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THE FAILURE OF RATIONAL DILATION ON THE
TETRABLOCK

SOURAV PAL

ABSTRACT. We show by a counter example that rational dilation
fails on the tetrablock, a polynomially convex and non-convex do-
main in C? defined as

E = {(z1,29,23) € C* : 1—z2;—wao+2wzs # 0 whenever |z| < 1, |w| < 1}.

A commuting triple of operators (11, 7%, T5) for which the closed
tetrablock E is a spectral set, is called an E-contraction. For an
E-contraction (11,75, T3), the two operator equations

T\—T5T3 = D, X1 Dy, and To—T7T5 = Dy, XoDrp,, Dp, = (I—T;Tg)%,

have unique solutions A1, Ay on Dr, = RanDr, and they are called
the fundamental operators of (71,73, T3). For a particular class of
[E-contractions, we prove it necessary for the existence of ratio-
nal dilation that the corresponding fundamental operators Ay, As
satisfy

A1As = A Ay and ATA; — A1 AT = A5 As — A2 A5, (0.1)
Then we construct an E-contraction from that particular class
which fails to satisfy ([@I). We produce a concrete functional
model for pure E-isometries, a class of E-contractions analogous

to the pure isometries in one variable. The fundamental operators
play the main role in this model.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a compact subset of C" and let R(X) denote the algebra of
all rational functions on X, that is, all quotients p/q of polynomials
p, q for which ¢ has no zeros in X. The norm of an element f in R(X)
is defined as

[flloe.x = sup{[f(E)] - & € X}
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Also for each k > 1, let R (X) denote the algebra of all k x k matrices
over R(X). Obviously each element in Ri(X) is a k x k matrix of
rational functions F' = (f; ;) and we can define a norm on R;(X) in
the canonical way

IF] = sup{[[F'(&)]] = €€ X},

thereby making R (X) into a non-commutative normed algebra. Let
T = (Ty,---,T,) be an n-tuple of commuting operators on a Hilbert
space H. The set X is said to be a spectral set for T if the Taylor joint
spectrum o(T) of T is a subset of X and

[F DI < [[flloe.x , for every f e R(X). (1.1)

Here f(T') can be interpreted as p(T)q(T)~! when f = p/q. Moreover,
X is said to be a complete spectral set if || F(T)| < || F| for every F' in
Ro(X), k=1,2,--.

Let A(X) be the algebra of continuous complex-valued functions on
X which separates the points of X. A boundary for A(X) is a closed
subset I’ of X such that every function in A(X) attains its maximum
modulus on F. It follows from the theory of uniform algebras that if
bX is the intersection of all the boundaries of X then b.X is a boundary
for A(X) (see Theorem 9.1 of [6]). This smallest boundary bX is called

the Silov boundary relative to the algebra A(X) .

A commuting n-tuple of operators 7' that has X as a spectral set, is
said to have a rational dilation or normal bX-dilation if there exists a
Hilbert space IC, an isometry V : H — K and an n-tuple of commuting
normal operators N = (N, -+, N,) on K with o(/N) C bX such that

f(T)=V*f(N)V, for every f € R(X). (1.2)

One of the important discoveries in operator theory is Sz.-Nagy’s
unitary dilation for a contraction, [20], which opened a new horizon
by announcing the success of rational dilation on the closed unit disc
of C. Since then one of the main aims of operator theory has been
to determine the success or failure of rational dilation on the closure
of a bounded domain in C”. It is evident from the definitions that if
X is a complete spectral set for T" then X is a spectral set for . A
celebrated theorem of Arveson states that 1T has a normal bX-dilation
if and only if X is a complete spectral set for T (Theorem 1.2.2 and
its corollary, [8]). Therefore, the success or failure of rational dilation
is equivalent to asking whether the fact that X is a spectral set for
T automatically turns X into a complete spectral set for T. History
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witnessed an affirmative answer to this question given by Agler when
X is an annulus [3] and by Ando when X = D? [7]. Agler, Harland
and Raphael have produced, by machine computation, an example of a
triply connected domain in C where the answer is negative [4]. Dritschel
and M°Cullough also gave a negative answer to that question when X is
an arbitrary triply connected domain [12]. Parrott showed by a counter
example [I8] that rational dilation fails on the closed tridisc D3. Also

recently we have success of rational dilation on the closed symmetrized
bidisc T" [B, [10} 16], where I" is defined as

I'= {(2’1 + 22,212’2) . |Zl| S 1, |2’2| S 1} (13)

In this article, we show that rational dilation fails when X is the
closure of the tetrablock [E, a polynomially convex, non-convex and
inhomogeneous domain in C?, defined as

E = {(z1, 79, 73) € C* : 1—z2;—wro+zwzs # 0 whenever |z| < 1,|w| < 1}.

This domain has attracted the attention of a number of mathematicians
[, 2, 221 13] 14, 23], Ol 11, [17] because of its relevance to u-synthesis
and H* control theory. The following result from [I] (Theorem 2.4,
part-(9)) characterizes points in E and E and provides a geometric
description of the tetrablock.

Theorem 1.1. A point (x1, 2o, x3) € C3 is in E if and only if |z3| < 1
and there exist 1, By € C such that [Bi| + [B2] < 1 and z; = 51 +
Bows, xo = By + Bis.

It is evident from the above result that the tetrablock lives inside
the tridisc D®. The distinguished boundary (which is same as the Silov
boundary) of the tetrablock was determined in [I] (see Theorem 7.1 of
[1]) to be the set

bE = {(@1,29,23) € C3:z = Toxs, |xe| < 1, |xs] = 1}
= {(21,22,23) €E : |z3]| =1}

In [9], Bhattacharyya introduced the study of commuting operator
triples that have E as a spectral set. There such a triple was called a
tetrablock contraction. As a notation is always convenient, we shall call
such a triple an E-contraction. So we are led to the following definition:

Definition 1.2. A triple of commuting operators (17,75,73) on a
Hilbert space H for which E is a spectral set is called an E-contraction.

Since the tetrablock lives inside the tridisc, an E-contraction consists
of commuting contractions. Evidently (77,75, 75) is an E-contraction
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when (77,T,,T3) is an E-contraction. We briefly recall from the lit-
erature the special classes of E-contractions which are analogous to
uniteries, isometries and co-isometries in one variable operator theory.

Definition 1.3. Let T},T5,T5 be commuting operators on a Hilbert
space H. We say that (T}, T3, T3) is

(i) an E-unitary if Ty, T3, T3 are normal operators and the joint
spectrum o (T3, Ty, T3) is contained in bEE ;

(ii) an E-isometry if there exists a Hilbert space K containing H
and an [E-unitary (Tl,TQ,T 3) on K such that H is a common
invariant subspace of 11, Ts, T3 and that T; = TZ|H fori =1,2,3;

(iii) an E-co-isometry if (T}, Ty, T5) is an E-isometry.

Moreover, an E-isometry (77, T», T3) is said to be pure if T3 is a pure
isometry, i.e, if 73" — 0 strongly as n — oco. We accumulate some
results from the literature in section 2 and they will be used in sequel.

It is clear that a rational dilation of an E-contraction (17, 7Ts,T3) is
nothing but an E-unitary dilation of (73, T, T3), that is, an E-unitary
N = (Ny, No, N3) that dilates T" by satisfying (L2]). Similarly an E-
isometric dilation of T' = (T}, T»,T3) is an E-isometry V = (Vi, V5, V3)
that satisfies (L2)). In Theorem 3.5 in [9], it was shown that for every
E-contraction (77,75,T3) there were two unique operators A;, Ay in
L(Dy,) such that

T1 — T;ng == DTgAlDTg y T2 — Tl*Tg == DT3A2DT3 .

Here Dy, = (I — T3T3)2 and Dy, = Ran Dy, and L(H), for a Hilbert
space ‘H, always denotes the algebra of bounded operators on H. An
explicit E-isometric dilation was constructed for a particular class of
E-contractions in [9] (see Theorem 6.1 in [9]) and A;, As played the
fundamental role in that explicit construction of dilation. For their
pivotal role in the dilation, A; and A, were called the fundamental
operators of (T, Ty, Ts).

In section 4, we produce a set of necessary conditions for the existence
of rational dilation for a class of E-contractions. Indeed, in Proposition
[0 we show that if (77, T3, T3) is an E-contraction on H; @ H; for some
Hilbert space H;, satisfying

(1) Ker(DTS) = Hl ) {O} and DTg = {0} © Hl
(11) Tg(DTJ) = {O} and T3K6T(DT3) Q DT3
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and if A, Ay are the fundamental operators of (77,75, T3), then for the
existence of an E-isometric dilation of (77,75, T5) it is necessary that

[Al,Ag] =0 and [AEAI] = [A;’AQ] (14)

Here [S,S2] = 5155 — 5254, for any two operators Sy, . In section
5, we construct an example of an E-contraction that satisfies the hy-
potheses of Proposition but fails to satisfy (L4]). This concludes
the failure of rational dilation on the tetrablock.

The proof of Proposition depends heavily upon a functional
model for pure E-isometries which we provide in Theorem 3.3l There is
an Wold type decomposition for an E-isometry (see Theorem 2.3]) that
splits an E-isometry into two parts of which one is an E-unitary and
the other is a pure E-isometry. Theorem describes the structure of
an E-unitary. Therefore, a concrete model for pure E-isometries gives a
complete description of an E-isometry. In Theorem B.3] we show that a
pure E-isometry (TI, T}, Tg) can be modelled as a commuting triple of
Toeplitz operators (Tas 44,2, Taz 44,2, 1) on the vectorial Hardy space
H 2(DT§), where A; and A, are the fundamental operators of the E-co-
isometry (Tl*, TQ*,T 3*). The converse is also true, that is, every such

triple of commuting contractions (T4 p., Tp«yra+.,1,) on a vectorial
Hardy space is a pure E-isometry.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS
We begin with a lemma that simplifies the definition of E-contraction.

Lemma 2.1. A commuting triple of bounded operators (11,15, T3) is
an E-contraction if and only if || f(T1, T2, T3)|| < || f|le g for any holo-
morphic polynomial f in three variables.

This actually follows from the fact that E is polynomially convex.
For a proof to this lemma see Lemma 3.3 of [9]. The following theorem
gives a set of characterization for E-unitaries (Theorem 5.4 of [9]).

Theorem 2.2. Let N = (N, No, N3) be a commuting triple of bounded
operators. Then the following are equivalent.

(1) N is an E-unitary,

(2) Nj is a unitary and N is an E-contraction,

(3) Nj is a unitary, Ny is a contraction and N; = NjNj.
Here is a structure theorem for the E-isometries.

Theorem 2.3. Let V = (V4, Va2, V3) be a commuting triple of bounded
operators. Then the following are equivalent.
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V is an E-isometry.

Vs 1s an isometry and V is an E-contraction.

Vi is an isometry, Vs is a contraction and Vi = V5'Vs.

(Wold decomposition) H has a decomposition H = Hi®Hs into
reducing subspaces of Vi, Va, V3 such that (Vilay, Valu,, Vsl ) is
an E-unitary and (Vi|u,, Valu,, Vala,) is a pure E-isometry.

See Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 5.7 of [9] for a proof.

(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

3. A FUNCTIONAL MODEL FOR PURE E-ISOMETRIES

Let us recall that the numerical radius of an operator T" on a Hilbert
space H is defined by
w(T) =sup{|(Tz,2)| : |z]% =1}
It is well known that

r(T) <w(T) < T and %HTH <w(T) < |71, (3.1)

where r(7T) is the spectral radius of 7. We state a basic lemma on
numerical radius whose proof is a routine exercise. We shall use this
lemma in sequel.

Lemma 3.1. The numerical radius of an operator T is not greater than
one if and only if Re BT < I for all complex numbers B of modulus 1.

We recall from section 1, the existence-uniqueness theorem ([9], The-
orem 3.5) for the fundamental operators of an E-contraction.

Theorem 3.2. Let (T1,15,T) be an E-contraction. Then there are
two unique operators Ay, As in L(Dr,) such that
T1 — T;Tg = DTSAIDTg and Tg - T1*T3 = DTSAQDTS. (32)
Moreover, w(A; + zAy) < 1 for all z € D.
As we mentioned in Section 1 that these two unique operators A;, As
are called the fundamental operators of (17, Ts,T3). The following the-

orem gives a concrete model for pure E-isometries in terms of Toeplitz
operators on a vectorial Hardy space.

Theorem 3.3. Let (TI, Ty, Tg) be a pure E-isometry acting on a Hilbert
space H and let Ay, Ay denote the corresponding fundamental operators.
Then there exists a unitary U : H — H?*(Dyp+) such that

Ty =UT,U, Ty=UT,U and Ty = U*T.U,

where p(z) = G5 + Gaz, ¥(2) = G5+ Giz, z €D and G; = UAU*
and Gy = UAU*. Moreover, Ay, Ay satisfy
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(1) [A1, A] =0

(2) [A7, A1) = [A3, Ao]; and

(3) |AT + Aaz|| <1 for all z € D.
Conversely, if A1 and As are two bounded operators on a Hilbert space
E satisfying the above three conditions, then (Tasyayz, Taz4a,z, T:) on
H?(E) is a pure E-isometry.

Proof. Suppose that (Tl,fg,f’ 3) is a pure E-isometry. Then Ty is a
pure isometry and it can be identified with the Toeplitz operator 7, on
H?(Dy,+). Therefore, there is a unitary U from H onto H?(Dy,+) such

that 73 = U*T,U. Since for i = 1,2, T, is a commutant of Ty, there
are two multipliers ¢, ¢ in H*(L(Dy,+)) such that 71 = U*T,U and
Ty = U*T,U.

Claim. 1If (V1,V5,V3) on a Hilbert space H; is an E-isometry then
Vy = ViV,

Proof of Claim. Let (Vi,V3,V3) be the restriction of an E-unitary
(N1, N2, N3) to the common invariant subspace H;. By part-(3) of
Theorem we have that N3 is a unitary and N; = NS N3. Therefore,
N7 = NiN; and hence N; = Ny N3 by an application of Fuglede’s the-
orem, [15], which states that if a normal operator N commutes with a
bounded operator T then it commutes with 7% too. Also since N3 is a
unitary we have that Ny = Ny N3. Now H; is an invariant subspace for
N, and thus H; is invariant under Ny Ns. So Vi = Naly, = Ny Nsly,.
Again H; is invariant under N3. Therefore, Ni(N3(H1)) € Hi. So we
have that Py, NY|nyy) = Ni|ngoen)- Again Vi° = Py N{|y,. There-
fore, N N3|y, = Vi*V3. So, we have that V5 = V*V3.

We apply this claim and part-(3) of Theorem to the E-isometry
(T, Ty, T7.) to get T, = T T, and Ty, = T3 T, and by these two relations
we have that

¢(2) = G + Gaz and ¥(z) = G5 + G2 for some Gy, Gy € L(Dyy ).
By the commutativity of ¢(z) and v (z) we obtain
[Gl, Gg] = 0 and [G;Gl] = [G;,GQ]

We now compute the fundamental operators of the E-co-isometry (T;, Ty, TY)
that is of (T¢s 1,2, 185462 17)- Clearly I-T.T is the projection onto
the space Dr:. Now

Terivay—Togrc 10 = Toyvagz—Tasrci:1: = Ta, = (I-T.17) G (I-T.17).
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Similarly,
Tty e — TogeonsTs = (I = TLT)G(I — TLTY).
Therefore, Gy, G, are the fundamental operators of (777, T, T7). The

fundamental operators of (TI*, T;, Tg*) are Ay, Ay. Therefore
Ty —Tyls = Dy AiDy -
that is
U1, = T,T;)U = U"Dr: (UAU") DU

or equivalently

15 = TyT; = Dr-(UALU") D7, .
Similarly,

T —T,T; = Dy (UAU) D7,
Therefore, by the uniqueness of fundamental operators (see Theorem
B2) we have that

Gl = UAlU* and G2 = []1420“!<

From [G1,Gy] = 0 and [G}, G| = [G3, Gy it trivially follows that
(A1, As] = 0 and [A], Ay] = [A5, As]. Also since (T, Ty, T.) is an E-
contraction, we have that ||7,|] < 1 and hence ||¢(2)|| = [|G7+G2z2| <1
for all z € D. Therefore, ||A] + Asz|| = |[U*(G} + G2)U|| < 1 for all
z € D.

For the converse, we first prove that the triple of multiplication op-
erators (Masy a,z, Mas1a,., M) on L?(E) is an E-unitary when A;, A,
satisfy the given conditions. It is evident that (Masya,., Magya, 2, M)
is a commuting triple of normal operators when [A;, As] = 0 and
(AT, Ai] = [A3, Ao]. Also Magia,. = M}, 4, M. and M. on L*(E) is
unitary. Therefore, by part-(3) of Theorem 2.2, (Ma: 14,2, Maz 14,2, M)
becomes an E-unitary if we prove that ||Mazya,.|| < 1 forall z € T.
We have that w(A; +zA) < 1 for every z € T, which is same as saying
that w(z1 A1 +22A45) < 1 for all complex numbers z1, 25 of unit modulus.
Thus by Lemma 3.1,

(2141 + 22A2) + (2141 + 22 45)" < 21,

that is

(2141 + 2A5) + (1 A1 + 22A5)" < 21.
Therefore, 2o( A5+ 2A1) + 22(A5 + zA1)* < 21 for all z, 2, € T. This is
same as saying that

Re z(A5 + zA;) < I, for all z, 2, € T.
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Therefore, by Lemma [B.1] again w(A% + A12z) < 1 for any 2z in T. Since
Mas 1 a,- is a normal operator we have that ||Masia,.| = w(Mazia,-)
and thus [|[Maya,.|| for all z € T. Therefore, (Mas 1 a,., Magya,2, M)
on L?(E) is an E-unitary and hence (Tas4 4325 Tay 14,2, T2), being the
restriction of (Masia,2, Mas1a,2, M.) to the common invariant sub-
space H?(E), is an E-isometry. Also T, on H*(FE) is a pure isometry.
Thus we conclude that (Tary Az, Tas 14,2, 1) is a pure E-isometry.

[ ]

4. A NECESSARY CONDITION FOR THE EXISTENCE OF DILATION

Let us recall from section 1 the definitions of the E-isometric and
[E-unitary dilations of an E-contraction. In fact they can be defined
in a simpler way by involving polynomials only. This is because the
polynomials are dense in the rational functions.

Definition 4.1. Let (71,75,73) be a E-contraction on H. A com-
muting tuple (@1, 2, V') on K is said to be an E-isometric dilation of
(Ty, Ty, T3) if H C K, (Q1,Q2,V) is an E-isometry and

Pu(QTQy? V™) |y = Ty Ty Ty, for all non-negative integers my, mso, n.

Here Py : K — H is the orthogonal projection of X onto H. Moreover,
the dilation is called minimal if

K =span{Q7" Q52V"h : h € H and my,my,n € NU{0}}.

Definition 4.2. A commuting tuple (R;, Ry, U) on K is said to be an
E-unitary dilation of (7%, T»,T3) if H C KC, (Ry, Ry, U) is an E-unitary
and

Py (R Ry?U™) |y = Ty Ty Ty, for all non-negative integers my, mao, n.
Moreover, the dilation is called minimal if

K =span{R{" R3?U"h : h € H and my, ma,n € Z}.
Here R = R!™™ for i = 1,2 and U" = U*™" when m; and n are
negative integers.

Proposition 4.3. If a E-contraction (11,1, T3) defined on H has a
E-isometric dilation, then it has a minimal E-isometric dilation.

Proof. Let (Q1,Q2,V) on K O H be a E-isometric dilation of (T3, T, T3).
Let Iy be the space defined as

Ko =span{ Q7" Q5*V"h : h € H and my,mg,n € NU{0}}.

Clearly Ky is invariant under Q7", Q5" and V™, for any non-negative
integer my, mo and n. Therefore if we denote the restrictions of ()1, Qo
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and V' to the common invariant subspace Ky by Q11,@Q12 and V; re-
spectively, we get
Tk =07k, Qi3k =0Q5%k, and V"k =V"k, for any k € K,.
Hence
Ko =span{ Q7' Q12 V*h : h € H and mq,mg,n € NU{0}}.
Therefore for any non-negative integers m;, my and n we have that
Pl @ QuVih = Pu(QQyV™h,  for all h € H.

Now (@11, @12, V}) is an E-contraction by being the restriction of an
E-contraction (@1, @2, V) to a common invariant subspace K. Also
Vi, being the restriction of an isometry to an invariant subspace, is
also an isometry. Therefore by Theorem 23] - part(2), (Q11, Q12, V1) is
an E-isometry. Hence (Q11, @12, V1) is a minimal E-isometric dilation
of (Tl, Tg, Tg)

|

Proposition 4.4. Let (Q1,Q2, V) on K be an E-isometric dilation of
an E-contraction (Ty,Ts,T3) on H. If (Q1,Q2,V) is minimal, then
(QF, Q5, V™) is an E-co-isometric extension of (Ty, Ty, Ty).

Proof. We first prove that T\ Py = PyQq, ToPy = Py and T3Py =
P, V. Clearly
K =span{Q7" Q5*V"h : h € H and my,mo,n € NU{0}}.
Now for h € ‘H we have that
TPy (Q7 Q3 V"h) = Ty I T3h) = i I T3 h = Pu(Q7 T Q5 V"h)
= Py Q1(Q" Q5?V"h).
Thus we have that T\ Py = Py(@Q; and similarly we can prove that

TPy = PyQo and T3Py = Py V. Also for h € H and k € K we have
that

Hence T} = Q7| and similarly 75 = Q%|3 and T = V*|3. Therefore,
(Q1,Q5,V*) is an E-co-isometric extension of (17, T3, T5).

Proposition 4.5. Let H; be a Hilbert space and let (T, T, T3) be an
E-contraction on H = Hi® H1 with fundamental operators Ay, As. Let
(i) Ker(Dr,) =H1 ® {0} and Dy, = {0} & H,;
(ii) T3(Dg,) = {0} and T3Ker(Dr,) C Dr,.
If (T, T3, T3) has an E-isometric dilation then
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(1) AjAy = AsAy,
(2) ATA, — A\ AT = AsAy — AL AL

Proof. Let (Q1,Q2, V) on a Hilbert space I be a minimal E-isometric
dilation of (17,75, T5) (such a minimal E-isometric dilation exists by
Proposition [4.3)) so that (QF, Q3, V*) is an E-co-isometric extension of
(T, T3, T3) by Propositiond.4l Since (Q1, Q2, V') on K is an E-isometry,
by part-(4) of Theorem 23] K has decomposition K = Ky & Ky into
reducing subspaces Ky, Ky of Q1, Q2, V such that (Q1|x,, Q2|ic,, Vik,) =
(Q11, Qu2, Uh) is an E-unitary and (Q1lr,, Qzlc,: Vlic,) = (@21, @22, V1)
is a pure E-isometry. Since (Qa1, Qa2, V1) on Ky is a pure E-isometry,
by Theorem 3.3} Ky can be identified with H*(E), where E = Dy and
@21, Qa2, Vi can be identified with T, Ty, T, respectively on H?*(E),
where ¢(z) = A+ Bz and ¥(z) = B* + A*z, z € D. Here A*, B
are the fundamental operators of (Q%;, Q%y, Vi*). Again H?(E) can be
identified with [*(E) and T,,, Ty, T, on H?(F) can be identified with the
multiplication operators M, My, M, on [*(E) respectively. So without
loss of generality we can assume that Ky = [*(E) and Qa1 = M, Q2 =
My and Vi = M, on [*(E). The block matrices of M., My, M, are given
by

A 0 0 B* 0 0
B A 0 A* B* 0
M=y B 4 My =10 g pr
[0 0 0
and M, = é ? 8

From now onward we shall consider H as a subspace of K and T}, T3, T3
on H as the restrictions of ()7, @5, V™ respectively to H.

Claim 1. Dr, CE® {0} ® {0} ¢ --- C *(E).

Proof of claim. Let h = hy @ hy € D, C H, where h; € K,
and hy = (c,c1,02,...)7 € I*(E). Here (co,c1,¢2,...)" denotes the
transpose of the vector (co,c1,ca,...). Since T3(Dr,) = {0}, we have
that

Tsh =V*h =V*(hy ®hy) = Ufhy ® M} hy = Uhy @ (c1, ¢, )L =0

which implies that h; = 0 and ¢; = ¢ = --- = 0. This completes the
proof of Claim 1.

Claim 2. Ker(Dr,) C{0} @ E® {0} ® {0} & --- CI*(E).
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Proof of claim. For h = hy @& hy € Ker(Dg,) C H, where hy € K4
and hy = (cg, c1,¢2,...)T € [(E), we have that

D}.h = (I-T5*Ts)h = Py(I-VV*)h = Py(hi®ho—h1®M, M hy) = 0
which implies that Py(hy @ hy) = Py(hy & M, M} hs). Therefore,
h @ (co,c1,- )" = Py(h1 & (0,¢1,00,--+)7)

which further implies that ||21®(0, c1, ca, -+ )T || > [|h1®(co, c1, ca, -+ ).
Thus ¢y = 0. Again T3(Ker(Dg,)) C Dr,. Therefore, for hy &
(0,¢1,¢2,...)7 € Ker(Dr,), we have that

T3(h®(0, c1,¢a, .. )1) = Uy @M (0, ¢4, ¢, - - - )T = Ufha®(cy, ¢a,---)T € Dy,
Then by Claim 1, hy = 0 and ¢; = ¢3 = --- = 0. Hence Claim 2 is
established.

Now since H = Dg, @ Ker(Dr,), we can conclude that H C E &
E®{0}®{0} @ - CI*(E) = K,. Therefore, (M}, M, M) on I*(E)
is an E-co-isometric extension of (73,75, 73). We now compute the
fundamental operators of (Mg, My, M).

My — My M;
[A* B* 0 -] (B* 0 0 010
0 A B* --. A* B* 0 00 I
-0 0 A ---] 7|0 A" DB 000
[A* B* 0 -] 0 B* 0
0 A" B* --. 0 A* B~
-10 0 A ---| 7|0 0 A
[A* 0 0
0 00
— 10 00
Similarly

M}, — MM =

oo
oo o
oo o
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Also
D3y =1 — M. M;

OO N
o O O
o O O

Therefore, Dy;; = E @ {0} @ {0}--- and D3, = Dy: = I on
Ea {0} ®{0}---. If we set

A0 0 ... B o 0 ..
i o 0 0 .. - 0o 0 0 ..
=19 o o A= g g o ] @D
then

M}, — MyM; = Dy A1 Dy and M, — MM} = Dy Ay Dy

Therefore, A, Ay are the fundamental operators of (Mg, My, M).
Let us denote (M7, M, M?) by (Ry, Ry, W). Therefore,

Ry — R;W = Dy A, Dy,

Claim 3. AiDW|’DT3 Q DT3 and Ai*DW|’DTS g DT3 for ¢ = 1, 2.
Proof of claim. Clearly Dy = Dy= = Iy on Dy Let hg = (0, 0,0,--+)T €
Dr,. Then A; Dyhg = (A%, 0,0, --)T = M2ho = Ryhg. Since Ry|y =
S1, Rihg € H. Therefore (A*¢,0,0,--+)" € Dy, and A, Dy |p,, C Dr,.
Similarly we can prove that AQDW\DT3 C Dyp,.

We compute the adjoint of Ts. Let (co, ¢1,0,---)T and (dy, dy, 0,
be two arbitrary elements in H where (cg,0,0,---)T, (do,0,0,---)T €
Dr, and (0,¢1,0,---)T,(0,dy,0,---)T € Ker(Dr,). Now
<T§(CO> C1, 07 e )Ta (dOa dla O> e )T> = <(COa C1, 0 e )T> T3(d07 d17 Oa e )T>

(co, 1,0, - ')Tv W (do, ds,0,- - )T>
(COa Cl> y T )T> (dla O> Oa e )T>
co, 1) E
(0 COa ')Ta(dOadla()?”')T)'

..)T

{
{
= (o,
{
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Therefore

T?;k(c(]uclvou t ')T = (0700707' ' ')T'
Now hg = (co,0,0,---)T € Dy, implies that Tiho = (0, ¢o,0,---)F € H
and M (0, co,0, - - )T = Ry(0,¢0,0,---)T = (Acp,0,0,---)T € H. In
particular, (Acg, 0,0, - )T € Dr,. Therefore A, Dyho = (Acy,0,0,---)T €

Dr, and AQ*DW|’DT3 C Dy,. Similarly we can prove that AQ*DW|'DTS -
Dr,. Hence Claim 3 is proved.

Claim 4. Ai\DT3 = A, and fli*|DT3 = Al fori=1,2.

Proof of Claim. It is obvious that Dy, C Dy = E® {0} @ {0} & ---.
Now since Wy = T3 and Dy is projection onto Dy, we have that
Dwly = Diyln = Diylp,, = D7,. Therefore, D7, is a projection onto
Dy, and D3, = Dy,. From ([2) we have that

Pyy(Ry — RSW)|y = Py(Dw A, D). (4.4)

Since (Ry, Ro, W) is an E-co-isometric extension of (17, Ty, T3), the LHS
of ([4.4) is equal to T} — T T3. Again since Ay, Ay are the fundamental
operators of (71,15, T3), we have that

T, — 1513 = Dr,A1Dr,, Ay € L(Dpy). (4.5)

It is clear that 77 — 1575 is 0 on the ortho-complement of Dy, that is
on Ker(Dr,). Therefore,

Ty — T;T5 = Pp,, (R1 — RsW)|p,, = Pp, (DwAiDw)lp,,.  (4.6)

Again since Dy |p,, = Dry = Iz on Dy, the RHS of (&) is equal to
(DwfilDW)\pT3 and hence

Ty — T;Ts = (R, — R3W)lp,, = (DwAiDw)lp,, = Dp,A1Dr,. (4.7)

The last identity follows from the fact (Claim &) that AlDW|fDT3 C Dr,.
By the uniqueness of A; we get that Al|DT3 = A;. Also since Dy, is
invariant under Al* by Claim 3, we have that A1*|DT3 = Aj. Similarly

we can prove that AQ\DT3 = A, and A2*|DT3 = A5. Thus the proof to
Claim 4 is complete.
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Now since (M, My, M,) on [*(E) is an E-isometry, M, and M,
commute, that is

A 0 0 ..][B* 0 o0

B A 0 ...| |4 B 0

0 B A ...||l0 A B*

(B 0 0o ..][A4A 0 o0 i
A B 0 ...||B A 0
“—lo A B* 0 B A

which implies that
[ AB* 0 0 i
BB* + AA* AB* 0

BA* BB* + AA* AB*

B*A 0 0
A*A+ B*B B*A 0
A*B A*A+ B*B B*A

Comparing both sides we obtain the following,
(1) A*B = BA*
(2) A*A— AA* = BB* — B*B.
Therefore from (4.1) we have that
O Ady=Ad
(2) Ay Ay — AjA; = Ay Ay — AYAy .
Taking restriction of the above two operator identities to the subspace
Drp, we get
(1) AjAy = A Ay
(2) AjA; — A1 AT = A5 Ay — AL AL
The proof is now complete.

5. A COUNTER EXAMPLE

Let H1 = *(E)®I*(E), E=C?and let H = H,®H,. Let Ty, Ty, T3
on Hi @ Hi be the block operator matrices

0 0 0 0 0 0
T1:|i0 J:|,T2:|:O O:| andTg,:[Y O:|
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where

F 0 0V
J = {O O] and Y = [I 0} on H, = I*(E) @ I*(E).

Here V = M, and I = I; on [>(E) and F on [?(E) is defined as
F :*(E)—I*FE

(007017027 o ')T = (F10070707 e ')T7

o 1
Fl:(o 6)

so that F} is a non-normal contraction such that F? = 0. Clearly
F? = 0 and F*F # FF*. Since FV = 0, JY = 0 and thus the
product of any two of Ti,7T5,T5 is equal to 0. Now we unfold the
operators 11, Ty, T3 and write their block matrices with respect to the
decomposition H = [*(E) & I*(E) & I*(E) & I*(E):

where we choose

—~

000 0 000 0 00 00
0000 000 0 00 00
Li=lg0r o 2=lpg00 o ML=y v oo
0000 000 0 I 000
We shall prove later that (77,75, 73) is an E-contraction and let us
assume it for now. Here
[7 0 0 0] 00 0o I1Jo 0 00
- e (0T 00 00V 0[]0 00O
DTS—[_T3T3—0010 00 0 0|l|0oV 00
00 0 I 00 0 Ol|I 000
[0 0 0 0]
0000
—OOIO_DTS‘
00 0 I

Clearly Dy, = {0} @ {0} ® I*(E) @ (*(E) = {0} ® H, and Ker(Dg,) =
P(E)® *E)® {0} ® {0} = H, ® {0}. Also for a vector ky =
(ho, h1,0,0)T € Ker(Dr,) and for a vector ky = (0,0, hy, h3)T € Dr,,

0 0

Tyko = (ho, h1,0,0)" = (0,0, Vhy, hy)" € Dp,

~N O O O
o O oo

0
v
0

o O O
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and

o O O

0 0
0 0
Vo

o O O

Tsky = (0,0, hy, hy)" = (0,0,0,0)7.
I 000

Thus (74, Ty, T3) satisfies all the conditions of Proposition We
now compute the fundamental operators Ay, As of (11, T3, T3).

00 0 0 0000 0000
. 00 0 0 0000 0000
L-T;Li=Ti= ) g p o| =PudDn= g o 7 o400 71 0
0000 000 [ 000 I

Since Dr, = {0} @ H; and A; € L(Dy,) we can set

£ O} on {0} @ Hy (= Dr,)

so that
T1 - TQ*T3 == DTSAIDTS-

Again T7T5 = 0 as X*V = 0 and therefore Tp — 17715 = 0. This shows
that the fundamental operator Ay, for which Ty — 1715 = Dp, Ao Dy,
holds, has to be equal to 0. Clearly
F*F—FF* 0

0 0
but A5A; — Ay A5 = 0. This violets the conclusion of Proposition
and it is guaranteed that the E-contraction (77,75, 7Ty) does not have

an [E-isometric dilation. Since every E-unitary dilation is necessarily an
E-isometric dilation, (77, Ty, T5) does not have an E-unitary dilation.

A’{Al—AlA’{:O@l ]¢0asF*F¢FF*

Now we prove that (77,75, T3) is an E-contraction. By Lemma 2]
it suffices to show that ||p(T1, Tz, T3)]| < ||p|| for any polynomial
p(z1, 9, x3) in the co-ordinates of E. Let

oo, E

3
p(xy, T, 23) = ag + Z a;x; + q(z1, T2, 3),
i=1

where ¢ is a polynomial containing only terms of second or higher
degree. Now

I
p(T17T27T3) = CL(]] + a7 + a3T3 — |ia0 0 :|

CL3Y CL(]] + CL1J



18 SOURAV PAL

1
Since Y is a contraction and ||J|| = 7 it is obvious that

CLQI |a0| 0
[%Y aOI+a1 las| |ao| + % '

We divide the rest of the proof into two cases.

Case 1. When |ag| < |aq].

We show that

|a0| |ao] 0
\al\ :
las| |ao| + — |a1\ + las| ao|

Let (g) be a unit vector in C? such that

[ )] =)ot e e120) G)]

Without loss of generality we can choose €, > 0 because

ol € 2 laol }
s \a0\+‘“1‘ (5) "‘36”(‘“0” 4)

' = |a0€‘2 +
and if we replace (g) by <||§D we see that

H(:: |ao|+'a1'> 9] H H(:: wf‘“l') (5)

2

2
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So, assuming €, > 0 we get

|a0|
as] Jao| + 122! '“1'
2
— \a06|2 + {\a36| + (\a0| + |a711|> 5}

apa a ? a
:|aoe|2—|—|a36|2+{|a0|2+| 021| + '116| }52+2|a3| <| a| + |41|) e

16 2 2
(5.1)

e aia
— {(|a0|2 + |as|*) e + |ao| 52+2|a0a3|65}+{‘ af +‘ 0 1|}52 Me(y

Again

Lol 2 ) )

= |age]* + {(Ja1| + |as|)e + |ao|0}?
= lao|?€® + {|a1|* + |as|* + 2|aras|}€* + 2|ao|(|ay| + |as|)ed + |ag|*6?

= {(‘CLO‘2 + |a3‘2)€2 —+ \a0\252 + 2|a0a3|65} —+ (\a1\2e2 + 2|a0a1\65) + 2|a1a3\62 .
(5.2)

2

We now compare (0.I)) and (5.2). If € > § then

2
(|a1|?€* + 2|apai|ed) + 2|aras|e* > (M + |a0a1|> 6% + |a1a3|€5

16 2 2

Therefore, it is evident from (5.]) and (5.2) that

(i ) Q)] =l 2 )

If € < § we consider the unit vector (i) and it suffices if we show that
2

(i ) Q)] =l 2 €)

2

2
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A computation similar to (5.2]) gives

|CLO| 0 )
lax| + |as] |aol ) \ €

= lao|?0? + {|a1|?® + |as|® + 2|aias|}6* + 2|ag|(|ai| + |as|)ed + |ag|*€?
= {|ao*(€* + &%) + 2|apas|ed} + {|ai|* + |as)® + 2|aras|}6? + 2|apa|ed
= {|a0|2 + 2|a0a3\65} + {\a1\2 + |a3\2 + 2‘@1@3”52 + 2‘@0@1‘65 . (53)

2

In the last equality we used the fact that |e|* + |6]> = 1. Again from

(510 we have

H(H o + '“”) H

2
= {‘a0‘2(€2 —|—(52) —+ 2|a0a3‘65} + {|a3|2€2 + |a1a3‘€5} 4 { ‘al‘ X |a0a1\ } 52

2 16 2
2 2

< A{|ao|*(e* + 6%) + 2|apas|ed} + {\a3|262 + |a12—a3|€5} + { |O§16| i |a;| }5
= {laol® + 2Jaoas|ed} + {9|a1| 0% + Jas|*e® + %65} (5.4)

The last inequality follows from the fact that |ag| < |a1|. Since € <
we can conclude from (53]) and (5.4)) that

(:: \ao\f‘ 1‘)@ QSH(M\'?'\%\ o) ()

Therefore,
|ao| |a1\ H lao| 0 )H
las| |ao| + — |a1| + |as|  |aol

A classical result of Caratheodory and Fejér states that

inf ||bo + b1z + r(2)|| oD = H(bl bo) '

where the infimum is taken over all polynomials r(z) in one variable
which contain only terms of degree two or higher. For an elegant proof
to this result, see Sarason’s seminal paper [19], where the result is
derived as a consequence of the classical commutant lifting theorem of

2

||p(T1> T2> T3) || <
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Sz.-Nagy and Foias (see [21]). Using this fact we have that

|ao| 0
lax| + |as| |ao

= inf [[|ao| + (a1 + |as)z + 7(2) ] o5

inf |||CLO| + |CL1|ZL’1 + |Clg|£li’3 + 7“1(1'1,1’2,1’3)”007/\ (55)

[p(T1, Ts, T3) || <

inf |[|ag| + |az| + |a1|zy + |as|xzs + (21, T2, 23) || con

(5.6)
= inf [||ao| + |a1|zy + |az|@s + |ag|zs + ri(azy, 22, 3)[|son
< |lao + arzy + azwy + azrs + q(r1, 2, 73)[[00n  (5.7)
< lag + a121 + azxa + azws + q(x1, 12, 73) || o &

= ||p(551>552,953)||oo£-

Here A = {(z,1,2) : © € D} C E (by choosing 8, = 0, 3, = 1
in Theorem [[T]) and r(z) and ry(x1, 2, 23) range over polynomials of
degree two or higher. The inequality (5.5]) was obtained by putting
x1 = x3 = z and x5 = 1 which makes the set of polynomials |ag| +
lay|z1 + |as|xs + 71(21, 22, 23), a subset of the set of polynomials |ag| +
(la1| + |as|)z + r(z). The infimum taken over a subset is always bigger
than or equal to the infimum taken over the set itself. We obtained the
inequality (B.6]) by applying a similar argument because we can extract
the polynomial |as|z3 from the set 71 (x1, 2o, ¥3) and |as|z3 = |as| when
x9 = 1. The inequality (B.7) was obtained by choosing r1(x1, z2, x3) in
particular to be equal to

(ao — |CLO| +a2 — |a2|)x§ + (CLl — |a1|)x1x2 + (ag — |CL3|)ZL’2£L’3 +q(:E1, T2, 1’3).

Case 2. When |ag| > |a4].

It is obvious from Case 1 that

ety 8 ey B TR |
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|CLO| O
lag| + |as| |aol

= inf |[|ao| + (|ao| + |as])z + r(2)| 5

il’lf |HCLO| —+ ‘CL0|LL’1 + |CL3‘SL’3 —+ 7”1(5(71,1’2,1’3)”007[\

Therefore,

|p(T1, To, T3) || <

IA

<inf |||ag| + |az| + |ao|z1 + |as|zs + 1 (21, T2, T3)||co A

inf |||ag| + |ao|x1 + |az|za + |as|zs + ri(z1, T2, 3) oo
< llao + a171 + agzs + azxs + q(x1, T2, 73) || oon (5.8)
< llao + a1y + agzs + azrs + (1, T2, 73)| o &

= [|p(z1, 22, 23) || o -

Here all notations used are as same as they were in Case 1 and we
obtained the inequality (5.8) by choosing 71 (x1, 22, 23) in particular to
be equal to

(ao — |CLO| +a2 — |a2|)x§ + (CLl — |a0|)x1x2 + (ag — |CL3|)ZL’2£L’3 +q(:E1, T2, 1’3).
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