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DILATION, FUNCTIONAL MODEL AND A COMPLETE UNITARY INVARIANT

FOR C.0 Γn-CONTRACTIONS

SOURAV PAL

ABSTRACT. A commuting tuple of operators (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P), defined on a Hilbert space H ,

for which the closed symmetrized polydisc

Γn =

{(

∑
1≤i≤n

zi, ∑
1≤i< j≤n

ziz j, . . . ,
n

∏
i=1

zi

)

: |zi| ≤ 1, i = 1, . . . ,n

}

is a spectral set, is called a Γn-contraction. A Γn-contraction is said to be pure or C.0 if P is C.0,

that is, if P∗n → 0 strongly as n → ∞. We show that for any Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P),
there is a unique operator tuple (A1, . . . ,An−1) that satisfies the operator identities

Si − S∗n−iP = DPAiDP , i = 1, . . . ,n− 1.

This unique tuple is called the fundamental operator tuple or FO-tuple of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P). With

the help of the FO-tuple, we construct an operator model for a C.0 Γn-contraction and show that

there exist n− 1 operators C1, . . . ,Cn−1 such that each Si can be represented as Si =Ci +PC∗
n−i.

We find an explicit minimal dilation for a class of C.0 Γn-contractions whose FO-tuples satisfy

a certain condition. Also we establish that the FO-tuple of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗) together with the

characteristic function of P constitute a complete unitary invariant for the C.0 Γn-contractions.

The entire program is an analogue of the Nagy-Foias theory for C.0 contractions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout the paper all operators are bounded linear operators defined on complex Hilbert

spaces. A contraction is an operator whose norm is not greater than 1. We denote by C,N the

set of complex numbers and positive integers respectively. The open unit disc and the unit circle

with center at the origin in C are denoted by D and T respectively.

For studying an operator, it suffices to consider only contractions because an operator is just

a scalar multiple of a contraction. A few decades ago Sz.-Nagy and Foias initiated a program of

determining the structure of a contraction and modeling it as a compression of a unitary operator.

As a consequence numerous novel results were achieved and their beautiful constructive proofs

were witnessed. A keen reader is referred to the classic [7] and references there in. In 1951,

von Neumann, [26], introduced the notion of spectral set for an operator and described the

contractions as operators having D as a spectral set.

Theorem 1.1 (von Neumann, 1951). An operator T is a contraction if and only if D is a spectral

set for T .

The notion of spectral set, which was later defined by Arveson (e.g., [6]) for any finite tuple of

commuting operators, became more popular and effective in deciphering the interplay between
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the intrinsic properties of an operator tuple and the complex geometry of an underlying compact

subset of Cn associated with the tuple (e.g., see [1, 22]). In 1953, Sz.-Nagy published a very

influential article, [24], where he established the following dilation theorem whose impact is

extraordinary till date.

Theorem 1.2 (Sz.-Nagy, 1953). If T is a contraction acting on a Hilbert space H , then there

exists a Hilbert space K ⊇ H and a unitary U on K such that

p(T ) = PH p(U)|H for every polynomial p ∈ C[z].

A major and important class of operators that has been extensively studied by Sz.-Nagy,

Foias and many other mathematicians (e.g., [7]), is the C.0 class of contractions. A contraction

T , defined on a Hilbert space H , is said to be C.0 or pure, if T ∗nh → 0 as n → ∞ for all h ∈H .

The aim of this article is to study the C.0 operator tuples associated with the symmetrized

polydisc Gn, where

Gn =

{(

∑
1≤i≤n

zi, ∑
1≤i< j≤n

ziz j, . . . ,
n

∏
i=1

zi

)

: |zi|< 1, i = 1, . . . ,n

}

.

The symmetrized polydisc Gn and its closure Γn, given by

Γn =

{(

∑
1≤i≤n

zi, ∑
1≤i< j≤n

ziz j, . . . ,
n

∏
i=1

zi

)

: |zi| ≤ 1, i = 1, . . . ,n

}

,

are the images of polydisc Dn and its closure Dn respectively under the symmetrization map

πn : Cn → Cn defined by

πn(z1, . . . ,zn) =

(

∑
1≤i≤n

zi, ∑
1≤i< j≤n

ziz j, . . . ,
n

∏
i=1

zi

)

.

The family of domains {Gn : n ∈ N} was introduced in [11] to study the spectral Nevanlinna-

Pick problem. Indeed, the family of domains {Gn : n ∈ N} is naturally associated with spectral

interpolation in the following way: if Mn(C) is the space of all n× n complex matrices and

if B1 is its spectral unit ball, then A ∈ B1 (that is, the spectral radius r(A) < 1) if and only

if Πn(A) ∈ Gn, where Πn(A) = πn(σ(A)), σ(A) being the spectrum of A. The domain Gn is

of importance because, apart from the derogatory matrices, the n×n spectral Nevanlinna-Pick

problem is equivalent to a similar interpolation problem of Gn (see [3], Theorem 2.1). Note

that a bounded domain like Gn, which has complex-dimension n, is much easier to deal with

than an unbounded n2-dimensional object like B1. The symmetrized polydisc has attracted

considerable attention in past two decades because of its rich function theory, beautiful com-

plex geometry and appealing operator theory (see [11, 14, 2, 4, 8, 9, 10] and references there in).

In this paper, we analyze and develop a Nagy-Foias type operator theory for the commuting

operator tuples having Γn as a spectral set.

Definition 1.3. A commuting tuple of operators (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) that has Γn as a spectral set is

called a Γn-contraction, that is, (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is a Γn-contraction if the Taylor joint spectrum

σT (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P)⊆ Γn and von Neumann’s inequality

‖ f (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P)‖ ≤ sup
z∈Γn

| f (z)|= ‖ f‖∞,Γn
[z = (s1, . . . ,sn−1, p)] ,

holds for all rational functions f = p/q, (p,q ∈C[z1, . . . ,zn]) such that f does not have any pole

in Γn. Also, a Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is called pure or C.0 if P is a C.0 contraction.
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Here f (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P)= p(S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P)q(S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P)
−1 in order to maintain the stan-

dard convention. In Section 2, we shall explain the motivation behind defining C.0 Γn-contraction

in terms of the last component P. A Nagy-Foias type operator theoretic program for the pure Γ2-

contractions was initiated in [8] and was further carried out in [9]. In this paper, we generalize

those results for any arbitrary n ≥ 2 and our methods are also a generalization of the techniques

that were used in [8, 9]. Operator theory on Γ2 was simpler because rational dilation succeeded

on Γ2 (see [8]) and a concrete operator model was obtained as a consequence of dilation, [9].

Since rational dilation fails on Gn for n ≥ 3 (see [19]), only conditional dilation and functional

model can be achieved when n ≥ 3.

In [7], Nagy and Foias showed that a C.0 contraction T , defined on a Hilbert space H ,

can be realized as the compression of the shift operator Mz defined on the vectorial Hardy

space H2(DT∗), where DT ∗ = RanDP = Ran (I −T T ∗)
1
2 . To obtain this representation, they

first showed that Mz on H2(DP∗) is the minimal isometric dilation of T . In Theorem 4.3, we

construct an analogous minimal Γn-isometric dilation of a C.0 Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P)
under certain conditions. The minimal dilation space for (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is no bigger than the

Nagy-Foias minimal dilation space for P, which is H2(DP∗). As a consequence of this Γn-

isometric dilation, we achieve in Theorem 4.9 a concrete functional model for (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P).
Also in Theorem 4.6, we independently produce an operator model for a C.0 Γn-contraction

without assuming any condition on (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P). This model may or may not be a com-

mutative one. A unique operator tuple (B1, . . . ,Bn−1) associated with (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗), which

satisfies

S∗i −Sn−iP
∗ = DP∗BiDP∗ i = 1, . . . ,n−1,

plays the central role in the constructions of the dilation and the models. The existence and

uniqueness of such an (n− 1)-tuple are proved in Theorem 3.3. Indeed, in Theorem 3.3 we

consider the general case, that is, we prove that for every Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) there

exists a unique tuple (A1, . . . ,An−1) such that

Si −S∗n−iP = DPAiDP i = 1, . . . ,n−1.

For its pivotal role in operator theory on Γn, (A1, . . . ,An−1) is called the fundamental oper-

ator tuple or shortly the FO-tuple of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P). In [11], Costara showed that for any

(s1, . . . ,sn−1, p) ∈ Γn there is a unique (β1, . . . ,βn−1) ∈ Γn−1 such that si = βi + pβ n−i for

i = 1, . . . ,n−1. With the help of the FO-tuple, we find an operator theoretic analogue of this

result for a C.0 Γn-contraction in Corollaries 4.7, 4.8. In view of the existence and uniqueness

of the FO-tuple of a Γn-contraction (as in Theorem 3.3), a natural question arises: given n−1

operators A1, . . . ,An−1, can we find a Γn-contraction for which (A1, . . . ,An−1) is the FO -tuple

? We provide a partial answer to this question in Theorem 3.7.

One of the most wonderful discoveries in operator theory is the characteristic function of

a contraction due to Nagy and Foias (defined in Subsection 4.2) which is a complete unitary

invariant for the completely non-unitary (c.n.u) contractions in the sense that two c.n.u con-

tractions T1,T2 are unitarily equivalent if and only if their characteristic functions coincide. In

Theorem 5.2, we find a complete unitary invariant for the C.0 Γn-contractions. We show that

for a C.0 Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P), the FO-tuple (B1, . . . ,Bn−1) of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗) and

the characteristic function ΘP of P constitute a complete unitary invariant.

In Section 2, we accumulate a few definitions and results from the literature which will be

used in sequel.
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Note. The present article is an updated version of a part of the author’s unpublished paper [20].

We learned that Theorem 3.3 and the preparatory result Proposition 4.2 of this article were in-

dependently proved by A. Pal in [16].

Acknowledgement. The author is thankful to Orr Shalit for several fruitful comments on this

article.

2. A BRIEF LITERATURE AND PRELIMINARIES

Unitary, isometry and co-isometry are special classes of contractions. There are natural ana-

logues of these classes for Γn-contractions in the literature (see [4, 10, 19]). It was established

in [14] that the distinguished boundary of Γn, denoted by bΓn, is the symmetrization of the

distinguished boundary of the polydisc, which is the n-torus Tn, and thus bΓn is the set

bΓn =

{(

n

∑
i=1

zi, ∑
1≤i< j≤n

ziz j, . . . ,
n

∏
i=1

zi

)

: |zi|= 1, i = 1, . . . ,n

}

.

Definition 2.1. Let S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P be commuting operators on H . Then (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is

called

(i) a Γn-unitary if S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P are normal operators and σT (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P)⊆ bΓn ;

(ii) a Γn-isometry if there exist a Hilbert space K ⊇ H and a Γn-unitary (T1, . . . ,Tn−1,U)
on K such that H is a joint invariant subspace of T1, . . . ,Tn−1,U and

(T1|H , . . . ,Tn−1|H ,U |H ) = (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P);

(iii) a Γn-co-isometry if the adjoint (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗) is a Γn-isometry.

The following theorems from [19] provide clear descriptions of a Γn-unitary and a Γn-isometry.

Theorem 2.2 ([19], Theorems 4.2 & 4.4). A commuting tuple of operators (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is

a Γn-unitary (or, a Γn-isometry) if and only if (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is a Γn-contraction and P is a

unitary (isometry).

Needless to mention that (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is a Γn-co-isometry if and only if (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P)
is a Γn-contraction and P is a co-isometry. So, it is evident that the nature of a Γn-contraction

(S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is highly influenced by the nature of its last component P. In [18], the author

of this paper showed that for a given Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) on H , if P = P|H1
⊕P|H2

is the canonical decomposition of the contraction P with respect to H = H1 ⊕H2 such that

P|H1
is a unitary and P|H2

is a c.n.u contraction, then both H1,H2 reduce S1, . . . ,Sn−1 and

(S1|H1
, . . . ,Sn−1|H1

,P|H1
) is a Γn-unitary whereas (S1|H2

, . . . ,Sn−1|H2
,P|H2

) is a Γn-contraction

for which P|H2
is a c.n.u contraction. This unique decomposition was named the “canonical

decomposition” of a Γn-contraction. This naturally motivated the author to define a c.n.u Γn-

contraction to be a Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) for which P is a c.n.u contraction and indeed

such a definition is justified. Taking cue from such dominant roles of P in determining the spe-

cial classes of a Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) we are led to the following definition.

Definition 2.3. A Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) acting on H is said to be C.0 or pure if P is

a C.0 contraction, that is, if P∗nh → 0 as n → ∞ for all h ∈ H .

The following theorem, which provides a characterization for the Γn-unitaries, will be used

in sequel.

Theorem 2.4 ([10], Theorem 4.2). Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) be a commuting tuple of bounded op-

erators. Then the following are equivalent.
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(1) (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is a Γn-unitary,

(2) P is a unitary, (n−1
n

S1,
n−2

n
S2, . . . ,

1
n
Sn−1) is a Γn−1-contraction and Si = S∗n−iP for i =

1, . . . ,n−1.

3. THE FUNDAMENTAL OPERATOR TUPLE (FO-TUPLE) OF A Γn -CONTRACTION

In [18], we introduced the following n−1 operator pencils Φ1, . . . ,Φn−1 in order to determine

the structure of a Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P):

Φi(S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) = (ñi −Si)
∗(ñi −Si)− (ñiP−Sn−i)

∗(ñiP−Sn−i)

= ñ2
i (I −P∗P)+(S∗i Si −S∗n−iSn−i)− ñi(Si −S∗n−iP)

− ñi(S
∗
i −P∗Sn−i) , where ñi =

(

n

i

)

. (3.1)

We mention here to the readers that while defining Φi in [18], ñi was mistakenly displayed

as n and that was a typographical error. From the definition it is clear that in particular when

S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P are scalars, i.e, points in Γn, the above operator pencils take the following form

for each i :

Φi(s1, . . . ,sn−1, p) = ñ2
i (1−|p|2)+(|si|2 −|sn−i|2)− ñi(si − s̄n−i p)

− ñi(s̄i − p̄sn−i). (3.2)

The following result appeared in [18] and is extremely important in the context of this paper.

Proposition 3.1 (Proposition 2.6, [18]). Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) be a Γn-contraction. Then for

i = 1, . . . ,n−1, Φi(αS1, . . . ,α
n−1Sn−1,α

nP)≥ 0 for all α ∈ D.

The positivity of the operator pencils Φi will determine a certain and unique operator tuple

(A1, . . . ,An−1) associated with each Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P). We shall call (A1, . . . ,An−1)
the fundamental operator tuple or the FO-tuple of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) and the underlying reason

is that it plays the central role in constructing the explicit dilation and operator models and in

determining the complete unitary invariant for a C.0 Γn-contraction.

Recall that the numerical radius of an operator A on a Hilbert space H is defined by

ω(A) = sup{|〈Ax,x〉| : ‖x‖H = 1}.
It is well known that

r(A)≤ ω(A)≤ ‖A‖ and
1

2
‖A‖ ≤ ω(A)≤ ‖A‖, (3.3)

where r(A) is the spectral radius of A. We state a basic lemma on the numerical radius whose

proof is a routine exercise. We shall use this lemma in sequel.

Lemma 3.2. The numerical radius of an operator A is not greater than 1 if and only if Re

(αA)≤ I for all complex numbers α of modulus 1.

Theorem 3.3. (Existence and Uniqueness). Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) be a Γn-contraction on a

Hilbert space H . Then there are unique operators A1, . . . ,An−1 ∈ B(DP) such that

Si −S∗n−iP = DPAiDP for i = 1, . . . ,n−1.

Moreover, for each i and for all z ∈ T, ω(Ai +An−iz)≤ ñi. [ñi =
(

n
i

)

].
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Proof. We apply Proposition 3.1 to (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) and obtain for each i = 1, . . . ,n−1,

Φi(αS1, . . . ,α
n−1Sn−1,α

nP)≥ 0 , (3.4)

for all α ∈ D. Therefore, in particular for β ,γ ∈ T we have from (3.4) for Φi and Φn−i respec-

tively

ñ2
i (I −P∗P)+(S∗i Si −S∗n−iSn−i)≥ ñiβ

i(Si −S∗n−iP)+ ñiβ̄
i(S∗i −P∗Sn−i) , (3.5)

ñ2
i (I −P∗P)+(S∗n−iSn−i −S∗i Si)≥ ñiγ

n−i(Sn−i −S∗i P)+ ñiγ̄
n−i(S∗n−i −P∗Si). (3.6)

We choose β ,γ ∈ T such that γn−i = β i = η and then by adding we get

2ñi(I −P∗P)≥ η{(Si −S∗n−iP)+(Sn−i −S∗i P)}
+ η̄{(S∗i −P∗Sn−i)+(S∗n−i −P∗Si)}. (3.7)

This shows that the Laurent polynomial

ξ (z) =2ñi(I −P∗P)− z{(Si−S∗n−iP)+(Sn−i −S∗i P)}
− z̄{(S∗i −P∗Sn−i)+(S∗n−i −P∗Si)} (3.8)

is non-negative for all z ∈ T. Therefore, by the Operator Fejer-Riesz Theorem (see Theorem

1.2 in [13]) there is a polynomial of degree 1, say P(z) = X0 +X1z, such that for all z ∈ T,

ξ (z) = P(z)∗P(z) = (X∗
0 +X∗

1 z̄)(X0+X1z)

= (X∗
0 X0 +X∗

1 X1)+(X∗
0 X1)z+X∗

1 X0z̄. (3.9)

Comparing (3.8) and (3.9) we obtain

2ñiD
2
P = X∗

0 X0 +X∗
1 X1 (3.10)

(Si −S∗n−iP)+(Sn−i −S∗i P) =−X∗
0 X1. (3.11)

Again putting γ =−β in (3.6) and adding (3.5) and (3.6) we have that

2ñi(I −P∗P)≥ β{(Si −S∗n−iP)− (Sn−i −S∗i P)}
+ β̄{(S∗i −P∗Sn−i)− (S∗n−i −P∗Si)}. (3.12)

This shows that the Laurent polynomial

η(z) =2ñi(I−P∗P)− z{(Si−S∗n−iP)− (Sn−i −S∗i P)}
− z̄{(S∗i −P∗Sn−i)− (S∗n−i −P∗Si)} (3.13)

is non-negative for all z ∈ T. Therefore, applying the Operator Fejer-Riesz Theorem again we

have a polynomial of degree 1, say Q(z) = Y0 +Y1z, such that for all z ∈ T,

η(z) = Q(z)∗Q(z) = (Y ∗
0 +Y ∗

1 z̄)(Y0 +Y1z)

= (Y ∗
0 Y0 +Y ∗

1 Y1)+(Y ∗
0 Y1)z+Y ∗

1 Y0z̄. (3.14)

Comparing (3.13) and (3.14) we have

2ñiD
2
P =Y ∗

0 Y0 +Y ∗
1 Y1 (3.15)

(Si −S∗n−iP)− (Sn−i −S∗i P) =−Y ∗
0 Y1. (3.16)

Adding (3.10) and (3.15) we have

4ñiD
2
P = (X∗

0 X0 +X∗
1 X1)+(Y ∗

0 Y0 +Y ∗
1 Y1). (3.17)

Similarly adding (3.11) and (3.16) we have

2(Si −S∗n−iP) =−(X∗
0 X1+Y ∗

0 Y1). (3.18)
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We obtain from (3.17) that

4ñiD
2
P ≥ X∗

0 X0, 4ñiD
2
P ≥ X∗

1 X1, 4ñiD
2
P ≥ Y ∗

0 Y0 and 4ñiD
2
P ≥Y ∗

1 Y1 .

So, by Douglas’s lemma (see Lemma 2.1 in [12]) there are contractions Z0,Z1,Z2,Z3 such that

X∗
0 = 2

√
ñiDPZ0, X∗

1 = 2
√

ñiDPZ1,

Y ∗
0 = 2

√
ñiDPZ2, Y ∗

1 = 2
√

ñiDPZ3.

Substituting these values in (3.18) we have that

Si −S∗n−iP = DP[−2ñi(Z0Z∗
1 +Z2Z∗

3)]DP.

Setting Ai = PDP
[−2ñi(Z0Z∗

1 +Z2Z∗
3)]|DP

, we have that

Si −S∗n−iP = DPAiDP ,

which is true for all i = 1, . . . ,n−1.

Adding (3.7) and (3.12) we have that

4ñiD
2
P ≥ 4 Re β (Si −S∗n−iP) = 4 Re βDPAiDP.

Therefore,

D2
P ≥ Re βDP(

1

ñi

Ai)DP ,

and thus

DP[IDP
−Re β (

1

ñi

Ai)]DP ≥ 0 .

This implies that

IDP
−Re β (

1

ñi

Ai)≥ 0

because Ai is defined on DP. Therefore, by Lemma 3.2, we have

ω(Ai)≤ ñi =

(

n

i

)

.

Uniqueness. Let there be two solutions Ai,Ci of the equation Si − S∗n−iP = DPXiDP. Then

DP(Ai−Ci)DP = 0, which shows that Ai−Ci = 0 as Ai−Ci is defined on DP. Thus Ai is unique

for each i = 1, . . . ,n−1.

�

We shall see in the next subsection a partial converse to the existence-uniqueness of the FO-

tuple. Under a certain condition, an operator tuple (A1, . . . ,An−1) becomes the FO-tuple of a

Γn-contraction (see Theorem 3.7).

Note 3.4. The FO-tuple of a Γn-isometry or a Γn-unitary (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is defined to be

(0, . . . ,0) because the FO-tuple is defined on the space DP and in such cases DP = {0}.

Proposition 3.5. If two Γn-contractions are unitarily equivalent then so are their FO-tuples.

Proof. Suppose (S11, . . . ,S1(n−1),P1) and (S21, . . . ,S2(n−1),P2) are two unitarily equivalent Γn-

contractions acting on Hilbert spaces H1 and H2 respectively with FO-tuples (F1, . . . ,Fn−1)
and (G1, . . . ,Gn−1). Then there is a unitary U from H1 to H2 such that

US11 = S21U , . . . ,US1(n−1) = S2(n−1)U and UP1 = P2U .

Obviously UP∗
1 = P∗

2 U and consequently

UD2
P1
=U(I−P∗

1 P1) =U −P∗
2 P2U = D2

P2
U .
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Therefore, UDP1
= DP2

U . Let V = U |DP1
. Then V ∈ L (DP1

,DP2
) and VDP1

= DP2
V . Thus,

using the fact that S1i−S∗
1(n−i)P1 and S2i−S∗

2(n−i)P2 are equal to 0 on the orthogonal complement

of DP1
and DP2

respectively we have

DP2
V FiV

∗DP2
=VDP1

FiDP1
V ∗ =V (S1i −S∗1(n−i)P1)V

∗ = S2i −S∗2n−iP2 = DP2
GiDP2

.

So, Fi and Gi are unitarily equivalent for i = 1, . . . ,n−1 and the proof is complete.

�

Remark 3.6. The converse to the above result does not hold, i.e, two non-unitarily equivalent

Γn-contractions can have unitarily equivalent FO-tuples. For example, if we consider a Γn-

isometry on a Hilbert space which is not a Γn-unitary, then its FO-tuple is (0, . . . ,0) which is

same as the FO-tuple of any Γn-unitary on the same Hilbert space.

A partial converse to the Existence-Uniqueness Theorem for the FO-tuple. The existence

and uniqueness of the FO-tuple (Theorem 3.3) is in the center of all results of this article. Here

we provide a partial converse to that result.

Theorem 3.7. Let A1, . . . ,An−1 be operators defined on a Hilbert space E such that
(

n−1

n
(A∗

1 +An−1z),
n−2

n
(A∗

2 +An−2z), . . . ,
1

n
(A∗

n−1 +A1z)

)

is a Γn−1-contraction for all z ∈ T. Then there is a Γn-contraction for which (A1, . . . ,An−1) is

the FO-tuple.

Proof. Let us consider the vectorial Hardy-Hilbert space H2(E) and the Toeplitz operator tuple

(TA∗
1+An−1z, . . . ,TA∗

n−1+A1z,Tz) acting on it. Here Tz on H2(E) is the shift operator. We shall show

that (T ∗
A∗

1+An−1z, . . . ,T
∗

A∗
n−1+A1z,T

∗
z ) is a Γn-co-isometry and (A1, . . . ,An−1) is the FO-tuple of it.

Since for all z ∈ T,
(

n−1

n
(A∗

1 +An−1z),
n−2

n
(A∗

2 +An−2z), . . . ,
1

n
(A∗

n−1 +A1z)

)

is a Γn−1-contraction, so is
(

n−1

n
MA∗

1+An−1z,
n−2

n
MA∗

2+An−2z, . . . ,
1

n
MA∗

n−1+A1z

)

,

where each of the multiplication operators is defined on L2(E). It is evident that for each z ∈ T,

MAi
∗+An−iz = M∗

An−i
∗+Aiz

Mz and Mz on L2(E) is unitary. So by Theorem 2.4, the multiplication

operator tuple (MA∗
1+An−1z, . . . ,MA∗

n−1+A1z,Mz) on L2(E) is a Γn-unitary and the Toeplitz operator

tuple (TA∗
1+An−1z, . . . ,TA∗

n−1+A1z,Tz), being the restriction of (MA∗
1+An−1z, . . . ,MA∗

n−1+A1z,Mz) to the

common invariant subspace H2(E), is a Γn-isometry. Therefore, (T ∗
A∗

1+An−1z, . . . ,T
∗

A∗
n−1+A1z,T

∗
z )

is a Γn-co-isometry. We now compute the FO-tuple of (T ∗
A∗

1+An−1z, . . . ,T
∗

A∗
n−1+A1z,T

∗
z ). Now for

each i = 1, . . . ,n−1,

T ∗
A∗

i +An−iz
−TA∗

n−i+AizT
∗

z = TAi+A∗
n−i z̄

−TA∗
n−i+AizTz̄ = TAi

= Ai.

Again since I −TzT
∗

z is the projection onto the space DT ∗
z
(= E),

(I −TzT
∗

z )
1
2 Ai(I −TzT

∗
z )

1
2 = Ai

Therefore, by the uniqueness of the FO-tuple, (A1, . . . ,An−1) is the FO-tuple of the Γn-co-

isometry (T ∗
A∗

1+An−1z, . . . ,T
∗

A∗
n−1+A1z,T

∗
z ).

�
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4. DILATION AND MODEL THEORY FOR C.0 Γn-CONTRACTIONS

4.1. Dilation. We have witnessed in [19] that in general rational dilation fails on the sym-

metrized polydisc in any dimension greater than 2. In this subsection, we shall determine a

class of C.0 Γn-contractions that dilate to the distinguished boundary bΓn. Indeed, we impose

certain conditions on the FO-tuple of a C.0 Γn-contraction to obtain a Γn-isometric dilation and

then extend that Γn-isometry to a Γn-unitary which eventually becomes a Γn-unitary dilation.

Definition 4.1. Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) be a Γn-contraction on H . A commuting operator tuple

(T1, . . . ,Tn−1,V ) defined on K is said to be a Γn-isometric dilation of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) if H ⊆
K , (T1, . . . ,Tn−1,V ) is a Γn-isometry and

PH (T m1

1 . . .T
mn−1

n−1 V n)|H = S
m1

1 . . .S
mn−1

n−1 Pn,

for all non-negative integers m1, . . . ,mn−1,n. Moreover, the dilation is called minimal if the

following holds:

K = span{T
m1

1 . . .T
mn−1

n−1 V nh : h ∈ H and m1, . . . ,mn−1,n ∈ N∪{0}}.
In a similar fashion one can define a Γn-unitary dilation of a Γn-contraction.

Needless to mention that a Γn-unitary dilation of a Γn-contraction is a normal dilation to

the distinguished boundary bΓn. Before going to the explicit dilation, we state and prove the

following result which we use in the proof of the dilation theorem.

Proposition 4.2. Let (T1, . . . ,Tn−1,V ) on K be a Γn-isometric dilation of a Γn-contraction

(S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) on H . If (T1, . . . ,Tn−1,V ) is minimal, then (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n−1,V

∗) is a Γn-co-

isometric extension of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗). Conversely, the adjoint of a Γn-co-isometric extension

of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is a Γn-isometric dilation of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P).

Proof. We first prove that SiPH = PH Ti for each i and PPH = PH V . Clearly

K = span{T
m1

1 . . .T
mn−1

n−1 V nh : h ∈ H and m1, . . . ,mn−1,n ∈ N∪{0}}.
Now for h ∈ H we have that

SiPH (T m1

1 . . .T
mn−1

n−1 V nh) = Si(S
m1

1 . . .S
mn−1

n−1 Pnh)

= S
m1

1 . . .Smi+1
i . . .S

mn−1

n−1 Pnh

= PH (T m1

1 . . .T mi+1
i . . .T

mn−1

n−1 V nh)

= PH Ti(T
m1

1 . . .T
mn−1

n−1 V nh).

Thus, SiPH = PH Ti. Similarly we can prove that PPH = PH V . Also for h ∈ H and k ∈ K

we have that

〈S∗i h,k〉= 〈PH S∗i h,k〉= 〈S∗i h,PH k〉= 〈h,SiPH k〉= 〈h,PH Tik〉= 〈T ∗
i h,k〉.

Hence S∗i = T ∗
i |H and similarly P∗ =V ∗|H . Therefore, (T ∗

1 , . . . ,T
∗

n−1,V
∗) is a Γn-co-isometric

extension of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗). The converse part is obvious.

�

We are now in a position to present the desired dilation theorem which is one of the main

results of this article.

Theorem 4.3. Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) be a C.0 Γn-contraction on a Hilbert space H and let the

FO-tuple (B1, . . . ,Bn−1) of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗) be such that
(

n−1

n
(B∗

1 +Bn−1z),
n−2

n
(B∗

2 +Bn−2z), . . . ,
1

n
(B∗

n−1 +B1z)

)
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is a Γn−1-contraction for all z ∈ T. Consider the operators T1, . . . ,Tn−1,V on K = H2(D)⊗
DP∗ defined by Ti = I ⊗B∗

i +Mz ⊗Bn−i for i = 1, . . . ,n− 1 and V = Mz ⊗ I. Then the n-tuple

(T1, . . . ,Tn−1,V ) is a minimal C.0 Γn-isometric dilation of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P).

Proof. We have from the Sz.-Nagy-Foias theory for C.0 contractions [7] that K is the minimal

isometric dilation space and the operator V is the minimal isometric dilation of P. So, the mini-

mality of the dilation follows trivially. It suffices to prove that (T1, . . . ,Tn−1,V ) is a Γn-isometric

dilation of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P). By virtue of Lemma 4.2, it suffices to show that (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n−1,V

∗)
is a Γn-co-isometric extension of (S∗1, . . . ,S

∗
n−1,P

∗). Since
(

n−1

n
(B∗

1 +Bn−1z),
n−2

n
(B∗

2 +Bn−2z), . . . ,
1

n
(B∗

n−1 +B1z)

)

is a Γn−1-contraction for all z∈T, it follows from the proof of Theorem 3.7 that the Toeplitz op-

erator tuple (TB∗
1+Bn−1z, . . . ,TB∗

n−1+B1z,Tz) on H2(DP∗) is a C.0 Γn-isometry with (B1, . . . ,Bn−1)

being the FO-tuple of its adjoint, (T ∗
B∗

1+Bn−1z, . . . ,T
∗

B∗
n−1+B1z,T

∗
z ). Also it is a C.0 Γn-isometry

as Tz is a C.0 isometry. Again since the Toeplitz operator tuple (TB∗
1+Bn−1z, . . . ,TB∗

n−1+B1z,Tz)

on H2(DP∗) is unitarily equivalent to (T1, . . . ,T2,V ) on K = H2(D)⊗DP∗ , (T1, . . . ,Tn−1,V )
is a C.0 Γn-isometry. All we have to prove now is that (T ∗

1 , . . . ,T
∗

n−1,V
∗) is a Γn-co-isometric

extension of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗).

Let us define W : H → K by W h = ∑∞
n=0 zn ⊗DP∗P∗nh. Now

‖Wh‖2 = ‖
∞

∑
n=0

zn ⊗DP∗P∗n
h‖2

= 〈
∞

∑
n=0

zn ⊗DP∗P∗n
h ,

∞

∑
m=0

zm⊗DP∗P∗m
h〉

=
∞

∑
m,n=0

〈zn,zm〉〈DP∗P∗n
h , DP∗P∗m

h〉

=
∞

∑
n=1

〈PnD2
P∗P∗n

h,h〉

=
∞

∑
n=0

〈Pn(I−PP∗)P∗n
h,h〉

=
∞

∑
n=0

{〈PnP∗n
h,h〉−〈Pn+1P∗n+1

h,h〉}

= ‖h‖2 − lim
n→∞

‖P∗n
h‖2.

Since P is a pure contraction, lim
n→∞

‖P∗n
h‖2 = 0 and thus ‖Wh‖= ‖h‖. Therefore W is an isom-

etry. For a basis vector zn ⊗η of K we have that

〈W ∗(zn⊗η),h〉= 〈zn⊗η,
∞

∑
k=0

zk ⊗DP∗P∗k
h〉= 〈η,DP∗P∗n

h〉= 〈PnDP∗ξ ,h〉.

Therefore,

W ∗(zn ⊗η) = PnDP∗η, for n = 0,1,2,3, . . . (4.1)

and hence

PW ∗(zn⊗η) = Pn+1DP∗η, for n = 0,1,2,3, . . . .
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Again by (4.1),

W ∗V (zn ⊗η) =W ∗(Mz⊗ I)(zn⊗η) =W ∗(zn+1 ⊗η) = Pn+1DP∗η = PW ∗(zn ⊗η).

Consequently, W ∗V = PW ∗, i.e, V ∗W =WP∗ and hence V ∗|W (H ) =WP∗W ∗|W (H ).

We now show that W ∗Ti = SiW
∗ for each i = 1, . . . ,n−1;

W ∗Ti(z
n ⊗η) =W ∗(I ⊗B∗

i +Mz ⊗Bn−i)(z
n ⊗η)

=W ∗(zn ⊗B∗
i η)+W ∗(zn+1 ⊗Bn−iη)

= PnDP∗B∗
i η +Pn+1DP∗Bn−1η.

Also for each i,

SiW
∗(zn ⊗η) = SiP

nDP∗η = PnSiDP∗η. (4.2)

Claim 1. SiDP∗ = DP∗B∗
i +PDP∗Bn−i.

Proof of Claim 1. Since (B1, . . . ,Bn−1) is the FO-tuple of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗), we have

(DP∗B∗
i +PDP∗Bn−i)DP∗ = (Si −PS∗n−i)+P(S∗n−i −SiP

∗) = SiD
2
P∗.

Now if G = SiDP∗ −DP∗B∗
i −PDP∗Bn−i, then G is defined from DP∗ to H and GDP∗h = 0 for

every h ∈ DP∗ . Thus the claim is proved.

So from (4.2) we have SiW
∗(zn⊗η) = Pn(DP∗B∗

i +PDP∗Bn−i). Therefore, W ∗Ti = SiW
∗ and

hence T ∗
i |W (H ) =WS∗i W ∗|W (H ) for each i. Hence the proof is complete.

�

Corollary 4.4. Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) be a Γn-contraction which satisfies the hypotheses of Theo-

rem 4.3. Then the multiplication operator tuple
(

MB∗
1+Bn−1z, . . . ,MB∗

n−1+B1z,Mz

)

on L2(DP∗) is

a Γn-unitary dilation of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P).

Proof. Since the Γn-isometric dilation that is obtained in Theorem 4.3 is unitarily equivalent to

Toeplitz operator tuple
(

TB∗
1+Bn−1z, . . . ,TB∗

n−1+B1z,Tz

)

on H2(DP∗) and since the multiplication

operator tuple
(

MB∗
1+Bn−1z, . . . ,MB∗

n−1+B1z,Mz

)

on L2(DP∗) is a natural Γn-unitary extension of

it, the assertion follows obviously.

�

4.2. Operator models. We recall from [7] the notion of the characteristic function of a con-

traction T . For a contraction T defined on a Hilbert space H , let ΛT be the set of all complex

numbers for which the operator I − zT ∗ is invertible. For z ∈ ΛT , the characteristic function of

T is defined as

ΘT (z) = [−T + zDT ∗(I − zT ∗)−1DT ]|DT
. (4.3)

By virtue of the relation T DT = DT ∗P (section I.3 of [7]), ΘT (z) maps DT = RanDT into

DT ∗ = RanDT ∗ for every z in ΛT . Let us define

HP = (H2(D)⊗DP∗)⊖MΘP
(H2(D)⊗DP).

In [7], Sz.-Nagy and Foias showed that every C.0 contraction P defined on a Hilbert space H

is unitarily equivalent to the operator PHP
(Mz ⊗ IDP∗)|HP

on the Hilbert space HP, where PHP

is the projection of H2(D)⊗DP∗ onto HP.

In this subsection, we independently find a model, which is not necessarily commutative, for

a C.0 Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) without assuming any condition on it. On the minimal



12 SOURAV PAL

dilation space HP of P let R1, . . . ,Rn−1 be the compressions of T1, . . . ,Tn−1 (as in Theorem

4.3) respectively to HP. Evidently R1, . . . ,Rn−1 do not commute in general, yet we shall see

that they are individually unitarily equivalent to S1, . . . ,Sn−1 respectively. For P, we choose

the Nagy-Foias model R = PHP
(Mz ⊗ IDP∗ )|HP

. We also show that under the hypotheses of

Theorem 4.3, (R1, . . . ,Rn−1,R) on H is unitarily equivalent to (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) and thus in this

case it provides a commutative model. Before going to the main results we state a lemma whose

proof could be found in [9] (see Lemma 3.3 in [9]). For the sake of completeness we include

the proof here too.

Lemma 4.5. For every contraction P, the identity

WW ∗+MΘP
M∗

ΘP
= IH2(D)⊗DP∗

(4.4)

holds, where W is the isometry mentioned in the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Proof. The operator W ∗ satisfies the identity

W ∗(kz ⊗ξ ) = (I − z̄P)−1DP∗ξ for z ∈ D and ξ ∈ DP∗,

where kz(w) := (1− 〈w,z〉)−1 for all w ∈ D. For a proof one can see Theorem 1.2 in [6].

Therefore we have

〈(WW ∗+MΘP
M∗

ΘP
)(kz ⊗ξ ),(kw ⊗η)〉

= 〈W ∗(kz ⊗ξ ),W ∗(kw ⊗η)〉+ 〈M∗
ΘP
(kz ⊗ξ ),M∗

ΘP
(kw ⊗η)〉

= 〈(I− z̄P)−1DP∗ξ ,(I− w̄P)−1DP∗η〉+ 〈kz ⊗ΘP(z)
∗ξ ,kw ⊗ΘP(w)

∗η〉
= 〈DP∗(I −wP∗)−1(I − z̄P)−1DP∗ξ ,η〉+ 〈kz,kw〉〈ΘP(w)ΘP(z)

∗ξ ,η〉
= 〈kz ⊗ξ ,kw ⊗η〉 for all z,w ∈ D and ξ ,η ∈ DP∗.

The last equality follows from the following well-known identity

I −ΘP(w)ΘP(z)
∗ = (1−wz̄)DP∗(I−wP∗)−1(I− z̄P)−1DP∗.

Now using the fact that {kz : z ∈ D} forms a total set of H2(D), the assertion follows. �

Theorem 4.6. Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) be a C.0 Γn-contraction on a Hilbert space H . Then the op-

erators Si and P are unitarily equivalent to PHP
(I⊗B∗

i +Mz⊗Bn−i)|HP
and PHP

(Mz⊗ IDP∗ )|HP

respectively, where (B1, . . . ,Bn−1) is the FO-tuple of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗).

Proof. Since W is an isometry, WW ∗ is the projection onto the range of W and since P is pure,

MΘP
is also an isometry. So by Lemma 4.5, we have that

W (HP) = (H2(D)⊗DP∗)⊖MΘP
(H2(D)⊗DP).

So, we have

W ∗(I ⊗B∗
i +Mz⊗Bn−i)(z

n⊗ξ ) = W ∗(zn ⊗B∗
i ξ )+W∗(zn+1 ⊗Bn−iξ )

= PnDP∗B∗
i ξ +Pn+1DP∗Bn−iξ

= Pn(DP∗B∗
i +PDP∗Bn−i)ξ

= PnSiDP∗ξ [ by Claim 1 in Theorem 4.3]

= SiP
nDP∗ξ = SiW

∗(zn ⊗ξ ).

So for each i, we have W ∗(I⊗B∗
i +Mz⊗Bn−i) = SiW

∗ for the vectors of the form zn⊗ξ , for all

n ≥ 0 and ξ ∈ DP∗ which span H2(D)⊗DP∗ . Hence we have W ∗(I⊗B∗
i +Mz⊗Bn−i) = SiW

∗,

which implies that W ∗(I ⊗ B∗
i +Mz ⊗ Bn−i)W = Si. Therefore, Si is unitarily equivalent to

PHP
(I ⊗B∗

i +Mz ⊗Bn−i)|HP
. Again

W ∗(Mz⊗ I)(zn⊗ξ ) =W ∗(zn+1 ⊗ξ ) = Pn+1DP∗ξ = PW ∗(zn ⊗ξ ).



C.0 Γn-CONTRACTIONS 13

Therefore by the same argument as above, P is unitarily equivalent to PHP
(Mz ⊗ IDP∗)|HP

. �

Corollary 4.7. For any C.0 Γn-contraction (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P), there are operators C1, . . . ,Cn−1

satisfying ω(Ci +Cn−iz)≤
(

n
i

)

for all z ∈ T and such that Si =Ci +PC∗
n−i for i = 1, . . . ,n−1.

Proof. From the previous theorem we have that

W ∗(I ⊗B∗
i +Mz⊗Bn−i) = SiW

∗

or W ∗(I ⊗B∗
i +Mz ⊗Bn−i)W = Si

or W ∗(I ⊗B∗
i )W +W ∗(Mz⊗ I)(I⊗Bn−i)W = Si

or W ∗(I ⊗B∗
i )W +PW ∗(I ⊗Bn−i)W = Si, since W ∗(Mz⊗ I) = PW ∗.

Taking Ci = W ∗(I ⊗ B∗
i )W for each i = 1, . . . ,n − 1, we get Si = Ci + PC∗

n−i. The fact that

ω(Ci +Cn−iz)≤
(

n
i

)

for all z ∈ T is obvious.

�

Corollary 4.8. If (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is a Γn-contraction with ‖P‖< 1, then there are n−1 unique

operators C1, . . . ,Cn−1 such that Si =Ci +PC∗
n−i.

Proof. Let there be C1, . . . ,Cn−1 and C̃1, . . . ,C̃n−1 such that Si =Ci+PC∗
n−i and Si = C̃i+PC̃∗

n−i.

Then we have Di +PD∗
n−i = 0, where Di =Ci −C̃n−i. Now

‖Di‖= ‖−PD∗
n−i‖ ≤ ‖P‖‖Dn−i‖< ‖Dn−i‖ as ‖P‖< 1.

Since this holds for each i, replacing i by n− i we get ‖Dn−i‖< ‖Di‖. This shows that Di = 0

for each i and consequently Ci = C̃i. �

Theorem 4.9. Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) be a C.0 Γn-contraction on a Hilbert space H that satis-

fies the hypotheses of Theorem 4.3. Then (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is unitarily equivalent to the tuple

(R1, . . . ,Rn−1,R) on the Hilbert space HP = (H2(D)⊗DP∗)⊖MΘP
(H2(D)⊗DP) defined by

Ri = PHP
(I ⊗B∗

i +Mz⊗Bn−i)|HP
, for i = 1, . . . ,n−1

and R = PHP
(Mz⊗ I)|HP

.

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 4.3, it suffices to show that W (H )=HP, which follows

from the fact that WW ∗+MΘP
M∗

ΘP
= IH2(D)⊗DP∗

. Hence the proof is complete. �

5. A COMPLETE UNITARY INVARIANT FOR C.0 Γn-CONTRACTIONS

A complete unitary invariant for a class of operator tuples, defined on a Hilbert space H , is

a necessary and sufficient condition under which any two such operator tuples are unitarily

equivalent, that is, there is a unitary on H that intertwines the corresponding components of

the two tuples. For a pair of contractions P,P′ acting on Hilbert spaces H and H ′ respectively,

we say that the characteristic functions of P and P′ coincide if there are unitary operators u :

DP → DP′ and u∗ : DP∗ → DP′∗ such that the following diagram commutes for all z ∈ D,

DP
ΘP(z)−−−→ DP∗

u





y





y

u∗

DP′ −−−→
ΘP′(z)

DP′∗

.

A few decades ago, Sz.-Nagy and Foias proved the following theorem, which asserts that the

characteristic function is a complete unitary invariant for the c.n.u contractions.
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Theorem 5.1 (Nagy-Foias, [7]). Two completely non-unitary contractions are unitarily equiv-

alent if and only if their characteristic functions coincide.

Here we present a complete unitary invariant for the C.0 Γn-contractions.

Theorem 5.2. Let (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) and (S′1, . . . ,S
′
n−1,P

′) be two C.0 Γn-contractions defined

on H and H ′ respectively. Suppose (B1, . . . ,Bn−1) and (B′
1, . . . ,B

′
n−1) are the FO-tuples of

(S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗) and (S′∗1 , . . . ,S
′∗
n−1,P

′∗) respectively. Then (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) is unitarily equiv-

alent to (S′1, . . . ,S
′
n−1,P

′) if and only if (B1, . . . ,Bn−1,ΘP) and (B′
1, . . . ,B

′
n−1,ΘP′) are unitarily

equivalent.

Remark 5.3. The sense carried out by the unitary equivalence of

(B1, . . . ,Bn−1,ΘP) and (B′
1, . . . ,B

′
n−1,ΘP′)

is that the characteristic functions of P and P′ coincide and (B1, . . . ,Bn−1) is unitarily equivalent

to (B′
1, . . . ,B

′
n−1) by the unitary u∗ : DP∗ → DP′∗ that is involved in the coincidence of the

characteristic functions of P and P′.

Proof. First let us assume that (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) and (S′1, . . . ,S
′
n−1,P

′) are unitarily equivalent

and let U : H → H ′ be a unitary such that USi = S′iU for each i and UP = P′U . Since P

is a C.0 contraction, it is a completely non-unitary contraction and hence by Theorem 5.1, the

characteristic functions of P and P′ coincides. The unitary u∗ : DP∗ → DP′∗ that is involved in

the coincidence of the characteristic functions ΘP and ΘP′ is nothing but the restriction of U to

DP∗ that takes DP∗ onto DP′∗ . An interested reader can see Chapter VI of [7] for a proof of this

fact. We now prove that the same unitary intertwines the FO-tuples of (S∗1, . . . ,S
∗
n−1,P

∗) and

(S′1
∗, . . . ,S′n−1

∗,P′∗). We have

UD2
P∗ =U(I−PP∗) =U −P′P′∗U = D2

P′∗U,

which gives UDP∗ = DP′∗U . Let Ũ = U |DP∗ . Then note that Ũ ∈ B(DP∗,DP′∗) and ŨDP∗ =

DP′∗Ũ . Now for each i,

DP′∗ŨBiŨ
∗DP′∗ = ŨDP∗BiDP∗Ũ∗ = Ũ(S∗i −Sn−iP

∗)Ũ∗

= S′∗i −S′n−iP
′∗ = DP′∗B′

iDP′∗.

Therefore we have ŨBiŨ
∗ = B′

i for each i = 1, . . . ,n−1.

We prove the converse part. Let u : DP →DP′ and u∗ : DP∗ → DP′∗ be unitary operators such

that for each i

u∗Bi = B′
iu∗ and u∗ΘP(z) = ΘP′(z)u for all z ∈ D.

The unitary operator u∗ : DP∗ → DP′∗ induces the following unitary operator

U∗ : H2(D)⊗DP∗ → H2(D)⊗DP′∗

(zn ⊗ξ ) 7→ (zn ⊗u∗ξ )ξ ∈ DP∗ , n ≥ 0.

We note here that

U∗(MΘP
f (z)) = u∗ΘP(z) f (z) = ΘP′(z)u f (z) = MΘP′(u f (z)),

for all f ∈ H2(D)⊗DP and z ∈D. Hence U∗ takes RanMΘP
onto RanMΘP′ . Since U∗ is unitary,

we have

U∗(HP) =U∗((RanMΘP
)⊥) = (U∗RanMΘP

)⊥ = (RanMΘP′ )
⊥ = HP′.
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Again from the definition of U∗ we have that

U∗(I⊗B∗
i +Mz ⊗Bn−i)

∗ = (I⊗u∗)(I⊗Bi +M∗
z ⊗B∗

n−i)

= I ⊗u∗Bi +M∗
z ⊗u∗B∗

n−i

= I ⊗B′
iu∗+M∗

z ⊗B′∗
n−iu∗

= (I⊗B′
i +M∗

z ⊗B′∗
n−i)(I ⊗u∗)

= (I⊗B′∗
i +Mz ⊗B′

n−i)
∗U∗.

Therefore, HP′ = U∗(HP) is a joint co-invariant subspace of (I ⊗ B′∗
i + Mz ⊗ B′

n−i) for i =
1, . . . ,n−1. Hence PHP

(I⊗B∗
i +Mz⊗Bn−i)|HP

and PHP′ (I⊗B′∗
i +Mz⊗B′

n−i)|HP′ are unitarily

equivalent for each i. It is evident that the unitary operator that intertwines them is U∗|HP
:

HP → HP′. Also we have

U∗(Mz⊗ IDP∗ ) = (I ⊗u∗)(Mz⊗ IDP∗ ) = (Mz ⊗ IDP′∗)(I ⊗u∗) = (Mz⊗ IDP′∗ )U∗.

So PHP
(Mz ⊗ IDP∗)|HP

and PHP′ (Mz ⊗ IDP′∗ )|HP′ are unitarily equivalent by the same unitary

U∗|HP
. Therefore (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) and (S′1, . . . ,S

′
n−1,P

′) are unitarily equivalent and the proof

is complete.

�
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