
ar
X

iv
:2

40
7.

15
11

2v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

FA
] 

 2
1 

Ju
l 2

02
4

A DILATION THEORETIC APPROACH TO BANACH SPACES

SWAPAN JANA, SOURAV PAL AND SAIKAT ROY

ABSTRACT. For a complex Banach space X, we prove that X is a Hilbert space if and only if every

strict contraction T on X dilates to an isometry if and only if for every strict contraction T on X

the function AT : X→ [0,∞] defined by AT (x) = (‖x‖2 −‖Tx‖2)
1
2 gives a norm on X. We also find

several other necessary and sufficient conditions in this thread such that a Banach sapce becomes a

Hilbert space. We construct examples of strict contractions on non-Hilbert Banach spaces that do

not dilate to isometries. Then we characterize all strict contractions on a non-Hilbert Banach space

that dilate to isometries and find explicit isometric dilation for them. We characterize complemented

subspaces of a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space in terms of duality of subspaces

and linearity of Hahn Banach extension operator. We obtain characterizations for the isometries on

a reflexive Banach space whose ranges are orthogonally complemented subspaces and thus answer a

question posed by Faulkner and Huneycutt. Since bilateral shift on a Banach space is not in general

a bounded operator, we define σ -shift meaningfully which is a Banach space unitary and show that

a unilateral shift on a Banach space extends to a σ -shift. Then we show that a σ -shift becomes a

bilateral shift if the underlying Banach space is a Hilbert space. We show that the spectrum of a

σ -shift acting on a smooth Banach space is the whole unit circle T. Also, we prove that every Wold

isometry on a Banach space extends to a Banach space unitary. We determine the norm attainment

set for every Banach sapce operator T such that T/‖T‖ dilates to a Banach space isometry. We define

a new adjoint T∗ for a Banach space operator T and show that a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex

Banach space X of dimension greater than 2 is a Hilbert space if and only if T∗ is linear for every

rank one T ∈ B(X). Finally, we find a canonical decomposition for a Banach space contraction T

that splits T orthogonally into two parts of which one is a Banach space unitary and the other is a

completely non-unitary Banach space contraction.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We begin with a few basic definitions, notations and termonilogies that we shall follow throughout

the paper. Unless and otherwise stated, all Banach spaces and Hilbert spaces are over the field of

complex numbers C. The collection of all unit vectors in a Banach space X is denoted by SX. By

a subspace, we always mean a linear subspace. The term ‘operator’ stands for a bounded linear

operator and the linear operators that are not bounded will be mentioned separately. An operator T

on a Banach space X is said to be a contraction (or, a strict contraction) if ‖T‖ ≤ 1 (or, ‖T‖< 1).

A norm-one operator is an operator whose norm is equal to 1. The Banach adjoint of T is denoted

by T×. For two normed spaces X1,X2, their orthogonal 2-sum or 2-direct sum is the normed space

X1 ⊕2 X2 that consists of vectors of the form (x1,x2) or x1 ⊕2 x2, where x1 ∈ X1, x2 ∈ X2 with

‖(x1,x2)‖= (‖x1‖2 +‖x2‖2)
1
2 . Orthogonal direct sum of two Hilbert spaces H1,H2 will also be

denoted by H1 ⊕2 H2, though the standard practice is H1 ⊕H2. If X1,X2 are any two normed

spaces over the same filed, then the space X1⊕X2 stands for the vector space direct sum of X1,X2.

For two Banach spaces X and Y, an isometry is a linear map V : X→ Y that satisfies ‖Vx‖= ‖x‖
for all x ∈ X. A Banach space unitary is a surjective isometry. Given any two elements x and y in

a Banach space X, x is said to be orthogonal to y, written as x ⊥B y, if x is orthogonal to y in the

sense of Birkhoff-James [6, 21], i.e. if ‖x+λy‖ ≥ ‖x‖ for all scalars λ . For a Banach space X, the

space ℓ2(X) consists of sequences (xn) of vectors from X such that Σ∞
n=1 ‖xn‖2 < ∞. The forward

shift operator Mz on ℓ2(X) maps a vector (x1,x2,x3, . . .) to (0,x1,x2, . . .) and is a Banach space

isometry. Similarly, the backward shift operator M̂z on ℓ2(X) maps (x1,x2,x3, . . .) to the vector

(x2,x3,x4, . . .).

Isometric dilation of a Hilbert space contraction is a fundamental concept in operator theory

which is defined in the following way.

Definition 1.1. Suppose T is a contraction on a Hilbert space H . An isometry V on a Hilbert

space K is said to be an isometric dilation of T if there exists an isometry W : H → K such that

q(T ) =W ∗q(V )W or equivalently q(T̂ ) = P
W(H )

q(V )|W (H ) (1.1)

for all polynomials q ∈ C[z], where T̂ is defined by T̂ := ŴTŴ−1 : W (H ) → W (H ) with Ŵ

being the unitary Ŵ := W : H → W (H ) and P
W(H )

being the orthogonal projection of K onto

W (H ). Such an isometric dilation is called minimal if

K =
∞∨

n=0

V nW (H ) = span{V nW h : h ∈ H , n ≥ 0}.

A celebrated theorem due to Bela Sz. Nagy [47] states that every Hilbert space contraction

possesses a minimal isometric dilation. Moreover, a minimal isometric dilation of a contraction

is unique up to unitary equivalence, e.g. see [35, 47, 48]. Thus, every contraction on a Hilbert

space can be realized as a compression of an isometry acting on a bigger Hilbert space. Also, the

space K is isomorphic with the orthogonal direct sum W (H )⊕2 L, where L is the orthogonal

complement of W (H ) in K . The first obstruction in the way of defining dilation for a Banach

space contraction is that we do not have an adjoint for the isometry W . Interestingly, (1.1) shows

that isometric dilation of a Hilbert space contraction can be defined in an alternative and equivalent

way by avoiding the Hilbert space adjoint of W . If we want to adopt this definition for dilation in

Banach space, then the next issue is that a Banach space projection can have norm strictly greater

than 1 which can cause imbalance in norm in either side of (1.1). However, in Banach space setting
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if the bigger space K is chosen to be isomorphic with W (H )⊕2L for some Banach space L, then

the projection of K onto W (H ) as in (1.1) becomes a norm-one projection and the norm-issue is

resolved. Thus, to get rid of all such hindrances we define isometric dilation for a Banach space

contraction in the following way which generalizes the Hilbert space dilation.

Definition 1.2. Suppose T is a contraction acting on a Banach space X. An isometry V on a

Banach space X̃ is said to be an isometric dilation of T if there is an isometry W : X → X̃ and

a closed linear subspace L of X̃ such that X̃ is isomorphic with W (X)⊕2 L and the operator

T̂ := Ŵ TŴ−1 : W (X)→W (X) satisfies

q(T̂ ) = P
W(X)

q(V )|W (X)

for all polynomials q ∈C[z], where Ŵ is the unitary (i.e. surjective isometry) Ŵ :=W : X→W (X)

and P
W(X)

is the norm-one projection of X̃ onto W (X). Moreover, such an isometric dilation is

called minimal if

X̃=
∞∨

n=0

V nW (X) = span{V nWx : x ∈ X, n ≥ 0}.

The fact that every Hilbert space contraction dilates to a Hilbert space isometry makes the fol-

lowing three statements equivalent: T is a contraction on a Hilbert space H , the operator I −T ∗T

is positive definite, T is an operator (on H ) that admits an isometric dilation. Also, an easy com-

putation shows that if T is a strict contraction, then I −T ∗T is positive definite if and only if the

map AT : H → [0,∞) given by h 7→ (‖h‖2 −‖T h‖2)
1
2 defines a norm on H . The reason behind

dealing with strict contractions only is that if T is a contraction with ‖T‖ = 1, then AT does not

define a norm if T attains its norm at a point, i.e. if ‖T x‖ = ‖x‖ for a nonzero vector x. The

minimal isometric dilation of a strict contraction is more subtle. The unilateral shift Mz on ℓ2(H )
happens to be the minimal isometric dilation for every strict contraction on a Hilbert space H , see

[48] for details. However, we shall see that in general a Banach space contraction may not dilate

to a Banach space isometry. Indeed, if every strict contraction T on a Banach space X dilates to

a Banach space isometry or equivalently if the map AT defines a norm on X for every strict con-

traction T , then X becomes a Hilbert space and vice-versa. This is one of our main results and is

stated below.

Theorem 1.3. Let X be a complex Banach space. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) Every strict contraction T on X dilates to the unilateral shift Mz on ℓ2(X).

(ii) Every strict contraction T on X dilates to an isometry.

(iii) For every strict contraction T ∈ B(X), the function AT : X→ [0,∞) given by

AT (x) =
(
‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

) 1
2 , x ∈ X,

defines a norm on X.

(iv) X is a Hilbert space.

(v) For every strict contraction T ∈ B(X), there exists an isometry W : X→ ℓ2(X) such that

M̂zW (x) =W (T x), x ∈ X,

where M̂z is the backward shift operator.

(vi) For every strict contraction T ∈ B(X) and for every automorphism φλ of the unit disk D,

the operator φλ (T ) is a contraction.
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(vii) For every strict contraction S on the dual space X∗, the function AS : X∗ → [0,∞) given by

AS(x
∗) =

(
‖x∗‖2 −‖S(x∗)‖2

) 1
2 , x∗ ∈ X.

defines a norm on X∗.
(viii) X is reflexive and the Banach adjoint T× of T dilates to Mz on ℓ2(X

∗) for every strict

contraction T on X.

(ix) The operator φα(U) = (U −αI)(I − ᾱU)−1 is a contraction for every automorphism φα

of the unit disk D, U being the bilateral shift operator on ℓ2(Z,X) defined by

U((. . . ,x−2,x−1, x0 ,x1,x2, . . .)) = (. . . ,x−2, x−1 ,x0,x1,x2, . . .),

where the box on either side indicates the 0-th position.

This is Theorem 6.12 in this paper. So, we learn from here that a strict contraction on a non-

Hilbert Banach space (i.e. a Banach space which is not a Hilbert space) may not dilate to an

isometry. One naturally asks if we can characterize the class of strict contractions on a non-Hilbert

Banach space that possess isometric dilation. The following theorem answers this question.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose X is a complex Banach space. Then a strict contraction T on X dilates to

an isometry if and only if the function AT : X→ [0,∞) given by AT (x) =
(
‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

) 1
2 defines

a norm on X. Moreover, the minimal isometric dilation space of T is isometrically isomorphic to

X⊕2 ℓ2(X0), where X0 is the Banach space (X,AT ).

This is Theorem 6.13 in this paper. Also, in this theorem we explicitly construct a minimal

isometric dilation for a strict Banach space contraction. We learn from the literature (e.g. see

Chapter 1 of [48]) that a major role is played by the defect operator DT = (I − T ∗T )
1
2 in the

construction of isometric dilation of a Hilbert space contraction T . Since we do not have adjoint

for a Banach space contraction, naturally we would like to utilize the map AT in order to avoid the

operator pencil I −T ∗T while constructing dilation for a Banach space contraction. Interestingly,

more is true about the map AT . If it induces a norm, then there is an operator A such that ‖Ax‖ =
AT (x) for every x ∈X and vice-versa, see Corollary 6.15. However, in Example 6.20 we formulate

a strict contraction T on a non-Hilbert Banach space such that AT is not a norm or equivalently in

view of Theorem 1.4, T does not dilate to any Banach space isometry.

An isometry V on a Hilbert space H orthogonally splits into two parts of which one is a unitary

and the other is a unilateral shift, i.e. H admits an orthogonal decomposition H =H0⊕2 H1 into

reducing subspaces H0,H1 of V such that V0 =V |H0
is a unitary and V1 =V |H1

is isomorphic to

a unilateral shift. In the literature (e.g. see [51]), this is known as Wold decomposition of a Hilbert

space isometry. Also, every unilateral shift on a Hilbert space naturally extends to a bilateral shift

with same multiplicity. Hence, every Hilbert space isometry extends to a Hilbert space unitary.

Wold decomposition of a Hilbert space isometry was further generalized to canonical decomposi-

tion of a Hilbert space contraction. Indeed, every Hilbert space contraction T decomposes into an

orthogonal direct sum of a unitary and a completely non-unitary (c.n.u.) contraction, e.g. see [26]

or Chapter-I of [48]. A c.n.u. contraction on a Hilbert space is a contraction that is not a unitary

on any of its nonzero reducing subspaces.

The first obstruction in studying such results in Banach space setting is dealing with orthogonal

complement of a closed subspace. The idea of orthogonal complement of a closed subspace in a

Hilbert space was generalized to Banach spaces through the notion of 1-complemented subspace.

A closed subspace of a Banach space is said to be orthogonally complemented or 1-complemented
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[24, 32, 36, 37] if it is the range of a norm-one projection. However, unlike every closed subspace

of a Hilbert space, a closed subspace of a Banach space may not be 1-complemented. In fact,

the Banach space isometries that have 1-complemented ranges are not fully known till date even

though there is an extensive research on this particular problem, e.g. see [3, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16,

25, 32]. Here we characterize all 1-complemented subspaces of a reflexive, smooth and strictly

convex Banach space and show that the study of 1-complemented subspaces of a Banach space

has connections with important topics like duality of subspaces, linearity of the Hahn-Banach

extension operator, which were not known before. This is also a main result of this article.

Theorem 1.5. Let X be a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space and let Y be a proper

closed subspace of X. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) Y is 1-complemented in X.

(ii) The closed linear subspace
⋂

f∈X∗
{ker f : M f ⊆ SY}

is a vector space complement of Y, where M f = {y ∈ SX : | f (y)|= ‖ f‖}.

(iii) JX(Y) is isometrically isomorphic to Y∗, where JX(Y) is as in (2.4).

(iv) The Hahn-Banach extension operator Ψ : Y∗ → X∗ is linear.

This is Theorem 3.4 in this paper. In Section 2, we shall define left-complemented and right-

complemented subspaces in terms of Birkhoff-James orthogonality and show that a 1-complemented

subspace is just a right-complemented subspace and in a similar way a left-complemented subspace

is the kernel of a norm-one projection. In Theorem 3.5, we provide several characterizations of

left-complemented subspaces of a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space.

In 1966, Ando [3] proved that the range of an isometry on the space Lp(Ω,M,µ) for 1 < p < ∞
is always orthogonally complemented if µ is a finite measure. Needless to mention that for 1< p <
∞, the space Lp(Ω,M,µ) is a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space. In 1973, Ditor

[14] constructed a closed linear subspace Y of the non-reflexive Banach space (C[0,1],‖ ·‖∞) such

that Y is isometrically isomorphic with (C[0,1],‖ · ‖∞) but Y is not orthogonally complemented in

(C[0,1],‖ · ‖∞). In 1978, Faulkner and Huneycutt [15] obtained a Wold-type decomposition for an

isometry having 1-complemented range and acting on a smooth and reflexive Banach space. The

result of Faulkner and Huneycutt was further generalized to reflexive Banach spaces removing the

smoothness assumption by Campbell, Faulkner and Sine in [10]. In the same paper [15], Faulkner

and Huneycutt asked if there are Banach space isometries without 1-complemented ranges (see

Question 2 at the end of [15]). Recently, Pelczar-Barwacz [33] constructed a reflexive Banach

space X and a closed linear subspace Y of X such that Y is isometrically isomorphic with X but is

not 1-complemented in X; in fact, Y is not even complemented in X. Thus, going back and forth

with such X and Y, one can easily define an isometry on a reflexive Banach space whose range is

not 1-complemented.

In Theorem 4.3, we characterize an isometry on a reflexive Banach space whose range is 1-

complemented (i.e. right-complemented) and hence answer the question raised by Faulkner and

Huneycutt in [15] for such Banach spaces. This is also an important result of this article and is

stated below.

Theorem 1.6. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and let V be an isometry on X. Then the following

are equivalent:
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(i) V has right-complemented range ;

(ii) There is an operator T : X→ X with ‖T‖= 1 such that TV = I.

Also, under the hypotheses of reflexivity, smoothness and strict convexity, we apply Theorem 3.4

and obtain in Theorem 4.6 a few different characterizations for an isometry with 1-complemented

range.

Wold decomposition of a Banach space isometry was previously studied in [15] assuming its

range being 1-complemented. In the same article, the authors introduced the notion of unilateral

shift on a Banach space. Bilateral shifts on Banach spaces are not as well-behaved as they are

on Hilbert spaces. In fact, a bilateral shift on a Banach space may not be even bounded, e.g. see

[10, 19]. So, in Banach space setting we do not have a meaningful generalization of the fact that a

Hilbert space unilateral shift always extends to a Hilbert space bilateral shift. Also, to the best of

our knowledge there is no decomposition result for Banach space contractions that is analogous to

the canonical decomposition of a Hilbert space contraction.

In Section 5, we define σ -shift on a Banach space, which is a unitary and is an analogue of

bilateral shift on a Hilbert space. In Proposition 5.6, we show that a σ -shift is a bilateral shift if the

underlying Banach space is a Hilbert space. In Theorem 5.7, we prove that every unilateral shift

on a Banach space can be extended to a σ -shift and thus generalize the same result in Hilbert space

setting. Then, in Theorem 5.9 we show that every Wold isometry on a Banach space extends to a

Banach space unitary. Finally, in Proposition 5.10 we show that the spectrum of a σ -shift acting

on a smooth Banach space is the whole unit circle T.

Section 6 is all about isometric dilation of a Banach space contraction and characterizations for

Hilbert spaces. Here we characterize all strict contractions on Banach spaces that dilate to Banach

space isometries and construct explicit dilations. Also, we show that all strict contractions on

a Banach space dilate to isometries if and only if the Banach space is a Hilbert space. We have

already mentioned the main results of this Section (see Theorems 1.3 & 1.4). A special emphasis is

given on contractions on Lp spaces. Indeed, we present a new proof to the fact that Lp (1≤ p≤∞)

is a Hilbert space if and only if p = 2.

In Subsection 6.1, we study all norm-one Banach space contractions that dilates to an isometry.

In Theorem 6.26, we show that a norm-one contraction T dilates to an isometry acting on a normed

(or, semi-normed linear) space if and only if the function AT as in Theorem 1.4 defines a norm (or,

semi-norm) on X. Moreover, we also show that in either case the minimal isometric dilation space

cannot be a Banach space.

In Subsection 6.2, we define a new adjoint T∗ for every operator T acting on a reflexive, smooth

and strictly convex Banach space. This definition generalizes the notion of adjoint for Hilbert

space operators. With this notion of adjoint, we prove in Theorem 6.29 that a reflexive, smooth

and strictly convex Banach space X with dimension greater than 2 is a Hilbert space if and only if

T∗ is linear for every rank one operator T on X.

In Section 7, we describe the norm attainment set of all Banach space operators which are

scalar multiples of norm-one contractions that possess isometric dilations. This is Theorem 7.3 in

this paper and even more is true about this theorem. Indeed, Theorem 7.3 shows that the norm

attainment set of such an operator (i.e., scalar multiple of a norm-one contraction that admits

isometric dilation) is the unit sphere of some subspace of the underlying Banach space. Needless

to mention that this theorem is valid for all Hilbert space operators.

The main result of Section 8 is Theorem 8.5, which provides a canonical decomposition for

specific Banach space contractions. Then we illustrate this result with suitable examples.
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Section 2 describes background materials that are necessary for this paper along with some

preparatory results. Also, here we develop a few new terminologies that will be followed through-

out the paper.

2. BACKGROUND MATERIALS AND PREPARATORY RESULTS

In this Section, we recall from the literature (e.g. [6, 21, 22, 24, 31, 36, 39, 45] etc.) a few basic

concepts as well as introduce a few new terminologies that will be used throughout the paper . We

give proofs to a few results that we could not locate in the literature. The mathematical tool that

we use very frequently is Birkhoff-James orthogonality.

• Birkhoff-James orthogonality: Given any two elements x and y in a Banach space X, x is said

to be orthogonal to y in the sense of Birkhoff-James [6, 21], written as x ⊥B y, if ‖x+λy‖ ≥ ‖x‖ for

all scalars λ . Similarly, two subspaces X1 and X2 of X, X1 ⊥B X2, if x1 ⊥B x2 for all x1 ∈ X1 and

x2 ∈X2. When X is a Hilbert space, the notion of Birkhoff-James orthogonality is equivalent to the

inner product orthogonality. However, unlike to the inner product orthogonality, Birkhoff-James

orthogonality may not be symmetric in general [39, 45], i.e, x ⊥B y may not necessarily imply

y ⊥B x. In fact, regarding the symmetry of Birkhoff-James orthogonality, we have the following

famous result due to James.

Theorem 2.1 ([22]). Let X be Banach space with dim X≥ 3. Then X is a Hilbert space if and only

if Birkhoff-James orthogonality is symmetric in X.

The above result was proved for real Banach spaces using [23]. In the complex case the result

follows from [8].

• Support functionals: Denote the topological dual of X by X∗. Let x ∈ X be nonzero. Then

a functional f ∈ X∗ is said to be a support functional at x if f (x) = ‖x‖2 and ‖ f‖ = ‖x‖. The

collection of all support functionals at x, denoted by J(x), is the following set:

J(x) = { fx ∈ X
∗ : ‖ fx‖= ‖x‖, fx(x) = ‖x‖2}. (2.1)

It follows from Hahn-Banach Theorem that the collection J(x) is nonempty. James [21] character-

ized Birkhoff-James orthogonality in terms of support functionals. Though, the characterization

was first proved for real Banach spaces, it was later found to be valid for complex Banach spaces

also.

Theorem 2.2 (James). [21, Theorem 2.1] Let X be a Banach space and x,y ∈ X. Then x ⊥B y if

and only if there exists fx ∈ J(x) such that fx(y) = 0.

• Reflexive Banach spaces: Let X be a Banach space and let πX : X → X∗∗ be the canonical

embedding defined by

πX(x) = x̂, x̂(x∗) = x∗(x), x∗ ∈ X
∗. (2.2)

The map πX is a linear isometry. The space X is called reflexive if πX is surjective. Using James

characterization (Theorem 2.2), orthogonality of linear functionals on a reflexive Banach space

can be characterized in terms of norm attainment sets and kernels. Given any member f of X∗, the

symbol M f stands for the norm attainment set of f , i.e.,

M f = {y ∈ SX : | f (y)|= ‖ f‖}. (2.3)

The following lemma is analogous to the characterization of orthogonality of weak∗ continuous

functionals proved in Lemma 3.7 of [44]. However, we give a brief proof to it, because, in [44] the

analogous result was proved in the setting of the double dual X∗∗.
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Lemma 2.3. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and let f , g ∈ X∗. Then f ⊥B g if and only if

M f ∩ker g 6= /0.

Proof. If u ∈ M f ∩ker g, then

‖ f +λg‖ ≥ |( f +λg)u|= | f (u)|= ‖ f‖, λ ∈ C.

Thus, f ⊥B g. On the other hand, if f ⊥B g, then by Theorem 2.2 there exists l ∈ J( f ) such that

l(g) = 0. Since X is reflexive, πX(x) = l for some x ∈ X. Therefore,

l( f ) = πX(x)( f ) = f (x) = ‖ f‖2 = ‖ f‖‖x‖, and πX(x)(g) = g(x) = 0.

Consequently,
x

‖x‖ ∈ M f ∩ker g. This completes the proof.

• Smooth and strictly convex Banach spaces: Let X be a Banach space. A nonzero point x ∈ X

is said to be smooth, if J(x) is a singleton set. Also, a point x ∈ X is said to be an exposed point of

B(0,‖x‖), if there exists fx ∈ J(x) such that fx(y) = ‖x‖‖y‖ for any y ∈ X with ‖x‖= ‖y‖ implies

that x = y. The Banach space X is said to be smooth if each nonzero point x ∈ X is smooth. The

Banach space X is said to be strictly convex or rotund or strictly normed if ‖tx1 +(1− t)x2‖ < 1

whenever x1,x2 are distinct points of SX and 0 < t < 1. Also, we learn from the literature (see

[31]) that a Banach space X is strictly convex if and only if any nonzero y ∈ X is an exposed point

of B(0,‖y‖). In general, if X∗ is smooth then X is strictly convex and if X∗ is strictly convex

then X is smooth but the converse does not hold, e.g. see Propositions 5.4.5 & 5.4.6 in [31] and the

discussion thereafter. Therefore, a reflexive Banach space X is smooth or strictly convex if and only

if X∗ is strictly convex or smooth respectively. Smoothness of a point can also be characterized in

terms of the right-additivity of Birkhoff-James orthogonality in the following way.

Theorem 2.4. [21], [38, Theorem 1.1] Let X be a Banach space and x ∈ X be a nonzero element.

Then x is smooth if and only if x ⊥B y and x ⊥B z imply that x ⊥B (y+ z) for all y,z ∈ X.

We now introduce the notion of right and left-complemented subspaces of a Banach space.

These concepts will be useful in the coming sections.

• Right-complemented subspace: Let X be a Banach space and let Y be a closed linear subspace

of X. Then Y is said to be right-complemented in X, if there exists a subspace Ỹ of X such that Ỹ

is closed, vector space complement of Y, and Y ⊥B Ỹ. In that case, X is written as X = Y
⊕

R Ỹ,

and Ỹ is said to be the right complement of Y in X.

• Left-complemented subspace: Let X be a Banach space and let Y be a closed linear subspace

of X. Then Y is said to be left-complemented in X, if there exists a subspace Ỹ of X such that Ỹ is

closed, vector space complement of Y, and Ỹ⊥B Y. In that case, X is written as X= Ỹ
⊕

LY, and

Ỹ is said to be the left complement of Y in X.

• Complemented subspace: We define complemented subspaces of a Banach space as it is defined

in [31]. A closed linear subspace Y of a Banach space X is said to be a complemented subspace if

there is a closed linear subspace Ỹ of X such that Y∩ Ỹ= {0} and X= Y⊕ Ỹ, where X= Y⊕ Ỹ

means that every element x ∈ X can be (uniquely) written as x = y+ y1 with y ∈ Y and y1 ∈ Ỹ. In

this case, Ỹ is called a complement of Y in X.

Proposition 2.5. A left-complemented or right-complemented subspace of a Banach space is a

complemented subspace.
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Proof. Follows from the definitions of left-complemented and right-complemented subspaces.

However, a complemented subspace may not always be right or left-complemented as the fol-

lowing example shows.

Example 2.6. Let X be a Banach space which is not a Hilbert space. By Theorem A in [8], there

exists a two dimensional subspace Y which is not right-complemented in X. But the subspace Y

is complemented by Theorem 3.2.18 in [31]. Again, by Theorem A in [8] and Theorem 3.2.18 in

[31], there is a complemented subspace Ŷ of codimension 2 which is not left-complemented in X.

Interestingly, a closed subspace in a Banach space is complemented if and only if it is the range

of a bounded projection operator. A reader is referred to Corollary 3.2.15 in [31] for a proof to this.

Also, a right-complemented subspace of a Banach space is the range of a norm-one projection and

a left-complemented subspace is the kernel of a norm-one projection and vice-versa. This result is

known in a different form for real Banach spaces, e.g. see [24, 36]. However, we could not locate

a proof in the literature for the same for a complex Banach space and thus we write a proof below.

Proposition 2.7. Let X be a Banach space and Y be a closed proper subspace of X. Then the

following hold.

(i) Y is the range of a norm-one projection if and only if there is a closed subspace Ỹ of X

such that Ỹ is vector space complement of Y and Y⊥B Ỹ.

(ii) Y is the kernel of a norm-one projection if and only if there is a closed subspace Ỹ of X

such that Ỹ is vector space complement of Y and Ỹ⊥B Y.

Proof. (i) Suppose that Y is range of norm-one projection P. Set (I −P)X = Ỹ, where I is the

identity operator on X. Then Ỹ is closed and is a vector space complement of Y. Also, for any

y ∈ Y and z ∈ Ỹ, we have

‖y+λ z‖ ≥ ‖P(y+λ z)‖= ‖P(y)‖= ‖y‖, λ ∈ C.

Therefore, Y⊥B Ỹ.

Conversely, let Ỹ be a subspace of X satisfying the stated conditions. Let PY be the projection

on Y. Since Y⊥B Ỹ, we have that

‖y+ z‖ ≥ ‖y‖= ‖PY(y)‖= ‖PY(y+ z)‖, y ∈ Y, z ∈ Ỹ.

Thus, ‖PY‖= 1.

(ii) Suppose that Y is the kernel of a norm-one projection P. Set Ỹ= Ran P. Then Ỹ is a closed

subspace and is also vector space complement of Y. Also, for any z ∈ Ỹ and y ∈ Y, we have

‖z+λy‖ ≥ ‖P(z+λy)‖= ‖z‖, λ ∈ C.

Thus, Ỹ⊥B Y.

Conversely, let Ỹ be a subspace of X satisfying the stated conditions. Let P
Ỹ

be the projection

on Ỹ. Then ker P
Ỹ
= Y. Moreover, since Ỹ⊥B Y, we have ‖P

Ỹ
‖= 1. This completes the proof.

We shall shortly see that right-complemented (left-complemented) subspaces are also connected

to the concept of duality maps and Hahn-Banach extension operator.
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• Orthogonally complemented or 1-complemented subspaces: An orthogonally complemented

or 1-complemented subspace of a Banach space is precisely a right-complemented subspace, i.e.

the range of a norm-one projection (as per Proposition 2.7). See [24, 32, 36, 37] for more details.

• Duality map and Hahn-Banach extension operator: A duality map of X is a selector JX :X→
X∗ such that JX(x) ∈ J(x), where J(x) is as in (2.1), for each nonzero x ∈ X and JX(0) = 0. Note

that if X is smooth then the duality map of X is uniquely determined. For a closed subspace Y of

X, we denote by JX(Y) the following set:

JX(Y) = {JX(x) : x ∈ Y}. (2.4)

Let Y be a closed subspace of X. Given any f ∈ Y∗, we consider the (nonempty) collection

HY( f ) :=
{

f̃ ∈ X
∗ : f̃ is a Hahn-Banach extension of f

}
. (2.5)

A Hahn-Banach extension operator for Y is a selector Ψ : Y∗ → X∗ such that Ψ( f ) ∈ HY( f ) for

each f ∈Y∗. Note that if X∗ is strictly convex then the Hahn-Banach extension operator is uniquely

determined. Also, denote the annihilator of Y by Ann(Y), which is defined as

Ann(Y) := { f ∈ X
∗ : f |Y = 0}. (2.6)

A Hahn-Banach extension operator for a closed subspace is not necessarily linear even in the

strictly convex case. In fact, linearity of a Hahn-Banach extension operator is an extensive area of

research in Banach space theory, e.g. see [4, 30, 46].

• Wandering subspace, unilateral shift and bilateral shift on a Hilbert space: Let V be an

isometry on a Hilbert space H . A subspace L of H is called a wandering subspace for V if

V nL ⊥ L for all n ∈ N. The isometry V is called a unilateral shift if there exists a subspace L ,

which is wandering for V and such that ⊕∞
n=0V n

L = H . This subspace L is called generating

subspace for V . It is uniquely determined by H ⊖VH , the orthogonal complement of VH in

H . The dimension of L is called the multiplicity of the unilateral shift V .

An operator U on H is called a bilateral shift if U is unitary and if there exists a subspace L

of H , such that UnL ⊥ L for all n ∈ Z\ {0} and ⊕∞
n=−∞V n

L = H . Every such subspace L

is called a generating subspace of U . Unlike a unilateral shift, a wandering subspace L is not

uniquely determined for a bilateral shift. However, the dimension of L is uniquely determined

and dimL is called the multiplicity of the bilateral shift U . Indeed, if L is a generating subspace

for U , then UL is also a generating subspace for U .

• Wandering subspace of a Banach space isometry: Let V be an isometry on a Banach space

X. Then a subspace L of X is said to be a wandering subspace for V if V nL ⊥B L for all n ≥ 1.

Analogous to Hilbert space isometries, the wandering subspace of a Banach space isometry has

the following property.

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that V is an isometry on a Banach space X and L is a closed subspace of

X. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) L is a wandering subspace for V;

(ii) V nL ⊥B V mL , 0 ≤ m < n.

Proof. It suffices to prove (i) =⇒ (ii) as the other implication follows trivially. Let L be a wan-

dering subspace for V . Then V nL ⊥B L for all n ≥ 1. Let λ ∈ C and let l1, l2 ∈ L be arbitrary.

Then for n > m ≥ 0, we have

‖V nl1 +λV ml2‖= ‖V m
(
V n−ml1 +λ l2

)
‖= ‖

(
V n−ml1 +λ l2

)
‖ ≥ ‖V n−ml1‖= ‖l1‖= ‖V nl1‖
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and the proof is complete.

• Unilateral shift on a Banach space: The following definition of unilateral shift on a Banach

space was first introduced by Faulkner and Huneycutt in [15].

Definition 2.9. An isometry V : X → X is said to be a unilateral shift if there exists a subspace

L ⊆ X such that

(i) for n > m, V nL ⊥B V mL ;

(ii) X=
∞⊕

n=0

V n
L ,

where the direct sum

∞⊕

n=0

V n
L stands for the following set:

∞⊕

n=0

V n
L =

{
x ∈ X : x can be uniquely expressed as x =

∞

∑
n=0

V nln, ln ∈ L for n ≥ 0

}
. (2.7)

The space L is called the generating subspace and the dimL is called the multiplicity of V .

It is easy to see that the multiplicity of a unilateral shift is well-defined. Let X be a Banach space

and V be a unilateral shift on X with a generating subspace L . Then dimL is uniquely determined

by dim(V/VX). This is because, X= VX⊕L and VX is a closed subspace of X. Therefore, the

quotient space X/VX is isomorphic with L as a vector space. Hence dim(X/VX) = dimL .

Evidently, the generating subspace L is a wandering subspace for V . The forward shift operator

Mz on ℓ2(X), defined by Mz(x1,x2,x3, . . .) = (0,x1,x2, . . .), is an example of a unilateral shift.

Note that the direct sum as in (2.7) can be expressed in different forms under the assumption of

smoothness, as the Equation-(2.8) in the next lemma shows.

Lemma 2.10. Let V be an isometry on a smooth Banach space X and X = VX
⊕

RL . Suppose

L0 = L , Ln =
⊕n

k=0V kL , n ≥ 1. Then
(

∞⋃

n=0

Ln

)
= span{V n

L : n ≥ 0}=
∞⊕

n=0

V n
L . (2.8)

Proof. We only prove the second equality in (2.8) since the first equality is straightforward. Let

Y =
⊕∞

n=0V nL ⊆ X and W = span{V nL : n ≥ 0}. Evidently, Y ⊆ W. We prove the other

side of the inclusion, i.e., W ⊆ Y. Let x ∈ W be arbitrary. Then there is a sequence (xn) in

span{V nL : n ≥ 0} such that lim
n→∞

xn = x. Therefore, there is a subsequence (xnk
) of (xn) satisfy-

ing ‖xnk
− xnk−1

‖ ≤ 1
2k for k ≥ 1. Since (xnk

− xnk−1
) ∈ W for every k, the series

∞

∑
k=1

(xnk
− xnk−1

)

converges in W. Thus,

x =
∞

∑
k=1

yk, y1 = xn1
, yk = (xnk

− xnk−1
), k ≥ 2.

To prove that the above expression is unique, it is enough to show that

∞

∑
k=1

V klk = 0 implies lk = 0, k ≥ 1.
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Let x ∈ X be such that x = ∑∞
k=1V klk = 0. Evidently, V x ⊥B V y when x ⊥B y. Thus, V nL ⊥B

V mL , for n > m ≥ 1. Now, by the right-additivity of Birkhoff-James orthogonality, we have

V n(L )⊥B

(
L ⊕VL ⊕V 2

L ⊕·· ·⊕V n−1
L
)
, n ≥ 1. (2.9)

Let ym = ∑∞
k=m+1V klk. We show that ym = 0 for all m ≥ 1. Let (tn) be the sequence of partial

sum of the series ∑∞
i=m+1V i−m−1li. For q > p we have

‖tq − tp‖=
∥∥V p+1lp+m+2 +V p+2lp+m+3 + · · ·+V qlq+m+1

∥∥
=
∥∥V p+m+2lp+m+2 +V p+m+3lp+m+3 + · · ·+V q+m+1lq+m+1

∥∥−→ 0, as p, q → ∞.

Thus, (tn) is a Cauchy sequence and the claim is proved. For z = ∑∞
k=m+1V k−m−1lk, we have

V m+1z = ym =
∞

∑
k=m+1

V klk,

and by (2.9) we have

0 = ‖x‖=
∥∥∥∥∥

m

∑
k=0

V klk + ym

∥∥∥∥∥=
∥∥∥∥∥

m

∑
k=0

V klk +V m+1z

∥∥∥∥∥≥ ‖V m+1z‖= ‖ym‖, m ≥ 1.

Consequently, ym = 0 for m ≥ 1. On the other hand by (2.9) we also have

‖lk‖= ‖V klk‖ ≤
∥∥∥∥∥

k−1

∑
i=0

V ili +V klk

∥∥∥∥∥= 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ m.

Thus, li = 0, 0 ≤ i ≤ m for m ≥ 1. This completes the proof.

• Bilateral shift between Banach spaces: Bilateral shift between Banach spaces was defined in

[10], see Definition 2 in [10]. A bijective linear (not necessarily bounded) map U between Banach

spaces X, X1 is said to be a bilateral shift if there is a subspace L ⊆X such that X1 =
∞⊕

n=−∞

Un
L ,

that is every element x ∈ X1 has unique representation as a convergent series x =
∞

∑
n=−∞

Unln with

ln ∈ L for all n ∈ Z. The subspace L is a wandering subspace for U and dimL is called the

multiplicity of U . In [19], Gellar and Silber constructed a Banach space X with a Schauder basis

(yn)n∈Z and proved that the bilateral shift S : X→ X defined by

S

(
∞

∑
n=−∞

anyn

)
=

∞

∑
n=−∞

anyn−1, an ∈ C for all n ∈ Z,

is not bounded. He also proved that the inverse map S−1 : X→ X defined by

S−1

(
∞

∑
n=−∞

anyn

)
=

∞

∑
n=−∞

anyn−1, an ∈ C for all n ∈ Z,

is a bounded linear map. Also, a reader is referred to Example 5.5, where we provide an example

of a bilateral shift which is also a Banach space unitary.
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• Wold isometry on a Banach space: Every Hilbert space isometry admits a Wold decomposition,

which is to say that if V is an isometry on a Hilbert space H , then H admits an orthogonal

decomposition H = H0⊕H1 into reducing subspaces of V such that V |H0
is a unitary and V |H1

is a pure isometry. A pure isometry V1 on a Hilbert space H̃ is an isometry that has no unitary

part, i.e. there is no nonzero closed subspace of H̃ which is reduced by V1 and V1 restricted to that

subspace is a unitary. A pure isometry on a Hilbert space is unitary equivalent to a unilateral shift.

An analogue of this result does not always hold in Banach spaces. In fact, the range of a Banach

space isometry may not be even a complemented subspace, a Wold decomposition is too far for all

Banach space isometries. For example, it was shown in [14] that the range of an isometry on C[0,1]
may not be complemented. Indeed, the question when the range of an isometry is complemented

remains an open problem till date. We shall answer this question in a later section of this article.

In [15], Faulkner and Huneycutt studied the Wold decomposition of a Banach space isometry.

By a Wold isometry on a Banach space one naturally means an isometry that admits a Wold-

type decomposition and consequently Wold isometry in Banach space setting was defined in the

following way, see [10, 11, 15, 36] for details.

Definition 2.11. Let V be an isometry on a Banach space X. Then V is said to be a Wold isometry,

if X admits a decomposition X = X1 ⊕X2 into invariant subspaces X1,X2 of V such that V |X1
is

a unitary (i.e. a surjective isometry) and V |X2
is a pure isometry. Here X = X1 ⊕X2 means that

every element x ∈ X can be uniquely expressed as x = x1 + x2 for some x1 ∈ X1 and x2 ∈ X2. A

Wold isometry V is written as V = V |X1
⊕V |X2

, which means V x = V |X1
x1 ⊕V |X2

x2 , and this

expression is called the Wold decomposition of V .

Note that for a Wold isometry V on X, the spaces X1,X2 are uniquely determined as

X1 =
∞⋂

n=0

V n
X, X2 =

∞⊕

n=0

V n
L , (2.10)

where L is vector space complement of VX. Unlike pure isometries on a Hilbert space, a pure

Banach space isometry may not always be a unilateral shift as was shown in [18]. Interestingly,

if the underlying Banach space is reflexive, then every isometry with right-complemented range

admits a Wold type decomposition and hence is a Wold isometry. This was proved in [10, Corollary

1], which we state below.

Theorem 2.12. Every isometry on a reflexive Banach space whose range is right-complemented is

a Wold isometry.

The range of any isometry on Lp space with 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞ is right-complemented and thus, any

isometry on Lp is a Wold isometry, e.g. see [3, 32].

3. MORE ON COMPLEMENTED SUBSPACES IN A BANACH SPACE

The results of this Section are for reflexive, strictly convex and smooth Banach spaces. In Section

2, we had a general discussion on complemented subspaces (both right and left-complemented

subspaces) of a Banach space. Note that right or left complement of a complemented subspace in

Banach space may not always be unique unlike Hilbert spaces. However, under the assumptions

of reflexivity, strict convexity and smoothness, a (left or right) complemented subspace of a Ba-

nach space becomes unique. In this Section, we study in detail the left and right-complemented
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subspaces of a Banach space. We find several characterizations for a right-complemented (or left-

complemented) subspace of a Banach space X in terms of linearity of Hahn Banach extension

operator and the duality map (as in 2.4). Then we find explicit description of the right-complement

(or the left-complement) of a right-complemented (or left-complemented) subspace. We begin

with a duality relation between right-complemented and left-complemented subspaces in a Banach

space.

Proposition 3.1. Let X be a Banach space and Y be a closed proper subspace of X. Then the

following hold.

(i) If Y is right-complemented in X, then Ann(Y) as in (2.6) is left-complemented in X∗.

(ii) If Y is left-complemented in X, then Ann(Y) is right-complemented in X∗.

A proof to this result follows from the fact that Banach adjoint of a norm-one projection on a

Banach space X is again a norm-one projection on X∗.

A fundamental result due to Calvert [9, Theorem 1] states that a closed proper subspace Y of a

reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space X is right-complemented if and only if JX(Y)
is a subspace of X∗. In our next result Theorem 3.4, we present an equivalent formulation of right-

complemented subspaces in X which shows that JX(Y) is isometrically isomorphic to Y∗ via the

Hahn-Banach extension operator. Thus, if Y is right-complemented in X, then Y∗ is isometrically

isomorphic to a subspace of X∗. Note that dual of a closed subspace of a Banach space need not

be isometrically isomorphic to a subspace of its dual in general. We need a couple of lemmas for

this purpose. We begin with the following lemma which can also be derived alternatively from a

more general characterization of smoothness of multilinear maps proved in Theorem 3.1 of [38].

Lemma 3.2. Let X be a reflexive Banach space. For any nonzero f ∈ X∗, f is smooth if and only

if M f = {µx0 : |µ| = 1} for some fixed x0 ∈ SX.

Proof. Suppose that M f is of the stated form. Let g1,g2 be distinct nonzero members of X∗ with

f ⊥B g1 and f ⊥B g2. Then by James characterization (Theorem 2.2), there exist φ1,φ2 in X∗∗ such

that

φ1( f ) = ‖φ1‖‖ f‖, φ2( f ) = ‖φ2‖‖ f‖, φ1(g1) = φ2(g2) = 0.

Since X is reflexive, φ1 = πX(x1) and φ2 = πX(x2), for some x1 and x2 in X. Since M f =
{µx0 : |µ|= 1}, this in particular shows that x1 = x2 = x0. Thus, φ1 = φ2 = φ0, where φ0 = πX(x0).
Also, since φ0(g1 + g2) = 0, by James characterization, we have f ⊥B (g1 + g2). Therefore, f is

smooth by Theorem 2.4.

Conversely, suppose f ∈ X∗ is smooth. Let if possible {x0,y0} ⊆ M f , and x0 6= µy0, for any

unimodular scalar µ . By Hahn-Banach Theorem, we can find p ∈ X∗ such that p(x0) = ‖ f‖‖x0‖
and p(y0) = 0. Clearly,

‖ f +λ p‖ ≥ | f (y0)+λ p(y0)|= | f (y0)|= ‖ f‖,

for all scalars λ . Thus, f ⊥B p. Again, since f (x0)− p(x0) = 0, we have f ⊥B ( f − p) by similar

arguments. Then, by Theorem 2.4, we have f ⊥B f , which is a contradiction. This completes the

proof.

Lemma 3.3. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and Y be a closed proper subspace of X. Then

there is x ∈ X such that x ⊥B Y.



A DILATION THEORETIC APPROACH TO BANACH SPACES 15

Proof. Let x be a nonzero vector in X \Y. Then, the one-point set {x} is compact and is disjoint

from Y. Therefore, there is a convex neighbourhoodV of {0} such that (Y+V )∩(x+V)= /0. Now,

an easy application of Geometric Hahn-Banach Theorem ensures the existence of a continuous

linear functional p such that p(y) = 0 for all y ∈ Y. Therefore, p ∈ Ann(Y). Also, since X is

reflexive, Mp 6= /0. Let x0 ∈ Mp. Then for any y ∈ Y, we have

‖x0 +λy‖ ≥ 1

‖p‖|p(x0 +λy)|= 1

‖p‖|p(x0)|= ‖x0‖,

for all scalars λ . Consequently, x0 ⊥B Y.

Now we are in a position to present the main result of this Section that gives various characteri-

zations of a right-complemented subspace in a Banach space.

Theorem 3.4. Let X be a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space and let Y be a closed

proper subspace of X. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) Y is right-complemented in X.

(ii) The closed linear subspace
⋂

f∈X∗
{ker f : M f ⊆ SY} is a vector space complement of Y.

(iii) JX(Y) is isometrically isomorphic to Y∗.

(iv) The Hahn-Banach extension operator Ψ : Y∗ → X∗ is linear.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii). Since Y is right-complemented in X, there is a subspace Ỹ of X such that

X= Y
⊕

Ỹ and Y⊥B Ỹ. We show that Ỹ=
⋂

f∈X∗{ker f : M f ⊆ SY}. Let z ∈ Ỹ be arbitrary. Let

l ∈ X∗ with Ml ⊆ SY. Note that

JX(Y) = { f ∈ X
∗ : M f ⊆ SY}∪{0}. (3.1)

Thus, l = JX(y0) for some y0 ∈ Y. Since X is smooth, we have J(y0) = {l}. Also, since y0 ⊥B Ỹ,

by Theorem 2.2, we have l(z) = 0 for all z ∈ Ỹ. Consequently, Ỹ⊆
⋂

f∈X∗
{ker f : M f ⊆ SY}.

Conversely, let u0 ∈
⋂

f∈X∗
{ker f : M f ⊆ SY} be arbitrary. We first show that Y⊥B u0. Let y ∈Y

be any nonzero vector. Consider the unique support functional fy at y. Then fy = JX(y). It follows

from (3.1) and the hypothesis that u0 ∈ ker fy. Thus, by Theorem 2.2, we have y ⊥B u0. Since

y ∈ Y was nonzero and chosen arbitrarily, we have Y ⊥B u0. Evidently, u0 = y0 + z0 for unique

y0 ∈ Y and z0 ∈ Ỹ. Since y0 ⊥B z0 and y0 ⊥B (y0 + z0), applying homogeneity and right-additivity

of Birkhoff-James orthogonality, we have y0 ⊥B y0. Therefore, we have y0 = 0 and u0 = z0 ∈ Ỹ.

Altogether, we get Ỹ=
⋂

f∈X∗{ker f : M f ⊆ SY}. Also, it follows from (i) that Ỹ is a vector space

complement of Y.

(ii) =⇒ (iii). Let Ỹ=
⋂

f∈X∗
{ker f : M f ⊆ SY}. We first show that

Ann(Ỹ) = JX(Y). (3.2)

It follows from (3.1) that Ỹ=
⋂

f∈JX(Y)
ker f . Therefore, Ann(Ỹ)⊇ JX(Y). To prove the other side

of the inclusion, consider any g ∈ Ann(Ỹ). Since X is reflexive and strictly convex, g attains its
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norm at a unique (up to unimodular scalar multiple) vector x0 of SX. Now, x0 can be uniquely ex-

pressed as x0 = y0+z0 for some y0 ∈Y, z0 ∈ Ỹ. Therefore, |g(y0+z0)|= |g(y0)|= ‖g‖. Evidently,

‖y0‖ ≥ 1. Consider the unique support functional fy0
at y0. Then by Lemma 3.2, we have

M fy0
=

{
µ

y0

‖y0‖
: |µ|= 1

}
⊆ SY.

It now follows from the hypothesis that fy0
(z0) = 0. Thus, y0 ⊥B z0 and we have 1 = ‖y0 + z0‖ ≥

‖y0‖. This shows that ‖y0‖ = 1. By the strict convexity of X, we have x0 = y0. Consequently,

by (3.1), we have g ∈ JX(Y) and thus, JX(Y) ⊆ Ann(Ỹ). Now, consider the map φ : Ann(Ỹ)→
X∗/Ann(Y) defined by

φ(l) = l +Ann(Y), l ∈ Ann(Ỹ).

It follows from (3.1) and (3.2) that every l ∈ Ann(Ỹ) attains its norm at some ỹ ∈ SY. Thus, for

any l′ ∈ Ann(Y), we have ker l′∩Ml 6= /0. Since l′ ∈ Ann(Y) is arbitrary, it follows from Lemma

2.3 that l ⊥B Ann(Y). Therefore, ‖l+g‖ ≥ ‖l‖ for all g ∈ Ann(Y). This shows that

‖l‖ ≥ inf{‖l+ f‖ : f ∈ Ann(Y)}= ‖l +Ann(Y)‖ ≥ ‖l‖.
Consequently, φ is an isometry.

Next, we show that φ is surjective. Let p+Ann(Y)∈X∗/Ann(Y) be arbitrary. Then p = f0+g0

for some unique f0 ∈Ann(Ỹ) and g0 ∈Ann(Y) and this happens because, X∗=Ann(Ỹ)
⊕

Ann(Y),

by virtue of X= Y
⊕

Ỹ. Thus,

φ( f0) = f0 +Ann(Y) = p+Ann(Y).

Consequently, φ is a surjective isometry as desired. Let η : X∗/Ann(Y) → Y∗ be the canonical

isometric isomorphism. Therefore, η ◦ φ induces an isometric isomorphism from JX(Y) to Y∗,

which is to say that the following diagram commutes.

Ann(Ỹ) = JX(Y)
φ

//

η◦φ

��

X∗/AnnY

η

xxqq
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q
q

Y∗

(iii) =⇒ (iv). Evidently, JX(Y) is a linear subspace of X∗. Let f ,g ∈ Y∗ and let f̃ , g̃ be the Hahn-

Banach extensions of f ,g respectively. Note that Hahn-Banach extension is unique because, X∗

is strictly convex as X is reflexive and smooth. Let h be the Hahn-Banach extension of f + g.

We show that h = f̃ + g̃. By the uniqueness of Hahn-Banach extension, it is enough to show that

‖h‖= ‖ f̃ + g̃‖. Clearly, h attains its norm in Y as ( f +g) does so. Moreover, the fact that

h(y) = f (y)+g(y) = f̃ (y)+ g̃(y), y ∈ Y,

shows that Mh ∩ker
(

h−
(

f̃ + g̃
))

6= /0. Therefore, h ⊥B (h− ( f̃ + g̃)), and hence

‖h‖ ≤
∥∥∥ f̃ + g̃

∥∥∥ . (3.3)

On the other hand, since JX(Y) is a linear subspace and f̃ , g̃ ∈ JX(Y), we have f̃ + g̃ ∈ JX(Y). Let

f̃ + g̃ attain its norm at y0 ∈ Y. Then,
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∥∥∥ f̃ + g̃

∥∥∥=
∣∣∣( f̃ + g̃)(y0)

∣∣∣= |h(y0)| ≤ ‖h‖. (3.4)

Therefore, by (3.3) and (3.4), we have ‖h‖= ‖ f̃ + g̃‖. Consequently, Ψ( f +g) = h = f̃ + g̃. Also,

we have Ψ(α f ) = α f̃ , for every scalar α . Thus, Ψ is a linear map.

(iv) =⇒ (i). We only show that JX(Y) is a linear subspace of X∗ and the rest of the proof

follows from [9, Theorem 1]. To this end, consider f̃ , g̃ ∈ JX(Y) and ỹ0, ỹ1 ∈ SY such that

f̃ (ỹ0) = ‖ f̃‖, g̃(ỹ1) = ‖g̃‖. Let f = f̃ |Y and g = g̃|Y. Then f ,g ∈ Y∗ and

‖ f‖ ≤
∥∥∥ f̃

∥∥∥= f̃ (ỹ0) = f (ỹ0)≤ ‖ f‖.

Thus, f̃ is a Hahn-Banach extension of f . Moreover, f̃ is unique because X∗ is strictly convex.

Consequently, Ψ( f ) = f̃ . Similarly, we have Ψ(g) = g̃ and thus the linearity of Ψ shows that f̃ + g̃

is the unique Hahn-Banach extension of f +g. Therefore, f̃ + g̃ attains its norm in Y and it follows

from (3.1) that f̃ + g̃ ∈ JX(Y). Also, α f ∈ JX(Y) for any scalar α and f ∈ JX(Y). Consequently,

JX(Y) is a linear subspace of X∗. This completes the proof.

Naturally, we are led to find an analogue of Theorem 3.4 for a left-complemented subspace in a

Banach space what we present below.

Theorem 3.5. Let X be a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space and let Y be a closed

proper subspace of X. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) Y is left-complemented in X.

(ii) There is a non-trivial subspace Ỹ in X such that

S
Ỹ
=

⋃

f∈Ann(Y)\{0}
M f .

(iii) There is a closed subspace Ỹ1 of X such that the restriction map f 7→ f |
Ỹ1

from Ann(Y) to

Ỹ∗
1 is a surjective isometry.

(iv) There is a subspace Ŷ1 in X such that every f ∈ Ann(Y) attains its norm in Ŷ1 and the

linear map Θ : X∗ → Ŷ∗
1 defined by Θ( f ) = f |

Ŷ1
has norm one, and the norm attainment

set MΘ of Θ is given by MΘ = { f ∈ SX∗ : f ∈ Ann(Y)}.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii). Since Y is left-complemented in X, there exists a closed linear subspace Ỹ of

X such that X = Ỹ
⊕

Y and Ỹ ⊥B Y. We show that S
Ỹ
=
⋃

f∈Ann(Y)\{0} M f . Since X = Ỹ
⊕

LY,

by Proposition 3.1, we have X∗ = Ann(Y)
⊕

RAnn(Ỹ). Therefore, it follows from (3.2) that

JX∗(Ann(Y)) = Ann(Ann(Ỹ)). (3.5)

Since Ỹ is closed, by an easy application of Geometric Hahn-Banach Theorem, we have

Ann(Ann(Ỹ)) = {πX(x) ∈ X
∗∗ : f (x) = 0, f ∈ Ann(Ỹ)}= πX(Ỹ).

Let f ∈ Ann(Y) be arbitrary and let J( f ) = πX(y) for some y ∈X. Then by (3.5), we have πX(y) ∈
πX(Ỹ) and so y ∈ Ỹ. Also,

f

(
y

‖y‖

)
=

1

‖y‖πX(y)( f ) =
1

‖y‖‖ f‖2 = ‖ f‖.
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So, we have M f ⊆ S
Ỹ

. On the other hand, for z ∈ S
Ỹ

, we have πX(z) ∈ JX∗(Ann(Y)) by (3.5). Let

πX(z) = JX∗(g) for some g ∈ Ann(Y). Since JX∗ is norm preserving, we have

1 = ‖z‖2 = ‖g‖2 = πX(z)(g) = g(z).

Therefore, z ∈ Mg and the desired equality follows.

(ii) =⇒ (iii). Let Ỹ = Ỹ1. We first show that Ỹ is closed. We claim that Ỹ = {x ∈ X : x ⊥B Y}.
Let z ∈ Ỹ be arbitrary. It follows from the hypotheses that

z

‖z‖ ∈ M f for some f ∈ Ann(Y). Then

for any y ∈ Y, we have

‖ f‖‖z+λy‖ ≥ | f (z+λy)|= | f (z)|= ‖ f‖‖z‖,
for all scalars λ . Thus, z⊥B y for any y ∈Y. Since z∈ Ỹ is arbitrary, we have Ỹ⊥B Y. By forgoing

arguments Ỹ ⊆ {x ∈ X : x ⊥B Y}. To prove the other side of the inclusion, consider any x ∈ X

such that x ⊥B Y. Define g : span{x,Y}→C by g(αx+y) = α‖x‖. It is not difficult to see that the

Hahn-Banach extension g̃ of g annihilates Y and attains norm at x/‖x‖. Therefore, it follows from

the hypotheses that x/‖x‖ ∈ S
Ỹ

. Consequently, x ∈ Ỹ as desired. Now, we consider any sequence

(zn) in Ỹ that converges to some z0 ∈X. Then for any y ∈Y and λ ∈C, we have ‖zn+λy‖ ≥ ‖zn‖.

By continuity of the norm, we have ‖z0 +λy‖ ≥ ‖z0‖, for all scalars λ . Since y ∈ Y is arbitrary,

we have z0 ⊥B Y. Therefore, z0 ∈ Ỹ, i.e., Ỹ is closed, and the claim is proved.

Next, consider the map φ : Ann(Y) → X∗/Ann(Ỹ), defined by φ( f ) = f +Ann(Ỹ). By the

hypotheses, we have M f ⊆ S
Ỹ

for every f ∈ Ann(Y). Thus, it follows from Lemma 2.3 that f ⊥B

Ann(Ỹ). Now, by an argument similar to that in the proof of (ii) =⇒ (iii) of Theorem 3.4, we

can show that φ is an isometry. Let η̃ : X∗/Ann(Ỹ) → Ỹ∗ be the canonical isometry. Thus,

η̃ ◦ φ : Ann(Y) → Ỹ∗ given by η̃ ◦ φ( f ) = f |
Ỹ

induces an isometry. So, the following diagram

commutes.

Ann(Y)
φ

//

η̃◦φ

��

X∗/Ann(Ỹ)

η̃

zz✉✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉
✉

Ỹ∗

(iii) =⇒ (iv). Let Ŷ1 = Ỹ1. Consider any f ∈ Ann(Y) and let f̂ = f |
Ŷ1

. Evidently, Ŷ1 is reflexive

and f̂ attains its norm at some unit vector z0 ∈ S
Ŷ1

. However, by the hypothesis

‖ f‖= ‖ f |
Ŷ1
‖= ‖ f̂‖= | f̂ (z0)|= | f (z0)|.

Therefore, z0 ∈ M f . Consequently, any member f ∈ Ann(Y) attains its norm in Ŷ1. To prove

the next part, first observe that ‖Θ(g)‖ = ‖g|
Ŷ1
‖ ≤ ‖g‖ for every g ∈ X∗ and for any unit vector

f ∈ Ann(Y) we have ‖Θ( f )‖ = ‖ f |
Ŷ1
‖ = ‖ f‖ = 1. Thus, ‖Θ‖ = 1. Moreover, { f ∈ SX∗ : f ∈

Ann(Y)} ⊆ MΘ. Also, for any l ∈ MΘ we have ‖l‖ = 1 = ‖Θ(l)‖ = ‖l|
Ŷ1
‖. Therefore, l is a

Hahn-Banach extension of l|
Ŷ1

. Let l̂ = l|
Ŷ1
. Then l̂ ∈ Ŷ∗

1 and by the hypotheses there exists

l′ ∈ Ann(Y) such that l′|
Ŷ1

= l̂ with ‖l′‖= ‖l̂‖. Therefore, l′ is also a Hahn-Banach extension of l.
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By the uniqueness of the Hahn-Banach extension, we have l = l′. Consequently, l ∈ Ann(Y) and

MΘ ⊆ { f ∈ SX∗ : f ∈ Ann(Y)}, and the desired equality is proved.

(iv) =⇒ (i). We first show that Ŷ1 = {x ∈X : x ⊥B Y}. Let x0 ∈X be such that x0 ⊥B Y. Then the

unique support functional fx0
at x0 vanishes on Y. Thus, by the hypotheses we have x0 ∈ Ŷ1. On

the other hand, for any z0 ∈ Ŷ1, we have

1

‖z0‖
‖ fz0

‖≥
∥∥∥∥Θ

(
1

‖z0‖
fz0

)∥∥∥∥=
1

‖z0‖
∥∥∥ fz0

|
Ŷ1

∥∥∥≥ 1

‖z0‖2

∣∣∣ fz0
|
Ŷ1
(z0)

∣∣∣= 1

‖z0‖2
| fz0

(z0)|=
1

‖z0‖2
‖ fz0

‖.

Thus, 1
‖z0‖ fz0

∈ MΘ and consequently fz0
∈ Ann(Y). So, z0 ⊥B Y. It now follows from the proof

of (i) =⇒ (ii) that Ŷ1 is a closed subspace of X. Observe that Ŷ1

⊕
Y = {z+ y : z ∈ Ŷ1, y ∈ Y}

is a closed subspace of X. Indeed, for any sequence (zn + yn) in Ŷ1

⊕
Y that converges to some

x0 ∈ X, the sequence (zn) is Cauchy, because

‖zn + yn − zm − ym‖ ≥ ‖zn − zm‖, n ∈ N.

Since Ŷ1 is closed, (zn) converges to z0, for some z0 ∈ Ŷ1. Consequently, (yn) converges to (x0 −
z0) and (x0 − z0) ∈ Y. Therefore, x0 ∈ Ŷ1

⊕
Y. Now, if Ŷ1

⊕
Y is a proper subspace of X, then

by Lemma 3.3, there is a nonzero u0 ∈ X such that u0 ⊥B (Ŷ1

⊕
Y). In particular, u0 ⊥B Y. Then

u0 ∈ Ŷ1, which is a contradiction. Thus, Ŷ1 is a vector space complement of Y and X= Ŷ1

⊕
LY.

The proof is now complete.

It is well-known (e.g. see [8, 23]) that if X is a Banach space with dim X ≥ 3, then every

closed subspace of X is right-complemented if and only if X is a Hilbert space. Also, every one-

dimensional subspace in a Banach space is left-complemented if and only if the space is a Hilbert

space, see [22, Theorem 5]. However, by James characterization [21], every one-dimensional

subspace is right-complemented. Thus, it follows from Proposition 3.1 that right-complemented

(or left-complemented) subspaces of a Banach space are not necessarily left-complemented (or

right-complemented). The following example shows that there are closed linear subspaces which

are both right-complemented and left-complemented in a Banach space.

Example 3.6. Let (Ω,Σ,µ) be a measure space and X be a Banach space over C. For 1 ≤ p < ∞,

consider the Banach space

Lp(Ω,Σ,µ) :=

{
f : Ω → X | f measurable and

∫

Ω
‖ f (x)‖pdµ < ∞

}
,

equipped with the norm

‖ f‖p = (

∫

Ω
‖ f (x)‖pdµ)

1
p , f ∈ Lp(Ω,Σ,µ).

Let A ∈ Σ with µ(A) 6= 0. Then the set B = Ω\A belongs to Σ too. Consider the subspace

Y := {χA f : f ∈ Lp(Ω,Σ,µ)},
consisting of elements f ∈ Lp(Ω,Σ,µ) with support inside A and the subspace

Ỹ := {χBg : g ∈ Lp(Ω,Σ,µ)},
consisting of elements g ∈ Lp(Ω,Σ,µ) with support inside B = Ω \A. Evidently, both of Y and

Ỹ are closed subspaces of Lp(Ω,Σ,µ). Note that every element f ∈ Lp(Ω,Σ,µ) can be uniquely
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written as f = f1+ f2 with f1 ∈Y and f2 ∈ Ỹ, where f1 = χA f and f2 = χB f . In particular, we get

Y⊕ Ỹ= Lp(Ω,Σ,µ). Now, for f ∈ Y,g ∈ Ỹ and λ ∈ C we have,

‖ f +λg‖p
p =

∫

Ω
‖ f (x)+λg(x)‖pdµ(x)

=

∫

A
‖ f (x)+λg(x)‖pdµ(x)+

∫

B
‖ f (x)+λg(x)‖pdµ(x)

=

∫

A
‖ f (x)‖pdµ(x)+

∫

B
‖λg(x)‖pdµ(x)

= ‖ f‖p
p + |λ |p‖g‖p

p

≥ ‖ f‖p
p.

Similarly, we have ‖g+λ f‖p
p ≥ ‖g‖p

p for all scalars λ ∈ C. Thus, the vector space decomposition

is also consistent with the Birkhoff-James orthogonality, i.e.

Lp(Ω,Σ,µ) = Y
⊕

L

Ỹ= Ỹ
⊕

R

Y.

Right-complement (or left-complement) of a closed subspace may not be unique as the following

example shows.

Example 3.7. Let X be the 3-dimensional Banach space (C3,‖ · ‖∞), where

‖(x,y,z)‖∞ = max{|x|, |y|, |z|}.
Let Y = span{(1,1,1)}. Then Ỹ := span{(1,0,0),(0,1,0)} is a vector space complement of Y.

Moreover,

‖(1+λ ,1+µ,1)‖∞ ≥ 1 = ‖(1,1,1)‖∞, λ ,µ ∈ C.

Consequently, Ỹ is a right-complement of Y in X. Similarly, it can be shown that the subspace

Z′ := span{(0,1,0),(0,0,1)} is a right-complement of Y. Also, by Proposition 3.1 both Ann(Ỹ)
and Ann(Z′) are left-complements of Ann(Y) in X∗.

Remark 3.8. Example 3.7 shows that the right-complemented (or left-complemented) subspaces

of a Banach space may not be the range (or kernel) of a unique norm one projection. However, it

is unique if X is reflexive, smooth and strictly convex as was shown in [9, Lemma 2].

4. RANGE OF AN ISOMETRY AND WOLD ISOMETRY

The range of a Banach space isometry may not be a right-complemented (or 1-complemented)

subspace as was shown in [14] by an example. In [15], Faulkner and Huneycutt asked when the

range of a Banach space isometry is right-complemented, see Question 2 in [15]. Here we obtain

a characterization for an isometry on a reflexive Banach space with right-complemented range and

thus answer the question posed in [15] for reflexive Banach spaces. Again, Theorem 2.12 tells us

that an isometry on a reflexive Banach space with right-complemented range is a Wold isometry.

So, in this way we characterize a Wold isometry too on a reflexive Banach space. Also, we apply

the results of Section 3 to find several characterizations for an isometry with right-complemented

range that acts on a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space. These characterizations

give rise to a few sufficient conditions such that an isometry on a reflexive, smooth and strictly

convex Banach space becomes a Wold isometry. We begin with an elementary lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. Let V be a Wold isometry on a Banach space X with Wold decomposition V =V |X1
⊕

V |X2
, where X1 is the maximal invariant subspace of V such that V |X1

is a unitary and V |X2
is a

pure isometry. If the range of V is right-complemented, then V |X2
is a unilateral shift.

Proof. Let L be the right-complement of V (X) in X. Then for all n ∈ N, V nL ⊥B L as V nL ⊆
V (X). So, by Lemma 2.8 the conclusion follows.

We have already discussed in Section 2 that the range of an isometry is not necessarily right-

complemented. Even the range of a Wold isometry may not always be right complemented. Indeed,

every unilateral shift is a pure isometry and hence is a Wold isometry, but one can have an example

of a unilateral shift whose range is not right-complemented.

Example 4.2. Let us consider the disk algebra A consisting of the continuous functions f :D→C

that are analytic on D and are equipped with the supremum norm. For the function φ(z) = z,

consider the multiplication operator Mφ on A defined by Mφ f (z) = φ(z) f (z) = z f (z). Let L be

the linear subspace of A consisting of constant functions. We show the following:

(i) Mφ is an isometry ;

(ii) A =
∞⊕

n=0

Mn
φL ;

(iii) Mn
φL ⊥B Mm

φ L for every n > m ≥ 0 ;

(iv) the range of Mφ is not right-complemented.

This is same as showing that Mφ is a unilateral shift whose range is not right-complemented.

(i) For any f ∈ A , we have

‖Mφ f‖= sup
|z|≤1

|z. f (z)|= sup
|z|=1

|z|| f (z)|= ‖ f‖∞,D = ‖ f‖

and hence Mφ is an isometry.

(ii) Given any f ∈ A , we consider its Taylor series which is given by

f (z) =
∞

∑
n=0

f n(0)

n!
zn =

∞

∑
n=0

Mn
φ

(
f n(0)

n!

)
=

∞

∑
n=0

Mn
φ ln,

where ln are the constant functions ln(z) =
f n(0)

n!
for all z. Therefore, we have A =

∞⊕

n=0

Mn
φL .

(iii) Since Birkhoff-James orthogonality is homogeneous, it is enough to show that zn ⊥B zm for

every n > m ≥ 0. We use a characterization of Birkhoff-James orthogonality of continuous func-

tions proved in [5, Theorem 2.2]. Let pn(z) = zn and pm(z) = zm. Then by [5, Theorem 2.2], we

have

pn(z)⊥B pm(z) ⇐⇒ 0 ∈ Convex hull of the set
{

pn(x)Pm(x) : |x| ≤ 1, |pn(x)|= ‖pn‖= 1
}
.

However, since{
pn(x)Pm(x) : |x| ≤ 1, |pn(x)|= ‖pn‖= 1

}
=
{

pn(x)Pm(x) : |x|= 1, |pn(x)|= ‖pn‖= 1
}
,

we have {
pn(x)Pm(x) : |x|= 1, |pn(x)|= ‖pn‖= 1

}
= {zn−m : |z|= 1}= T,

where T is the unit circle. Note that convex hull of T contains 0. Consequently, pn(z) ⊥B pm(z)
for every n > m ≥ 0.
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(iv) Again, we apply Theorem 2.2 in [5]. Consider f (z) = z+ z2 = Mφ (1+ z) ∈ Mφ (A ). We show

that f 6⊥B 1, where 1 denotes the constant function 1. By [5, Theorem 2.2], we have

f ⊥B 1 ⇐⇒ 0 ∈ Convex hull of the set
{

f (z)1(z) : |z| ≤ 1, | f (z)|= ‖ f‖
}

i.e., f ⊥B 1 ⇐⇒ 0 ∈ Convex hull of the set{ f (z) : |z| ≤ 1, | f (z)|= ‖ f‖} .

It is not difficult to see that | f (z)| ≤ 2 and equality holds if and only if z = 1. Thus, we have

Convex hull of the set{ f (z) : |z| ≤ 1, | f (z)|= ‖ f‖}= {2}.

Consequently, f 6⊥B 1. If the range of Mφ were right-complemented, then there would exist a norm-

one projection P onto the range of Mφ such that range(P)⊥B range(I−P). However, range(I−P)
only consists of the constant functions and we already have f 6⊥B 1. So, the range of Mφ is not

right-complemented.

We learn from Theorem 2.12 that an isometry on a reflexive Banach space whose range is right-

complemented range is a Wold isometry. This gives rise to an immediate question: is the range

of an isometry on a reflexive Banach space always right-complemented ? It is well-known that in

general the range of an isometry is not right-complemented. However, it makes sense to ask the

question in the reflexive-Banach space setting. In [33], Pelczar-Barwacz constructed a reflexive

Banach space X that has a proper closed linear subspace X1 such that X1 is isometrically isomor-

phic with X and X1 is not right-complement. In fact X1 is not complemented in X. Thus, the

inclusion map from X1 into X is an isometry without a right-complemented range in reflexive Ba-

nach space setting. Below we characterize an isometry on a reflexive Banach space whose range

is right-complemented.

Theorem 4.3. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and let V be an isometry on X. Then the following

are equivalent:

(i) V has right-complemented range ;

(ii) There is an operator T : X→ X with ‖T‖= 1 such that TV = I.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii). Let L be a right-complement of V (X) in X. Since the range of V is right-

complemented, then by Theorem 2.12 we have that V is a Wold isometry. Suppose X= X1 ⊕X2,

where X1 and X2 are given by (2.10). Now, both X1 and X2 are invariant under V and V |X1
is a

unitary and V |X2
is a unilateral shift by Lemma 4.1. Let T1 be the linear operator V |X1

: X1 → X1

and define T2 : X2 → X2 by

T2

(
∞

∑
n=0

V nln

)
=

∞

∑
n=0

V nln+1.
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Define T : X → X by T (x1 + x2) = T−1
1 x1 +T2x2 for x1 ∈ X1, x2 ∈ X2. Evidently, x1 = T1y1 for

some y1 ∈ X1 and x2 = ∑∞
n=0V nln for some sequence (ln)⊆ L . Therefore,

‖T (x1 + x2)‖= ‖T−1
1 x1 +T2x2‖=

∥∥∥∥∥y1 +
∞

∑
n=0

V nln+1

∥∥∥∥∥

=

∥∥∥∥∥V (y1 +
∞

∑
n=0

V nln+1)

∥∥∥∥∥

≤
∥∥∥∥∥l0 +V (y1 +

∞

∑
n=0

V nln+1)

∥∥∥∥∥ [ VX⊥B L ];

=

∥∥∥∥∥T1y1 +
∞

∑
n=0

V nln

∥∥∥∥∥
= ‖x1 + x2‖ .

Therefore, ‖T‖ ≤ 1. Also, since any x ∈ X can be uniquely expressed as x = x1 + x2, for x1 ∈ X1

and x2 ∈ X2, we have that

TV (x) = TV (x1 + x2) = TV x1 +TV x2 = T−1
1 (Vx1)+T2

(
∞

∑
n=0

V n+1ln

)
= x1 + x2 = x.

Consequently, TV = I and ‖T‖= 1.

(ii) =⇒ (i). Consider the operator P =V T . Then P and V have the same range. Indeed, P(X)⊆
V (X), and for any y ∈ V (X) with inverse image x, we have Py = VTVx = V x = y. In addition,

P2 = (VT )(VT ) =V (TV )T = P and ‖P‖ ≤ ‖V‖‖T‖= 1. Thus, P is a norm-one projection on the

range of V . Consequently, the range of V is right-complemented by Proposition 2.7.

Now we move to consider isometries acting mostly on reflexive, smooth and strictly convex

Banach spaces. We start with two basic results which will be used in the sequel and are also of

independent interests.

Proposition 4.4. Let X be a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space and V be an

isometry on X. Then the map Φ : JX (V (X))→X∗ defined by the restriction of the Banach adjoint

V× on JX(V (X)), is a bijective map.

Proof. We show that

V× ( fV x) = fx, x ∈ X. (4.1)

For every y ∈ SX we have

|(V×( fV x))(y)|= | fV x(Vy)| ≤ ‖ fV x‖‖V y‖= ‖V x‖= ‖x‖.
On the other hand

V×( fV x)

(
x

‖x‖

)
= ( fV x)

(
Vx

‖x‖

)
=

‖V x‖2

‖x‖ = ‖x‖.

Therefore, ‖V×( fV x)‖ = ‖x‖ and V×( fV x)(x) = ‖V x‖2 = ‖x‖2. Thus, V×( fV x) is a support func-

tional at x. Again, since X is smooth, we have that V×( fV x) = fx. So, Φ can be described as

Φ( fV x) =V×( fV x) = fx, x ∈ X. (4.2)
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The map Φ is injective. Indeed, for fV x, fV y ∈ JX (V (X)) and Φ( fV x) = Φ( fV y), we have fx = fy.
Therefore, ‖x‖= ‖ fx‖= ‖ fy‖= ‖y‖. Note that,

fx

(
y

‖y‖

)
= fy

(
y

‖y‖

)
= ‖ fy‖= ‖ fx‖= fx

(
x

‖x‖

)
.

Since X is strictly convex, by Lemma 3.2, fx attains its norm at a unique point (up to unimodular

scalar multiple). So, it follows that x = y. Consequently, Vx = V y and fV x = fV y. The map Φ is

surjective, because by the reflexivity of X, any nonzero element f ∈ X∗ is of the form fx. Thus,

Φ( fV x) =V×( fV x) = fx. This completes the proof.

Lemma 4.5. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and let V be an isometry on X. Then ‖V×( f )‖=
‖ f‖ if and only if f ∈ JX (V (X)).

Proof. We first prove the necessity. Let f ∈ X∗ be arbitrary. Since X is reflexive, V× f attains its

norm at a unit vector, say x0. Then
∥∥V× f

∥∥= sup
‖x‖=1

| f (V (x))|= | f (V (x0))| ≤ ‖ f‖=
∥∥V× f

∥∥ .

Therefore, f attains its norm at V (x0) and hence f ∈ JX(V (X)), see (3.1). We now prove the

sufficiency. Since f ∈ JX(V (X)), f attains its norm at V (y0) for some unit vector y0. Therefore,

‖ f‖=
∥∥ f |V (X)

∥∥= ‖V× f‖ and the proof is complete.

Now, we characterize the isometries acting on reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach

spaces whose ranges are right-complemented.

Theorem 4.6. Let X be a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space and V be a non-

surjective isometry on X. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) V (X) is right-complemented ;

(ii) MV× = SW for some subspace W of X∗ ;

(iii) ‖ fx + fy‖= ‖ fV x + fV y‖ for all x,y ∈ X ;

(iv) The map Φ−1 : X∗ → JX (V (X)) is linear, where Φ is as in (4.2).

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii). Since V (X) is right-complemented, JX(VX) is a linear subspace of X∗ by [9,

Theorem 1]. Let W= JX (V (X)) . Then by Lemma 4.5 we have that MV× = SW.

(ii) =⇒ (iii). Let x and y be any two elements of X. Since fV x and fV y are members of JX (V (X)),
by Lemma 4.5 we have that ‖V×( fV x)‖= ‖ fV x‖ and ‖V×( fV y)‖= ‖ fV y‖. Therefore,

{
fV x

‖ fV x‖
,

fV x

‖ fV x‖

}
⊆ MV× ⊆W.

Since W is a linear subspace, we have that ( fV x + fV y) ∈W. Therefore, by the hypothesis

‖V× ( fV x + fV y)‖= ‖( fV x + fV y)‖.
It now follows from (4.1) that ‖ fx + fy‖= ‖ fV x + fV y‖.

(iii) =⇒ (iv). Let fx, fy be any two elements of X∗ and let α,β ∈ C. Since Φ is surjective, there

is z ∈ X such that Φ( fV z) = α fx +β fy. It follows from (4.2) that V×( fV z) = V×(α fV x +β fV y).
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Therefore, there is g ∈ ker(V×) such that fV z = α fV x+β fV y+g. Since M fVz
=
{

µ V z
‖V z‖ : |µ|= 1

}

(by Lemma 3.2) and g vanishes on V (X), we have

(α fV x +β fV y +g)|V (X) = (α fV x +β fV y)|V (X),

and ∥∥(α fV x +β fV y +g)
∥∥=

∥∥(α fV x +β fV y +g)|V (X)

∥∥=
∥∥(α fV x +β fV y)|V(X)

∥∥ .
Therefore, (α fV x +β fV y +g) is a Hahn-Banach extension of (α fV x +β fV y)|V(X). Thus, we have

∥∥α fV x +β fV y

∥∥=
∥∥∥ fαV (x)+ fβV (y)

∥∥∥=
∥∥∥ fV (αx)+ f

V(βy)

∥∥∥=
∥∥∥ fαx + fβ y

∥∥∥
= ‖α fx +β fy‖
=
∥∥αV×( fV x)+βV×( fV y)

∥∥
= ‖V×(α fV x +β fV y)‖,

where the third equality follows from the hypothesis. Thus, by Lemma 4.5, we have (α fV x +
β fV y) ∈ JX (V (X)) . Suppose (α fV x +β fV y) attains its norm at Vz0 for some z0 ∈ SX. Then
∥∥(α fV x +β fV y)|V(X)

∥∥≤
∥∥α fV x +β fV y

∥∥=
∣∣(α fV x +β fV y)(Vz0)

∣∣≤
∥∥(α fV x +β fV y)|V(X)

∥∥ .
Therefore, we have

∥∥(α fV x +β fV y)|V (X)

∥∥ =
∥∥(α fV x +β fV y)

∥∥ . This shows that (α fV x + β fV y)
is also a Hahn-Banach extension of (α fV x + β fV y)|V (X). Therefore, by the uniqueness of Hahn-

Banach extension, we have (α fV x +β fV y +g) = (α fV x +β fV y). Consequently,

Φ−1(α fx +β fy) = α fV x +β fV y +g = α fV x +β fV y = αΦ−1( fx)+βΦ−1( fy),

and Φ−1 is a linear map.

(iv) =⇒ (i). The hypothesis indicates that JX(V (X)) is a linear subspace of X∗. Therefore, by [9,

Theorem 1] V (X) is right-complemented in X. This completes the proof.

Combining Theorems 2.12 & 4.6, we have the following sufficient conditions such that a Banach

space isometry becomes a Wold isometry.

Theorem 4.7. Let X be a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space. Then each of the

conditions below implies that V is a Wold isometry.

(i) ‖ fV x + fV y‖= ‖ fx + fy‖ for all x,y ∈ X.

(ii) The map Φ−1 : X∗ → JX (V (X)) defined by fx 7→ fV x is linear.

(iii) MV× = SW for some subspace W of X∗.

5. THE σ -SHIFT AND EXTENSION OF A WOLD ISOMETRY

Recall from Section 2 that Wold decomposition of an isometry V on a Hilbert space H splits

H into two orthogonal parts H = H0 ⊕2 H1 such that H0,H1 are reducing subspaces of V and

V |H0
is a unitary and V |H1

is a pure isometry, i.e. a unilateral shift. On the other hand, not all

isometries on a Banach space possess a Wold decomposition. The Banach space isometries that

admit Wold decomposition are called Wold isometries (see Section 2 for details). In [15], Faulkner

and Huneycutt found a Wold-type decomposition for a Wold isometry which goes parallel with

the Hilbert space Wold decomposition. In Hilbert space setting, the unilateral shift part V |H1
of

an isometry V can be extended to a bilateral shift say B (which is a unitary) in a natural way. It

follows that every Hilbert space isometry V extends to a unitary V |H0
⊕B. However, a bilateral
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shift on a Banach space is not always a unitary, in fact it may not be even a bounded operator, e.g.

see [10, 19]. In this Section, we define σ -shift between Banach spaces X, Y which is analogous

to Hilbert space bilateral shift in the sense that it is a unitary and it coincides with bilateral shift

when X is a Hilbert space. Then we show that every unilateral shift on a Banach space extends to

a σ -shift. It does not follow from here that every Wold isometry extends to a Banach sapce unitary

and the obvious reason is that the pure isometry part of a Wold isometry may not be a unilateral

shift. So, in the later half of this Section we also prove that every Wold isometry on a Banach space

extends to a Banach space unitary.

Let V be a Wold isometry on X and X=V (X)
⊕

L . Let X1 =
⋂∞

n=0V nX and X2 =
⊕∞

n=0V nL .
We denote by N0 the set of all non-negative integers, i.e. N∪{0}. The vector space of sequences

S :=

{
(ln)n∈N0

: ln ∈ L for all n ∈ N0 and
∞

∑
n=0

V nln ∈ X2

}
(5.1)

that is equipped with the norm

∥∥(ln)n∈N0

∥∥
L

:=

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=0

V nln

∥∥∥∥∥ , (5.2)

is a Banach space and it is isometrically isomorphic to X2. Therefore, for a unilateral shift V on X

we have the following identification.

Proposition 5.1. Let X be a Banach space and V be a unilateral shift on X. Then X is isometrically

isomorphic to (S ,‖ · ‖L ).

Proof. Evidently, the map Λ : X→ S defined by

Λ

(
∞

∑
n=0

V nln

)
= (ln)n∈N0

(5.3)

is a linear surjective isometry.

We shall be consistent with the notations of Theorem 4.3 and Proposition 5.1 in the following

remark.

Remark 5.2. A unilateral shift V on a Banach space X with the generating subspace L can be

realized as a forward shift operator on (S ,‖ · ‖L ). The isometry V̂ : (S ,‖ · ‖L )→ (S ,‖ · ‖L ),
defined by

V̂ (l0, l1, . . .) = ΛV Λ−1(l0, l1, . . .) = (0, l0, l1, . . .)

is a forward shift operator. Thus, V̂ is a unilateral shift with generating subspace L̂ , where

L̂ = {(l,0,0, . . .) ∈ S : l ∈ L }.
This is because, for any n ∈ N and l1, l2 ∈ L we have

∥∥∥V̂ n(l1,0, . . .)+(l2,0, . . .)
∥∥∥

L
= ‖V nl1 + l2‖ ≥ ‖V nl1‖= ‖V̂ n(l1,0, . . .)‖L .

Moreover, if the range of V is right-complemented, then the left-inverse of V as in Theorem 4.3

can be realized as a backward shift operator on (S ,‖ · ‖L ). The following commutative diagram

is a gist of this entire discussion.
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X
V

//

Λ
��

X

Λ
��

S
V̂

// S

(5.4)

Isometric copy of unilateral shift

Below we present an example of a unilateral shift which will be used in sequel.

Example 5.3. Recall that for a Banach space X, the space ℓ2(X) consists of all X-valued square

summable sequences, i.e.

ℓ2(X) =

{
(x0,x1, . . .) :

∞

∑
n=0

‖xn‖2 < ∞

}

and is equipped with the norm

‖(x0,x1, . . .)‖=
(

∞

∑
n=0

‖xn‖2

) 1
2

.

The operator Mz : ℓ2(X)→ ℓ2(X) defined by

Mz(x0,x1, . . .) = (0,x0,x1, . . .), (5.5)

is a typical example of a unilateral shift with the generating subspace {(x,0,0, . . .) : x ∈ X}. We

denote the left-inverse of Mz by M̂z which is the backward shift on ℓ2(X), i.e.,

M̂z(x0,x1, . . .) = (x1,x2, . . .). (5.6)

In particular when X is a Hilbert space, the backward shift M̂z coincides with M∗
z .

We now define σ -shift between Banach spaces and this is an analogue of bilateral shift on a

Hilbert space.

Definition 5.4. Let Y be a vector space and let ‖ · ‖Y, ‖ · ‖σ be two norms in Y such that both

(Y,‖ · ‖σ) and (Y,‖ · ‖Y) are Banach spaces. A surjective isometry Ṽ : (Y,‖ · ‖σ)→ (Y,‖ · ‖Y) is

said to be a σ -shift if it satisfies the following properties.

(i) There exists a closed linear subspace I ⊆ (Y,‖ · ‖Y)∩(Y,‖ · ‖σ) such that Ṽ nI ⊥B I for

n = 1,2, . . . and I ⊥B Ṽ nI for n =−1,−2, . . . .

(ii) (Y,‖ · ‖Y) = (W,‖ · ‖W) , where W =

{
w1 +w2 : w1 ∈

∞⊕

n=0

Ṽ n
I , w2 ∈

−1⊕

n=−∞

Ṽ n
I

}
and

‖w1 +w2‖W =
(
‖w1‖2

Y
+‖w2‖2

Y

) 1
2 .

The subspace I is called a generating subspace and dim(I ) is called the multiplicity of the

σ -shift operator Ṽ .

Evidently, it trivially follows that a σ -shift is a bilateral shift between Banach spaces in the sense

of the definition of “Bilateral shift between Banach spaces” given in Section 2. Below we give an

example of a σ -shift for the convenience of the readers.
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Example 5.5. Let X be a Banach space and ℓ2(Z,X) be the Banach space consists of all square

summable bi-sequences with entries in X, i.e.,

ℓ2(Z,X) = {(xn)n∈Z : xn ∈ X for all n ∈ Z,
∞

∑
n=−∞

‖xn‖2 < ∞},

and is equipped with the norm

‖(xn)n∈Z‖=
(

∞

∑
n=−∞

‖xn‖2

) 1
2

.

Consider the operator U : ℓ2(Z,X)→ ℓ2(Z,X) defined by

U(. . . ,x−2,x−1, x0 ,x1,x2, . . .) = (. . . ,x−2, x−1 ,x0,x1,x2, . . .), (xn)n∈Z ∈ ℓ2(Z,X),

where the box denotes the 0-th position in the sequence. Then U is a surjective isometry with

inverse U−1 : ℓ2(Z,X)→ ℓ2(Z,X) given by

U−1(. . . ,x−2,x−1, x0 ,x1,x2, . . .) = (. . . ,x−2,x−1,x0, x1 ,x2, . . .), (xn)n∈Z ∈ ℓ2(Z,X).

Let I = {(. . . ,0, x ,0, . . .) : x ∈ X}. Then I is a closed linear subspace of ℓ2(Z,X) and for

arbitrary x1, x2 in I , we have

‖Unx1 +x2‖ ≥ ‖Unx1‖ and ‖Unx1 +x2‖ ≥ ‖x2‖, for all n ∈ Z\{0}.
This shows that UnI ⊥B I for all n ∈ N and I ⊥B UnI for all negative integers. We also have

that ℓ2(Z,X) =W1⊕2W2, where W1 =
−1⊕

n=−∞

Un
I and W2 =

∞⊕

n=0

Un
I . Therefore, U is a σ -shift

operator with generating subspace I .

Proposition 5.6. Let Ṽ : (Y,‖ · ‖σ)→ (Y,‖ · ‖Y) be a σ -shift operator with generating subspace

I . If (Y,‖ · ‖σ) = (Y,‖ · ‖Y) and if it is a Hilbert space, then Ṽ is a bilateral shift with generating

subspace I .

Proof. Birkhoff-James orthogonality is equivalent to the inner product orthogonality on a Hilbert

space. So, Birkhoff-James orthogonality is symmetric and both left-right additive on a Hilbert

space. Thus, it follows from property-(i) in Definition 5.4 that Ṽ nI ⊥ I for all n ∈ Z \ {0}.

Consequently, I is a wandering subspace of Ṽ . Property-(ii) in Definition 5.4 shows that

(Y,‖ · ‖Y) =
( −1⊕

n=−∞

Ṽ n
I

)
⊕2

(
∞⊕

n=0

Ṽ n
I

)
=

∞⊕

n=−∞

Ṽ n
I .

Hence Ṽ is a bilateral shift with generating subspace I .

Theorem 5.7. Every unilateral shift on a Banach space can be extended to a σ -shift of same

multiplicity.

Proof. Let V be a unilateral shift on a Banach space (X,‖ · ‖X) with the generating subspace L . It

follows from Proposition 5.1 that Λ : (X,‖ · ‖X)→ (S ,‖ · ‖L ) is a surjective isometry (see (5.1)

and (5.2) for the definition of (S ,‖ · ‖L )). Consider the vector space Y of all bi-sequences

Y :=

{
(ln)n∈Z : ln ∈ L for all n ∈ Z and

∞

∑
n=0

V nln ∈ X,
∞

∑
n=0

V |n|ln ∈ X

}
,
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and the function ‖ · ‖Y : Y→ [0,∞) defined by

‖(ln)n∈Z‖Y =



∥∥∥∥∥

−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=0

V nln

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

.

It is easy to see that ‖ ·‖Y is a norm on Y and (Y,‖ ·‖Y) is isometrically isomorphic to (VX
⊕

2X).
Therefore, (Y,‖ · ‖Y) is a Banach space.

Let σ : Z→ Z be such that σ(n) = n−1. Define another function ‖ · ‖σ : Y→ [0,∞) by

‖(ln)n∈Z‖σ =
∥∥(lσ(n))n∈Z

∥∥
Y
.

It is easy to show that the function ‖ · ‖σ satisfies the positivity and homogeneity. Also, given any

l = (ln)n∈Z and r = (rn)n∈Z in Y, we have

‖(l+ r)‖σ =



∥∥∥∥∥

−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|(ln−1 + rn−1)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=0

V n(ln−1 + rn−1)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

=



∥∥∥∥∥

−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln−1 +
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|rn−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=0

V nln−1 +
∞

∑
n=0

V nrn−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

≤



(∥∥∥∥∥

−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln−1

∥∥∥∥∥
X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|rn−1

∥∥∥∥∥
X

)2

+

(∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=0

V nln−1

∥∥∥∥∥
X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=0

V nrn−1

∥∥∥∥∥
X

)2



1
2

≤



∥∥∥∥∥

−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=0

V nln−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

+



∥∥∥∥∥

−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|rn−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=0

V nrn−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

= ‖l‖σ +‖r‖σ .

Therefore, ‖·‖σ is a norm on Y. It is straightforward to see that the map Ṽ : (Y,‖·‖σ)→ (Y,‖·‖Y),
defined by

Ṽ ((ln)n∈Z) = (ln−1)n∈Z.

is a surjective isometry. Thus, (Y,‖ · ‖σ) is a Banach space. Now consider the vector subspace

I = {(· · · ,0,0, l ,0,0, · · ·) : l ∈ L }

of Y. To prove Ṽ : (Y,‖ · ‖σ)→ (Y,‖ · ‖Y) is a σ -shift, we show that I is a generating subspace

for Ṽ in the following three steps.

Step I: We show that I is a closed subspace of both (Y,‖ · ‖Y) and (Y,‖ · ‖σ) . First observe

that (S ,‖ · ‖L ) can be linearly embedded in both of (Y,‖ · ‖Y) and (Y,‖ · ‖σ) by the isometry

Λ̃
(
(ln)n∈N0

)
= (l′n)n∈Z, where l′n =

{
ln, if n ≥ 0,

0, if n ≤−1.
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Also, note that (X,‖ · ‖X) is isometrically embedded in both (Y,‖ · ‖σ ) and (Y,‖ · ‖Y) via the

isometry Λ̃◦Λ. Consequently, I is a closed subspace of both (Y,‖ · ‖σ ) and (Y,‖ · ‖Y), since L

is a closed subspace of (X,‖ · ‖X) .
Step II: Let li = (· · · ,0,0, li ,0,0, · · ·) be any two members of I for some li ∈L , i= 1,2. Then

for any scalar λ we have

‖Ṽ nl1 +λ l2‖Y = ‖V nl1 +λ l2‖X ≥ ‖V nl1‖X = ‖Ṽ nl1‖Y, if n ≥ 1,

‖l2 +λṼ nl1‖σ = ‖Vl2 +λ l1‖X ≥ ‖V l2‖X = ‖l2‖σ , for n =−1,

‖l2 +λṼ nl1‖σ =
(
‖λV−n+1l1‖2

X+‖Vl2‖2
X

) 1
2 ≥ ‖Vl2‖X = ‖l2‖σ , if n ≤−2,

which is the property-(ii) in Definition 5.4.

Step III: We show that (Y,‖ · ‖Y) = (W,‖ · ‖W) , where

W=

{
w1 +w2 : w1 ∈

∞⊕

n=0

Ṽ n
I , w2 ∈

−1⊕

n=−∞

Ṽ n
I

}
and ‖w1 +w2‖W =

(
‖w1‖2

Y+‖w2‖2
Y

) 1
2 .

Let (w1 +w2) ∈ (W,‖ · ‖W) be arbitrary. Then we have the following:

(a) w1 = lim
n

n

∑
k=0

Ṽ klk = (. . . ,0, l0 , l1, . . . , ln, ln+1, . . .),

(b) w2 = lim
n

−1

∑
k=−n

Ṽ klk = (. . . , l−n, l−n+1, . . . , l−1, 0 , . . .),

where lk = (. . . ,0,0, lk ,0,0 . . .) with k ∈ Z and the limits in (a) and (b) are taken with respect to

‖ · ‖Y and ‖ · ‖σ on Y respectively. For 1 ≤ m < n, we have
∥∥∥∥∥
−(m+1)

∑
k=−n

V |k|lk

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
n

∑
k=m+1

V klk

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

=

∥∥∥∥∥
−(m+1)

∑
k=−n

V |k|−1lk

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
n

∑
k=m+1

V klk

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

=‖(. . . ,0, l−n︸︷︷︸
(−n+1)−th

, l−n+1, . . . , l−m−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
(−m)−th

,0, . . .)‖2
Y
+(. . . ,0, lm+1, lm+2, . . . , ln,0, . . .)‖2

Y

=‖(. . . ,0, l−n︸︷︷︸
(−n)−th

, l−n+1, . . . , l−m−1︸ ︷︷ ︸
−(m+1)−th

,0, . . .)‖2
σ
+‖(. . . ,0, lm+1, lm+2, . . . , ln,0, . . .)‖2

Y

=

∥∥∥∥∥
−(m+1)

∑
k=−n

Ṽ klk

∥∥∥∥∥

2

σ

+

∥∥∥∥∥
n

∑
k=m+1

Ṽ klk

∥∥∥∥∥

2

Y

−→ 0 as n,m → ∞.

Thus, both the series ∑∞
n=−1V |n|ln and ∑∞

n=0V nln converge in X. Therefore, the bi-sequence

(w1 +w2) = (. . . , l−n, l−n+1, . . . , l0 , l1, . . . , ln, . . .) is a member of the vector space Y. Moreover,

‖(w1 +w2)‖W = ‖(. . . , l−1, l0 , l1, . . .)‖Y,
which shows that (W,‖ · ‖W) is contained in (Y,‖ · ‖Y) as a normed subspace.
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To prove the other direction, we first observe that

‖p‖
Y
≤
√

2‖p‖σ , for p ∈
−1⊕

n=−∞

Ṽ n
I . (5.7)

Let p = ∑−1
n=−∞ Ṽ nln with ln = (· · · ,0, ln ,0, · · ·), where l−n ∈ L for all n ∈ N. Then

‖p‖
Y
= ‖(· · · , l−2, l−1, 0 , · · ·)‖

Y
=

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=1

V nl−n

∥∥∥∥∥
X

≤ ‖V l−1‖X+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=2

V nl−n

∥∥∥∥∥
X

= ‖l−1‖X+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=1

V nl−n−1

∥∥∥∥∥
X

[ since V is isometry ]

=
√

2


‖l−1‖2

X+

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
n=1

V nl−n−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

=
√

2‖p‖σ .

Now, consider any l = (ln)n∈Z ∈ (Y,‖ · ‖Y). Then both the series ∑∞
n=−1V |n|ln and ∑∞

n=0V nln are

convergent in X. We show that l ∈W, by proving l = p+q, where

p = (. . . , l−2, l−1, 0 ,0, . . .) ∈
−1⊕

n=−∞

Ṽ n
I , and q = (. . . ,0, l0 , l1, . . .) ∈

∞⊕

n=0

Ṽ n
I .

Denote li = (· · · ,0, li ,0, · · ·), i ≥ 1 and consider the sequences (zm) and (wm) defined by

zm = (. . . ,0, l−m, l−m+1, . . . , l−1, 0 ,0, . . .) =
−1

∑
i=−m

Ṽ ili, m ≥ 1,

wm = (. . . ,0, l0 , l1, . . . , lm,0,0, . . .) =
m

∑
i=0

Ṽ ili, m ≥ 1.

Evidently,

zm ∈
( −1⊕

n=−∞

Ṽ n
I ,‖ · ‖σ

)
, and wm ∈

(
∞⊕

n=0

Ṽ n
I ,‖ · ‖Y

)
, m ≥ 1.
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Now,

‖zm −p‖σ = ‖(. . . , l−m−2, l−(m+1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
−(m+1)−th

,0, . . .)‖σ =

∥∥∥∥∥
−m

∑
i=−∞

V |i|li−1

∥∥∥∥∥
X

=

∥∥∥∥∥
−m−1

∑
i=−∞

V |i|li

∥∥∥∥∥
X

−→ 0 as m → ∞,

‖wm −q‖Y = ‖(. . . ,0, lm+1︸︷︷︸
(m+1)−th

, lm+2, . . .)‖Y
=

∥∥∥∥∥
∞

∑
i=m+1

V ili

∥∥∥∥∥
X

−→ 0 as m → ∞.

Therefore, using (5.7), we have

lim
m→∞

zm = p, lim
m→∞

wm = q, ‖p‖Y ≤
√

2‖p‖σ < ∞, ‖q‖Y < ∞.

Consequently, p ∈
(⊕−1

n=−∞ Ṽ nI ,‖ · ‖Y
)

and q ∈
(⊕∞

n=0 Ṽ nI ,‖ · ‖Y
)
, as desired.

Moreover, ‖(p+q)‖W = ‖(ln)n∈Z‖Y, which shows that (Y,‖ · ‖Y) is contained in (W,‖ · ‖W) as

a normed subspace. Altogether, we conclude that Ṽ is a σ -shift with the generating subspace I

and dim(I ) = dim(L ).

Finally, we show that Ṽ is an extension of V. Recall that (X,‖ · ‖X) is isometrically isomorphic

to (S ,‖ · ‖L ) via the map Λ̃◦Λ and the unilateral shift V̂ on (S ,‖ · ‖L ) is an isometric copy of

V (see the commutative diagram (5.4) ). Therefore, the following diagram commutes:

(X,‖ · ‖X) V
//

Λ

��

(X,‖ · ‖X)

Λ

��

(S ,‖ · ‖L )
V̂ (l0,l1,···) 7→(··· ,0, 0 ,l0,l1,,···)

//

Λ̃

��

(S ,‖ · ‖L )

Λ̃

��

(Y,‖ · ‖σ)
Ṽ ((ln)n∈Z) 7→(ln−1)n∈Z

// (Y,‖ · ‖Y)

and consequently we have that Ṽ is an extension of V .

Now the following well-known result of Hilbert space theory follows as a corollary of the pre-

vious theorem.

Corollary 5.8. Let V be a unilateral shift on a Banach space X. If X is a Hilbert space, then V

extends to a bilateral shift of same multiplicity .

Proof. Since both X and VX are Hilbert spaces, VX⊕2 X is also a Hilbert space. The spaces

(Y,‖ · ‖Y) and (Y,‖ · ‖σ) as constructed in Theorem 5.7 are identically equal to ℓ2(Z,L ), where

L is the generating subspace of V . This is because the sequence space (S ,‖ · ‖L ) (see (5.1) and

(5.2)) is identically equal to ℓ2(L ). Therefore, it follows from Proposition 5.6 that the map Ṽ as
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constructed in Theorem 5.7 is a bilateral shift with generating subspace L . This completes the

proof.

5.1. Generalized extension.

Theorem 5.9. Every Wold isometry on a Banach space extends to a Banach space unitary.

Proof. Suppose V is a Wold isometry on a Banach space X such that X = X1 ⊕X2 (see (2.10)),

where

X1 =
∞⋂

n=0

V n(X), X2 =
∞⊕

n=0

V n
L , for some closed subspace L ⊆ X

and V |X1
is a Banach space unitary and V |X2

is a pure Banach space isometry. Consider the vector

space

Y=

{
(x1,(ln)n∈Z) : x1 ∈ X1, ln ∈ L , ∀n ∈ Z, such that

∞

∑
n=0

V nln,
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln converges in X2

}
,

and the function ‖ · ‖Y : Y→ [0,∞) defined by

‖(x1,(ln)n∈Z)‖Y =



∥∥∥∥∥x1 +

∞

∑
n=0

V nln

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

.

We prove that the function ‖ · ‖Y : Y→ [0,∞) defines a norm on Y. The absolute homogeneity is

trivial.

• Positivity: For any (x1,(ln)n∈Z)∈Y, ‖(x1,(ln)n∈Z)‖Y = 0 if and only if x1+∑∞
n=0V nln = 0 and

∑−1
n=−∞V |n|ln = 0. Since x1 ∈X1 and ∑∞

n=0V nln ∈X2, we have x1 = 0 = ∑∞
n=0V nln = ∑−1

n=−∞V |n|ln.
Now, it follows from the uniqueness of every element in

⊕∞
n=0V nL that x1 = 0 = ln for all n ∈ Z.

Consequently, (x1,(ln)n∈Z) = (0,0).

• Triangle inequality: For any (x1,(ln)n∈Z), (y1,(rn)n∈Z) ∈ Y, we have

‖(x1,(ln)n∈Z)+(y1,(rn)n∈Z)‖Y

=



∥∥∥∥∥x1 + y1 +

∞

∑
n=0

V n(ln + rn)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|(ln + rn)

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

≤



(∥∥∥∥∥x1 +

∞

∑
n=0

V nln

∥∥∥∥∥
X

+

∥∥∥∥∥y1 +
∞

∑
n=0

V nln

∥∥∥∥∥
X

)2

+

(∥∥∥∥∥
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln

∥∥∥∥∥
X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|rn

∥∥∥∥∥
X

)2



1
2

≤



∥∥∥∥∥x1 +

∞

∑
n=0

V nln

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

+



∥∥∥∥∥y1 +

∞

∑
n=0

V nrn

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥
−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|rn

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

=‖(x1,(ln)n∈Z)‖Y+‖(y1,(rn)n∈Z)‖Y .
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Also, (Y,‖ · ‖Y) is a Banach space, since (Y,‖ · ‖Y) ∼= VX2

⊕
2X. The function ‖ · ‖σ : Y →

[0,∞) defined by

‖(x1,(ln)n∈Z)‖σ =



∥∥∥∥∥

−1

∑
n=−∞

V |n|ln

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X

+

∥∥∥∥∥V x1 +
∞

∑
n=0

V nln−1

∥∥∥∥∥

2

X




1
2

= ‖(Vx1,(ln−1)n∈Z)‖Y

is again a norm on Y. The map U : (Y,‖ · ‖σ)→ (Y,‖ · ‖Y) defined by

U ((x1,(ln)n∈Z)) = (Vx1,(ln−1)n∈Z), (x1,(ln)n∈Z) ∈ (Y,‖ · ‖σ) ,

is a surjective isometry with inverse U−1 : (Y,‖ · ‖Y)→ (Y,‖ · ‖σ) given by

U−1 ((x1,(ln)n∈Z)) = ((V |X1
)−1x1,(ln+1)n∈Z), (x1,(ln)n∈Z) ∈ (Y,‖ · ‖Y) .

Thus (Y,‖ · ‖σ) is also a Banach space. The space X can be embedded into both (Y,‖ · ‖σ) and

(Y,‖ · ‖Y) by the isometry

Λv((x1,
∞

∑
n=0

V nln)) =
(
x1,(l

′
n)n∈Z

)
, l′n =

{
ln if n ≥ 0

0 if n ≤−1,

because,

∥∥(x1,(l
′
n)n∈Z

)∥∥
σ
=

∥∥∥∥∥V x1 +
∞

∑
n=0

V n+1ln

∥∥∥∥∥
X

=

∥∥∥∥∥x1 +
∞

∑
n=0

V nln

∥∥∥∥∥
X

=
∥∥(x1(l

′
n)n∈Z

)∥∥
Y
.

Moreover, the surjective isometry U is an extension of V , since UΛv = ΛvV . This completes the

proof.

5.2. The spectrum of a σ -shift. We intend to determine the spectrum of a σ -shift acting on a

Banach space X. When X is a Hilbert space, the spectrums of unilateral shift and bilateral shift are

the closed unit disk D and unit circle T, respectively. It was proved in [13] that the spectrum of a

Banach space isometry that is not invertible is equal to D. Thus, D is the spectrum of a unilateral

shift on a Banach space. In this Subsection, we find the spectrum of a σ -shift acting on a smooth

Banach space.

Proposition 5.10. The spectrum of a σ -shift acting on a smooth Banach space is the whole unit

circle T.

Proof. Let (Y,‖ · ‖Y) be a smooth Banach space and let Ṽ on Y be a σ -shift. Evidently, 0 /∈ σ(Ṽ )

and σ(Ṽ )⊆ D. Again, λ ∈ σ(Ṽ ) implies that λ−1 ∈ σ(Ṽ−1), which shows |λ |= 1, as both Ṽ and

Ṽ−1 are isometries. Therefore, σ(Ṽ )⊆ T. We now show that (Ṽ −λ I) is not surjective for λ ∈ T.

Let I be the generating subspace of Ṽ and ξ ∈ I be a nonzero vector. We show that ξ ∈ Y has

no inverse image under (Ṽ −λ I). Suppose on the contrary that (Ṽ −λ I)z = ξ for some z ∈ Y. Let(
∑∞

n=−∞ Ṽ nxn

)
∈ Y be the inverse image of z under Ṽ−1 i.e.,

z = Ṽ−1

(
∞

∑
n=−∞

Ṽ nxn

)
, xn ∈ I , n ∈ Z.

Now, (Ṽ −λ I)z = ξ gives x0 −λx1 = ξ , xn −λxn+1 = 0 for n ∈ Z \ {0}. We now consider the

following two cases:
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Case 1: Let x0 = 0. Then for every natural number n, xn = − ξ
λ n . The series ∑∞

n=1 Ṽ nxn is

a convergent series in Y as ∑∞
n=−∞ Ṽ nxn is convergent in Y. This leads to a contradiction as for

n > m ≥ 0, we have∥∥∥∥∥
n

∑
k=m

Ṽ kxk

∥∥∥∥∥
Y

=

∥∥∥∥Ṽ m

(
ξ

λ m

)
+Ṽ (m+1)

(
ξ

λ m+1

)
+ · · ·+Ṽ n

(
ξ

λ n

)∥∥∥∥
Y

=

∥∥∥∥ξ +Ṽ

(
ξ

λ

)
+ · · ·+Ṽ (n−m)

(
ξ

λ n−m

)∥∥∥∥
Y

≥
∥∥∥∥Ṽ (n−m)

(
ξ

λ n−m

)∥∥∥∥
Y

=
‖ξ‖Y
|λ |n−m

> 0,

where the last inequality follows from the fact that Y is smooth, which is to say that the Birkhoff-

James orthogonality is right-additive in Y.

Case 2: Let x0 6= 0. Then for every natural number n, x−n = λ nx0. Evidently, ∑0
n=−∞ Ṽ n(λ−nx0)

is convergent. However, this is again a contradiction as for n > m ≥ 0, we have∥∥∥∥∥
−m

∑
k=−n

Ṽ kxk

∥∥∥∥∥
Y

=
∥∥∥Ṽ−n (λ nx0)+Ṽ (−n+1)

(
λ n−1x0

)
+ · · ·+Ṽ−m (λ mx0)

∥∥∥
Y

=
∥∥∥x0 +Ṽ−1 (λx0)+ · · ·+Ṽ (m−n)

(
λ n−mx0

)∥∥∥
Y

≥ ‖x0‖Y > 0,

where the last inequality follows from the smoothness of Y. Consequently, T ⊆ σ(Ṽ ) and the

proof is complete.

6. DILATIONS IN BANACH SPACES AND CHARACTERIZATIONS OF HILBERT SPACES

In this Section, we shall find a necessary and sufficient condition such that a strict Banach space

contraction dilates to a Banach space isometry. Then we show by example that there are Banach

space contractions that do not dilate to any Banach space isometries. Even more is true; we show

that all strict Banach space contractions dilate to Banach space isometries if and only if the Banach

space is a Hilbert space. Not only we characterize a Hilbert space in terms of isometric dilation,

but also we find a set of conditions each of which is necessary and sufficient for a Banach space to

become Hilbert space. In the entire program, a pivotal role is played by the following non-negative

real-valued function associated with a contraction T on a Banach space X:

AT (x) =
(
‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

) 1
2 , x ∈ X. (6.1)

Indeed, we shall see that a strict contraction T on a Banach space X dilates to a Banach space

isometry if and only if AT defines a norm on X. Before proceeding further with this function, let

us recall the definition of isometric dilation of a Banach space contraction.

Definition 6.1. Suppose T is a contraction acting on a Banach space X. An isometry V on a

Banach space X̃ is said to be an isometric dilation of T if there is an isometry W : X → X̃ and

a closed linear subspace L of X̃ such that X̃ is isomorphic with W (X)⊕2 L and the operator

T̂ := Ŵ TŴ−1 : W (X)→W (X) satisfies

q(T̂ ) = P
W(X)

q(V )|W (X)
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for all polynomials q ∈C[z], where Ŵ is the unitary (i.e. surjective isometry) Ŵ :=W : X→W (X)

and P
W(X)

is the norm-one projection of X̃ onto W (X). Moreover, such an isometric dilation is

called minimal if

X̃=
∞∨

n=0

V nW (X) = span{V nWx : x ∈ X, n ≥ 0}.

The first notable fact about the function AT is that if it defines a norm on a Banach space X when

‖T‖ < 1, then the space (X,AT ) is again a Banach space. Surprisingly, if ‖T‖ = 1 and if yet AT

defines a norm on a Banach space X, then (X ,AT) is no longer a Banach space. Also, (X,AT ) is

always a Hilbert space when X is a Hilbert space. However, (X,AT ) may not be a Hilbert space if

we start with a non-Hilbert Banach space X, which we shall show by an example.

Lemma 6.2. Let X be a Banach space and T ∈B(X) be a strict contraction such that the function

AT as in (6.1) defines a norm on X. Then X0 = (X,AT ) is a Banach space and AT is equivalent to

the original norm on X.

Proof. Let ‖.‖ be the original norm on X. Suppose (xn) is a Cauchy sequence in X0. Then for

every ε > 0, there is n0 ∈ N such that

(
‖xn − xm‖2 −‖T (xn − xm)‖2

)1/2
< ε

(
1−‖T‖2

)1/2
, n, m ≥ n0,

⇒‖xn − xm‖2 < ε2(1−‖T‖2)+‖T (xn − xm)‖2, n, m ≥ n0,

⇒‖xn − xm‖2 < ε2(1−‖T‖2)+‖T‖2‖xn − xm‖2, n, m ≥ n0,

⇒‖xn − xm‖2(1−‖T‖2)< ε2(1−‖T‖2), n, m ≥ n0,

⇒‖xn − xm‖< ε, n, m ≥ n0,
[
∵ (1−‖T‖2)> 0

]

which shows that (xn) is a Cauchy sequence in (X,‖.‖). Since (X,‖.‖) is Banach space, there is

x ∈ X such that xn → x with respect to ‖.‖ as n → ∞. We now show that the Cauchy sequence (xn)
converges to x in X0. By the continuity of T and the norm, we have that

AT (xn − x) =
(
‖xn − x‖2 −‖T (xn − x)‖2

)1/2 −→ 0, as n → ∞.

Thus, X0 is a Banach space. Moreover, we have AT (x) ≤ ‖x‖ for all x ∈ X, which shows that

the identity map Id : X → X0 is a bounded bijective linear map. Therefore, by open mapping

theorem, I−1
d : X0 → X is also a bounded linear map. Therefore, there exists a constant k > 0

namely k = ‖I−1
d ‖ such that

AT (x)≤ ‖x‖ ≤ k AT (x), for all x ∈ X.

Thus, the norm AT on X is equivalent to the original norm ‖.‖ on X and the proof is complete.

Lemma 6.3. Let X be a Banach space and let T ∈ B(X) be such that AT defines a norm on X. If

‖T‖= 1 then AT is not equivalent to the original norm on X. Moreover, the normed linear space

X0 = (X ,AT ) is not a Banach space.

Proof. Let ‖.‖ be the original norm on X. It follows from the definition of AT (as in (6.1)) that

AT (x)≤ ‖x‖ for all x ∈ X. Let if possible there be c > 0 be such that

c‖x‖ ≤ AT (x)≤ ‖x‖, x ∈ X. (6.2)
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Since ‖T‖= 1, there is a sequence (xn) in SX such that lim
n→∞

‖T xn‖= 1. Consequently,

AT (xn) =
(
1−‖T xn‖2

)1/2 −→ 0 as n → ∞.

However, (xn) does not converge to 0 in X with respect to the original norm, which is a contradic-

tion to (6.2). So AT is not equivalent to the original norm.

From the right inequality in (6.2), it follows that the identity map Id : X → X0 is a bounded

bijective linear map. If X0 were a Banach space, the open mapping theorem would imply that

I−1
d is also a bounded linear map, which would in turn imply the existence of a scalar c > 0, e.g.

c = ‖I−1
d ‖, satisfying (6.2). However, this contradicts the first part of the proof and we are done.

Lemma 6.4. Let H be a Hilbert space and T be a strict contraction on H . Then the function AT

as in (6.1) defines a norm on H and H0 = (H ,AT ) is also a Hilbert space.

Proof. The defect operator DT is a linear map that satisfies ‖DT (h)‖2 = AT (h) for all h ∈ H . It

follows from Lemma 6.2 that H0 is a Banach space. Moreover, linearity of DT implies that the

map 〈·, ·〉
0

: H ×H →C defined by 〈x,y〉
0
= 〈DT (x),DT (y)〉 is an inner product on H ×H and

induces the norm AT . This completes the proof.

However, in general the space X0 may not be a Hilbert space if the initial space X is a non-Hilbert

Banach space. The following example illustrates this.

Example 6.5. Let (X,‖.‖) be a non-Hilbert Banach space and let 0 < c < 1. Consider the strict

contraction T = cI. Then AT (x) = (1− c2)
1
2‖x‖ for all x ∈ X. Then X0 is not a Hilbert space,

because, if AT is induced by an inner product 〈·, ·〉 : H ×H → C, then ‖ · ‖ is induced by the

inner product 〈x,y〉
0
= 〈rx,ry〉, for all x,y ∈X and r = 1√

1−c2
, which contradicts the assumption.

More precisely, if X is a non-reflexive Banach space and if T ∈ B(X) be such that AT defines a

norm on X, then X0 is not a Hilbert space. Indeed, if X0 is a Hilbert space then X0 is a reflexive

Banach space, which implies X is reflexive as reflexivity is preserved under equivalent norms. Our

next result gives a necessary and sufficient condition such that the function AT defines a norm when

T is a strict contraction on a Banach space.

Proposition 6.6. Let X be a Banach space and let T be a strict contraction on X. Then the function

AT : X→ [0,∞) as in (6.1) defines a norm on X if and only if the following inequality holds:

‖T (x+ y)‖2 +(‖x‖2 +‖y‖2)−‖x+ y‖2 ≥ ‖T x‖2 +‖Ty‖2 −2AT (x)AT (y), x,y ∈ X. (6.3)

Proof. Since T is a strict contraction, AT (x) ≥ 0 for all x ∈ X and the equality holds if and only

if x = 0. Also, AT is absolute homogeneous. In addition, for all x,y ∈ X, the triangle inequality

AT (x+ y)≤ AT (x)+AT (y) is equivalent to

‖x+ y‖2 −‖T (x+ y)‖2 ≤ ‖x‖2 +‖y‖2 − (‖T x‖2 +‖Ty‖2)+2AT (x)AT (y).

Consequently, we have

‖T (x+ y)‖2 +(‖x‖2 +‖y‖2)−‖x+ y‖2 ≥ ‖T x‖2 +‖Ty‖2 −2AT (x)AT (y).

This completes the proof.

We are on our way of proving that a Banach space X is a Hilbert space if and only if AT defines

a norm on X for every strict contraction T ∈ B(X). We prove another lemma before that.
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Lemma 6.7. Let X be a Banach space and let the function AT : X→ [0,∞) as in (6.1) be a norm

on X for every strict contraction T on X. Then for every x, y ∈ X with x ⊥B y the following holds:

‖x+ y‖2 = ‖x‖2 +‖y‖2 = ‖x− y‖2.

Proof. The result follows if any of x,y is zero. Let x, y ∈ X be nonzero with x ⊥B y. By Theorem

2.2, there is a support functional fx at x such that fx(y) = 0. Let 0 < r < 1 be arbitrary and consider

the operator T : X→X defined by

T (z) :=
r

‖x‖ ‖y‖ fx(z) y , z ∈ X.

Now T is a strict contraction as ‖T‖= r < 1. Also, we have

T (y) = 0, ‖T (x)‖= r‖x‖, AT (x) = ‖x‖(1− r2)
1
2 , AT (y) = ‖y‖.

Since AT is a norm on X, by (6.3), we have

‖T (x+ y)‖2 +‖x‖2 +‖y‖2 −‖x+ y‖2 ≥ ‖T x‖2 +‖Ty‖2 −2AT (x)AT (y),

which on simplification gives

‖x+ y‖2 ≤ ‖x‖2 +‖y‖2 +2‖x‖‖y‖(1− r2)
1
2 , 0 < r < 1.

Now, taking limit as r → 1 we have

‖x+ y‖2 ≤ ‖x‖2 +‖y‖2. (6.4)

Next, consider another strict contraction B : X→ X defined by

B(z) :=
r

‖x‖ ‖y− x‖ fx(z)(y− x), z ∈ X.

Since AB is a norm on X, by (6.3) we have

‖B(y− x+ x)‖2 +‖y− x‖2 +‖x‖2 −‖y− x+ x‖2 ≥ ‖B(y− x)‖2 +‖Bx‖2 −2AB(x)AB(y− x),

which on simplification gives

‖y− x‖2 +‖x‖2 ≥ ‖y‖2 +2r2‖x‖2 −2‖x‖
√

1− r2 AB(y− x), 0 < r < 1.

Again, taking limit as r → 1 we have

‖y− x‖2 ≥ ‖y‖2 +‖x‖2. (6.5)

Combining (6.4) and (6.5) we have our desired identity ‖x− y‖2 = ‖x‖2 + ‖y‖2 = ‖x+ y‖2. The

proof is now complete.

Theorem 6.8. Let X be a Banach space. Then, X is a Hilbert space if and only if for every strict

contraction T ∈ B(X), the function AT : X→ [0,∞) as in (6.1) defines a norm on X.

Proof. We first prove the necessary part. The positivity and absolute homogeneity of AT follow

from ‖T x‖ < ‖x‖ (x ∈ X) and linearity of T respectively. The triangle inequality of AT follows

from the linearity of the defect operator DT and AT (x) = ‖DT (x)‖ for all x ∈ X. Indeed,

AT (x+ y) = ‖DT (x+ y)‖ ≤ ‖DT (x)‖+‖DT (y)‖= AT (x)+AT (y), x,y ∈ X.

Now, we prove the sufficient part by dividing the proof in the following two cases.

Case 1: Let dim(X) ≥ 3. We show that Birkhoff-James orthogonality is symmetric on X. Let

x, y ∈ X be nonzero vectors with x ⊥B y. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ‖x‖ =
1 = ‖y‖. We claim that fy(x) = 0 for every support functional fy at y. If possible, let fy(x) 6= 0
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for some support functional fy at y. Then there is a δ > 0 such that 0 < δ < | fy(x)| ≤ 1. Choose

1

(1+δ 2)
1
2

< r < 1 and consider the element (δeiθ x+y) in X, where eiθ = sgn( fy(x)) =
fy(x)
| fy(x)| . Since

δeiθ x ⊥B y and r < 1, by Lemma 6.7 we have

(1+δ 2)
1
2 = ‖δeiθ x+ y‖> r fy(δeiθ x+ y) = r (δ | fy(x)|+1)> r

(
δ 2 +1

)
,

which is a contradiction as r > 1

(1+δ 2)
1
2

. Consequently, fy(x) = 0 for every support functional fy at

y and y ⊥B x, as desired. Therefore, X is Hilbert space by Theorem 2.1.

Case 2: Let dim(X)≤ 2. If dim(X) = 1, then the proof is trivial. Now, assume that dim(X) = 2.
Let u, v be two unit vectors in X with u ⊥B v. Then, any x ∈ X can be uniquely expressed as

x = au+ bv for some a,b ∈ C. Since Birkhoff-James orthogonality is homogeneous, by Lemma

6.7, we have

‖x‖2 = ‖au+bv‖2 = ‖au‖2 +‖bv‖2 = |a|2+ |b|2. (6.6)

Now, it is easy to see that the identification x 7→ (a,b) is an isometric isomorphism from X to C2

and hence X is a Hilbert space. This completes the proof.

The following corollary is a straight-forward application of Theorem 6.8.

Corollary 6.9. Suppose X is a Banach space. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) For every strict contraction T on X, the function AT : X→ [0,∞) as in (6.1) is a norm on

X.
(ii) For every strict contraction S on X∗, the function AS : X∗ → [0,∞) defined by (6.1) is a

norm on X∗.

Proof. If AT defines a norm on X for every strict contraction T on X, then by Theorem 6.8, X is a

Hilbert space. Thus, X∗ is a Hilbert space. Then, for every strict contraction S on X∗ and for any

x∗ ∈ X∗, we have AS(x
∗) = ‖DS(x

∗)‖. So, AS is a norm on X∗. On the other hand, if AS defines

a norm on X∗ for every strict contraction S on X∗, then again by Theorem 6.8, X∗ is Hilbert and

hence X∗ is reflexive. Consequently, X is isometrically isomorphic to (X∗)∗ which is a Hilbert

space. This completes the proof.

Recall from (5.5) & (5.6) the forward and backward shift operators Mz, M̂z on ℓ2(X) for any

Banach space X. We have already seen that Mz is a unilateral shift. The next theorem establishes a

connection between backward shift operator M̂z on ℓ2(X) and the function AT .

Theorem 6.10. Let X be a Banach space. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) For every strict contraction T ∈ B(X), the function AT : X→ [0,∞) as in (6.1) is a norm

on X.

(ii) For every strict contraction T on X, there exists an isometry W : X→ ℓ2(X) such that

M̂zW (x) =W (T x), for every x ∈ X.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii). It follows from Theorem 6.8 that X is a Hilbert space. For any strict contraction

T on X, consider the operator W : X→ ℓ2(X) defined by

W (x) = (DT (x),DT (T x),DT (T
2x), · · ·), x ∈ X.
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Observe that

‖W (x)‖2 = lim
n

n

∑
i=0

‖DT (T
ix)‖= ‖x‖2 − lim

n
‖T nx‖2 = ‖x‖2,

where the last equality follows from the fact that T is a strict contraction. Thus, W is an isometry

and we also have

M̂zW (x) = (DT (T x),DT (T
2x), · · ·) =W (Tx), x ∈ X.

(ii)=⇒ (i). Let T be a strict contraction on X and let there be an isometry W :X→ ℓ2(X) satisfying

the stated condition. Let

W (x) = (W1(x),W2(x), . . . ,), x ∈ X.

Evidently, ‖Wi‖ ≤ 1, for each i = 1,2, . . . . It follows from the hypothesis that M̂k
zW =WT k for all

k ≥ 1, and this shows that

(Wk+1(x),Wk+2(x), . . .) = (W1(T
kx),W2(T

kx), . . .), x ∈ X, k ≥ 1.

Thus, for each k ≥ 1 we have Wk+1(x) =W1(T
kx) for every x ∈ X. Consequently, the isometry W

is of the following form:

W (x) =
(
W1(x),W1(T x),W1(T

2x), · · ·
)
, x ∈ X.

So, we have

‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2 = ‖W (x)‖2 −‖W (Tx)‖2 = ‖W1(x)‖2, x ∈ X,

and the linearity of W1 shows that the function AT as in (6.1) satisfies the triangle inequality. The

positivity of AT follows from that fact that ‖T x‖< ‖x‖ for all x ∈X and the absolute homogeneity

of AT follows from the linearity of T . The proof is now complete.

Recall that Aut(D) denotes the automorphism group of the unit disk D and that any automor-

phism of D is of the form

φλ (z) = eiθ z−λ

1−λ z
, z ∈ D

for some λ ∈ D and θ ∈ [0,2π). We learn from the literature (e.g. see [48, Chapter 1, Section 4])

that φλ (T ) = (T −λ I)(I − λ̄T )−1 is also a contraction for every strict contraction T on a Hilbert

space. Our next result shows that the converse is also true.

Theorem 6.11. A Banach space X is a Hilbert space if and only if φλ (T ) is a contraction for every

strict contraction T ∈ B(X) and every automorphism φλ of the unit disk D.

Proof. As mentioned above, the ‘necessary part’ of this theorem follows from [48, Chapter 1,

Section 4]. We prove here the ‘sufficiency part’ and shall follow the techniques of the proof of

Theorem 1.9 in [35], which was originally proved by C. Foias. Let r ∈ (0,1) and let x, y ∈ X be

any two unit vectors. Then the operator T : X → X defined by T (z) = r fx(z)y, z ∈ X is a strict

contraction. It follows from the hypothesis that φλ (T ) is a contraction for every φλ ∈ Aut(D).
Thus, ‖(T −λ I)(I− λ̄ T )−1z‖ ≤ ‖z‖ for any z ∈ X. This gives ‖(T −λ I)z‖ ≤ ‖(I − λ̄ T )z‖ for all

z ∈X. Choosing z = x we have T (x) = ry and hence ‖ry−λx‖ ≤ ‖x−rλ̄ y‖. Taking limit as r → 1,

we have

‖y−λx‖ ≤ ‖x− λ̄ y‖, λ ∈ D.

Interchanging x and y in the definition of T and also in the above inequality, we have

‖x− λ̄y‖ ≤ ‖y−λx‖, λ ∈ D.
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So, we have ‖y−λx‖= ‖x− λ̄ y‖ for all λ ∈ D and thus in particular ‖y−ξ x‖= ‖x−ξ y‖ for any

ξ ∈ (−1,1). So, for any ξ ∈ (−1,1) we have
∥∥∥∥

1

ξ
y− x

∥∥∥∥=
∥∥∥∥

1

ξ
x− y

∥∥∥∥ .

It follows from here that ‖ax−by‖= ‖bx−ay‖, for any real numbers a,b and any vectors x,y ∈X

with ‖x‖= ‖y‖. We now apply Corollary 2 of [17] which states the following:

“In order that a normed linear space with complex scalars may permit the definition of a scalar

product, it is necessary and sufficient that, whenever ‖P‖= ‖Q‖, and a and b are real scalars,

‖aP+bQ‖= ‖bQ+aP‖.”
So, X is a Hilbert space by [17, Corollary 2]. This completes the proof.

Being armed with all these results we are now going to present one of the main results of this

paper.

Theorem 6.12. Let X be a complex Banach space. Then the following are equivalent.

(i) X is a Hilbert space.

(ii) Every strict contraction T on X dilates to the unilateral shift Mz on ℓ2(X).

(iii) Every strict contraction T on X dilates to an isometry.

(iv) For every strict contraction T ∈ B(X), the function AT : X→ [0,∞) given by

AT (x) =
(
‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

) 1
2 , x ∈ X,

defines a norm on X.

(v) For every strict contraction T ∈ B(X), there exists an isometry W : X→ ℓ2(X) such that

M̂zW (x) =W (T x), x ∈ X,

where M̂z is the backward shift operator.

(vi) For every strict contraction T ∈ B(X) and for every automorphism φλ of the unit disk D,

the operator φλ (T ) is a contraction.

(vii) For every strict contraction S on the dual space X∗, the function AS : X∗ → [0,∞) given by

AS(x
∗) =

(
‖x∗‖2 −‖S(x∗)‖2

) 1
2 , x∗ ∈ X.

defines a norm on X∗.

(viii) X is reflexive and the Banach adjoint T× of T dilates to Mz on ℓ2(X
∗) for every strict

contraction T on X.

(ix) The operator φα(U) = (U −αI)(I − ᾱU)−1 is a contraction for every automorphism φα

of the unit disk D, U being the bilateral shift operator on ℓ2(Z,X) defined by

U((. . . ,x−2,x−1, x0 ,x1,x2, . . .)) = (. . . ,x−2, x−1 ,x0,x1,x2, . . .),

where the box on either side indicates the 0-th position.

Proof. The equivalences (i) ⇐⇒ (iv), (iv) ⇐⇒ (v), (i) ⇐⇒ (vi) and (iv) ⇐⇒ (vii) follow from

Theorem 6.8, Theorem 6.10, Theorem 6.11 and Corollary 6.9 respectively. We now prove (i) =⇒
(ii) =⇒ (iii) =⇒ (iv), (vii) ⇐⇒ (viii) and (i) ⇐⇒ (ix).
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(i) =⇒ (ii). A proof to this can be found in the literature, e.g. see [48]. However, for the sake of

completeness, we briefly outline a proof here. Let T be a strict contraction on X and let T ∗ be its

adjoint. Let W : X→ ℓ2(X) be defined by

W (x) = (DT ∗x,DT ∗T ∗x,DT ∗T ∗2x, · · ·), x ∈ X.

Evidently, W is linear map, and for each x ∈ X we have

‖W (x)‖2 = lim
n→∞

n

∑
k=0

‖DT ∗T ∗kx‖2 = lim
n

n

∑
k=0

(
‖T ∗kx‖2 −‖T ∗k+1x‖2

)
= ‖x‖2 − lim

n
‖T ∗nx‖2 = ‖x‖2,

which shows that W is an isometry. Therefore, WW ∗ = P
W(X)

, the orthogonal projection on Ran(W )

and ℓ2(X) = Ran(W )⊕2 ker(WW ∗). It is evident that M∗
z W (x) = W (T ∗x) for all x ∈ X, where

M∗
z = M̂z is the backward shift operator on ℓ2(X) defined as in (5.6). Also, since W ∗W = IX,

we have T ∗ = W ∗M∗
z W , that is, M∗

z is a co-isometric extension of T ∗. Thus, Mz on ℓ2(X) is an

isometric dilation of T .

(ii) =⇒ (iii). Obvious.

(iii) =⇒ (iv). Every strict contraction dilates to isometry. Suppose T is a strict contraction that

dilates to an isometry V . Since T is a strict contraction, AT satisfies positivity and absolute ho-

mogeneity. It remains to show that AT satisfies the triangle inequality. Being consistent with the

notations of Definition 6.1, we have

‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2 = ‖VW x‖2 −‖P
W(X)

VW x‖2 = ‖(I −P
W(X)

)VWx‖2, x ∈ X.

Therefore,

AT (x) = ‖(I −P
W(X)

)VWx‖, x ∈ X,

which shows AT (x+ y)≤ AT (x)+AT (y) for all x, y ∈ X, as desired.

(vii) =⇒ (viii). It follows from the proof of (iv) =⇒ (i) that X∗ is a Hilbert space and thus X is

reflexive. For every strict contraction T on X, T× on X∗ is also a strict contraction. Therefore, T×

dilates to Mz on ℓ2(X
∗) by (i) =⇒ (ii).

(viii) =⇒ (vii): We first show that given any strict contraction S on X∗, S = T× for some strict

contraction T ∈ B(X). For any strict contraction S on X∗, define T : X→ X by

T (x) = π−1
X

S×πX(x), x ∈ X,

where πX : X→ X∗∗ is the canonical embedding defined by πX(x) = x̂ with x̂(x∗) = x∗(x) for all

x∗ ∈ X∗. Evidently, ‖T‖= ‖S×‖= ‖S‖< 1. Let f ∈ X∗ and y ∈ X be arbitrary. Thus,

T×( f )(y) = f (Ty) = f (π−1
X

S×πX(y)).

Observe that S×πX(y) is a member of X∗∗ which we denote by πX(z) for some z ∈ X. Therefore,

f (z) = πX(z) f = (S×πX(y))( f ) = πX(y)(S f ) = S f (y),

which shows that T× = S. By hypothesis the contraction S dilates to Mz on ℓ2(X
∗). The rest of the

the proof follows from the proof of the implication (iii) =⇒ (iv) by replacing V and X by Mz and

X∗ respectively, where V is the isometric dilation as in the proof of (iii) =⇒ (iv).

(i) ⇐⇒ (ix): If X is a Hilbert space, then φα(U) is obviously a contraction as the bilateral shift U

is a contraction.
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Now, we prove the sufficiency part. Suppose that φα(U) = (U −αI)(I− ᾱU)−1 is a contraction

for every α ∈ D. Let x ∈ ℓ2(Z,X) be arbitrary and set y = (I − ᾱU)(x). Then ‖φα(U)y‖ ≤ ‖y‖,

which further implies that

‖(U −αI)x‖ ≤ ‖(I − ᾱU)x‖= ‖U−1 (I − ᾱU)x‖= ‖
(
U−1− ᾱI

)
x‖.

Now, let x,y ∈ X are arbitrary with ‖x‖ = ‖y‖. Consider the vector x = (· · · ,0, x ,y,0, · · ·) ∈
ℓ2(Z,X). Then for every α ∈ D, we have

‖(U −αI)x‖= ‖y‖2 + |α|2‖x‖2 +‖x−αy‖2 ≤ ‖(U−1− ᾱI)x‖
= ‖x‖2 + |α|2‖y‖2 +‖y− ᾱx‖2,

which gives ‖x−αy‖ ≤ ‖y− ᾱx‖. Interchanging the roles of x,y, we have ‖y− ᾱx‖ ≤ ‖x−αy‖
which is same as saying that ‖y−αx‖= ‖x− ᾱy‖ for any α ∈D. In particular ‖y−ξ x‖= ‖x−ξ y‖
for any ξ ∈ (−1,1). It follows from here that ‖ax−by‖= ‖bx−ay‖, for any real numbers a,b and

any vectors x,y ∈ X with ‖x‖= ‖y‖. So, X is a Hilbert space by [17, Corollary 2].

The proof of the theorem is now complete.

A natural question arises: for a (non-Hilbert) Banach space X what are the strict contractions

in B(X) that dilate to isometries? We now characterize such strict contractions as well as find

explicit isometric dilations for them.

Theorem 6.13. Suppose X is a complex Banach space. Then a strict contraction T on X dilates to

an isometry if and only if the function AT : X→ [0,∞) given by AT (x) =
(
‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

) 1
2 defines

a norm on X. Moreover, the minimal isometric dilation space of T is isometrically isomorphic to

X⊕2 ℓ2(X0), where X0 is the Banach space (X,AT ).

Proof. We prove the sufficiency first. Let K = ℓ2(X⊕2 X0), where X0 is the Banach space

(X,AT ). Let D, T : X⊕2 X0 → X⊕2 X0 be defined by the operator block matrices
[

0 0

I 0

]
and

[
T 0

0 I

]
respectively.

Evidently, we have ‖Tx‖2 + ‖Dx‖2 = ‖x‖2 for all x ∈ X⊕2 X0. Now, consider the linear map

V : K → K defined by

V
(
x0,x1, . . .

)
=
(
Tx0,Dx0,x1,x2, . . .

)
,

(
x0,x1, . . .

)
∈ K . (6.7)

Then for each
(
x0,x1, . . .

)
∈ K , we have

∥∥V (x0,x1, . . .)
∥∥2

=
∥∥Tx0‖2 +‖Dx0

∥∥2
+

∞

∑
i=1

∥∥xi

∥∥2
=

∞

∑
n=0

∥∥xi

∥∥2
.

Consequently, V is an isometry. We now show that V is a dilation of T. To this end, we embed

the space X into K by the natural inclusion map W : X→ K defined by

W (x) = ((x,0),0,0, . . .), x ∈ X.

Then

K =W (X)⊕2 Ỹ, where Ỹ=
{
(D x0,x1, . . .) : (x0,x1, . . .) ∈ K

}
.

Consider the surjective isometry Ŵ :=W : X → W (X) and T̂ := ŴTŴ−1 : W (X)→ W (X). It is

not difficult to see that for n ≥ 1, we have

V n
(
x0,x1, . . .

)
=
(
Tnx0,DTn−1x0,DTn−2x0, . . . ,Dx0,x1,x2, . . .

)
,
(
x0,x1, . . .

)
∈ K .



44 JANA, PAL AND ROY

Consequently, for each natural number n and for any x ∈ X we have

P
W(X)

V n(Wx) = P
W(X)

(
Tnx,D Tn−1x,D Tn−2x, . . . ,Dx,0,0, . . .

)
, [ x = (x,0) ]

= ((T nx,0),0,0, . . .)

=W (T nx) = T̂ nWx.

Since W (X) is right-complemented in K , we have that ‖P
W(X)

‖ = 1. Therefore, V on K is an

isometric dilation of T . Moreover, the minimal isometric dilation space is

span{V nWx : n ≥ 0, x ∈ X}.
Indeed, for every n ≥ 1 we have

V nWx−V n−1W (Tx) = (0,0, · · · , D x︸︷︷︸
n−th

,0,0, · · ·), x = (x,0),

which further implies that

W (X)⊕2 ℓ2 (D(X⊕2 X0))⊆ span{V nWx : n ≥ 0, x ∈ X} ⊆W (X)⊕2 ℓ2 (D(X⊕2 X0)) .

Therefore, the above inclusions are equalities. Since W (X)⊕2 ℓ2 (D(X⊕2 X0)) is isometrically

isomorphic to X⊕2 ℓ2 (X0) , the minimal isometric dilation space is isometrically isomorphic to

X⊕2 ℓ2(X0).

The proof of the ‘necessary’-part can be imitated from the proof of (iii) =⇒ (iv) of Theorem

6.12. The proof is now complete.

Corollary 6.14. Let T ∈B(X) be a strict contraction such that AT defines a norm on X. Then AT n

also defines a norm on X for all n ≥ 2.

Proof. It suffices to show that AT n satisfies the triangle inequality, since positivity and absolute

homogeneity of AT n follow from the fact that T n is also a strict contraction if T is so. Let V be

the isometric dilation of T as constructed in the sufficiency part of Theorem 6.13. Then for every

n ≥ 2, we have

‖x‖2 −‖T nx‖2 = ‖V nW x‖2 −‖P
W(X)

V nWx‖2 = ‖(I−P
W(X)

)V nWx‖2, x ∈ X.

Therefore,

AT n(x) = ‖(I −P
W(X)

)V nW x‖, x ∈ X,

which shows AT n(x+ y)≤ AT n(x)+AT n(y) for all x, y ∈ X, as desired.

The next result gives another necessary and sufficient condition such that the function AT (as in

(6.1)) gives a norm on a Banach space.

Proposition 6.15. Suppose (X,‖.‖) is a Banach space and suppose T is a strict contraction on X.

Then the function AT : X→ [0,∞) as in (6.1) is a norm on X if and only if there exists a Banach

space Y and a bounded linear operator A ∈ B (X,Y) such that ‖A(x)‖= AT (x) for all x ∈ X.

Proof. First we prove the sufficiency part. The positivity and homogeneity of AT follow from

the facts that ‖T‖ < 1 and T is linear. The triangle inequality follows from linearity of the map

A : X→ Y. Indeed, for x,y ∈ X we have

AT (x+ y) = ‖A(x+ y)‖= ‖Ax+Ay‖ ≤ ‖Ax‖+‖Ay‖= AT (x)+AT (y).

For the necessity part, we have that T dilates to an isometry by Theorem 6.13. Consider the

isometric dilation V : K →K of T as constructed in Theorem 6.13, and the linear map A :X→K
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defined by A(x) = (I−P
W(X)

)VW (x) for all x ∈ X, where W : X→ K is the isometric embedding.

Then ‖A‖= 1 and it follows from proof of Corollary 6.14 that

AT (x) =
(
‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

) 1
2 = ‖(I −P

W(X)
)VW (x)‖= ‖A(x)‖, x ∈ X.

This completes the proof.

So, we learn from Proposition 6.15 that whenever the function AT gives a norm on a Ba-

nach space X, there is actually an operator A such that ‖A(x)‖ = AT (x) for all x ∈ X. Our next

result shows that the existence of a bounded linear map A : X → ℓ2(X) satisfying ‖A(x)‖ =
(
‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

) 1
2 is necessary and sufficient for the function AT to define a norm, which is to

say that it is also necessary and sufficient for a strict contraction T to admit an isometric dilation.

Moreover, we construct such an isometric dilation which is different from the one provided in

Theorem 6.13.

Theorem 6.16. Let X be Banach space. Then a strict contraction T on X dilates to an isome-

try V on ℓ2(X) if and only if there is a bounded linear map A : X → ℓ2(X) such that ‖A(x)‖ =
(
‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

) 1
2 , for each x ∈ X.

Proof. We prove the sufficiency first. For each n ≥ 1, consider the linear operator An : X → X

defined by

An(x) = πn(Ax), x ∈ X,

where πn is the projection of ℓ2(X) = X⊕2 X⊕2 X⊕2 . . . onto its n-th component. Thus,

‖Ax‖2 =
∞

∑
n=1

‖Anx‖2, x ∈ X.

Let W : X→ ℓ2(X) be defined by

W (x) = (x,0,0, · · ·), x ∈ X.

Then Ran(W ) is a closed subspace of ℓ2(X) and ℓ2(X) can be expressed as ℓ2(X) =W (X)⊕2 Ỹ,

where Ỹ= {(0,x1,x2, · · ·) : xn ∈ X, n ≥ 1}. Let V : ℓ2(X)→ ℓ2(X) be the operator defined by the

operator block matrix

V =




T 0 0 0 0 · · ·
A0 0 0 0 0 · · ·
0 I 0 0 0 · · ·

A1 0 0 0 0 · · ·
0 0 I 0 0 · · ·
...

...
...

...
...

. . . .



.

For any (x0,x1, . . .) ∈ ℓ2(X), we have that

‖V (x0,x1, . . .)‖2 = ‖(Tx0,A0x0,x1,A1x0,x2,A2x0, . . .)‖2

= ‖T x0‖2 +
∞

∑
n=0

‖Anx0‖2 +
∞

∑
n=1

‖xn‖2

= ‖T x0‖2 +‖Ax0‖2 +
∞

∑
n=1

‖xn‖2.
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It follows from the hypothesis that ‖x0‖2 = ‖T x0‖2 +‖Ax0‖2. Therefore,

‖V (x0,x1, . . .)‖2 =
∞

∑
n=0

‖xn‖2 = ‖x‖2

and consequently V is an isometry. The block matrix representation of V is lower triangular. Now,

the product Ci j of two lower triangular block matrices, say Ai j and Bi j is again a lower triangular

block matrix with Cii = AiiBii. Thus, the (1,1) entry of V n is T n which is to say that

P
W(X)

V nW (x) =W (T nx), x ∈ X, n ≥ 1,

where P
W(X)

is projection of ℓ2(X) onto W (X). Evidently, W (X) is right-complemented and there-

fore, ‖P
W(X)

‖= 1. Consequently, V is an isometric dilation of T .

To prove the necessity, suppose there is an isometric embedding W : X → ℓ2(X) such that

ℓ2(X) = W (X)⊕2 Ỹ for some closed subspace Ỹ ⊆ ℓ2(X) and that V on ℓ2(X) is an isometric

dilation of T with respect to the isometric embedding W . Let us consider the linear operator

A : X→ ℓ2(X) defined by

A(x) = (I −P
W(X)

)VW (x), x ∈ X.

Then for each x ∈ X, we have VWx = P
W(X)

VW x+(I −P
W(X)

)VWx. Since (I−P
W (X)

)VW x ∈ Ỹ for

every x ∈ X, we have that

‖Ax‖= (‖VWx‖2 −‖P
W(X)

VWx‖2)
1
2 = (‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2)

1
2

and the proof is complete.

For a strict contraction T on a Hilbert space H , the function AT as in (6.1) is always a norm,

since for each x ∈ H , AT (x) = ‖DT (x)‖, where DT = (I −T ∗T )
1
2 , the defect operator of T . Also,

in that case the minimal isometric dilation space is given by

ℓ2(H ) = H ⊕2 ℓ2(DT ), where DT = Ran DT .

Therefore, Theorem 6.13 is a generalization in Banach space setting of the isometric dilation the-

orem of a Hilbert space contraction due to Sz. Nagy and Foias which is stated below.

Theorem 6.17. [48, Chapter I, Theorem 4.2] For every contraction T on a Hilbert space H there

exists an isometric dilation V on some Hilbert space K ⊇ H , which is moreover minimal in the

sense that K = span{V nh : n ≥ 0, h ∈ H }. This minimal isometric dilation of T is unique up to

isomorphism.

We now construct an explicit example of a contraction T on a Banach space X, for which AT as

in (6.1) defines a norm on X.

Example 6.18. Let X be a Banach space. Consider Tλ : ℓ2(X)→ ℓ2(X) defined by Tλ (xn)= (λnxn),
where λn =

n
2(n+2)

for all n ∈ N. Then T is a bounded linear map and ‖T‖= sup
n∈N

|λn| = 1/2 < 1.

So, the function ATλ
satisfies the positivity and absolute homogeneity. Let µn = (1−λ 2

n )
1/2 for all

n ∈ N. Then for every (xn) ∈ ℓ2(X), we have

ATλ
(xn) =

(
∞

∑
n=1

‖xn‖2 −
∞

∑
n=1

‖λnxn‖2

)1/2

= ‖Tµ(xn)‖,
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where Tµ : ℓ2(X)→ ℓ2(X) is defined by Tµ(xn) = (µnxn). Consequently, the triangle inequality for

ATλ
follows from the linearity of Tµ .

Next we construct a contraction T on Lp (1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, p 6= 2) for which AT (as in (6.1)) is not a

norm on Lp. We need the following lemma before that.

Lemma 6.19. (i).

√
4−4

1
p

4
< 2

1
p
−1

for p ∈ (1,2). (ii).

√
1−4

− 1
p < 2

− 1
p for p ∈ (2,∞).

Proof. (i). When 1 < p < 2, we have 4−4
1
p < 4

1
p and therefore, 4−4

1
p

4
< 4

1
p−1 = 2

2
p−2.

(ii). When 2 < p < ∞, we have 1−4
− 1

p < 4
− 1

p and therefore,

√
1−4

− 1
p < 2

− 1
p .

Example 6.20. Let X = Lp(Ω,M,µ) (1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, p 6= 2) for some measure space (Ω,M,µ).

Let A, B ∈ M with A ∩ B = /0 and µ(A) 6= 0, µ(B) 6= 0. Consider the unit vectors f = χA

µ(A)
1
p

and g = χB

µ(B)
1
p
. A direct computation shows that for closed subspaces Y = span{ f , g} and Ỹ =

{ f χAc∩Bc : f ∈ X} of X, we have X= Y⊕R Ỹ.

Case I: Let p ∈ [1,2). Choose a scalar λ such that λ ∈ (0,1) if p = 1, and

√
4−4

1
p

4
< λ < 2

1
p−1

if

1 < p < 2. This choice of λ is guaranteed by Lemma 6.19. Every φ ∈X can be uniquely expressed

as φ = αφ f +βφ g+hφ for some αφ ,βφ ∈ C and hφ ∈ Ỹ. Let T : X→X be defined by

T (φ) = λ
(
αφ −βφ

)
f , φ ∈ X.

We show that T is a strict contraction. For any φ ∈ SX, we have

‖αφ f +βφ g‖p =
(
|αφ |p + |βφ |p

) 1
p ≤ ‖φ‖p = 1,

by virtue of Y⊥B Ỹ. Consequently, we have

‖T φ‖p = λ |αφ −βφ | ≤ λ
(
|αφ |+ |βφ |

)
≤ λ

(
|αφ |p+ |βφ |p

) 1
p 2

1− 1
p ≤ λ .21− 1

p .‖φ‖p.

Therefore, ‖T‖ ≤ λ .21− 1
p < 1 by an appropriate choice of λ . Observe that

‖ f +g‖p = 2
1
p , T f = λ f =−T g, AT ( f ) =

(
1−|λ |2

) 1
2 = AT (g).

A straightforward computation now shows that the inequality (6.3) is violated for this particular

choice of T , f and g. Consequently, the function AT as in (6.1) is not a norm on X.

Case II: Let p∈ (2,∞]. By p=∞, we mean 1
p

to be 0. Choose a scalar λ such that

√
1−2

− 2
p < λ <

2
− 1

p if 2 < p <∞, and 0 < λ < 1 if p =∞. This choice of λ is guaranteed by Lemma 6.19. Observe

that Y = span{χA,χB}. Thus, every φ ∈ X can be uniquely expressed as φ = αφ χA +βφ χB +hφ

for some αφ ,βφ ∈ C and hφ ∈ Ỹ. Let S : X→X be defined by

S(φ) = λαφ

(
χA −

(
µ(A)

µ(B)

) 1
p

·χB

)
, φ ∈ X.
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We show that S is a strict contraction. For any φ ∈ SX, we have

‖αφ χA +βφ χB‖p =

{(
|αφ |pµ(A)+ |βφ |pµ(B)

) 1
p if 2 < p < ∞

max{|αφ |, |βφ |} if p = ∞

and in either case we have |αφ | · µ(A)
1
p ≤ ‖αφ χA +βφ χB‖p ≤ ‖φ‖p = 1, since Y ⊥B Ỹ. Conse-

quently, we have

‖Sφ‖p = λ · |αφ | ·
∥∥∥∥∥χA −

(
µ(A)

µ(B)

) 1
p

·χB

∥∥∥∥∥
p

= λ · |αφ | ·
(

µ(A)+
µ(A)

µ(B)
·µ(B)

) 1
p

= λ · |αφ | · (µ(A)+µ(A))
1
p

= λ ·2
1
p · |αφ | ·µ(A)

1
p ≤ λ .2

1
p .‖φ‖p.

[
|αφ | ·µ(A)

1
p ≤ ‖φ‖p = 1

]

Therefore, ‖S‖ ≤ λ .2
1
p < 1 by an appropriate choice of λ . Now, consider the unit vectors

u =
χA

(2 ·µ(A))
1
p

+
χB

(2 ·µ(B))
1
p

; v =
−χA

(2 ·µ(A))
1
p

+
χB

(2 ·µ(B))
1
p

.

Observe that

u+ v =
2 ·χB

(2 ·µ(B))
1
p

, Su =
λ

(2 ·µ(A))
1
p

[
χA −

(
µ(A)

µ(B)

) 1
p

·χB

]
=−S(v),

and

‖u+ v‖p =
2

2
1
p

, S(u+ v) = 0, ‖Su‖p = λ = ‖Sv‖p, and AS(u) =
(
1−|λ |2

) 1
2 = AS(v).

A straightforward computation shows that the inequality (6.3) is violated for this particular choice

of S, u and v. Consequently, the function AS as in (6.1) is not a norm on X.

Example 6.20 along with Theorem 6.8 proves the following well-known result.

Theorem 6.21. For 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞, Lp is a Hilbert space if and only if p = 2.

6.1. Induced semi-norm and dilation in Banach spaces. Let X be a Banach space and T ∈
B(X). Then ‖T‖ ≤ 1 is equivalent to the positivity of AT as in (6.1), i.e., AT (x)≥ 0 for all x ∈ X.

Also, the strict positivity of AT , i.e., AT (x) > 0 for all nonzero x in X is equivalent to ‖Tx‖ < ‖x‖
for all nonzero x ∈ X. In this Subsection, we study when AT defines a norm or a semi-norm on X

for operators T with ‖T‖= 1.

The set of all contractions on X is a disjoint union of the open unit ball B1(X) and the unit

sphere SB(X) in B(X). All operators T ∈ B1(X) for which the function AT defines a norm on X

have been characterized in Theorem 6.13. The operators T ∈ SB(X) can be further split into two

disjoint classes based on their norm attainment sets MT = {x ∈ SX : ‖Tx‖= ‖T‖}, namely

G1(X) = {T ∈ SB(X) : MT = /0} and G2(X) = {T ∈ SB(X) : MT 6= /0}.
The homogeneity property of AT is automatic for all contractions T . The strict positivity of AT

also holds for each T ∈ G1(X), whereas the same is not true for all T ∈ G2(X). For T ∈ G2(X) it is
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naturally asked if the function AT defines a semi-norm on X. Recall that a semi-norm N on a vector

space V is a function N : V→ [0,∞) satisfying N(αv) = |α|N(v) and N(v+w)≤ N(v)+N(w) for

all α ∈ C and u,w ∈ V. The following four examples show that nothing is conclusive about the

function AT , i.e., if it defines a norm or semi-norm for T in G1(X) or G2(X).

Example 6.22 (AT does not define a norm on X for T ∈ G1(X)). Consider the Banach space

X= ℓ1 = {(xn) : ∑∞
n=1 |xn|< ∞, xn ∈ C, n ≥ 1} and the sequence (λn) ∈ ℓ∞, where λn =

2n−1
2n

for

all n ∈ N. Let T : X→X be defined by

T ((xn)) = (λ1(x1 − x2),λ2x3,λ3x4, . . . ,), (xn) ∈ X.

Then it is easy to see that ‖T‖= sup
n

λn = 1, and ‖T ((xn))‖ < ‖(xn)‖ for all (xn) ∈ X. So T ∈
G1(X). However, the function AT does not define a norm on X, since it does not satisfy the triangle

inequality for e1 = (1,0,0, . . .) and e2 = (0,1,0,0, . . .).

Example 6.23 (AT defines a norm on X for T ∈ G1(X)). Consider the classical Hilbert space

X= ℓ2, where

ℓ2 = {(xn) :
∞

∑
n=1

|xn|2 < ∞, xn ∈ C, n ≥ 1},

and the multiplication operator T : ℓ2 → ℓ2 defined by

T ((xn)) = (λnxn), (xn) ∈ ℓ2, λn =
n−1

n
, n ≥ 1.

Then it is easy to see that T ∈ G1(X), i.e., ‖T‖= 1 and ‖T (xn)‖< ‖(xn)‖ for all nonzero (xn) ∈ ℓ2.

Also, note that AT ((xn)) = ‖DT ((xn))‖ for all (xn) ∈ ℓ2. Consequently, the linearity of DT shows

that AT defines a norm on X.

Example 6.24 (AT does not define a semi-norm on X for T ∈ G2(X)). Let X = (C3,‖ · ‖1), and

choose 0 < λ < 1. Consider the operator T : X→ X defined by T (x,y,z) = (x,λ (y− z),0). Then

‖T‖= 1 and MT = span{(1,0,0)}∩SX, i.e., T ∈ G2(X). However, the function AT does not define

a semi-norm on X, since it does not satisfy the triangle inequality for the vectors (0,1,0) and

(0,0,1).

Example 6.25 (AT defines a semi-norm on X for T ∈ G2(X)). Let X be a Banach space. Consider

the backward shift operator M̂z : ℓ2(X)→ ℓ2(X) (as in (5.6)) defined by

M̂z(x0,x1, . . .) = (x1,x2, . . .), (x0,x1, . . .) ∈ ℓ2(X).

Then, ‖M̂z‖= 1 and the norm attainment set is given by

M
M̂z

= {(x0,x1, . . .) ∈ ℓ2(X) : x0 = 0,
∞

∑
n=1

‖xn‖2 = 1}.

Therefore, M̂z ∈ G2(ℓ2(X)). Let P : ℓ2(X)→X be the norm-one projection onto the first coordinate

of ℓ2(X). Then we have

‖x‖2 −‖A
M̂z

x‖2 = ‖x0‖2 = ‖P(x)‖2, x = (x0,x1,x2 . . .) ∈ ℓ2(X).

So the function A
M̂z

defines a semi-norm on ℓ2(X), as the triangle inequality follows from the

linearity of P.

Now, we characterize all the operators T ∈ G1(X) (G2(X)) in terms of isometric dilation on a

Banach (semi-normed linear) space.
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Theorem 6.26. Let X be a Banach space and let T ∈ G1(X) (or, T ∈ G2(X)) be arbitrary. Then

the function AT (as in (6.1)) defines a norm (or, a semi-norm) on X if and only if T dilates to an

isometry on a normed space (or, a semi-normed linear space).

Proof. First we prove the necessary part. It follows from Lemma 6.3 that the space X0 = (X,AT )
is not a Banach space. Now, consider the normed space (or, the semi-normed linear space) X0 =
(X,AT ) and let K = ℓ2(X⊕2 X0). Then the operator V : K → K as in the proof of Theorem

6.13 remains an isometry and dilates T .

The proof of sufficiency follows in a similar manner, utilizing the linearity of the operator(
I −P

W(X)
V (W )

)
: X→ X̃, where V : X̃ → X̃ is the isometric dilation and W : X→ X̃ is the iso-

metric embedding of X into the normed space (or, semi-normed linear space) X̃ (see the proof of

Theorem 6.13). The proof is complete.

6.2. A new adjoint for Banach space operators and characterizations for Hilbert spaces.

Unlike Hilbert space operators, it is not possible to define an adjoint for a Banach space operator

that acts like Hilbert space adjoint. In this Subsection, we make an attempt of defining an adjoint

of a Banach space operator T that is not exactly the Banach adjoint T×. However, we shall see that

our notion of adjoint for a Banach space operator generalizes that of a Hilbert space operator and

leads to a necessary and sufficient condition such that a Banach space with dimension greater than

2 becomes a Hilbert space.

For an operator T on a Banach space X, the Banach adjoint T× is an operator defined on the

dual space X∗ by f 7→ f ◦T for every f ∈ X∗. If T acts on a Hilbert space H , then the Hilbert

space adjoint T ∗ of the operator T is equal to the operator J−1
X

T×JX, where JX : H →H (=H ∗)
mapping x to JX(x) is defined by JX(x)(y) = 〈y,x〉, y ∈ H . See Section 2 for the definition of JX
in more general Banach space setting. Needless to mention that JX is a conjugate surjective linear

isometry. The fact that the Hilbert space adjoint T ∗ coincides with J
−1
X

T×JX can be proved easily.

Indeed, if we denote by T̃ the operator J−1
X

T×JX, then for x,y ∈ H it follows that

T×
JX(x)(y) = 〈y,z〉, z = T̃ (x).

This further implies that

〈Ty,x〉= T×
JX(x)(y) = 〈y,z〉= 〈y, T̃ (x)〉,

and consequently, T ∗ = T̃ . Thus, we have a way of defining an adjoint for an operator T on a

Banach space X in terms of J−1
X

T×JX which coincides with the Hilbert space adjoint T ∗ when X

is a Hilbert space. For a Banach space X, the map JX : X → X∗ can be canonically defined by

x 7→ fx, where fx denotes support functional at the point x ∈ X. However, there are Banach spaces

where one can find multiple support functionals at a point. Also, a linear functional on a Banach

space may not attain its norm at a point or, even if it attains its norm at a point, the point may

not be unique. To get rid of such ambiguities and to define JX appropriately, we assume that the

underlying Banach space is reflexive, smooth and strictly convex. Now the map JX : X→X∗ given

by x 7→ fx is well-defined and has the following properties:

(i) JX(αx) = ᾱΦ(x), α ∈ C, x ∈ X ;

(ii) if dim(X) > 2, then X is a Hilbert space if and only if JX is a linear map, because, the

linearity of JX is equivalent to the left-additivity of Birkhoff-James orthogonality. (See

[22, Theorem 2] for details.)
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Even without linearity in general, the map JX is a surjective isometry. Thus, for an operator T on a

reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space X, we define an adjoint T∗ of T in the following

way:

T∗ : X→X

x 7→ J
−1
X

T×
JX(x).

Note that unlike the Banach adjoint T×, the map T∗ acts on X itself. The adjoint T∗ has the

following basic properties.

(1) T× fx = fT∗x for every x ∈ X.

(2) ‖T∗(x)‖ ≤ ‖T‖ ‖x‖ for every x ∈ X.

(3) T∗(αx) = αT∗x for every x ∈ X and α ∈ C.
(4) T∗ is not linear in general.

(5) fx(TT∗x) = ‖T∗x‖2 and fT∗T x(x) = ‖T x‖2 for all x ∈ X. Moreover, sup
‖x‖=1

‖T∗T x‖= ‖T‖2.

(6) (αT )∗ = αT∗ for all α ∈ C.
(7) (T1T2)∗ = T2∗T1∗ for every T1,T2 ∈ B(X).
(8) (T1 +T2)∗ is not equal to T1∗+T2∗ in general.

We now investigate the behaviour of the map T∗ in particular cases to have some more interesting

features. We begin with the unilateral shift and shall see that its adjoint in our sense is the backward

shift operator.

Proposition 6.27. Suppose X is a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space and Mz :

ℓ2(X)→ ℓ2(X) is the unilateral shift operator as in (5.5). Then Mz∗ = M̂z, where M̂z is the back-

ward shift operator as in (5.6).

Proof. We have that ℓ2(X)
∗ ∼= ℓ2(X

∗) by the map R : ℓ2(X)
∗ → ℓ2(X

∗) defined by R( f ) = ( fn),
where fn(x) = f (0,0, · · · , x︸︷︷︸

n-th

,0,0, · · ·), x ∈ X. Therefore, for every x = (xn) ∈ ℓ2(X) we have

fx = R−1(( fxn
)) and

(
M×

z fx

)
y = fx(Mz(y)) = fx2

(y1)+ fx3
(y2)+ · · ·= f

M̂z(x)
(y), y ∈ ℓ2(X)

∗.

Consequently, Mz∗(x) = M̂z(x) for all x ∈ ℓ2(X).

The adjoint of a Hilbert space unitary is its inverse. Interestingly, the same happens for the

Banach space unitaries.

Proposition 6.28. Suppose X is a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space and Ũ is a

unitary operator on X. Then Ũ∗ = Ũ−1.

Proof. It follows from (4.2) that Ũ× fx = Ũ× f
ŨŨ−1(x) = f

Ũ−1(x) for all x ∈ X. Therefore, Ũ∗(x) =

Ũ−1(x) for all x ∈ X.

Now we present the main result of this Subsection. This provides a pair of characterizations for

a Hilbert space of dimension greater than 2.

Theorem 6.29. Let X be a reflexive, smooth and strictly convex Banach space with dim(X) > 2.
Then, the following are equivalent.

(1) X is a Hilbert space.

(2) T∗ is a linear map for every rank one linear map T ∈ B(X).
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(3) (I +U)∗ = I +U∗, where U is the bilateral shift operator U on ℓ2(Z,X) defined by

U(. . . ,x−2,x−1, x0 ,x1,x2, . . .) = (. . . ,x−2, x−1 ,x0,x1,x2, . . .), (xn)n∈Z ∈ ℓ2(Z,X),

where the box denotes the 0-th position in the sequence.

Proof. (1)⇔ (2). The forward direction is obvious. We prove the backward direction, i.e. (2)⇒
(1). Let x,y ∈ X be arbitrary. Consider the rank one operator Txy : X → X defined by Txy(z) =
fx(z)y, z ∈ X. Then Txy is a bounded linear map and ‖Txy‖ = ‖x‖‖y‖. Now, we find the adjoint

operator, i.e. Txy∗. Let z ∈ X be arbitrary. Then

(T×
xy fz)(w) = fz(Txyw) = fz(y) fx(w) = f

fz(y)x
(w), w ∈ X.

Therefore, by the smoothness of X we have that Txy∗(z) = fz(y)x for any z ∈ X. Now, the linearity

of the family of operators {Txy∗ : x,y ∈ X} implies that the Birkhoff-James orthogonality is left

additive on X. Consequently, X is a Hilbert space by [22, Theorem 2].

(1)⇔ (3). Again the forward direction is obvious. We prove (3)⇒ (1). By hypothesis, we have

fx + fU−1x = (I +U)× fx = f(I+U)∗ x = f(I+U∗)x = f(x+U−1x), x ∈ ℓ2(Z,X). (6.8)

The last equality in (6.8) follows from Proposition 6.28. Let x,y ∈ X be arbitrary. Consider, x0 =
(· · · ,0, x ,y− x,0, · · ·) ∈ ℓ2(Z,X). Then it follows from the identification ℓ2(Z,X)

∗ ∼= ℓ2(Z,X
∗)

that the element fx0
∈ ℓ2(Z,X)

∗ is uniquely identified with (· · · ,0, fx , fy−x,0, · · ·) ∈ ℓ2(Z,X
∗).

Thus, it follows from (6.8) that the elements ( fx0
+ fU−1x0

) and f(x0+U−1x0) are equal. Conse-

quently,

(· · · ,0, fx, fx + fy−x , fy−x,0, · · ·) = (· · · ,0, fx, fy , fy−x,0, · · ·),
as x0+U(x0)= (· · · ,0,x, y ,y−x,0, · · ·). By component-wise comparison, we have fx+ fy−x = fy.

Therefore, for x,y ∈ X we have fx − fy = fx + f−y = fx−y. This shows that the Birkhoff-James

orthogonality is left additive and consequently X is a Hilbert space by [22, Theorem 2].

7. DILATION AND NORM ATTAINMENT SET OF AN OPERATOR

Throughout this Section, we shall consider only nonzero operators. The norm attainment set of

an operator is a well-studied area in Banach space theory, e.g. see [7, 12, 28, 40, 41, 43, 52]. In

this Section, we study the connection between the norm attainment set and (isometric) dilation of

a contraction. The norm attainment set of an operator T on a Banach space X is defined as

MT = {x ∈ SX : ‖T x‖= ‖T‖}.
Recently, Paul and Sain characterized a finite-dimensional real Hilbert space in terms of the norm

attainment sets of operators acting on it. The result is stated below.

Theorem 7.1. [43, Theorem 2.2] A finite dimensional real normed linear space X is an inner

product space if and only if for any linear operator T on X, T attains its norm at e1,e2 ∈ SX
implies T attains its norm at span{e1,e2}∩SX.

The necessary part of the theorem holds for any inner product space, real or complex and ir-

respective of dimension. For an operator T acting on a Hilbert space H , T attains its norm at a

unit vector x if and only if T ∗T x = ‖T‖2x. In other words, if T ∈ B(H ) attains its norm, then
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MT = SH0
, where H0 is the eigenspace of T ∗T corresponding to the eigenvalue ‖T‖2. How-

ever, norm attainment set of a Banach space operator is not so straight forward. In [42] Sain

characterized the norm attainment set of a Banach space operator in terms of semi-inner-products

[20, 29, 42].

Let X be a Banach space and T ∈ B(X). If T = αS for some operator S on X and α ∈ C\{0},

then it is obvious that MT = MS. So, it follows from here that MT = MA, where A = S
‖S‖ is a

norm-one contraction. Thus, for studying the norm attainment sets of scalar multiples of norm-one

contractions that admit isometric dilations, it suffices to consider the following class:

A (X) =

{
T ∈ B(X) :

T

‖T‖ dilates to an isometry on some normed (or, semi-normed) space

}
.

Evidently, this class coincides with B(X) if the underlying space X is a Hilbert space. In case

of Banach space, the class A (X) is nonempty as it contains all scalar multiples of isometries, by

Theorem 6.13. Nevertheless, every operator in A (X) can be characterized in view of Theorem

6.13 in the following way.

Theorem 7.2. Let X be a Banach space and T ∈B(X). Then T ∈A (X) if and only if the function

ÂT : X→ [0,∞) given by ÂT (x) =
(
‖T‖2‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2

)1/2
defines a norm (or semi-norm) on X.

Proof. Consider the operator S = T
‖T‖ . Then for all x ∈ X, we have ÂT (x) = ‖T‖AS(x), where AS

is as in (6.1). Therefore, ÂT defines a norm (or semi-norm) on X if and only if AS does the same.

The rest follows from Theorem 6.13.

The fact that ÂT defines a norm and that AT/‖T‖ defines a norm are equivalent. Thus, it follows

from Lemma 6.3 that the function ÂT is not equivalent to the original norm on X for any T ∈A (X).
Now, we arrive at the main result of this Section.

Theorem 7.3. Let X be a Banach space and T ∈ A (X). Let V on X′ be an isometric dila-

tion of T
‖T‖ with W : X → X′ being the isometric embedding. Then x ∈ MT if and only if x ∈

ker
(
(I −P

W(X)
)VW

)⋂
SX.

Proof. Let x ∈ X be arbitrary. Then we have

‖T‖2‖x‖2 −‖T x‖2 = ‖T‖2

(
‖x‖2 −

∥∥∥∥
T

‖T‖(x)
∥∥∥∥

2
)

= ‖T‖2
(
‖VW (x)‖2 −‖P

W(X)
VW (x)‖2

)

= ‖T‖2‖(I−P
W(X)

)VW (x)‖2.

Consequently, x ∈ MT if and only if x ∈ ker
(
(I −P

W(X)
)VW

)⋂
SX.

For a Banach space contraction T ∈ B(X), let us consider the set

M̂T = {x ∈ X : ‖T‖‖x‖= ‖T x‖}.
Then MT = SX∩M̂T . For all scalar multiple of isometries V on X, the set M̂V is equal to the whole

space X and MV = SX. In general the sets MT and M̂T are related in the following way.

Lemma 7.4. Let X be a Banach space and T ∈ B(X). Then the following are equivalent:

(i) span{x,y}∩SX ⊆ MT whenever x,y ∈ MT ;
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(ii) M̂T is a linear subspace of X.

Proof. Obvious.

Theorem 7.1 and Lemma 7.4 show that for every non-Hilbert real finite-dimensional Banach

space X, there is an operator T ∈ B(X) such that M̂T is not a linear subspace of X. However, it is

evident that 0 ∈ M̂T for every T ∈ B(X) and x ∈ M̂T implies that αx ∈ M̂T for all scalars α . In the

following example, we construct an operator T on a complex Banach space for which M̂T is not a

linear subspace.

Example 7.5. Let X =
(
C2,‖ · ‖1

)
over the field of complex numbers and choose 0 < λ < 1.

Consider the operator T :X→X defined by T (x,y)= (λ (x−y),0) for all (x,y)∈X. Then ‖T‖= λ

and e1 = (1,0), e2 = (0,1) belong to MT but e1+e2

‖e1+e2‖ /∈ MT . Consequently, M̂T is not a subspace of

X.

Note that Theorem 7.3 explicitly describes the subspace M̂T for every T ∈ A (X). Despite the

fact that M̂T is not a subspace in general, Theorem 7.3 also shows that there is a wide class of

operators T for which M̂T is a linear subspace of X. Especially, if T dilates to ‖T‖V for some

isometry V on a normed (or semi-normed) space, then M̂T is a subspace of X. It follows from

the dilation theorem due to Sz.-Nagy (see [48, Ch. 1, Sec. 4, Theorem 4.1]) that the class A (X)
coincides with B(X) if X is a Hilbert space.

Lemma 7.6. Let H be a Hilbert space, and let T ∈ B(H ) be arbitrary. Then ÂT defines a norm

if MT = /0 and a semi-norm if MT 6= /0.

Proof. Note that T 6= 0 and let us consider the operator S = T
‖T‖ . Then it is easy to see that

ÂT (h) = ‖T‖‖DS(h)‖ for all h ∈ H , where DS = (I − T ∗T )
1
2 . Therefore, the linearity of the

operator DS shows that ÂT defines a norm if MT = /0 and a semi-norm if MT 6= /0.

For an arbitrary Banach space X, the class of operators T ∈ B(X) for which M̂T is a linear

subspace of X, can be strictly larger than the class A (X). In the following example, we find a

Banach space operator T for which M̂T is a linear subspace but T /∈ A (X).

Example 7.7. Let X= (C3,‖·‖1), and choose 0< λ < 1. Consider the operator T :X→X defined

by T (x,y,z) = (x,λ (y− z),0). Then ‖T‖ = 1 and M̂T = span{(1,0,0)}. But T /∈ A (X), as the

function ÂT does not satisfy the triangle inequality for the vectors e2 = (0,1,0) and e3 = (0,0,1).

We conclude this section with an example of an operator on a Banach space X that belongs to

the class A (X).

Example 7.8. Let X be a complex Banach space and let (λn) be a bounded sequence of complex

numbers. Consider the operator Tλ : ℓ2(X) → ℓ2(X) defined by Tλ (xn) = (λnxn). Then ‖Tλ‖ =
sup
n∈N

|λn|. So, for any (xn) ∈ ℓ2(X) we have

(
ÂTλ

(xn)
)2

= ‖Tλ‖2‖(xn)‖2 −‖Tλ (xn)‖2 =
∞

∑
n=1

‖xn‖2
(
‖Tλ‖2 −|λn|2

)
= ‖Tµ(xn)‖2,

where µn =
(
‖Tλ‖2 −|λn|2

)1/2
for all n ∈N and Tµ : ℓ2(X)→ ℓ2(X) is defined by Tµ(xn) = (µnxn).

Evidently, ÂTλ
defines a norm on ℓ2(X) if |λk| 6= sup

n∈N
|λn| for any k ∈ N and a semi-norm if |λk| =

sup
n∈N

|λn| for some k ∈ N.
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8. CANONICAL DECOMPOSITION OF A BANACH SPACE CONTRACTION

The canonical decomposition of a contraction T on a Hilbert space H (see Chapter-I of [48]),

splits T into two orthogonal parts of which one is a unitary and the other is a completely non-

unitary (c.n.u.) contraction, i.e., H admits an orthogonal decomposition H = H0 ⊕2 H1 into

reducing subspaces H0, H1 of T such that T |H0
is a unitary and T |H1

is a c.n.u. contraction. The

space H0 is given by

H0 = {h ∈ H : ‖T nh‖= ‖h‖= ‖T ∗nh‖, n ∈ N}.
Thus, H0 is the maximal reducing subspace of T such that T |H0

is a unitary. Note that the maximal

invariant subspace on which T is an isometry is the following:

H (T ) = {h ∈ H : ‖T nh‖= ‖h‖, n ∈ N}.
For a Banach space X and a contraction T on X, the space

X(T ) = {h ∈ H : ‖T nh‖= ‖h‖, n ∈ N} (8.1)

is always a closed subset of X but may not be a linear subspace as the following example shows.

Example 8.1. Consider the Banach space X=
(
C3,‖ · ‖1

)
. Then, every (x,y,z) ∈ X has the norm

|x|+ |y|+ |z|. Consider the operator T :X→X defined by T (x,y,z)= (x−y,0,z) for all (x,y,z)∈X.

Then it is obvious that T n = T for all n ≥ 1. Thus, X(T ) = {a ∈ X : ‖Ta‖ = ‖a‖}. This is not a

linear subspace because e1 = (1,0,0), e2 = (0,1,0) belong to X(T ) but (e1 + e2) /∈ X(T ).

Despite the fact that X(T ) is not a closed (linear) subspace of a Banach space X in general,

there is a wide class of contractions T ∈ B(X) for which X(T ) is a closed subspace. Indeed, if

the function AT (as in (6.1)) gives a semi-norm on X, then X(T ) becomes a closed subspace as the

following result explains.

Lemma 8.2. Let X be a Banach space and T ∈B(X) be a contraction. If AT (as in (6.1)) defines

a semi-norm on X, then X(T ) (as in (8.1)) is a closed subspace of X.

Proof. Consider the semi-normed linear space X0 = (X,AT ) and K = ℓ2(X⊕2X0). Then the map

W : X→ K defined by

W (x) = ((x,0),0,0, . . . ,), x ∈ X

is an isometric embedding of X into K and the map V : K → K as in (6.7) (see the proof of

Theorem 6.13) is an isometric dilation of T . Thus, for every n ≥ 1, we have

Xn = {x ∈ X : ‖T nx‖= ‖x‖}= ker
((

I −P
W (X)

)
V nW

)
,

which shows that Xn is a closed subspace of X. Consequently, X(T )=∩∞
n=1Xn is a closed subspace

of X and the proof is complete.

We denote the class of contractions T on a Banach space X such that X(T ) is a closed subspace

by

F (X) = {T ∈ B(X) : X(T ) is a closed subspace of X}.
Interestingly, the class F (X) is strictly bigger than the class for which AT defines a semi-norm.

In the following example, we find a Banach space contraction T for which AT does not define a

semi-norm yet X(T ) is a closed subspace.
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Example 8.3. Let X = (C3,‖ · ‖1), and choose 0 < λ < 1. Consider the operator T : X → X

defined by T (x,y,z) = (x,λ (y− z),0). Then for all n ≥ 1, T n(x,y,z) = (x,λ n(y− z),0) for all

(x,y,z) ∈ X. Therefore, X(T ) = span{(1,0,0)} is a closed subspace but the function AT does not

define a semi-norm on X, since it does not satisfy the triangle inequality for the vectors (0,1,0)
and (0,0,1).

To go parallel with the Hilbert space theory, we now define completely non-unitary (c.n.u.)

contraction on a Banach space.

Definition 8.4. A contraction T on a Banach space X is said to be completely non-unitary or simply

c.n.u. if there is no nonzero invariant subspace Y of X such that T |Y : Y→ Y is a unitary.

Note that if X is a Hilbert space and T |Y : Y → Y is a unitary for some closed subspace Y of

X, then Y is also a reducing subspace for T . Thus, our definition of a c.n.u. contraction on a

Banach space generalizes that of a c.n.u. Hilbert space contraction. Now, we present a canonical

decomposition for a Banach space contraction that belongs to the class F (X).

Theorem 8.5. Let T be a contraction on a Banach space X and let X(T ) as in (8.1) be a linear

subspace of X. If T |X(T) is a Wold isometry with right-complemented range, then there is a unique

closed subspace W of X such that

(a) W is invariant under T ;

(b) T |W : W→W is a unitary ;

(c) if M is an invariant subspace of T for which T |M : M→M is a unitary, then M⊆W.

In addition, if W is smooth and X=W
⊕

RW
′, then T |W′ is a completely non-unitary contrac-

tion.

Proof. Since the operator T̃ := T |X(T) :X(T )→X(T ) is a Wold isometry with right-complemented

range, there are subspaces X1,X2 of X(T ) that are invariant under T such that X(T ) = X1 ⊕X2,

and T |X1
is a unitary whereas T |X2

is a unilateral shift by Lemma 4.1. By Theorem 4.3, T̃ has a left

inverse, say A : X(T )→ X(T ). Let Ti := T |Xi
: Xi → Xi (i = 1,2). Suppose, T̃2 is the left inverse

of T2 as in Theorem 4.3. Then with respect to the decomposition X(T ) = X1 ⊕X2, T̃ and its left

inverse A can be written as

T̃ =

[
T1 0

0 T2

]
, A =

[
T−1

1 0

0 T̃2

]
.

Evidently,

AT̃ =

[
IX1

0

0 IX2

]
= IX(T) and T̃ A =

[
IX1

0

0 T2T̃2

]
. (8.2)

Set

W=

(
∞⋂

n=0

T n(X(T ))

)
⋂
(

∞⋂

n=0

An(X(T ))

)
.

Now, we prove the statements (a), (b), (c) of the theorem.

(a) Let x ∈W be arbitrary. Then for each n ∈ N, there exist xn,yn in X(T ) such that T nxn = x =
Anyn. Therefore,

T x = T n+1xn = T n(T xn), n ≥ 1,

and

T x = AnT n(T x) = An(T n+1x), n ≥ 1.
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Thus, T x ∈W and consequently W is invariant under T .

(b) Since T̃ = T |X(T ) is an isometry and since W ⊆ X(T ) is invariant under T , we have that

T |W : W→W is also an isometry. Let x ∈W be arbitrary, and xn, yn be as in part-(a). Then by

(8.2), we have

‖Ax‖= ‖AT x1‖= ‖x1‖= ‖Tx1‖= ‖x‖.
Therefore, A is an isometry. Also, for all n ∈ N we have that Ax = An+1yn and

Ax = A(T nxn) = AT (T n−1xn) = T n−1xn.

Consequently, Ax ∈W and W is invariant under A. Moreover,

TAx = TAT x1 = T (AT x1) = T x1 = x = AT̃x = AT x.

Therefore, A and T are unitaries on W and they are inverse of each other.

(c) Let M be a subspace of X satisfying the stated conditions. Consider the operator S := T |M :

M →M. Since M is invariant under T , it follows that Snx = T nx for all n ≥ 1 and x ∈M. Also,

for all n ≥ 0 and for all x ∈M, we have ‖Sn(x)‖= ‖T n(x)‖= ‖x‖. Thus, M ⊆ X(T ). Let x ∈M

be arbitrary. It follows from the surjectivity of Sn that for every n ∈ N, there is xn ∈ M such

that Snxn = x. Therefore, for n ≥ 1 we have x = Sn(xn) = T n(xn) and x = AnT nx = Anyn, where

yn = T nx ∈ X(T ). Consequently, x ∈ W and M ⊆ W. If there is another subspace W̃ satisfying

(a), (b), (c) of the statement, then it follows from (c) that W= W̃.

In addition, if W is smooth, then J(w) = {T× fTw} for every nonzero w ∈W. Indeed, for any

x ∈ X we have ∣∣T× fTw(x)
∣∣≤ ‖T x‖‖Tw‖ ≤ ‖w‖‖x‖,

and for x = w it reduces to fTw(Tw) = ‖Tw‖2 = ‖w‖2. Thus, J(w) = {T× fTw} by the smoothness

of W. Whenever X =W
⊕

RW
′, by virtue of TW =W and W ⊥B W′, we have T× fTw(w

′) = 0

for all w ∈W′. This shows that W⊥B TW′. If Tw′ = u+ v for u ∈W and w′ ∈W′, then we have

u ⊥B (u+ v) and u ⊥B v. Since by hypothesis u is smooth, it follows from the right-additivity of

Birkhoff-James orthogonality that u = 0 and hence TW′ ⊆W′. Consequently, T |W′ is completely

non-unitary contraction by virtue of (c). This completes the proof.

Theorem 8.5 generalizes the canonical decomposition of a Hilbert space contraction. The sub-

space W of X as in Theorem 8.5 is the maximal invariant subspace of T such that T |W is a unitary.

Thus, T |W is called the unitary part of T . Let us have an explicit example of a Banach space

contraction and see its canonical decomposition.

Example 8.6. For 1 < p < ∞ and p 6= 2, let X= ℓp. Consider the operator T : X→X defined by

T (x0,x1,x2,x3,x4,x5,x6,x7,x8,x9,x10,x11,x12,x13, . . .)

=

(
1

2
x0,x1,

1

22
x2,0,

1

23
x4,x5,

1

24
x6,x3,

1

25
x8,x9,

1

26
x10,x7,

1

27
x12,x13, . . .

)
.

Evidently, T is a contraction. For any non-negative integer k, let ek denote the vector having 1 at

k-th coordinate and zero elsewhere. It follows from the definition of T that

T (e2k) =
1

2k+1
e2k, T (e4k+1) = e4k+1, T (e4k+3) = e4k+7, k ≥ 0.

Also,

T n(e2k) =
1

2n(k+1)
e2k, T n(e4k+1) = e4k+1, T n(e4k+3) = e4(n+k)+3, n ≥ 1, k ≥ 0.
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Consider the collection

X(T ) = {(x0,x1, . . .) ∈ X : ‖T n(x0,x1, . . .)‖= ‖(x0,x1, . . .)‖, n ≥ 0} .
Then X(T ) is a closed subspace of X and X(T ) = {(x0,x1, . . .) ∈ X : x2n = 0, n ≥ 0}. Note that

T (X(T )) = {(x0,x1, . . .) ∈ X : x2n = 0, x3 = 0, n ≥ 0} ⊆ X(T ).

Thus, X(T ) is invariant under T and T |X(T ) is an isometry. The range of T |X(T ) is right-complemented

by the subspace L = {(0,0,0,x,0,0, , . . .) : x ∈ C}. Therefore, T |X(T) is a Wold isometry with

right-complemented range and the hypotheses of Theorem 8.5 are satisfied. Thus, there is a sub-

space W in X satisfying (a), (b), (c) of Theorem 8.5. It is not difficult to see the subspace W for

this example is of the form

W= {(x0,x1, . . .) ∈ X : x2n = x4n+3 = 0, n ≥ 0}.
In addition, W is smooth and

W
′ = {(x0,x1, . . .) ∈ X : x4n+1 = 0, n ≥ 0}

is the right-complement of W in X. Also, T |W′ is a completely non-unitary contraction.

In [27], Levan took a next step to decompose the c.n.u. part of a Hilbert space contraction. In

this connection, we mention that a contraction T on a Hilbert space H is said to be completely

non-isometry or simply c.n.i. if there is no nonzero invariant subspace H0 ⊆ H of T such that

T |H0
: H0 → H0 is an isometry. Levan’s decomposition of a c.n.u. Hilbert space contraction T

splits T further into two orthogonal parts of which one is a c.n.i. contraction and the other is a

unilateral shift. We adopt the same definition for a c.n.i. contraction in the Banach space setting.

Below we see that a c.n.u. Banach space contraction can also admit a Levan-type decomposition

under certain assumptions. Interestingly, these assumptions are automatic if the underlying Banach

space is a Hilbert space.

Suppose that T is a contraction on a Banach space X satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem

8.5 and that the maximal invariant subspace W on which T is a unitary is smooth and right-

complemented in X. Consider the collection

W=
{
Ỹ⊆ X(T ) : T (Ỹ)⊆ Ỹ, X= Ỹ⊕ Ỹ1, T (Ỹ1)⊆ Ỹ1 for some closed subspace Ỹ1 in X

}
,

where X(T )⊆ X is as in (8.1) and X(T )⊇W. Then the collection W is nonempty, since W ∈W.

Then by Zorn’s Lemma, W has a maximal element, say W̃. Therefore, X can be decomposed

as X = W̃⊕W′. Evidently, T |
W̃

: W̃→ W̃ is an isometry. If T |
W̃

is a Wold isometry with right-

complemented range, then there exist subspaces W1 and W2 of W̃ such that W̃=W1⊕W2, where

T |W1
: W1 →W1 is a unitary and T |W2

: W2 →W2 is a unilateral shift by Lemma 4.1. Altogether,

we have

X= (W1 ⊕W2)⊕W
′ (8.3)

where W′ is invariant under T and T |W′ : W′ →W′ is a completely non-isometry contraction. We

end this Section with the following example that illustrates Levan-type decomposition of a c.n.u.

Banach space contraction.

Example 8.7. We consider the c.n.u. part of the contraction T as in Example 8.6. Then

X(T ) = {(x0,x1, . . .) ∈ X : x2n = 0, n ≥ 0}



A DILATION THEORETIC APPROACH TO BANACH SPACES 59

is a subspace of X. So, the maximal element W̃ of W is X(T ) itself. It also follows from Example

8.6 that T |X(T ) : X(T ) → X(T ) is a Wold isometry. Naturally, X admits a decomposition as in

(8.3).
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