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PARTIALLY ISOMETRIC TOEPLITZ OPERATORS WITH
OPERATOR-VALUED SYMBOLS

SRIJAN SARKAR

Dedicated to the memory of Dilip Kumar Guha, a loving and joyful grandfather.

Abstract. In this paper, we study partially isometric Toeplitz operators TΦ on Hilbert
space-valued Hardy spaces H2

E
(Dn) over the unit polydisc. We establish the following crucial

phenomenon: the range of partially isometric Toeplitz operators is always a Beurling-type
invariant subspace of H2

E
(Dn). Using this result, we prove that partially isometric Toeplitz

operators always admit the following factorization:

TΦ = MΓM
∗

Ψ
,

where Γ(z),Ψ(z) are operator-valued inner functions on Dn, governed by certain conditions
that force MΓM

∗

Ψ
to become a Toeplitz operator. Our results are new even in the case of

Hardy spaces over the unit disc, and extend the work of Brown–Douglas, Deepak–Pradhan–
Sarkar on scalar-valued Hardy spaces.
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1. Introduction and main results

From its inception, Toeplitz operators have played a vital role in the interplay between oper-
ator theory and function theory. This connection has been instrumental in finding new results
across many disciplines like several complex variables, non-commutative geometry, mathemat-
ical physics, and engineering sciences. In recent times, there has been an active interest in
extending the results of Toeplitz operators on scalar-valued Hardy spaces to vector-valued
spaces. The primary reason has always been to find a deeper understanding between the op-
erators and their corresponding symbols. Recent investigations show that analytic Toeplitz
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2 SARKAR

operators with operator-valued symbols have many applications in systems engineering and
H∞ control theory; for instance, see the celebrated monographs [1, 11].

For any Hilbert space E , the E-valued Hardy space on the unit polydisc Dn in the n-
dimensional complex plane is defined by

H2
E(D

n) := {
∑

k∈Nn

akz
k ∈ O(Dn, E) : ak ∈ E ,

∑

k∈Nn

‖ak‖
2
E <∞}.

The space of operator-valued bounded analytic functions on Dn is denoted by H∞
B(E)(D

n),

where B(E) denotes the class of all bounded operators on E . Recall that a Toeplitz operator
is defined in the following manner [10, 22].

Definition 1.1. A bounded linear operator T on H2
E(D

n) is said to be Toeplitz if there exists
an operator-valued function Φ ∈ L∞

B(E)(T
n) such that T = PH2

E(D
n)LΦ|H2

E(D
n), where LΦ is the

Laurent operator (multiplication operator) associated to Φ. In this case, T is denoted by TΦ,
and the function Φ is called the symbol of the operator TΦ.

It is immediate that when Φ(z) is an operator-valued bounded analytic function on Dn, the
corresponding Toeplitz operator is simply the multiplication operator on H2

E(D
n). For this

reason, we make a distinction and use the following convention throughout this article.

If Φ(z) ∈ H∞
B(E)(D

n) then the corrsponding Toeplitz operator is denoted by MΦ.

It is worth mentioning, that unlike in the case of H2(D), the theory of Toeplitz operators
on both H2(Dn) and H2

E(D
n) (where n > 1) is far from being complete, as many natural

questions remain unanswered. Several challenges appear whenever we leave the realm of
scalar-valued functions and delve into the world of operator-valued symbols. We refer the
reader to the exceptional monograph [10] by Douglas for results on matrix-valued Toeplitz
operators. Recently, there has been spectacular progress on Halmos’s question of subnormal
Toeplitz operators, for matrix/operator-valued symbols by Curto, Hwang, and Lee in [5, 6, 7].

In this article, we further explore this theme: the correspondence of Toeplitz operators
with their symbols under operator-theoretic conditions. From the algebraic characterization
of Toeplitz operators developed by Brown and Halmos in [3], it can be realized that the
only possibility for any Tφ ∈ B(H2(D)) to become an isometry is when its symbol φ is an
inner function (that is, φ ∈ H∞(D), and |φ(eit)| = 1 a.e. on T). Brown and Douglas were
interested in the behaviour of Toeplitz operators under the general condition of it being a
partial isometry. We recall that a bounded operator T on a Hilbert space H is a partial
isometry if T is an isometry on the orthogonal complement of its kernel. In [2], the authors
proved that the only partially isometric Toeplitz operators on H2(D) are of the form Tφ =Mθ,
or else, Tφ =M∗

θ , where θ(z) ∈ H∞(D) is an inner function. Recently, this result was extended
by Deepak–Pradhan–Sarkar for Toeplitz operators on H2(Dn), where n > 1.

Theorem. [8, Theorem 1.1] Let φ be a non-zero function in L∞(Tn). Then Tφ is a partial
isometry if and only if there exist inner functions φ1, φ2 ∈ H∞(Dn) such that φ1 and φ2

depends on different variables and Tφ =M∗
φ1
Mφ2.

In other words, the condition of partial isometry on Tφ forces a factorization of φ = φ̄1φ2

almost everywhere on Tn. An immediate question is finding the corresponding result for
Toeplitz operators with operator-valued symbols. Let us highlight an immediate obstacle to
a straightforward generalization. In scalar-valued cases, both Brown–Douglas and Deepak–
Pradhan–Sarkar’s results show that if we start with φ ∈ H∞(Dn), then the only possibility
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for the analytic Toeplitz operator Mφ to be a partial isometry is when Mφ is an isometry, in
other words, φ must be an inner function. There are many examples involving block Toeplitz
operators which show that this no longer holds in the setting of operator-valued symbols.
First, let us note that an operator-valued function Θ(z) ∈ H∞

B(F ,E)(D
n) is said to be an inner

function if Θ(z) : F → E , is an isometry almost everywhere on T
n [21]. Now, let us consider

the following bounded analytic matrix-valued symbol,

Θ(z) :=

[

0 z

0 0

]

∈ H∞
B(C2)(D),

then for each λ ∈ T,

Θ(λ)∗Θ(λ) =

[

0 0
λ̄ 0

] [

0 λ

0 0

]

=

[

0 0
0 1

]

,

This implies that Θ(z) is not an inner function. However,

M∗
ΘMΘ = TΘ∗Θ =

[

0 0
0 IH2(D)

]

∈ H2
C2(D),

shows that MΘ is indeed a partial isometry. Thus, a non-constant analytic Toeplitz operator
MΘ can be a partial isometry without Θ(z) being an inner function. Motivated by this
observation, and earlier results, we study the following intriguing question in this article:
what are the partially isometric Toeplitz operators on vector-valued Hardy spaces?

At this moment, let us digress a little to highlight a connection of this question to the study
of invariant subspaces of Mz ⊕M∗

z on H2
E(D) ⊕ H2

F(D) as observed by Gu and Luo in [15].
This work was again motivated by the characterization of invariant subspaces of Mz ⊕M∗

z

on H2(D)⊕H2(D) by Timotin [26]. In their work, Gu and Luo observed that the invariant
subspace of Mz ⊕M∗

z is related to the range of the following operator.

VΦ =

[

TA TB
HC HD

]

: H2
E(D)⊕H2

F(D) → H2
E(D)⊕H2

F(D),

where

Φ(z) =

[

A(z) B(z)
C(z) D(z)

]

: E ⊕ F → E ⊕F (z ∈ D),

and TA, TB, and HC , HD are the corresponding Toeplitz and Hankel operators, respectively.
Furthermore, the authors found that the range of VΦ is closed in H2

E(D)⊕H2
F(D) if and only

if VΦ is a partial isometry. This leads to the natural question of when VΦ becomes a partial
isometry. To this, they made the following statement.

“The above problem seems a difficult one since the partial isometric characterizations of
Toeplitz operator TA (A is not necessarily analytic) and Hankel operator HD are only known
when A and D are scalar functions in L∞ [2, 23].” In this article, we completely resolve this
issue for Toeplitz operators; see Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 5.2. Thus, we strongly feel that
our main result will have several consequences in characterizing invariant subspaces of sums of
shift operators on vector-valued Hardy spaces over D,Dn, and motivate further applications.

One of the main difficulties in trying to find an answer to the above question (in italics) is
that we no longer have the commutativity of the symbols, which is automatic in the scalar
cases. Since the proofs in [3, 8] rely crucially on the commutativity of the symbols, the
methods in [3, 8] are not applicable. Thus, it is essential to find a completely new approach
to the above question. Based on earlier works, we aim to find a factorization of TΦ into a
product of Toeplitz operators corresponding to inner symbols. For this purpose, let us first
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recall that a closed (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzn)-joint invariant subspace of H2
E(D

n) is said to be Beurling-
type if there exists a Hilbert space F , and an inner function Θ(z) ∈ H∞

B(F ,E)(D
n) such that

S = MΘH
2
F(D

n). It is well-known, that given a subspace S ⊆ H2
E(D

n) if we consider the
restriction operators Ri := Mzi|S for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, then S is Beurling-type invariant
subspace if and only if [R∗

i , Rj] = 0 for all i 6= j ([20, 25]). Thus, if we can show that the
range of Toeplitz operators satisfies the above algebraic conditions concerning the restriction
operators, then we can associate inner functions to the corresponding symbol. In section 4,
we establish this connection by proving the following result.

Theorem 1.2. If TΦ is a non-zero partially isometric Toeplitz operator on H2
E(D

n), then
ranTΦ is a Beurling-type invariant subspace of H2

E(D
n).

Let us note that classically, the kernel of the adjoint of Toeplitz operators on H2(D) are
related with nearly invariant subspaces of H2(D). This observation was noted by Hayashi in
[18], and further explored by Sarason in [24]. We believe that the above result should serve
as an impetus to study the range of Toeplitz operators as well.

With the above characterization in mind, a curious reader with some attempts may guess
that TΦ may admit the following factorization.

TΦ =MΓM
∗
Ψ,

where Γ,Ψ are operator-valued inner functions, but this leads us to another challenge: under
what conditions does MΓM

∗
Ψ become a Toeplitz operator?

On the scalar-valued Hardy spaces, it is well-known when the product of two Toeplitz
operators is again a Toeplitz operator. Brown and Halmos developed this result for H2(D)
in [3], and Gu proved the corresponding result for H2(Dn) in [13]. However, the answer to
this question for Toeplitz operators with operator-valued symbols is still unclear. We refer
the reader towards some important progress in the case of block Toeplitz operators by Gu
and Zheng in [12, 14]. This is where we make another significant contribution. Section 3 is
dedicated to establishing the following tractable conditions that make the above product into
a Toeplitz operator.

Theorem 1.3. Let F , E be Hilbert spaces and Γ(z),Ψ(z) be B(F , E)-valued bounded analytic
functions on Dn. More precisely, let

Γ(z) :=
∑

l∈Nn

Alz
l ∈ H∞

B(F ,E)(D
n); Ψ(z) :=

∑

m∈Nn

Bmzm ∈ H∞
B(F ,E)(D

n),

where Ak, Bk ∈ B(F , E) for all k ∈ Nn. Then MΓM
∗
Ψ is a Toeplitz operator on H2

E(D
n) if and

only if

(1.1) Al+eiB
∗
m+ei

= 0 (∀l,m ∈ N
n),

where ei = (0, . . . , 0, 1
i-th position

, 0, . . . , 0) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

In section 5, we use Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3, to give a complete characterization for
partially isometric Toeplitz operators on H2

E(D
n).

Theorem 1.4. TΦ is a non-zero partially isometric Toeplitz operator on H2
E(D

n) if and only
if there exist a Hilbert space F , and inner functions Γ(z),Ψ(z) ∈ H∞

B(F ,E)(D
n) satisfying

conditions (1.1), such that
TΦ =MΓM

∗
Ψ.
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As expected, there are numerous consequences of this result. We end section 5 with the
characterization for partially isometric Toeplitz operators which are analytic (Theorem 5.2)
and hyponormal (Theorem 5.3). In section 6, we give a different proof of the main result in
[8].

Let us now describe the plan for the rest of this article. In section 2, we set notations,
and definitions, and establish a few results essential for the later part. We end this article
with section 7, where we have highlighted several interesting questions worthy of further
investigation.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we set the notations, definitions, and results needed throughout this article.
Let us begin by looking at the equivalent way of defining E-valued Hardy spaces on D

n.

H2
E(D

n) := {f ∈ O(Dn, E) : ‖f‖22 := sup
0<r<1

∫

Tn

‖f(reiθ1, . . . , reiθn)‖2Edµ <∞},

where µ is the normalized Lebesgue measure on T
n. This space of E-valued analytic functions

has a natural collection of shift operators, namely,

Mzif := zif, (f ∈ H2
E(D

n)),

for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. We will denote byMz = (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzn) as the tuple of shift operators.
For k = (k1, . . . , kn) ∈ N

n, we set the following convention,

Mk
z =Mk1

z1
· · ·Mkn

zn
,

and for any k = (k1, . . . , kn), l = (l1, . . . , ln) ∈ Nn, we say k ≤ l if ki ≤ li for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
For the tuple of shift operators Leiθ = (Leiθ1 , . . . , Leiθn ) on L

2(Tn), we set

Lk
eiθ = Lk1

eiθ1
· · ·Lkn

eiθn
.

Brown and Halmos gave an algebraic characterization for Toeplitz operators on H2(D) [3].
It is well-known that there exists a natural extension of this result to Toeplitz operators on
H2(Dn) [19]. The following result shows that such a characterization holds for H2

E(D
n) as

well. The result can be proved verbatim from [19, Theorem 3.1, Theorem 5.2]. For the sake
of completion, we give a sketch of the proof.

Theorem 2.1. A bounded operator T on H2
E(D

n) is a Toeplitz operator if and only if

M∗
zi
TMzi = T,

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. For each k ∈ N, consider kd := (k, . . . , k) ∈ Nn. From the assumption M∗
zi
TMzi = T ,

we immediately get
M∗kd

z TMkd
z = T.

This implies that

〈Tei+kd
η, ei+kd

ζ〉 = 〈TMkd
z eiη,M

kd
z ejζ〉 = 〈Tei, ej〉,

for all i, j ∈ N
n, and k ∈ N. Now for each l,m ∈ Z

n there exists t = (t1, . . . , tn) ∈ N
n such

that l+kd,m+kd ∈ Nn for all kd ≥ t. Using this observation, if we set Ak := L∗kd

eiθ
TPH2

E(D
n)L

kd

eiθ

for k ∈ N \ {0}, then we get

〈Akel, em〉L2
E (T

n) = 〈TPH2
E(D

n)el+kd
, em+kd

〉L2
E (T

n),
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and therefore, for all kd ≥ t

〈Akel, em〉 → 〈Tel+t, em+t〉 as k → ∞.

This lets us define a bounded bilinear form b(·, ·) on the linear span of {esζ : s ∈ Zn, η ∈ E},
in the following manner,

b(elη, emζ) = lim
k→∞

〈Akelη, emζ〉,

for all l,m ∈ Zn and η, ζ ∈ E . Therefore, there exists an operator A∞ ∈ B(L2
E(T

n)) such that

〈A∞f, g〉 = lim
k→∞

〈Akf, g〉,

for f, g ∈ L2
E(T

n). Let ǫj = (0, . . . , 0, 1
j-th position

, 0, . . . , 0), then for all k sufficiently large

(depending on l,m and j), we get

〈L∗kd

eiθ
TPH2

E(D
n)L

kd

eiθ
el+ǫj , em+ǫj〉L2

E(T
n) = 〈TPH2

E(D
n)el+kd+ǫj , em+kd+ǫj〉L2

E(T
n) = 〈Akel, em〉L2

E(T
n).

This immediately gives

〈A∞el+ǫj , em+ǫj〉L2
E (T

n) = lim
k→∞

〈L∗kd

eiθ
TPH2

E(D
n)L

kd

eiθ
el+ǫj , em+ǫj〉L2

E(T
n) = 〈A∞el, em〉L2

E (T
n).

This implies that
A∞Leiθj = L

e
iθjA∞,

for all j = 1, . . . , n. Hence, there exists Φ(z) ∈ L∞
B(E)(T

n) such that

A∞ = LΦ,

which further implies that T = PH2
E (D

n)LΦ|H2
E(D

n).

Conversely, if we begin with T = PH2
E (D

n)LΦ|H2
E(D

n) for some Φ(z) ∈ L∞
B(E)(T

n), then for any

f, g ∈ H2
E(D

n) and j = 1, . . . , n we get

〈M∗
zj
TMzjf, g〉H2

E(D
n) = 〈Φeiθjf, eiθjg〉L2

E(T
n) = 〈Φf, g〉L2

E(T
n).

In other words,
〈M∗

zj
TMzjf, g〉H2

E(D
n) = 〈PH2

E(D
n)LΦ|H2

E(D
n)f, g〉H2

E(D
n),

which implies that M∗
zj
TMzj = T for all j = 1, . . . , n. This completes the proof. �

This property plays an important role in developing many results on Toeplitz operators
and will be used throughout this article. Let us show an instance where this is useful.

Theorem 2.2. Let TΦ be a Toeplitz operator on H2
E(D

n), then TΦ is an isometry if and only
if Φ is an inner function in H∞

B(E)(D
n).

Proof. TΦ is an isometry gives,

IH2
E(D

n) = T ∗
ΦTΦ =M∗

zi
T ∗
ΦMziM

∗
zi
TΦMzi =M∗

zi
T ∗
ΦTΦMzi −M∗

zi
T ∗
ΦPkerM∗

zi
TΦMzi

= IH2
E (D

n) −M∗
zi
T ∗
ΦPkerM∗

zi
TΦMzi ,

for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Thus, we get that M∗
zi
T ∗
ΦPkerM∗

zi
TΦMzi = 0, which further implies,

0 = PkerM∗
zi
TΦMzi = (IH2(Dn) −MziM

∗
zi
)TΦMzi = TΦMzi −MziTΦ.

This shows that MziTΦ = TΦMzi for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and hence, Φ must be in H∞
B(E)(D

n).

Since TΦ is an isometry, Φ must be an inner function in H∞
B(E)(D

n). The converse direction is
straightforward. This completes the proof. �
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Corollary 2.3. Let TΦ be a Toeplitz operator on H2
E(D

n), then TΦ is a unitary if and only if
Φ is a constant unitary on E .

Proof. From the assumption, both TΦ and TΦ∗ = T ∗
Φ are isometries. Following the above

result, both Φ, and Φ∗ must be inner functions in H∞
B(E)(D

n). Thus, Φ must be a constant
operator on E . Since, TΦ is unitary, Φ must be a constant unitary on E . This completes the
proof. �

Similar, to the case of TΦ on H2
E(D), we can consider the following decomposition on Dn,

TFG = TFTG +H∗
F ∗HG,

where HF := JPH2
E (D

n)⊥LΦ|H2
E(D

n) : H
2
E(D

n) → H2
E(D

n) is the Hankel operator with symbol Φ,

and J : L2
E(T

n) → L2
E(T

n) is the unitary defined by J(f)(z) = z̄IEf(z̄), where f ∈ L2
E(T

n).
It is well known that Hankel operators satisfy the following property for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

(2.2) M∗
zi
HF = HFMzi .

We refer the reader to the monographs [4, 23] for an elaborate discussion of the above facts.
Using the above intertwining property, we can immediately establish the following well-known
fact.

Theorem 2.4. If TFTG is a Toeplitz operator on H2
E(D

n), then TFTG = TFG.

Proof. TFTG = TFG −H∗
F ∗HG. If TFTG = TY , then

TY = TFG −H∗
F ∗HG,

implies that TY−FG = H∗
F ∗HG. But then

M∗n
zi
H∗
F ∗HGM

n
zi
= H∗

F ∗HG.

Using the intertwining identity, we get

M∗n
zi
H∗
F ∗M

∗n
zi
HG = H∗

F ∗HG,

and therefore, for each x ∈ H2
E(D

n), we get

‖H∗
F ∗HGx‖ ≤ ‖M∗n

zi
HGx‖ →

n→∞
0,

because Mzi is a pure isometry for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, that is, M∗n
zi

→ 0 in the strong operator
topology. This implies that H∗

F ∗HG = 0, in other words, TFTG = TFG. �

Before ending this section, let us briefly recall some concepts on partial isometries.

Definition 2.5. T ∈ B(H) is a partial isometry if T is an isometry on the orthogonal
complement of its kernel inside H.

It is well-known that T is a partial isometry on H if and only if T satisfies any one of the
following equivalent conditions.
(i) TT ∗ is a projection.
(ii) TT ∗T = T .
From this description, the following useful facts can be deduced.
(i) T is a partial isometry if and only if T ∗ is also a partial isometry.
(ii) The range of a partially isometric operator must be a closed subspace of H.
Furthermore, it should be noted that if T is a partial isometry, then IH − TT ∗ = Pker T ∗ , that
is, the orthogonal projection onto the closed subspace ker T ∗. We refer the readers to some
fundamental results on partial isometries by Halmos, McLaughlin, and Wallen in [16, 17].
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3. Product of Toeplitz operators

In this section, we aim to establish necessary and sufficient conditions for which a certain
product of Toeplitz operators corresponding to analytic symbols is again a Toeplitz operator.

Lemma 3.1. Let F , E be Hilbert spaces and Γ(z) ∈ H∞
B(F ,E)(D

n) and Ψ(z) ∈ H∞
B(F ,E)(D

n).
Then the following are equivalent
(i) MΓM

∗
Ψ is a Toeplitz operator on H2

E(D
n).

(ii) M∗
zi
MΓPkerMz∗

i

M∗
ΨMzi = 0, for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Proof. For proving the equivalence between (i) and (ii), let us note that for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}

M∗
zi
MΓM

∗
ΨMzi =M∗

zi
MΓ(MziM

∗
zi
)M∗

ΨMzi +M∗
zi
MΓ(IH2

E (D
n) −MziM

∗
zi
)M∗

ΨMzi

=MΓM
∗
Ψ +M∗

zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi .

From Theorem 2.1, it follows that MΓM
∗
Ψ is a Toeplitz operator if and only if for all i ∈

{1, . . . , n}, M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0, �

We can further strengthen the above condition in the following manner.

Lemma 3.2. Let F , E be Hilbert spaces and Γ(z) ∈ H∞
B(F ,E)(D

n) and Ψ(z) ∈ H∞
B(F ,E)(D

n).

Then the following are equivalent for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
(i) M∗

zi
MΓPkerMz∗

i

M∗
ΨMzi = 0

(ii) M∗
zi
MΓPEM

∗
ΨMzi = 0.

Proof. Let us begin with the direction (i) =⇒ (ii). Note that for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n},

M∗
zi
MΓPkerMz∗

i

M∗
ΨMzi = 0,

implies that
M∗

zi
MΓ

(

MzjM
∗
zj
+ IH2

F (Dn) −MzjM
∗
zj

)

PkerM∗
zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0,

for any j ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {i}. In other words,

M∗
zi
MΓMzjM

∗
zj
PkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi +M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zj
PkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0.

Since j 6= i, we can use that the commutator [Mzj ,M
∗
zi
] = 0 to get

MzjM
∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMziM
∗
zj
+M∗

zi
MΓPkerM∗

zj
PkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0.

By our assumption M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0, we get

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zj
PkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0.

Continuing in the same manner as above, we find that the above condition implies that for
any k ∈ {1, . . . , n} \ {i, j}, we get

M∗
zi
MΓMzkM

∗
zk
PkerM∗

zj
PkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi +M∗
z1
MΓPkerM∗

zk
PkerM∗

zj
PkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0,

which further implies that

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zk
PkerM∗

zj
PkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0.

Iterating the same procedure for n−3 many times with distinct numbers in {1, . . . , n}\{i, j, k},
we can conclude that,

M∗
zi
MΓPEM

∗
ΨMzi = 0,
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since PE =
n

Π
i=1
PkerM∗

zi
. To prove the opposite direction, let us observe that,

M∗
zi
MΓPEM

∗
ΨMzi = 0,

for some i ∈ {1, . . . , n} will imply that

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

z1
PkerM∗

zi

(
n

Π
k=2;k 6=i

PkerM∗
zk

)

M∗
ΨMzi = 0.

This implies that

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi

(
n

Π
k=2;k 6=i

PkerM∗
zk

)

M∗
ΨMzi

=M∗
zi
MΓMz1M

∗
z1
PkerM∗

zi

(
n

Π
k=2;k 6=i

PkerM∗
zk

)

M∗
ΨMzi

=Mz1M
∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi

(
n

Π
k=2;k 6=i

PkerM∗
zk

)

M∗
ΨMziM

∗
z1
.

and therefore, using recursion, for any m ∈ N we get

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=2;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMzi =Mm
z1
M∗

zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=2;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMziM
∗m
z1
.

This will imply that for any f ∈ H2
E(D

n),

‖M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=2;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMzif‖

= ‖Mm
z1
M∗

zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=2;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMziM
∗m
z1
f‖

≤ ‖M∗m
z1
f‖ →

m→∞
0.

Hence, we get

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=2;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMzi = 0.

We will repeat the same process co-ordinate-wise. For instance, the above will imply that,

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

z2
PkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=3;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMzi = 0,

which gives,

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=3;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMzi =Mz2M
∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=3;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMziM
∗
z2
.

Again as above, for any m ∈ N we have

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=3;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMzi =Mm
z2
M∗

zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=3;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMziM
∗m
z2
,

which as in the earlier case, will give

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
Πn
k=3;k 6=iPkerM∗

zk
M∗

ΨMzi = 0.

Repeating the same process for all co-ordinates in {3, . . . , n} \ {i}, will give us

M∗
zi
MΓPkerM∗

zi
M∗

ΨMzi = 0.

This completes the proof. �

We are now ready to establish our main result on the product of Toeplitz operators.
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Proof of Theorem 1.3. From Lemma 3.1 and 3.2, we know that MΓM
∗
Ψ is a Toeplitz operator

on H2
E(D

n) if and only if

TziΓPETziΨ∗ =M∗
zi
MΓPEM

∗
ΨMzi = 0,

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Now for any j,k ∈ Nn and η, ζ ∈ E we get

〈PETziΨ∗zkη, PETziΓ∗zjζ〉 = 〈PETzki+1

i Ψ∗ẑ
k̂i

i η, PETzji+1

i Γ∗ẑ
ĵi
i ζ〉,

where for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and m ∈ Nn,

ẑ
m̂i

i :=
n

Π
k=1;k 6=i

zmk

k .

By this notation we have zm = zmi

i ẑ
m̂i

i . Now note that from our assumption

Γ(z) :=
∑

l∈Nn

zlAl; Ψ(z) :=
∑

m∈Nn

zmBm,

where Al := A(l1,...,ln), Bm := B(m1,...,mn) ∈ B(F , E) for all l = (l1, . . . , ln), and m =
(m1, . . . , mn) in Nn. Now,

PETziji+1Γ∗ẑ
ĵi
i ζ = PEPH2

E (D
n)zi

ji+1ẑ
ĵi
i Γ(z)∗ζ

= PE
∑

l∈Nn

zi
ji+1ẑ

ĵi
i z̄lA∗

l ζ

= PE
∑

l∈Nn

zi
ji−li+1ẑ

ĵi
i
¯̂zi

l̂iA∗
l ζ

= PE
∑

l∈Nn;li=ji+1

ẑ
ĵi−l̂i
i A∗

l ζ

= A∗
(j1,...,ji−1,ji+1,ji+1,...,jn)

ζ.

Similarly,

PETziΨ∗zkη = PETzki+1

i Ψ∗ẑ
k̂i

i η = B∗
(k1,...,ki−1,ki+1,ki+1,...,kn)

η.

Hence,

〈PETziΨ∗zkη, PETziΓ∗zjζ〉 = 〈B∗
(k1,...,ki−1,ki+1,ki+1,...,kn)

η, A∗
(j1,...,ji−1,ji+1,ji+1,...,jn)

ζ〉

for any η, ζ ∈ E . Therefore, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n} we get TziΓPETziΨ∗ = 0 if and only if

A(j1,...,ji−1,ji+1,ji+1,...,jn)B
∗
(k1,...,ki−1,ki+1,ki+1,...,kn)

= 0,

for all j,k ∈ N
n. Using Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, we get MΓM

∗
Ψ is a Toeplitz operator if

and only if

Al+eiB
∗
m+ei

= 0.

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, and l,m ∈ Nn. This completes the proof. �

Remark 3.1. It is natural to ask what will be the symbol of the Toeplitz operator in the
above case. We will just observe the simple case when n = 1. From the conditions in Theorem
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1.3, we get that Al+1B
∗
m+1 = 0 for all l, m ∈ N. Hence,

Γ(z)Ψ(z)∗ =
∑

l∈N
Alz

l
∑

m∈N
B∗
mz̄

m = A0

∑

m∈N
B∗
mz̄

m +
∑

l∈N;l 6=0

Alz
lB∗

0

= A0

∑

m∈N;m6=0

B∗
mz̄

m +
∑

l∈N
Alz

lB∗
0

= A0

(

Ψ(z)−Ψ(0)
)∗

+ Γ(z)B∗
0 .

Therefore,

MΓM
∗
Ψ = TΓ̃+Ψ̃∗ = TΓ̃ + TΨ̃∗ ,

where

Γ̃(z) = Γ(z)B∗
0 ; Ψ̃(z) =

(

Ψ(z)−Ψ(0)
)

A∗
0.

4. Beurling-type Toeplitz ranges

In the scalar cases, the main result in [8] shows that a partially isometric Toeplitz operator
Tφ on H2(Dn) must be of the following form.

Tφ =M∗
φ1
Mφ2 ,

where φ1, φ2 are inner functions on Dn, but depending on disjoint set of variables. As a
consequence of this factorization, one observes that

ranTφ =Mφ1H
2(Dn); ranT ∗

φ =Mφ2H
2(Dn).

In other words, the range of the partially isometric Toeplitz operator must be Beurling-
type. This section aims to prove that this result is true even for vector-valued Hardy spaces.
Since the commutativity of the symbols is lacking in vector-valued Hardy spaces, we have to
pursue a completely new and different approach based on the characterization of Beurling-
type invariant subspaces of H2

E(D
n) via restriction operators. We begin by first showing that

the range of partially isometric Toeplitz operators is shift-invariant subspaces of H2
E(D

n).

Proposition 4.1. Let TΦ ∈ B(H2
B(E)(D

n)) be a partial isometry, then the range of TΦ is a

(Mz1 , . . . ,Mzn)-joint invariant closed subspace of H2
E(D

n).

Proof. We already know that TΦ is a partial isometry if and only if T ∗
Φ is a partial isometry.

Thus, TΦ is a partial isometry implies that both ranTΦ and ranT ∗
Φ are closed subspaces of

H2
E(D

n). Thus, we only need to show the (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzn)-joint invariance of ranTΦ. To prove
this, let us note that for any f ∈ ranTΦ, we have the following inequalities for any arbitrary
but fixed i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

‖zif‖ ≥ ‖T ∗
ΦMzif‖ ≥ ‖M∗

zi
T ∗
ΦMzif‖ = ‖T ∗

Φf‖ = ‖f‖ = ‖zif‖,

and thus, ‖T ∗
Φzif‖ = ‖zif‖. Since T

∗
Φ is a partial isometry we must have zif ∈ ranTΦ. Since i

was arbitrarily chosen, this must be true for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. This completes the proof. �

Before proving our next result, let us highlight some useful facts involving shift-invariant
subspaces of H2

E(D
n). Given any (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzn)-joint invariant closed subspace (say) S ⊆

H2
E(D

n), we can always associate the following restriction operators

Ri :=Mzi |S ,
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for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. It is well known these operators play a crucial role in characterizing
shift-invariant subspaces of H2

E(D
n). We define the subspace S to be doubly commuting if

[R∗
i , Rj] = 0

for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. From [25], we know that the following equivalence holds:
(i) S is doubly commuting,
(ii) S is a Beurling-type subspace of H2

E(D
n), that is, by definition, there exists a Hilbert

space F , and an inner function Θ(z) ∈ H∞
B(E)(D

n) such that

S =MΘH
2
E(D

n).

In the following result, we prove that the range of a partially isometric Toeplitz operator
always admits the above description.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Our approach is to show that if TΦ is a partial isometry then ranT ∗
Φ is

a Beurling-type invariant subspace of H2
E(D

n). This will prove what we want because then,

TΦ is a partial isometry ⇐⇒ T ∗
Φ is a partial isometry =⇒ ranTΦ is Beurling-type.

It is evident from the preceding discussion that we need to prove ranT ∗
Φ is doubly commuting.

In other words, for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, the following conditions should be satisfied.

R∗
iRj = RjR

∗
i .

Since TΦ is a partial isometry, we can further deduce that,

Ri =Mzi |ranT ∗
Φ
=MziT

∗
ΦTΦ (∀i ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

Now let us establish a few conditions essential for the sequel. From Proposition 4.1, we know
that ranTΦ is a (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzn)-joint invariant subspace, and therefore,

TΦT
∗
ΦMziTΦ =MziTΦ.

Acting on the left by M∗
zi
gives

M∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziTΦ = TΦ,

which further implies that

TΦ +M∗
zi
TΦPkerM∗

zi
T ∗
ΦMziTΦ

= TΦT
∗
ΦTΦ +M∗

zi
TΦPkerM∗

zi
T ∗
ΦMziTΦ

=M∗
zi
TΦMziM

∗
zi
T ∗
ΦMziTΦ +M∗

zi
TΦPkerM∗

zi
T ∗
ΦMziTΦ

=M∗
zi
TΦ

(

MziM
∗
zi
+ PkerM∗

zi

)

T ∗
ΦMziTΦ

=M∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziTΦ

= TΦ.

Therefore, we get

M∗
zi
TΦPkerM∗

zi
T ∗
ΦMziTΦ = 0,

which again implies that

T ∗
ΦM

∗
zi
TΦPkerM∗

zi
T ∗
ΦMziTΦ = 0.

and hence,

PkerM∗
zi
T ∗
ΦMziTΦ = 0.
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In other words, since PkerM∗
zi
= IH2

E (D
n) −MziM

∗
zi
, we get

(4.3) MziT
∗
ΦTΦ = T ∗

ΦMziTΦ.

Since i was arbitrarily chosen, the above identity holds for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Now, if we act
on the right of both sides by T ∗

Φ and on the left of both sides by TΦ, we get

TΦMziT
∗
ΦTΦT

∗
Φ = TΦT

∗
ΦMziTΦT

∗
Φ.

Using the Mzi-invariance of ranTΦ we get

(4.4) MziTΦT
∗
Φ = TΦMziT

∗
Φ (i ∈ {1, . . . , n}).

and therefore, using identity (4.3), we get

R∗
iRj = T ∗

ΦTΦM
∗
zi
MzjT

∗
ΦTΦ = T ∗

ΦM
∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMzjTΦ = T ∗

ΦM
∗
zi
MzjTΦ = T ∗

ΦMzjM
∗
zi
TΦ,

and

RjR
∗
i =MzjT

∗
ΦTΦM

∗
zi
T ∗
ΦTΦ =MzjT

∗
ΦTΦM

∗
zi
.

The last equality follows from the fact that ker T ∗
Φ is (M∗

z1
, . . . ,M∗

zn
)-joint invariant. Therefore,

ranT ∗
Φ is a doubly commuting shift-invariant subspace if and only if

(4.5) T ∗
ΦMzjM

∗
zi
TΦ =MzjT

∗
ΦTΦM

∗
zi
.

for all distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Using the identity (4.3), we can again observe that

T ∗
ΦMzjPker T ∗

Φ
M∗

zi
TΦ

= T ∗
ΦMzjM

∗
zi
TΦ − T ∗

ΦMzjTΦT
∗
ΦM

∗
zi
TΦ

= T ∗
ΦMzjM

∗
zi
TΦ −MzjT

∗
ΦTΦT

∗
ΦTΦM

∗
zi

= T ∗
ΦMzjM

∗
zi
TΦ −MzjT

∗
ΦTΦM

∗
zi
.

Therefore, condition (4.5) is again equivalent to T ∗
ΦMzjPkerT ∗

Φ
M∗

zi
TΦ = 0. We will now show

that this identity holds. From the identities (4.3) and (4.4), we can get for any distinct
i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

M∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziM

∗
zj
TΦT

∗
ΦMzj =M∗

zi
TΦT

∗
ΦM

∗
zj
MziTΦT

∗
ΦMzj

=M∗
zi
TΦM

∗
zj
T ∗
ΦTΦMziT

∗
ΦMzj

=M∗
zi
TΦM

∗
zj
MziT

∗
ΦMzj

=M∗
zi
TΦMziM

∗
zj
T ∗
ΦMzj

= TΦT
∗
Φ.

Therefore, for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we get

(4.6) M∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziM

∗
zj
TΦT

∗
ΦMzj = TΦT

∗
Φ =M∗

zj
TΦT

∗
ΦMzjM

∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMzi .

From this, we can further deduce that

M∗
zi
Pker T ∗

Φ
MziM

∗
zj
Pker T ∗

Φ
Mzj =M∗

zi
MziM

∗
zj
Pker T ∗

Φ
Mzj −M∗

zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziM

∗
zj
Pker T ∗

Φ
Mzj

=M∗
zj
PkerT ∗

Φ
Mzj −M∗

zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziM

∗
zj
PkerT ∗

Φ
Mzj

=M∗
zj
PkerT ∗

Φ
Mzj −M∗

zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziM

∗
zj
Mzj

+M∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziM

∗
zj
TΦT

∗
ΦMzj

=M∗
zj
PkerT ∗

Φ
Mzj −M∗

zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMzi + TΦT

∗
Φ.
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Since the right-hand side is self-adjoint, the above implies that for any distinct i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

(4.7) M∗
zi
Pker T ∗

Φ
MziM

∗
zj
Pker T ∗

Φ
Mzj =M∗

zj
PkerT ∗

Φ
MzjM

∗
zi
Pker T ∗

Φ
Mzi .

Now let us compute C∗
i Ci, where Ci = Pker T ∗

Φ
Mzi |ker T ∗

Φ
for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

C∗
i Ci = Pker T ∗

Φ
M∗

zi
Pker T ∗

Φ
MziPkerT ∗

Φ
=M∗

zi
Pker T ∗

Φ
MziPker T ∗

Φ
=M∗

zi
PkerT ∗

Φ
Mzi .

The second and last equalities follow by using the fact that ranTΦ is (Mz1 , . . . ,Mzn)-joint
invariant. Now, let us observe that

Iker T ∗
Φ
− C∗

i Ci = Iker T ∗
Φ
−M∗

zi
Pker T ∗

Φ
Mzi = IH2

E(D
n) − TΦT

∗
Φ −M∗

zi
Pker T ∗

Φ
Mzi

= IH2
E(D

n) − TΦT
∗
Φ − IH2

E (D
n) +M∗

zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMzi

=M∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMzi − TΦT

∗
Φ.

By compressing the above identity with respect to PkerT ∗
Φ
, we get,

Iker T ∗
Φ
− C∗

i Ci = Pker T ∗
Φ
M∗

zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziPker T ∗

Φ
,

Therefore, for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, there exists isometries,

Yi : (Iker T ∗
Φ
− C∗

i Ci)
1

2H → T ∗
ΦMziPker T ∗

Φ
H

such that

Yi(Iker T ∗
Φ
− C∗

i Ci)
1

2 = T ∗
ΦMziPkerT ∗

Φ
.

Now using conditions (4.3), (4.4), and (4.6), we deduce that

(Iker T ∗
Φ
− C∗

i Ci)(Iker T ∗
Φ
− C∗

jCj) =
(

M∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMzi − TΦT

∗
Φ

)(

M∗
zj
TΦT

∗
ΦMzj − TΦT

∗
Φ

)

=M∗
zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziM

∗
zj
TΦT

∗
ΦMzj −M∗

zi
TΦT

∗
ΦMziTΦT

∗
Φ

− TΦT
∗
ΦM

∗
zj
TΦT

∗
ΦMzj + TΦT

∗
Φ

= TΦT
∗
Φ −M∗

zi
TΦMziT

∗
ΦTΦT

∗
Φ

− TΦM
∗
zj
T ∗
ΦTΦT

∗
ΦMzj + TΦT

∗
Φ

= TΦT
∗
Φ − TΦT

∗
Φ − TΦT

∗
Φ + TΦT

∗
Φ

= 0.

Since, both (Iker T ∗
Φ
−C∗

i Ci) and (Iker T ∗
Φ
−C∗

jCj) are non-negative operators, therefore, we have

(Iker T ∗
Φ
− C∗

i Ci)
1

2 (Iker T ∗
Φ
− C∗

jCj)
1

2 = 0.

This implies that

T ∗
ΦMzjPker T ∗

Φ
M∗

zi
TΦ = Yj(Iker T ∗

Φ
− C∗

jCj)
1

2 (IkerT ∗
Φ
− C∗

i Ci)
1

2Y ∗
i = 0.

This completes the proof. �

5. Partially isometric Toeplitz operators

This section will prove that partially isometric Toeplitz operators always admit a factor-
ization into Toeplitz operators corresponding to inner symbols.
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. From Theorem 1.2, we know that TΦ is a partial isometry implies that
both ranTΦ and ranT ∗

φ are Beurling-type invariant subspace of H2
E(D

n). Thus, there exist
Hilbert spaces F ,G and inner functions Γ(z) ∈ H∞

B(F ,E)(D
n), Ψ(z) ∈ H∞

B(G,E)(D
n) such that

ranTΦ =MΓH
2
F(D

n),

and

ranT ∗
Φ =MΨH

2
G(D

n).

From the above identities, it follows that,

TΦT
∗
Φ =MΓM

∗
Γ; T ∗

ΦTΦ =MΨM
∗
Ψ.

Since TΦ is partial isometry, it further implies that

MΨM
∗
Ψ = T ∗

ΦTΦ = T ∗
ΦTΦT

∗
ΦTΦ = T ∗

ΦMΓM
∗
ΓTΦ,

and therefore, ‖M∗
Ψh‖ = ‖M∗

ΓTΦh‖ for any h ∈ H2
E(D

n). Further note that since MΨ is an
isometry, we have ranM∗

Ψ = H2
G(D

n). Thus, we can define an isometry X : H2
G(D

n) → H2
F(D

n)
by

XM∗
Ψh =M∗

ΓTΦh,

in other words, XM∗
Ψ =M∗

ΓTΦ on H2
E(D

n). Using this map, we can observe that

TΦ =MΓM
∗
ΓTΦ =MΓXM

∗
Ψ.

This further implies that

X =M∗
ΓTΦMΨ,

and hence,

M∗
zi
XMzi =M∗

zi
M∗

ΓTΦMΨMzi =M∗
ΓM

∗
zi
TΦMziMΨ =M∗

ΓTΦMΨ = X,

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Moreover,

XX∗ =M∗
ΓTΦMΨM

∗
ΨT

∗
ΦMΓ =M∗

ΓTΦT
∗
ΦTΦT

∗
ΦMΓ =M∗

ΓTΦT
∗
ΦMΓ =M∗

ΓMΓM
∗
ΓMΓ = IH2

F (Dn),

shows that X is a unitary between H2
G(D

n) and H2
F(D

n). Again, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we
get

IH2
F (Dn) = XX∗ =M∗

zi
XMziM

∗
zi
X∗Mzi = IH2

F (Dn) −M∗
zi
XPkerM∗

zi
X∗Mzi .

This implies that M∗
zi
XPkerM∗

zi
X∗Mzi = 0, and hence (IH2

F (Dn) − MziM
∗
zi
)X∗Mzi = 0 and

therefore,

(5.8) X∗Mzi =MziX
∗,

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Similarly, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n} we have

IH2
G(D

n) = X∗X =M∗
zi
X∗MziM

∗
zi
XMzi = IH2

G(D
n) −M∗

zi
X∗PkerM∗

zi
XMzi .

This implies that M∗
zi
X∗PkerM∗

zi
XMzi = 0 and thus, we get

(5.9) XMzi =MziX,

for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. From conditions (5.8) and (5.9), it implies that X must be a constant
unitary from H2

G(D) to H
2
F(D). Therefore, we can re-write the map X as IH2(Dn) ⊗X , where

X : G → F is a unitary. Based on these observations, we can now write

TΦ =MΓ(IH2
E(D

n) ⊗X)M∗
Ψ =MΓM

∗
Ψ̃
,
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where Ψ̃(z) := Ψ(z)X∗ ∈ H∞
B(F ,E)(D

n) is an inner function. Since TΦ = MΓM
∗
Ψ̃
is a Toeplitz

operator, from Theorem 1.3, we must have

Al+eiXB
∗
m+ei

= 0 (m,n ∈ N
n),

where ei = (0, . . . , 0, 1
ith position

, 0, . . . , 0) for all i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and

Γ(z) :=
∑

l∈Nn

Alz
l ∈ H∞

B(F ,E)(D
n); Ψ(z) :=

∑

m∈Nn

Bmz
m ∈ H∞

B(F ,E)(D
n).

Conversely, if the Toeplitz operator admits a factorization like TΦ =MΓM
∗
Ψ. Then

TΦT
∗
Φ =MΓM

∗
ΨMΨM

∗
Γ =MΓM

∗
Γ,

shows that TΦ is a partial isometry. This completes the proof. �

The above result can be used to see direct correspondence between partially isometric
Toeplitz operators and their symbols.

Corollary 5.1. If TΦ is a partially isometric Toeplitz operator on H2
E(D

n) then Φ(z) is a
partial isometry almost everywhere on Tn.

Proof. From Theorem 1.4 and Theorem 2.4, we get

TΦ =MΓM
∗
Ψ = TΓΨ∗ .

This implies that Φ(z) = Γ(z)Ψ(z)∗ a.e. on Tn. Since Γ(z),Ψ(z) are inner functions it
implies that Γ(z)Γ(z)∗ is projection-valued and Ψ(z)∗Ψ(z) = IF a.e. on T

n and therefore,

Φ(z)Φ(z)∗ = Γ(z)Ψ∗(z)Ψ(z)Γ∗(z) = Γ(z)Γ∗(z) (a.e. on T
n).

This shows that Φ(z) is a partial isometry almost everywhere on Tn. This completes the
proof. �

Remark 5.1. The converse direction is not true and we present an example here. Let
θ(z) = z

2
, and let us consider the symbol Φ ∈ L∞

B(C2)(T) defined by

Φ(eit) :=

[

θ(eit) (1− |θ(eit)|2)
1

2

0 0

]

=

[

θ(eit)
√
3
2

0 0

]

∈ B(C2).

It is clear that

Φ(eit)∗Φ(eit) =

[

1 0
0 0

]

.

Thus, Φ(eit) is a partial isometry on T. However, the corresponding Toeplitz operator

TΦ =

[

Tθ T√
3

2

0 0

]

∈ H2
C2(D),

is not partially isometric. One can easily that if we want TΦT
∗
ΦTΦ = TΦ, then a necessary

condition is TθT
∗
θ = T 1

4
. This is not possible as θ(z) is analytic.

We will now completely characterize partially isometric Toeplitz operators with analytic
symbols.
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Theorem 5.2. Let Φ(z) ∈ H∞
B(E)(D

n), then MΦ is a partial isometry on H2
E(D

n) if and

only if there exists a Hilbert space F , an inner function Γ(z) ∈ H∞
B(E)(D

n), and an isometry
V : F → E such that

Φ(z) = Γ(z)V ∗ (z ∈ D
n).

Proof. IfMΦ is a partial isometry, then by Theorem 1.4, we will get the following factorization

MΦ =MΓM
∗
Ψ,

for some Hilbert space F , and inner functions Γ(z),Ψ(z) ∈ H∞
B(F ,E)(D

n). Since Φ(z) is a
bounded analytic function, we know

MziMΦ =MΦMzi ,

which gives,
MziMΓM

∗
Ψ =MΓM

∗
ΨMzi ,

and therefore,
MΓMziM

∗
Ψ =MΓM

∗
ΨMzi .

Using the fact that MΓ is an isometry we get

MziM
∗
Ψ =M∗

ΨMzi .

This implies that MΨ must be a constant isometry from H2
F(D) to H2

E(D). Thus, MΨ =
IH2(Dn) ⊗ V for some isometry V : F → E , and using this we get

MΦ =MΓ(IH2(Dn) ⊗ V ∗) =MΓV ∗ .

Conversely, if the bounded analytic function admits the factorization Φ(z) = Γ(z)V ∗ for some
inner function Γ(z) ∈ H∞

B(E)(D
n), and some isometry V : F → E , then

TΦT
∗
Φ =MΓ(IH2(Dn) ⊗ V ∗)(IH2(Dn) ⊗ V )M∗

Γ =MΓM
∗
Γ,

shows that TΦ is a partial isometry. This completes the proof. �

We will now characterize partially isometric Toeplitz operators which are hyponormal.
Let us recall that a bounded operator T on a Hilbert space H is said to be hyponormal if
T ∗T ≥ TT ∗. The following result is an extension of [8, Corollary 5.1], and the initial part of
the proof follows from their method.

Theorem 5.3. Let TΦ be a partially isometric Toeplitz operator on H2
E(D

n). Then the fol-
lowing statements are equivalent.
(i) TΦ is hyponormal,
(ii) there exists Hilbert spaces F ,G and inner functions Ψ(z) ∈ H∞

B(F ,E)(D
n) and

Θ(z) ∈ H∞
B(F ,G)(D

n) such that

TΦ =MΨMΘM
∗
Ψ.

Proof. TΦ is a partial isometry will imply that TΦ =MΓM
∗
Ψ. Using this identity we get,

T ∗
ΦTΦ − TΦT

∗
Φ =MΨM

∗
Ψ −MΓM

∗
Γ.

Now, hyponormality of TΦ implies that

MΓM
∗
Γ ≤ MΨM

∗
Ψ.

By Douglas’s lemma [9], there must exist a contraction Z : H2
F(D

n) → H2
G(D

n) such that

MΓ =MΨZ.
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This implies that for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}

MΨMziZ =MziMΨZ =MziMΓ =MΓMzi =MΨZMzi ,

which further implies that ZMzi =MziZ. Thus, there exists Θ(z) ∈ H∞
B(F ,G)(D

n) such that

Z =MΘ,

Furthermore, Θ(z) is an inner function because so are Γ(z) and Ψ(z). Thus, we get

TΦ =MΓM
∗
Ψ =MΨMΘM

∗
Ψ.

Conversely, if TΦ =MΨMΘM
∗
Ψ, then

TΦT
∗
Φ =MΨMΘM

∗
ΨMΨM

∗
ΘM

∗
Ψ =MΨMΘM

∗
ΘM

∗
Ψ ≤MΨM

∗
Ψ = T ∗

ΦTΦ,

implies that TΦ is hyponormal. This completes the proof. �

6. An alternative proof for Toeplitz operators on H2(Dn)

This section will adapt the preceding results’ ideas to characterize partially isometric
Toeplitz operators on scalar-valued Hardy space on unit polydisc. This is an alternative
approach to recently obtained results by Deepak–Pradhan–Sarkar in [8].

Theorem 6.1. Let ζ, ψ be bounded analytic functions Dn.Then the following are equivalent
(i) MζM

∗
ψ is a Toeplitz operator,

(ii) Mζ and M∗
ψ depend on disjoint set of variables.

(iii) [Mζ ,M
∗
ψ] = 0.

Proof. Let us denote the bounded analytic functions ζ, ψ on Dn in the following form

ζ(z) :=
∑

l∈Nn

alz
l; ψ(z) :=

∑

m∈Nn

bmz
m (z ∈ D

n).

From Theorem 1.3, we know that MζM
∗
ψ is a Toeplitz operator if and only if,

al+ei b̄m+ei = 0.

for all l,m ∈ Nn and i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. From this identity it follows that for any given i ∈
{1, . . . , n}, either al+ei = 0 for all l ∈ Nn, or bm+ei = 0 for all m ∈ Nn or both. If al+ei = 0, for
all l ∈ Nn, then it implies that ζ(z) does not depend on the zi-variable. Similarly, if bm+ei = 0,
for all m ∈ N

n, then it will imply that ψ(z) does not depend on the zi-variable. Thus, from
this discussion it follows that if MζM

∗
ψ is a Toeplitz operator then for each i ∈ {1, . . . , n},

any one of the following cases can hold:
(i) ζ(z) depend on the variable zi,but ψ(z) does not depend on the variable zi,
(ii) ψ(z) depend on the variable zi,but ζ(z) does not depend on the variable zi,
(iii) both ζ(z) and ψ(z) does not depend on the variable zi.
This completes the (i) =⇒ (ii) proof. The other directions (ii) =⇒ (iii), and (iii) =⇒ (i)
can be easily verified. �

We are now ready to give a new proof for the main result in [8, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 6.2. A Toeplitz operator Tφ on H2(Dn) is a partial isometry if and only if there
exist inner functions ζ, ψ ∈ H∞(Dn) depending on the disjoint set of variables such that

Tφ =M∗
ψMζ .
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Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 1.4. Since Tφ is a partial isometry, we know
from Theorem 1.2, that both ranTφ and ranT ∗

φ are Beurling type invariant subspaces of

H2(Dn). This means that there must exist inner functions γ, ψ ∈ H∞(Dn) such that

ranTφ =MγH
2(Dn); ranT ∗

φ =MψH
2(Dn),

If we follow the proof of Theorem 1.4, we can construct an unitary X : C → C such that

Tφ =MγXM
∗
ψ.

In other words, Tφ = MζM
∗
ψ, where ζ(z) := λγ(z) for some uni-modular constant λ ∈ C.

From the above Theorem 6.1, MζM
∗
ψ is a Toeplitz operator if and only if ζ and ψ depends on

the disjoint set of variables. Thus, we can write,

Tφ =M∗
ψMζ .

Conversely, if the Toeplitz operator admits the factorization Tφ = M∗
ψMζ for some inner

function ψ, ζ depending on disjoint set of variables, then

TφT
∗
φ =M∗

ψMζM
∗
ζMψ =M∗

ψMψMζM
∗
ζ =MζM

∗
ζ ,

shows that Tφ is a partial isometry. This completes the proof. �

7. Some related questions

Based on the results of this article, we can ask several interesting questions for Toeplitz
operators on vector-valued Hardy spaces worthy of further investigation.

(A) Characterize Toeplitz operators with shift-invariant range spaces.

A significant contribution of this article is to show that if we start with a somewhat nice
Toeplitz operator, then the range is Beurling-type. This gives rise to a fascinating problem.

(B) Characterize Toeplitz operators with Beurling-type range spaces.

In Corollary 5.1, we have seen that a partially isometric Toeplitz operator has a partially
isometric symbol a.e. on T

n, but what can we say about the converse?

(C) Characterize symbols Φ ∈ L∞
B(E)(T

n) such that TΦ is a partial isometry.

Unlike in the scalar cases, it is still not clear when partially isometric Toeplitz operators on
H2

E(D
n) become power partial isometries, so we end with the following question.

(D) Characterize Toeplitz operators which are power partial isometries.
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