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INTERPOLATION THEOREMS FOR CONJUGATIONS AND
APPLICATIONS

ZOUHEIR AMARA

ABsTrRACT. Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space. A conjugate-linear
map C : H — H is a conjugation if it is an involutive isometry. In this paper,
we consider the following interpolation problems: Let {x;};e; and {y;}ie; be two
orthogonal sets of vectors in H, and let N and {N}xx be normal operators
such that the Ni’s mutually commute. Then, under which conditions does
there exist a conjugation C on H such that

(a) Cx; = y;and CNiC = N; forallie I and k € K; or

(b) Cx; =yj foreveryie€ I, and CNC = —=N".
We provide complete answers to problems (a) and (b). As a consequence of
our results, we give necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of
solutions of some equations in L*®(u).

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, H and K are separable complex Hilbert spaces. We
use the notation (., .) for the inner product of both H and K. The algebra of all
bounded linear operators on H is denoted by B(H), and the identity operator
on H is denoted by Iy; if there is no ambiguity, we simply write I. The range and
the null space of an operator T are denoted by ran(T) and ker(T), respectively.
All direct sums in this paper are orthogonal.

A conjugation C on H is a conjugate-linear map C : H — H that satisfies

(i C*=1

(ii) (Ch,Ck) =<k, h) for all h,k € H.
The simplest example of a conjugation on H is the map given by C(}; Ae;) =

A.e;, where {ei}i is an orthonormal basis of H. In fact, according to [13, Lemma
1], any conjugation can be represented in this manner with respect to some
orthonormal basis.

Conjugations have been the subject of intensive study in recent years [5,
6, 11, 12, 20, 21], with origins in physics. The composition 7, of the parity

operator [Pf](x) = f(—x) and the time-reversal operator [T f](x) = f(x) defines
a conjugation on L*(R") which holds significant importance in the theory of
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PT -symmetric quantum theory (see, for instance, [3, 4]). For more historical
comments about conjugations, we refer the interested reader to [5, 26] and ref-
erences therein. Recent investigations into conjugations have largely stemmed
from their connections to complex-symmetric and skew-symmetric operators.

An operator T € B(H) is called complex-symmetric (resp. skew-symmetric) if
there exists a conjugation C on H such that CTC = T* (resp. CTC = —T"); in this
case, we say more precisely that T is C-symmetric (resp. C-skew symmetric). An
equivalent definition is that T has a symmetric (resp. skew-symmetric) matrix
M with respect to some orthonormal basis; i.e., M" = M (resp. M" = —M) where
tr stands for the transpose ([14, 17]). These classes of linear operators have
received significant attention in the last two decades. Applications of complex
symmetric operators and skew-symmetric matrices are found in various areas
(see, for instance, [13, 14, 15, 24] and [7, 22, 23]).

In [18, 19, 26, 29], the authors investigated various interpolation problems for
conjugations. In [18], Liu et al. established that for two orthogonal projections
P and Q in B(H), a conjugation C on H exists with CPC = Q if and only if ran(P)
and ran(Q) are in symmetric position; i.e.,

dim (ran(P)* N ran(Q)) = dim (ran(P) N ran(Q)*).

In [26], Wang et al. proved that for two commuting self-adjoint operators
P,Q € B(H), there exists a conjugation C on H satistying CPC = Q if and only
if there exists an isometric isomorphism U between Hilbert spaces such that

UPU"'=B,®B,®A and UQU '=B,®B,®A

where B;, B, and A are self-adjoint operators such that B; and B, have the same
underlying Hilbert space and commute.

It is well-known that for every normal operator N, there exists a conjugation
C such that CNC = N* ([13]). However, this is not always the case if it is also
required that Cx; = y; for some families of vectors {x;}ic; and {y;}ic;. It is the
purpose of this paper to investigate such a problem. The paper is structured
as follows.

In Section 2, we present our primary results regarding the interpolation
problem: when does there exist a conjugation C on H satisfying Cx; = y; and
CNiC = N; for alli € I and k € K. Here, {x;}ic; and {y}ic; are orthogonal subsets
of H, and {Nj}iek is a collection of mutually commuting normal operators on H.
We establish geometric conditions to answer this question, along with several
equivalent conditions. As a consequence of these results, we extend a recent
result by Mashreghi et al. [20] concerning hyperinvariant subspaces of unitary
operators (see Proposition 2.5).

In Section 3, we investigate a “skew-symmetric” version of the earlier inter-
polation problem. We aim to identify the conditions under which there exists
a conjugation C on H that can fulfill the conditions Cx; = y; and CNC = —N~
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for all i € I, with N being a normal operator. The simplest answer is obtained
when [ is finite.

In the last section, we apply our main results to give necessary and sufficient
conditions for the existence of solutions of certain equations in L*(u) with
coefficients in L*(p).

2. INTERPOLATION THEOREMS FOR CONJUGATIONS : C-SYMMETRIC VERSIONS

Recall that a linear (or conjugate-linear) operator V on H is called partial
isometry if the restriction of V to ker(V)* is an isometry.

2.1. Main results.

Theorem 2.1. Let M be an abelian von Neumann algebra of operators in B(H), and
let {xi}ier and {yi}ier be two orthogonal sets of non-zero vectors in H. The following
statements are equivalents:

(i) There exists a conjugation C on H such that
CTC=T and Cx;=y; forallT € Mandiel.
(ii) There exists a conjugate-linear partial isometry V on H such that
VT =TV, x;eker(V)", Vx;=vy; and Vy;=x; forallT € Mandiel
(iii) For every orthogonal projection P € Mand for all i, j € I, we have
(Pxi, x;) =(Pyj,yiy and (Px;,y;) = (Px;,y;).

Remark 2.2. Noting that C(AI)C = (AI)* for all conjugations C and A € C,
one can see that when M = {AI : A € C}, we recapture [29, Theorem 2.1].
This theorem states that for two orthonormal sets {x;}ie; and {yi}ie; in H, there
exists a conjugation C on H satisfying Cx; = y; for every i € [ if and only if
(xi,y;» = (xj,yi) for all i, j € I. It should be noted that their result is important
in proving our main results.

For a normal operator N, we denote by Ey the associated spectral measure
defined on Borel subsets of C.

If M = W*(Ni : k € K), meaning that M is the smallest von Neumann algebra
containing a family of mutually commuting normal operators {Nj}iek, then the
conditions outlined in Theorem 2.1 can be refined as follows.

Theorem 2.3. Let {Ni}iex C B(H) be a family of mutually commuting normal oper-
ators, and let {x;}ic; and {yi}ier be two orthogonal sets of non-zero vectors in H. The
following statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists a conjugation C on H such that CTC = T* and Cx; = y; for all
TeW (Ny:keK)andie€l.
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(ii) There exists a conjugation C on H such that CNyC = N; and Cx; = y; for all
keKandiel.

(iii) There exists a conjugate-linear partial isometry V on H such that VN, = NV,
x; € ker(V)*, Vx; = yyand Vy; = x; forallk € Kand i € L.

(iv) For all finite subsets Ky C K, Borel subsets {A}ek, of C, and i, j € I we have

<(H ENk(Ak)] Xi, xf> = <(H ENk(Ak)] Vi yi>

keKy keKy

and

<[H ENk(Ak)J X, yj> = <(H ENk(Ak)] xj, yi> ,

keKy keKy

Given non-zero vectors x,y € H, we denote by x ® y the rank-one operator
defined by (x ® y)h = (h, y)x for every h € H.
If I is of cardinal one, then Theorem 2.3 reduces to:

Theorem 2.4. Let {Ni}xex C B(H) be a family of mutually commuting normal oper-
ators, and let x, y € H be non-zero vectors. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists a conjugation C on H satisfying CNxC = N; and Cx = y for every
k € K.
(ii) There exists a unitary operator U € B(H) satisfying UN; = NyU and Ux = y
for every k € K.
(iii) There exists a partial isometry V € B(H) satisfying x € ker(V)*, VNy = N,V
and Vx =y for every k € K.
(iv) For all finite subsets Ky C K and Borel subsets {Ai}rek, of C, we have

(H ENk(Ak)J x (H ENk(Ak)] y

keKy keKy

(v) llxll = llyll and there exists a conjugation C on H such that Ny + Ax ® y is
C-symmetric for all k € Kand A € C.

The proofs of Theorems 2.1, 2.3, and 2.4 will be given later in this section,
following the necessary preliminary preparations.

A slight reformulation of [1, Theorem 2.1] shows that if N € 8(H) is a normal
operator, U € B(H) is a unitary operator commuting with N, and x € H, then
for every A € C, there exists a conjugation C on H such that N + Ax ® Ux is
C-symmetric. It can be seen that the implication (ii) = (v) in Theorem 2.4
generalizes this result, as the conjugation C is independent of A.

A subspace M of H is said to be hyperinvariant for T € B(H) if M is invariant
under every operator that commutes with T. Recently, in [20], Mashreghi et all.
proved that M is hyperinvariant for a unitary operator U € 8(H) if and only if
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CM <€ M for every conjugation C on H satisftying CUC = U". As a consequence
of Theorem 2.4, this result is extended to all normal operators.

Proposition 2.5. Let N € B(H) be normal and M a subspace of H. Then, M is
hyperinvariant for N if and only if CM C M for every conjugation C on H satisfying
CNC = N-~.

The proof of the necessity is similar to the one in [20]. We include it here for
the sake of completeness.

Proof of Proposition 2.5. Assume that M is hyperinvariant for N and denote by
P € B(H) the orthogonal projection onto M. Let C be a conjugation on N
satistying CNC = N*; equivalently, CN = N*C. Clearly, we need to show that
CP = PC. According to [25, Proposition 6.9], there exists a Borel subset A € C
such that P = Ex(A). Consequently, Lemma 2.11 implies that CP = CEN(A) =
En(A)C = PC.

For the sufficiency, we need to show that for each T € {N}’, the commutant of
N, TM € M. Additionally, since {N}" is a von Neumann algebra, it is spanned
by its unitary operators ([9, Page 61, Proposition 13.3 (b)]). Consequently, we
can assume without loss of generality that T is unitary. Let x € M be non-zero,
and put y = Tx. Then, according to Theorem 2.4, there exists a conjugation C
on H satisfying CNC = N* and Cx = y. Hence, by hypothesis, Tx = y = Cx € M.
Since x was arbitrary, we conclude that TM C M. O

The following example shows that the result in Proposition 2.5 cannot be
extended to an arbitrary operator in B(H).

Example 2.6. Let x and y be orthonormal vectors in H, and put T = A +iB where
A=x®xand B = (x + y) ® (x + y). Clearly, A and B are self-adjoint operators;
moreover, A = %(T + T7). It follows that if C is a conjugation on H such that
CTC = T, then CAC = A. Hence, if M = span{x}, then CM = M. Therefore,
the subspace M satisfies the necessary condition in Proposition 2.5; however,
Te{TyY and TM ¢ M.

Given a conjugation C on H, an operator T € B(H) is said to be C-normal
if CTT*C = T'T. When T is C-normal for some conjugation C, we say that
T is conjugate-normal. It is easy to verify that if T is C-symmetric or C-skew
symmetric, then it is also C-normal. Consequently, conjugate-normality is
considered a more general type of symmetry. For further details and properties
of such operators, the interested reader is referred to [27].

Another consequence of Theorem 2.4 is the following result, which charac-
terizes normal operators in terms of complex symmetric and conjugate-normal
ones.

Corollary 2.7. Let T € B(H). The following statements are equivalent:
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(i) T is normal.
(ii) For every non-zero x € H, there exists a conjugation C on H such that T is
C-symmetric and Cx = x;
(iii) For every non-zero x € H, there exists a conjugation C on H such that T is
C-normal and Cx = x.

Proof. The implication (i) = (ii) follows directly from Theorem 2.4 applied to
the normal operator T and the vectors x = v.

(i) = (iii) is obvious.

(iii) = (ii). Let x € H be non-zero. Then, by hypothesis, there exists a
conjugation C on H such that Cx = x and CTT*C = T*T. It follows that

(T"Tx,x) ={(CTT*Cx,x) = (Cx, CCTT Cx) = {x, TT*x) = {TT"x, x).

Since x was arbitrary, we infer that T*T = TT", the desired equality. O

2.2. Proofs of Theorems 2.1, 2.3 and 2.4. The proofs require some preparation
and will be provided at the end of this section. In what follows, we denote the
set of all complex polynomials in two variables by C[x, y]. We begin with the
following technical lemma.

Lemma 2.8. Let N € B(H) and M € B(K) be normal operators, and let x, y € H and
h,k € K be vectors such that

(En(A)x, y) = (Em(A)h, k) for every Borel subset A C C.
Then, for every p € Clx, y], we have (p(N, N*)x, y) = {(p(M, M*)h, k).

Proof. Let p € C[x, y], and put f(z) = p(z,z) xx(z) where K = ¢(N) U 6(M) and xx
is the characteristic function of K. Then, f is a bounded Borel function on C;
furthermore, f(N) = p(N, N*) and f(M) = p(M, M). This implies that

PN, N, ) = CFN), ) = f FAENOD 1)
and
(P, MY K = (FM)I, Ky = f £ AEn(h .

As the complex-valued measures (En(.)x, y) and (Eu(.)h, k) are presumed equal
by hypothesis, we deduce f fAENQ)x, y) = f f d{Em(.)h, k). Consequently,
(p(N, N)x, y) = (p(M, M), ). O

Given a normal operator N € 8(H) and a family of vectors X C H, we denote

Lyx = \/ {p(N,N)h: p € Clx, yl and I € X]

where V denotes the closed linear span. It is easy to see that Ly x is a reducing
subspace of N. The restriction of N to Ly x will be denoted by N.
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Proposition 2.9. Let N € B(H) and M € B(K) be normal operators, and let X =
{xiliet ©H and Y = {yi}ier € K be two families of vectors such that

(En(A)xi, x;) = (Epm(A)yj, yi)  for all Borel subsets A C Cand i,j € I.
Then, there exists a conjugate-linear surjective isometry W : Ly x — Ly such that
Wx;=vy; and Wp(Nx,Ny) = p(My, M},)'W foralli € Iandp € Clx, y].

Proof. According to Lemma 2.8, for every polynomial p € C[x,y]and all i, j €I,
we have

(2.1) <p(N, NY)x;, x]-> = <p(M, M")y;, yi>.
For convenience, put
Hy = span{p(N, N)xi:peClx,ylie€ I}
and
Koy = span{p(M, M)y :peClx,ylie€ I},
and let W : Hy — K be the conjugate-linear transformation given by
W(p(N,N*)x;) = p(M,M")'y; forallp € C[x,y]and i€ l.

We will first show that W is well-defined. Arbitrarily choose € Hy; then,
there exists a finite subset | of I and polynomials p; € C[x, y], for i € ], such that
h = ZZG] pl(N/ N*)xl‘. Then,

|11l = <Z piN, N')x;, Z pi(N, N*)xj>

- ;I;( (N, N*)]xj, pi(N,N")x;)

= Z]] JZI] (p/ (N, N'Y piN, N')x;, ;)

- Z]: JZI: (p/M, MY pi(M, M)y, i) (by (2.1))
- Z]: jz;‘( i, M)y, piM, MY 1)

= <]Z;‘ piM MYy, Z]: pi(M, M*)*w) = [|WhIP.

Hence, if h, k € Hy are such that || — k|| = 0, we get [[Wh — WK|| = [[W(h - k)|| =
lh—k|| = 0. Therefore, W is a well-defined conjugate-linear isometry. Moreover,
by its construction, W is surjective. By density of Hy and Ky in Ly x and Lyy,
respectively, it follows that W can be extended to a conjugate-linear surjective



8 Z. AMARA

isometry from Ly x to Ly;y, which we also denote by W. Furthermore, it can be
seen that Wx; = y; for every i € .

Now, fix p € C[x, y] and let us check that Wp(Nx, N}) = p(My, M} )'W. Let
g € Clx,y],i €I, and put h = g(N, N*)x;. Then,

Wp(Nx, Ny)h = Wp(N, N )h = Wp(N, N*")q(N, N*)x; = p(M, M*)"q(M, M")"y;
= p(M, M"Y Wq(N, N)x; = p(My, M})"Wh.
Since g and i were arbitrary, and Wp(Nx, Ny) and p(My, M},)"W are both conjugate-
linear, we obtain Wp(Nx, Ny)h = p(My, M} )*Wh forevery h € Hy. Consequently,

by density of Hy in Lyx, we conclude that Wp(Nx, N§) = p(My, M;)*'W. This
completes the proof. O

Theorem 2.10. Let N € B(H) be normal, and let X = {x;}ic; and Y = {y;}ier be two
orthogonal sets of non-zero vectors in H. Let M € {N, —N} and assume that for every
Borel subset A C C and all i, j € 1, we have

(@) (En(A)xi, xj) = (Em(A)y;, vi);

(b) (En(A)xi, ;) = (Em(A)xj, yi).

Then, there exists a conjugation C on Ly xyuy such that

CNxwC =My, and Cx;=y; foreveryie€l.

Proof. First, note that Ly xuy = Ly xuy; hence, Nxuy and Mxyy are both operators
on Ly xuy, and so the statement CNx,yC = My oy makes sense. Additionally,
withoutloss of generality, we may assume that X and Y are orthonormal subsets
of H. In fact, by condition (a),

ri = |lxill = VCEN(C)xi, i) = VEM©)ys, i) = llyill

for every i € I; thus, the orthonormal subsets {ri‘lxi}iel and {ri‘lyi}iel satisfy
conditions (a) and (b).

Using condition (a), we infer from Proposition 2.9 that there exists a conjugate-
linear surjective isometry W : Ly x — Ly such that
(2.2) Wx; =y; and Wp(Nx, Ny) = p(My, M}y)'W foralli € I and p € Clx, y].
In particular,
(2.3) WNx =MW and WN}=MyW.

Choose an arbitrary orthonormal basis {e;} ; of Ly x that contains X and, for
each j € ], put f; = We;. Then, since W is a conjugate-linear surjective isometry,
the set {fi};c; must be an orthonormal basis of Ly;y.

Note that, for each j € ], there exist sequences of finite subsets I;,, C I and
polynomials p;, x € C[x, y], forn € Z" and k € I;,,, such that

(24) e; = lim ) pyuc(N,N)x;

kel jn
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hence, by (2.2),

(2.5) fj= Wej =Tim )" pjus(M, M) yi.
kEI]',,/,

Here, Z* stands for the set of positive integers.

Claim: For all i, j € |, we have {(e;, f;) = {ej, f;). First, note that in the light of
condition (b), Lemma 2.8 gives

(2.6) (p(N,N")x;, y;) = (p(M, M")x;,y;) foralli,jelandp € Clx,y].
Now, fix i, j € ] and adopt the notations in (2.4) and (2.5); then

(e f;) = 11,5“<Z Pink (N, N, Y pins(M, M*)*yz>

kGL‘,n ZEI]‘,,,

= 11)11’1’1 Z Z <pi,n,k(N/ N*)Xk, pj,n,l(Mr M*)*yl>

kEL‘/n ZEI]‘,,,

= lim Z Z <pj,n,l(M/ MO)Pink(N, N )x, y l> :

kEI,',,/, ZGI]',”
Hence, using (2.6), if M = N, we can see that
<ei/fj> = lim Z Z <Pj,n,l(N, N)Pin(N, N")xi, yk>,
kEL‘/n ZEI]‘,,,
and if M = —N, we obtain
<€i, f]> = lim Z Z <Pj,n,l(N, N)pini(—=N, =N")x,, yk> :
kGL‘,n ZEI]‘,,,

In both cases, we have

<ei’ f]> = 11511 Z Z <pj/”,l(N/ N*)pi,n,k(M/ M*)xl, yk> .

kEI,‘l,/, ZGI]',”

Consequently, we obtain

(e i) =1im Y 3" (N, N, pisni M, MY i)

kGL‘,n IGI]‘,H
= liﬁn <Z pini(N, N")xy, Z Pinik(M, M*)*yk>
ZEI]‘,,, kGL‘/n

— <e].’fi> (by (2.4) and (2.5)).

This proves the claim.
Note that Ly xuy = V (Ln,x + Lmy); hence, {e;}je; and {fj} ) are both orthonor-
mal subsets of Lyxuy. By [29, Theorem 2.1], there exists a conjugation C on
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Ly xuy such that Ce; = f; for every j € . In particular, since {e;};e; contains X,
we get from (2.2) that

Cxj=Wx;=y; foreveryiel.

It remains to check that CNxu,yC = M . Noting that, for every j € J,
Cej = f; = Wej and Cfj = C%; = ¢; = W', and taking into account that C, W
and W™ are conjugate-linear, it follows that W = C; and W™! = C, where C;
and C, are defined as
Ci:Lnx — Lmy Co:Lyy — Lnx
h — Ch h — Ch

Combining these facts with (2.3), we get that for every j € ],

CMxyuyCej = CMxuyWe; = CMyWe; = CWNye; = C;WNye; = Nye; = Ny ye;
and
CNxuyCf; = CNxuye; = CNxe; = C1Nxe; = WNxe; = My We; = M f; = My f;-

Suppose that M = N; it follows that CNx,yCe; = Nj, ,e; and CNxuyCf; =

N3y fi for every j € |. Hence, since Ly xuy = V (Lnx + Lay) = V ({ej,fj}je]), we
obtain CNxuyC = N, ,. On the other hand, if M = —N, we get CNx,yCe; =
—Ny yejand CNxyCf; = —=N5 , f; for every j € |. Therefore, CNxuyC = —N5 -
In both cases, we have the desired result. This completes the proof of the

theorem.

and

O

The following lemma will be very useful throughout the paper.

Lemma 2.11. Let N € B(H) and M € B(K) be normal operators, and let T : H — K
be a bounded linear (or conjugate-linear) operator. The following statements hold:

() If T is linear (resp. conjugate-linear) and TN = MT (resp. TN = M*T), then
TEN(A) = EmM(A)T  for every Borel subset A C C.
(ii) If T is linear (resp. conjugate-linear) and TN = —MT (resp. TN = —M'T), then
TEN(A) = Em(=A)T  for every Borel subset A C C.
Proof. (i) Suppose first that T is linear and TN = MT, and put
L8 S ac ]2 H

Then, L and A are bounded linear operators acting on the Hilbert space H @ K.
Furthermore, one can verify that AL = LA. Since L is normal, by the Fuglede
Theorem, AE;(A) = E;(A)A for every Borel subset A C C.

Fix a Borel subset A C C, and note that

C[Ex(a) 0 1 H
EL(A) ‘| "0 EM(A)] K-
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Therefore, the matrix equality AE;(A) = E (A)A implies TEN(A) = Ep(A)T.

Assume now that T is a conjugate-linear operator such that TN = M'T, and
let A € C be a Borel subset. Since M is normal, there exists a conjugation C on
K such that CMC = M*. Hence, TN = M'T = (CMC)T, and since C? = I, we
obtain

(2.7) (CT)N = C°MCT = M(CT).

Clearly, CT : H — K is a bounded linear operator. By our previous result, we
have

(2.8) CTEN(A) = Em(A)CT.

By [8, Page 287, Lemma 8.7], Ey(A) = xa(M) € W*(M). Hence, there exists a
net {p;}; in C[x, y] such that p;(M, M") converges to Ey(A) in the weak operator
topology. One can easily check that Cp;(M, M*)C = p;(M, M")*. Consequently,
taking the limit in the weak operator topology, we get CEpm(A)C = Ey(A)” =
Em(A). Therefore, from (2.8), we obtain
TEN(A) = C*TEN(A) = CEm(A)CT = En(A)T,

the desired equality.

(ii) Suppose that TN = —MT if T is linear and that TN = -M'T if T is
conjugate-linear. Applying the first part of lemma to N and —M, we get

TEn(A) = E_m(A)T for every Borel subset A € C. Since E_y(A) = xa(—=M)
and xa(—z) = x-a(z) for every z € C, we have

TEN(A) = Em(A)T = xa(=M)T = x-a(M)T = En(=A)T.
This completes the proof. m|

We are now in a position to prove Theorems 2.1 and 2.3 and 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. The implication (i) = (ii) follows directly from the prop-
erties of C as a conjugate-linear isometry, satisfying Cx; = y;, Cy; = C?x; = x;
and CT = CTC>=T*CforallieIand T € M.

(ii) = (iii). Let V; : ker(V)* — ran(V) be the invertible conjugate-linear
isometry given by Voh = Vh. Define the conjugate-linear map V¥ : H - H
by V*h = V'h if h € ran(V) and V*h = 0 if h € ran(V)*. Then, V*V is the
orthogonal projection onto ker(V)*. Moreover, using the polarization identity,
it follows that (Vh, k) = (V*k, h) for all h € ker(V)* and k € ran(V). Thus,

(2.9) (Vh,ky = (V*k,h) forallh,k € H.

Now, let P € M be an orthogonal projection. Using the above relation, for
all i, j € I, we obtain

(Pyj, yiy = (PVxj, Vx;y = (VPxj, Vx;) = (V*Vx;, Px;)

(210) = <xi, Px]> = <Pxi/ xj>/
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and similarly, we have
(Px;, ;) = (PVy;, Vx;y = (VPy;, Vxiy = (V*Vx;, Py;)

2.11
(2.11) = (xi, Py;) = (Pxi, y)).

(iii) = (ii). According to [10, Page 52, Lemma I1.2.8], there exists a self-
adjoint operator A € B(H) such that M = W*(A). It suffices to show that there
exists a conjugation C on H such that CAC = A and Cx; = y; for every i € I.
In fact, any polynomial in A is C-symmetric; moreover, since the class of C-
symmetric operators is closed in the weak operator topology, every operator
in W*(A), and thus in M, is C-symmetric.

Let A C Cbe aBorel subset. Then, by [8, Page 287, Lemma 8.7], the orthogonal
projection Ex(A) belongs to M. Therefore, by hypothesis, for alli, j € I, we have
(Ea(A)xi, xj) = (Ea(A)yj, yiy and (Ea(A)x;, y ;i) = (Ea(A)xj, yi).

For convenience, put Z = {x;, yi}ier, Hyo = Laz and H; = Lj,z- Then, Hy and
H; are reducing subspaces of A and Z C H,. According to Theorem 2.10,
there exists a conjugation Cy on Hj such that CoA,C = Ay and Cox; = y; for
every i € I. Since A, is normal, there exists a conjugation C; on H; such
that C1Ajp, C1 = A,. Clearly, C = Cy @ C; is a conjugation on H; additionally,
CAC = Aand Cx; = Copx; = y; forevery i € I. O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. The implication (i) = (ii) is obvious, and the implication
(ii) = (iii) follows a similar argument as (i) = (ii) in Theorem 2.1.

To show that (iii) = (iv), first note that by Lemma 2.11, for all Borel subsets
A C Cand k € K, wehave VEy,(A) = En, (A)V. Hence, for any finite subset K, C
K and Borel subsets {Ag}iex, of C, we have V (erKo ENk(Ak)) = (erKg ENk(Ak)) V.
Put P = [[jex, En,(Ax); the remainder of the proof follows similarly to (2.10) and
(2.17).

(iv) = (i). For convenience, put M = W*(Ni : k € K). By the Fuglede
Theorem, we have NyN; = N N; for any k, [ € K. Therefore, it is not hard to see

that M is an abelian von Neumann algebra. Hence, by Theorem 2.1, we need
to show that for all orthogonal projections P € Mand i,j €I,

(2.12) (Px;,x;) = (Pyj,yi) and (Px;,y;) = (Px;, y;).

First, we show that M = cl - WOTM; i.e., the closure in the weak operator
topology of

M, = span {H En,(Ar) : Ko € Kis finite and Ay is a Borel subset of C} .
kGKo

By [8, Page 287, Lemma 8.7], any spectral projection Ey, (A) = xa(Nx) € W*(Ny) C
M. Hence, My € M, and consequently cl - WOTM, € M. Let us show the
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other containment. According to spectral theory, for every k € K, we have
Nj € \/ {ENk(A) : A is a Borel subset of C}.

This implies that Ny € cl — WOTM, for every k € K. It is easy to see that
cl - WOTM; is a self-adjoint subalgebra of B(H) that contains the identity.
Moreover, since, by the Fuglede Theorem, the spectral measures {Ey, }iex mutu-
ally commute and Ey, (A)En, (D) = En, (AN D) for any Borel subsetes A and D of
C, one can easily show that M, and thus cl - WOT M, is also multiplicative.
Hence, cl - WOT M, is a von Neumann algebra containing {Nj}iex. Therefore,
by definition of M, we must have M C cl - WOTM,.

Now, by hypothesis, any T € M, satisfies the equalities (2.12). Then, by
taking limits, in the weak operator topology, of operators in M,, we obtain
that (2.12) is true for every T € M; in particular, for orthogonal projections in
M. O

Proof of Theorem 2.4. The implication (ii) = (iii) is obvious.

The implication (iv) = (i) follows from Theorem 2.3 (iv) = (i). In fact,
for any finite subset Ky C K and Borel subsets {Ai}iex, of C, the orthogonal
projections {Ey, (Ax)}kek, are mutually commuting. Thus, their product P is also
an orthogonal projection; which gives

(Px, xy = (P*x, x) = (Px, Px) = ||Px|I* = IPylI* = (Py, y).

(iii) = (iv). Let A C C be a Borel subset and Ky, C K a finite set. Then,
%4 (Hk€K0 ENk(A)) = (Hk€K0 ENk(A)) V. Noting that V*V is the orthogonal projec-
tion onto ker(V)* and letting P = [];x, En,(A), we get

IPy|I* = (Py, y) = (PVx, Vx) = (Px, V'Vx) = (Px, x) = ||Px||*.

(i) = (v). Clearly, [|x]| = ||Cx|| = [lyll. It is easy to check that C(x ® y)C =
(Cx) ® (Cy); hence, for any k € Kand A € C, we have

C(Ny+Ax®y)C=CNxkC+Ay®x=N; + A(x®y) = Ny + lx®y)’;
that is, Ny + Ax ® y is C-symmetric.

(v) = (ii). Since the class of C-symmetric operators forms a subspace of
B(H), we obtain, for every k € K, CN;C = N; and Cx® y)C = (x® y)' = y ® x.
Given that x and y have the same norm, the latter equality implies the existence
of a unimodular a € C such that Cx = ay.

Applying Theorem 2.3 (iv) = (ii) to {x;}; = {yi}; = {x}, we obtain a conjuga-
tion ] on H such that JNiJ = N; for every k € K and Jx = x. Put U = aCJ; then,
since C and | are both surjective isometries and « is unimodular, the linear
operator U : H — H must be unitary. Moreover, we have

UN; = aCJNy = aCN;J = aN,CJ = NiU
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and Ux = aCJx = aCx = aay = y. This completes the proof of the theorem. O

3. INTERPOLATION THEOREMS FOR CONJUGATIONS : C-SKEW SYMMETRIC VERSIONS

A conjugate-linear operator V on H is said to be anti-unitary if it is a surjective
isometry. Clearly, every conjugation on H is anti-unitary.

For two operators A and B on Hilbert spaces, we denote A = B if there exists
an isometric isomorphism U between the underlying Hilbert spaces such that
UAU™' = B; or equivalently, UA = BU. It is worth mentioning that both
complex symmetry and skew symmetry are preserved under the equivalence
relation =.

For k € {1,2,...,00}, where oo = 8, H® denotes the direct sum of H with
itself k times. If T € B(H), then T® € B(H®) is the direct sum of T with itself k
times.

3.1. Main results.

Theorem 3.1. Let N € B(H) be normal, and let Z = X U'Y where X = {x;};c; and
Y = {yi}ier are orthogonal sets of non-zero vectors in H. Then, the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) There exists a conjugation C on H such that CNC = —N" and Cx; = y; for every
i€l
(ii) There exists an anti-unitary operator V on H such that VNV~ = —N*, Vx; = y;
and Vy; = x; for every i € I.
(iii) Ni.  is skew-symmetric and, for all Borel subsets A € C and i, j € I, we have

(En(A)xi, xj) = (En(=A)y;, vy and  (En(A)x;, y;) = (En(=A)xj, yi).

Before stating the second main result of this section, we recall some facts
about normal operators on separable complex Hilbert spaces. Given a finite
measure with compact support u on C, denote by M,, the operator defined on
L*(u) by [M,.f1(z) = zf(z) for all f € L*(u). According to spectral multiplicity
theory (see, for instance, [8, Page 298, Theorem 10.16]), each normal operator
N acting on H is unitarily equivalent to

(3.1) M & (5 M

1<i<oo
where ;, 1 <1 < oo (some of which may be zero), are mutually singular finite
measures on Borel subsets of C, each with compact support. Moreover, the
previous decomposition is unique in the sense that if M is another normal
operator with corresponding measures v;, 1 < i < oo, then N = M if and only
if, for every i € {1,2,..., 00},

(3.2) ui(A) =0 <= vi(A)=0 forevery Borel subset A C C.
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In [17, Theorem 1.11], Li et al. proved that N is skew-symmetric if and only
if the sequence {u;}1<i<eo can be chosen so that, for every i € {1,2,..., o0},

(3.3) pi(A) = pi(=A) for every Borel subset A C C.

Given a normal operator N € B(H), we write m(N) < oo if the measure p., in

(3.1) is zero; in other words, ML‘:) can be omitted from the decomposition (3.1).
This definition makes sense due to the uniqueness property described in (3.2).

Theorem 3.2. Let N € B(H) be a skew-symmetric normal operator, and let Z be the

set in Theorem 3.1 such that m (N Z|ker(NZ)l) < co. Then, the following statements are
equivalent:

(i) There exists a conjugation C on H such that CNC = —N" and Cx; = y; for every
i€l
(i) For every Borel subset A C C and all i, j € I, we have

(En(A)xi, xj) = (En(=A)y;, vy and  (En(A)x;, y;) = (EN(=A)xj, yi).

In particular, if 1 is finite, then m (N Zu(er(NZ)l) < oo and the previous statements are
equivalent.

The reader can see from Theorem 3.1 that the implication (i) = (ii), in
the previous theorem, is true without the assumption that m (N Zu(er(NZ)l) < 0.

However, the following example shows that this condition is not superfluous
for the implication (ii) = (i).

Example 3.3. Suppose that H = K;®K,, where K; and K; are infinite-dimensional
separable complex Hilbert spaces, and let {¢;};>1 and {fi};>1 be orthonormal bases
of K; and K5, respectively. Foreachi > 1, putx; =¢;®0and y; =08 fi,1. Let N
be the normal operator on H given by N = Ix, ® —Ig,. Clearly, N = —N; hence,
by Lemma 3.5, N is skew-symmetric.
For convenience, put Hy = V{x; : i > 1}, H, = V{y; : i > 1} and H; = V{fi}.
Then, H = H; @ H, @ H; and Ly z = H; ® H,. Furthermore,
I 0 | H
Nzkernyr = Nz = [ 81 _IHZ] H;

= Mg;o) ® M(;_ol) = (M61 @Méq)(w) = MLOO)

where u = 6; + 6_; and 6, denotes the Dirac measure, ata € C, on Borel subsets
of C. Thus, m (Nzlker(Nz)J-) £ 00,

Let us check that N satisfies the conditions in Theorem 3.2 (ii). One can
easily see that, for every Borel subset A C C, the spectral projections Eyx(A) and
En(—A) fall into one of the following possibilities:

(@) En(A) = En(-A) =0;
(b) Ex(A) = En(=A) = In;
(C) EN(A) = IK1 ® 0 and EN(—A) =0 @IKz,'
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(d) En(A) = 0@ Ik, and En(=A) = Ik, ©0.
In all cases, we have
(En(A)xi, xj) = (En(=A)y;, i) and  (En(A)x;, y;) = (En(=A)xj, yi).
Now, let us show that there exists no conjugation C on H satisfying the first

assertion of Theorem 3.2. Suppose for contradiction that such a conjugation
exists. Then,

CH;=CV{x;:i>1}=V{Cx;:i>1} = V{y; : i > 1} = H,,

and since C*> = I, we also have CH, = H;. As C is a surjective isometry, it
follows that CH; = C(H; + H,)* = (H; + Hy)* = H;. Therefore, C takes the form

0 = 0] Hy
C=|* 0 0] H,
0 0 G| Hs

*

where C; is a conjugation on Hj. Finally, since H; reduces N and CNC = —N*,
we obtain —Iy, = C3(=Ip,)Cs = CsNp,Cs = =N}, = Ipy,; a contradiction.
3
When X = {x}, Y = {y}, and {x, y} are linearly independent, we can add the
following equivalent perturbation-type statement to Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.4. Let N € B(H) be normal, and let {x, y} be linearly independent vectors
in H. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) There exists a conjugation C on H satisfying CNC = —N* and Cx = y.
(ii) There exists a conjugation C on H such that N + A(x ® x — y ® y) is C-skew
symmetric for every A € C.

The proof of the previous theorem does not require preliminary results and
can be presented here.

Proof of Theorem 3.4. (i) = (ii). Let C be a conjugation satisfying (i). Then, for
every A € C, we have

C(N+A(x®x - y®y))C=CNC+A((Cx) ® (Cx) - (Cy) ® (Cy))
=-N+Ay®y—x0x)
=-(N+A(x®x—-yQ®y)) .

(i) = (i). For convenience, put T = x ® x — y ® y. By the fact that the
class of C-skew symmetric operators is a subspace of B(H), we clearly have
CNC = =N"and CTC = -T* = —T. Noting that T is skew-symmetric, it must
have a skew-symmetric matrix with respect to some orthonormal basis. In
particular, since T is a rank-two operator, its trace is well-defined and should

be zero. Combining this with the fact that T is self-adjoint, it follows that there
exists orthonormal vectors ¢;, ¢, € H and « € R such that

ran(T) = ker(T — al) ® ker(T + al),
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ker(T — al) = V{e;} and ker(T + al) = Vie,}.
As CTC = =T, we get C(T + al)C = —(T — al); hence
(3.4) C(Vviei}) = Cker(T — al) = ker(T + al) = Viey}.

Note that x and y have the same norm. In fact, (x, x) — (y, ) is the trace of T.
Hence, using [29, Theorem 2.1], we obtain a conjugation | on H satisfying Jx = y;
one can check that JT] = —T. The argument in (3.4) shows that J(V{e1}) = Vies}.
Then, since C and | are isometries, there exist unimodular scalars a,b € C such
that Ce; = ae; and Je; = be,. Furthermore, since C* = J* = I, we get Ce, = ae;
and Je, = be;. Noting that C and | are both conjugate-linear, we get Ch = abJh
for every h € V{el,ez}.~ In particular, since x, vy € ran(T)~= V{e1, e}, we obtain
Cx = abJx = aby. Put C = abC; one can easily check that C is a conjugation that
satisties CNC = —N" and Cx = y. This ends the proof of the theorem. m|

The remainder of this section is devoted to proving Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.1 and 3.2. First, we begin with the following charac-
terization of skew-symmetric normal operators.

Lemma 3.5. Let N € B(H) be a normal operator. The following statements are
equivalent:

(i) There exists a unitary operator U on H such that UNU" = —N.
(ii) There exists a conjugation C on H such that CNC = —N".
(iii) There exists an anti-unitary operator V on H such that VNV~! = —N*.

Proof. The implication (ii) = (iii) is obvious.

(iii) = (i). Let V be an anti-unitary operator on H such that VNV~ = —-N*.
By normality of N, there exists a conjugation | on H that satisfies [N] = N".
Hence, we have VNV~ = —]NJ, and so, since J* = I, we get

(JVIN(V™']) = =]’NJ* = -N.

Put U = JV; then U € B(H) is unitary and U* = U™ = (JV) ! = V7] = V7.
Therefore, UNU* = —N.
(i) = (ii). Let U € B(H) be a unitary operator satisfying UN = —NU. Fix
a Borel subset Ay C C such that C \ Aj = —=A¢ U {0}. By Lemma 2.11, we have
UEN(Ao) = En(—=Ap)U and UEN(—Ap) = En(Ag)U. Consequently,
Uran(En(Ag)) = ran(En(—Ag)) and Uran(En(—Ap)) = ran(En(Ay)).

Given that C = AgU(=A)U{0} is a partition, it follows from the above equalities
that U has the form

0 = 0] ran(En(Ao))
U=|W 0 0| ran(Ex(-Ap))
0 0 =| ran(Ex({0}))
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Where W is an isometric isomorphism between Hilbert spaces. Noting that N
can also be written as

N; 0 0] ran(En(Ap))
N=|0 N; 0| ran(En(=Ao)) ,
0 0 O0f ran(En({0})

and since UN = —NU, simple matrix calculations show that WN; = —N,W.
This implies that N; = —N,, and hence Njyervy: = N1®N;, = N1@—N;. Therefore,
N is skew symmetric by [17, Theorem 1.10]. O

Note that every bounded linear T acting on a Hilbert space can be written
as T = N @ A where N is normal and A is an operator that has no reducing
subspace for which the restriction of A is normal (of course, either N or A could
be absent). In fact, N is the restriction of T to the reducing subspace

(3.5) Hoor = ﬂ ker(T""T" — T"T*").
1<n,m<oo
The operator N is called the normal part of T, while A is called the abnormal
part of T. In this case, we denote Thor = N and Typnor = A.
Using (3.5), one can easily see that if M is a normal operator, then

(3.6) MET)or =M@ Toy and (M®T)abnor = Tabnor-

The following lemma is an immediate consequence of [28, Proposition 3.10]
and (3.6).

Lemma 3.6. Let M € B(H) be normal and T € B(K) such that M & T is skew-
symmetric. Then, M @ Tyor and Tapnor are skew-symmetric.

Lemma 3.7. Let N € B(H) be a skew-symmetric normal operator and A C C a Borel
subset such A = —A. Then, the restriction of N to the reducing subspace ran(En(A))
is skew-symmetric.

Proof. Let C be a conjugation on H such that CNC = —N". By Lemma 2.11, we
have CEn(A) = En(—A)C = EnN(A)C; hence, Cran(En(A)) = ran(En(A)). Let Cy
and Ny denote the restrictions of C and N to ran(Ex(A)), respectively. Then, C

is a conjugation on Ey(A). Moreover, it follows immediately from the equality
CNC = —N* that CyNyC, = —NS O

In [16, Lemma 3.2] and [2, Corollary 3.4], the authors proved that if N is
normal, then a direct sum N®T is complex symmetric (resp. conjugate-normal)
if and only if T is complex-symmetric (resp. conjugate-normal). However, this
property does not hold for skew-symmetry even if N is skew-symmetric. The
next result provides a complete description of normal operators N that satisfy
this property.

Theorem 3.8. Let N € B(H) be normal. The followings statements are equivalents:
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(i) For every separable complex Hilbert space K and every T € B(K),
N @ T is skew-symmetric <= T is skew-symmetric.
(ii) N is skew-symmetric and m(Njerny:) < 0.

Proof. (i) = (ii). Suppose statement (i) holds. Taking T = 0, the zero operator
on any Hilbert space K, we obtain that N&®0 is skew-symmetric. By [17, Lemma
2.1], it follows that Njgern): is skew-symmetric. Therefore, N = Njkerny: @ 0 is
skew-symmetric.

For convenience, put N; = Njev):, and let Ny = ML":) ® EBl ices Mﬂ? be the
canonical decomposition in (3.1) of Nj.

We need to show that u. = 0. Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that
peo # 0. Hence, M, is not absent and is not zero due to the injectivity of Nj.
Since o(M,,,,) # {0}, using the spectral theorem, we can write M, , = M & L,
were L is a normal operator with o(L) # —o(L); in particular, L # —L and thus
not skew-symmetric by Lemma 3.5.

Let us verify that N @ L is skew symmetric. We have

NioL=M e @M?@L =MoL eoLe @Mﬁ?
l<i<eo 1<i<co
=MoL eLe (H M)
1<i<eo

= M) @ [ 0
=M™ oL o (P M)

1<i<oo

= Nl-

Thus, N@® L = N; in particular, N @ L is skew-symmetric; a contradiction.
Therefore, m(N;) < oo.

(ii) = (i). Since N is skew-symmetric, the reverse implication in (i) is always
true. Fix a bounded linear operator T, assume that N @ T is skew-symmetric,
and let us show that T is skew-symmetric.

In view of Lemma 3.6 and [17, Lemma 2.1], we can assume without loss of
generality that T is normal and N = Njen):. Moreover, by (3.1) and (3.3), we
may directly assume that

N=EP M) and H=F Lxu)"
1<i<co 1<i<oco

where the ;’s are mutually singular and satisfy p;(A) = u;(=A) for every Borel
subset A C C. Since the measures p;’s are mutually singular and satisfy (3.3), it
is elementary to see that there exist mutually disjoint Borel subsets {A};cz+ of
C such that forall i, j € Z* with i # j,

(37) Aj = =N, ‘Lll(A) = ‘Lll(A N Al‘), ‘Lll(A]) =0 for every Borel A € C.
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Let Ag = C\ Ujez+A;; clearly, Ay = —A,. For convenience, put N; = Mg?,
H; = L*(u;)? fori € Z*,and let T = TyoEP,_,. T be the decomposition of T with
respect to the orthogonal decomposition K = ran(Er(Ag)) ® €P._,. ran(Ez(A))).
For 0 <i < oo, put K; = ran(E7(A)).

Since by (3.7), ui(Ag) = ui(A;) = 0alli,j € Z* with i # j, it follows that
ENi(AO) = EN,(A]) =0. Therefore,

ran(Ener(Ao)) = Ko and  ran(Ener(A;)) = Hi® K; foreveryie Z".
It follows that

i€Z*

(Neo T)lran(ENeBT(AO)) =T, and (Neo T)lran(ENeBT(Ai)) =N;®T; for everyi eZ".

Consequently, by Lemma 3.7, Ty and N; @ T}, for i € Z*, are skew-symmetric
operators. In particular, by Lemma 3.5, we have

(3.8) Ni®T;=-N;®-T; foreveryicZ".

Fixi € Z*, and let us prove that T; is skew-symmetric. Given u;(A) = ui(-=A)
for every Borel subset A C C, [17, Theorem 1.11] implies that N; is skew-
symmetric; hence, N; = —N; by Lemma 3.5. Combining this with (3.8), we
obtain N; @ T; = N; & —T;. Since M, is a star-cyclic normal operator ([8, Page
269, Theorem 3.4]), applying [8, Page 295, Proposition 10.6] i times to M, we
conclude that T; = —Tj;, and so T; is skew-symmetric by Lemma 3.5.

Thus, T = TO@EBZ- <7+ 1118 skew-symmetric as a direct sum of skew-symmetric
operators. O

Lemma3.9. Let N € B(H) be normal, and suppose that there exist reducing subspaces
{Hh<icr, ¥ < o0, of N such that H = V(Y.;_; H;) and Ny, is star-cyclic for each
i€(l1,2,...,r}. Then, for every reducing subspace L of N, we have m(N|) < oo.

Proof. First, let us show that N is a finite direct sum of star-cyclic normal
operators. We will proceed by induction on r. The result is clear when r = 1.

Assume the lemma holds for some integer » > 1. Let Hy,H,,...H,;1 ber +1
r+1

reducing subspaces of N such that H = V(}.;.; H;) and N, is star cyclic for
i€fl,2,...,r+1}. LetK = V(}i.; H;) and P € B(H) be the orthogonal projection
onto K. Then, K reduces N; moreover, by the induction hypothesis, N is a
tinite direct sum of star-cyclic operators.

By star-cyclicity of Njy,,,, there exists h € H such that H,,; = Ly;,. To complete
the proof, it is clear that it suffices to show that H = K& Ly ;_py,. Note that K
and Ly, ;_py, are orthogonal. In fact, since K reduces N, its orthogonal projection
P, and hence (I — P), commutes with N and N*. Consequently,

Lug-ry = \/ PO, N')I = P : p € Clx, y1}
=(-P) \/ {p(N, N : p € Clx, y]} C K*.
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It remains to prove that H = K + Ly,j-py,; we need only to show that H,,; C
K + Ln,g-pyn. For p € C[x, y], we have p(N, N*)h = p(N, N*)Ph + p(N, N*)(I — P)h.
Since Ph € Kand Kreduces p(N, N*), wehave p(N, N*)Ph € K. Hence, p(N, N*)h €
K+ LN,(I—P)h/ and thus H,;; C K+ LN,(I—P)h-

Now, let L be a reducing subspace of N and assume, for contradiction, that
m(Nj.) £ co. According to (3.1), Ny, has a reducing subspace for which its
restriction is unitarily equivalent to ML‘X’) for some finite non-zero compactly

supported measure i on C. Thus, we can write N = N EBMETO) for some normal
operator Nj. This implies

NeM? =Noo M o M = Ngo M @ M, = Na M,
Since N is a direct sum of n star-cyclic normal operators My, My, ..., M, with

n < oo, applying [8, Page 295, Proposition 10.6] to each M;, we conclude
M, = MLZ) ; which contradicts (3.2). O

We are now ready to prove Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. The implication (i) = (ii) is clear.

(if) = (iii). First, let us show that Nj;. is skew-symmetric. By the argument
in (2.7), there exists a conjugation | on H so that (JV)N = =N(JV) and JN*J = N.
By the Fuglede-Putnam Theorem, it follows that (JV)N* = —N*(JV); hence,
VN* = J’VN* = —]N*]JV = —NV. Consequently, for any polynomial p € C[x, y],
one can easily see that Vp(N, N*) = p(=N, —=N*)*V. Therefore, for everyi € I,

Vp(N, N*)x; = p(=N, =Ny Vx; = p(-N, -N*)';,
and
Vp(N,N")y; = p(—=N, —=N")"Vy; = p(—-N, —=N")"x;.
This implies that if Ly = span{p(N, N)xi+g(N,N")y; : p,q € C[x,yl,i € I}, then
VL, = Ly. Taking the closure of L, in H, we obtain VLyz = Lyz; moreover,
since V is anti-unitary, we get VLI{,,Z = LI{,,Z.
Let V1 and N; denote the restrictions of V and N to Ly ,, respectively. Then,

Vi is anti-unitary on LI{,’Z, and the relation VN = —N"V implies V{N; = —=N; V.

Consequently, N; is skew-symmetric by Lemma 3.5.
Now, by Lemma 2.11, for every Borel subset A C C, we have VEN(-A) =
En(A)V. Hence, using (2.9), for all i, j € I,

(En(A)xi, yj) = (En(A)Vy;, Vxj) = (VEN(=A)yi, VX))
= (V'Vx;j, EN(=A)y:) = (En(=A)x;j, vi),
and similarly, (Ex(A)x;, x;) = (En(=A)yj, yi)-
(iii) = (i). Let M = —N. For every Borel subset A C C and for all i, j € I,
(En(D)xi, yj) = CKEN(=A)x;j, yi) = (E-n(A)xj, yi) = (Em(D)x), yi),
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and similarly, (Ex(A)x;, x;) = (Em(A)y;, yi). For convenience, put Hy = Ly,z,
Hy, = Hy, No = Njg, and Ny = Njg,. By Theorem 2.10, there exists a conjugation
Co on Hj such that CoNoyCy = —Nj and Cox; = y; for every i € I. Since N is
skew-symmetric, there exists a conjugation C; on H; such that CyN;C; = —-Nj,
and thus the conjugation C = C, @ C; satisfies all required properties. |

Proof of Theorem 3.2. The implication (i) = (ii) follows directly from Theorem
3.1.

(ii) = (i). Let Ny and N; be the normal operators in the proof of Theorem
3.2. In the light of the same theorem, we only need to show that Nj is skew-
symmetric. This follows immediately from Theorem 3.8 and the facts that

m (Nmker(No)L) < ooand N = Ny ® N is skew-symmetric.

Let us now prove the second part of the theorem. Assume that I is finite.

Since
Hy = \/ [Z Ly + LN,{yn) = \/ (Z Lo ) + LNO,{y,»})
i€l i€l
and the restrictions of Ny to Ly, (», and Ly, are star-cyclic, Lemma 3.9 implies
that m(Nojervy)+) < 0. This concludes the proof. O

4. APPLICATIONS TO SOME EQUATIONS IN L*(u)

Throughout this section, let u denote a finite measure on Borel subsets of
C with compact support, and let n be a positive integer. All functions are

considered defined on C. For a given function f, the notation fstands for the

function defined by f(z) = f(-z) forz € C.

Let [¢;li<ij<n be a matrix of functions in L*(u). We denote [¢;;]i<ij<n €
U(u, n) if the matrix [¢; (z)]i<ij<n is unitary for p-almost every z € C. If, in
addition, the functions ¢;; satisty the condition ¢;;(z) = ¢;i(—z) for y-almost
every z € C, then we write [; /]1<j j<, € SU(u, n).

For a function ¢ € L*(u), My denotes the multiplication operator by ¢ on

L?(u); that is, [My f1(z) = ¢(2) f(2) for every f € L*(u).

Let {fih<icn and {gih<icn be functions in L?(u) so that Y. [/l = Yo 19l
p-almost everywhere (u-a.e.). It is clear that we can find functions ¢; ; so that,
for u-almost every z € C, the matrix [¢; (2)]1<; j<» is unitary and

[0@)],., ., [ L@ £ = 012,820, 81(2)]

However, it is not clear whether the functions ¢;; can be chosen to be Borel
measurable. The next theorem provides a positive answer.

tr
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Theorem 4.1. Let {fi}1<i<y and {gi}1<i<n be two families of functions in L*(u). Then,
the following equation

Yoo Prefe = &1

Yoo Goxfi = §

4.1) p-a.e.

Ykt Pukfc = &n
has a solution [¢; jl1<ij<n € Uu, n) if and only if Yy |fil* = Loy 18 p-ace.
Lemma4.2. Let U € B (Lz(y)(”)). Then, U is unitary and commutes with M if and
only if U =M, |,_, . for some [9 =iz € Ulu,m).

Proof. Suppose U = [Md)i,j] - for some [¢; ]1<ij<n C L*(u). Then,

1<i,j
n
b
k=1
n

| k=1 1<i,j<n -

uur = ZMWM%J
| k=1

1<i,j<n 1<i,j<n

Similarly, U*U = [MZ;Zl o~ %] . Hence, the operator U is unitary if and

1<i,j<n
only if, forall1 <i,j<m,

Z Pirdjx = 0;j and Z%@” =0;; u-a.e.
k=1 k=1

where §;; denotes the Kronecker delta. Thatis, [¢; j]1<ij<x € U(u, n). The desired
equivalence follows now directly from [8, Page 276, Proposition 6.1 (b)] and [8,
Page 279, Corollary 6.9]. O

Proof of Theorem 4.1. In the light of the previous lemma, the equation (4.1) has
a solution in U(u, n) if and only if there exists a unitary operator U commuting

with ML”) such that UF = G, where

T

F:[fl,fz,---,fn]tr and G:[gl,gz,---,gn]t.

By Theorem 2.4, this is true if and only if HE e (A)F = HE (DG
u u

for every Borel subset A C C. Note that

Eyo(8) = g? En,(A) = g? My,

L2 (i)™ L2 ()™
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(see, for instance, [9, Page 49, Proposition 10.4 (a)]). Consequently, (4.1) has a
solution in U(u, n) if and only if, for every Borel subset A C C, we have

f Z [l xadp = Z f il xa du = Z ||Ea, (A) fk”iz(#) _ HEMﬁzﬂ (A)E
k=1 — L
2 n

Thatis, Y1, |fil? = Yiy |gl? p-ace. O

The measure p is called a symmetric measure if u(A) = p(=A) for every Borel
subset A C C.

2
Lz(#)(“)

Theorem 4.3. Assume that u is symmetric, and let {fi}1<i<n and {gi}1<i<n be two
families of functions in L*(u). Then, the following equation

Yict Qrifv = &1

Yict Pokfi = &2

(4.2) L-a.e.

Yot Guifr = gn

has a solution [ li<ij<n € SUu, n) if and only if Y- | @) = L 1k(2)I* and
Yoot fi(2)gk(=2) = Yy fi(=2)Qk(z) for p-almost every z € C.

Lemma 4.4. Let U € B(H) be a unitary operator and | a conjugation on H. Then,
U = JC for some conjugation C on H if and only if JUJ = U".

Proof. In the light of the facts that J* = I and (JUh, JUk) = (Uk, Uh) = (k, h) for
all h, k € H, it is easy to see that
U = JC for some conjugation Con H <= JU is a conjugation on H
= (u=gut=uy!
— Juj=U".
O

Proof of Theorem 4.3. First, note that the map | defined by [f(z) = f(-z) is a
conjugation on L*(u). In fact, | is a well-defined conjugate-linear map with
J* = I12(. Additionally, since u is symmetric, we have

I = [ Foszdu= [ F@s@dn= g iz

for all f, g € L*(p).
Also, for every ¢ € L*(u), we have

IMyJf(2) = My f(=2) = Jo(2)f(—2) = d(~2)f(2)
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for every f € L*(u). Hence,
(4.3) JM,] = M.

In particular, ](”)MZ” Jm = —MZ”*, and Mﬂ” is skew-symmetric since J® is a
conjugation on L?(u)™.

Claim: An operator U € B(L2(y)(”)) is unitary, commutes with MZ” and
satisfies J®WUJ® = U if and only if U = [M(ﬁi,j]lsiljg
SU(u,n). By Lemma 4.2, it suffices to show that if U = [M%]

for some [¢;ili<ij<n €

1<i,j<n’ then

U = = ¢ j(z) = ¢ji(—z) u-ae. forall1 <i,j < n.
In fact, simple matrix calculations show that

*

Jou =0 = (]qui,f] )19‘,;‘91 - ( ¢f"')lsir15”

— (]M(P'vf] )1§i,j§n - (M‘?’_J)f)lsi,an
= ME = Mg foralll1<i,j<n (by (4.3))
= ¢ij(z) = Pji(-2z) p-ae. foralll <i,j<n.

This proves the claim.

Now, one can see that the equation (4.2) has a solution in SU(u, n) if and
only if, there exists a unitary operator U on L?(u)™ commuting with ML”) such
that ["UJ™ = U* and

tr tr
u[fl/fZ/' o /fn] = [glngI' o /gn] .
By Lemma 4.4, this true if and only if there exists a conjugation C on L*(u)™
such that J®C commutes with Mﬂ” and

T

tr t
(4:4) ](n)C[flle/"'/fn] = [gl/gZI'” /gn] .
Note that
](n) CMLH) _ Mgl) ](n)C — CML”)C — ](n) Mgl) ](ﬂ)
= CcMC=-M"" (by (4.3)).

Hence, taking into account (4.4), the equation (4.2) has a solution in SU(u, n)
if and only if there exists a conjugation C on L*(u)® such that CM{’C = -M{""
and

tr

C[f1,f2,"' ,fn]tr o) [glngI... ,gn]tr _ [§1,§2, ,é;] .



26 Z. AMARA

For convenience, put F = [fl,fz,--- ,fn]tr and G = [§1,§2, E ,§;]tr. Then, by
Theorem 3.2, the equation (4.2) has a solution in SU(u, n) if and only if

E. w(AE G = (E, w(-AE G
< MV( ) >L2(y)(”> < Mil)( ) >L2(H)(”)
and

for every Borel subset A C C. That is,

L2(u)m

< P wm,, |E 5> - <(@ MX_A]F, 5>
i=1 L2 ()™ i=1 L2(u)™
and : :
< D, F,F> _ <(@ M,(_A)a, 5>
i=1 L2(u)™ =1 L2(u)m

for every Borel subset A C C; which means that

f Zn:fi @si=2)xadp = f Zn:ﬁ(z)gi(—Z)X_Ady
=1 i=1
fzn‘dlfi(z)FXAd#:fzn:|gi(—2)|2)(—AdIJ

=1 i1

for every Borel subset A C C. Therefore, by symmetry of u, for every Borel

subset A C C,
[ Y seseandn= [ Y f-ag@nads
i=1 i=1

and

and . .
f Y 1fi@Pradp = f Y Isi@)Pxadu
i-1 i=1
which lead to the desired conditions. O
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