(A′(T)) → N

k is isomorphic, by (3.9), there are {λi}
k
i=1 ⊂ N such that

h([P ]) =

k∑

i=1

λiei =

k∑

i=1

λih ([Qi]) .

For l := r
k∑
i=1

λi, then there is a natural number n > l such that

P ⊕ 0H(n−1) ∼s (A
′(T(n)))

k∑

i=1

Q
(λi)
i ⊕ 0H(n−l) .

From Lemma 3.2, we have that

T|PH ∼u T(n)|(P⊕0
H(n−1))H(n) ∼s T

(n)|( k∑
i=1

Q
(λi)
i ⊕0

H(n−l)

)
H(n)

∼u T|( k∑
i=1

Q
(λi)
i

)
H(l)

.

Thus T|PH ∼s T|( k∑
i=1

Q
(λi)
i

)
H(l)

. Since T|PH is strongly irreducible and the strongly irreducibility

remains unchanged under similarity. Therefore, T|( k∑
i=1

Q
(λi)
i

)
H(l)

is also strongly irreducible, then

there is only one i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} such that λj =

{
1, j = i,

0, j 6= i.
It follows that h([P ]) = ei.

Setp 2. For any idempotent P and Q in A′(T), if h([P ]) = h([Q]), then T|PH ∼s T|QH.
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Setting idempotents P,Q ∈ A′(T) and

h([P ]) = h([Q]) =

k∑

i=1

λiei =

k∑

i=1

λih([Qi]),

where {λi}
k
i=1 ⊂ N. Letting w = r

k∑
i=1

λi, then there is a natural number n > w such that P⊕0H(n−1) ∼s

(A′(T(n)))
k∑
i=1

Q
(λi)
i ⊕ 0H(n−w) ∼s Q⊕ 0H(n−1) . From Lemma 3.2,

T|PH ∼u T(n)|(P⊕0
H(n−1))H(n) ∼s T

(n)|(Q⊕0
H(n−1))H(n) ∼u T|QH.

Thus T|PH ∼s T|QH.

Setp 3. We prove that T has finite unit decomposition.

Let {Pi}
s
i=1 be a unit decomposition of T and h([Pi]) =

k∑
j=1

λi,jej , where {λi,j}
k
j=1 are natural

numbers. Then there is at least one λi,j 6= 0 in {λi,j}
k
j=1. Now we just need to show that s is a finite

number. From

k∑

i=1

niei = h([I]) = h

([
s∑

i=1

Pi

])
=

s∑

i=1

h([Pi]) =
s∑

i=1

k∑

j=1

λi,jej ,

we know that s ≤
s∑
i=1

k∑
j=1

λi,j =
k∑
i=1

ni <∞. So T has finite unit decomposition, and then T has finite

strongly irreducible decomposition.

Setp 4. We prove that T has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity.

Let {Pi}
t
i=1 be a unit finite strongly irreducible decomposition of T, then h

(
t∑
i=1

[Pi]

)
= h([I]) =

k∑
i=1

niei, with (i), for each Pi ∈ {Pi}
t
i=1, there is ei′ ∈ {ei}

k
i=1 such that h([Pi]) = ei′ . Then we can

get t =
k∑
i=1

ni < ∞, and there are Pi1 , Pi2 , . . . , Pini
in {Pi}

t
i=1 for each i, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, which satisfies

h([Pi1 ]) = h([Pi2 ]) = · · · = h([Pini
]) = ei. By (ii), we have that

T|Pij
H ∼s T|Pil

H, 1 ≤ j, l ≤ ni.

Letting Ai = T|Pi1
H = (T1|Pi1

H, T2|Pi1
H, . . . , Tm|Pi1

H) for i = 1, 2, . . . , k. Then

T ∼s

k∑

i=1

A
(ni)
i ,

where k, ni < ∞ and Ai ≁s Aj for i 6= j. Let {P ′
i}
r
i=1 be another unit finite strongly irreducible

decomposition of T. Similarly, we can also get r =
k∑
i=1

ni = t, and for each i, 1 ≤ i ≤ k, there

are P ′
i1
, P ′

i2
, . . . , P ′

ini
in {P ′

i}
t
i=1 such that h([Pi1 ]) = h([Pi2 ]) = · · · = h([Pini

]) = ei and T|Pij
H ∼s

T|Pil
H for 1 ≤ j, l ≤ ni. Therefore, there is a permutation Π ∈ St such that for i = 1, 2, . . . , t,

h([Pi]) = h([P ′
Π(i)]). By (ii), T|PiH ∼s T|P ′

Π(i)
H, then there is Xi ∈ GL(L(PiH, P

′
Π(i)H)) such that

Xi(T|PiH)X
−1
i = T|P ′

Π(i)
H. From Lemma 3.3, X = X1+̇X2+̇ · · · +̇Xn ∈ GL(A′(T)) and XPiX

−1 =

P ′
Π(i) for i = 1, 2, . . . , t. That is, T has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to similarity.

�
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Corollary 3.13. Let T̂ = (T1, T2, . . . , Tm), T̃ = (T̃1, T̃2, . . . , T̃m) ∈ L(H)m be strongly irreducible m-

tuples, and let T = T̂ ⊕ T̃ = (

((
T1 0

0 T̃1

)
,

(
T2 0

0 T̃2

)
· · · ,

(
Tm 0

0 T̃m

))
. Then the following properties

hold:

(1) T̂ ∼s T̃ if and only if
∨
(A′(T)) ∼= N.

(2) If for any natural number n, T(n) has unique finite strongly irreducible decomposition up to

similarity. Then T̂ ∼s T̃ if and only if K0(A
′(T)) ∼= Z.

Proof. Using Theorem 3.12, we can directly obtain that (1) holds. Since K0(N) = Z, there is

K0(A
′(T)) ∼= Z when T̂ is similar to T̃. On the contrary, since T̂ and T̃ are strongly irreducible

operator tuples, we have that
∨
(A′(T)) ∼= N

k, 0 < k ≤ 2. And since K0(A
′(T)) ∼= Z, k = 1. So

T̂ ∼s T̃. �

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 Mz = (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzm) of multiplication by coordinate functions zi on the Drury-

Arveson space H2
m, to be referred to as the Szegö tuple, is a classical model of the spherical shift.

Theorem 4.2. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m be a m-tuple which satisfies the following conditions:

(1)
m∑
i=1

T ∗
i Ti is a projection, and

(2) if x1, . . . , xm ∈ H with Tixj = Tjxi for all i, j, then there is an x ∈ H with xi = Tix 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.

For the m-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ L(H)m in the above theorem. Let E0 =
m⋂
i=1

kerTi. Inductively

define a sequence of positive operators by

P0 = I and Pn+1 =

m∑

i=1

T ∗
i PnTi, n ≥ 0.

It follows that for n ≥ 1,

Pn =
∑

|α|=n

(
n

α

)
T∗αTα and kerPn =

⋂

|α|=n

kerTα.

Note that for n ≥ 1 we have Pn − Pn+1 =
m∑
i=1

T ∗
i (Pn−1 − Pn)Ti. Therefore, from part (1) of Theorem

4.2 and the induced argument, it means that the sequence {Pn}n∈N 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 Ti, T|M is a spherical isometry and T∗|M⊥ is

unitarily equivalent to the m-shift acting on H2
m(E0).

Lemma 4.3. The m-tuple M∗
z = (M∗

z1
, . . . ,M∗

zm
) on the Drury-Arveson space H2

m satisfies the con-

dition of Theorem 4.2 and the sequence

{
Pn =

∑
|α|=n

(
n

α

)
Mα

z (M
∗
z)
α

}∞

n=1

strongly converges to zero.
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Proof. First, we can know that
m∑
i=1

MziM
∗
zi

is a projection operator from
m∑
i=1

MziM
∗
zi

= I − 1 ⊗ 1.

Second, we need to prove that if x1, . . . , xm ∈ H2
m with M∗

zi
xj = M∗

zj
xi for all i, j, then there is an

x ∈ H2
m with xi = M∗

zi
x for all i. Because {zα}α∈Nm is a set of bases of the space H2

m, for any

y ∈ (ranM∗
zi
)⊥ and α ∈ N

m, we have

0 = 〈y,M∗
zi
zα〉 = 〈Mziy, z

α〉.

Therefore, y ∈ kerMzi . As we all know, Mzi is injective, so y = 0, which means that M∗
zi

is surjective.

Without losing generality, assume that

xi =
∑

α∈Nm

fi(α)z
α, 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

and we get

∑

α∈Nm

αi + 1

|α|+ 1
fj(α+ ei)z

α =M∗
zi
xj =M∗

zj
xi =

∑

α∈Nm

αj + 1

|α|+ 1
fi(α+ ej)z

α.

It follows that

(4.1) fj(α+ ei) =
αj + 1

αi + 1
fi(α + ej)

for all α ∈ N
m and 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m. From M∗

z1
is surjective, there exists y1 =

∑
α∈Nm

g1(α)z
α ∈ H2

m such

that x1 =M∗
z1
y1, that is,

∑

α∈Nm

f1(α)z
α =M∗

z1

∑

α∈Nm

g1(α)z
α =

∑

α∈Nm

α1>0

g1(α)
α1

|α|
zα−e1 =

∑

α∈Nm

g1(α+ e1)
α1 + 1

|α| + 1
zα.

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

(4.2) g1(α+ e1) =
|α|+ 1

α1 + 1
f1(α), α ∈ N

m.

Letting

h1 :=
∑

α∈Nm

α1>0

g1(α)z
α,

then h1 ∈ H2
m and x1 =M∗

z1
h1. By (4.1) and (4.2), we know that for 2 ≤ i ≤ m,

M∗
zi
h1 =

∑
α∈Nm

α1>0,αi>0

g1(α)
αi

|α|z
α−ei

=
∑

α∈Nm

g1(α+ ei + e1)
αi+1
|α|+2z

α+e1

=
∑

α∈Nm

αi+1
α1+1f1(α+ ei)z

α+e1

=
∑

α∈Nm

α1>0

fi(α)z
α.

It follows that

xi =
∑

α∈Nm

α1=0

fi(α)z
α +M∗

zi
h1, 2 ≤ i ≤ m.
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Set

γ2 :=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=0

f2(α)z
α ∈ H2

m.

Since M∗
z2

is surjective, there exists y2 =
∑

α∈Nm

g2(α)z
α ∈ H2

m such that γ2 =M∗
z2
y2, that is,

∑

α∈Nm

α1=0

f2(α)z
α =M∗

z2

∑

α∈Nm

g2(α)z
α =

∑

α∈Nm

α2>0

g2(α)
α2

|α|
zα−e2 =

∑

α∈Nm

g2(α+ e2)
α2 + 1

|α|+ 1
zα,

and then

(4.3) g2(α+ e2) =
|α|+ 1

α2 + 1
f2(α)

for all α = (α1, α2, . . . , αm) ∈ N
m with α1 = 0. Letting

h2 :=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=0,α2>0

g2(α)z
α,

then h2 ∈ H2
m, γ2 =M∗

z2
h2 and M∗

z1
h2 = 0. Thus,

xi =M∗
zi
(h1 + h2), i = 1, 2.

From (4.1) and (4.3), for 3 ≤ i ≤ m,

M∗
zi
h2 =

∑
α∈Nm

α2,αi>0,α1=0

g2(α)
αi

|α|z
α−ei

=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=0

g2(α+ ei + e2)
αi+1
|α|+2z

α+e2

=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=0

αi+1
α2+1f2(α+ ei)z

α+e2

=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=0,α2>0

fi(α)z
α.

So

xi =
∑

α∈Nm

α1=α2=0

fi(α)z
α +M∗

zi
(h1 + h2), 3 ≤ i ≤ m.

From the above description, using the inductive method, we can assume that for integer k < m, there

are hj ∈ H2
m, (1 ≤ j ≤ k) such that

xi =M∗
zi
(

k∑

j=1

hj), 1 ≤ i ≤ k

and

xi =
∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0

fi(α)z
α +M∗

zi
(

k∑

j=1

hj), k + 1 ≤ i ≤ m.
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For xk+1 =
∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0

fk+1(α)z
α +M∗

zk+1
(
k∑
j=1

hj), let

γk+1 :=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0

fk+1(α)z
α.

Because γk+1 ∈ H2
m and M∗

zk+1
is surjective, there exists yk+1 =

∑
α∈Nm

gk+1(α)z
α ∈ H2

m such that

γk+1 =M∗
zk+1

yk+1, that is,

∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0

fk+1(α)z
α =

∑

α∈Nm

αk+1>0

gk+1(α)
αk+1

|α|
zα−ek+1 =

∑

α∈Nm

gk+1(α+ ek+1)
αk+1 + 1

|α|+ 1
zα,

and then

(4.4) gk+1(α+ ek+1) =
|α|+ 1

αk+1 + 1
fk+1(α)

for all α = (α1, α2, . . . , αm) ∈ N
m with α1 = α2 = · · · = αk = 0. Letting

hk+1 :=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0,αk+1>0

gk+1(α)z
α,

then hk+1 ∈ H
2
m and γk+1 =M∗

zk+1
hk+1 and M∗

zi
hk+1 = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Thus,

xi =M∗
zi
(

k+1∑

j=1

hj), 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1

If k + 1 < m, from (4.1) and (4.4), we know that for k + 2 ≤ i ≤ m,

M∗
zi
hk+1 =

∑
α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0,αk+1>0,αi>0

gk+1(α)
αi

|α|z
α−ei

=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0

gk+1(α + ei + ek+1)
αi+1
|α|+2z

α+ek+1

=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0

αi+1
αk+1+1fk+1(α+ ei)z

α+ek+1

=
∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk=0,αk+1>0

fi(α)z
α.

Therefore, for k + 2 ≤ i ≤ m,

xi =
∑

α∈Nm

α1=···=αk+1=0

fi(α)z
α +M∗

zi
(
k+1∑

j=1

hj).

In this way, we just need to let x :=
m∑
j=1

hj , then x ∈ H2
m and xi =M∗

zi
x for all i = 1, 2, . . . ,m.

Finally, we prove that the sequence of positive operators

{
Pn =

∑
|α|=n

(
n

α

)
Mα

zM
∗α
z

}∞

n=0

strongly

converges to zero. Since kerPn =
⋂

|α|=n

kerM∗α
z , we just have to prove that

lim
n

kerPn = H2
m = span{zα|α ∈ N

m}.
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For any zα, we only need to take |β| = n > |α| to get M∗β
z zα = 0. Hence, for n > |α|,

Pnz
α =

∑

|β|=n

(
n

β

)
Mβ

zM
∗β
z z

α = 0.

So that means that the sequence of positive operators {Pn}
∞
n=0 strongly converges to zero. �

Corollary 4.4. Let n be a positive integer, H = H2
m and P ∈ A′(M

∗(n)
z ) =

m⋂
i=1

A′(M
∗(n)
zi ) be an idem-

potent, then both M
∗(n)
z and M

∗(n)
z |PH(n) satisfy the condition of Theorem 4.2, and the corresponding

sequence of positive operators {Pn}
∞
n=0 also strongly converge to zero.

Proof. Using Lemma 4.3, it is obvious that M
∗(n)
z satisfies this conclusion. For any x ∈ PH(n) ⊆ H(n)

and i = 1, . . . ,m,

M∗(n)
zi

x =M∗(n)
zi

|PH(n)x =M∗(n)
zi

Px.

Letting T ∗
i :=M

∗(n)
zi |PH(n) , from P ∈ A′(M

∗(n)
z ) is an idempotent,

m∑

i=1

TiT
∗
i x =

m∑

i=1

P ∗M (n)
zi
M∗(n)
zi

Px =
m∑

i=1

M (n)
zi
M∗(n)
zi

x

for any x ∈ PH(n). Therefore, we get that
m∑
i=1

TiT
∗
i is the projection from

m∑
i=1

M
(n)
zi M

∗(n)
zi is a projection.

If y1, . . . , ym ∈ PH(n) ⊆ H(n) satisfy T ∗
i yj = T ∗

j yi for all i, j, then

M∗(n)
zi

yj =M∗(n)
zi

|PH(n)yj = T ∗
i yj = T ∗

j yi =M∗(n)
zj

|PH(n)yi =M∗(n)
zj

yi.

From M
∗(n)
z is a pure isometry, there exists h ∈ H(n) such that yi =M

∗(n)
zi h. Then

yi = Pyi = PM∗(n)
zi

h =M∗(n)
zi

Ph, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Set y := Ph, then y ∈ PH2
m and

yi = T ∗
i y, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

For the sequence of positive operators

P0 = IH(n) and Pn+1 =

m∑

i=1

TiPnT
∗
i , n ≥ 0.

We know that kerPn =
⋂

|α|=n

kerT∗α, where T∗ = (T ∗
1 , . . . , T

∗
m). Now we just need to prove that

lim
n

kerPn = PH(n) = span{zα|α ∈ N
m, zα ∈ PH(n)}.

For any zα ∈ PH(n), we only need to take |β| = n > |α| to get (T ∗)βzα = 0. Hence, for n > |α|,

Pnz
α =

∑

|β|=n

(
n

β

)
Tβ(Tβ)∗zα = 0, zα ∈ PH(n).

So that means that the sequence of positive operators {Pn}
∞
n=0 strongly converges to zero. �

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

(1)
m∑
i=1

T ∗
i Ti is a projection,
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(2) if x1, . . . , xm ∈ H with Tixj = Tjxi for all i, j, then there is an x ∈ H with xi = Tix for all i,

and

(3) the sequence {Pn =
∑

|α|=n

(
n

α

)
T∗αTα}∞n=1 converges strongly to zero.

Then T is unitary equivalent to M
∗(k)
z , where k = dimkerT = dim(

m⋂
i=1

ker Ti).

Lemma 4.6. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ Bn(Ω) satisfies the condition of Lemma 4.5, then

(1) T ∼u M
∗(l)
z and T ∈ Bl(B

m), where l = dimkerT = dim(
m⋂
i=1

ker Ti)

(2) T is a strongly irreducible if and only if T ∈ B1(B
m).

Proof. By Lemma 4.5, we have that T ∼u M
∗(l)
z where l = dimkerT = dim(

m⋂
i=1

kerTi). Since

M
∗(l)
z ∈ Bl(B

m) and T ∼u M
∗(l)
z , T ∈ Bl(B

m). At the same time, we obtain that T is strongly

irreducible if and only if T ∼u M∗
z, that is, T ∈ B1(B

m). �

Lemma 4.7. Let P ∈ A′(M
∗(n)
z ) =

m⋂
i=1

A′(M
∗(n)
zi ) be an idempotent, H = H2

m, T = M
∗(n)
z |PH(n) and

l = dimkerT = dim

(
m⋂
i=1

ker Ti

)
. Then there is a unitary operator U such that

(1) U(PH(n)) = H(l) ⊕ 0(n−l), that is,

UPU∗ =

(
IH(l) ⋆

0 0

)
H(l)

H(n−l)
.

(2) Let V = U |PH(n) , then VTV ∗ = M
∗(l)
z , in other words, T is unitarily equivalent to M

∗(l)
z .

Proof. By Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.6, T is unitarily equivalent to M
∗(l)
z , where l = dimkerT. Thus

there is a unitary operator

V : PH(n) −→ H(l)

such that

VTV ∗ =M∗(l)
z .

Note that if l < n, H(n) ⊖ PH(n) is infinite dimensional. Therefore, there exists a unitary operator

W : H(n) ⊖ PH(n) −→ H(n−l).

Set U := V ⊕W , then U satisfies the lemma. �

For T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ Bn(Ω) and z = (z1, . . . , zm) ∈ Ω. Let A ∈ A′(T), then

A(T− zI) = (T− zI)A

and

A ker(T− zI) ⊂ ker(T− zI).

Define

(ΓTA)(z) := A|ker(T−zI)

where A ∈ A′(T). Then ΓT 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 [13] pointed out that under some conditions, the commutant of the multiplication m-tuple

Mz on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of E-valued holomorphic functions on a bounded domain Ω

is the algebra H∞
B(E)(Ω) of bounded holomorphic B(E)-valued functions on Ω, where E is a separable

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

z1
, . . . ,M∗

zm) of

m-tuple of multiplication operators on Hilbert space A2
k, k > m, with reproducing kernel Kk(z, w) =

1
(1−〈z,w〉)k

, where z, w in B
m.

Lemma 4.8. Let m-tuple M∗
z = (M∗

z1
, . . . ,M∗

zm
) be the adjoint of the m-tuple of multiplication

operators on Hilbert space A2
k with k > m, then A′(M∗

z)
∼= H∞(Bm).

Proof. Letting X∗ ∈ A′(M∗
z), then for any w = (w1, . . . , w1) ∈ B

m and c ∈ C, we have

(M∗
zi
− wi)X

∗K(·, w)c = X∗(M∗
zi
− wi)K(·, w)c = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ m.

Thus X∗ maps K(·, w)C into itself. Furthermore, there is a bounded linear function φ(w) on complex

field C such that X∗K(·, w)c = K(·, w)φ(w)∗c. At this time,

〈(Xh)(w), c〉C = 〈h,X∗K(·, w)c〉A2
k
= 〈h,K(·, w)φ(w)∗c〉A2

k
= 〈φ(w)h(w), c〉C

for any h ∈ A2
k. Thus X∗ = M∗

φ . From X∗ ker(M∗
zi

− wi) ⊂ ker(M∗
zi

− wi), we know that φ is

holomorphic. Therefore, we can define the mapping

Υ : A′(M∗
z) −→ H∞(Bm)

given by Υ(M∗
φ) = φ. According to the above, the mapping Υ is a injective homomorphism. The

following shows that Υ is a surjection. For any ψ ∈ H∞(Bm), let its power series expansion be

ψ(z) =
∑

α∈Nm

ψ̂(α)zα, and {eα(z)}α∈Nm be an orthonormal basis of space A2
k. From Theorem 41 in

[30], we can know that eα(z) =
√

Γ(k+|α|)
α!Γ(k) z

α, where Γ is the gamma function. Hence

‖ψ(z)‖2
A2

k

=
∑

α∈Nm

|ψ̂(α)|2〈zα, zα〉A2
k
=
∑

α∈Nm

|ψ̂(α)|2
α!Γ(k)

Γ(k + |α|)
≤
∑

α∈Nm

|ψ̂(α)|2 <∞.

This means that ‖M∗
ψ‖ = ‖ψ(z)‖A2

k
<∞ and M∗

ψ ∈ A′(M∗
z). �

Corollary 4.9. Let T = M
∗(n)
z , then ΓT is an isometry isomorphism from A′(T) onto Mn(H

∞(Bm)).

Theorem 4.10. Let A = (A1, . . . , Am) ∈ B1(B
m) be a commutative m-tuple, T = A(n) and P ∈ A′(T)

be an idempotent, denote T1 = T|PH(n). If T1 ∈ Bl(B
m), then T1 ∼u A(l).

Proof. Since m-tuples A and M∗
z are in B1(B

m), we can find the holomorphic frames v(z) and e(z) of

ker(A− zI) and ker(M∗
z − zI) respectively. That is

(A− zI)v(z) = 0, (M∗
z − zI)e(z) = 0
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for z = (z1, . . . , zm) ∈ B
m. Set

vk(z) := (

k−1︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0, v(z), 0, . . . , 0)T

and

ek(z) = (

k−1︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0, e(z), 0, . . . , 0)T ,

where k = 1, 2, . . . , n, z ∈ B
m and T stand for matrix transpose. Let

P (z) = (ΓTP )(z), z ∈ B
m,

then P (z) = (Pij(z))n×n ∈ Mn(H
∞) is an idempotent. By Lemma 4.9, P (z) ∈ A′(M

∗(n)
z ) is an

idempotent. Set

Q := P (z) and S := M∗(n)
z |QH(n) .

From T1 ∈ Bl(B
m), Q kerM

∗(n)
z = kerS and P kerT = kerT1,

dimkerS = dim ranQ = dim ranP (0) = dimkerT1 = l.

By Lemma 4.7, there exists a unitary operator U such that

U(QH(n)) = H(l) ⊕ 0(n−l),

that is,

(4.5) UQU∗ =

(
IH(l) ⋆

0 0

)
H(l)

H(n−l)
.

Let V = U |QH(n) , then V S = M
∗(l)
z V. It follows that

V ∗(H(l) ⊕ 0(n−l)) = U∗(H(l) ⊕ 0(n−l)) = QH(n)

and

U∗ei(z) ∈ ker(S− z) ⊂ ker(M∗(n)
z − z) =

m⋂

j=1

ker(M∗(n)
zj

− zj), 1 ≤ i ≤ l.

Because {e1(z), e1(z), . . . , en(z)} is a holomorphic frame of ker(M
∗(n)
z − z), we get

U∗ei(z) = λi1(z)e1(z) + · · ·+ λin(z)en(z), 1 ≤ i ≤ l,

where λij(z) ∈ C. Note that

〈ei(z), ej(z)〉 = δij〈e(z), e(z)〉, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n

and U∗ is a unitary operator. Thus

(4.6) λi1(z)λj1(z) + · · · + λin(z)λjn(z) = δij , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ l, z ∈ B
m.

From (4.5), we know that

UQU∗ei(z) = UP (z)U∗ei(z) = IH(l)ei(z) = ei(z), 1 ≤ i ≤ l, z ∈ B
m.

Therefore, P (z)U∗ei(z) = U∗ei(z), that is,

(4.7) (Pij(z))n×n(λi1(z), λi1(z), . . . , λi1(z))
T = (λi1(z), λi1(z), . . . , λi1(z))

T ,
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where 1 ≤ i ≤ l and z ∈ B
m. Letting

wi(z) := λi1(z)v1(z) + · · ·+ λin(z)vn(z), 1 ≤ i ≤ l.

From (4.6), (4.7) and

(4.8) 〈vi(z), vj(z)〉 = δij〈v(z), v(z)〉, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

We know that for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ l, there are 〈wi(z), wj(z)〉 = δij〈v(z), v(z)〉 and P (z)wi(z) = wi(z). Since

P (z) ker(T− z) = ker(T1 − z) and T1 ∈ Bl(B
m), we have

wi(z) ∈ ker(T1 − z), 1 ≤ i ≤ l

and {w1(z), w2(z), . . . , wl(z)} forms a holomorphic frame of ker(T1− z) for each z ∈ B
m. For z ∈ B

m,

define

W (z) : ker(A(l) − z) −→ ker(T1 − z)

as follows

(4.9) W (z)vi(z) = wi(z), 1 ≤ i ≤ l.

By (4.8) and (4.9),

〈W (z)vi(z),W (z)vj(z)〉 = 〈wi(z), wj(z)〉 = δij〈v(z), v(z)〉 = 〈vi(z), vj(z)〉, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ l.

Thus W (z) is a holomorphic isometric bundle map, using the Rigidity Theorem, we have

T1 ∼u A(l).

�

Theorem 4.11. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ B1(B
m)∩L(H)m. Then

∨
(A′(T)) ∼= N and K0(A

′(T)) ∼= Z.

Proof. From Lemma 4.6, we know that T = (T1, . . . , Tm) is strongly irreducible. For every natural

number n and idempotent P ∈
∨
(A′(T(n))), if A1 = T|PH(n) = (T1|PH(n) , . . . , Tm|PH(n)) ∈ B1(B

m),

then A1 ∼u T is obtained from Theorem 4.10, and A1 is also strongly irreducible. Therefore, from

Theorem 3.12,
∨
(A′(T)) ∼= N. Note that K0(N) = Z, then K0(A

′(T)) ∼= Z. �

Corollary 4.12. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm), T̃ = (T̃1, . . . , T̃m) ∈ B1(B
m) ∩ L(H)m. Then T ∼s T̃ if and

only if K0(A
′(T ⊕ T̃)) ∼= Z.

Proof. This conclusion can be directly drawn from Theorem 3.12. �

Corollary 4.13. Let T ∈ B1(B
m) ∩ L(H)m. Then

∨
(Mult(H)) ∼= N and K0(Mult(H)) = Z.

Corollary 4.14.
∨

(H∞(Bm)) ∼= N, K0(H
∞(Bm)) = Z.
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