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A NOTE ON UNITARY EQUIVALENCE OF OPERATORS ACTING ON
REPRODUCING KERNEL HILBERT SPACES

KUI JI AND SHANSHAN JI*

ABSTRACT. A well-known theorem due to R. E. Curto and N. Salinas gives a necessary and sufficient
condition for the unitary equivalence of commuting tuples of bounded linear operators acting on
reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces [2]. Inspired by this theorem, we obtain a different but equivalent
criterion for the unitary equivalence of operators acting on reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. As an
application, we describe the structure of intertwining operator and prove that the decomposition of

Cowen-Douglas operators is unique up to unitary equivalence.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H be an infinite dimensional complex and separable Hilbert space, £(#) the collection of all
bounded linear operators on H. Let T,TV € L(H). We say T is unitarily equivalent to T (denoted
by T ~, T), if there is a unitary operator U € L(H) such that UT = TU. In the paper [I], M.
J. Cowen and R. G. Douglas introduced the class B, (2) of bounded linear operators on H. They
proved that every operator T € B,(2) determines a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle Ep with
the property: two Cowen-Douglas operators are unitarily equivalent if and only if the corresponding
Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles are congruent. They also found a set of complete invariants
for congruence consisting of the curvature of Er and its covariant partial derivatives. Unfortunately,
these invariants are not easy to compute except when the rank of the bundle is one. K. Zhu gives
another equivalent condition for unitary equivalence of Cowen-Douglas operators by using spanning
holomorphic cross-section in [12]. In [II], A. Koranyi and G. Misra classify homogeneous operators
in B,(92) modulo unitary equivalence.

Let T € B,(2). In [1], it is proved that T is unitarily equivalent to the adjoint of multiplication
operator M, on some reproducing kernel Hilbert space consisting of holomorphic C"—valued functions
defined on Q* := {\ : X € Q}. Without loss of generality, T € B, () can be viewed as M}, that
is, T = (M}, H,K), where the Hilbert space H consisting of holomorphic functions possessing a
reproducing kernel K taking values in n X n complex matrices. Furthermore, R. E. Curto and N.
Salinas also provide a necessary and sufficient condition for unitary equivalence of two multiplication
operators M, acting on two different Hilbert spaces Hi,Ho with reproducing kernels Ki, Ko (see
Remark 3.8, [2]).
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Theorem 1.1. [2] Let T; € B, (), and T; = (M}, H;, K;),i = 1,2, where H; are the analytic function
spaces with reproducing kernels K1, Ko, respectively. Then Ty ~, T5 if and only if

(L1) Ky (1, 0) = B(0) Ka(, NN

for a My, (C)—valued holomorphic function ® such that ®(u) is invertible for every p, where p, A in

some open subset A of QF.

In [4], it is shown that an intertwiner X between two operators of the form (M}, #H;, K1) and
(M}, Ha, Ks) exist if and only if there is a fixed linear map A such that AK;(z,w) = Ka(z,w)A
assuming that K7 and Ky are normalized kernels. Now we obtain a useful alternative criterion for
unitary equivalence similar to Theorem [I.T] (see Theorem [B.5)).

As is well-known, in finite dimensional space, every n X n matrix can be uniquely written as an
orthogonal direct sum of irreducible matrices up to unitary equivalence. Compared with this classic
conclusion, it is natural to ask if we can arrive at a similar conclusion for irreducible decomposition of
operators acting on an infinite dimensional Hilbert space. In [3], Y. Cao, J. Fang and C. Jiang show
operators with unique finite (IR) decomposition up to unitary equivalence by using Ky—group of their
commutants. As an application of the unitary equivalence criterion of R. E. Curto and N. Salinas
given above, we prove the uniqueness of the decomposition of reducible Cowen-Douglas operators up
to unitary equivalence.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some notations and definitions
about Cowen-Douglas theory. In Section 3, motivated by Theorem [I.1] due to R. E. Curto and N.
Salinas, there is an equivalent condition for unitary equivalence of operators acting on reproducing
kernel Hilbert spaces in a different form. In Section 4, we prove that the (IR) decomposition of
Cowen-Douglas operators is unique up to unitary equivalence. In Section 5, by using Theorem
and Theorem [£.2] we describe the structure of the intertwining matrix between the two reproducing

kernels.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we review some basic facts and notions for Cowen-Douglas operators and reproducing
kernel (see [1], [2]).

2.1. Cowen-Douglas operators.

Definition 2.1. [I] Let Q be an open connected subset of complex plane C and n be a positive integer.
The class B, () consists of operators T € L(H) satisfying:

(1) QCo(T)={Ae€C:T— X is not invertible};

(2) ran(T — X) = H for every X\ in §;

(3) Vaeqker(T — ) = H;

(4) dimker(T — X\) = n for every X in Q.

It is shown in the same paper that each operator T' € B,,(2) determines a Hermitian holomorphic

vector bundle (Ep,m, A) over €, namely, the sub-bundle of the trivial bundle Q x H defined by

Er={(\z) e Qx H| z € ker(T —\),\ € Q}
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with the natural projection map 7 : Er — €, m(\,2) = A. Since dim ker(7T" — \) = n for every A € Q,
Er is of rank n. Let {;}"_; be the holomorphic frame of Er (Proposition 1.12, [1]), then form the
matric at A of inner products h(A) := ((7;(A),Yi(A)))nxn, A € .

Let £(£2) be the algebra consist of the C*° functions and £P(€2) denote the p—defferential form of

C° functions. Thus, we have

() = €(Q), €(Q) ={fdz+gdz: f,g €E(Q)}, (Q) = {fdzdz: f € E(Q)}.

For any vector bundle E which has C* differential structure, let £P(Q2, E') denote p—differential forms
with the coefficients in E. Then each element in £°(€, E) is one of sections of E. The connection
D can be regarded as a differential operator which maps £%(Q, E) to ¢}(2, E). Then the canonical

connection D preserves the metric and satisfies the following;:

DO fm) = dfi@vi+ > > fi9;:,
i=1 i=1

i=1 j=1
with the connection matrix © = (0;;)nxn = h_la%h. And

0 0
D*=d0+0A0=—=(h'—h

then —(%(h_la%h) is called the curvature of F/, denoted by Kg. In fact, the curvature of £ depends

on the choice of the frame, and the curvature under different choices is similar except when n = 1.

Based on a simple calculation, when 7" € B1(f2), we have

2
KrO) = === log | V) I,

where e(\) € ker(T' — \) is a non-zero cross section of Ep. In this case, the curvature does not depend
on the choice of the non-vanishing section e. If € is another non-vanishing holomorphic section, then
€ = ¢e, where ¢ is a holomorphic function on Qy C €2, and log|¢| is harmonicity, so curvature is
completely unitary invariant. However, if T € B,(Q)(n > 1), only the eigenvalues of the curvature
are independent of the choice of the holomorphic frame.

The curvature can be regarded as a bundle map, and by the definition of bundle map on a holo-

morphic vector bundle, we obtain the covariant partial derivatives K iz of the curvature Kr:

(1) ]CT7)\in+1 = %(KT)JXJ)’
(2) Kooy = %(ICT,)\in) + [h_la%h’KT,Ain]'

Here is one of the main results from [IJ.

Theorem 2.2. [I] Let T, S € B,(?). Then T ~, S if and only if there exists an isometric bundle
map V : Ep — Eg such that

V(K = (K V,0<4d,j <i+j<n, (i,5) #(0,n),(n,0).

TN ) SN )

Thus the curvature Kpr and its covariant partial derivatives K ¥ of holomorphic bundle Er

T\
corresponding to T € B,,() are complete unitary invariants. In [10], G. Misra and S. Shyam Roy
show that the class of the curvature alone does not necessarily determine the class of the vector bundle

except in the case of a line bundle.
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2.2. Reproducing kernel. We use symbol M,,(C) to denote the set of all n x n matrices over C.
Here are some properties of the reproducing kernel (Lemma 3.2, [2]). Given a bounded domain A, let
K : Ax A — M,(C) be a non-negative kernel, holomorphic in the first variable and anti-holomorphic
in the second variable. As is well-known, there is a C"-value Hilbert space H contained in the space
of holomorphic functions defined on A such that K (-, \)¢ is in H for all A € A and £ € C™, K serves as
the reproducing kernel for #H, that is, (f, K(-,\)) = f(X) for all f € H. The Hilbert space H is said to
be analytic function space with reproducing kernel K. Clearly, K (u,\) = K(A, p)*, where K (A, p)*
is conjugate transpose of K (A, u), u, A € A.

In [I], M. J. Cowen and R. G. Douglas described the relationship between T' € B1(€2) and multipli-
cation operator on some Hilbert space H. Let v be a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-section of Ep
(which exists by Grauert’s theorem [7]). Naturally, corresponding to v is the representation I' on H,
defined by (I'z)(p) = (z,v(R)), © € H, p € Q. Thus, I is unitary and ranI’ = H. Define function

K as K(u,A) = T(yN)) (1) = (v(X),7(R)), p, A € Q. Then

TTT*K (-, A) = TTT*T(y(A)) = TT(y(A)) = TAy(A) = ATy(A) = AK (-, \), A € QF,

K(-,)\) is an eigenvector for ['TT* with eigenvalue . Note that H = span{K(,)\), A € Q*}, so
I'TT* is the adjoint of the multiplication operator on a holomorphic function space H possessing a
reproducing kernel K. Without loss of generality, T' can be view as M}, that is, T = (M}, H, K).
More generally, for T' € B, (Q2)(n > 1), similar results are proved, T' can be realized as the adjoint M},
where multiplication operator M, on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of holomorphic C"—valued
functions.

Suppose that two multiplication operators acting on two different C™—valued Hilbert spaces H1, Ho
with reproducing kernels K;, Ko, and X : H; — Hs is a bounded operator intertwining these
two operators. We know that H; = span{K;(-,\){,\ € Q* ¢ € C"},i = 1,2, and XKq(-,\)§ =
Ko(-, \)¥(N)E(€ € C™) for some M, (C)—valued function ¥. Since K;(-, ), i = 1, 2 are anti-holomorphic
in the second variable, it follows that ¥ is anti-holomorphic. In fact, X* is the multiplication oper-
ator M@T. Furthermore, if two operators are unitarily equivalent, then there is a unitary operator
U intertwining them. Hence, K1 (-, \)¢ = U*Ky(-, \)®*(N\)&, U* is multiplication operator Mg, where
holomorphic function ® satisfies for every p, ®(u) is invertible. It follows that

Ki(p, A) = ©(p) Ka(p, A)27(N).

Conversely, if the equality above holds for two reproducing kernels K7, Ko, then the corresponding
operators are unitarily equivalent. That is to say, the above equality is a sufficient and necessary

condition for the unitary equivalence of the two operators (See more details in [2]).

3. UNITARY EQUIVALENCE OF OPERATORS ACTING ON REPRODUCING KERNEL HILBERT SPACES

In this section, by utilizing the reproducing kernels, we give another form of unitary equivalence of
operators acting on reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. By using this new form, we can also describe
the structure of the intertwining matrix between two kernels related to the operators which are both

reducible. Before introducing this theorem, we need to describe the commutants of operators. Let

A(T) = {X|XT =TX}, A(T,T*) = {X|XT=TX, XT*=T*X}.
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T € L(H) is called irreducible, if the commutant of 7" doesn’t have any nontrivial self-adjoint idempo-
tent operator, equivalently, there is no non-trivial reducing subspace of T' (cf [6], [8]). The irreducibility

is a unitary invariant. In what follows, T' € (I R) means that T is an irreducible operator.

Proposition 3.1. Let T € B,(Q). If T =Ty @ To @ --- ® Ty, then k < n and T; is Cowen-Douglas
operator for all 1 < i< k.

Proof. T =T1®To@---® Ty € L(H), then T; € L(H;) for non-zero Hilbert spaces H;, 1 <i < k.
Here T;, 1 <4 < k may be reducible or irreducible.

According to Definition 2.1 we have ran(T — \) = H for every A in Q. So for every y =
(Y192, ,yr)T € H, there exists x = (21, 22,--- ,21)" € H, such that (T—\)z = y, where z;,y; € H;.
By the arbitrariness of each component in y, we obtain that for every y; € H;, there exist x; € H;
such that (T; — N)x; = y;, 1 <i < k. Then ran(T; — \) = H,; for every A in Q, 1 < < k.

Let (21,22, -+ ,2x)7 € ker(T — )\). We have 2z € ker(T; — \),1 < i < k. Conversely, if z; €
ker(T; — \),1 <i <k, then (21,20, ,2)" € ker(T — \). It follows that

(3.1) ker(T'— A) = ker(Ty — \) @ ker(Ta — X\) & - - - @ ker(T}, — \).
By Definition 2.T] again, we have \/,.q ker(T'— A) = H. Combining with equation (3.I)), we have
HiDPH D - DHi =V ker(T —))

AEQ
= )\\/Q (ker(Th — A) @ ker(To = \) @ - - - Pker(Ty — N))
=V ker(Ty = NP V ker(To, = NP ---P V ker(T — \).
AEQ AEQ A
Therefore, \/ ker(T; — \) =H;, 1 <i<k.

AEQ

Using formula (3.)) again, we have dim ker(T —A) = 2% | dim ker(T; — A) = n and dim ker(T; — \)
is finite, A € Q. Thus, T; — X is Fredholm operator and the index ind(7; — \) = dim ker(7; — \) < n,
since ran(7; — \) = H,; for A € Q and 1 <14 < k. Setting n; := ind(7; — \) for some A € Q, 1 <i < k.
The continuity of index implies that for all  in the same connected component of €2 containing A,
n; = ind(T; — A), 1 <i < k. Claim n; > 0,1 <14 < k. Otherwise, if there exist ig,1 < iy < k such that
ni, = 0, then H;, = {0}. This contradicts to #;, being non-zero. Thus we infer that 2 C ¢(7;) and
T, € B (Q),1<i<k. O

Definition 3.2. Let T' € B,(Q?), T" = (M}, H,K), where H be the analytic function space with

reproducing kernel K. And T has the following decomposition
t t
T = EBTi(mi), where T; € By, (), mel =n.
i=1 =1
This decomposition is said to be (IR) decomposition, if T; € (IR) and T; ~, Tj(i # j).

Therefore, from Proposition B.Ilit follows that there is a finite (IR) decomposition for each Cowen-

Douglas operator. The following two lemmas characterize A'(T,T*) of operator T'.

Lemma 3.3. [5] If T is irreducible on H and there is X € L(H) such that X € A(T,T*), then X is

a scalar multiple of identity.
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Based on the lemma above, we have the following lemma, which describes A'(T,T*) when T is

reducible.

Lemma 3.4. If T = @le Ti(mi), T; € L(H;) satisfies Definition [3.2, and there exists X € L(H)

such that X € A'(T,T*), then X = diag[X1, X2, -+ ,X¢|, where X, = ((cﬁjfyp))z?’:p Cf] are scalars,

t
1 <p<t. In particular, A'(T,T*) = > @ My, (C).
=1

t m t
Proof. For convenience, we write T" as the following form, 7' = € Ti(mi) =@ S;, > m; =m, where
i=1 =1 i=1
Sp == Sml = Tlasml—l-l == Sm1+m2 =Ty, 7Sm1+"~+mt71+1 = = 8y = T;. Setting

X = ((X”))Zr;:1 By X € A'(T,T*), we know that the size of X; ; is determined by S; and S}, and
(3.2) XipSj = SiXij, XijSj = 57 Xij.
Next, combining these two formulas, we have
XZ-*’]-XZ'JS]' = XZ*’]SZXZ,] = SjXZin,j7 XZ*’]XZ’]S; = S;‘(X;:in,j;
and
Since S;, S; € (IR), by Lemma B3] there exist scalars ¢; j,d; ; such that
(33) X;:inJ' = CZ'J'I, Xi,jXZj = d@j[, 1 S Z,j S m.

Note that X;ijm, Xi,in*,j are positive, we know that ¢; j,d; ; > 0 for all 1 <4, j < m. From equation
B.3), we notice that X; ; X7, X; ; = d; jX; j = ¢; jX; j, then ¢; j = d; j for all 1 <i,5 <m.
We assert that ¢; ; = 0, when S; # S;. By Definition B.2] we know that S; and S; are either equal

or not unitarily equivalent. That is, S; # 5; means S; »,, Sj. Suppose ¢;; # 0, then X; ; X, X*.X; ;
. . . . . Xig ( Xig\* _ (Xig\* Xij _
are invertible. Then equation (3.3) is equivalent to \/%( \/cTJ]) = ( \/%) \/% = I. It follows that

% is a unitary operator. By ([B.2]), we obtain S; ~, S;. It is a contradiction. Then the assertion
is true. In this case, it follows that X7, X;; = 0. By the polar decomposition of X;;, we have
Xij = V(X:in,j)% for some partial isometry V. Thus, we have X; ; = 0.

In the case of S; = S;. By Lemma [3.3] there exist b;; such that X;; = b; ;I and b; jb;; = c; ;.
Now, we know X is quasi-diagonal. To ensure uniformity of notation, we write X in the form:

X = diag[ Xy, Xo,- -+, X¢], where X, = (( i,jIHP))Z}pZ:h p=1,2,---  t. Clearly, if X satisfies the above

¢
conditions, then X € A'(T,T*). Thus, A (T, T*) = Y @ M., (C). O
=1

A non negative definite kernel K is said to be normalized at Ay € A, if there exists a neighborhood
Ag of Ag in A such that K(u, A\g) =1 for all u € Ag [2]. Inspired by Theorem [[T] due to R. E. Curto

and N. Salinas, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.5. Let T,S € B,(2), and T = (M}, Hr,Kr),S = (M}, Hs, Kg), where Hr,Hg are the
analytic function spaces of reproducing kernels K, Kg, respectively. Then T ~, S if and only if there

is a holomorphic matriz-valued function U and W(u) is invertible for every p € A, a open subset of

QF such that
0

o KT AT T K (O, )] =0
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for all X € A.

Proof. Necessity: If T ~, S, by Theorem [[.T] there is a holomorphic and invertible matrix-valued
function ¥ such that Kg(pu, A) = W (u)Kr(u, \)¥*(N), equivalently, we have

W) = K ()W ()~ K (1, )

for all u, A € A, a open subset of Q*. Since ¥*()\) is anti-holomorphic, we obtain
9

O

Sufficiency: If %[Kfl(/\, MNU(A)"LKg(A\ A)] =0, A €A, then we know that it is anti-holomorphic

for the variable A. So we can find a holomorphic matrix-valued invertible function ® such that

(KPP (A) T Kg(AA)] =0, A€ A.

°(0) = Kz (AL K5 ), A€ A,
that is, Kg(A, A) = U(A\)Kp(A\,A)P*(A), A € A. By Proposition 1 in [13], we have
(3.4) Kg(p, A) = U () Kr(p, A)@*(A), p, A €A

Claim: If there are M,,(C)— valued holomorphic and invertible functions ®, ¥ such that equation
B4) is valid, then T ~,, S.

Conjugating equation (34 and then interchanging the variables u, A, one arrives at the equation
Kg(p, \) = @(u) Kp(p, N)T*(N), p, A € A. Tt follows that W(u)Kp(p, A)P*(A) = ®(u) Kp(u, A)T*(N),
p, A € A. That means @~ ()W (u) K7 (p, \) = Kr(p, A) (@ LAN)W(N)*, u, A € A. Setting X = &1,
We have

(3.5) X (W) Er(p, A) = Kr(p, )X (), p,A €A
Case 1: Suppose T is irreducible. Let
1 1
(3.6) Ko, \) := K2 (Ao, M) Kt (1, Mo) K, N) (K7 (A, A0)) K2 (Mo, M), 44, M, Ao € A,

It’s easy to see that Ko(u,A) is normalized at A\g. Suppose that Mz is a multiplication operator on
the Hilbert space Hx, with a reproducing kernel K. Then

(3.7) Hiy = \/ ker(M; = \) = \/ {Ko(-, N)§, £€C"}.
AEA* AEA*

From equation (3.5]), we can imply

(3.8) V() Ko(p, A) = Ko(p, A)V*(A), 1, A €A,
where
(3.9) V(1) = K20, M) K (11, o)X (1) K (1 30) K ? (Ao Ao).

We can see that ) is a holomorphic matrix. In equation ([B.8]), setting p = A = Ao, we come to
Y(Ao) = YV*(Ao). This implies that V(o) is a constant matrix. For any p € A, setting A = Ao, we also
come to Y(u) = YV*(Ao). Thus, Y(-) is a constant matrix. We define an operator Y : Hg, — Hx, as

(3.10) Y )() =Vf() forall feHg,.
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We can see that M.Y f(2) = MYV f(2) = 2V f(2) = V(2f(2)) = YM.(f(z)) = Y M. f(z), that is,
(3.11) MY =Y M.,.
For equation (B.I0)), in particular, we have
(3.12) YEKo(,\)E=YEKo(-, M)
for all A € A and & € C". We will calculate the adjoint of the operator Y. We have
(Y Ko w)n, Ko(+, A)§) = (VEo (- w)n, Ko (-, M)§) = (YKo(A, )n, €)

= (Ko(A, )0, V&) = (Ko(-, w)n, Ko(-, A)VE)
for all A, € A and £,n € C™. In other words,

(3.13) Y*Ko(-,\)E& = Ko(-, \) V¢

for all A € A and £ € C™ (see [9] for more details).

Then, by equations (3.7),(3.8),(3.12) and (3.13), we obtain that Y is a self-adjoint operator. Com-
bining with @II), we can imply Y € A’(M.,, M?). In the special case of Theorem 8 in [4], we can see
Y is bounded. Note that KI% (Mo, Ao) K71 (-, Ao) is holomorphic and non-zero on A in equation (B8],
it follows that M} defined on (H7, Kr) is unitarily equivalent to M, on (Ho, Ko) by Theorem [Tl
Then we have M. . € (IR), since unitary transformation doesn’t change the irreducibility of operators.
According to Lemma B3] and Y is self-adjoint, we know that Y = cI,c € R, I is the identity of
Ho. Thus, from equations (3.9) and B.I0), we have X = cl,xn,c € R. Since X = ®~1¥, we obtain
Kg(p, N) = c®(u)Kp(p, A)®(N). From the positive definiteness of Kg(u, \) and ®(u) K (p, \)P(N),
we can get ¢ > 0 and Kg(u, \) = (ve@(u))Kr(p, A)(v/e®(N)). Hence, T ~,, S.

Case 2: Suppose T is reducible. Without losing generality, we suppose that

T=@T"™) and T; %, Tj(i # j),

where H; are the analytic function spaces of reproducing kernels Kj;, respectively. We write T as
T= 6921 S; and S; = (M}, H;, K;), where
Sl:-..:Sm1:T175m1+1:...: m1+m2:T27”’7Sm1+~~~+mt,1+1:"': m:ﬂ

Setting X' = ((X;;))7=1- Then X (u)Kr(u,A) = Kr(p, A)X™(A), p, A € A is equivalent to

(3.14) Xij () K, A) = Ki(p, NN, X () K, ) = Kj(ps A) A5 ().
It follows that
X)X () I (1, A) = K (e, M) (5,3 (X)X 5 (A))7,
Xij ()X i () K (1, A) = Ki (1, \) (X (X)X a(N))*
for all u, A € A. By Case 1, we have X ;X; ; = ¢j I, X;;jX;; =c¢; ;I and ¢j; = ¢; j € R.
If there exist 4,7, such that ¢;; # 0, then X;;, X;; are invertible. By equation (B.I4]), we have

(3.15)

K;(p,\) = %JXj,i(u)Ki(u, A&} ;(A) and ¢;; > 0. Therefore, Kj(u, A) = %}‘?Kz(u, )\)(%f;\))*, A €

A. From Theorem [Tl we obtain S; ~,, S;, that is, S; = S;, since S; and S; are either equal or not
unitarily equivalent. In the following, we define an operator Uj; : H; — H;, Ui f(+) = XJTZ(J) f() for all

€ H;. By Lemma 3.9 of [2], we know U,; is a unitary transformation. From the definition of U;;, we
y J J
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can also see Uj; M, = M,Uj;. It follows that U;; M} = M;Uj;, where M, is the multiplication operator
on Hilbert space H; with reproducing kernels K;. According to Lemma [3.3, we have that Uj; is eilii
multiple of identity, ;; € R. Then &}; = c,-J-ewﬁI . Similarly, we can find unitary U;; = e I such
that X; ; = /¢ ;e 1. By equation (3.I4)), we have X;; = X7

Based on the above analysis, we know that if S; », S;, then ¢; ; = ¢;; = 0. Notice that K;(X, \)
is positive definite and invertible, therefore, there exists H; such that K;(A\, X\) = H;(A\)HF (), A € A.
For equations (8.14) and (B.15]), setting p := A, we have

0 = A5 (A) X (MVEGAA) = AWK (A N XT3 (A) = (A Hi(A) (X (A Hi(A)", A € A

That is, X ;(A) = 0 for all A € A. Hence, X is symmetric, quasi-diagonal and its elements are scalars.

By the characteristics of X discussed above and ¥ = &X', we have
Kr(p,A) = U () Ks (1, M)(@7HA)* = X107 (1) Ks (1, D) (@1 (V)™

Conjugating the last equation and then interchanging the variables u, A\, one arrives at the equation
Kr(u,\) = 1) Kg(p, \)(@71(N)* XL Tt follows that X! is positive definite. By functional

calculus that (for any positive matrix A, A2 can be approximated in norm by polynomials about A)
1 1
X730 (1) Ks (1, M)(@7HA) " = @7 () K (11, ) (@ TH (V) A 72

Hence, we can imply Kp(u, A) = (X_%@‘l(,u))KS(u, )\)(X_%(Irl()\))*. By Theorem [LI] again, we
have T ~,, S. O

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem

Corollary 3.6. Let T,S € B,(Q0), and T = (M}, Hr,Kr),S = (M}, Hs,Kgs), where Hp,Hg are
the analytic function spaces of reproducing kernels K, Kg, respectively. Then T ~., S if and only if
there is a holomorphic and invertible matriz-valued function ® on A, a open subset of Q*, such that
connection matrices O7,0g of Er, Eg satisfy Op = & 10gd + &1,

Proof. By Theorem B.5] we know that 7" ~,, S if and only if %[Kfl()\,)\)\I/(A)_IKS()\,)\)] = 0 for
some holomorphic matrix-valued function ¥ and all A € A, a open subset of Q*. And, if we take the

partial derivative of both sides of equation
Kp(A\ MK ()TN KA N)] = U Ks(A, A), A€ A,
then K7 (A N[E7 (AT TN Ks(AN)] = L (T HA)Ks(A, A)). Tt follows that

SETANEL (A A) = & (T Ks (A ) [ ) Ks (A, 0)]
=T LN L Ks(A K (A N)TA) + (T7HN)T(N)

for all A € A. Since hr(\) = K7 (X, ), hs(\) = Kg(\, ), we also have

a%hT(A)h;l(A) - \I/()\)_l%hs()\)hgl()\)ﬁ/()\) +(TO) YT, € A C Q.
Conjugating the last equation, we obtain
h%l(A)%hT(A) = ‘PT(/\)hEI(A)(%hs(/\)(‘PT(A))_l +ETON@T) Y, A e A
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Setting ® := (¥T)~1. We can imply that

B ) hr() = 7 (VA5 ) 2 hs (V@) + B ()P, A€ A"
that is, Op = 7 1Ogd + &~ 1d’. O

From the proof of Theorem [B.5] when changing equation (1)) into equation (B.4]), we can also
obtain 7' is unitarily equivalent to S. In the case of equation ([B.4]), it can be seen from the following
proposition that the corresponding curvatures and covariant partial derivatives of two bundles are

also similar. Furthermore, the intertwining matrix is determined only by ®.

Proposition 3.7. Let T, S € B, (), and T = (M}, Hr,Kr),S = (M}, Hs,Kgs), where Hp, Hg are
the analytic function spaces of reproducing kernels K, Kg, respectively. If there exist M,,(C)— valued
holomorphic functions ®,V and ®(u), V(u) are invertible for every u € Q*, such that

(3.16) Ks(p, A) = U () Kr(p, NP (), p, A€ QF,

then <I>TICS vid =Ko iy T, i,j > 1.

Proof. From formula (316]), we can imply that
hs(/\) Ks(A )
YA Er (A NPT (N)
Y(X)hr (V)T (V)

where hp, hg are the metrics of Ep, Eg, respectively. Since ¥ and ® are analytic invertible matrixes,

we have the following equations

0 _r o, r 0, 1y 0 _ ~
— 0" (A o A )Y (N =0, ¥\ =
SBT0) = (@) = (@) =0, ()
The curvatures corresponding to hp and hg are Kp and Kg, respectively. Thus, we have that
Ks=—gxhs gxhs)
— 2 [(@7) A T 4 (Thr o))
= —%[(‘I>T)_1h51(( hr)®T + hp (7))
=~ £ @) (Fhr)e” + (@7)7(@7)]
= (1) g5 (hy 5xhr)®
((I)T)_IICT(I)T
Using the definition of the covariant partial derivatives of curvature, we obtain that
0 0 0
K¢z = —=Ks = =((@7)'Krd”) = (#7) "} (—=K o), x0T
SX T 9 S 8/\(( ) @) = (7) (8/\ T) =(27) T

By repeating the above operation, we obtain

_ Ty\—1 T _ Ty\—1 T
Kgye = (@)K, 207, Ky = (07)71K, 50

It follows that

(3.17) Kyxi = (@T)—licmjcpT, j>1
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Considering (®7)~1®7 = I, we have ((®7)~1®T) = 0, that is, ®®L + (®7)~1(®T) = 0 and

(3.18) o+ (@7) L@y (") =0,

where ® = ((®7)1)". Next, we will prove the following formula

(3.19) Ksxi = (@) K@t i > 1.

When i = 1, from the equation (8I8]) and the definition of the covariant partial derivatives of curvature

again, we have

]CS)\ aQ]CS + h;l(%hs)lcg — Kshglﬁhg
= Z((@1)1Kr®T) + (Thep@T) 1 & (Thep@T) (7)1 @T)
—(@1) K@) (The®T) 1 & (ThroT)
Z%(@T) Lr®T) + (1) hyt & (hp@T) (7)1 @T) — (@7)1Kr)hy! 5 (hr®T)
—[<I> + (@)1 @) (@) T r @ + (7)) [ Kr + hy' (Fxhr)Kr — Krhy! gxhr] @7

/\

)_IICT,)\(I)T.

We then complete the proof of the formula (3.19) by induction. Suppose that it is valid for any i < k.
For i = k + 1, with the assumptions and the equation ([B.I8]), we have

Kot = FKgar + hg' (Zhs)Kg e — Kgarhg' Zhs
= S5 ((@T) U 0 ®T) + (ThrdT)~H Z(ThrdT)((97) 7Kgy D7)
—((<I>T)‘1/CT,xc<I>T)(@1TQI>T)‘1 O (WhroT)
(@7 Cr 3w ®T) + (7)~ 1h%1§§(h OT)((@T) K pw®T) — ((87) 'K pw)hp' g5 (hr®T)
[‘I’ +(@T) @Y (D7) K ®T + (@) [ Kpan + by (Gxhr)Kppw — Ky by gxhr]®”
= (®7) e @7

Hence i = k + 1 holds as well. That is, equation ([B.I9)) is true.
Lastly, by equations ([3.17) and (3.I9), we obtain

K:S)\ixj = 8)\] ’CS)\
7
390 = 66)\3(( DK i @T)
(3.20) (q)T)—la_j,C pT
o A
= (@T)—UCTM]@T, i,5 > 1.
That is, ®TK

=K &7 for all 4,5 > 1. O

SN T AN

Remark 3.8. Based on the observations of Proposition 3.7, the following question is natural. If the
curvatures of the two Cowen-Douglas operators and their covariant partial derivatives satisfy equation

(B:20)), then does it follow that these two operators are unitarily equivalent?

4. THE IRREDUCIBLE DECOMPOSITIONS OF COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS

In this section, we mainly discuss the uniqueness of the direct sum decomposition into irreducible

components, modulo a permutation, of an operator in the Cowen-Douglas class.
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Definition 4.1. Let T' € B,(R?), T" = (M}, H,K), where H be the analytic function space with
reproducing kernel K. Suppose that T has the following (IR) decomposition

T = EBT.(W), where T; € B, ().

(]
Operator T is said to have a unique (IR) decomposition up to unitary equivalence, if for any T ~y T
with the (IR) decomposition
S
T = @i(li), where T; € B, (©2),
then following statements hold:

(1) t=s;
(2) there is a permutation ™ on {1,2,--- ,t}, such that T; ~, ﬁr(i) and m; = Ly, 1<i <t

In this section, we will prove the following theorem.
Theorem 4.2. Let T € B,(). T has a unique (IR) decomposition up to unitary equivalence.
Before proving this theorem, we need to do some preliminary work.
Lemma 4.3. Let T,T € L(H). If T = U*TU for some unitary U, then A'(T,T*) = UA'(T,T*)U*.
Proof. If T = U*TU for some unitary U and X € A'(T), then we obtain the following
UTUU*XU = U*XUU*TU, TU*XU = U*XUT.

Thus, U*XU € A'(T). By a similar calculation, we have that if X € A'(T*), then U*XU € A'(T*).
That is to say, U*A'(T, T*)U c A(T,T*). Similarly, we have UA'(T,T*)U* c A'(T,T*). It follows
that A'(T,T*) c U*A'(T, T*)U and A'(T, T*) = UA (T, T*)U*. O
Remark 4.4. Suppose that T = @!_, Ti(mi), T =@, i-(li) € B,(Q) are (IR) decompositions
of T and T, respectively. If T = U*TU for some unitary U, according to Lemma 3] we have
AT, T*) = UA(T, T*)U*, that is, A'(T,T*) = A/(T, T*) By LemmaBZL we know that A'(T, T*) =
t _ S

S @My, (C) and A(T,T*) =2 > @&M,;,(C). Thus, Z ®dM,,, (C) = z ®M,,(C). It follows that
i=1 i=1

t = s and there is a permutation 7 on {1,2,-- ¢}, such that m; = l,r(z) 1 <i<t.

Let the (IR) decomposition of T@T be EBZ i T ") for some positive integer k > t. If T ~, T,
then T ~, T @ T, that is, @i:l Ti(2ml ~u @i:l TZ-( . Based on the above analysis, we know ¢ = k.
That means, {n;|T; € B,,(2),1 <i <t} = {n;\ﬁ € B,/(),1 <i < t}. Thus, there is a permutation
7' on {1,2,--- ,t}, such that the index of T,-,irf(i), 1 < ¢ <t are the same.

By what was discussed above, we will give a complete proof of Theorem

Proof. Let T € B, (). Suppose that there exists an operator T € B,(2), such that T' ~, T. By
Remark [4.4] we can write the (IR) decompositions of 7" and T as

k t k
(4.1) T = @T(ml = EB T=P1" =Ps,
j=1 i=1 j=1
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where the index of T;, f, are the same for all 1 <7 <t and
Sp=-= Sml = Tlvsml-i-l == Sm1+m2 =Ty, - 7Sm1+"'+mt—1+1 == Sm1+'~+mt =Ty
S1==8, =T1,5,+1=""=S4+1, = T2, , Sttty 141 ="+ = Sy+ti, = It
Suppose that S; = (M}, H;, K;), S, = (Mz*,ﬁi,f(i), 1 <i < k. Then for all u, A € Q*, we can express
the reproducing kernels of the spaces corresponding to 7" and T as

K(:uv)‘) = diag(Kl(:u’ >‘)7 o 7Kk(:u7 A))v I?(:uv/\) = diag([}l(,u,/\), T 7[?19(:[‘7/\))'

By Theorem [ we know that if T ~,, T, then there exist an analytic invertible matrix ® =
(((I)i,j))ﬁjzl, such that

(4.2) K(u,A) = () K (1, )T (N)

for all u,A € A, a open subset of Q*. Let ¥ = &~ ! = ((\IJ”))fFl Obviously, ¥ is holomorphic.

Consequently, formula (£.2) can be converted into the following two forms:

(4.3) Uy (1)K (1, A) = Ki(u, )T, (N), A e A, 1<, j <k;
and
(44) Kj(:uv )‘)\Ijz:]()‘) = (I)],Z(M)I?Z(:uv )‘)7 M, A€E A, 1< Za] < k.

Combining formulas [@3), (£4) and multiplying ®;;(x), ¥; ;(p) on the left sides of equations (E3)
and (4.4) respectively, we obtain

;i (1) W45 (1) K (1, A) = @3 (1) Ki (12, A) P, (A)

and

Wi ()P (1) K (1, A) = 45 () K (m, )\):;I’i,j()‘)

= K;(11, ) ®;i(N) ‘Pi,j(A%
Since S;,8; € (IR), 1 < i < k, according to Lemma B3] and the proof of Theorem B3, there exist
¢ij > 0 such that the following holds

!

T

(45) q>j,i\lji,j = Ci,j I, \I’i,jq>j,i = Ci,j I, 1 S ’L,j § k.

Since @V = ¥ = [, it follows that

k k k k
(16) D)) = (Z <1>i,t<u>xm,j<u>> 1, U()b(p) = (Z %,Au)@g(u)) =3
t=1

ij=1
Thus, combining formulas ([€5]) and (@.6]), we obtain

k k
(4.7) dej=L1<j<k > ¢;=11<i<k
i=1 j=1

Setting C' = ((c; j)¥

ij=1- The equation (47) shows that the sum of elements in each row and each

column of C' is one.
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The size of ®; ;, ¥; ; are determined by S; and §Z If there exists some ¢; ; # 0, that is, ¢; ; > 0,

from equation (3], we obtain (%f‘;))_l = %, 1 <14,7 < k. And using equation (&3]), we have
that K;(u,\) = q)%) Ki(u, )\)CP%) (i, A € A). Therefore, Sj ~, S;, which is obtained from Theorem

[l According to the characteristics of decompositions of T' and T , we can divide C' into

Ci1Cip--- Ciy
Co1Ca9 -+ Coy

. . . )
Ci1 Cio - Cyy

where C; ; has [; rows and m; columns. It is easy to see that if C; ; # 0 means T} ~,, i

We claim that the following three statements are true,

(1) Forany i € A:={1,2,--- ,t}, in theset C; _ := {C;1,Ci2,---,C;+}, there exists jo € A, such
that C;j j, # 0 and C; ; = 0 (j # jo);

(2) For any j € A, in the set C_ j := {C1j,C2j,--- ,C};}, there exists iy € A, such that Cj; j # 0
and C;j = 0 (i # ip);

(3) If C; ; # 0, then C; ; is a square matrix.

For the matrix C' = ((c”))f j—1, we have already proved equation D). Clearly, for any p,q, 1 <
p,q < k, there exist po,qo, 1 < po,q0 < k, such that ¢y 4, # 0, ¢p,q # 0. That is to say, for any
i,j € A, we have C; ;, # 0, Cj, ; # 0, where ig, jo € A. Suppose that there are i1, ji (i0 # 1,0 # Jj1),
satisfy C;j, # 0,C;,; # 0. Then we obtain that T}, ~ ﬁ-, Tj, ~u ﬁ-; Tj ~y ﬁ-o,Tj ~u ﬁ-l. By
Definition B2 it is a contradiction. So we complete the proof of (1) and (2). And there is only one
C;,; non-zero in every row and column of matrix C. Otherwise, a row or a column of C will be zero.
This contradicts (1) or (2). Next, we will prove that if the matrix Cj; is non-zero for any pair of
indices i, j, then it must be a square matrix. Suppose that 073 # 0, ?,3 € A. Adding up all the
elements of C;J, by equation (A7), we obtain that the sum is equal to both my; and l;, then m; = l;,
that is, C?J is a square matrix. This proves assertion (3).

For every T;, there is a unique T} such that T; ~, T;,1 < 7,5 < t. In other words, there is a
permutation 7 on {1,2,---t}, such that T; ~, Tvﬂ(i) and m; = l(;),1 € A. By Definition LT} T has a

unique decomposition up to unitary equivalence. O

Remark 4.5. Theorem can also be proved using the notion of a normalized kernel.

Let T € B,(R2) and T = (M}, Hk, K). Suppose that the (IR) decomposition of T'is Ty & Ts, T; €
B,,;(2),7 = 1,2. Here we illustrate this method by proving that 7" has a unique (IR) decomposition up
to unitary equivalence. Suppose that T ~y T and T = (M, Hz, K ). By Remark 4.4 we know that
the (IR) decomposition of T must be T =Ty & Ty, i = 1,2. It is well known that every reproducing
kernel on analytic Hilbert space can be normalized. We think that K, K have been normalized at
Mo € Q*. If T and T are unitarily equivalent via some intertwining unitary map I' : Hx — H, then
the map I' must be of the form (I'f)(z) = U(f(2)), that is, K (1, \) = U*K (u, \)U, i, A € Q*. Since

K, K are real (positive) analytic, and admits power series expansion around A\; € Q. Assume A\; = 0
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for simplicity. We have that

K (, \) Z A ™ X", K (p, X Z Bt

m,n=0 m,n=0

The direct decomposition of T and T means that the form of their reproducing kernels are K =
K & Kg,f( = I?l &5, I~(2, where Ki,f(i are normalized kernels corresponding to Tj, i (1 =1,2) at
Mg € Q*. Thus, all the matrix coefficients A, Bimn, m,n > 0 in the power series expansions must be
simultaneously decomposable. It follows that Al @ A2 = U*(BL, © B2,)U, m,n > 0, where

Z AL ™\ K (A Z Bl ™\ i =1,2.

m,n=0 m,n=0

If possible, first assume that all the AS,})L = A%ZL for all m,n. We must also have that Br(r}% = B(2)
for all m,n. Since these two operators were assumed to have a decomposition with the components
in the class (IR), it follows that {A%)n : myn € N} is a set of irreducible operators. Similarly,
{B,(&)n : m,n € N} is a set of irreducible operators. These two sets of operators cannot be unitarily
equivalent by a fixed unitary unless the unitary is of the form: o, a € T. So, in this case, T' = T.

(2)

Now, let us assume without loss of generality, A%)n % Apmn for some fixed pair m,n. Then for
this pair m,n we have that A,,, equals the direct sum D%ZL &) Dﬁﬁ% of diagonal matrices since Ay, is
positive definite. The same is true of By,,. If the operator T' and T are of rank 2, then we see that
our hypothesis implies the existence of a unitary intertwining two diagonal matrices of size 2 with
distinct eigenvalues. This is possible only if U is a scalar times identity or is a permutation.

If the rank of the operator T is greater than 2, we consider the algebra generated by all the the
coefficients of the kernel K and the algebra generated by all the the coefficients of K is not irreducible
but is the direct sum of two irreducible algebras. This is because the algebra is generated by the
set {Agm @ A,(WZL : m,n € N} and the coefficients A%, B
reducible for each ¢ = 1,2. Again, in this case, the intertwining unitary operator must intertwine

these two algebras and hence must be of the form c1I @ col or a permutation ( CSI C%)I ), for some

i nyM,m > 0 must not be simultaneously

choice of unimodular scalars ¢, cs.
Based on the above analysis, we know that for each i = 1,2, there is a permutation 7 on {1,2},
such that A%, ~, B;,Tl(ﬁ) for all m,n > 0 and T; ~,, ir(i). Thus, T has a unique (IR) decomposition

up to unitary equivalence.

5. APPLICATION

In this section, we will discuss the structure of the intertwining matrix in equation (LI]) by using
Theorem and Theorem

Suppose that T' = 1771 ®T5 and T= fl@fg, where T; = (M}, H,, KZ),TZ = (Mj,ﬁ,,f?,) € B1(Q),i =
1,2 and Ty 4, T5, Tvl P Tg. Suppose that 7" and T are unitarily equivalent. By Theorem [I.1], there

exists an invertible holomorphic matrix valued function ® = ((¢; j))2x2 such that

(5.1) (Kl(% A0 ) _ <¢1,1(,u) ¢1,2(,u)> <I~(1(Ma)\) 0 ) (&1,1()\) ¢_52,1()\))
. 0 Ko, A) $2,1(1t) P2,2(1) 0 Ko(u,N)) \@12(N) d22(N)
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Furthermore, by Theorem 3.5 we have that
9
O
for all A € A, a open subset of Q*. Set ®~! = ¥ = ((¢); ;))2x2, then we have that

KT O NN BTN $12(VE (A N)
Ky YO\ N1 WKL (A A) Kyt Ao a( M) Ka (A, \)

K1 (V@)™ K (A A)] = 0

is anti-holomorphic. Suppose that 1 1 is nonzero function. By Theorem in the case of index is
one, we can see 17 ~y, Tvl. If 1)1 2 is also nonzero function, then 75 ~,, T 1. Which is a contradiction to

Ty 4y Ts. Thus, since @, ¥ are invertible, we have that ® only have the following two forms:

o ¢11 0O or T — 0 ¢12 .
0 @22 ¢21 0

For the general case, set T = @' Tm) ¢ B, () satisfies Definition If T ~, T, by

i=11i
Theorem B2, we know T = @!_, Ti(li) and there exists a permutation 7 on {1,2,---t} such that

T; ~y ﬁr(i), mi =l ;). Setting k := 2221 m; = 22:1 l;. Next, we write T and T in terms of equation
(@I). Suppose that S; = (M}, H;, K;), S; = (Mz*,ﬁi,f(i), 1<i<k.

According to Theorem [IT] there exists a holomorphic invertible matrix & = ((CIDZ]))f j—1, such that
K (1, 2) = @(1) K (1, ) ®*(N)
k _
P KA (N * *
k ~
B * 2 P2 K A) @3 () - *
. K
* * ';1 Qi (1) K (1, ) @5, (A)
that is,
k ~
(5-2) Kj(p, A) =Y 53 (1) Ki(i, VS (0), 1< <k,
i=1

for all i, A € A, a open subset of Q*. Setting @~ = ¥ = ((\I/”))sz1 By Lemma [3.3] and the proof of
Theorem [£.2] we have

(53) \Ili,j(:u)Kj(:u’ >‘) = I?Z(/% )‘)q);z(/\)v KJ‘(/% )‘)\I[::j(/\) = q>j,2(:u)Kz(:u7 )‘)7 JUPNS A,
(54) \I’Z7]q)]7z = Ci,jly @],Z\Ilz,] = ci,jI7 Cij > 07 1 < Z?] < k?
and
k k
(5.5) dej=1L1<i<k > =1, 1<i<k
i=1 j=1

By equations (B.3) and (5.4)), we can imply that

(5.6) ci i Ki(1A) = @55 (0) Ki (1, @7 ,(V), 1< j < k.
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Let C = ((ci7j))ﬁj:1. If ¢;; > 0, it follows that W;;, ®;; are invertible and S; ~, S;. Similar
to Theorem &2, we divide C' into (Cy;)); =1, where C;; has I; rows and m; columns. For any

j, 1 <j <t, we obtain Cr;); # 0 and C; j = 0 for all 7 # 7(j).
Suppose that Cr(,), #0, 1 <p <t. Let

B 0, 7(p) =1; 0, p=1;
7= W(p)—l j = p—1
> Ay, w(p) > 1, my, p> 1.
r=1 r=1

Then Crp)p = ((Ci,j))lﬂ(p)me, where 1 +1 < i <i+ La(p)s 3—1— 1<5< 3—1— my. Thus, from equation

(E6), we have

7'Hfr(p) z"’lfr(P)
Ki(p,A) = > ek A) = > @) Ki(p, \)@],(\), 1<j < k.
i=i+1 i=i+1

By using equations (5.2),([5.5]) and (5.6,
@ k
Zi:l Cinj (:uv )‘) + Zi:?—l—lﬂ(p)-l—l Cinj (:uv )‘)
=D i1 D5 () K (s )@, (N) + Ef:ﬂlﬁ(p)ﬂ () Ki(p, A) @55 (N)
=0,1<j<k

Note that K;(u,\) is positive and <I>j7,~(u)l~(i(,u, A)®7 () is nonnegative definite, then the last equation

means that ®;; =0, when 1 <4 §?0r 0+ lﬂ(p) +1<i<k 1<j<k Wedivide ® into ((&)i,j));j:l,

where 5” has m; rows and [; columns. According to the discussion above, we obtain (iiﬂr(i) # 0 and

®; ;= 0(j # m(i)). Hence, ®; ; in ® is either invertible or zero.
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