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Wiener-Hopf indices of unimodular functions
on the imaginary axis

A.E. Frazho, A.C.M. Ran and F. van Schagen

Abstract. This paper is concerned with the Wiener-Hopf indices of uni-
modular rational matrix functions on the imaginary axis. These in-
dices play a role in the Fredholm theory for Wiener-Hopf integral op-
erators. Our main result gives formulas for the Wiener-Hopf indices
in terms of the matrices appearing in realizations of the factors in a
Douglas-Shapiro-Shields factorization of the unimodular function. Two
approaches to this problem are presented: one direct approach using
operator theoretic methods, and a second approach using the Cayley
transform which allows to use results for an analogous problem regard-
ing unimodular functions on the unit circle and corresponding Toeplitz
operators.
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1. Introduction

Wiener-Hopf factorization of matrix valued functions plays an important role
in determining the Fredholm properties of several classes of operators, such as
singular and Wiener-Hopf integral operators and Toeplitz operators, see e.g.,
I8, 91, [14] 15, [16] and [I8]. To make this more explicit, let R(s) be an m x m
rational matrix valued function on the imaginary axis, which is continuous
and takes invertible values for s on the imaginary axis. A factorization

R(s) = W-(s)ding (1)) Wo(s)

where W_ and its inverse are analytic on the closed left half of the complex
plane, including infinity, and W, and its inverse are analytic on the closed
right hand half plane, including infinity, and x; € Z for j = 1,...,m, is called
a (right) Wiener-Hopf factorization with respect to the imaginary axis. The
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integers x; are uniquely determined by R and they are called the Wiener-
Hopf indices of R.

In order to present the main results of this paper we recall some defi-
nitions and fix some notations. Throughout £ is a finite dimensional Hilbert
space and Li (€) denotes the space of square integrable functions from [0, co)
to £. The Laplace transform £ is the unitary operator mapping Li(é’) onto
H?(&) defined by

(2f)(s) = / Tetidt (f € I2(€)). (L1)

Here H?(&) is the Hardy space of £-valued functions that are analytic in
the right hand half complex plane C; = {s € C : R(s) > 0} and square
integrable on the imaginary axis. Furthermore H> (€, £) is the Hardy space
of all functions © whose values are operators on £ and that are analytic and
uniformly bounded in the open right half plane C4, i.e.,

[©]loc = sup{[[O(s)]| : R(s) > 0} < oo.
(If £ = C, then H>*(C, C) is denoted by H*°.) Similarly, H>°(£) is the Hardy

space consisting of the set of all £-valued functions ¥(s) that are analytic in
the open right half plane and such that

[W]loc = sup{[[¥(s)]| : R(s) > 0} < oo

Let R(s) be a rational function taking unitary values on the finite di-
mensional space £ for values of s on the imaginary line. In particular, R(co)
is also a unitary operator. Let r(¢) be given via R(iw) = R(c0) + (£r)(iw).

Define Tk to be the Wiener-Hopf operator on Li (&) determined by R,
that is,

(T f)(t) = R(oo) f(£) + /Ooor(t—T)f(T)dT (fel2E). (2

For such an operator the image is denoted by Im T and the kernel or null
space by Ker Tg.
Throughout ((s) = 3¢ is the conformal mapping which maps the open

1+s
right half plane C; onto the open unit disc D = {z € C : |z| < 1}. Let
—K1,—K2,...,—Kp With k1 > ko > .-+ > K, be the negative Wiener-Hopf

indices of the function R. Then (see [I5] Theorem XIII.3.2) we have that the
dimension n(Tg) of the null space Ker Ty is given by

n(TR) = Z Kj.
Kj Zl
Consider the function R multiplied by ¢(s)*, which we denote by ¢* R. Define
for k =1,2,... the numbers uj by
pe = n(Ter-1r) = n(Terg).
Then (see Section 2 below)

rj =#{k | e = j}.
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Here #E denotes the number of elements of the set E.

Finding the Wiener-Hopf indices in terms of matrices in a realization
of the function R is a problem that has already some history, see [3] [l B [7]
[I8 M9]. An analogous problem for a unimodular function on the unit circle
was studied in [20]. There, significant use was made of the Douglas-Shapiro-
Shields factorization of R, that is, writing R as R = VW™, where V and W
are bi-inner. Note that in this case we say that the operator valued function ©
is a bi-inner function if © is analytic and uniformly bounded on D, and ©(e®)
is a unitary operator on £ for almost all w € R. The Wiener-Hopf indices
were given in [20] in terms of realizations of V' and W, based on earlier work
in [I2]. These results were extended to formulas for the Wiener-Hopf indices
for any rational matrix valued function in [21].

Our aim in this paper is to obtain a result analoguous to the result of
[20] but for the imaginary axis replacing the unit circle and with a different
method, which is more operator theoretic. This method is in parallel with
our earlier results in [I3] for the case of unimodular rational matrix functions
on the unit circle and their related Toeplitz operators. Our approach leads
to simple formulas for the Wiener-Hopf indices of a rational matrix function
that takes unitary values on the imaginary axis.

Finally in this introduction we give a short description of the various
sections of this paper. In Section 2, we introduce the functions and their real-
izations, and present the main result in Theorem Section 3 is concerned
with the Wiener-Hopf and Hankel operators corresponding to bi-inner ratio-
nal matrix functions. Section 4 gives more detailed results on the unimodular
function R, its Wiener-Hopf operator Tk and factorization. In subsection 4.1
we specify the results for the case when the bi-inner functions are scalar
valued Blaschke products. We derive the main results for this special case.
Section 5 is devoted to the proof of the main theorem. In Section 6 we treat
the Cayley transform and the connection it gives between the realizations
of rational matrix functions on the unit circle in the complex plane and the
realizations of rational matrix functions on the imaginary axis in the complex
plane. In Section 7 these relations are used to prove the equivalence of the
main result, Theorem 2.2, of the paper with [I3] Theorem 2.2]. In Subsection
7.1 we present an example.

2. The main result.

To present our method to compute the Wiener-Hopf indices, let us fix some
notation. Recall that {A on X, B, C, D} is a realization of a function ©(s) if

O(s)=D+C(sl — A 'B.

Here A is an operator on X and B maps U into X', while C maps X into )

and D maps U into Y. Two state space realizations {A on X, B,C, D} and

{A; on Xy, By,Cy, D1} are unitarily equivalent if D = Dy and there exists a
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unitary operator U mapping & onto X such that
AU =UA; and B=UB; and CU = (.

We say that an operator A on X is dissipative if A* + A < 0. An operator
A on a finite dimensional space X is stable if all the eigenvalues for A are
contained in the open left hand plane C_ = {s € C: R(s) < 0}.

Throughout we will be dealing with finite dimensional realizations, that
is, realizations of the form {A on X', B, C, D} where the state space X is finite
dimensional. In general we will call such a realization MIMO (multi input,
multi output). In the particular case when U and ) are one-dimensional we
say that the realization is SISO (single input, single output). The realiza-
tion {4, B,C, D} is stable, if A is stable. Next, we say that the realization
{A, B,C, D} is stable and dissipative if the following holds:

1. The operator A is stable and A + A* + C*C = 0;
2. the operator D is unitary;
3. B=-C"D.

It is noted that the previous three conditions are equivalent to

a) The operator A is stable and A+ A* + BB* = 0;
b) the operator D is unitary;
¢) C=—-DB*.
We are now ready to present the following classical result, compare,

e.g., [2], [7], Section 17.5. The result is closely related to results on so called
Livsic-Brodskii characteristic operator functions, see Section 1.2 in [6].

Theorem 2.1. Let © be a rational function in H>*(E,E). Then © is bi-inner
if and only if © admits a stable dissipative realization {A, B,C, D}. In this
case, all stable dissipative realizations of © are unitarily equivalent.

Let R take unitary values on the imaginary axis. Due to the Douglas-
Shapiro-Shields factorization, when computing the Wiener-Hopf indices of
R, without loss of generality, one can assume that R = VW?* where V
and W are two rational bi-inner functions in H*(€,&). Here W* denotes
the function defined by W*(s) = (W(—E))* (s € C) and thus we have
that W*(iw) = (W(iw))" for all w € R. Let {4, on X,, B,,C,, D,} and
{Ay on Xy, By, Cy, Dy} be two stable dissipative realizations of V and W
respectively. In particular,

V(s) = Dy + Cy(sl — A,)"' B, (2.1)
W (s) = Dy + Cu(sI — Ay) ™" By (2.2)

Let Tr be the Wiener-Hopf operator on Li () determined by R given by
@2).

Let —k1, —K2,...,—Kp With kK1 > K2 > -+ > K, be the negative Wiener-
Hopf indices of the function R and R(s) = W_(s)D(s)Wy(s) the Wiener-
Hopf factorization of R. Then (see [I5] Theorem XIII.3.2) we have that the
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dimension n(7'g) of the null space of Ty, is given by
n(TR) = Z Kj.
rj=1
Recall that ((s) = }I_i Consider the function R multiplied by ¢*, which
we denote by ¢¥R. Since ¢*(s)R(s) = W_(s)(¢*(s)D(s))W,(s), the Wiener-
Hopf indices of (¥R are each k higher than the corresponding index of R.

Therefore
n(Teer) = Y (kj — k).
I{jzkﬁkl
Define for k = 1,2,..., the numbers puy by
MU = n(Tck—lR) — n(TckR) = #{j LRy 2 k} (23)
Then (see [I7] Proposition I11.4.1)
rj=#{k: e = j}. (2.4)

The main result of the paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.2. Assume that R = VW?* where V and W are two bi-inner
rational functions in H>®(E,E). Let { Ay, By, Cy, Dy} and { Ay, By, Cuwyy Doy}
be stable dissipative realizations of V- and W, respectively. Let Q) be the unique
solution of the Lyapunov equation

AQ+ QA + BB, =0. (2.5)
Let Cy be the operator mapping X, into £ defined by
Co = D,B;, + C,<. (2.6)
Finally, let Q be the unique solution to the Lyapunov equation
AwQ + QA + C3C, = 0. (2.7)

Then the following holds:
1. The operator Q is a positive contraction.

2. The multiplicity of 1 as an eigenvalue of Q equals w(Tr). In other words,

n(Tr) =n(I — Q). Moreover, for ((s) = ﬁ, we have

n(Terg) = dim (Ker (I — {(—Aw)* QC(—4u)™H)) . (2.8)
3. Fork=1,2,---, consider the integers

M = n(I_C(_Aw)k_lQ(C(_Aw)*)k_l)_n(I_C(_AU))kQC(_Avlf)*k)- (2.9)
Then the negative Wiener-Hopf indices —ki,...,—kp of Tr are given
by

wj=#k:pe >3} (G=1,...,p=m). (2.10)

Notice that, once Parts 1 and 2 are proven, Part 3 follows from the
equations ([23) and 24]).

The dual statement for the positive Wiener-Hopf indices is obtained by
applying the above theorem to the function R*(s) = R(—3)*; see Corollary[5.3|
below.
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3. Unitary functions on the imaginary axis.

Let © € H>®(&,€) be such that O(s) — O(c0) = (£0) (s) and (£0) (s) is
the Laplace transform of a rational function 6(t) whose values are linear
operators on £ and such that fooo [|0(t)]|dt < co. (Here ©(o0) is the constant
operator function on &€ defined by ©(0c0) = lims_, O(s).) Then Tg is the
Wiener-Hopf operator on L% (€) and Hg is the Hankel operator on L3 (€)
respectively defined by

(To /)(t) = ©(c0) (1) + / Ot — 1) f(r)dr (3.1)

(Ho f)(t / Ot +7)f(7)dr (3.2)

where f is a function in L2 (€). Throughout O is the function in H>®(E,€)
defined by ©(s) = ©(3)* for all s in the open right half plane. In particular,
{A, B,C, D} is a realization for O if and only if {A*, C*, B*, D*} is a real-
ization for ©. Moreover, one readily obtains the following identity for Hankel
operators: Hg = H. Finally, it is noted that 6(t) = Ce*'B for t > 0.

As before, let © be a bi-inner function in H*(&,£). In this case, the
corresponding Wiener-Hopf operator Tg is an isometry on Li (&). Indeed,
To:To = Toreo = I. Because O is also bi-inner, Tg is also an isometry on
L% (€). Let $(0) and §(0) denote the orthogonal complements of the ranges
of Te and T, respectively, that is,

9(0)=LA(E) 0 TeL:(E) and $H(O) =L2(E)©T5LA(E).  (3.3)

By consulting Equation (24) in Section XII.2 of [I5] and with the fact that
© is bi-inner, we see that

P o =HoHg=1-TeTg and P &) =HgHo =1 -1TgT§  (3.4)
are orthogonal operators on $(0) and 5’3@) respectively. The second identity
follows from the fact that © is also bi-iner. In particular, P, . = HeoH¢ and
the range of Hg equals (0). From the second equality in (BEI) we also have
that P = H}He and the range of the Hankel operator H¢ equals $(O).

5(6)

Therefore
Im (He) = H(0) and Ker (Ho)" = H(O).

Using Pf & = = HiHeg, we see that there exists a unitary operator
U mapping H(©) onto Im (He) = $H(O) such that UP, . There-

5(8)
fore the Hankel operator He can be viewed as a unitary operator mapping

Ker (Hg)* = $(0) onto Im (Hg) = $H(O). In particular, (©) and $H(O)
have the same dimension.
Let {A on X, B,C, D} be any stable dissipative realization of a rational
bi-inner function © in H* (&, £). Then its observability operator I’ mapping X
6



into Li (&) and controllability operator T mapping Lﬁ_(é’) into X are defined
by

Iz = Cetlz (xeX, t>0) (3.5)
Tu = / T eMBudt (e L2(E)). (3.6)
0

Because A* 4+ A+ C*C' = 0 and A is stable, the observability operator I' is an
isometry. Likewise, since A*+ A+ BB* = 0 and A is stable, the controllability
operator Y is a co-isometry. Using the fact that ©(s) — ©(c0) is the Laplace
transform of 0(t) := Ce*B, it follows that the Hankel operator Hg admits
a factorization of the form:

Ho =TT. (3.7)

Recall that He can be viewed as a unitary operator from $(©) onto $(0).
Since T is an isometry and Y is a co-isometry, the equalities $(©) = Im (T)
and $(0) = Im (Y*) hold. The equation He = I'Y with @), readily implies
that

P

5O)

IT* and P =7T*T. (3.8)
5 (

o)

4. The function R = VW™*.

Let V and W be two rational bi-inner functions in H>*(&, ). Let R be the
rigid function in L>°(&€, ) defined by

R(iw) =V (iw)W (iw)* (for —o0o <w < 00). (4.1)

(A function = in L*>(€,€) is rigid if E(iw) is almost everywhere a unitary
operator on £.) Since V, W and R are rational we extend the definition of
R to all but a finite number of values of s € C by R(s) = V(s)W(-3)*.
Let Txr be the Wiener-Hopf operator on L? (€) determined by R, see (2.

Because V and W are bi-inner, Hy is a unitary operator from $(V) onto

H(V), and Hy is a unitary operator from ﬁ(W) onto H(W). Recall that
Tr = TvTy, + Hyv Hyy,; see Equation (24) in Section XII.2 of [I5]. This
readily implies that

Tr =Ty Ty + HyY H, (4.2)
where Y is the contraction mapping S(W) into $(V) defined by
Y =P 9(W):H(W) = H(V). (4.3)

Since V and W are both bi-inner,
L&) =Im(Ty) ®Im (Hy) and L3 () =Im (Tw)® Im (Hw).
Using this with Tr = Ty Ty, + Hy Y Hyj,, we see that Tk admits a ”singular

value type” decomposition of the form:

x . I o] [Ty
Tr=TvTy + HyYHy, = [Ty Hy] {0 Y] [HW] . (4.4)
w
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Here

[LA©) LA [L3(6)
[Ty Hy]: L;(V)] — L% (€) and [HVVVV] (LA (E) = _&WJ
are both unitary operators. Moreover, the middle term
I o] 0 | [L3©) L1(6)]
R R A B R e

is a contraction.

Due to the decomposition of T in ([@4), it follows that all the properties
such as invertibility and Fredholmness of the operator Tr are the same as
those of the contraction Y.

It is noted that z is in Ker (Y) if and only if z is in (W) and P__ x = 0,

H(V)

or equivalently, z is in S(W) and z is in Im (T3) = $H(V)*. In other words,
Ker (V) = Im (T) (| H(W) and Ker (Y*) =Im (Tj7) [ H(V),

where the second equality follows from a similar argument.

Recall that an operator 7" mapping X into ) admits a Moore-Penrose
inverse TP if the operator T'|Ker (T)* mapping Ker (T)~ into the range
of T is invertible. In this case, the Moore-Penrose inverse of T is given by
TP = (T|Ker (T)l)_1 Py (7). By consulting the form of Tx in ([&4), we
obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.1. Let R = VW™ where V' and W are both bi-inner functm@s

in H>*(E,E). Moreover, let Y be the contraction mapping H(W) into $H(V)
defined by Y = Pm\?) [H(W). Then the following hold.

1. The operator Tg is invertible if and only if Y is invertible. In this case,

Tp' = TwTy + HyY ' Hy. (4.6)

2. The subspaces Ker (T'r) and Ker (Y') have the same dimension. In fact,

Ker (T) = HyKer (Y) and Ker(Y) =Im (Ty)[ | H(W). (4.7)

3. The subspaces Ker (T};) and Ker (Y*) have the same dimension. In par-
ticular,

Ker (T3) = HyKer (Y*) and Ker (Y™) = Im (T3) ﬂﬁ(‘N/) (4.8)
4. The subspaces Im (Tg)* and Im (Y)* have the same dimension. In fact,
Im (Tr)* = Ker (Ty) = HyKer (Y*) = Hy Im (V). (4.9)

5. The operator Tr admits a Moore-Penrose restricted inverse if and only
if Y admits a Moore-Penrose restricted inverse. In this case,

TE™ = Ty Ty + Hw YP™ Hy . (4.10)
8



4.1. The Blaschke product case

In this section, to gain some insight into the general case, we will study the
contraction Y = P, |$(m) mapping $(m) into H(¢) when m and ¢ are
scalar Blaschke products. We say that a function b(s) is a Blaschke product
if

b(s)=p H S+ O (where R(ay) < 0 for all k). (4.11)
k1 0 T Ok
(Here p is a complex number on the unit circle.) Throughout b(s) = b(3).

Finally, it is noted that b(—s) = ﬁ

Moreover, n = deg(b) is the degree of the Blaschke product. We will only
consider Blaschke products of finite degree. So if we say that b(s) is a Blaschke
product, then we assume that b(s) is a function of the form (ZII)) and the
degree of b is finite. It is well known that b(s) is a rational inner function in
H* if and only if b is a Blaschke product (of finite degree). Furthermore, the
SISO (single input single output) function b(s) is a Blaschke product of degree
n if and only if b(s) admits a stable dissipative realization {A on X, B,C, D}
where n is the dimension of the state space X. (See, eg., [7] Section 17.5.) In
this case, the poles of b(s) are precisely the eigenvalues of A.

Now assume that {A on X, B,C, D} is a stable dissipative realization
for a Blaschke product b(s) of degree n. Let I' mapping X into Li be the
observability operator formed by the pair {C, A}. Recall that T is an isometry.
Moreover, the range of I' equals (). Because the dimension of the state space
is n, it follows that the dimension of $(b) (denoted by dim($)(b))) equals n.
Furthermore, the Laplace transform of the space $(b) is given by

L) ={e(lz) ;2 € X} ={C(s] — A) 'z 2z € X} (4.12)

Here E(ﬁ(b)) stands for the set of the Laplace transforms of the elements in
$H(b). Because the pair {C, A} is observable,

£(H(b)) = {% : p(s) is a polynomial of degree < dim(X')
(4.13)

(To see this, if f(s) € £(H(b)), then f(s) = %, where p(s) is a poly-
nomial of degree less than dim(X’). Moreover, the linear spaces in the right
hand sides of ([@I2)) and [@I3) both have dimension n. Therefore they are
equal.) In fact, det[s] — A] = [ (s — ax). So if b(s) is the Blaschke product
of degree n given in (LI1]), then

£(9(b) = {% : p(s) is a polynomial of degree < n} . (4.14)
B 9



Let G(s) = G(00) + (£9)(s) be a function in H> where g is in L} . Let
A be a stable operator on X. Then

(76e0)) (1) = Gloo)e + /t " glr — ty et

= G(o0)e + eAt/ g(v)*eAVdv
0

= G(o0)e™ + e [ /0 N g(T)*e—”dT}

= G(oo)e™ + e (L(g()") (—A4)
= eMG(-A).

evaluated at —A

Hence
(TEeO) () = eMG () (- A). (4.15)
Let A be a stable dissipative operator on X. Let C be any operator from
X onto & such that A* + A4 C*C = 0. Let ' be the observability operator
from X into L? (£) defined by the pair {C, A}. Recall that I is an isometry.
Let ¢(s) be any function in H*°. Then

(1) (1) = € (T3 D) (1) = CeMi(=4) = (L) d(-A).
In other words,
T;0 =T¢(~A) and thus D*T;T = (- A). (4.16)
Therefore if A is a stable dissipative operator and ¢ is a function in H®°,
then the evaluation ¢)(—A) of the function 9 (s) at —A is given by
W(~A) = D*TAT. (4.17)
Using this along with (again) the fact that T' is an isometry, we obtain
[P(=A) = [T*TZT] < TG = [l lloo-
This readily implies that
Il (=) < |¥]loo (v € H*® and A is stable and dissipative). (4.18)

In particular, if ¢ is an inner function, then 1 (—A) is a contraction. Finally,
if ¢ and @ are two functions in H°, it follows that

(00)(—A) = 0(-A)p(-A)
Since ¢ and 6 commute, 0(—A)p(—A) = Pp(—A)0(—A).
Recall that if T' is a contraction mapping X into Z, then D7 is the
positive square root of I —T*T, and D is the (closed) range of Dr. Finally,
07 is the dimension of ®p. This sets the stage for the following result.

Lemma 4.2. Let m(z) and ¢(z) be two finite Blaschke products in H.
Consider the contraction Y = P__ [9(m) mapping $H(m) into H(p). Let
{A,B,C,D} be a stable dissipative realization for m. Then the following
holds.
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1. There exists a unitary operator ¥ mapping the range of Y onto D a
such that

VP Tm=D,_,. (4.19)

(Here 'y, is the observability operator formed by the state space realiza-

tion {A on X, B,C, D} for m.) In this case,
05(—a) = 0y(— ) = min {deg(p), deg(m)} = rank (P, [H(m)).  (4.20)

2. In particular, deg(y) < deg(m) if and only if the range of the contraction
Y =P, [9(m) equals H(p). In this case, 0,4y = dz(—a) = deg(p),

and
dim(Ker (Y)) = deg(m) — deg(¢) (when deg(p) < deg(m)). (4.21)
3. The operator Y is one to one if and only if deg(m) < deg(p). In this
case, 0y(—4) = 05(—4) = deg(m),
dim(Ker (Y*)) = dim(Im (Y)*) = deg(p) — deg(m). (4.22)
4. If deg(p) < deg(m), then the Blaschke product
o(s) = — 21— A (f0£zeDl ). (4.23)

C(sI — A)~1g(—A)x

Recall that for a Blaschke product ¢, we have ¢(—s) = ﬁ. Hence

* _ ~ _ —1
Tolm =ng(—A) =g (A). (4.24)
PROOF. Because {4 on X, B,C, D} is a stable dissipative realization of m,
we have deg(m) = dim(X). Recall that the Hankel operator H,, = I';,T),
where I',, maps X into Li is the observability operator formed by {C, A}.
Moreover, Y, mapping L%r onto X is the controllability operator determined
by {A, B}. Furthermore, I, is an isometry and T,, is a co-isometry. Since
the range of H,, equals $(m), it follows that the subspace $(m) equals the
range of I';,,. Notice that A is in $(m) if and only if h = I';,z for some z in
X. In fact, this = is uniquely determined by h and given by x = I'} h. Using
P, =1-T,T; with T)I'y, = I',o(—A) and T,, is an isometry, we have
1Py Tmel® = (I = T T)Tim)|? = [Tz ||* — | T T T e
= [l2ll* = 17Tz = 2] = T @(—A)z|?
= [lz)|* = 18(=A)z|? = (2, (I — @(~A)*3(~4))z)
- .~ 1

= (I = o(=A) a(=4)zz|* = |D,_, = (4.25)
Hence there exists a unitary operator ¥ mapping the range of Y onto D
such that

(=A4)

VP ) Tm =Dy ay-

This proves equation (£I9) in Part 1.
Now let us show that d_ _,, = min{deg(y),deg(m)}. To this end, first
assume that deg(¢) < deg(m). Then we claim that Y is onto (), and thus,
the rank of Y equals dim($)(p)) = deg(p). Assume that a vector h € H(¢p)

is orthogonal to the range of Y = P__ [H(m). Then it follows from (@S]
11

(4.26)



with V =  and W = m that h is also a vector in the range of T,,, that is,
h € $(p) NT,,L2. By consulting [@I3) or [@Id), we see that the Laplace
transform £((¢)) of the subspace $(¢p) consists of a set of rational functions,
with at most deg(y) — 1 zeros. The Laplace transform of h is given by

h(s) = (2h)(s) € (£(9()) NmH?).

Since deg(p) < deg(m), and m is a rational function with deg(m) zeros, the
subspace (i}(f}(cp)) N mH2) = {0}. Therefore h = 0 and the operator Y is
onto, whenever deg(y) < deg(m). This with P, T,, = D_ implies

Ny m F(—A)?
that d_ _,, = deg(y). Replacing ¢ with ¢ shows that o, = deg(y) when
deg(yp) < deg(m).

Now assume that deg(m) < deg(p). Clearly, Y and Y* have the same
rank. Notice that Y* is the contraction determined by

Y= Py 1900) : 9(0) = H(m).

So Y* has the same form as Y, except m and ¢ interchange places. By our
previous analysis rank (Y*) = deg(m) and Y* is onto $(m). So Y is one to
one. Recall that WP T';, = D__, . Because Y is one to one, D _, must
also be one to one. Since D _,, is one to one and dim(X) = deg(m), we see
that 0 = deg(m). This completes the proof of Part 1.

P(—A)

A

To prove Part 2, we showed that if deg(¢) < deg(m) then Y is onto ().
Moreover, dim(Ker (Y)) + dim(Im (Y)) = dim ($(m)), which proves ([@ZT).
On the other hand if deg(yp) > deg(m), then rankY = rank Y* = degm and
hence Y is not onto H(¢p).

Part 3 is proven in the same way by replacing Y by Y*.

To establish Part 4, assume that deg(y) < deg(m). Then there exists
a nonzero z such that D_ o = 0, or equivalently, = = ¢(—A)*¢(—A)z.
Using

WP, T, z=D, ,x=0,

H(p) " m

we have P I'mz = 0. By employing P, =1 —T,T7, we obtain

H(e)

0="P, Lmx=I-T,T,)l'nz =Tpnr—T,l'np(-A).

H(e)

In other words, ',z = T,I',,$(—A)z. By taking the Laplace transform, we
arrive at

C(sI — A)7'a = p(s)C(sI — A) "1 3(—A)a. (4.27)
Since I',, is one to one and @(—A)x is nonzero, C(sI — A)~1p(—A)x is a
nonzero function in H2. Hence the rational function C'(sI — A)~1p(—A)z is
nonzero. Dividing (Z27) by C(sI — A)~'¢(—A)z, yields the formula that we
have been looking for, that is,

 C(sI—A) 'z
#) = GT— A g

This completes the proof. O
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Remark 4.3. Let R be the rational rigid function in L defined by R(iw) =
p(iw)m(iw), where @ and m are two Blaschke products. Let Tr be the Wiener-
Hopf operator on Li determined by R. By consulting Proposition [{.1] and
Lemma[]-3, we readily obtain the following.

1. The operator Tg is invertible if and only if deg(y) = deg(m), that is,
the numbers of zeros and poles in C1 of R(s) are equal.

2. The kernel of Tr is nonzero if and only if deg(p) < deg(m). In this case,
the operator Ty is onto L% and dim(Ker (Tr)) = deg(m) — deg(p). The
number of poles in C4 of R(s) is higher than the number of zeros.

3. The subspace Im (Tr)*: is nonzero if and only if deg(m) < deg(p). In
this case, the range of the operator Tg is closed, Ker (IT'r) = {0} and
dim(Im (Tr)*) = deg(y) — deg(m).

Corollary 4.4. Let A be a stable dissipative operator on a finite dimensional

space X such that A* + A has rank one, and ¢ a rational Blaschke product
in H*. Then

0,4 =0, 4., = min{deg(yp),dim(X)}. (4.28)
PrROOF. Let C be any operator mapping X into C such that A* + A =
—C*C. Set B = —C" mapping C into X and D = 1. Then {A, B,C, D} is a
dissipative realization for a Blaschke product m(z) with degree dim(X); see
Theorem 21l Applying Lemma, yields (£28)). O
Proposition 4.5. Let A be a stable dissipative operator on X such that the rank
of A*+A equals 1. Let ¢ be a Blaschke product where deg(p) < dim(X). Then
the inner function ¢ is given by

-1 *
o(s) = C(sé A) 4,0(7114 )z

(s — A)~ 'z

(where x = (—A*)* (= A" )z and x #0).

4.29
Here C is any operator mapping X into C such that A* + A = —C*(C, I}
0 is any function in H™ such that 6(—A) = p(—A) and ||0]cc < 1, then
0(s) = ¢(s).
Proor. Formula (Z29) will be derived from formula (£23]). To this end, recall
that if Z is a contraction, then Z is a unitary operator from ©% onto D%..

Hence @(—A) is a unitary operator from ZD;_A) onto ’Dj(im). In particular,
~ .l 1
p(=4): ®¢<—A> — 33so(—A*)

. . . J_
is unitary. So for z # 0 in ©__ )

and © = §(—A)*y. By interchanging the roles of x and y, we see that ([Z23])
yields ([@29) and vice-versa.

Let us show that if 0 is a function H* such that 6(—A*) = p(—A*) and
the H* norm ||0||c < 1, then 6(s) = ¢(s).

Assume that 6 is a function in H> such that §(—A) = 3(—A) and
10l < 1. By taking the adjoint, we see that 0(—A*) = p(—A*). In this
case,

we see that y = ¢(—A)z is in Qi_(fm

TyT =TO(—A) =T3(—A).
13



Since T;I' = I'g(—A), we also have TI' = TyT, or equivalently, I'"*T,, =
I'*Ty. Multiplying by I' on both sides, we obtain with x as above
IT*Tyl'e =TT"T,I'z = Tp(—A")z.

Because I'T* is an orthogonal projection, ||p(—A*)x||? = ||z||?> and Ty is a
contraction, we see that

[zl = [ToTa|| = [TT*Tplz|| = [To(=A")x|| = llp(=A")z|| = ||=[].
Therefore we have equality, and thus,
Tylw = TT*Tylw = Tp(—A" )z (when 0 # 2 € Dy 4u)-
By taking the Laplace transform of both sides, and using (£29]), we obtain
C(sI — A)~tp(—A*)x
0(s) = = .
() C(sl — A~z #(5)
Therefore 6(s) = ¢(s). In other words, if 6 is a function in H*® such that
0(—A) = ¢(—A) and [|0]| < 1, then 0(s) = ¢(s). Replacing ¢ by ¢ shows
that if 6 is a function in H°® such that 6(—A) = ¢(—A) and ||0[[c < 1, then
0(s) = ¢(s), and thus, 0(s) = (s). O

Finally, it is noted that this result is an application of the Sz.-Nagy-
Foias commutant lifting theorem; see Corollary 2.7 page 142 of [I1I] and is
also deeply connected to some of the results in [I]. See also [10].

Proposition 4.6. Let A be a stable dissipative operator on a finite dimensional
space X and ¢ a Blaschke product. If deg(y) > dim(X), then the defect index
for o(—A) equals dim(X), or equivalently, o(—A)*p(—A) does not have 1 as
an eigenvalue.

PROOF. Let C' be any operator from X onto £ such that A* + A = —C*C.
Then the observability operator I' formed by {C, A} is an isometry from X
into L% (). Recall that if u(z) is any function in >, then [Ju(—A)| < |l
see (LI8). Because ¢ is an inner function, ¢(—A) is a contraction. For z in
X, we have

I = B4 (=) 2> = (I = B(~A)" B~ A), 2)

= [lz))* = |e(=A)z||* = |Tzl® — | G(~A)z|®

= |Ta||* — | Tps Tp Tal® = | = Tpr Ty )a||* = | Tz,
Hence there exists a unitary operator ¥ from the range of P (on I onto the

range of the defect operator (I — &(—A)*&(—A))% such that

Pf)(cpI)

1
UP, L= (—g(—A)a(—A))=. (4.30)

In particular, the defect index d_ ,  equals the rank of P_ T
Notice that x is in the kernel of P _ I"if and only if z is a vector with

eigenvalue 1 for o(—A)*@(—A). In this case,

0="PF,  ,lo=Tz- TWT;IFx.
14



Hence
T =T, Tp(—A)x (for z € 2‘3%(714)).
By taking the Laplace transform
C(sI — A) 'z = p(s)C (s — A) ' G(—A)x (for z € Z‘Di—g(_A)). (4.31)

Because ¢(s) has all its zeroes in the open right half plane, and the eigenvalues
of A are in the open left half plane, the numerator of C'(sI — A)~'z has at
least deg(¢) zeros. However, the numerator of C'(sI — A)~!x is a polynomial
of degree at most dim(X) — 1 < deg(y). Therefore x = 0, and $(—A)*@(—A)
has no eigenvalue on the unit circle. The same argument applies by replacing
©(s) by ¢(s). This completes the proof. O
Winding numbers in the scalar case. Let R be the rigid function in L*°
defined by R(iw) = ¢(iw)m(iw) = (em*)(iw), where both ¢ and m are
Blaschke products. The winding number for R is given by deg(p) — deg(m).
As before, let Y be the contraction from $)(m) into $H(p) given by ¥ =
P, ., 19(m). By consulting Lemma 2] we see that

1. The winding number for R = ¢m* equals dim (Im (Y')*) when
deg(m) < deg(p).

2. The winding number for R = pm* equals — dim (Ker (Y)) when
deg(yp) < deg(m).

3. Hence the winding number for R = ¢m* equals —ind (Y) where ind (V)
denotes the Fredholm index (dim(Ker (Y)) — dim(Ker (Y*))) for Y.

Recall that the Wiener-Hopf operator Ty admits a decomposition of the
form:

Tpr="T,T,, +H,YH,;
see (A4]). Here Y is the finite dimensional contraction from $(m) into H(p)

determined by Y = P, _ (). Hence Tk is Fredholm. Moreover, Tg and Y’
have the same Fredholm index. Hence

ind (Tr) = dim(Ker (Tg)) — dim(Ker (7)) = ind (Y) = deg(m) — deg(e).
(4.32)
The Fredholm index of Tz equals minus the winding number of R = pm*.
We say that a polynomial p(s) is stable if all the roots of p(s) are con-
tained in the open left hand plane C_. Let p*(s) be the polynomial defined
by L
p¥(s) = p(=3).
It is noted that if p(s) is a stable polynomial of degree n, then ¢(s) = ’Zj((:))

is a Blaschke product of order n. In particular, if A is a stable dissipative
operator and A* + A has rank one, then

p(=A) = pH(s)(=A) (p(~4))
is a strict contraction; see Corollary [£4]l In other words, if p(s) is a stable
polynomial of degree n, then

p(—A)*p(—A) — (p*(—A))
15
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is a strictly positive.
The following is a continuous time version of the Schur-Cohen stability
test.

Remark 4.7. Assume that p(s) is a polynomial of degree n and let

#
R(s) = © (s)

p(s)
Then the following statements are equivalent.

1. The polynomial p(s) is stable.

2. The winding number for R(s) equals n.

3. The Fredholm index for Tr equals —n.

4. If A is a stable dissipative operator on a n dimensional space and the
rank of A+ A* equals 1, then

p(=A)"p(=A) — (p*(—A)) p*(-A)
is a strictly positive.

Proof. First observe that if ¢ is a stable polynomial of degree strictly less

than n and 6(s) = q;((;)), then the norm of §(—A) equals 1, or equivalently,
g(—A)"q(=A) — (¢*(—4)) "¢ (- A4)

is positive and singular; see Corollary .4

Now let p(s) be any polynomial of degree n. Then p(s) admits a factor-
ization of the form: p(s) = q(s)u(s) where ¢(s) is stable and wu(s) is unstable.
Then

p(=A)"p(=A4) = (F(=4)) P (-A4) =
u(=A) q(=A) a(=A)u(=A4) — (¢*(=A4))" (*(=4)) ¢ (-~ A)u (- 4)

Next we prove that item (1) implies item (4). Since R is a Blaschke
product we know that R(—A) is a contraction. (See text after formula (4.19)).
Moreover equality (4.28) shows that the defect index of R(—A) is equal to n.
Thus we have that R*(—A)R(—A) < I or [-R*(—A)R(—A) > 0. Multiplying
the last inequality by p*(—A)p(—A) gives that

p(—A)"p(=A) — ((=4)) P (- 4)
is a strictly positive.

To prove that item (4) implies item (1) assume that p is not stable and
p(—A)*p(—A) — (pn(—A))*pﬁ(—A) > 0. We will show that this leads to an
obvious contradiction. Write p = plpﬁ2 with p; and ps both stable polynomials.
The assumption gives that ps is not a constant. Note that p(—A) must be

invertible. It follows that the zeros of p and the eigenvalues of — A are disjunct
sets. Write

Bi(s) = pg(s)pi(s)*l (i=1,2), and R(s) = By (s)Ba(s)™".
Since B; is a Blaschke product, we have that B;(—A) is a contraction. Also our

assumption gives that Bi(—A)*Bi(—A) < Ba(—A)*Ba(—A). As the degree
16



of By is strictly less than n, also the defect index, which is the minimum of n
and the degree of By, is strictly less than n. Therefore there exists a vector
v such that

v*B1(—A)*Bi(—A)v = v"v. (4.33)

On the other hand
v*B1(—A)"Bi(—A)v < v*By(—A)*Ba(—A)v < v*o. (4.34)
The two equalities (£33)) and ([@34]) contradict and therefore po is a constant.
We conclude that p is stable. O

A discrete time version of part of Remark .7 with a different type proof
is presented in [22].

Finally, for an example of a stable dissipative matrix A such that A+ A*
has rank one, consider the lower triangular Toeplitz matrix A on C™ given
by

T -1 0 0 0 0

2 -1 0 0 0

-2 2 -1 0 0

A= 2 -2 2 -1 0
(-1)"2 (-1D""2 (-2 (-1)" 2 ... 1]

C=v2[1 -1 1 -1 - (=1)"1].
Notice that A is the lower triangular Toeplitz matrix formed by
{_]-a 27 _27 2; _2a e 72(_1)n}

Then A is a stable dissipative matrix and the rank of A + A* equals one. In
fact, A+ A* + C*C = 0. This matrix is motivated by equation (Z24)) below.

5. Point evaluation and MIMO systems

Let us return to the MIMO case and provide a proof of one of our main
results, Theorem [2.2]

As before, assume that V and W are two bi-inner rational functions
in H*(&,€&). Let {A, on X,, B,,Cy, D} and {A,, on Xy, By, Cy, Dy} be
stable dissipative realizations of V' and W, respectively. Recall that R = VIV*
and the Wiener-Hopf operator Tz on L3 (£) admits a decomposition of the
form:

T = TvTJV + H\/YH;V. (51)
Here Y is the contraction defined by
Y =P [90V):6(W) = H(V). (5.2)

Recall that Proposition[Ilshows that the dimensions of Ker (Y') and Ker (Tr)
are equal. Therefore we are interested in calculating the dimension of Ker (V")
17



in terms of the realizations of V' and W. Since Hy :£wTw, and the range
of the Hankel operator Hyj, is given by Im (H;‘V) = H(W), we have

H(W) =Im(Y%) where Yi = Bietvl: X, — L2 1(8).

Furthermore, T, is a co-isometry and A is a stable dissipative operator on
X, satisfying A% + A, + By B, = 0, where B,, is an operator mapping &
into X,,. Using the state space realization V (s) = D, +C,(sI — A,) "' B,, we
have

(T;T;;) (t) = (D,TE) ( / Coe OB, B AV dr

= (D, () + ( / CveA“TBDB;eATUTdT) etut
= <DUB* +C, / ATB,Bje Mm) eut,

In other words,
(Tgm) (t) = (DUB; e, /0 h eAvTBvB;eAZTdT) eAut, (5.3)
Let C, be the operator mapping X, into £ defined by
C, = DB, + C, / h e B, B e dr. (5.4)
0

Because the operators A, and A, are both stable, the operator C, is well
defined. In fact, C, can be computed by first solving the Lyapunov equation

A,Q+ QA% + B,B, =0. (5.5)

Because A, and A,, are stable, the solution 2 to this Lyapunov equation is
unique and given by

Q:/ A B, B e dr. (5.6)
0

Therefore
Co = Dy B, + C, Q. (5. 7)
Let T's be the operator from X,, into L3 (£) defined by I's = T%% =T, B
consulting (B.3]) with the definition of Cs in (B4]), we see that

(Toz) () = (T*T;;, )() Coetvly  (z € Xy). (5.8)

Notice that T’ is the observability operator determined by the pair {C,, A% }.
It is emphasized that if V' = ¢l where ¢ is an inner function in H*,
then C, = B ¢(—AL). In other words, in the scalar case

Lo =177, =T,0(—Ay) (5.9)

and the operator C, plays the role of Bf¢(—A%) in the MIMO case. Note
that in the general case, Cs is the left point evaluation of —A? with respect to
B} . For a further discussion on MIMO function evaluation with applications

to H*® interpolation theory, see Section 1.2 page 15 of [I1].
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The next lemma with n(7Tg) = n(Y) (see Part 2 of Proposition [£.1))
provides the proof of Part 1 and the first half of Part 2 of Theorem

Lemma 5.1. Let V and W be bi-inner rational functions in H*(E,&). Con-
sider the contraction Y mapping H(W) into $H(V') determined by

Y =P, [95(07):H(W) = H(V). (5.10)

H(V)
Let Cq be the operator from Xy, into € defined by (BA) or (X)) and (BT).
Let Q be the unique solution to the Lyapunov equation

AwQ + QAL + C1C, = 0. (5.11)

Then Q is a positive contraction. Moreover, Y and I — (@) have the same rank.
In particular,

Ker (YV)=T"T:;Ker(I—Q) and dim(Ker(Y)) = dim(Ker (I —Q)). (5.12)

Furthermore, we have

dim(Ker (Y")) = dim($H(V)) — rank(I — Q). (5.13)
If V = oI where ¢ is a Blaschke product, then Q = p(—A%)* o(—A%L).

Proof. Notice that @@ = I';I', is the unique solution to the Lyapunov equation

AwQ + QA + C:C, = 0.
Recall that the orthogonal projection Pﬁ(f/) =1- T‘7T§. Moreover, ﬁ(W)
equals the range of the isometry Y2 . So h is in H(W) if and only if h = T x
for some x in X,,. In fact, z = Y,,h. Now observe that
1P, o Toll? = (I = T T5) Trzll* = | Thzl|* = | T T o
= | Toal® = ITE5el? = l2]® = [Toxl® = [l«]* - (Qz, z).
(The fourth equality follows from (B5.8)).) Hence @ is a positive contraction,
and thus,
1P, o Yozl = (I —Q)2al*  (z€X)
So there exists a unitary operator ¥ mapping the range of Py (‘7)'1"2; onto the
range (I — Q)2 such that

[SIE

UYYr oz = \I!Pﬁ(ﬁ)”fz)x =(I-Q)%x (for z € Xy). (5.14)

In particular, Y and I — @) have the same rank. Recall that ﬁ(W) equals the
range of Y7 and that Y = P__ |H(W). Therefore, by (514)

H(V)
Ker (Y)=T;Ker(I —Q) and dim(Ker(Y))=dim(Ker (I —Q)).

In other words, dim(Ker (Y')) equals the number of eigenvalues of @ equal to
1 counting multiplicities.
By applying the previous result to Y*, we obtain
dim(Ker (Y*)) = dim()(V)) — rank (I — Q).
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Finally, it is noted that if V' = ¢l where ¢ is an inner function in H°,
then
Lo = To0(—Ay);
see (B9). Because T, is a co-isometry, we have
Q=T3Ts = p(=AL) Tu YT, o(—4,) = o(=4,) e(—=A4,).
O
The following lemma implies Part 2 of Theorem

Lemma 5.2. Let V and W be two rational bi-inner functions in H*(E,E),
and ¢ be an inner function in H*. Let Yy be the contraction from $H(W)
into H(YV) defined by Yy = Py i) [9(W). Then dim(Ker (Yy)) is equal to
the multiplicity of 1 as an eigenvalue of ¥(—Ay,)QU(—Aw)*. Also

dim(Ker (Y;7)) = deg(¢)) dim € + dim($3(V)) — rank (I — (= Ay ) Qb (—Ay)*).
In particular, if ((s) = 1+S’ then dim(Ker (Y¢r)) ds equal to the multiplicity
of 1 as an eigenvalue of ((—A,)*Q¢(—Ay)**. Also

dim(Ker (Y/i)) = kdim(€) + dim(H(V)) — rank (I — ¢((—Aw)*QC(—Ay)*F).
Proof. Set I' = T} . Then for = in X, we have
1Py i Fall® = | = Ty Ty )Tz )|* = |Ta]|* — || T T Tal .

Since T, is an isometry, and using (G.8), we have
1Py i Tal® = 02| = | T Tal® = |Te|® — | T Ty ]
= |Pz||* - IIT(/F?/J(— w) ||
= |Pz||® — Totp(~Aw) ||
Recall that I':T'y = Q. Therefore
||Pf)(1/;\7)rlx||2 = ||.13||2 - <¢(_AU))Q¢(_AU))*$a Z‘>
w1
= (I = (= Aw)Q(—Aw) ) 2|,
So there exists a unitary operator ¥ mapping the range of
range of (I — 1h(—Ayw)Qu(—Ay)*)? such that
1
UPy i le = (I —(—Aw)QU(—Aw)*) (for z € Xy).
Recall that S(W) = I',,. Therefore, when Yy = Py 57 |5§(W), we have

dim (Ker (Pﬁ(w;/) |5§(VNV))) = dim (Ker (I — (= Ay)Qu(—Ay)*)).
In other words, the dimension of Ker (Yy;) is equal to the multiplicity of 1 as
an eigenvalue of (—Ay, )QU(—Aw)".
Using H(yV) = H(W1Ie) & Typ$H(V), we also have
dim (Ker (YJ)) = deg(v) dim(&)+dim(H(V))—rank(I—(—Ap)Qu(—Ay)*).
O

5(wv)I‘ onto the
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The previous lemma with n(T;xz) = n(Yer), yields

n(Terg) = dim (Ker (I - C(_Aw)kQC(—Aw)*k)) .

This completes the proof of Part 2 of Theorem 2.2

Since Part 3 of Theorem 2.2 follows from the Parts 1 and 2 the proof of
Theorem is complete now.

The next Corollary provides similar formulas for the positive Wiener-
Hopf indices. First we define Cs, as follows. Solve the Lyapunov equation

Ay + QAL+ BB = 0. (5.15)
(Note that Q, = Q*.) Because A, and A,, are stable the solution €. to this
Lyapunov equation is unique and given by

[ee]
Q, = / et B, Bretvtdt. (5.16)
0
Put
Cos = DB + CS. (5.17)

Now let @, be the unique solution of the Lyapunov equation

A,Qs + QLA + C3.Coi = 0. (5.18)

Corollary 5.3. Let V and W be giwven by 1) and Z2) and R = VW*.

Furthermore let ((s) = L_r; and Q. be defined by (BI]). Put

v = dim(Ker (1 = ((=A40)" 1 Qu¢(=A,) 1))+
— dim(Ker (I - ((~A,)FQu¢(~A,)™)). (5.19)
Then the positive Wiener-Hopf indices wi, ... ,wq of Tr are given by
wj =k v 24}, (G=1,...,a=mw).
Proof. Notice R* = WV*. Recall R*(s) is defined by R*(s) = (R(—5))". If
R(s) = W_(s) diag (¢(s)™)jZ, Wi (s),

with W, and its inverse are analytic on the right half plane C; and W_ and
its inverse are analytic on the left half plane, C_, then

R*(s) = Wi(s)diag (((s)™™ )L W (s).

Moreover W* and its inverse are analytic on C; and W7 and its inverse are
analytic on C_. This shows that —k1, ...— K, are the Wiener-Hopf indices of
R*. The positive Wiener-Hopf indices of R are the opposite to the negative
Wiener-Hopf indices of R*. So the Corollary is immediate from applying
Theorem to R*. O
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6. Rational matrix functions and the Cayley transform

We denote the open unit disk in the complex plane by D, the unit circle
by T, the closed unit disk by D, the open right hand half plane by C., the
imaginary axis by ‘R and the open left hand half plane by C_.

Let the conformal transformation ¢ : C — C be given by

z=((s) =35 (s€C\{-1}).
Then also
s=("12) =1 (zeC\{-1}).

If s € C, then the distance of s to —1 is larger than the distance to 1, or
in formula |s 4+ 1] > |1 — s| or |[¢(s)| < 1. So {(C4) = D. For s € iR the
distance of s to —1 is equal to the distance to 1, or in formula |s+1| = |1 — s|
or [((s)] = 1. So ¢(iR) = T. Similarly one sees ((C_) = C\ D. Using the
similarity of the formula of (! with the formula for ¢ we see that (D) = C,
¢(T) =4R and ¢(C\D) =C_

The following result is well-known, compare Section 3.6 in [6]. The result
is presented here for sake of completeness.

Lemma 6.1. Let {A; on X, By, Cq, Dy} be a discrete time realization of the
function O, that is,

O(z) = Dy + 2Cq(I — ZAd)ile.

Then
©(((s)) = De + Ce(sI — Ac) "' Be. (6.1)

Here
Ae=(Ag— DT+ Ay 1, D.= Dy — Cy(I + Ag) "' By, (6.2)
B. = V2(I + Ag) "By, Co=V2C,(I + Ag)™". (6.3)

Proof. First note that
O(s) = Dat 52Cu (1 - 15340) By
=Dg+ (1—38)Ca((s+1)I —(1— S)Ad)_le
= Dy + (1 —$)Ca((I — Ag) + s(I + Ag)) ' Ba.
By employing A, = (Aq — I)(I + Ag)~!, we have
O(((5)) = Da+ (1 = 5)Ca (sI — A) ™" (I + Aa) ™' Ba.
Since (1 —s) (sI — A.) " = (I — A.)(sI — A.)~! — I, we obtain
O(((s)) = Dy — Ca(I + Ag) "B+ Ca(I — A,) (sI — A)™ (I + Ag) "' Bq.
Finally, by using I — A. = 2(I + A4)~ !, we see that
O(¢(s)) = Dg—Cy(I+Aq) ' By+CaV2(I+Ay) " (sI — A) "' V2(I+Aq) "' By.

We conclude that (G1]) holds. O
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We can also express the operators Ay, By, Cq and Dy in A, B, C¢,
D.. Indeed we have the following result.

Corollary 6.2. With Ay, By, Cq Dy and A., B., C., D, as in the Lemma[G]]
we have

Ag=(I—A)HAA+T), By=V2(I-A.)'B.,

Cy=V2C(I— A)™", Dy= Do+ Col - A)"'B,.
In particular, if G(s) admils a continuous time realization of the form

G(s) = D+ Ce(sI — A.) "' B,
then the corresponding discrete time realization is given by
G(((2)) = Dy + 2Cq(I — 2A4) "' Ba,

and vice-versa.
Proof. This follows from a simple rewriting of (G.2]) and (G3]). O

From [23] [24] it is known that inner functions on the unit circle have a
stable unitary realization, and conversely. The Cayley transform converts a
stable unitary realization into a stable dissipative realization as is shown in
the following lemma.

Recall that a discrete time transfer function ©(z) is bi-inner if and only
if O(z) admits a stable discrete time realization

O(z) = Dy + 2C4(I — ZAd)_le where
Ad By . Xy Xy . .
|:Cd Dd] : {L{ =y is unitary. (6.4)
Finally, a discrete time system {Agq, B4, Cq, Dq} is stable if all the eigenvalues
for A, are contained in D.
Lemma 6.3. Let {Ag on X, Bg,Cq, Dy} be a discrete time realization of the
function ©(z), that is,
@(Z) =Dg+ ZCd(I — ZAd)ile.
Let {A; on X, B.,C.,D.} be the corresponding continuous time realization
of ©(((s)), where
Ac=(Ag— DI + A7, D. = Dgq— Cy(I + Ag)~ ' By,
Be.=V2(I + Ay)"'By, C. =201+ Ay)~ L.
Then {Ag on X, Bg,Cy4, D4} is a stable unitary realization of O(z) if and
only if {A. on X, B.,C., D.} is a stable dissipative realization of ©({(s)).

Proof. The continuous time realization {A. on X, B.,C., D.} being stable
and dissipative means that A. has all its eigenvalues in the left hand half
plane C_ and A, + A} 4+ C*C, =0, D, is unitary, and B, = —C}D,.

To start with the stability we suppose that A.x = Ax. Then
14+ A
—=

Agr = (A, — 1) YA, + Dz = o1
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Note that % is an eigenvalue of A, and this means ii_? € D. In other words
A+ 1] < |A — 1] and this is equivalent to A € C_. We conclude that A, is
(discrete time) stable if and only if A. is (continuous time) stable.

Recall that (64) being unitary means that

I 0 . AZ C:; Ag By B A;Ad + C;Cd A:;Bd + C;Dd (6 5)
0 I| B; D; Cy Dy o B;Ad + D;Cd B;Bd + D;Dd ’ ’
Notice that
C*Co = 2T+ A%) " CHC (T + Ag)~ (6.6)

and
Ac+ Al =(Aa— DI+ A) '+ (T + A5~ (A1)
=+ A (A - DI+ Ag) + (T + Ap)(Ag = 1)) (I + Ag) ™"
= (T4 A7 2A5A, —21)(I + Ag) L. (6.7)
Adding the two equalities (6.6]) and (7)) we see that
Ac+ A+ CrC=2(T + A (AjAa+ CjCa — I)(I + Ag) ™.

We conclude that A, + A% + C:C, =0 if and only if A4+ C;Cy—1=0.
The following calculation shows that B, = —C D, if and only if
A;;Bd + C;Dd =0:

A3Ba+ CiDa = V3|(I = A) NI + AL = A) " Be+ (I = 42)7'CiDe+
+ (I = AT CICu(I = A)7'B.

=V2(I = A7) (T + AT = A) 7' Be+ CiC(I — A) ™' Be + Ci D

= V(I = AT (I + 4D = A) 7 Be = (Ac + AD(I = A) ' Be+ C2 D]

= V2(I — A})"Y(B. + C:D,).

Finally, we check that, given A, + A% + C*C. = 0 and B, = —C}D,,
we have that DDy + BBy = I if and only if D}D. =1, i.e., D, is unitary.
To this end, observe that

D;Dq+ BBy = D} + B*(I — A;)"'C}][D. + Ce(I — A7) 'B.]+

+2B(I - A7) NI — Ao) B,
=D!D.+ D:C.(I —A) "B, + B (I — AH)~'CD.

+ Bi(I — AY) 7' CIC(I — A) "' B. + 2B (I — A7) (I — Ae) 7' B
=DiD.+ B (I - A —(T—-A)—(I—-A)—A.— A +2I|(I - A.)"'B,
=D:D.,

In the third equality we used that B, = —C D, and A, + A: + C:C. = 0.
Since D} Dq+ BjBq = D} D, we conclude that D} Dg+ B B4 = I if and only
it DD, = 1.
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Therefore {Ay on X, By, Cq, Dy} is a (discrete time) stable unitary re-
alization of ©(z) if and only if {A. on X, B.,C., D.} is a stable dissipative
(continuous time) realization of ©({(s)). O

7. Equivalence of discrete time and continuous time theorems

Consider the functions V' (z) and W (z) in H3°(&,E). Let V({(s)) and W (((s))
in H*(&,E&) be their corresponding Cayley transforms. Moreover, consider
their corresponding discrete and continuous time realizations given by

V(2) = Dgy + 2Cap(I — 2A4,) " B, (7.1)
W (%) = Dgw + 2Cauw(I — 2Aqw) " Bauw, (7.2)
V({(5)) = Dey + Ceo(sI — Acy) ™" Bew, (7.3)
W(((5)) = Dew + Cew(sI — Aew) ™" Bew. (7.4)

The discrete realization in (1)) and (Z2), and their corresponding contin-
uous time counter parts (Z3)) and (4] are related by the transformations
presented in Lemma [G.Il1 Recall from Corollary [6.2]

Agy = (I = Acy) M(Acy + 1), Bay =V2(I — Acy) ' By,
Cav = V2Ceo(I = Aes) ™Y, Day = Doy + Coo(I = Acy) 'Bew,  (7.5)
and
Agw = (I = Aew) (Acw + 1), Baw = V2(I = Acw) ™' Bew,
Caw =V2Cew(I = Acw)™ . Daw = Dew + Cow(I — Aciy) ' Bew.  (7.6)
Next we would like to develop a relationship between a special Stein

equation in the discrete time and a corresponding Lyapunov equation in
continuous time. To this end, consider the Stein equation:

0 = Ag, QA% + BavBj,- (7.7)
By employing the corresponding transformations in (TH)) and (Z.8]), we obtain
Q= (I = Aeo) ™ (Aeo + DAL, + DU — A7) 7'+
+ (I — Acy) ' Bew2Br, (I — A,)

Multiplying by I — A, on the left and by I — A%, on the right, we arrive at
(I —A)QI — AL, = (A + DQAL, + 1) + 2B, By

cw cw cw”*

This simplifies to
AeQ + QAL + BewBr, = 0. (7.8)
Therefore  is a solution of the Stein equation (Z7) if and only if Q is a
solution of the Lyapunov equation ([C8).
Next we establish the relation between C., and Cy, where

Cdo = deB;;w + CdUQA;klw
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and
Ceo = Dey B}, + Cen 2.
‘We have

Cio = Dgy B}, + Can LAY,
= V2([Dew + Conll = Acw) ™ Bau) Bt
o+ CoolI = ) UL + AL,) | (T = A%,) 7"
Now use (Z8)) in
Cov(I = Acw) ™ [Bev Bl + QI + AZ,)]
= Ceo(I = Ac) 7' [(I = Act) €]
= Cgfd
So we have
Cio = VE[Deu BL, (I~ A7)+ Caf2l — AL,) |
We conclude that
Cao = V20eo(I — AL,) (7.9)

Our aim is to develop a connection between [I3, Theorem 2.2] in the
discrete time setting and our Theorem[2.2] To this end, consider the equations

Qa = AdwQaAy, + CioCao (7.10)
and
AcwQec + QcAzy, + CloCeo = 0. (7.11)
Because Ay, is discrete time stable and A, is continuous time stable, the
solution to both of these equations is unique. We claim that Q4 = Q.. Con-
sider
Q = AquwQAg, + Ci.Cao
= (I = Acw) H(Acw + DQ(AZ, + I)(I = A7)
+2(I — Apy) 1CECuo(I — A1

Multiply on the left with I — A, and on the right with I — A%, we have

(I — Acw)Q( — Azw) = (Acw + I)Q(Azw + 1)+ 205 Ceo-
This simplifies to
Acw@Q + QAL +CrCeo = 0.
We conclude that the equations (CI1) and (I0) have the same solutions.

We will show the equivalence of the next two Theorems. The first is a
rephrase of [I3] Theorem 2.2] and the second rephrases Theorem above.
We denote with Hg° (€, £) the space consisting of the set of all operator valued
functions ©(s) on £ that are analytic in the open unit circle D and such that

[Bllcc = sup{[|O(2)]| : z € D} < o0.
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In the remainder of the paper the boldface Tz denotes the Toeplitz operator
on (% (€) with symbol R in L (€, E).

Theorem 7.1. Assume that R(e™) = V (e™)W (e)* where V and W are two
bi-inner rational functions in HE®(E,E). Let Tr be the corresponding Toeplitz
operator on 61(5), Let {Adv, Bav, Cav, Dav} and {Agw, Baw, Cdaw, Daw} be
stable unitary realizations of V(z) and W (z), respectively. Let Q4 be the
unique solution of the Stein equation

Qq = ApQaAl, + BawBj,- (7.12)
Let Cyo be the operator mapping Xy, into € defined by

Ciao = Dy By, + CanvQa A, - (7.13)
Finally, let Qg be the unique solution to the Stein equation

Qi = AawQaA, + CioClo. (7.14)

Then the following holds:
1. The operator Qg is a positive contraction.

2. The multiplicity of 1 as an eigenvalue of Qg equals n(Tg). In other
words, n(Tr) = n(l — Q). Moreover, for k=0,1,2,---,p, we have

n(T.ig) = dim (Ker (I — A5, QA5Y)) . (7.15)
3. Fork=1,2,---, consider the integers
e = n(l — AL Q(AL)F ) —n(I — A5, QALY (7.16)
Then the negative Wiener-Hopf indices —k1,...,—kKp of the Toeplitz
operator TR are given by

Recall that the transformation ¢ : C — C is given by
() =+ (seC\{-1}).

Theorem 7.2. Assume that R(((iw)) = V(C(iw))W ({(iw))* (w € R ) where
V(¢(s)) and W(((s)) are two bi-inner rational functions in H*(E,E). Let

{Acm By, CC1)7 Dcv} and {Acwa Bew, chv Dcw}

be two stable dissipative realizations of V(((s)) and W ({(s)), respectively. Let
Q. be the unique solution of the Lyapunov equation

AeQe + QAL + BeyBr, = 0. (7.18)
Let C be the operator mapping X, into £ defined by
Ceo = Doy Bl + Cer . (7.19)
Finally, let Q. be the unique solution to the Lyapunov equation
AcwQc + QAL +ChCeo = 0. (7.20)

Then the following holds:

1. The operator Q. is a positive contraction.
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2. The multiplicity of 1 as an eigenvalue of Q. equals n(Tre). In other
words, W(Tre) = n(l — Q.). Moreover, for ((s) = ﬁi, we have
n(TC"’(RC)) = dim (Ker (I - C(_Acw) "QcC(—Acw)” )) . (7.21)

3. Fork=1,2,---, consider the integers
HE = TI(I—C(— cw)k 1QC( ( (‘w)*) )

_n(I_ C( cw) Q(‘C( Acw) ) (7-22)

Then the negative Wiener-Hopf indices —k1, ..., —kp of Tre are given
by

=#k:pu, >3} G=1,....p=m). (7.23)

Assume we have Theoren [l Since Q. = Qg, Part 1 of Theorem
is proven. Notice that the Wiener-Hopf factorization of R with respect to T
immediately generates a Wiener-Hopf factorization of R({(iw)) with respect
to iR with the same Wiener-Hopf indices. Indeed, if R = W, DW_ then,
after substitution of z by ((s), we have R( = (W4()(DC)(W_(). So the
dimensions of the null spaces of T,xp and of T¢xpe coincide. Together with
Agw = ((—Acyw) the items 2 and 3 of Theorem [[T] give the items 2 an 3 of
Theorem

Obviously, also Theorem [(.2] implies Theorem [T.11

7.1. An example

As an illustration of Theorem we present the following example which is
a continuous version of the discrete example on page 706 in [20]. To this end,
let

C(s)* 0 0 0 0

0 ()™ 0 0 0

R.(s) = 0 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 ¢(s)* 0

0 0 0 0 ((s)?
Recall that ((s) = 1+s Then R.(s) factors as R.(iw) = V. (iw)W,(iw)

where

100 O 0 ¢(s)* 0 0 0 0
010 O 0 0 (¢(s)*> 000
Ve(s)=10 0 1 0 0 We(s)=1| 0 0 1 00
00 0 (82 0 0 0 010
000 0 ()P 0 0 0 01

Let us first construct a stable dissipative realization {A,, on C", B,,,C,,, D,,}
for ¢(s)™. Notice that p(z) = zeT (I — 2J,(0)) " e, = 2", where e; and e,
are the first and last unit vectors in C™ and J,,(0) is the upper triangular
Jordan matrix with eigenvalue 0, or, in other words, the upward shift. Then
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Lemma [61] provides the realization of ((s)™ = p({(s)). To see this observe
that

(In + Jn(0) 7 = Z(—Jnm))j.

This with Lemma [T readily implies that
Ap = (Jn(0) = L) (In 4+ Jn(0)) ™t = —1,, + 2 Z 1717, (0

By = V2 (I + Jn(0)) te, = V2 (1) (_1)”*2... 11"
Co=V2el(I,+J,(0) ' =v2[1 —1 ... (-],
Dy =0—el(I, + Jn(0) e, = (—=1)™. (7.24)

Notice that A,, is an upper triangular Toeplitz matrix.

According to Lemmal[6.3]and using that the realization of p(z) is unitary,
we have that {A,, By, Cp, Dy} is indeed a stable dissipative realization of
¢(s)™. Nevertheless let us verify that directly. Recall that the realization
{4, on X, B,,,Cy,, D,,} being stable and dissipative means that A, has all
its eigenvalues in the open left hand half plane and A,, + A} +C*C,, =0, D,
is unitary, and B,, = —C} D,,. First observe that —1 is the only eigenvalue of
Ay, and thus, A,, is continuous time stable. Next check by direct calculation
that AY + A, + CxC,, = 0 and A} + A, + B, B}, = 0. Since D,, = (—=1)" is
unitary and B,, = —C}: D,, we are done.

Motivated by the previous realization, the factors V.(s) and W,(s) can
be given by the following stable unitary realizations:

‘/C(S) = Dv + CU(SI — AU)_l

4y 0] [c] | [ce
S CIPR EI R

_ C3 5
B, — [0sxs B 0}: ¢ _){6]7

where

05x3 0  Bs C Cs
[03x3  O3x5 c3 c3
Cv = C?, 0 . |:(C5:| — (C = (C57
| 0 Cs C
(75 0 0 c3 c?
DU =10 D3 0 | C| = | C
0 0 Ds C C

In this case,

We(s) = Dy + Cy(sI — Aw)*le,
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where
_ (A4, O ) Cc* Cc*
= [0 Ao~ &)

- C
s-[B o ol €] L

i 0 DBy 0243 c3 C2
[ Cy 0 ct C
CU) - O CQ |:(C2:| — (C - (C5,
[03x4  O3x2 (%
(Dy 0 0 C C
Dw = 0 D2 0] : Cl—|C
0 0 5| |8 |[c

It is noted that B,B;, = 0. Therefore the unique solution to the Lya-
punov equation A4,Q + QA% + B, B =0is Q = 0. Hence

w

-1 1 -1 1 0 0
00 0 0 —1 1
Co=D,B,+C,Q=D,B,=v2|{0 0 0 0 0 0
00 0 0 0 0
00 0 0 0 0

The unique solution to the Lyapunov equation A,,Q + QA}, + C*C, =0 is
given by @ = I. Now observe that

C(_Aw) =

OO OO OO
OO oo O
OO OO~ O
OO O+ OO
OO O OO
o= OO OO

0

It is noted that ((—A,) = S4 @ S5 on C* @ C? where Sy on CF is the upward
shift, that is, all the entries of S} immediately above the main diagonal are
1 and all the other entries are zero, that is Sy = J;(0). (See also Corollary
[621) Because @ = I, we readily see that

dim(Ker (I — Q)) =
dim(Ker (I — C(—A ) ( w))) =

dim (Ker (I — AL)?Q ATU)Q))
dim (Ker (I — ¢(—A44)*Q¢ A;;)3))
dim (Ker (I — C(—AL)*QC )k)) =0 for k > 4.

In other words,

m=6—4=2, pp=4-2=2 pu=2—-1=landpus=1-0=0.
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Using this we have

ko =F#{k: . >1r=4 and ky =#{k:p, >2}=2.

Therefore the negative Wiener-Hopf indices for R are {—4, —2}.
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