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1 Introduction

Let H and K be separable complex Hilbert spaces and B(H) (B(H,K)) be the set of all
bounded linear operators on H (from H to K). For an operator A € B(H), the adjoint of A
is denoted by A* and A is called a self-adjoint operator if A = A*. We write A > 0if A is a
positive operator, meaning (Az,z) > 0 for all € H. As usual, the operator order (Loewner
partial order) relation A > B between two self-adjoint operators is defined as A — B > 0. Also,
denote by B(H)™ the set of all positive bounded linear operators on H. If A € B(H)" then Az
denotes the positive square root of A. Let AT and A~ be the positive and negative parts of a
self-adjoint operator A, that is, AT := "4'%4 and A™ := WT_A.

For an operator T' € B(H,K), N(T), R(T) and R(T) denote the null space, the range of T,
and the closure of R(T), respectively. An operator J € B(H) is said to be a symmetry (or
self-adjoint involution) if J = J* = J~!. In this case, J* = % and J~ = % are mutually
annihilating orthogonal projections. If J is a non-scalar symmetry, then an indefinite inner

product is defined by
[z,y] = (Ja,y)  (z,y €M)
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and (H,J) is called a Krein space ([1]).

Let us denote by B(H)'® the set of all bounded projections (=idempotents) of B(H). A
projection P € B(H)M is said to be J-projection if P = JP*J. In particular, a projection P is
called J—positive (or J—negative) projection if JP > 0 (or JP < 0). And P € B(H)'? is said
to be J-contractive (or expansive) projection if P*JP < J (or P*JP > J). Also, Py, denotes
the orthogonal projection onto M, where M is a closed subspace of H. Particularly, we use
P4 to represent the orthogonal projection onto W and Pj := [ — P4. Furthermore, A ~ B
means that the operators A and B are unitarily equivalent, that is A = UBU™, for some unitary
operators U.

It is well-known that an operator P € B(’H)Id can be written as a 2 X 2 operator matrix:

P= ( é l;l ) : R(P) @ R(P)*, (1.1)
where P; € B(R(P)*, R(P)). In recent years, the existence of J-positive (negative, contractive,
expansive) projections and its properties are considered in [6,7,8]. And some geometry and
topological properties of projections and decomposition properties of J—projections were stud-
ied in [3,5,9-13]. In particular, an exposition of operators in Krein spaces can be found in the
lecture by T. Ando [1].

In this note, we firstly consider the structures of symmetries J such that a projection P
is J-contractive. In particular, the minimal and maximal elements of the symmetries J with
P*JP < J (or JP > 0) are given. That is

min{J : P*JP < J, J = J*=J '} = 2Pp,p-y- — [ +2Py(pype,

max{J : P*JP < J, J=J"=J"} =2Pp pe- — I +2Py(p_p)

and
maz{J: JP >0, J=J"=J'} =2Pp,py+ — I +2Py(pip+.

Moreover, some formulas between Por_p_p+)+ (Por—p_p+)-) and Ppypey- (Ppip+)+) are
established.

2 Main results

It is well known that every operator T' € B(H,K) has a (unique) polar decomposition
T = U(T*T )%, where U is a partial isometry with kernel space N(T') ([4]). The following
lemmas are needed and their proofs can be found in [8].
I P

Lemma 1. ([8, Corollary 11]) Let P € B(K,H) and S = < P 0

) :H P K. Then

b _( I—:Qrfl _7-1p
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where T' = (I + 4PP*)% and V is the unique partial isometry such that P* = V(PP¥)
R(V) = R(P*) and R(V*) = R(P).




Lemma 2. ([8, Lemma 13]) Let P € B(H)'? have the form (1.1). If J is a symmetry, then
P is a J-projection if and only if J has the operator matrix

_( L(I+PP)":  J(I+PP;) 2P

: R(P) ® R(P)*, 2.1
Py(I+ PP} 2], Jo(I+PiP) 2 ) (P) @ R(P) 2.1)

where J; and Jo are symmetries on the subspaces R(P) and R(P)*, respectively, satisfying
J1Pp+ PiJy = 0.

Lemma 3. ([8, Corollary 14]) Let P € B(H)'® have the form (1.1). If J is a symmetry,
then JP > 0 if and only if

:< (I+PPy)~2 (I+PP;) 2P

. 1
Py(I+PiP}) 3 Jo(I+PiP) s ) FR(P) & R(P)™, (2.2)

where Js is a symmetry on the subspace R(P)L with P, = — P Js.
Lemma 4. ([8, Theorem 15]) Let P € B(#)"®. Then

min{J : JP >0, J=J"=J"'} =2Pp, prys — I, (2.3)

where the “min” is in the sense of Loewner partial order.
In what follows, we give a new characterization for symmetry J with P*JP < J.
Lemma 5. Let P € B(H)'® have the form (1.1). If J is a symmetry, then P*JP < J if and

only if

= N[

. LI+ PP~z Ji(I+ PP
—_— 1
Pf(I—FPlPl*)iﬁJl (I—FPl*Pl)i

where J; € B(R(P)) is a symmetry with J; Py + Py = 0.
Proof. Necessity. We assume

B ) : R(P) @ R(P)*, (2.4)

J= (M e Ry o R
Sy J22

where Ji; and Jyy are self-adjoint operators. The equation of J = J* = J~! implies that

Jh + oy =1 D
JiiJiz + JiaJao =0 ) (2.5)
TioTiz + I3 =1 €)

On the other hand, a direct calculation shows that the inequality P*JP < J yields
J11 J11P1 < Jll J12
Prgy PranPr ) O\ Jfy Ja

J22 2 Pl*JIIPI and J12 == J11P1. (26)

Thus

Using equations (D of (2.5) and (2.6), we have

Jll(I‘{'PlPl*)Jll =1,



which yields that Jy; is invertible on the subspace R(P) and J? = (I + P, P})~L.
Setting J; := J11(J121)_%, we casily verify that J; = Jf = J; ' and

Ji = J(I+ PPy s, (2.7)
Also, equations @) of (2.5) and (2.6) imply
Jp=1-PfJaPi=1-P(I+PP;)'Pi=1-(I+PiP)'PiP=I+PP)"
By equations @) of (2.5) and (2.6), it follows that JZ Py + Ji1 PyJoz = 0, so
Jin Py + PrJa =0,
which induces P J11 Py = — P} Py Jss. Thus inequality Joy — Py J11 Py > 0 implies
(I + P{P1)Jss >0,

which yields
1 1
([—I—Pl*Pl)JQQ = (I +P1*P1)§J22(I+ Pl*Pl)i'

Then JQQ Z 0, SO
1
Jog = (I + Pl*Pl)ii. (28)

Moreover, using equations 2) of (2.5) and (2.6)-(2.8), we get that
(JiPi+ P)(I+ P{Pi)"2 = Ji Py + PiJaz = 0,

that is J1 P, + P, = 0.
Sufficiency is clear from a direct calculation. O
Lemma 6. Let P € B(H)'® have the form (1.1). Then
(i) N(P+P")=0&N(P).
(ii) N(P — P*) = N(P}")® N(P).
Proof. (i) Clearly,

. (2 P\
P4 P = < P 0 >.R(P)@R(P)L. (2.9)

Let = € R(P),y € R(P)* satisfy (P 4+ P*)(z ®y) = 0. Then
2+ Piy=0 and Pz =0.
So PPy = —2Pfx = 0, which implies that y € N(P;) and x = 0. That is
N(P+P*)C0® N(P).
Another inclusion relation 0 & N(P;) C N(P + P*) is obvious. Thus
N(P+P*)=0& N(P).
(ii) Obviously,

. 0 P\
P-P _<_P1* 0 ).R(P)@R(P)i.



Let € R(P) and y € R(P)*. Then (P — P*)(z ®y) = 0 if and only if
Piy=0 and Pjz=0,
which yields z € N(P;) and y € N(P;). Hence
N(P — P*) = N(P}) @ N(P,).

O
The following is our main result.
Theorem 7. Let P € B(H)'®. Then
(i) min{J : P*JP < J, J=J*=J"'} = 2P p, poy- — I + 2Py(psp).-
(i) max{J : P*JP < J, J=J*=J 1} = 2Ppipry- — I +2Pn(p_ps).
where the “min” and “max” are in the sense of Loewner partial order.
Proof. (i) Suppose that P has the matrix form (1.1). Then by Lemma 1, we get that

1 ( J—T1 —T-1p,

Pipipsy- = = :R(P P)*.
(P+P~) 9 _Pl*Tfl V(I+Tfl)v* ) R( )@R( )

where T' = (I + PlPl*)% and V' is the unique partial isometry such that Pj = V|Pf|, R(V) =

R(Pf) and R(V*) = R(P;). Then by Lemma 6,

-7-! -T-tp
2P(P+P*)__I+2PN(P+P*): < ! )

—PiT™! VI +T Y)V* =14 2Pyp)
Since VV* = Pp:, then Pyipy=1—Pp: =1— VV*, so
VI +T YW =T+ 2Pyp,=V(T ' =1)V*+1.

Clearly, P, and V have the operator matrices forms

P = ( 00 ) :N(P) @ N(P)* = R(P)* @ R(Py) (2.10)
0 Pp

and

V= < 00 ) . R(P\)" @ R(P1) — N(P1) @ N(P)™,
0 W

respectively, where V; € B(R(Py), N(Py)*) is a unitary operator. Then

I 0
V(T -V +1= (

- N(P))® N(P)*
0 V1(1+P11P1*1)_%V1*> ) (7)

and

=

I 0
I+ PP) 3 = :N(P) @ N(P)™ . 2.11
(I+ PPy (O (HPEPH)_%) (R) @ N(Py) (2.11)
Moreover,

ViPuPL Vi = Vil PL [ PR [Vi = Py P,



which implies V1 P11 P} = P, P11Vi, so
%\ — % * -1
Vil + PuPpy) 2 = (I + Py Pn) 20

Thus
1
V(T —DV*+T=(I+ P;P) .

Defining

_7-1 _T-1p )

Jo = 2Bpipe- = I+ 2PNpip) = < _PITY (14 PPy

we know that Jy is a symmetry with P*JoP < Jy from Lemma 5.
On the other hand, if P*JP < J, then Lemma 5 implies that J has the form (2.4) and

S DU RP)TE (A DI+ PP P
D\ AU+ PP TR ) 0 .

It is easy to see that the equation J; P| = —P; yields
J\P\Pf =—-P,P{ =—-P(—PJ,) =P P J,

which implies

D=
N[

L+ DI +PP) 2=+ D2+ PP 2(J; + 1)z >0,
since J; +1 > 0 and (I + PlPl*)_% > 0. Also, we have
(i + DI + PP 2P = (I + PP} 2 (1P +P) =0

and
* sy — L
Pi(I+PP) 21 +1)=0.

Hence J — Jg > 0, which induces the desired result.
(ii) Suppose that P has the matrix form (1.1) and P*JP < J. Then Lemma 5 implies that
J has the form (2.4) and J1 P, + P, =0, so P;J; + P = 0. Thus Pj(I + J;) = 0, which means

R(I+ Jy) C N(FPY).

Then we may assume that

J J
I+J1=< o 52>:N<Pf>eaN<Pf>l,

so Ji2 = 0 follows from the fact that I + J; = I + J{. Thus
Jii 0
I+ Ji= ,
+ J1 ( 0 0 )

Ji = ( J”O_I _O[ ) : N(P})@® N(PF)*.. (2.12)

which yields

6



Therefore,

~ " _ I 0
Jp = mam{Jl PP+ P =0, Ji=J] :Jl 1} = ( 0 _I > :2PN(P1*) — 1.

Also, suppose that P; has the operator matrix form (2.10). Then

pprr= (9 0 S I B I BN - i o e

and
(I+PP)2= ( ! ! 1 ) : N(PY) @ N(P)*- (2.13)
0 (I+Pukbp) 2
Thus
Pypry(I+ PLPF) "% = Pr(pry
and

1
PN(PI*)(I + PlPl*)*ipl = PN(PI*)Pl = 0.

We claim that when setting J; = J = diag(I,—1I) in equation (2.4), J is the maximal
element with P*JP < J. Indeed, we only need to verify that

(=T +PP)™2 (=TI +PP)ER Y 0
1 =~ = Yy
Pr(I+ PP) 2 (J1 — Jh) 0

where J; has the form (2.12). Combining the equations (2.12) and (2.13), we get that

_ 21 —Jin 0 >0
0 0

(J, — J)I + PlPl*)—%P1 =(I+ PlPl*)—%(J1 — )P =(I+ Plpl*)_%(_Pl + P) =0.

N

(i — ) + PPy~

and

So the assertion is valid. Then by (i) and Lemma 6,

maz{J : P*JP < J, J=J"=J"1}
2Pypyy — DT (2Py(py) — )T 1Py
PyT'(2Pypsy—I) (I +P{P)"2
1 _T-1p, ) ( 2Pnip)T~" 2Py TPy )
—P{T~! (I+ PPz 2PIT~ Py (py)
= (Ppipy- =1+ Pypipry) + 2Py(py) ©0)
= 2Ppyps- — 1 +2(Pypy) + Prn(py))
= 2Ppipy- — 1+ 2Pyp_pr).

where T = (I + P,P)2. O

In the following, the maximal element of the symmetries J with JP > 0 is given. Note that
the minimal element of those symmetries was obtained in [8, Theorem 15]. Also, we consider
the minimal and maximal elements of the symmetries J with JPJ = P*.



Theorem 8. Let P € B(#)'® . Then
(i) max{J : JP >0, J =J*=J '} =2Pp ps)+ — I + 2Py (pip+).
(ii) The following statements are equivalent:

(a) max{J : JPJ = P*, J=J* = J 1} exists.

(b) P is an orthogonal projection.

(c) max{J: JPJ =P* J=J"=J1} =1

(d) min{J : JPJ = P*, J = J* = J~1} exists.

(e) min{J : JPJ =P* J=J"=J1} =L

Proof. The proof of (i) is similar to that of (ii) of Theorem 7. By Lemma 3, We claim that

maz{Jy: Py = —P1Jy, Jo=J5 = Jy '} = Prn(py) — Prpy)t-

Indeed, since P; + P;Jy = 0, then Py (I + J3) = 0, which implies

Jin J
I+ Jy= ( 51 52 )  N(P) & N(Py)*.

It follows from the fact Jo = J5 that Ji2 =0, so

Jii 0
I+ Jy = ( (1)1 0 ) :N(Py) & N(Py)*,

which yields that

Therefore,
Joi=maz{Jo: Pl = —PiJy, Jy=J5 = Jy'} = Py(py — Prnipye-
Let P be the operator matrix form (2.10). Then
Pyey(I+ P P1)"2 = Py,

follows from equation (2.11). Similarly, setting Jo := Jo in equation (2.2), we also get that J is
the maximal element with JP > 0. Thus by the proof of [8, Theorem 15] (Lemma 4), we have

max{J:JP >0, J=J"=J1}
(I+P P2 (I+ PPy~
Pi(I+PP})™% (Pyp - Py ey ) Plpl )72 )
B (I+PP)"z (I+PP) 2P1 0
B Py(I+PP;)y 2 —(I+PiP) 2 ) 0 2Py pl)(I+P1P1)’% )
= 2P(P+P*)+ —I+(0a QPN(PI)
2P pypeyt — I + 2Py (pyp).

l\)\»—i

(ii) (a) = (b). If Jo := max{J : JPJ = P*, J = J* = J 1}, then by Lemma 2,

. Jou(I+PP)"2  Ju(I+ PPy iP
0 - 1 1
Pf([—i—PlPl*)_aJ()l JQQ(I+PfP1)_5

) : R(P) ® R(P)*,



where Jy; and Joo are self-adjoint involutions on the subspaces R(P) and R(P)*, respectively,
with Jo1 P + P1Jo2 = 0. Clearly, by Lemma 2, for k = 1,2,

7 (LI + P Py)™%  (—I)*( + P,Py) 3 P,
k= 3 1
P14 P Py) 2(=1)F (—=L)*'(I+ PPz

are symmetries and satisfy j;Pj;; = P*, where Iy, I5 are identity operators on the subspaces of
R(P) and R(P)*, respectively.

It is easy to verify that Jy > jl implies Jpo > I5. Also, Jy > (72 yields Jo1 = I;. Thus
Jor = I and Jyps = Iy, so P, = 0 follows from the fact Jy1 P + P1Jys = 0. Hence, P is an
orthogonal projection. In a similarly way, we have (d) = (b).

(b) = (¢) = (a) and (b) = (e) = (d) are obvious. O

Remark. Let P € B(H)Id. According to the proof of [8, Theorem 15| and [3, Proposition
6.2], we know that

(I+PP)2 (I+PP) 2P

=(P+P —I)|P+P -1
Pr(I+PPr)s —(I+PiP) 2 ) ( ) |

2P(p+p*)+ —I: <

Thus
maz{J: JP >0, J=J"=J"} =(P+P*=I)|P+ P*—I|"" + 2Py(p; p+
and
(P+ P* = D)|P+ P —I|"'Py(pypr) = —Pn(pspo)-

U
In the following, we shall study the relations between Por_p_p+)+ (Por—p_p+)-) and
Pipyp+y- (Pp4p+)+)- The following observation is needed.
Proposition 9. Let P € B(H)'. If P and I — P have respectively the operator matrices

p:<é P;l):R(P)GBR(P)landI—P:(é Cf)l):R(I—P)@R(I—P)l, (2.14)

then there exist unitary operators Uy € B(R(P)*, R(I — P)) and V; € B(R(I — P)*, R(P)) such
that Q1 = UlPl*Vl.
Proof. It is clear that

I—-P= <8 _fl > : R(P) @ R(P)™.

Thus there exists a unitary operator

U= < U U ) . R(P) ® R(P)* — R(I — P)® R(I — P)",
Us1 Us

Ui Uiz 0 =P\ _[1 Q1 Ui U2
Us1 U 0 I 0 O Uy Uy )’

such that



which yields U1 + @Q1U21 = 0 and —Us1 Py + Uz = 0. So
Un = —-Q1Uxn (2.15)

and
Uzp = U1 1. (2.16)

On the other hand, the equation UU =1 implies that
Ui U + Uy U =1,
SO
Un(I+Q1Q1)Uxn =1 (2.17)
follows from equation (2.15).
Analogously, the equation UU* = I implies that
Ua1Usy + UnUsy = 1,
SO
Ui (I+ P PUS =1 (2.18)

follows from equation (2.16).
In view of (2.17) and (2.18), Uy is invertible from the subspace R(P) onto R(I — P)*. Using
the polar decomposition theorem, we denote

Ust = U (U3, U )2, (2.19)

where U is a unitary operator from the subspace R(P) onto R(I — P)*. Combining equations
(2.18) and (2.19), we have
1 1
(U2*1U21)5 = (I + Plpl*)_a. (220)

Also, equation (2.19) implies Uy = (U21U2*1)%U, so

(UnU31): = (I +QiQ1) > (2:21)
follows from equation (2.17). - -
In a similar way, equations UU* = I and U*U = I imply
U Uiy + UoUsy = I and UjsUis + UsyUsg = 1.
Thus equations (2.15) and (2.21) yield that
UnoUfy =T — Q1(UaUs)Q} = T — Q11+ Q1Q1)'QT = (I + @1Q}) . (2.22)
Similarly, equations (2.16) and (2.21) imply
UpyUio = 1 — UjpUps = I — P (I + PLP})'P = (I + PyP) L. (2.23)

Thus Uy, is invertible from the subspace R(P)* onto R(I — P). Using the polar decomposition
theorem again, we get that

U = V(UUr2)? = V(I + P P) 73, (2.24)

10



where V is a unitary operator from the subspace R(P)* onto R(I — P).
Furthermore, equation UU* = I implies that

UQlUikl + U22U1*2 = 0.
Combining equations (2.15), (2.16), (2.19), (2.20) and (2.24), we conclude that
—U(I+ PP U Q + U(I+ PLP) 2P (I + PP 3V* = 0.

Then
U(I+ PP}y Y (-U*Q; + PLV*) =0,

so Q1 = VP;U*. Setting Uy = V and Vi = U*, we get that U; € B(R(P)*, R(I — P)) and
Vi € B(R(I — P)*, R(P)) are unitary operators with Q1 = Uy PyV;. O

Corollary 10. Let P € B(H)'. Then

(i) P~ P~

(ii) R(P 4+ P*) is closed if and only if R(2I — P — P*) is closed.

(iii) P+ P* + 2P ~2] — P — P* + 2P+

(I-P)
Proof. Let P and I — P have the operator matrices (2.14). Then by Proposition 9, we have

P =ViQiUy,

where unitary operators U; € B(R(P)*, R(I — P)) and V| € B(R(I — P)*, R(P)).
(i) Obviously,

0 0

P*z[—([—P)*z(_QT ,

) :R(I — P)® R(I — P)*.

Defining a unitary operator

U= ( 0* —4 > : R(P) ® R(P)* — R(I — P) @ R(I — P)*,
Vio0

we easily verify that U*P*U = P, that is P ~ P*.
(ii) Setting

g1 -7 : R(P) ® R(P)™*
=\, ; | BP)SRP),

we know that S is invertible. Considering that P + P* has form (2.9) and

) ) of 0
S(P+P)S:< 0 _P;2P1>,

we get that R(P + P*) is closed if and only if R(P;P;) is closed. By a well-known theorem (
or see [14, Lemma 2.1]), R(P;Py) is closed if and only if R(Py) is closed if and only if R(P;)
is closed. Thus R(P + P*) is closed if and only if R(P;) is closed. Similarly, R(2] — P — P*)
is closed if and only if R(Q7) is closed. Moreover, Proposition 9 implies R(P;) is closed if and
only if R(Q7) is closed, so the desired result holds.

11



(iii) It is easy to check that

21 P
P+ P +2pPF = = "1 ):R(P)®R(P). (2.25)
P21
Defining a unitary operator
(7 — 0 Vi), 1 1
U := 70 :R(I-P)®R(I—-P)-— R(P)®R(P), (2.26)
1

we get that

_ - 21 U, PV; 21
U*(P + P* +2P3\U = 1 = =92 —P— P*+2P~+ ..

U

Lemma 11. (]2, Lemma 2.10] or [6, Proposition 5]) Let P € B(H)'®. Then P*JP < J if
and only if J(I — P) > 0.

Theorem 12. Let P € B(H)Id. If P and I — P have the operator matrices (2.14), respec-
tively, then

(i) Por—p-poy+ = Ppypoy- + Pnpipo)-

(i) Prirr) = Pygu and Prepy = Priop)-

(ili) Por—p—po)- + Pn@i—p—pr) = Ppypy+-

Proof. (i) Replacing P by I — P in equation (2.3), we have

min{J : JI—P) >0, J=J"=J "} =2Py;_p_po+ — L.
Also, Lemma 11 implies that
min{J: J(I —P)>0, J=J" =J Y =min{J: P*JP<J, J=J" =J '}

Then
P(ZI—P—P*)+ — P(P-i—P*)* + PN(P+P*) (227)

follows from (i) of Theorem 7.
(ii) Replacing P by I — P in (i) of Theorem 8, we get that

maz{J: J(I - P)>0, J=J"=J""} =2Py;_p_psy+ — I +2Pn(21—p—_p+)-
In view of Lemma 11 and (ii) of Theorem 7, we have
Por—p_p+y+ + Pner-p—pr) = Pip1p+- + Pn(p—p+)- (2.28)
Then equations (2.27) and (2.28) imply that
Pn(r-p-p+) = Pn(p—p+) — Pn(pip+); (2.29)

SO

Pyngy) = Pnei-p—pv) = Pnp—pv) — Pn(ppv) = Pn(py)

12



follows from Lemma 6. In a similar way, we have

Py = Pnpype) = Pnpe—p) — Pni—p—pv) = Pny)- (2.30)

(iii) follows from (i). O
Lemma 13. (]2, Theorem 2.3|)For a J-projection P, there exists uniquely a J-positive
projection @, a J-negative projection R such that

P=Q+R, QR=RQ=0 and QR*=R*'Q=0.

The following result is obtained in [2,7]. However, our method is more concrete than those
of [2,7].

Corollary 14. ([2, Theorem 2.12]) or [7, Theorem 2]) For a J-projection P, there exists
uniquely a J-contractive projection E; and a J-expansive projection Ey such that

P=FFEy=FEyFE,=F;+Fy,—1 and ElEék:E;El:El—{—E;—I

Proof. Suppose that P has operator matrix form (1.1). It follows from the fact P = JP*J
that J has the form (2.1) in Lemma 2. With respect to the space decomposition H = R(P) &
R(P)*, we define Fy and Ej as the following operator matrices

I I, —
I, P2 + Jo L PR J2
2 2
E| = and Fy = )
Iy — Jo Is + Jo
0 0
2 2

where I; and I are identity operarors on the subspaces of R(P) and R(P)*, respectively.
Clearly, E? = E; and E2 = F5. Then a direct calculation yields that

P=FFEy=FEyFE,=F1+Fy,—1 and ElE;:E;Elel—i—E;—I,

as PP Jy = Jo P/ Py. 1t is easy to verify that

I+ J
JI—E) =01+ Prp)t2 T2 50
and
Jo— 1
JI-E) =0 I+PrP)22—"2<0.

Thus by Lemma 11, we conclude that E; is a J-contractive projection and F5 is a J-expansive
projection as desired.
To show the uniqueness, we note that I — P is also a J-projection. If

P=FF,=FF =F+F,—1 and FlFQ*:FQ*Flel—{—FQ*—I,

where Fj is a J-contractive projection and F5 is a J-expansive projection. Setting @) := I — F
and R := I — Fy, we get that

I-P=Q+R, QR=RQ=0 and QR"=R'Q=0.

Furthermore, Lemma 11 implies that ) is a J-positive projection and R is a J-negative projec-
tion, so Q@ = I — E; and R = I — FE» follow from the uniqueness of Lemma 13. Thus F} = E;
and F2 = EQ. O

13
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