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MINIMAL UNITARY DILATIONS FOR COMMUTING CONTRACTIONS

SOURAV PAL AND PRAJAKTA SAHASRABUDDHE

ABSTRACT. For commuting contractions T1, . . . ,Tn acting on a Hilbert space H with T = ∏n
i=1 Ti,

we show that (T1, . . . ,Tn) dilates to commuting isometries (V1, . . . ,Vn) on the minimal isometric dila-

tion space of T with V =∏n
i=1Vi being the minimal isometric dilation of T if and only if (T ∗

1 , . . . ,T
∗

n )
dilates to commuting isometries (Y1, . . . ,Yn) on the minimal isometric dilation space of T ∗ with

Y = ∏n
i=1 Yi being the minimal isometric dilation of T ∗. Then, we prove an analogue of this result

for unitary dilations of (T1, . . . ,Tn) and its adjoint. We find a necessary and sufficient condition such

that (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dilation (W1, . . . ,Wn) on the minimal unitary dilation space of T

with W = ∏n
i=1 Wi being the minimal unitary dilation of T . We show an explicit construction of such

a unitary dilation on both Schäffer and Sz. Nagy-Foias minimal unitary dilation spaces of T . Also,

we show that a relatively weaker hypothesis is necessary and sufficient for the existence of such a

unitary dilation when T is a C.0 contraction, i.e. when T ∗n → 0 strongly as n → ∞. We construct a

different unitary dilation for (T1, . . . ,Tn) when T is a C.0 contraction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

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

spaces. A contraction is an operator with norm not greater than 1. We begin with the definitions of

isometric and unitary dilations of a tuple of commuting contractions.

Definition 1.1. Let (T1, . . . ,Tn) be a tuple of commuting contractions acting on a Hilbert space

H . A commuting tuple of unitaries (W1, . . . ,Wn) acting on a Hilbert space K ′ is said to be a

unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) if H can be realized as a closed linear subspace of K ′ and for any
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non-negative integers k1, . . . ,kn we have

T
k1

1 . . .T kn
n = PH (W k1

1 . . .W kn
n )|H ,

where PH : K ′ → H is the orthogonal projection. Moreover, such a unitary dilation is called

minimal if

K
′ = Span {W

t1
1 . . .W tn

n h : h ∈ H , t1, . . . , tn ∈ Z}.
Similarly, a commuting tuple of isometries (V1, . . . ,Vn) acting on a Hilbert space K is said to be

an isometric dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) if H can be realized as a closed linear subspace of K and for

any non-negative integers k1, . . . ,kn we have

T
k1

1 . . .T kn
n = PH (V k1

1 . . .V kn
n )|H .

Moreover, such an isometric dilation is called minimal if

K = Span {V
k1

1 . . .V kn
n h : h ∈ H , k1, . . . ,kn ∈ N∪{0}}.

A path-breaking work due to Sz. Nagy, [36] established that a contraction always dilates to a

unitary. The result of Sz. Nagy was generalized by Ando, [3] to a pair of commuting contrac-

tions. A pair of commuting contractions possesses an unconditional unitary dilation. Later, Parrott

showed by a counter example that a triple of commuting contractions may not dilate to a triple

of commuting unitaries, see [42]. In a more general operator theoretic language rational dilation

succeeds on the closed unit disk D and on the closed bidisc D2 and fails on the closed polydisc

Dn when n ≥ 3. Thus, for n ≥ 3 history witnessed only conditional unitary dilations for commut-

ing contractions. Some notable works in this direction are due to Agler [1], Brehmer [18], Curto,

Vasilescu [21, 22], Ball, Li, Timotin, Trent [9], Ball, Trent, Vinnikov [11], Eschmeier [27], Müller,

Vasilescu [35], Burdak [19], Barik, Das, Sarkar [12] and many others, see the reference list and

the references therein.

In this article we study isometric and unitary dilations of a tuple of commuting contractions

(T1, . . . ,Tn) on the minimal isometric and minimal unitary dilation spaces (which are always unique

upto unitaries) of T = ∏n
i=1 Ti. Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let T1, . . .Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions and let K be the minimal iso-

metric dilation space for their product T = Πn
i=1Ti. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dila-

tion (V1, . . . ,Vn) on K with V = ∏n
i=1Vi being the minimal isometric dilation of T if and only if

(T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) possesses an isometric dilation (Y1, . . . ,Yn) on K∗ with Y = ∏n

i=1Yi being the minimal

isometric dilation of T , where K∗ is the minimal isometric dilation space for T ∗.

In our second main result, which is stated below, we find a necessary and sufficient condition

such that (T1, . . . ,Tn) dilates to a commuting unitary tuple (W1, . . . ,Wn) on the minimal unitary

dilation space K ′ of T with ∏n
i=1Wi =W being the minimal unitary dilation of T .

Theorem 1.3. Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions, T = Πn
j=1Tj and T ′

i = Πi 6= jTj

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(a) If K̃0 is a minimal unitary dilation space for T , then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dila-

tion (W1, . . . ,Wn) on K̃0 with W = ∏n
i=1Wi being the minimal unitary dilation of T if and

only if there exist unique projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un

in B(DT ) with ∏n
i=1Ui = I such that the following hold for i = 1, . . . ,n :

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T ,
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(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi ,

(4) DTUiPiU
∗
i DT = D2

Ti
,

(5) P1 +U∗
1 P2U1 +U∗

1U∗
2 P3U2U1+ . . .+U∗

1U∗
2 . . .U

∗
n−1PnUn−1 . . .U2U1 = IDT

.

(b) Such a unitary dilation is minimal and unique in the sense that if (X1, . . . ,Xn) on K̃1 is

another unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) such that the product X = ∏n
i=1 Xi is a minimal

unitary dilation of T , then there is a unitary ρ : K̃0 → K̃1 such that (X1, . . . ,Xn) = (ρ ∗
W1ρ , . . . ,ρ ∗Wnρ).

This is Theorem 3.8 in this paper. We show an explicit construction of such a unitary dilation

on the Schäffer’s minimal unitary dilation space K̃0 = l2(DT )⊕H ⊕ l2(DT ∗) of T , where DT =

Ran(I − T ∗T )
1
2 and DT ∗ = Ran(I − T T ∗)

1
2 . Note that upto a unitary K̃0 is the smallest Hilbert

space on which (T1, . . . ,Tn) can have such a unitary dilation and the reason is that it is the minimal

unitary dilation space of the product ∏n
i=1 Ti = T .

In [41], the authors of this article show that (T1, . . . ,Tn) dilates to a commuting tuple of isome-

tries (V1, . . . ,Vn) on the minimal isometric dilation space K of T with V = ∏n
i=1Vi being the

minimal isometric dilation of T if and only if the conditions (1)− (5) of Theorem 1.3 hold. Nat-

urally, any unitary extension of the subnormal tuple (V1, . . . ,Vn) becomes a unitary dilation for

(T1, . . . ,Tn). The most interesting fact about the unitary dilation in Theorem 1.3 is that without any

additional hypothesis (V1, . . . ,Vn) on K admits a minimal unitary extension (W1, . . . ,Wn) on K ′,
the minimal unitary dilation space for T .

We also show in Theorem 5.3 that such a unitary dilation can be constructed with the conditions

(1)− (4) only, though we do not have an exact converse part then. We construct a special unitary

dilation for (T1, . . . ,Tn) when the product T is a C.0 contraction, i.e. T ∗n → 0 strongly as n → ∞.

Indeed, in Theorem 4.3 with an explicit construction we show that an analogue of Theorem 1.3 can

be obtained with a weaker hypothesis when T is a C.0 contraction. This is another main result of

this paper. The other achievement of this paper is Theorem 5.2 in which we construct an explicit

unitary dilation for (T1, . . . ,Tn) on the Sz. Nagy-Foias minimal unitary dilation space of T when T

is a completely non-unitary (c.n.u.) contraction, i.e. when T is missing a unitary summand in its

canonical decomposition. We accumulate a few preparatory results in Section 2.

2. A FEW PREPARATORY RESULTS

We begin with a famous result due to Douglas, Muhly and Pearcy. This result will play a major

role in the proof of the main results of this paper.

Proposition 2.1 ([26], Proposition 2.2). For i = 1,2, let Ti be a contraction on a Hilbert space Hi

and let X be an operator from H2 to H1. A necessary and sufficient condition that the operator

on H1 ⊕H2 defined by the matrix

[
T1 X

0 T2

]
be a contraction is that there exists a contraction C

mapping H2 into H1 such that X = (I −T1T ∗
1 )

1
2C(I−T ∗

2 T2)
1
2 .

The following theorem is another general and useful result in operator theory.

Theorem 2.2 ([17], Lemma 13). Let (R1, . . . ,Rn−1,U) on K be a dilation of (S1, . . . ,Sn−1,P) on

H , where P is a contraction on H and U on K is the Schffer minimal unitary dilation of P. Then
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for all j = 1,2, . . . ,n−1, R j admits a matrix representation of the form


∗ ∗ ∗
0 S j ∗
0 0 ∗




with respect to the decomposition K = l2(DT )⊕H ⊕ l2(DT∗).

In [15], Berger, Coburn and Lebow found the most popular factorization of a pure isometry. This

is stated as Theorem 3.5 in this paper. Later Bercovici, Douglas and Foias proved a finer version

of that result which we are going to state below.

Lemma 2.3 (Bercovici, Douglas and Foias, [14]). Let U1, . . . ,Un be unitaries on Hilbert space

H and P1, . . . ,Pn be orthogonal projections on H . For 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let Vi = MUiP
⊥
i +zUiPi

. Then

(V1, . . . ,Vn) defines a commuting n-tuple of isometries with Πn
i=1Vi = Mz if and only if the following

conditions are satisfied.

(1) UiU j =U jUi for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,

(2) U1 . . .Un = IH ,

(3) Pj +U∗
j PiU j = Pi +U∗

i PjUi ≤ IH , for all i 6= j and

(4) P1 +U∗
1 P2U1 +U∗

1U∗
2 P3U2U1 + . . .+U∗

1U∗
2 . . .U

∗
n−1PnUn−1 . . .U2U1 = IH .

The following result also appeared in [14].

Lemma 2.4 ([14], Lemma 2.2). Consider unitary operators U,U1,U2 and orthogonal projections

P,P1 and P2 on Hilbert space H . If VU,P,VU1,P1
and VU2,P2

on H2(H ) are defined as VU,P =
MP⊥U∗+zPU∗ , VU1,P1

= MP⊥
1 U∗

1+zP1U∗
1

and VU2,P2
= MP⊥

2 U∗
2+zP2U∗

2
, then the following are equivalent.

(i) VU,P =VU1,P1
VU2,P2

,

(ii) U =U1U2 and P = P1 +U∗
1 P2U1.

Let us state a pair of lemma that are analogous to Lemmas 2.3 & 2.4 respectively. In fact they

provide factorization of similar kind for co-analytic symbols. The results can be proved using

similar techniques as in the proof of Lemmas 2.3 & 2.4 in [14] and thus we skip the proofs. These

results will be used in the proof of the main unitary dilation theorem.

Lemma 2.5. Let U1, . . . ,Un be unitaries and P1, . . . ,Pn be orthogonal projections on H . For each

1 ≤ i ≤ n, let Vi = MUiQ
⊥
i +z̄UiPi

. Then (V1, . . . ,Vn) defines a commuting n-tuple of co-isometries

with Πn
i=1Vi = Mz̄ if and only if the following conditions are satisfied.

(1) UiU j =U jUi for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n,

(2) U1 . . .Un = IH ,

(3) Pj +U∗
j PiU j = Pi +U∗

i PjUi ≤ IH , for all i 6= j and

(4) P1 +U∗
1 P2U1 +U∗

1U∗
2 P3U2U1 + . . .+U∗

1U∗
2 . . .U

∗
n−1PnUn−1 . . .U2U1 = IH .

Lemma 2.6. Consider unitary operators U,U1,U2 and orthogonal projections P,P1 and P2 on

Hilbert space H . If WU,P,WU1,P1
and WU2,P2

are Toeplitz operators on H2(H ) defined by WU,P =
MUP⊥+z̄UP, VU1,P1

= MU1Q⊥
1 +z̄U1P1

and VU2,P2
= MU2P⊥

2 +z̄U2P2
, then the following are equivalent.

(i) VU,P =VU1,P1
VU2,P2

,

(ii) U =U1U2 and P = P2 +U∗
2 P1U2.
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3. SCHäFFER-TYPE MINIMAL UNITARY DILATION

In this Section, we find a necessary and sufficient condition such that a tuple of commuting con-

traction (T1, . . . ,Tn) dilates to a tuple of commuting unitaries acting on the minimal unitary dilation

space of T = ∏n
i=1 Ti. The dilation is minimal and we also show an explicit construction of such a

minimal unitary dilation on the Schäffer’s minimal space. In [41], we have constructed an isomet-

ric dilation in such scenario. We recall that result here. This will be frequently used throughout the

paper.

Theorem 3.1 ([41], Theorem 3.4). Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈B(H ) be commuting contractions, T =∏n
i=1 Ti

and T ′
i = ∏i 6= j Tj for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(a) If K is the minimal isometric dilation space of T , then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric

dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on K with V =Πn
i=1Vi being the minimal isometric dilation of T if and

only if there are unique orthogonal projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries

U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) with ∏n
i=1Ui = IDT

such that the following conditions are satisfied

for each i = 1, . . . ,n:

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T ,

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi ,

(4) DTUiPiU
∗
i DT = D2

Ti
,

(5) P1 +U∗
1 P2U1 +U∗

1U∗
2 P3U2U1+ . . .+U∗

1U∗
2 . . .U

∗
n−1PnUn−1 . . .U2U1 = IDT

.

(b) Such an isometric dilation is minimal and unique in the sense that if (W1, . . . ,Wn) on K1

and (Y1, . . . ,Yn) on K2 are two isometric dilations of (T1, . . . ,Tn) such that W = ∏n
i=1Wi

and Y = ∏n
i=1Yi are minimal isometric dilations of T on K1 and K2 respectively, then

there is a unitary Ũ : K1 → K2 such that (W1, . . . ,Wn) = (Ũ∗Y1Ũ , . . . ,Ũ∗YnŨ).

We have from [41] an existence of an isometric dilation on the minimal dilation space of T with

an assumption of four out of five conditions of Theorem 3.1. This is a weaker version of Theorem

3.1 where we miss an appropriate converse part.

Theorem 3.2 ([41], Theorem 3.5). Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions, T ′
i =

∏i 6= j Tj for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n and T = ∏n
i=1 Ti. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dilation on

the minimal isometric dilation space of T , if there are projections P1, . . . ,Pn and commuting uni-

taries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) such that the following conditions hold for i = 1, . . . ,n:

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T ,

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi ,

(4) DTUiPiU
∗
i DT = D2

Ti
.

Conversely, if (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dilation (V̂1, . . . ,V̂n) with V = ∏n
i=1Vi being the

minimal isometric dilation of T , then there are unique projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting

unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) satisfying the conditions (1)− (4) above.

The next few lemmas are useful for proving the main results of this Section. Note that the next

lemma is proved in [16] in a more general setting.

Lemma 3.3. Let H be a Hilbert space and let A,B ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions. Then

there is a unique contraction C ∈ B(DAB) such that D2
BA = DABCDAB.
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Proof. Let us consider the operator Y on H ⊕H defined by the matrix Y =

[
A∗B∗ D2

BA

0 AB

]
. Since

[
B∗ D2

B

0 B

]
is a contraction by Proposition 2.1 and since A is a contraction, it follows that

Y =

[
A∗B∗ D2

BA

0 AB

]
=

[
B∗ D2

B

0 B

][
A∗ 0

0 A

]

is a contraction. So, again by Proposition 2.1, there is a contraction F ∈ B(H ) such that

D2
BA = DABFDAB.

Suppose the matrix of F with respect to the decomposition H = DAB ⊕ ker(DAB) is

[
F11 F12

F21 F22

]
.

Since D2
BA = DABFDAB, it follows that D2

BA vanishes on ker(DAB). Therefore, the matrix of

D2
BA with respect to decomposition H = DAB ⊕ ker(DAB) is

[
D2

BA 0

0 0

]
. So, we have D2

BA =

DABF11DAB, where F11 ∈ B(DAB) is a contraction.

For the uniqueness part, let there be two contractions C,C1 ∈B(DAB) satisfying D2
BA=DABXDAB.

Then DAB(C−C′)DAB = 0 and consequently 〈(C−C′)DABh,DABh〉= 0 for any h∈H . This shows

that C =C1 and the proof is complete.

The following result can be found in the literature (e.g. [10]), though here we include a shorter

proof for the sake of completeness.

Lemma 3.4. Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions. Let T = Πn
j=1Tj, and T ′

i =

Πi 6= jTj for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then DT Ti = FiDT +F ′∗
i DT T and DT T ′

i = F ′
i DT +F∗

i DT T, where Fi,F
′
i ∈

B(DT ) are unique solutions of D2
T ′

i
Ti = DT XiDT and D2

Ti
T ′

i = DT X ′
i DT respectively for each i.

Proof. Let G = F ′∗
i DT T +FiDT −DT Ti. Then G is defined from H →DT . Since Fi,F

′
i are unique

solutions of D2
T ′

i
Ti = DT XiDT and D2

Ti
T ′

i = DT X ′
i DT respectively for each i, we have that

DT G = DT F ′∗
i DT T +DT FiDT −D2

T Ti = (T ′∗
i −T ∗Ti)T +(Ti −T ′∗

i T )−Ti +T ∗T Ti = 0.

Now for any h,h′ ∈ H , 〈Gh,DT h′〉 = 〈DT Gh,h′〉 = 0. Hence G = 0 and consequently DT Ti =
FiDT +F ′∗

i DT T . We can have a similar proof for DT T ′
i = F ′

i DT +F∗
i DT T .

A refined Berger-Coburn-Lebow Model Theorem. In [15], Berger, Coburn and Lebow found the

following remarkable factorization of a pure isometry. In Theorem 3.10 in [40], the first named

author of this paper make a slight refinement of that result in the following manner.

Theorem 3.5 (Berger-Coburn-Lebow, [15]). Let V1, . . . ,Vn be commuting isometries on H such

that V = ∏n
i=1Vi is a pure isometry. Let V ′

i = ∏ j 6=iVj for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then, there exist projections

P1, . . . ,Pn and unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DV ∗) such that

(V1, . . . ,Vn,V )≡ (TP⊥
1 U1+zP1U1

, . . . ,TP⊥
n Un+zPnUn

,Tz) on H2(DV ∗).

Moreover, U∗
i P⊥

i ,PiUi are unique operators such that V ∗
i −V ′

i V ∗ =DV ∗U∗
i P⊥

i DV ∗ and V ′∗
i −ViV

∗ =
DV ∗PiUiDV ∗ respectively for each i = 1, . . . ,n.
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We state a lemma below and its proof will take cues from the proof of Theorem 3.1 from [41].

This will be useful.

Lemma 3.6. Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions, T = ∏n
i=1 Ti and T ′

i = ∏ j 6=i Tj

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let K be the minimal isometric dilation space of T . If (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an

isometric dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on K with V = ∏n
i=1Vi being the minimal isometric dilation of T ,

then the following hold:

(1) DT T ′
i =UiPiDT +UiP

⊥
i DT T ,

(2) DT P⊥
i DT = D2

T ′
i
.

Proof. Since (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on K with V =∏n
i=1Vi being

the minimal isometric dilation of T , by part-(b) of Theorem 3.1, we can assume without loss of

generality that

Vi =




Ti 0 0 0 . . .
PiU

∗
i DT P⊥

i U∗
i 0 0 . . .

0 PiU
∗
i P⊥

i U∗
i 0 . . .

0 0 PiU
∗
i P⊥

i U∗
i . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .




and V =




T 0 0 0 . . .
DT 0 0 0 . . .
0 I 0 0 . . .
0 0 I 0 . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .



, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

following the construction of the isometric dilation as in Theorem 3.1 from [41]. Here P1, . . . ,Pn

are unique projections and U1, . . . ,Un are unique commuting unitaries on DT such that ∏n
i=1Ui = I

and the conditions (1)−(5) of the Theorem 3.1 are satisfied. Let V ′
i = ∏ j 6=iVj for any i = 1, . . . ,n.

Since V1, . . . ,Vn and V = ∏n
i=1Vi are isometries, we have V ′

i = V ∗
i V . Hence for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we

obtain

V ′
i =V ∗

i V =




T ∗
i DTUiPi 0 0 . . .
0 UiP

⊥
i UiPi 0 . . .

0 0 UiP
⊥
i UiPi . . .

0 0 0 UiP
⊥
i . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .







T 0 0 0 . . .
DT 0 0 0 . . .
0 I 0 0 . . .
0 0 I 0 . . .
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .




=




T ∗
i Ti +DTUiPiDT 0 0 0 . . .

UiP
⊥
i DT UiPi 0 0 . . .
0 UiP

⊥
i UiPi 0 . . .

0 0 UiP
⊥
i UiPi . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .




=




T ′
i 0 0 0 . . .

UiP
⊥
i DT UiPi 0 0 . . .
0 UiP

⊥
i UiPi 0 . . .

0 0 UiP
⊥
i UiPi . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .



,

where the equation T ∗
i Ti +DTUiPiDT = T ′

i follows from (a′) in the (⇒) part of the proof of Theo-

rem 3.1 from [41]. Thus, (2,1) entry of V ′
i V =VV ′

i gives us that DT T ′
i =UiPiDT +UiP

⊥
i DT T for

any i = 1, . . . ,n. Since V ′
i is an isometry, the (1,1) entry of V ′∗

i V ′
i = I gives DT P⊥

i DT = I−T ′∗
i T ′

i =
D2

T ′
i
.
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We now show that the existence of an isometric dilation for a tuple of commuting contractions

(T1, . . . ,Tn) on the minimal isometric dilation space of their product T = ∏n
i=1 Ti is equivalent to

the existence of a minimal isometric dilation for (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) on the minimal isometric dilation

space of T ∗. This is one of the main results of this article.

Theorem 3.7. Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions and let K be the minimal iso-

metric dilation space for their product T = Πn
i=1Ti. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dila-

tion (V1, . . . ,Vn) on K with V = ∏n
i=1Vi being the minimal isometric dilation of T if and only if

(T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) possesses an isometric dilation (Y1, . . . ,Yn) on K∗ with Y = ∏n

i=1Yi being the minimal

isometric dilation of T ∗, where K∗ is the minimal isometric dilation space for T ∗.

Proof. It suffices to prove one side of the theorem, because, the other side follows by an analogous

argument. So, we assume that (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on K with

V = ∏n
i=1Vi being the minimal isometric dilation of T . Then by Theorem 3.1, there are unique

projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) with ∏n
i=1Ui = I such

that the following conditions are satisfied for 1 ≤ i ≤ n:

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T ,

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi ,

(4) DTUiPiU
∗
i DT = D2

Ti
,

(5) P1 +U∗
1 P2U1 +U∗

1U∗
2 P3U2U1 + . . .+U∗

1U∗
2 . . .U

∗
n−1PnUn−1 . . .U2U1 = IDT

.

To prove that (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) possesses an isometric dilation (Y1, . . . ,Yn) on K∗ with Y =∏n

i=1Yi being

the minimal isometric dilation of T ∗. By Theorem 3.1 it suffices if we show the existence of unique

projections Q1, . . . ,Qn and unique commuting unitaries Ũ1, . . . ,Ũn in B(DT ∗) with ∏n
i=1Ũi = I

satisfying

(1′) DT ∗T ∗
i = Q⊥

i Ũ∗
i DT ∗ +QiŨ

∗
i DT∗T ∗ ,

(2′) Q⊥
i Ũ∗

i Q⊥
j Ũ∗

j = Q⊥
j Ũ∗

j Q⊥
i Ũ∗

i ,

(3′) ŨiQiŨ jQ j = Ũ jQ jŨiQi ,

(4′) DT ∗ŨiQiŨ
∗
i DT ∗ = D2

T ∗
i

,

(5′) Q1 +Ũ∗
1 Q2Ũ1 + . . .+Ũ∗

1 . . .Ũ
∗
n−1QnŨn−1 . . .Ũ1 = IDT∗ ,

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Let T ′
i = ∏ j 6=i Tj for i = 1, . . . ,n. As in the proof of Theorem 3.1, if we denote

Fi = P⊥
i U∗

i and F ′
i =UiPi, then we have F∗

i Fi +F ′
i F ′∗

i = IDT
= FiF

∗
i +F ′∗

i F ′
i and FiF

′
i = F ′

i Fi = 0.

Also, condition-(4) leads to DT F ′
i F ′∗

i DT = D2
Ti

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and condition-(1) gives

DT Ti = FiDT +F ′∗
i DT T. (3.1)

Lemma 3.3 guarantees the existence of operators G1, . . . ,Gn,G
′
1, . . . ,G

′
n ∈ B(DT ∗) satisfying

DT ∗GiDT ∗ = D2
T ′∗

i
T ∗

i , & DT ∗G′
iDT ∗ = D2

T ∗
i

T ′∗
i (3.2)

and Lemma 3.4 further shows that they satisfy

DT ∗T ∗
i = GiDT ∗ +G′∗

i DT ∗T ∗. (3.3)

Following the converse part of the proof of Theorem 3.1 we have from (a) and (a′) the identities

D2
T ′

i
Ti = Ti −T ′∗

i T = DT FiDT and D2
Ti

T ′
i = T ′

i −T ∗
i T = DT F ′

i DT respectively. Again, Lemma 3.3

guarantees the uniqueness of such Fi and F ′
i . Thus, we have that Fi = P⊥

i U∗
i and F ′

i =UiPi satisfy

DT FiDT = D2
T ′

i
Ti & DT F ′

i DT = D2
Ti

T ′
i . (3.4)
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From Lemma 3.4 we have that Fi, F ′
i satisfy

DT T ′
i = F ′

i DT +F∗
i DT T. (3.5)

Also, from Lemma 3.6 we have that

DT FiF
∗

i DT = D2
T ′

i
. (3.6)

Set Ũi = G∗
i +G′

i, Ũ ′
i = G∗

i −G′
i and Qi =

1

2
(I −Ũ ′∗

i Ũi). We prove that Ũi is a unitary and Qi is a

projection for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then we have

GiG
∗
i +G′∗

i G′
i = IDT∗ = G∗

i Gi +G′
iG

′∗
i & GiG

′
i = G′

iGi = 0. (3.7)

See the Appendix for a proof of (3.7). Now

Ũ∗
i Ũi = (Gi +G′∗

i )(G
∗
i +G′

i) = GiG
∗
i +GiG

′
i +G′∗

i G∗
i +G′∗

i G′
i = GiG

∗
i +G′∗

i G′
i = I

and

ŨiŨ
∗
i = (G∗

i +G′
i)(Gi +G′∗

i ) = G∗
i Gi +G∗

i G′∗
i +G′

iGi +G′
iG

′∗
i = G∗

i Gi +G′
iG

′∗
i = I.

Hence Ũi is a unitary for each i. Observe that Gi = (Ũ∗
i +Ũ ′∗

i )/2 and G′
i = (Ũi −Ũ ′

i )/2. Hence

G′
iGi = 0 implies that ŨiŨ

′∗
i = Ũ ′

iŨ
∗
i and GiG

′
i = 0 implies that Ũ∗

i Ũ ′
i = Ũ ′∗

i Ũi. Thus Qi =
1

2
(I −

Ũ∗
i Ũ ′

i ). Also, we have that

Q2
i =

1

2
(I−Ũ ′∗

i Ũi)
1

2
(I−Ũ∗

i Ũ ′
i ) =

1

4
(I −2Ũ ′∗

i Ũi + I) = Qi & Q∗
i =

1

2
(I −Ũ∗

i Ũ ′
i ) = Qi.

Therefore, each Qi is a projection. It follows from here that G′
i = ŨiQi,Gi = Q⊥

i Ũ∗
i for each

i. Substituting the values of Gi,G
′
i in (3.3) and (6.1) (see the Appendix) we obtain our desired

identities (1′) and (4′) respectively. In order to have (2′),(3′) it suffices if we prove [Gi,G j] =
[G′

i,G
′
j] = 0 for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. We have from Theorem 3.1 that (V1, . . . ,Vn) is an isometric dilation

of (T1, . . . ,Tn). Note that

DT ∗(G∗
i T −T Fi)DT = DT ∗G∗

i DT ∗T −T DT FiDT = (Ti −T T ′∗
i )T −T (Ti −T ′∗

i T ) = 0.

Since T DT = DT ∗T i.e. T maps DT into DT ∗ , we have that

G∗
i T |DT

= T Fi|DT
. (3.8)

Using (3.4), (3.2) and the fact that T ∗DT ∗ = DT T ∗ we have that

DT F ′
i T ∗DT ∗ +DT ∗GiDT ∗ = D2

Ti
T ′

i T ∗+D2
T ′∗

i
T ∗

i = T ′
i T ∗−T ∗

i TiT
′

i T ∗+T ∗
i −T ′

i T ′∗
i T ∗

i = T ∗
i D2

T ∗.

Therefore, for all i = 1, . . . ,n we have

DT ∗Gi = T ∗
i DT ∗ −DT F ′

i T ∗. (3.9)

Again, by the commutativity of V1, . . . ,Vn,V
′
1, . . . ,V

′
n, the operators Fi,Fj,F

′
i ,F

′
j satisfy

[Fi,Fj] = [F ′
i ,F

′
j ] = 0 and [F∗

i ,F
′
j ] = [F∗

j ,F
′
i ]. (3.10)

Now we prove that [Gi,G j] = [G′
i,G

′
j] = 0 and [Gi,G

′∗
j ] = [G j,G

′∗
i ] for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. First note

that F ′
i s satisfy these commutator relations. The space K can be decomposed into K1 ⊕K2 such

that V |K1
is a pure isometry and V |K2

is a unitary. We show that K1, K2 are reducing subspaces for

each Vi. If Vi =

[
Ai Bi

Ci Di

]
and V =

[
VK1 0

0 VK2

]
with respect to the decomposition K = K1 ⊕K2,

then ViV =VVi implies that BiVK2 =VK1Bi and CiVK1 = VK2Ci. Therefore, for all k ∈ N, V ∗k
K2B∗

i =
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B∗
i V ∗k

K1 and V ∗n
K1C∗

i =C∗
i V ∗k

K2. Now VK1 is a pure isometry and thus for each h ∈ H , ‖B∗
i V ∗k

K1h‖→ 0.

Again VK2 is a unitary and so we have ‖V ∗k
K2B∗

i h‖= ‖B∗
i h‖. Therefore, V ∗k

K2B∗
i = B∗

i V ∗k
K1 would imply

that Bi = 0. Similarly Ci = 0 for each i = 1, . . .n. Hence let Vi = Vi1 ⊕Vi2 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Now

VK1 = Πn
i=1Vi1. Thus, by Theorem 3.5 there exist commuting unitaries Ũ11, . . . ,Ũn1 and projections

Q11, . . . ,Qn1 in B(DV ∗
K1
) such that (V11, . . . ,Vn1)≡ (M

Ũ11Q⊥
11+zŨ11Q11

, . . . ,M
Ũn1Q⊥

n1+zŨn1Qn1
) and that

DV ∗
K1

Q⊥
i1Ũ∗

i1DV ∗
K1

= D2
V ′∗

i1
V ∗

i1, (3.11)

DV ∗
K1

Ũi1Qi1DV ∗
K1

= D2
V ∗

i1
V ′∗

i1 (3.12)

for each i = 1, . . . ,n. The fact that (M
Ũ11Q⊥

11+zŨ11Q11
, . . . ,M

Ũn1Q⊥
n1+zŨn1Qn1

) is a commuting tuple

gives

[Ũi1Q⊥
i1,Ũ j1Q⊥

j1] = 0 = [Ũi1Qi1,Ũ j1Q j1], [Ũi1Q⊥
i1,Ũ j1Q j1] = [Ũ j1Q⊥

j1,Ũi1Qi1], (3.13)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Again, since ∏n
i=1 M

Ũi1Q⊥
i1+zŨi1Qi1

= Mz, we have that

Q11 +Ũ∗
11Q21Ũ11 +Ũ∗

11Ũ∗
21Q31Ũ21Ũ11 + . . .+Ũ∗

11Ũ∗
21 . . .Ũ

∗
(n−1)1Qn1Ũ(n−1)1 . . .Ũ21Ũ11 = IDV∗

K1

(3.14)

and that ∏n
i=1Ũi1 = IDV∗

K1

. Also, Vi2, . . . ,Vn2 are unitary on K2. It follows that

D2
V ′∗

i
= IK −

[
V ′

i1 0

0 V ′
i2

][
V ′∗

i1 0

0 V ′∗
i2

]
=

[
IK1

−V ′
i1V ′∗

i1 0

0 IK2
−V ′

i2V ′∗
i2

]
=

[
IK1

−V ′
i1V ′∗

i1 0

0 0

]
.

Therefore, DV ′∗
i
= DV ′∗

i1
⊕ 0. Similarly we can prove that DV ∗

i
= DV ∗

i1
⊕ 0 for all i = 1, . . . ,n, with

respect to the above decomposition of K . So DV ∗ = DV ∗
K1
⊕ 0. Substituting this we have from

(3.11) and (3.12)

D2
V ′∗

i
V ∗

i = (D2
V ′∗

i1
⊕0)(V ∗

i1 ⊕V ∗
i2) = D2

V ′∗
i1

V ∗
i1 ⊕0 = DV ∗

K1
Q⊥

i1Ũ∗
i1DV ∗

K1
⊕0 = DV ∗(Q⊥

i1Ũ∗
i1⊕0)DV ∗ .

Hence, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n we have

D2
V ′∗

i
V ∗

i = DV ∗(Q⊥
i1Ũ

∗
i1 ⊕0)DV ∗ (3.15)

and similarly we have

D2
V ∗

i
V ′∗

i = DV ∗(Ũi1Qi1 ⊕0)DV ∗. (3.16)

Note that if (V,K ) is the minimal isometric dilation of a contraction (T,H ) then the dimen-

sions of DV ∗ and DT ∗ are equal. Indeed, if X : DT ∗ → DV ∗ is defined as XDT∗h = DV ∗h for all

h ∈H and is extended continuously to the closure, then X is a unitary (see [13]). We briefly recall

the proof here. Since V is the minimal isometric dilation of T , we have

K = span{V kh : k ≥ 0, h ∈ H }.
Now, for n ∈N and h∈H we have D2

V ∗V nh= (I−VV ∗)V nh= 0. Therefore, we have DV ∗V nh= 0

for any n ∈ N and h ∈ H . Thus, DV ∗ = DV ∗K = DV ∗H . In fact

‖DV ∗h‖2 = {(I −VV ∗)h,h}= ‖h‖2 −‖V ∗h‖2 = ‖h‖2 −‖T ∗h‖2 = ‖DT ∗h‖2.

Therefore, X as defined above is a unitary. We have that

DV ∗XGiX
∗DV ∗ = D2

V ′∗
i

V ∗
i and DV ∗XG′

iX
∗DV ∗ = D2

V ∗
i
V ′∗

i . (3.17)

See the Appendix for a proof of (3.17). Thus, by the uniqueness argument as in Lemma 3.3, we

have from (3.15), (3.16) and (3.17) that XGiX
∗=Q⊥

i1Ũ∗
i1⊕0 and XG′

iX
∗= Ũi1Qi1⊕0 . This is same
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as saying that XGiX
∗ = Q⊥

iKŨ∗
iK and XG′

iX
∗ = ŨiKQiK , where ŨiK =

[
Ũi1 0

0 IK2

]
and QiK = Qi1⊕0

with respect to the decomposition DV ∗
K1
⊕0 of DV ∗ . Also, from (3.13) it is clear that

[ŨiKQ⊥
iK,Ũ jKQ⊥

jK] = 0 = [ŨiKQiK,Ũ jKQ jK], [ŨiKQ⊥
iK,Ũ jKQ jK] = [Ũ jKQ⊥

jK,ŨiKQiK].

Thus, we have [G∗
i ,G

′
j] = [G∗

j ,G
′
i], [Gi,Gi] = 0 = [G′

i,G
′
j]. So, we have ŨiŨ j = Ũ jŨi. From (3.14)

and the fact that ∏n
i=1Ũi1 = IDV∗

K1

, it follow that ∏n
i=1Ũi = IDT∗ . Since G′

i = ŨiQi,Gi = Q⊥
i Ũ∗

i ,

(3.14) guarantees that condition-(5) holds. The uniqueness of Qi and Ũi for each i follows from

the uniqueness of Gi and G′
i. The proof is now complete.

Now we are in a position to present the main unitary dilation theorem which is another main

result of this paper.

Theorem 3.8. Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions, T = Πn
j=1Tj and T ′

i = Πi 6= jTj

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(a) If K̃0 is a minimal unitary dilation space for T , then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dila-

tion (W1, . . . ,Wn) on K̃0 with W = ∏n
i=1Wi being the minimal unitary dilation of T if and

only if there exist unique projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un

in B(DT ) with ∏n
i=1Ui = I such that the following hold for i = 1, . . . ,n :

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T ,

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi ,

(4) DTUiPiU
∗
i DT = D2

Ti
,

(5) P1 +U∗
1 P2U1 +U∗

1U∗
2 P3U2U1+ . . .+U∗

1U∗
2 . . .U

∗
n−1PnUn−1 . . .U2U1 = IDT

.

(b) Such a unitary dilation is minimal and unique in the sense that if (X1, . . . ,Xn) on K̃1 is

another unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) such that the product X = ∏n
i=1 Xi is a minimal

unitary dilation of T , then there is a unitary ρ : K̃0 → K̃1 such that (X1, . . . ,Xn) = (ρ ∗
W1ρ , . . . ,ρ ∗Wnρ).

Proof. Part-(a). (The ⇐ part). Suppose there are unique projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique com-

muting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) with ∏n
i=1Ui = I satisfying the operator identities (1)− (5)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We explicitly construct a unitary dilation (W1, . . . ,Wn) on K̃0 of (T1, . . . ,Tn) such

that the product W =∏n
i=1Wi becomes a minimal unitary dilation of the product of the contractions

T = ∏n
i=1. Evidently, by Theorem 3.1, (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dilation on the minimal

isometric dilation space K0 of T , especially when K0 =H ⊕ l2(DT ), the Schäffer’s minimal iso-

metric dilation space of T , (T1, . . . ,Tn) dilates to a tuple of commuting isometries (V1, . . . ,Vn) on

K0, where

Vi =




Ti 0 0 0 . . .
PiU

∗
i DT P⊥

i U∗
i 0 0 . . .

0 PiU
∗
i P⊥

i U∗
i 0 . . .

0 0 PiU
∗
i P⊥

i U∗
i . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .



, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
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and ∏n
i=1Vi = V is the Schäffer’s minimal isometric dilation of T . Again, since (T1, . . . ,Tn) pos-

sesses an isometric dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on K0 with ∏n
i=1Vi =V being the minimal isometric dila-

tion of T , it follows from Theorem 3.7 that (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) possesses an isometric dilation (Y1, . . . ,Yn)

on the minimal isometric dilation space K∗ of T ∗ with ∏n
i=1Yi = Y being the minimal isometric

dilation of T ∗. Therefore, Theorem 3.1 guarantees the existence of a set of unique orthogonal pro-

jections Q1, . . . ,Qn and unique commuting unitaries Ũ1, . . . ,Ũn in B(DT ∗) with ∏n
i=1Ũi = I such

that the following identities hold for all i = 1, . . . ,n:

(1′) DT ∗T ∗
i = Q⊥

i Ũ∗
i DT ∗ +QiŨ

∗
i DT∗T ∗,

(2′) Q⊥
i Ũ∗

i Q⊥
j Ũ∗

j = Q⊥
j Ũ∗

j Q⊥
i Ũ∗

i ,

(3′) ŨiQiŨ jQ j = Ũ jQ jŨiQi,

(4′) DT ∗ŨiQiŨ
∗
i DT ∗ = D2

T ∗
i

,

(5′) Q1 +Ũ∗
1 Q2Ũ1 + . . .+Ũ∗

1 . . .Ũ
∗
n−1QnŨn−1 . . .Ũ1 = IDT∗ .

Since (V1, . . . ,Vn) is an isometric dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) on the minimal isometric dilation space

of T with ∏n
i=1Vi =V being the minimal isometric dilation of T , the (⇒) part of the Theorem 3.1

is applicable. From conditions (a) and (a′) in the proof of (⇒) part of the Theorem 3.1, we have

the identities D2
T ′

i
Ti = Ti −T ′∗

i T = DT FiDT and D2
Ti

T ′
i = T ′

i −T ∗
i T = DT F ′

i DT respectively, where

Fi = P⊥
i U∗

i and F ′
i =UiPi. Thus, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n we have

DTUiPiDT = T ′
i −T ∗

i T = D2
Ti

T ′
i & DT P⊥

i U∗
i DT = Ti −T ′∗

i T = D2
T ′

i
Ti . (3.18)

An analogous argument holds for (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) and thus we have

DT ∗ŨiQiDT ∗ = T ′∗
i −TiT

∗ = D2
T ∗

i
T ′∗

i & DT ∗Q⊥
i ŨiDT ∗ = T ∗

i −T ′
i T ∗ = D2

T ′∗
i

T ∗
i . (3.19)

It is well-known from Sz.-Nagy-Foias theory (see [13]) that any two minimal unitary dilations of

a contraction are unitarily equivalent. Thus, without loss of generality we consider the Schäffer’s

minimal unitary dilation space K̃0 of T , where

K̃0 = l2(DT )⊕H ⊕ l2(DT ∗) = · · ·⊕DT ⊕DT ⊕DT ⊕H ⊕DT ∗ ⊕DT ∗ ⊕DT ∗ ⊕ . . .

and construct a unitary dilation on K̃0 for (T1, . . . ,Tn). Let us define W1, . . . ,Wn on K̃0 = l2(DT )⊕
H ⊕ l2(DT ∗) by

Wi =




. . .
...

...
...

· · · P⊥
i U∗

i PiU
∗
i 0

· · · 0 P⊥
i U∗

i PiU
∗
i

· · · 0 0 P⊥
i U∗

i

...

0

0

PiU
∗
i DT

...
...

...

0 0 0 · · ·
0 0 0 · · ·

−PiU
∗
i T ∗ 0 0 · · ·

· · · 0 0 0 Ti DT ∗ŨiQi 0 0 · · ·

0 0

ŨiQ
⊥
i ŨiQi 0 · · ·

0 ŨiQ
⊥
i ŨiQi · · ·

0 0 ŨiQ
⊥
i · · ·

...
...

...
. . .




, 1≤ i≤ n.

We prove that (W1, . . . ,Wn) is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn). Note that the spaces K ′
0 = l2(DT )⊕

H and K0 =H ⊕ l2(DT ) are isomorphic by the canonical unitary that maps ξ ⊕h to h⊕ξ , where

ξ ∈ l2(DT ) and h ∈ H . Hence, this canonically gives a unitary

φ : l2(DT )⊕H ⊕ l2(DT ∗)→ K0 ⊕ l2(DT ∗). (3.20)
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Now if W̃i = φWiφ
∗ on K0 ⊕ l2(DT ∗) is the replica of Wi for each i, then it suffices to show that

(W̃1, . . . ,W̃n) is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn). It is evident that with respect to the decomposition

K0 ⊕ l2(DT ∗),

W̃i = φWiφ
∗ =

[
Vi Di

0 Ei

]
, (1 ≤ i ≤ n) (3.21)

where Di : l2(DT ∗)→ K0 and Ei : l2(DT ∗)→ l2(DT ∗) are the following operators:

Di =




DT ∗ŨiQi 0 0 · · ·
−PiU

∗
i T ∗ 0 0 · · ·

0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .


 & Ei =




ŨiQ
⊥
i ŨiQi 0 · · ·

0 ŨiQ
⊥
i ŨiQi · · ·

0 0 ŨiQ
⊥
i · · ·

...
...

...
. . .


 .

Evidently W̃i|K0
=Vi for each i and thus it suffices to show that (W̃1, . . . ,W̃n) is a commuting tuple

of unitaries, because, then (W̃1, . . . ,W̃n) becomes a unitary extension of (V1, . . . ,Vn) and hence a

unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn).

Step 1. First we prove that (W̃1, . . . ,W̃n) is a commuting tuple. For each i, j we have,

W̃iW̃j =

[
ViVj ViD j +DiE j

0 EiE j

]
and W̃jW̃i =

[
VjVi VjDi +D jEi

0 E jEi

]
.

Thus, W̃iW̃j = W̃jW̃i if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) ViVj =VjVi,

(ii) ViD j +DiE j =VjDi +D jEi,

(iii) EiE j = E jEi.

The condition-(i) follows from Theorem 3.1. We prove condition-(iii). First we simplify condition-

(2′) in the statement of this theorem using condition-(3′) and the fact that UiU j =U jUi. We have

Ũ∗
i Q jŨ

∗
j +QiŨ

∗
i Ũ∗

j = Ũ∗
j QiŨ

∗
i +Q jŨ

∗
j Ũ∗

i . Since Ũi,Ũ j are commuting unitaries, this further gives

Ũ∗
i Q jŨi +Qi = Ũ∗

j QiŨ j +Q j. (3.22)

The condition Ũ∗
i Q jŨi +Qi = Ũ∗

j QiŨ j +Q j ≤ I then follows from condition-(5′). Note that Ei on

l2(DT ∗) is equivalent to T
ŨiQ

⊥
i +z̄ŨiQi

on H2(DT∗). Hence by Lemma 2.5, (iii) holds. The proof of

(ii), i.e.

ViD j +DiE j =VjDi +D jEi (3.23)

is technical and is given in the Appendix. Therefore, (W̃1, . . . ,W̃n) is a commuting tuple.

Step 2. Now we prove that W̃i is a unitary for each i = 1,2 . . . ,n. First we note that W̃ ∗
i W̃i = I if

and only if [
V ∗

i Vi V ∗
i Di

D∗
i Vi D∗

i Di +E∗
i Ei

]
=

[
I 0

0 I

]

which holds if and only if

(a) V ∗
i Vi = IK0

,

(b) V ∗
i Di = 0 on l2(DT ∗),

(c) D∗
i Di +E∗

i Ei = Il2(DT∗).
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Clearly, (a) follows as each Vi is an isometry. For showing (b) note that

V ∗
i Di =




T ∗
i DT ∗ŨiQi −DTUiPiU

∗
i T ∗ 0 0 . . .

−UiP
⊥
i PiU

∗
i T ∗ 0 0 . . .

0 0 0 . . .
...

...
...

. . .


 .

Clearly, UiP
⊥
i PiU

∗
i T ∗ =Ui(I −Pi)PiU

∗
i T ∗ = 0 as Pi is a projection. Now

(T ∗
i DT ∗ŨiQi−DTUiPiU

∗
i T ∗)DT ∗ =T ∗

i (T
′∗

i −TiT
∗)−DTUiPiU

∗
i DT T ∗=T ∗

i (T
′∗

i −TiT
∗)−D2

Ti
T ∗= 0,

where the first and the second equality follow from (3.19) and condition-(4) of the theorem respec-

tively. This proves (b). For proving (c) we observe that QiQ
⊥
i = 0, Ũ∗

i Ũi = I and Qi +Q⊥
i = I.

Further the (1,1) entry of D∗
i Di + E∗

i Ei with respect to the decomposition DT ∗ ⊕DT ∗ ⊕ ·· · is

QiŨi
∗
D2

T ∗ŨiQi +TUiPiU
∗
i T ∗+Q⊥

i Ũi
∗
ŨiQ

⊥
i . So, we have

QiŨi
∗
D2

T ∗ŨiQi +TUiPiU
∗
i T ∗+Q⊥

i Ũi
∗
ŨiQ

⊥
i = QiŨi

∗
ŨiQi −QiŨi

∗
T T ∗ŨiQi +TUiPiU

∗
i T ∗+Q⊥

i

= Qi +Q⊥
i [by (6.2)]

= I.

Thus, (c) holds. We now prove W̃iW̃
∗
i = I. Note that W̃iW̃

∗
i = I if and only if

[
ViV

∗
i +DiD

∗
i DiE

∗
i

EiD
∗
i EiE

∗
i

]
=

[
I 0

0 I

]
(3.24)

and a proof to this is similar to that of W̃ ∗
i W̃i = I and is given in the Appendix. Thus, W̃i is a unitary

for each i = 1, . . . ,n. Hence, (W̃1, . . . ,W̃n) is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn).

Step 3. Now we prove that ∏n
i=1Wi =W , where W is the Schäffer’s minimal unitary dilation of T ,

i.e.

W =




. . .
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...

· · · 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 DT −T ∗ 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 T DT ∗ 0 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 0 0 0 I · · ·
· · · 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .




. (3.25)

Let W̃ = φWφ∗ on K0 ⊕ l2(DT ∗) where, φ is as in (3.20). Then, evidently

W̃ =

[
V D

0 E

]
, (1 ≤ k ≤ n) (3.26)
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where, V is the Schäffer’s minimal isometric dilation of T , D : l2(DT ∗)→ K0 and E : l2(DT∗)→
l2(DT ∗) are the following operators:

D =




DT ∗ 0 0 · · ·
−T ∗ 0 0 · · ·

0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .


 & E =




0 I 0 · · ·
0 0 I · · ·
0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .


 . (3.27)

It follows from (3.21) that,

n

∏
i=1

W̃i =
n

∏
i=1

φWiφ
∗ = φ

(
n

∏
i=1

Wi

)
φ∗.

Therefore, W = ∏n
i=1Wi if and only if W̃ = φWφ∗ = ∏n

i=1W̃i. Hence it suffices to prove that

W̃ = ∏n
i=1W̃i. It was proved by Bercovici, Douglas and Foias in [14], all terms that are involved

in condition-(5) (and in condition-(5′)) are mutually orthogonal projections. This is because, the

sum of projections is a projection if and only if they are mutually orthogonal. Suppose, for any

1 ≤ k ≤ n,

Tk = T1 . . .Tk, Uk =U1 . . .Uk, Pk = P1 +U1
∗P2U1 + . . .+Uk−1

∗PkUk−1,

Ũk = Ũ1 . . .Ũk, Qk = Q1 +Ũ1
∗
Q2Ũ1 + . . .+Ũk−1

∗
QkŨk−1,

where Uk,Pk ∈ B(DT ) are as in the hypothesis of this theorem and Ũk,Qk ∈ B(DT ∗) are as ob-

tained in the beginning of the proof satisfying conditions (1′)−(5′). Evidently each Uk is a unitary

and each Pk is a projection. Further, it follows from the hypothesis of this theorem and from the

condition (5′) that,

T n = T,Un = IDT
, Pn = IDT

, Ũn = IDT∗ , and Q
n
= IDT∗ . (3.28)

Define

Vk =




Tk 0 0 0 . . .

Pk Uk
∗DT Pk

⊥Uk
∗ 0 0 . . .

0 Pk Uk
∗ Pk

⊥Uk
∗ 0 . . .

0 0 Pk Uk
∗ Pk

⊥Uk
∗ . . .

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .



, 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Therefore, we have from (3.28) that V n =V , where V is the Schäffer’s minimal isometric dilation

of T . Note that for all k = 1, . . . ,n, the operators Vk and Vk have the following block- matrix form

with respect to the decomposition K0 = H ⊕ l2(DT ):

Vk =

[
Tk 0

Ck Sk

]
, Vk =

[
Tk 0

Ck Sk

]
,

where,

Ck =




PkU
∗
k DT

0

0
...


 : H → l2(DT ), Sk =




P⊥
k U∗

k 0 0 · · ·
PkU

∗
k P⊥

k U∗
k 0 · · ·

0 PkU
∗
k P⊥

k U∗
k · · ·

...
...

...
. . .


 : l2(DT )→ l2(DT )
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Ck =




Pk Uk
∗DT

0

0
...


 : H → l2(DT ), Sk =




Pk
⊥Uk

∗ 0 0 · · ·
Pk Uk

∗ Pk
⊥Uk

∗ 0 · · ·
0 Pk Uk

∗ Pk
⊥Uk

∗ · · ·
...

...
...

. . .


 : l2(DT )→ l2(DT ).

Let

W̃k =

[
Vk Dk

0 Ek

]
, (1 ≤ k ≤ n)

where Dk : l2(DT ∗)→ K0 and Ek : l2(DT∗)→ l2(DT∗) are the following operators:

Dk =




DT ∗Ũk Qk 0 0 · · ·
−Pk Uk

∗T ∗ 0 0 · · ·
0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .


 & Ek =




Ũk Qk
⊥ Ũk Qk 0 · · ·

0 Ũk Qk
⊥ Ũk Qk · · ·

0 0 Ũk Qk
⊥ · · ·

...
...

...
. . .


 .

Again by (3.26), (3.27) and (3.28), we have

W̃n = W̃ . (3.29)

We now show that W̃kW̃k+1 = W̃k+1. Considering the block matrices of these operators with respect

to the decomposition K0 ⊕ l2(DT∗) it suffices if we prove that
[
VkVk+1 VkDk+1 +DkEk+1

0 EkEk+1

]
=

[
Vk+1 Dk+1

0 Ek+1

]
, 1 ≤ k ≤ n−1.

From Step 3 in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we have that VkVk+1 = Vk+1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ n−1. Again,

considering the block matrices of Vk, Vk+1 and Vk+1 with respect to decomposition K0 = H ⊕
l2(DT ) we have Sk+1 = SkSk+1. This identity and a simple calculation lead to

Pk Uk
∗Pk+1U∗

k+1 = 0 & Pk
⊥Uk

∗Pk+1U∗
k+1 +Pk Uk

∗P⊥
k+1U∗

k+1 = Pk+1 Uk+1
∗. (3.30)

Again, it is clear from the definition that Ũk+1 = ŨkŨk+1 and Qk+1 = Qk +Ũk
∗
Qk+1Ũk. Further it

can inductively be proved that

Qk +Ũk
∗
Qk+1Ũk = Qk+1 +Ũ∗

k+1QkŨk+1. (3.31)

Hence, it follows from Lemma 2.6 that Ek+1 = EkEk+1. Thus,

Ũk QkŨk+1 Qk+1 = 0 (3.32)

and

Ũk Qk
⊥Ũk+1 Qk+1 +Ũk Qk Ũk+1 Q⊥

k+1 = Ũk+1 Qk+1. (3.33)

It remains to show that

VkDk+1 +DkEk+1 = Dk+1. (3.34)

A proof to this is technical and is given in the Appendix. Hence, for each k we have that W̃kW̃k+1 =

W̃k+1. Thus, recursively we have W̃n = ∏n
i=1W̃i. It then follows from (3.29), that W̃ = W̃n =

∏n
i=1W̃i, as required.
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(The ⇒ part). Suppose (Ŵ1, . . . ,Ŵn) is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) on a minimal unitary

dilation space K ′ of T with Πn
i=1Ŵi = Ŵ being the minimal unitary dilation of T . Then

K
′ = span{Ŵ nh : h ∈ H , n ∈ Z}.

Let W as in (3.25) be the Schäffer’s minimal unitary dilation of T on the Schäffer’s minimal space

K̃0. So,

K̃0 = span{W nh : h ∈ H , n ∈ Z}.
Therefore, the map τ : K̃0 → K ′ defined by τ(W nh) = Ŵ n(h) is a unitary which is identity on

H . Thus H is a reducing subspace for τ and consequently τ =

[
IH 0

0 τ2

]
, for some unitary

τ2, with respect to the decomposition H ⊕ (K̃0 ⊖H ) of K̃0 and H ⊕ (K ′⊖H ) of K ′. Ev-

idently, (τ∗Ŵ1τ, . . . ,τ∗Ŵnτ) is a commuting tuple of unitaries dilating (T1, . . . ,Tn) on K ′ with

∏n
i=1 τ∗Ŵiτ = W being the Schäffer’s minimal unitary dilation of T as in (3.25). It is clear

from (3.25) that W has the following block-matrix form with respect to the decomposition K̃0 =
l2(DT )⊕H ⊕ l2(DT ∗): 


∗ ∗ ∗
0 T ∗
0 0 ∗


 .

Suppose Wi = τ∗Ŵiτ for i = 1, . . . ,n. Then Lemma 2.2 tells us that with respect to the decomposi-

tion l2(DT )⊕H ⊕ l2(DT ∗) of K̃0, each Wj has a matrix representation of the form


∗ ∗ ∗
0 Tj ∗
0 0 ∗


 .

It is obvious from the blolck-matrix form that H ⊕ l2(DT ) is an invariant subspace for each Wj

and for W . Set Vj :=Wj|H ⊕l2(DT )
=

[
Tj 0

∗ ∗

]
and V =W |H ⊕l2(DT )

. Then, V is the Schäffer’s min-

imal isometric dilation of T on the Schäffer’s minimal isometric dilation space H ⊕ l2(DT ) and

(V1, . . . ,Vn) is a commuting isometric tuple that dilates (T1, . . . ,Tn). Since ∏n
i=1Wi =W , a simple

computation shows that ∏n
i=1Vi =V . Thus, (V1, . . . ,Vn) is an isometric dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) with

∏n
i=1Vi = V being the minimal isometric dilation of T . Therefore, it follows from Theorem 3.1

that there are unique orthogonal projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un

in B(DP) with ∏n
i=1Ui = IDP

satisfying the conditions (1)− (5) of this theorem.

Part-(b). Since W = ∏n
i=1Wi on K̃0 is a minimal unitary dilation of T = ∏n

i=1 Ti, it follows from

the definition of minimality that the dilation (W1, . . . ,Wn) of (T1, . . . ,Tn) is minimal. Thus,

K̃0 = Span{W nh : h ∈ H & n ∈ Z}= Span{W
d1

1 . . .W dn
n h : h ∈ H & d1, . . . ,dn ∈ Z}.

If (X1, . . . ,Xn) on K̃1 is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) with the product X =∏n
i=1 being a minimal

unitary dilation of T , then this is a minimal unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) and consequently we

have

K̃1 = Span{Xnh : h ∈ H & n ∈ Z}= Span{X
d1

1 . . .Xdn
n h : h ∈ H & d1, . . . ,dn ∈ Z}.
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Evidently, the unitary ρ : K̃0 → K̃1 that maps W nh to Xnh also maps W
d1

1 . . .W dn
n h to X

d1

1 . . .Xdn
n h

and this gives Xi = ρ∗Wiρ for 1 ≤ i ≤ n so that the product X = ∏n
i=1 Xi = ρ∗Wρ . The proof is

now complete.

Theorem 3.1 shows that a tuple of commuting contraction (T1, . . . ,Tn) admits an isometric di-

lation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on the minimal isometric dilation space of T = ∏n
i=1 Ti if we assume the exact

five conditions as in Theorem 3.8. Now being a subnormal tuple, (V1, . . . ,Vn) always extends to a

commuting unitary tuple which must be a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn). The main achievement

here is that we found such a unitary extension on the minimal unitary dilation space of T without

assuming any additional conditions. Needless to mention that Theorem 3.7 plays the central role

in determining this.

Remark 3.9. The minimal unitary dilation of Theorem 3.8 is not unconditional even for n = 2,

though Ando’s theorem tells us that every pair of commuting contractions (T1,T2) dilates to a pair

of commuting unitaries without any conditions on (T1,T2). As we have seen in Example 3.6 in

[41] that if we choose

T1 =




0 0 0

1/3 0 0

0 1/3
√

3 0


 & T2 =




0 0 0

0 0 0

−1/
√

3 0 0


 ,

then condition-(4) of Theorem 3.8 is not satisfied and consequently (T1,T2) does not dilate to a pair

of commuting unitaries (W1,W2) on the minimal unitary dilation space of T1T2 with W1W2 being

the minimal unitary dilation of T1T2.

We conclude this Section with the following analogue of Theorem 3.7 for unitary dilation.

Theorem 3.10. Let T1, . . .Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions and let K̃ be the minimal uni-

tary dilation space for T = Πn
i=1Ti. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dilation (W1, . . . ,Wn) on

K̃ with W = ∏n
i=1Wi being the minimal unitary dilation of T if and only if (T ∗

1 , . . . ,T
∗

n ) possesses

a unitary dilation (Z1, . . . ,Zn) on K̃∗ with Z = ∏n
i=1 Zi being the minimal unitary dilation of T ∗,

where K̃∗ is the minimal unitary dilation space for T ∗.

Proof. Suppose (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dilation (W1, . . . ,Wn) on K̃ with W being the min-

imal unitary dilation of T . Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) satisfies conditions (1)− (5) of Theorem 3.8 and

hence by Theorem 3.1, it admits an isometric dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on the minimal isometric dila-

tion space K of T with V = ∏n
i=1Vi being the minimal isometric dilation of T . So, by Theorem

3.7, (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) possesses an isometric dilation (Y1, . . . ,Yn) on the minimal isometric dilation

space K∗ of T ∗ with Y = ∏n
i=1Yi being the minimal isometric dilation of T ∗. Again applying

Theorem 3.1 on (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) we have that there are unique orthogonal projections Q1, . . . ,Qn and

unique commuting unitaries Ũ1, . . . ,Ũn in B(DT ∗) with ∏n
i=1Ũi = IDT∗ satisfying the hypotheses

of Theorem 3.1. Thus, with the same hypotheses we apply Theorem 3.8 to obtain a unitary dilation

(Z1, . . . ,Zn) of (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) on the minimal unitary dilation space K̃∗ of T ∗.

4. MINIMAL UNITARY DILATION WHEN THE PRODUCT IS A C.0 CONTRACTION

In this Section, we show that only four out of five conditions of Theorem 3.8 are necessary and

sufficient for the existence of a unitary dilation of a tuple of commuting contraction (T1, . . . ,Tn)
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when the product T = ∏n
i=1 Ti is a C.0 contraction. First we recall a pair of isometric dilation

theorems in this setting from [41].

Theorem 4.1. Let T1, . . . ,Tn be commuting contractions on a Hilbert space H such that their prod-

uct T = Πn
i=1Ti is a C.0 contraction. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn)

on K with V = Πn
i=1Vi being a minimal isometric dilation of T if and only if there are unique

orthogonal projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ∗) with

∏n
i=1Ui = IDT∗ such that the following hold for i = 1, . . . ,n :

(1) DT ∗T ∗
i = P⊥

i U∗
i DT ∗ +PiU

∗
i DT ∗T ∗,

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi ,

(4) P1 +U∗
1 P2U1 +U∗

1U∗
2 P3U2U1 + . . .+U∗

1U∗
2 . . .U

∗
n−1PnUn−1 . . .U2U1 = IDT∗ .

We have also seen in [41] that an isometric dilation can be constructed with conditions (1)−(3)
only of Theorem 4.1. We present the result below.

Theorem 4.2. Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions such that T = ∏n
i=1 Ti is a C.0

contraction. Let T ′
i =∏i 6= j Tj for 1≤ i≤ n. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dilation on the

minimal isometric dilation space of T , if there are projections P1, . . . ,Pn and commuting unitaries

U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ∗) such that the following hold for i = 1, . . . ,n:

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T ,

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi .

Conversely, if a commuting tuple of contractions (T1, . . . ,Tn), with the product T = ∏n
i=1 Ti being

pure, possesses an isometric dilation (V̂1, . . . ,V̂n), where V̂ = ∏n
i=1 V̂i is the minimal isometric dila-

tion of T , then there are unique projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un

in B(DT ∗) satisfying the conditions (1)− (3) above.

We now present the unitary dilation theorem and this is the main result of this Section.

Theorem 4.3. Let T1, . . . ,Tn be commuting contractions on a Hilbert space H such that their prod-

uct T = Πn
i=1Ti is a C.0 contraction. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dilation (W1, . . . ,Wn)

on K̃ with W = ∏n
i=1Wi being the minimal unitary dilation of T on K̃ if and only if there are

unique projections Q1, . . . ,Qn and unique commuting unitaries Ũ1, . . . ,Ũn in B(DT ∗) such that

∏n
i=1Ũi = IDT∗ and the following conditions hold for i = 1, . . . ,n:

(1) DT ∗T ∗
i = Q⊥

i Ũ∗
i DT ∗ +QiŨ

∗
i DT∗T ∗,

(2) Q⊥
i Ũ∗

i Q⊥
j Ũ∗

j = Q⊥
j Ũ∗

j Q⊥
i Ũ∗

i ,

(3) ŨiQiŨ jQ j = Ũ jQ jŨiQi,

(4) Q1 +Ũ∗
1 Q2Ũ1 +Ũ∗

1Ũ∗
2 Q3Ũ2Ũ1 + . . .+Ũ∗

1Ũ∗
2 . . .Ũ

∗
n−1QnŨn−1 . . .Ũ2Ũ1 = IDT

.

Proof. First suppose that there are projections Q1, . . . ,Qn and commuting unitaries Ũ1, . . . ,Ũn in

B(DT ∗) satisfying the given conditions. Then following the proof of Theorem 4.1 from [41] we

have that the Toeplitz operator tuple (T
Ũ1Q⊥

1 +zŨ1Q1
, . . . ,T

ŨnQ⊥
n +zŨnQn

) on H2(DT∗) is an isometric

dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) with their product ∏n
i=1 T

Ũ1Q⊥
1 +zŨ1Q1

= Tz being the minimal isometric dila-

tion of the C.0 contraction T . It is obvious that (W1, . . . ,Wn) = (M
Ũ1Q⊥

1 +zŨ1Q1
, . . . ,M

ŨnQ⊥
n +zŨnQn

) on

L2(DT ∗) is a unitary extension of (M
Ũ1Q⊥

1 +zŨ1Q1
, . . . ,M

ŨnQ⊥
n +zŨnQn

) on H2(DT ∗). So, (W1, . . . ,Wn)
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on L2(DT∗) is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn). Needless to mention that ∏n
i=1Wi = Mz is the

minimal unitary dilation of T .

Conversely, suppose (W1, . . . ,Wn) is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) on the minimal unitary

dilation space K̃ of T with ∏n
i=1Wi = W being the minimal unitary dilation of T . Without loss

of generality let K̃ = l2(DT )⊕H ⊕ l2(DT ∗). Then by converse part of Theorem 3.8, there

are unique projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) such that

∏n
i=1Ui = IDT

and conditions (1)− (5) in the statement of Theorem 3.8 are satisfied. Thus (⇐)
part of Theorem 3.1 tells us that (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses an isometric dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on the

minimal isometric dilation space of T with ∏n
i=1Vi being the minimal isometric dilation of T .

Then by Theorem 3.7, (T ∗
1 , . . . ,T

∗
n ) possesses an isometric dilation (Y1, . . . ,Yn) on the minimal

isometric dilation space of T ∗ with ∏n
i=1Yi being the minimal isometric dilation of T ∗. Hence,

by an application of Theorem 3.1 again we have that there are unique projections Q1, . . . ,Qn and

unique commuting unitaries Ũ1, . . . ,Ũn in B(DT ∗) such that ∏n
i=1Ũi = IDT∗ such that the conditions

(1)− (4) are satisfied. Hence the proof is complete.

We now present an analogue of Theorem 4.2 for a unitary dilation when the product T is a C.0
contraction.

Theorem 4.4. Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions such that T = ∏n
i=1 Ti is a C.0

contraction. Let T ′
i = ∏i 6= j Tj for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dilation on the

minimal unitary dilation space of T , if there are projections P1, . . . ,Pn and commuting unitaries

U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ∗) such that the following hold for i = 1, . . . ,n:

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T ,

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi.

Conversely, if a commuting tuple of contractions (T1, . . . ,Tn), with the product T = ∏n
i=1 Ti being

a C.0 contraction, possesses a unitary dilation (W1, . . . ,Wn), where W = ∏n
i=1Wi is the minimal

unitary dilation of T , then there are unique projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting unitaries

U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ∗) satisfying the conditions (1)− (3) above.

Proof. The existence of such a set of projections and unitaries guarantees the existence of an iso-

metric dilation (V1, . . . ,Vn) on H2(DT∗) of (T1, . . . ,Tn) by Theorem 4.2. Following the proof of

Theorem 4.1 from in [41], we see that Vi = TUiP
⊥
i +zUiPi

for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Thus, if we set Wi :=

MUiP
⊥
i +zUiPi

on L2(DT ∗), then (W1, . . . ,Wn) is a unitary extension of (V1, . . . ,Vn) and hence is a

unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn). The converse part follows from Theorem 4.3.

5. SZ. NAGY-FOIAS TYPE MINIMAL UNITARY DILATION

Suppose T ∈ B(H ) is a c.n.u. contraction and V on K0 is the minimal isometric dilation of T .

By Wold decomposition there are reducing subspaces K01, K02 of V such that K0 = K01 ⊕K02,

V |K01
is the unilateral shift and V |K02

is a unitary. Then K01 can be identified with H2(DT ∗) and

K02 can be identified with ∆T (L2(DT )), where ∆T (t) = [IDT
−ΘT (e

it)∗ΘT (e
it)]1/2, where ΘT is

the characteristic function of the contraction T . For further details see Chapter-VI of [13]. Thus,
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K0 = K01 ⊕K02 can be identified with K+ = H2(DT ∗)⊕∆T (L2(DT )). Also, V on K0 can be

realized as Mz ⊕Meit |
∆T (L2(DT ))

. Thus, there is a unitary

τ = τ1 ⊕ τ2 : K01 ⊕K02 → (H2 ⊗DT ∗)⊕∆T (L2(DT )) := K̃+ (5.1)

such that V on K0 can be realized as (Mz ⊗ IDT∗ )⊕Meit |
∆T (L2(DT ))

on K̃+.

If (T1, . . . ,Tn) is a commuting tuple of contractions on H satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem

3.2, then it dilates to a commtuing tuple of isometries (V1, . . . ,Vn) on minimal isometric dilation

space K0 of T . Now by Wold decomposition of commuting isometries, we have that K01 and K02

are reducing subspaces for each Vi and that

Vi2 =Vi|K02
(5.2)

is a unitary for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We have from [41] the following useful analogue of Theorem 3.2 where

we consider the Sz. Nagy-Foias minimal isometric dilation space of T .

Theorem 5.1 ([41], Theorem 6.1). Let (T1, . . . ,Tn) be a tuple of commuting contractions acting

on H such that T = Πn
i=1Ti is a c.n.u. contraction. Suppose there are projections P1, . . . ,Pn and

commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) satisfying

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi,

(4) DTUiPiU
∗
i DT = D2

Ti
,

for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. Then there are projections Q1, . . . ,Qn and commuting unitaries Ũ1, . . . ,Ũn in

B(DT ∗) such that (T1, . . . ,Tn) dilates to the tuple of commuting isometries (Ṽ11 ⊕ Ṽ12, . . . ,Ṽn1 ⊕
Ṽn2) on K̃+ = H2 ⊗DT ∗ ⊕∆T (L2(DT )), where

Ṽi1 = I ⊗ŨiQ
⊥
i +Mz ⊗ŨiQi ,

Ṽi2 = τ2Vi2τ∗2 ,

for unitaries τ2 and Vi2 as in (5.1) and (5.2) respectively for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Now we present an analogue of this isometric dilation theorem in the unitary dilation setting.

This is a main result of this Section.

Theorem 5.2. Let (T1, . . . ,Tn) be a tuple of commuting contractions acting on H such that T =
Πn

i=1Ti is a c.n.u. contraction. Suppose there are projections P1, . . . ,Pn and commuting unitaries

U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) satisfying

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi,

(4) DTUiPiU
∗
i DT = D2

Ti
,

for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. Then there are projections Q1, . . . ,Qn and commuting unitaries Ũ1, . . . ,Ũn in

B(DT ∗) such that (T1, . . . ,Tn) dilates to a tuple of commuting unitaries (W̃11⊕W̃12, . . . ,W̃n1⊕W̃n2)

on K̃= L2 ⊗DT ∗ ⊕∆T (L2(DT )), where

W̃i1 = I ⊗ŨiQ
⊥
i +Mz ⊗ŨiQi ,

W̃i2 = τ2Vi2τ∗2 ,
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for unitaries τ2 and Vi2 as in (5.1) and (5.2) respectively for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Proof. Since there are projections P1, . . . ,Pn ∈B(DT ) and commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un ∈B(DT )
satisfying conditions (1)− (4), we have by Theorem 5.1 that (T1, . . . ,Tn) has an isometric dilation

(Ṽ11 ⊕Ṽ12, . . . ,Ṽn1 ⊕Ṽn2) on K̃+ = H2 ⊗DT ∗ ⊕∆T (L2(DT )), where

Ṽi1 = I ⊗ŨiQ
⊥
i +Mz ⊗ŨiQi ,

Ṽi2 = τ2Vi2τ∗2 , (1 ≤ i ≤ n)

for a unitary τ2 : K02 → ∆T (L2(DT )) and a unitary Vi2 on K02 as in (5.1) and (5.2) respectively.

Let us consider for i = 1, . . . ,n the following operators on K̃= L2 ⊗DT ∗ ⊕∆T (L2(DT )):

W̃i1 = I ⊗ŨiQ
⊥
i +Mz ⊗ŨiQi ,

W̃i2 = τ2Vi2τ∗2 .

Evidently, (W̃11 ⊕W̃12, . . . ,W̃n1 ⊕W̃n2) is a unitary extension of (Ṽ11 ⊕Ṽ12, . . . ,Ṽn1 ⊕Ṽn2) and con-

sequently (W̃11 ⊕W̃12, . . . ,W̃n1 ⊕W̃n2) is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn).

We conclude this paper with a weaker version of Theorem 3.8 that assumes conditions (1)−(4)
of Theorem 3.8 for having a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn). We have already seen in Theorem 5.2

that a c.n.u. tuple of commuting contractions (T1, . . . ,Tn) dilates to commuting unitaries on the

minimal unitary dilation space of T = ∏n
i=1 Ti with these four conditions. However, because of

such weaker hypotheses we will not have a proper converse part.

Theorem 5.3. Let T1, . . . ,Tn ∈ B(H ) be commuting contractions, T ′
i = ∏i 6= j Tj for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n

and T = ∏n
i=1 Ti. Then (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dilation on the minimal unitary dilation

space of T , if there are projections P1, . . . ,Pn and commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) such

that the following hold for i = 1, . . . ,n:

(1) DT Ti = P⊥
i U∗

i DT +PiU
∗
i DT T ,

(2) P⊥
i U∗

i P⊥
j U∗

j = P⊥
j U∗

j P⊥
i U∗

i ,

(3) UiPiU jPj =U jPjUiPi ,

(4) DTUiPiU
∗
i DT = D2

Ti
.

Conversely, if (T1, . . . ,Tn) possesses a unitary dilation (Ŵ1, . . . ,Ŵn) with W = ∏n
i=1Wi being the

minimal unitary dilation of T , then there are unique projections P1, . . . ,Pn and unique commuting

unitaries U1, . . . ,Un in B(DT ) satisfying the conditions (1)− (4) above.

Proof. Let (T1, . . . ,Tn) satisfy the conditions (1)− (4). Suppose T = U ⊕ T̃ is the canonical de-

composition of T with respect to H = H1 ⊕H2, where H1 is the maximal reducing subspace

of T such that U = T |H1
is a unitary and T̃ = T |H2

is a c.n.u. contraction. Then, it is well-

known (e.g. see Lemma 2.2 in [27] or Theorem 3.7 in [39]) that H1,H2 are common reduc-

ing subspaces for T1, . . . ,Tn and (T1|H1
, . . . ,Tn|H1

) is a tuple of commuting unitaries, whereas

(T1|H2
, . . . ,Tn|H2

) is a c.n.u. tuple, i.e. a tuple of commuting contractions whose product is

a c.n.u. contraction. Since DT ≡ D
T̃

and D
T̃
⊆ H2, we have that the projections P1, . . . ,Pn

and commuting unitaries U1, . . . ,Un satisfy analogues of conditions (1) & (4) respectively with

DT and Ti being replaced by D
T̃

and Ti|H2
respectively. Now, Theorem 5.2 tells us that the

c.n.u. tuple (T1|H2
, . . . ,Tn|H2

) can be dilated to commuting unitaries say (W1, . . . ,Wn) on the

Sz. Nagy-Foias minimal unitary dilation space for T̃ . It is merely mentioned that there is a
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unitary τ from the Sz. Nagy-Foias minimal unitary space to the Schäffer’s minimal unitary di-

lation space l2(D
T̃
)⊕H2 ⊕ l2(D

T̃ ∗) of T̃ . Clearly l2(D
T̃
)⊕H2 ⊕ l2(D

T̃ ∗) can be identified with

l2(DT )⊕H2 ⊕ l2(DT ∗). Thus, (W1, . . . ,Wn) can be identified with a tuple of commuting uni-

taries say (W̃1, . . . ,W̃n) on l2(DT )⊕ l2(DT ∗)⊕H2 dilating (T1|H2
, . . . ,Tn|H2

). It is evident that

(W̃1 ⊕T1|H1
, . . . ,W̃n ⊕Tn|H1

) is a unitary dilation of (T1, . . . ,Tn) on the minimal unitary dilation

space l2(DT )⊕ l2(DT ∗)⊕H2 ⊕H1 ≡ l2(DT )⊕H ⊕ l2(DT∗) of T . The converse part follows

from Theorem 3.8.

Note that the class of commuting contractions that dilate to commuting unitaries by satisfying

four conditions of Theorem 5.3 is strictly larger than the class satisfying the five conditions of

Theorem 3.8, though they are being dilated to the same space. In this context we would like to

recall Example 5.4 from [41]. Indeed, if we consider

T1 =




1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0


 , T2 =




0 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 0


 and T3 =




0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 1


 on C

3,

we see that the commuting triple (T1,T2,T3) satisfies conditions (1)−(4) but fails to meet condition-

(5) of Theorem 3.8. Thus, this triple possesses a unitary dilation (U1,U2,U3) on the minimal uni-

tary dilation space of T1T2T3 but the product U1U2U3 is not the minimal unitary dilation of T1T2T3.

6. APPENDIX

Proof of (3.7). We have that

DT FiDT +DT ∗G′
iDT ∗T = D2

T ′
i
Ti +D2

T ∗
i

T ′∗
i T = Ti −T ′∗

i T ′
i Ti +T ′∗

i T −TiT
∗

i T ′∗
i T = TiD

2
T .

Applying the relation T DT =DT ∗T we have DT FiDT +DT ∗G′
iT DT = TiD

2
T . Thus, we have DT Fi =

TiDT −DT ∗G′
iT |DT

. Similarly, we can have DT F ′
i DT +DT ∗GiT DT = T ′

i D2
T , which implies DT F ′

i =
T ′

i DT −DT ∗GiT |DT
. Now DT F ′

i F ′∗
i DT = D2

Ti
leads to the following:

(T ′
i DT −DT ∗GiT )(DT T ′∗

i −T ∗G∗
i DT ∗)−D2

Ti
= 0

=⇒ T ′
i D2

T T ′∗
i −T ′

i T ∗DT ∗G∗
i DT ∗ −DT ∗GiDT ∗T T ′∗

i +DT ∗GiT T ∗G∗
i DT ∗ −D2

Ti
= 0

[ by T ∗DT ∗ = DT T ∗, T DT = DT ∗T ]

=⇒ T ′
i T ′∗

i −T ′
i T ∗T T ′∗

i −T ′
i T ∗DT ∗G∗

i DT ∗ −T ∗
i T T ′∗

i +T ′
i T ∗T T ′∗

i

+DT GiT T ∗G∗
i DT ∗ − I +T ∗

i Ti = 0 [ since DT ∗GiDT ∗ = D2
T ′∗

i
T ∗

i = T ∗
i −T ′

i T ∗]

=⇒ DT GiT T ∗G∗
i DT ∗ +T ∗

i Ti −T ∗
i T T ′∗

i −T ′
i T ∗DT ∗G∗

i DT ∗ = I −T ′
i T ′∗

i

=⇒ DT ∗GiT T ∗G∗
i DT ∗ +T ∗

i (Ti −T T ′∗
i )−T ′

i T ∗DT ∗G∗
i DT ∗ = D2

T ′∗
i

=⇒ DT ∗GiT T ∗G∗
i DT ∗ +T ∗

i DT ∗G∗
i DT ∗ −T ′

i T ∗DT ∗G∗
i DT ∗ = D2

T ′∗
i

=⇒ DT ∗GiT T ∗G∗
i DT ∗ +(T ∗

i −T ′
i T ∗)DT∗G∗

i DT ∗ = D2
T ′∗

i

=⇒ DT ∗GiT T ∗G∗
i DT ∗ +DT ∗GiDT ∗DT ∗G∗

i DT ∗ = D2
T ′∗

i

=⇒ DT ∗GiG
∗
i DT ∗ = D2

T ′∗
i
.
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Similarly, from DT FiF
∗
i DT = D2

T ′
i

and DT Fi = TiDT −DT ∗G′
iT |DT

we obtain

DT ∗G′
iG

′∗
i DT ∗ = D2

T ∗
i
. (6.1)

As a consequence we have the following.

DT ∗GiG
′
iDT ∗ = (T ∗

i DT ∗ −DT F ′
i T ∗)G′

iDT ∗ = T ∗
i DT ∗G′

iDT ∗ −DT F ′
i F ′∗

i DT T ∗

= T ∗
i (T

′∗
i −TiT

∗)−DT F ′
i F ′∗

i DT T ∗

= T ∗−T ∗
i TiT

∗−DT F ′
i F ′∗

i DT T ∗

= D2
Ti

T ∗−DT F ′
i F ′∗

i DT T ∗

= 0.

Therefore, GiG
′
i = 0. Similarly we can prove that G′

iGi = 0. Again note that

DT ∗(GiG
∗
i +G′∗

i G′
i)DT ∗ = DT ∗GiG

∗
i DT ∗ +DT ∗G′∗

i T T ∗G′
iDT ∗ +DT ∗G′∗

i DT ∗DT ∗G′
iDT ∗

= D2
T ′∗

i
+DT ∗T F ′

i F ′∗
i T ∗DT ∗ +(T ′

i −T T ∗
i )(T

′∗
i −TiT

∗)

= I −T ′
i T ′∗

i +T D2
Ti

T ∗+T ′
i T ′∗

i −T T ∗−T T ∗+T T ∗
i TiT

∗

= I +T T ∗−T T ∗
i TiT

∗−2T T ∗+T T ∗
i TiT

∗

= D2
T ∗.

Similarly, we can prove that DT ∗(G∗
i Gi +G′

iG
′∗
i )DT∗ = D2

T ∗ . So, we obtain

G∗
i Gi +G′

iG
′∗
i = I = GiG

∗
i +G′∗

i G′
i.

Proof of (3.17). Note that we already have DV ∗V kh = 0 for all h ∈ H , k ∈ N. Therefore, for all

h ∈ H and k ∈ N we have

D2
V ′∗

i
V ∗

i V kh = (I−V ′
i V ′∗

i )V ′
i V k−1h = (V ′

i −V ′
i V ′∗

i V ′
i )V

k−1h = 0.

Thus, (3.17) holds for all vectors in span{V kh : k ∈ N, h ∈ H }. As V is an isometry, D2
V ∗ = DV ∗

and thus (3.15) tells us that D2
V ′∗

i
V ∗

i = 0 on N (DT ) and thus D2
V ′∗

i
V ∗

i = DV ∗D2
V ′∗

i
V ∗

i DV ∗. For h,h′ ∈
H , we have that

〈DV ∗XGiX
∗DV ∗DV ∗h,DV ∗h′〉= 〈D2

V ∗XGiX
∗D2

V ∗h,h′〉= 〈DV ∗XGiX
∗DV ∗h,h′〉

= 〈GiX
∗DV ∗h,X∗DV ∗h′〉

= 〈GiDT ∗h,DT ∗h′〉
[ since XDT∗ = DV ∗ & X∗X = I]

= 〈DT ∗GiDT ∗h,h′〉
= 〈(T ∗

i −T ′
i T ∗)h,h′〉

= 〈V ∗
i h,h′〉−〈V ∗h,V ′∗

i h′〉
= 〈(V ∗

i −V ′
i V ∗)h,h′〉

= 〈D2
V ′∗

i
V ∗

i h,h′〉
= 〈DV ∗D2

V ′∗
i

V ∗
i DV ∗h,h′〉

= 〈D2
V ′∗

i
V ∗

i DV ∗h,DV ∗h′〉.
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Hence, the first identity in (3.17) holds. Similarly, one can prove the other identity.

Proof of (3.23). For proving (ii) let us first observe the following:

ViD j +DiE j =




Ti 0 0 0 · · ·
PiU

∗
i DT P⊥

i U∗
i 0 0 · · ·

0 PiU
∗
i P⊥

i U∗
i 0 · · ·

0 0 PiU
∗
i P⊥

i U∗
i · · ·

...
...

...
...

. . .







DT ∗Ũ jQ j 0 0 · · ·
−PjU

∗
j T ∗ 0 0 · · ·

0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .




+




DT ∗ŨiQi 0 0 · · ·
−PiU

∗
i T ∗ 0 0 · · ·

0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .







Ũ jQ
⊥
j Ũ jQ j 0 · · ·

0 Ũ jQ
⊥
j Ũ jQ j · · ·

0 0 Ũ jQ
⊥
j · · ·

...
...

...
. . .




=




TiDT ∗Ũ jQ j +DT ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ
⊥
j DT ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ j 0 . . .

PiU
∗
i DT DT∗Ũ jQ j −P⊥

i U∗
i PjU

∗
j T ∗−PiU

∗
i T ∗Ũ jQ

⊥
j PiU

∗
i T ∗Ũ jQ j 0 . . .

−PiU
∗
i PjU

∗
j T ∗ 0 0 . . .

0 0 0 . . .
...

...
...

. . .




and

VjDi +D jEi =




Tj 0 0 0 · · ·
PjU

∗
j DT P⊥

j U∗
j 0 0 · · ·

0 PjU
∗
j P⊥

j U∗
j 0 · · ·

0 0 PjU
∗
j P⊥

j U∗
j · · ·

...
...

...
...

. . .







DT ∗ŨiQi 0 0 · · ·
−PiU

∗
i T ∗ 0 0 · · ·

0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .




+




DT ∗Ũ jQ j 0 0 · · ·
−PjU

∗
j T ∗ 0 0 · · ·

0 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

. . .







ŨiQ
⊥
i ŨiQi 0 · · ·

0 ŨiQ
⊥
i ŨiQi · · ·

0 0 ŨiQ
⊥
i · · ·

...
...

...
. . .




=




TjDT ∗ŨiQi +DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQ
⊥
i DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQi 0 . . .

PjU
∗
j DT DT ∗ŨiQi −P⊥

j U∗
j PiU

∗
i T ∗−PjU

∗
j T ∗ŨiQ

⊥
i PjU

∗
j T ∗ŨiQi 0 . . .

−PjU
∗
j PiU

∗
i T ∗ 0 0 . . .

0 0 0 . . .
...

...
...

. . .



.

Clearly PiU
∗
i PjU

∗
j T ∗ = PjU

∗
j PiU

∗
i T ∗ and DT ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ j = DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQi follow from (3) and (3)′

respectively. Next observe that

DT ∗TUiPiDT = T DTUiPiDT = T (T ′
i −T ∗

i T ) = (T ′
i −T T ∗

i )T = DT ∗QiŨ
∗
i DT ∗T = DT ∗QiŨ

∗
i T DT .

Since both TUiPi and QiŨ
∗
i T map DT into DT ∗ , we have that

TUiPi = QiŨ
∗
i T |DT

. (6.2)
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Therefore, we have

PjU
∗
j T ∗ŨiQi = T ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQi = T ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ j = PiU

∗
i T ∗Ũ jQ j

So, for proving ViD j +DiE j =VjDi +D jEi, it suffices to show

(a) TiDT ∗Ũ jQ j +DT ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ
⊥
j = TjDT ∗ŨiQi +DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQ

⊥
i ,

(b) PiU
∗
i DT DT ∗Ũ jQ j − P⊥

i U∗
i PjU

∗
j T ∗ − PiU

∗
i T ∗Ũ jQ

⊥
j = PjU

∗
j DT DT ∗ŨiQi − P⊥

j U∗
j PiU

∗
i T ∗ −

PjU
∗
j T ∗ŨiQ

⊥
i .

For proving (a) we first show that

ŨiQ
⊥
i Ũ jQ j +ŨiQiŨ jQ

⊥
j = Ũ jQ

⊥
j ŨiQi +Ũ jQ jŨiQ

⊥
i . (6.3)

Note that

ŨiQ
⊥
i Ũ jQ j +ŨiQiŨ jQ

⊥
j = ŨiŨ jQ j −ŨiQiŨ jQ j +ŨiQiŨ j −ŨiQiŨ jQ j

= ŨiŨ j(Q j +Ũ∗
j QiŨ j)−2ŨiQiŨ jQ j

= Ũ jŨi(Qi +Ũ∗
i Q jŨi)−2ŨiQiŨ jQ j [From (3.22).]

= Ũ jŨiQi +Ũ jQ jŨi −Ũ jQ jŨiQi −Ũ jQ jŨiQi

= Ũ jQ
⊥
j ŨiQi +Ũ jQ jŨiQ

⊥
i .

Now we prove (a) using conditions-(1′),(3′) and (6.3) in the following way.

TiDT ∗Ũ jQ j +DT ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ
⊥
j

=DT ∗ŨiQ
⊥
i Ũ jQ j +T DT ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ j +DT ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ

⊥
j [by condition− (1′)]

=DT ∗(ŨiQ
⊥
i Ũ jQ j +ŨiQiŨ jQ

⊥
j )+T DT ∗ŨiQiŨ jQ j

=DT ∗(Ũ jQ
⊥
j ŨiQi +Ũ jQ jŨiQ

⊥
i )+T DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQi [by (6.3) and condition − (3′)]

=DT ∗Ũ jQ
⊥
j ŨiQi +T DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQi +DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQ

⊥
i

=(DT∗Ũ jQ
⊥
j +T DT ∗Ũ jQ j)ŨiQi +DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQ

⊥
i

=TjDT∗ŨiQi +DT ∗Ũ jQ jŨiQ
⊥
i . [by condition− (1′)]

This proves (a). Before proving (b) note that by an argument similar to that in (6.3), we can have

PiU
∗
i P⊥

j U∗
j +P⊥

i U∗
i PjU

∗
j = PjU

∗
j P⊥

i U∗
i +P⊥

j U∗
j PiU

∗
i . (6.4)

Using (3.18), (3.19) we have that

DTUiPiDT +DT ∗Q⊥
i Ũ∗

i T DT = D2
Ti

T ′
i +DT ′∗

i
T ∗

i T

= T ′
i −T ∗

i T +T ∗
i T −T ′

i T ∗T

= T ′
i D2

T .

Hence,

DTUiPi = T ′
i DT −DT ∗Q⊥

i Ũ∗
i T |DT

. (6.5)
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Further we observe that

(PiU
∗
i DT DT ∗ −P⊥

i U∗
i T ∗−DT DT ∗ŨiQi +T ∗ŨiQ

⊥
i )DT ∗

=PiU
∗
i DT D2

T ∗ −P⊥
i U∗

i T ∗DT ∗ −DT DT ∗ŨiQiDT ∗ +T ∗ŨiQ
⊥
i DT ∗

=PiU
∗
i DT −PiU

∗
i DT T T ∗−P⊥

i U∗
i DT T ∗−DT DT ∗ŨiQiDT ∗ +T ∗ŨiQ

⊥
i DT ∗ [From T ∗DT ∗ = DT T ∗]

=PiU
∗
i DT − (PiU

∗
i DT T +P⊥

i U∗
i DT )T

∗−DT DT ∗ŨiQiDT∗ +T ∗ŨiQ
⊥
i DT ∗

=PiU
∗
i DT −DT TiT

∗−DT D2
T ∗

i
T ′∗

i +T ∗ŨiQ
⊥
i DT ∗ [From condition-(1) and (3.19)]

=PiU
∗
i DT −DT (TiT

∗+T ′∗
i −TiT

∗
i T ′∗

i )+T ∗ŨiQ
⊥
i DT ∗

=PiU
∗
i DT −DT T ′∗

i +T ∗ŨiQ
⊥
i DT ∗

=0. [From (6.5)]

Therefore, we have

PiU
∗
i DT DT ∗ −P⊥

i U∗
i T ∗|DT∗ = DT DT∗ŨiQi −T ∗ŨiQ

⊥
i . (6.6)

Now we prove (b). We have

PiU
∗
i DT DT ∗Ũ jQ j −P⊥

i U∗
i PjU

∗
j T ∗−PiU

∗
i T ∗Ũ jQ

⊥
j

=PiU
∗
i (DT DT ∗Ũ jQ j −T ∗Ũ jQ

⊥
j )−P⊥

i U∗
i PjU

∗
j T ∗ [by (6.6)]

=PiU
∗
i (PjU

∗
j DT DT ∗ −P⊥

j U∗
j T ∗)−P⊥

i U∗
i PjU

∗
j T ∗ [by (6.2)]

=PiU
∗
i PjU

∗
j DT DT ∗ −PiU

∗
i P⊥

j U∗
j T ∗−P⊥

i U∗
i PjU

∗
j T ∗

=PjU
∗
j PiU

∗
i DT DT ∗ − (PiU

∗
i P⊥

j U∗
j +P⊥

i U∗
i PjU

∗
j )T

∗

=PjU
∗
j PiU

∗
i DT DT ∗ − (PjU

∗
j P⊥

i U∗
i +P⊥

j U∗
j PiU

∗
i )T

∗ [by (6.4)]

=PjU
∗
j (PiU

∗
i DT DT ∗ −P⊥

i U∗
i T ∗)−P⊥

j U∗
j PiU

∗
i T ∗

=PjU
∗
j (DT DT ∗ŨiQi −T ∗ŨiQ

⊥
i )−P⊥

j U∗
j PiU

∗
i T ∗ [by (6.6)]

=PjU
∗
j DT DT ∗ŨiQi −P⊥

j U∗
j PiU

∗
i T ∗−PjU

∗
j T ∗ŨiQ

⊥
i .

Proof of (3.24). Note that (3.24) holds if and only if

(a′) ViV
∗
i +DiD

∗
i = IK0

,

(b′) DiE
∗
i = 0 ,

(c′) EiE
∗
i = Il2(DT∗ )

.

First we observe that the matrix of EiE
∗
i with respect to the decomposition DT ∗ ⊕DT ∗ ⊕·· · is




ŨiQ
⊥
i Ũi

∗
+ŨiQiŨi

∗
ŨiQiQ

⊥
i Ũi

∗
0 0 . . .

ŨiQ
⊥
i QiŨi

∗
ŨiQ

⊥
i Ũi

∗
+ŨiQiŨi

∗
ŨiQiQ

⊥
i Ũi

∗
0 . . .

0 ŨiQ
⊥
i QiŨi

∗
ŨiQ

⊥
i Ũi

∗
+ŨiQiŨi

∗
ŨiQiQ

⊥
i Ũi

∗
. . .

0 0 ŨiQ
⊥
i QiŨi

∗
ŨiQ

⊥
i Ũi

∗
+ŨiQiŨi

∗
. . .

...
...

...
...

. . .



.
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Since ŨiŨi
∗
= I, Qi+Q⊥

i = I and Q⊥
i Qi = 0, we have (c′). The (1,1) entry of DiE

∗
i is DT ∗ŨiQiQ

⊥
i Ũi

∗
=

0 and the (2,1) entry is −PU∗
i T ∗Q⊥

i Ũi
∗
. So, we have from (6.2)

−PU∗
i T ∗Q⊥

i Ũi
∗
=−T ∗ŨiQiQ

⊥
i Ũi

∗
= 0.

All other entries of DiE
∗
i are equal to 0. This proves (b′). For proving (a) we first observe that,

ViV
∗
i =




TiT
∗

i TiDTUiPi 0 0 . . .
PiU

∗
i DT T ∗

i PiU
∗
i D2

TUiPi +P⊥
i U∗

i UiP
⊥
i P⊥

i U∗
i UiPi 0 . . .

0 PiU
∗
i UiP

⊥
i PiU

∗
i UiPi +P⊥

i U∗
i UiP

⊥
i P⊥

i U∗
i UiPi . . .

0 0 PiU
∗
i UiP

⊥
i PiU

∗
i UiPi +P⊥

i U∗
i UiP

⊥
i . . .

...
...

...
...

. . .



.

Using the fact that U∗
i Ui = I, P⊥

i Pi = 0 and Pi +P⊥
i = I we obtain

ViV
∗
i =




TiT
∗

i TiDTUiPi 0 0 . . .
PiU

∗
i DT T ∗

i I −PiU
∗
i T ∗TUiPi 0 0 . . .

0 0 I 0 . . .
0 0 0 I . . .
...

...
...

...
. . .



.

Hence matrix of ViV
∗
i +DiD

∗
i with respect to the decomposition H ⊕DT ⊕DT ⊕·· · is




TiT
∗

i +DT ∗ŨiQiŨi
∗
DT ∗ TiDTUiPi −DT ∗ŨiQiTUiPi 0 0 . . .

PiU
∗
i DT T ∗

i −PiU
∗
i T ∗DT ∗ŨiQi I 0 0 . . .

0 0 I 0 . . .
0 0 0 I . . .
...

...
...

...
. . .



.

Here the (1,1) entry is equal to the identity by (4′). Thus, it remains to prove that

TiDTUiPi −DT ∗ŨiQiTUiPi|DT
= 0.

Note that

TiDTUiPiDT −DT ∗ŨiQiTUiPiDT

= Ti(T
′

i −T ∗
i T )−DT ∗ŨiQiŨi

∗
T DT [by (6.2)]

= TiT
′

i −TiT
∗

i T −DT ∗ŨiQiŨi
∗
DT ∗T

= T −TiT
∗

i T − (I −TiT
∗

i )T [by condition-(4’)]

= 0.

Proof of (3.34). Note that

VkDk+1 +DkEk+1 =


TkDT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1 +DT ∗Ũk QkŨk+1 Q⊥
k+1 DT ∗Ũk QkŨk+1 Qk+1 0 . . .

PkUk
∗DT DT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1 −Pk

⊥Uk
∗Pk+1U∗

k+1T ∗−PkUk
∗T ∗Ũk+1 Q⊥

k+1 −PkUk
∗T ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1 0 . . .

−PkUk
∗Pk+1U∗

k+1T ∗ 0 0 . . .
0 0 0 . . .
...

...
... . . .



.
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In the above block-matrix the (3,1) entry is equal to 0. This is because, from (3.30) we have

PkUk
∗Pk+1U∗

k+1 = 0. Again, the (2,2) entry is equal to 0 as we have from (6.2) that

PkUk
∗T ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1 = PkUk

∗Pk+1U∗
k+1T ∗.

It follows from (3.32) that the (1,2) entry

DT ∗Ũk QkŨk+1 Qk+1 = 0.

Hence VkDk+1 +DkEk+1 = Dk+1 if and only if

(a) TkDT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1 +DT ∗Ũk QkŨk+1 Q⊥
k+1 = DT ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1 (as maps from DT ∗ to H ) and

(b) Pk Uk
∗DT DT∗Ũk+1 Qk+1−Pk

⊥Uk
∗Pk+1U∗

k+1T ∗−Pk Uk
∗T ∗Ũk+1 Q⊥

k+1 =−Pk+1 Uk+1
∗T ∗ (as

maps from DT ∗ to DT ).

First we show that for m = 1, . . . ,n,

TmDT ∗ = DT∗Ũm Qm
⊥+T DT ∗Ũm Qm. (6.7)

We prove this inductively as follows. From condition-(1′) we have that (6.7) holds for m = 1.

Suppose it holds for m = k for some k ∈ N. We will prove that it holds for m = k+1. Note that

Tk+1DT ∗ = Tk+1(DT∗Ũk Qk
⊥+T DT ∗Ũk Qk)

= Tk+1DT ∗Ũk Qk
⊥+Tk+1T DT ∗Ũk Qk

= (DT ∗Ũk+1Q⊥
k+1 +T DT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1)Ũk Qk

⊥+T (DT ∗Ũk+1Q⊥
k+1 +T DT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1)Ũk Qk

[by condition− (1′)]

= DT ∗Ũk+1Q⊥
k+1Ũk Qk

⊥+T DT ∗(Ũk+1Qk+1Ũk Qk
⊥+Ũk+1Q⊥

k+1Ũk Qk)

+T 2DT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1Ũk Qk [by (3.32), (3.33)]

= DT ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1
⊥+T DT ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1.

Hence by induction (6.7) holds for all k = 1, . . . ,n. For proving (a) we first observe that

TkDT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1 +DT ∗Ũk QkŨk+1 Q⊥
k+1

= TkDT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1 −DT ∗Ũk Qk
⊥Ũk+1 Qk+1 +DT ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1

= (TkDT ∗ −DT ∗Ũk Qk
⊥)Ũk+1 Qk+1 +DT ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1

= T DT ∗Ũk QkŨk+1 Qk+1 +DT ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1 [by (6.7)]

= DT ∗Ũk+1 Qk+1. [by (3.32)]

This proves (a). Now for proving (b) we have

Pk Uk
∗DT DT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1 −Pk

⊥Uk
∗Pk+1U∗

k+1T ∗−PkUk
∗T ∗Ũk+1 Q⊥

k+1

= Pk Uk
∗(DT DT ∗Ũk+1Qk+1 −T ∗Ũk+1 Q⊥

k+1)−Pk
⊥Uk

∗Pk+1U∗
k+1T ∗

= Pk Uk
∗Pk+1U∗

k+1DT DT ∗ −Pk Uk
∗P⊥

k+1U∗
k+1T ∗−Pk

⊥Uk
∗Pk+1U∗

k+1T ∗ [by (6.6)]

=−Pk+1 Uk+1
∗T ∗. [by (3.30)]

This proves (b).
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258 – 281.

(Sourav Pal) MATHEMATICS DEPARTMENT, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY BOMBAY, POWAI, MUMBAI

- 400076, INDIA.

Email address: sourav@math.iitb.ac.in

(Prajakta Sahasrabuddhe) MATHEMATICS DEPARTMENT, INDIAN INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY BOMBAY, POWAI,

MUMBAI - 400076, INDIA.

Email address: prajakta@math.iitb.ac.in


	1. Introduction
	2. A few preparatory results
	3. Schffer-type minimal unitary dilation
	4. Minimal unitary dilation when the product is a C.0 contraction
	5. Sz. Nagy-Foias type minimal unitary dilation
	6. Appendix
	7. Data availability statement
	References

