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Extending wavelet filters. Infinite dimensions,
the non-rational case, and indefinite-inner
product spaces

Daniel Alpay, Palle Jorgensen and lzchak Lewkowicz

Abstract In this paper we are discussing various aspects of wavetetstilhile
there are earlier studies of these filters as matrix valuedtions in wavelets, in
signal processing, and in systems, we here expand the frarkeiotivated by
applications, and by bringing to bear tools from reprodgéiarnel theory, we point
out the role of non-positive definite Hermitian inner prothuegative squares),
for example Krein spaces, in the study of stability questidite focus on the non-
rational case, and establish new connections with the yhefogeneralized Schur
functions and their associated reproducing kernel Poginygpaces, and the Cuntz
relations.
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1 Introduction

Roughly speaking, systems whose inputs and outputs mayehetiassignalsare
calledfilters. Mathematically, filters are often presented as operatlaedfunctions
of a complex variable. In applications, filters are used ewmaragi) prediction,(ii )
signal processingjii ) systems theory an@dv) Lax-Phillips scattering theory [55].
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There, one is faced with spectral theoretic questions wbérhbe formulated and
answered with the use of a suitable choice of an operatoeudunction defined
on a domain in complex plane; in the case of scattering théweyscattering oper-
ator and the scattering matrix; in the other areas, the nasegbinclude polyphase
matrix, see e.g./ [43,49]. We also mention that more regefitlers are used in
(iv) multiresolution analysis in wavelets. We follow standandwentions regarding
time-frequency duality, i.e., the correspondence betwiserete time on one side
and a complex frequency variable on the other. In the simplgses, one passes
from a time series to a generating function of a complex Wéeial hese frequency
response functions fall in various specific classes of fonstof a complex variable;
the particular function spaces in turn are dictated by appibns. Again, motivated
by applications, in our present study, we adopt a wider carfioe both sides of the
duality divide. On the frequency side, we work with operat@ued functions. This
framework is relevant to a host of applications, and we bel@f independent in-
terest in operator theory. From the literature, we menftdf),[[22] (see alsd[21]),
and the papers referenced below.

We here consider the set 6*N-valued functions meromorphic in the open unit
disk D] and define two subsets of it: We shall denotedpythe family satisfying
the symmetry

W (enz) = W(z)Ry, (1)
wheregy = egNTP andPy denotes the permutation matrix
01 (N— 1
N-1  UnN-1)x1

We shall also denote by 'V the set ofCN*N-valued functions which take unitary
valuedd on the unit circleT.

Classically wavelet filters denoted by#y, are characterized by rational functions
satisfying both symmetries, i.e.

W =U"NN%N. 3
In a previous paper, seel [9], we have provided an easy-tgatatharacterization
of #\ as both a set of rational functions, and in terms of stateespeatization.

The aim of this work is to explore the possibility of extenglithe notion of wavelet
filters, described i {3). The functions considered stitisfa the symmetry in[{{1),
but:

e The functions are not necessarily rational or finite dimemnai.
e The functions are not necessarily unitary on the unit ciiitle

1 Classically, in the engineering literature, the functians analytic, or more generally meromor-
phic, outside the closed unit disk. The nmap> 1/z relates the two settings.

2 For rational functions, the terpara-unitanys also used in the engineering literature.
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e The functions are meromorphic (rather than analytidpin

To explain our strategy, first recall the following:W is a CN*N-valued function
which is rational and takes unitary values on the unit cjritle kernel

In —W(Z2)W (w)*

is positive definite in the open unit digk if W has no poles there, or more gener-
ally has a finite number of negative square®inSee Definitiol 3}4 below for the
latter. In our approach, unitarity on the unit circle is e@d by the requirement
thatW is a generalized Schur function, in the sense\Wat meromorphic i) and

the associated kern#&ly (z,w) has a finite number of negative squares th&rgs
family includes in particular the case of matrix-valuedaaél functions which take
contractive values on the unit circh/e will also consider the case where the values
on the unit circle are, when defined, contractive with respeidefinite metrics.
These kernels are of the form

Jo —W(Z)JJ_W(W)*
1—zw

(4)

whenW is CP2*P1-valued and analytic in a neighborhood of the origin, andehe
J; andJ;, are signature matrices, respectivelydft*P1 andCP2*P2, which have the
same number of strictly negative eigenvalues:

V- (&) =v_(J), (5)

and such that the kernkly has a finite number of negative squares[In [9] we stud-
ied the realization of wavelet filters in tt@&N*M-valued (withM > N) rational case.
The above approach allows us to extend these results to skeendzere the filter is
not necessarily rational ardd may be smaller thaN. Furthermore, the conditions
in [9] of the function being analytic in the open unit disk dataking coisometric
values on the unit circle, are both relaxed (in particulathie previous case, ial(5),
we hadl); = Iy andJ, = Iy).

The paper is organized as follows. Since we address diffengtiences, Sections
2,3 and 4 are of a review nature. In Sectidn 2, we give backgtaun the use of
filters in mathematics. We note that the more traditionahi&work in the literature
has so far been unnecessarily restricted by two kinds ohteahassumptiongi)
restricting to rational operator valued functions, digrestricting the range of the
operator valued functions considered. In Sedtion 3 we addnelefinite inner prod-
uct spaces, and survey the theory of Pontryagin and Kreioespd his overview
allows us in Sectiohl4 to describe a setting that expandsthethbove mentioned
restrictions in (i) and (i), namely the theory of generatizSchur functions. Our
results in Sectionsl5 aid 6 (Theordmd £.3] 5.4,[and 6.4) ddarepresentations.
We use these results in obtaining classifications, and deosition theorems. In
Sectior ¥, we employ these theorems in the framework of \essel
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2 Some background

2.1 Cuntz relations

The Cuntz relations were realized by J. Cuntz[inl [24] as gEpes of a simple
purely infiniteC*-algebra. Since then, they found many applications, ancetllaged
literature about Cuntz relations has flourished. Since £sipaper([[24], the study
of their representations has mushroomed, and now makesigpitetature, see for
example[[19, 1€, 20, 25, 13,137.139], and some of their apiidica [38[40[ 41], 42,
[32], for example to fractals [31].

In the initial framework, one is given a finite S8t . . ., Sy of isometries with orthog-
onal ranges adding up to the whole Hilbert space. Their sgmtations play a role
in a variety of applications, for example wavelets, and nggeerally multi-scale
phenomena. The study of what are called non-typé-algebras was initiated in the
pioneering work of Glimml[[34,_35] and Dixmief [28]. This infuwas motivated
by use of direct integrals in representation theory, botihéncontext of groups and
C*-algebras. Direct integrals of representations are doaetipally with the use of
Borel cross sections. Glimm proved that there are purelgitefC*-algebras which
do not admit Borel cross sections as a parameter space feetha equivalence
classes of irreducible representations; the Cuntz al¢geb@y is the best known
examples,[[24]. Nonetheless, it was proved_in [18] thatateee families of equiv-
alence classes of representation©gfindexed by wavelet filters, the latter in turn
being indexed by infinite-dimensional groups.

One illustration of the need for expanding the frameworlogffrom Hilbert space
to the case of Krein spaces is illustrated by applicatiorsc#dtering theory for the
automorphic wave equatioh [54]. The initial study was lie&td to the case when
the operators§ act on Hilbert space, and when they act isometrically. Harev
since then, there has been a need for generalizing the Gelations. It was noted
in [19] that the isometric case adapts well to the restriftashework of orthogonal
wavelet families[[26]. Nonetheless, applications to eagiing dictate much wider
families, such as wavelet frames.

In this work we extend what is known in the literature in a neemof different di-
rections, including to the case of Pontryagin spaces. Weimk&untz relations for
isometries between certain reproducing kernel Pontrysgates of analytic func-
tions.

2.2 Wavelet filters

In electrical engineering terminology, systems whose isfand outputs may be
viewed assignalsare calledfilters. By filter, we here mean functio(z) defined
on the disk in the complex plane and taking operator values,linear operators
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mapping between suitable spaces.

While filters (in the sense of systems and signal proceskiang already been used
with success in analysis of wavelets, so far some powerél$timom systems the-
ory have not yet been brought to bear on wavelet filters. Tdwittonal restriction
placed on these functioWd(z) is that they are rational, and take values in the uni-
tary group wherz is restricted to have modulus 1. In models from systems theor
the complex variable plays the role of complex frequency. A reason for the recent
success of wavelet algorithms is a coming together of taols fengineering and
harmonic analysis. While wavelets now enter into a mulBtoflapplications from
analysis and probability, it was the incorporation of idéasn signal processing
that offered new and easy-to-use algorithms, and henceletavere now used in
both discrete problems, as well as in harmonic analysisrdpositions. It is our
purpose to use tools from systems theory in wavelet probkemdsalso show how
ideas from wavelet decompositions shed light on factaomatused by engineers.
Each of the various wavelet families demands a separate aldigters, for the case
of compactly supported biorthogonal wavelets, see for gtarResnikoff, Tian,
Wells [60] and Sebert and Zou [63]. By now there is a substhlitérature on the
use of filters in wavelets (see e.q.. [L8] 26,[37, 39]). Farflin wavelets, there are
two pioneering papers [50, b1], and the book [56].

In a previous work([9] we characterized all rational wavéiletrs attaining unitary
values on the unit circle. It turned out that this family idtgismall ( and in partic-
ular the subset of Finite Impulse Response filters, commasdyl in engineering).

Thus, we here remove both restrictions on the filters, iatipmal and unitary, and
considei (z) which are generalized Schur functions, and use reproduange!
Pontryagin spaces associated With Seel[6] for background.

We hope that this message will be useful to practitionerbéir tuse of these rigor-
ous mathematics tools.

3 Pontryagin spaces and Krein spaces

For a number of problems in the study of signals and filters ¢iample stability
considerations), it is necessary to work with Hermitianeinproducts that are not
positive definite. This view changes the Hermitian quadréirms, allowing for
negative squares, as well as the associated linear spadesoBe importantly, this
wider setting also necessitates changes in the analysisx&mple in the meaning
of the notion of the adjoint operator, as well as the reprauykernels. There are a
number of subtle analytic points involved, as well as a nearator theory. We turn
to these details below.
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3.1 Krein spaces

A Krein spaces a pair(V,[-,-]), whereV is a linear vector space dfl endowed
with an Hermitian fornd-, -], and with the following propertie§¥ can be written as
V =V, +V_, where:

1. V; endowed with the Hermitian forr, -] is a Hilbert space.
2. V_ endowed with the Hermitian form|-, -] is a Hilbert space.
3. Itholds thav,; NV_ = {0}.
4. Forallvy e V4,

[Vi,v_]=0.

The representatio = V.. +V_ is called afundamental decompositipand is
highly non unique as soon as dvh > 0. Given such a decomposition, the map

O(V4+Vo)=vy—V_

is called afundamental symmetrjNote that the spacé endowed with the Hermi-
tian form (wherewv = w.. +w_ is also an element of, with w, € V)

(v,w) = [v,ow] = [V, W] —[v_,w_]

is a Hilbert space. These norms are caltedural normsand they are all equiva-
lent. The Hilbert space topologies associated to any twh slecompositions are
equivalent, an/ is endowed with any of them; sée [15, p. 102]. Whenis finite
dimensionaly is called a Pontryagin space and the dimensiovi_ofs called the
negative indexor theindexfor short) of the Pontryagin space. We refer to the books
[12], [15], [38], [6] for more information on Krein and Pogagin spaces. Note that
in [36] it is the spac&/, rather tharV_ which is assumed finite dimensional in the
definition of a Pontryagin space. Surveys may be found infstigince in[[300],[29],
[7]. Itis interesting to note that Laurent Schwartz introdd independently the no-
tion of Krein and Pontryagin spaces (he used the termindttgynitian spaces for
Krein and Pontryagin spaces) in his paper [62]. For appdioatof Krein spaces
to the study of boundary conditions for hyperbolic PDE, urithg wave equations,
and exterior domains, see for example [23,[52] 53, 58]. Wegioaitwo examples,
which will be important in the sequel.

Example 3.1 Let J€ CP*P be an Hermitian involution, i.e.
J=31t=J

Such a matrix is called a signature matrix. We denot&€hyhe spaceCP endowed
with the associated indefinite inner product

X yla=yJx xyeCP

It is a finite dimensional Pontryagin space.
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Example 3.2 Let J be a signature matrix. We consider the spleg€D)P of func-
tions analytic inD and with values irCP:

f(z2) = 3 an?", aneCP,
P

such that

Zoa,ﬁan < oo,
n=

Then,H,(D)P endowed with the Hermitian form

[

f.ls = iob;:aan (with (2 = 3 b

is a Krein space, which we denote Hy ;(D).

In the above example, ff = 1 andJ = 1 (as opposed td = —1) the spacél, ;(D)
is equal to the classical Hardy spadg(DD) of the unit disk.

3.2 Operators in Krein and Pontryagin spaces

When one considers a bounded operatbetween two Krein spacés#i, [-,-]1) and
(#2,[+,-]2) (inthis paper, it will be most of the time between two Pongipespaces)
the adjoint can be computed in two different ways, with respethe Hilbert spaces
inner products, (and then we use the notathdih and with respect to the Krein
spaces inner products (and then we use the notatibn More precisely, ifo; and
0, are fundamental symmetries.id; and_#, which define the Hilbert spaces inner
products

(fr,01)1 =[01f1,01]1 and (f2,02)2 = [0212,02]2,
(with 1,01 € 271 andf,, g, € #5), we have forfy € 271 andf, € %
[Afy, f2]o = (02ATL, T2)2

= (f1,A"022)1

= [f1, A £y,
with

A[*] = GlA* 02. (6)

In the case of; (see Example3l1) we have

Al = Jar]. 7)

The operatoA from 2(A) C ¢, where(#1, [-,-]1) is a Krein space, into the Krein
space(#2,]-,-]2) is a contraction if
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[Akl,Akl]z < [kl,kl]l, ki € .@(A)

A densely defined contraction, or even isometry, operatbetween Krein spaces
need not be continuous, let alone have a continuous extergge for instancé [29,
Theorem 1.1.7]. In the case of Pontryagin spaces with sagetine indexA has a
continuous extension to all o7, seel[6, Theorem 1.4.1, p. 27], and Theofenh 3.3
below. Even when it is continuous and has a well-defined atjtiis adjoint need
not be a contraction. The operator is called a bicontradtibath it and its adjoint
are contractions. When the Krein spaces are Pontryagirespeith same negative
index, a contraction is automatically continuous and ijsiadlis also a contraction.
An important notion in the theory of Pontryagin spaces ig tfarelation Given
two Pontryagin space%’; and %%,, a relation is a linear subspace@h x &7,. For
instance the graph of an operator is a relation. The domaineofelationZ is the
set of f € &1 such that there is g € &, for which (f,g) € Z. A relationZ is
calledcontractivef,

9.9l <[f,fl1 V(f,g) ez
A key result is the following theorem of Shmulyan (sge [6, dtteen 1.4.1, p. 27]).

Theorem 3.3 A densely defined contractive relation between Pontryagaces
with same negative index extends to the graph of a uniquédigetkcontraction
operator from&?; into 5.

3.3 Kernels

Recall that a (say, matrix-valued) functist{z,w) of two variables, defined for
andw in a setQ is called a positive definite kernel if it is Hermitiak:(z,w)* =
K(w,z) for all zw € Q, and if for every choice oM € N andwy,...,wy € Q the
M x M Hermitian block matrix with(¢, j) block entryK(w,,w;) is non negative.
For instance, ib is a finite Blaschke product,

m oz a,
b(2) :rDll—Zaﬁ

for someay, . ..,anm in the open unit disk, the kernel

NAVERE. U

is positive definite, as can be seen from the formula

kb(ZaW) = <kb(,W), kb(a Z))HZ(D)'

Whenb is replaced with a functios analytic and contractive in the open unit disk,

the corresponding kernki(z,w) = % is still positive definite ifD, see[[16],
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[17]. This follows, for instance, from the fact that the ogter of multiplication by

s is a contraction fromH;(DD) into itself. In the special case of a finite Blasckhe
product (or more generally, of an inner function), this nplitation operator is an
isometry. This makes the underlying computations mucteeadiore generally, the
kernels which appear in the following section can be seeam®fching general-
izations of the kernelk,(z,w).

The notion of positive definite kernel has been extended jrkass follows:

Definition 3.4 Let k € Np. A (say, matrix-valued) function (& w) defined on a
set Q hask negative squares if it is Hermitian, and if for every choideM €
N and wi,...,wy € Q the Mx M Hermitian block matrix with(¢, j) block entry
K(wp,w;j) has at mosk strictly negative eigenvalues, and exaatlgtrictly negative
eigenvalues for some choice of WM, ..., wy. Whenk = 0, the function is positive
definite.

The one-to-one correspondence between positive definiteelseand reproducing
kernel Hilbert spaces was first extended to the indefinite bgsL. Schwartz; see
[62]: There is a one-to-one correspondence between reproduginglPontryagin
spaces and kernels with a finite number of negative squaoesompleteness, we
mention that such a result fails if the number of negativeasgsi is not finite A
necessary and sufficient condition for a function to be tipea@ucing kernel of a
Krein space is that this function is the difference of two iphes kernels, but the
associated Krein space need not be unitieze too we refer to Schwariz [62], and
also to the papel]1]. Realization of operator-valued ai@fynctions (without as-
sumptions on an associated kernel, but with some symmefrgthgsis) have also
been considered. See for instarice [27]. THe& P-valued functiorK (z,w) defined
for zw in an open sef2 of the complex plane will be called amalytic kerneif

it is Hermitian and if it is analytic ire andw*. If it has moreover a finite number
of negative squares, the elements of the associated repngdkernel Pontryagin
space are analytic i®. See[[6, Theorem 1.1.2, p. 7].

There are two important classes of operators between regirggl kernel spaces,
namely multiplication and composition operators. We caodel this section with
three results on these operators.

Theorem 3.5 Let (71, [-,]1) and (J#2,[-,-]2) be two reproducing kernel Krein
spaces of vector-valued functions, definedn and with reproducing kernels
Ki1(z,w) and Kx(z w), respectivelyCP1*P1- and CP2*P2-valued. Let m be &P2*P1-
valued function and lep be a map fron12 into itself. Assume that the map

(Tmg F)(2) =m(2)F(¢(2)) (8)

defines a bounded operator frof¥1, [-,-]1) into (J#2,[-,]2). Then, for every,av €
Q,andé, € CPz,

(Tri el W)&2) (2) = Ka (2. @ (w))m(w)" 2. ©
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Proof: Letzw e Q, & € CP2 andé; € CPt. We have

o Ka(
= [Ka(-,W)&2, Tmg (Ka(+,2)&1)]2
( 527 m(')Kl(d’(')’Z)El]Z
= [M(-)K1(9(-),2) &1, Ko(-,W)&2]5
= (&mw)Ka(p(w), 2)&1)"
= &1 Ka(z ¢(w))m(w)"&>.
O

As a corollary we have the following result:

Theorem 3.6 Assume in the preceding theorem théi and 7> are Pontryagin
spaces with same negative index. Thegy ¥ a contraction if and only if the kernel

Ka(z,w) —m(2)K1(¢(2), ¢ (W))m(w)" (10)
is positive definite if.

Proof: Assume thaf is a contraction. Then, its adjoint is also a contractiowein
the Pontryagin spaces have the same negative indeg.4e¥> be of the form

=z

9(2) =y Ka(z,wi)é,
1

=
Il

whereN € N, wy,...,wy € wandéy, ..., & € CP2. By (@) we have

N
Z &rm(wy)Ka (¢ (wp), ¢ (W) )m(wi) “ &k =
3=
N N
= Kl(za¢(Wk))m(Wk)*Ek7/Z Ka(z @ (we))m(w,)*&]a
=1 =1
= [Tn:](pg7Tr[rt]¢g]1
<[9.92

N
= Z,Z::LE; Ko (W, W) &k,

and hence the kerndl (110) is positive definite. Conversalsume that the kernel
(@Q) is positive definite. Then the linear span of the pairinttions

(Ka(, W&, Ka(-,p(W))m(w)"§), weQ, & eCP,
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defines a linear densely defined contractive relatiot#inx J#,. By Shmulyan’s
theorem (see Theordm 8.3), this relation has an everywlefireed extension which
is the graph of a bounded contraction: There is a unique aciidnX from > into
J#1 such that

X(K2(-,w)&) =K (-, p(w))mw)" ¢, we Q, § e CP
By (@), we haveX*l = T4, and this concludes the proofD

We will consider in the sequel special cases of this resuftarrticular when
miz)=(1z--- 21,
see Theorein 5.3, or more generally when
m(z) = (Mo(2) mu(2) --- My-1(2))

see Theorerh B.4. The operaffiy defined by[(B) is then a block operator, and
its components satisfy, under appropriate supplementggthesis, the Cuntz re-
lations formally defined il {18)=(19) below.

We conclude this section with a result on composition opesain reproducing
kernel Pontryagin spaces.

Theorem 3.7 Let K(z,w) be aCP*P-valued function which has negative squares
in the setQ. The associated reproducing kernel Pontryagin space wiltbnoted
by #(K). Let¢ be a map from12 into itself, and assume that:

f($p(2)=0=f=0

for f € #(K). Then:

(a) The function §(z,w) = K(¢(2),¢(w)) has at mosk negative squares if2
and its associated reproducing Pontryagin space is the Biinztions of the form
F(z) = f(¢(2), with f € Z(K) and Hermitian form

[F.Gloky) = [, 92k (11)
(2) The map f— f(¢) is unitary fromZ?(K) into itself if and only if
K(zw) =K(¢(2),9(w)), vVzweQ. (12)

Proof: Set
My ={1(9(2), f € Z(K)}.

By hypothesis, we havé(¢(z)) = 0 if and only if f = 0, and so the Hermitian form
(1T) is well defined and induces a Pontryagin structureZin Furthermore, with
ce CPandF(z) = f(¢(2)) € 4y, we have:



12 Daniel Alpay, Palle Jorgensen and Izchak Lewkowicz
[F(), Ko (- W)Cl p(ky) = [F(), K (- @ (W))C] ()
=c'f(¢(2)
=F(w),

and hence the reproducing kernel property is in force. Towgfb) we use the
uniqueness of the kernel for a given reproducing kerneliiyagin space. O

To fine-tune the previous result, note that fiofz) = Z¥, the composition map is
an isometry fromH» (D) into itself, but is not unitary (unled¥ = 1). We also note
that the preceding theorem holds also for reproducing kétreen spaces. Indeed,
the correspondence between functions which are differehgmsitive functions
on a given set and reproducing kernel Krein spaces is not@oae, but a given
reproducing kernel Krein space has a unique reproducintgker

4 Generalized Schur functions and associated spaces

In this section we review the main aspects of the the re&iz#tteory of generalized
Schur functions and of their associated reproducing ké?oetryagin spaces.

4.1 Generalized Schur functions

In the positive definite case, this theory originates with #orks of de Branges
and Rovnyak, se€ 16, 117]. In earlier work on models invajwperators in Hilbert
space, and matrix factorization, de Branges spaces havedsas a surprisingly
powerful tool. The theory was developed in the indefiniteedasn a fundamental
series of papers by Krein and Langer, see for instance [444@547,[48], and,
using reproducing kernel methods i [7] and in the badk [Bjvas later used in
[6l p. 119] and in the paper][3] to study generalized Schuctions with some
given symmetry. In this paper we use this setting to presentrational and non
unitary wavelet filters. In[[6] the case of operator valueddtions is studied, but
we here consider the case ©P*P-valued functions. We now recall the definition
of a generalized Schur function. A (s@&*P-valued) functionW is called a Schur
function if it is analytic and contractive in the open unisklior, equivalently, if the
associated kernel
o —W(2)W(w)*
1-—2zw
is positive definite in a neighborhood of the origin. Therhats a unique analytic
extension to the open unit disk, and this extension is suahttte kerneKyy is
still positive definite inD. There are two other kernels associatetMonamely the

kernelKy, (z,w) (with W(2) %" W(z)*), and the kernel

Kw(zw) = (13)
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KW(Z7W) \M
DW(Z’W):<W<z>W<W> L

P K (zw)

These three kernels are simultaneously positive definitbéropen unit disk. The
first is the state space for a unique coisometric realizasfolV, the second is the
state space for a unique isometric realization\gf and the reproducing kernel
Hilbert space with reproducing kernBly is the state space for a unique unitary
realization ofW. In these three cases, uniqueness is up to an invertibléasityi
operator.

Let J € CP*P be a signature matrix. We now consider functions with valnes;

defined in Examplg&=3l1, denoted & (rather thanV). A CP*P-valued functions

© analytic in a neighborhood of the origin is call@eontractive if the associated

kernel

J—0(2)J0(w)*
1—zw

is positive definite. It has a unique meromorphic extensmthée open unit disk,

and this extension is such that the kerigl is still positive definite in the domain

of analyticity of® in D. Here too, besides the kerri&) we have the kernédz (z,w)

and the kernel 10(2)— 30 (W*
Ko(zw) M)

D@(Z,W): <~ 7~W*
e@l oWl Ks(zw)

Ko(z,w) = (14)

We note that the kern&g can be written as

lp— O (20 ()

K@(Z,W) = 1— 72w )

wherel[x] denotes the adjoint i©;. This conforms with the way these kernels and
the two other related kernels are written dowrl(in [6].

As we already mentioned, Krein and Langer developedin[[8448,47[ 48], the
theory of operator-valued functions such that the corredpg kernelKg (with

a signature operator rather than a signature matrix) hasta finmber of negative
squares in some open subset of the open unit disk. TBemas a unique mero-
morphic extension to the open unit disk, and this extens®uch thakg has the
same number of negative square<®), the domain of analyticity in D. The
three kernels have simultaneously the same number of negafuares, and as in
the positive definite case, are respectively state spacesiBbmetric, isometric and
unitary realizations 0®.

In the special casé= | (we return to the notatiow rather thar® for the function),
Krein and Langer proved, sele [44], th&tcan be written a8\pB; !, whereW is
analytic and contractive in the open unit disk, and whgy s a finite matrix-valued
Blaschke product. It follows thal has a finite number of poles in the open unit
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disk. In the rational case, and wh@htakes unitary values on the unit circ\, is
a quotient of two matrix-valued rational Blaschke proditite however that when
J has mixed inertia. may have an infinite number of poles, even when 0. For

example, take
10 1 0
J= (0 _1) and W(z) = <O b(z)l) ,

whereb is a convergent Blasckhe product with an infinite number obzeSuch
examples originate with the work of Potapov][59].

Definition 4.1 We denote by P(D) the family of CP*P-valued functions W
meromorphic in the open unit disk, and such that the kerpgl(#efined by(I3))
hask negative squares in the domain of analyticity of \ADin

Given a signature matrix J, we denote 5§ (D) the family ofCP*P-valued func-
tions ® meromorphic in the open unit disk, and such that the kerpe{défined by
(@¥4) hask negative squares in the domain of analyticityafn D.

We denote by? (W) and 22 (©) respectively the associated reproducing kernel Pon-
tryagin spaces.

Since the kernel&y andKg are analytic ireandw*, the elements of the associated
reproducing kernel Pontryagin spaces are analytic in tineadto of definition ofW
or O respectively. Seé¢ [6, Theorem 1.1.3, p. 7].

More generally, it is useful to consider non square germgdlSchur functions. We
considerd; € CPr*P1 andJ, € CP1*P1 two signature matrices, of possibly different
sizes, such thaf{5) is in form denoted ay:.

V_ (Jl) =V_ (Jz).
Reproducing kernel Pontryagin spaces with reproducingekeaf the form [(#):

Jo— @(Z)Jle(W)*
1—zw

when@ is CP2*Pi-valued and analytic in a neighborhood of the origin, havenbe
characterized in|6, Theorem 3.1.2, p. 85] (in fact, the ltebere is more general
and considers operator-valued functions). In the statéfelow Ry denotes the
backward-shift operator
f(2) - f(0)

> .

Rot(2) =

Theorem 4.2 Let (£,[-,-] ») be a reproducing kernel Pontryagin space ©f2-
valued functions. It has a reproducing kernel of the fofiif and only if it is
invariant under the backward-shift operatog &nd

Rof . Rof]» < [f, Tl — (0)° L1 (0), Vfe .
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An example of such non squa@appears in Sectidn 8.2 below. SE€l(37).

4.2 State spaces and realizations

We begin with recalling the following definition. L&Y be an operator-valued func-
tion analytic in a neighborhood of the origin. A realizatiof\WV is an expression of
the form

W(z) = D +2zC(I —zA) !B, (15)

whereD = W(0) andA, B,C are operators between appropriate spaces. It is an im-
portant problem to connect the properties\daind of the operator matrix

M= (’g g) | (16)

When the values AV are linear bounded operators between two Krein spaces, Az-
izov proved that a realization exists, and thhtcan be chosen unitary. See[11],
and see[[27] for further discussion and additional refezen@henV is a matrix-
valued rational function without a pole at the origin, thasgs may be chosen finite
dimensional, when no special structure is forced on theaipematrixM.

In Sectio[ 411, we have studied the correspondence betweraeelk and operator
valued Schur functions. Here we then pass to the realizatib&chur functions. The
introduction of Schur functions offers many advantagdsyemt to algorithms and
to computation. Case in point: In the next subsection, we giplicit formulas for
realizations, i.e., for the computation of the four blocletgtor entriesA through
D making up admissible realizations of a given Schur functeomd therefore of
a kernel. As we show, there are several such choices, thengetsc realization
(Theoren{4.B), and the unitary realization of de BrangesRaowhyak (Theorem
[4.4), among others. There is in turn a rich literature on 8aklgorithms in various
special cases, see for example [2] for an overview. In pedjuar of Sectiof 413 we
need some definitions. Le? denote the space whefeacts in[15). We say that the
realization is closely inner connected if the span of thefioms

(1—zA"1BE,

whereé runs throughCP (recall that) € CP*P) andz runs through a neighborhood
of the origin, is dense i?. With the same choices & andz, it will be called
closely outer connected if the span of the functions

(I —zA)~1cllg

is dense inZ, and connected if the span of the functions
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(1—zABE, and (I —wA*)~1cklp

is dense inZZ (n running throughCP andw through the same neighborhood of the
origin asz). Here the adjoints are between Pontryagin spaces. We matténe ter-
minology is different from that of classical system thednythe finite dimensional
case, what is called here closely inner connected correspnobservability, and
what is called outer connected corresponds to controjafitie notion of being
closely connected is specific to this domain, and is, in gandifferent from mini-
mality.

4.3 Coisometric and unitary realizations

Let © € .¢ be a generalized Schur function, assumed analytic in a heitlood
of the origin. In this section we review how the spac#¢©) and Z(©) are the
state spaces for coisometric and unitary realizationsesgly. For the following
theorems, see [6, Theorem 2.2.1, p. 49] dnd [6, Theorem]2dsBectively. In
Theorem$§ 4]3 arld 4.4 below the notions of coisometry anduityitmeans thai
in (I6) is an operator coisometric (resp. unitary) from tlatPyagin#?(©) & C;
into itself (resp. fromz(©) @ C; into itself).

Theorem 4.3 Let J€ CP*P be a signature matrix, an® < . be analytic in a
neighborhood of the origin. Then the formulas

(B8)(2) = 2220
Cf=1(0),
DE = ©(0)¢,

with f € 22(©) and& € CP, define a closely outer connected realizatio®ofrhich
is coisometric. This realization is unique up to a continsiand continuously invert-
ible similarity operator.

This coisometric realization was introduced by L. de Branged J. Rovnyak in
[16] for scalar Schur functions, and extended to the opesattued case in[17].
We note that the coisometric realization is also known ab#okward shift realiza-

tion; see e.g!133].
L. de Branges and J. Rovnyak also formulated the unitaryzagain below.

Theorem 4.4 Let J € CP*P be a signature matrix, an® < .7} be analytic in a
neighborhood of the origin. The formulas
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f(z) — £(0)
A<f> - ( 7 ) ,
9 29(z) — 6(2)31(0)
02 -0,
(B)(2) = ( z ) ;

c<;> — (0),

D¢ =0(0)¢,

with f € 2(©) and & € CP, define a closely connected realization®fwhich is
unitary. This realization is unique up to a continuous anatdauously invertible
similarity operator.

Itis important to note that, in some cases, all three retdina are unitary. This is in
particular the case whe@ is rational andJ-unitary on the unit circle. See Section

44

4.4 Finite dimensional de Branges spaces

The finite dimensional case is of special importance, anc#iseJ = | was con-
sidered in details in our previous woliK [9]. Then the thredirations are unitary,
and it is easier to focus on th&?(©) spaces. As proved inl[7, Corollary p. 111] for
the case) = | and in [7, Theorem 5.5, p. 112] for the general case, g®en.,
the associated spac#(O) is finite dimensional if and only i® is rational and
unitary on the unit circle: _ _

o(eH)*Jo(') =3,

at all pointse (t € [0, 2m1]) where it is defined. If moreove is analytic in a neigh-
borhood of the closed unit disk, we have

3”(@) = HZ’J © OHZ’J.
Rationality is not enough to insure th&t(O) is finite dimensional, as illustrated

by the casd = 1 and® = 0. Then,Z(©) = Hy(D).

Definition 4.5 We will denote by%,) the multiplicative group of rationaCP*P-
valued function® which take J-unitary values on the unit circle, and for whiich
corresponding kernel K hask negative squares. We set

v =)
k=0
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The results and realizations presented in the previousogetztke now an easier
form. The various operators can be seen as matrices. Uyigdove is with respect
to the indefinite metric of?(©) & C;, and we can rephrase Theoriem 4.4 as follows:

Theorem 4.6 Let W be a rationalCP*P-valued function analytic at the origin, and
let
W(z) =D +2zC(l —zA) 1B

be a minimal realization of W. Then, W is J-unitary on the @itle if and only
if there exists an invertible Hermitian matrix H (which isigunely determined from
the given realization) such that

AB\"/HO\ /AB HO
(c D) (o J) (c D):(O J)’ 17
The change of variable— 1/zyields:

Theorem 4.7 Let W be analytic at infinity, and let
W(z) =D +C(zl - A)1B.

be a minimal realization of W. Then, W is J-unitary on the @iitle if and only
if there exists an invertible Hermitian matrix H (which isigunely determined from
the given realization) and such th@7) holds.

The matrixH is called theassociated Hermitian matr(to the given minimal real-
ization). This result was proved in][8, Theorem 3.10] for tiase wheré\ is non-
singular. For the approach using reproducing kernel Hilbeaces, se&][b! [7, 4].

5 Cuntz relations

5.1 Cuntz relations and the de Branges-Rovnyak spaces

The results of this section are related[tol[22] &nd [10]. kit fast paper, the func-
tions 1,...,28"1 below are replaced by the span of a finite dimensional baadkewar
shift invariant subspace, but the discussion is restrici¢lde Hilbert space case and
scalar-valued functions.

Normally by Cuntz relations we refer to a finite system of igbness;,...,Syina
Hilbert spaces# satisfying two conditions:
(a) Differentisometries in the system must have orthogonajean

SS=0, j#k (18)
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and
(b) The sum of the ranges equal§’.

SJ'S]-k =l,p. (29)

M=

J

Note that(a) already forces#” to be infinite dimensional. Indeed, # is finite
dimensional, an isometry is unitary and the orthogonalityie ranges is not possi-
ble, see the discussion below and Sediioh 5.3. If we allovisthi@etries to operate
between two finite dimensional spaces of different dimamsithen one can find
isometries which satisfy the Cuntz relations. It is the $e¢hcee conditions: Each
S is isometric in a Hilbert space?’, and(a) and (b), together imply that every
realization is a representation of a simple, purely infifitealgebra, calle®y. In
applications to filters, th&l individual subspaces represent frequency bands. This
allows for versatile computational algorithms tailoredhaltiscale problems such
as wavelet decompositions, and analysis on fractals. Ipmgent paper, we relax
some of the original very restrictive axioms, while maintag the computational
favorable properties. Our more general framework stithal for algorithms based
on iteration of the operator family, ..., Sy in a particular representation.

If one allows isometries between two Hilbert spaces, thenfitiite dimensional
case may occur, as illustrated by the following example:

M =C, Hp=C?

and L 0
s=(o): == (3)
We have
SIS =8$=1 S§$=55=0,
and

&q+&$=(33.

We go beyond the setting of Hilbert space, and relax the tiomdi(a) and (b)
imposed in the original framework fro@*-algebra theory, allowing here isomet-
ric operators between two Pontryagin spaces. We still presbe features of the
representations of use in iterative algorithms.

It is not surprising that in Sectidn 3.3 we have finite dimenai spaces. Now for
the generalized theory, we must allow for de Branges and fRakvapaces, and for
negative squares and signature matrix. The resulting neadifins in the form of
the Cuntz relations, in the case of Hilbert space, entaitsesnon-trivial modifica-
tions addressed in the next two sections. Our main resulthifoare proved in the
present section, and in Sect{on]5.3 for the finite dimensicase.
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The main result of this section is that one can associateatiaa way to an element
Oc YKJ (D) a family of operators which satisfy the Cuntz relations. WWgih with
a preliminary result, which is a corollary of TheorEml3.7mwgt(z) = Z\.

Proposition 5.1 Let © € .7J(D), and let (@) be the associated Pontryagin
space, with reproducing kernel

J—0O(2J0(w)*

The function
J—-o(@MIowN)*

1—ANwN
has alsok negative squares in its domain of definitionlin The associated repro-
ducing kernel Pontryagin spac#) is equal to the space of functions of the form
F(z) = f(2V), where fc 22(0), with the following indefinite inner product

[F.Gl.a = [f,d2(0), (20)

where ge 2(0) and Gz) = g(2V).

Ko (2, wWN) =

We have:

Theorem 5.2 Let @ € .7J(DD), and let2?(O) be the associated Pontryagin space
with reproducing kernel

J—0O(2J0(w)*

Then, for Ne N, the function®y defined byon(z) = ©(2V) belongs to#y, . Fur-
thermore,#?(@y) consists of all the functions of the form
N-1
f(z) = zozl fi(2Y), fje20).
J:
Any such representation is unique, and the inner produc®if®y) is given by
N-1
[f.dwen = Y [fi.9il20):
(ev) JZO ©)
where dz) = 55 Z1gj(Z") for some g,...,an 1 € 2(0).

Proof: We proceed in a number of steps.
STEP 1:t holds thatv_(Gn) < N-K.

Indeed,
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J-o@emN) J-o@)IemN) 1- 2w

1—zw 1— NN+ 1—zw
_J-o@h)emN)yr Nt
= TN .(k;)zkw* ).

This expresses the kerr&b,, as the sum ol kernels, each witik negative squares.
Thus,v_(6N) < Nk. To show that there is equality, we need to show that the asso-
ciated spaces have pairwise intersections which all rettutte zero function.

STEP 2:Letk,¢ € {0,...,N — 1}, such thak + ¢. Then, with.#\ as in the previous
theorem:
Xz ={0}.

Indeed, assume thkt> ¢ and letf,g € .#\ be such that
X1 () =Zg2Y).

Then, f andg will simultaneously be identically equal tq,0. Assumef # Op,1.
One of its components, say the first, with= (x1(2) - - xp(z))t is not identically
equal to zerof is the size of the signature matidk Then we obtain

-0 _ ya(2V)
2= x1 ()’

wherey; denotes the first component of Sincef andg are meromorphic i,
the functiony;/x; has a Laurent expansion at the origin. Moreover the Laurent
expansion o%(z”) contains only powers which are multiple Nf By the unique-

ness of the Laurent expansion, this contradicts the fatittisaequal toZ ¢, with
|[k—¢] < N.

STEP 3:It holds that _
P (6n) = o) g2 M,
and it holds thavg, = Nk.

This is because the spacds#y have pairwise intersections which reduce to the
zero functions in view of STEP 2. O

Theorem 5.3 In the notation above, set

(SH@=212") 2(0) — 2(eN).

Then,
slt=f, 2y — 2(0), (1)

and
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S'Sc= 8l »(0)

ZOSJ =lpy);

where thex] denotes adjoint between Pontryagin spaces.

(22)

Proof: We proceed in a number of steps.
STEP 1:The operator§; are continuous.

The operator§; are between Pontryagin spaces of different indices, ane same
is required to check continuity. To this end, fix {0,...,N — 1} and note tha§;

is everywhere defined. Furthermore we claim that it is a claggerator. Indeed,
let f1, f>... be a sequence of elementsdf(©@) converging strongly td € Z(©)
and such that the sequerfgdy, S; f2, ... converges strongly tg € &(Oy). Strong
convergence in a Pontryagin space implies weak convergandeén a reproducing
kernel Pontryagin space, weak convergence implies paetaonvergence. There-
fore, for everyw where® is defined,

lim fi(w) = f(w),

k—o0

and
Jim (S, i) () = g(w).

Since(S; fi) (w) = wi f(w), and thusg(w) = w! f (w). Thereforeg = S; f, and the
operatolS; is closed, and hence continuous.

STEP 2:[(21L)s in force.

Letg(z) = 3¢ Z0k(ZV) € 2(On) where theyc € #(0), and letu € #(O). Then,

_ N-1
[Sju, g]yf’(eN) = [Zju(f\‘)a kz Zkgk(ZN)]/ on
=0

=[u, 9jl (0
=[u, SE*]Q],@(@),

where[, | »(e) and([, | » (g, denote the indefinite inner products in the correspond-
ing spaces. Hence, we haSPg =0j.

STEP 3:The Cuntz relations hold.

From [21) we have fon € £(0)
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S'su=s, (Zk”(ZN))_{u it j—k

Furthermore, forf () = 32/ f;(ZV) € 2(n) (where thefj € 27(©)), we have

S&!F = S(f) = 2f(@),
and thus -
SS = 1oy
k; ()
0
We note that, with
S= (S8 S-1) 2O — 2(6n),
the Cuntz relation§(21) can be rewritten as
Sé*] = IW(ON) and SMS: |L@(9)N.

At this stage, let us introduce some more notation. We set

k

ONK(Z) = G(ZN )7

and$<0> =S fori=0,...,N— 1. We can reiterate the preceding analysis v@h

instead of®. We then obtailN isometrieesgl), . ,é\,lll from Z2(6y) into Z(Oyz2)
satisfying the Cuntz relations. Iteratikdimes, one obtaink sets of isometries,

%jinv"'a J:i-)v j:].,...,k,
from Z2(Oy;-1) into (B ), which also satisfy the Cuntz relations. This gives us
NK isometries 0Ll e
3<1 §<2 3<k 7

with (i1,iz,....ix) € {0,...,N—1}¥ from 22(@) into Z(O\), all satisfying the
Cuntz relations.

5.2 Cuntz relation: The general case

We now wish to extend the results of Section] 5.1, and in pdeicTheoreni 5J2

to the case where thl functions 1z,...,2V"1 are replaced by prescribed func-
tionsmy(z),m (2),...,my-_1(z), whose finite dimensional linear span we denote by
#, and the kerneKg(z,w) is replaced by a given analytieN*N-valued kernel



24 Daniel Alpay, Palle Jorgensen and Izchak Lewkowicz

K(z,w) and the kerneKg, (z,w) is replaced by a kernéd(z,w). Let as in Section
B3, Kn(zw) = K(2N,wN). We address the following problem: GivénandK two
Hermitian kernels defined on a @t and with a finite number of negative squares
there, when can one find decompositions of the form

N—-1
f(z) = ;mn(z)gmz”)- (23)

where the functiongy, ...,gn-_1 belong to #(K) for some, or all, elements in

Z(K). We have:

Theorem 5.4 Let K(z,w) and K(zw) be two kernels defined on a s@t and as-
sume that

v_(K) =Nv_(K). (24)
Let my,...,my_1 be N functions o2. Assume that the kernel

B N-1
K(zw) - ( ZOW(Z)W(W)*)K(LW)

is positive definite inQ. Then, with¢(z) = 2V, the choice g= Tk 4fn, N =
0,...,N —1solves23).

Proof: We use Theorein 3.6 witk(z, w) = K(z,w) and

Kzw) 0 O0--- O
0 K(zw) 0O --- O
Ki(z,w) =
0 0 - 0K(zw)

Then N1
( ;%(Z)W(W)*)K(LW) =m(z)Ky(zm(w)",

and Theoreri 3]6 witK; andK, as above, and
m(2) = (Mo(2) m(2) - m-1(2), and ¢(2) =2,

leads to the fact that the map

f—m2)f(2V)
is a contraction fronf.2(K))N into 2(K). O

In applications, one uses the keri&lz, w) = Ky (z w) in the above result.

Proposition 5.5 A sufficient condition fo(24) to hold is that

m 2 (K)nmeZ (K) = {0}, (25)
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forall j,k € {0,...,N— 1} such that j k.

Proof: Indeed, when this condition is in force, we have that the Bagin space
with reproducing kernein(z)K;(z,w)m(w)* is the direct sum of the Pontryagin
spaces with reproducing kerneig(2)K(z w)m; (w)*, j =0,...,.N—1. O

We note that there are similarity betwe@nl(23) and the soiutf Gleason’s prob-
lem: Gleason’s problem is the following: Given a linear spa€ functions.# of
functions analytic in a se® c CN, and givera € Q, Gleason’s problem is the fol-
lowing: when can we find functiorgg, ..., gn € .# (which depend o@) such that

z

f(2) - f(a) = 1(Zn —an)0n(z,3)

5.3 Cuntz relations: Realizations in the rational case

Recall that for a given generalized Schur funct®nwe presented in Theorems
23 andZ4}4 coisometric and unitary realizations respelgtiThe unitary realization
turns to be more involved than the coisometric backwards idlization. In some
cases, these two realizations are unitarily equivalergaiticular wher@ is ratio-
nal andJ-unitary on the unit circle. As we already discussed in $&¢f.4, this is
equivalent to having the spac®(0O) finite dimensional. In this section we adopt
this simplifying assumption and study the realizatior®gf(z) = ©(Z\) in terms of
the realization of.

We take the signature matrixo belong taC-*-. We know (se€[[7.16] and Theorem
[4:3 above) that
O =92+26(1 —27) 15

whereZ = Oy(0) = ©(0) and wheree, 4 and% are defined as followss is the
evaluation at the origin,

¢f=1(0)
2 is defined by
R A
and.«/ is the backward shift i??(Gy). The matrix, see[7],
o B
€ 9

is unitary in theZ?(Gy) metric. We know from Theoref 5.2 tha?(Gy) is equal
to the space of functions of the form
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N—-1
)=y Zi(@"), (26)
k=0

where thefy € #2(0) are uniquely defined. We will denote bythe map
fo

f1

f— .

N1

from 22(Qy) onto(22(0))N. In view of 22),U is a unitary map (between Pontrya-
gin spaces).

Let T denote the following map fromiz?(©))N into itself defined by

010---0 ]:0 ]:1
ool--—-of| * 2
TUf = : =
[
Ro fn—1 Rofo

Proposition 5.6 Let f € £2(Gy), with representatiorf28). It holds that
U/ f = (TUF) (D), (27)
and it holds that
(& 1, 99) p(0y) = (TUL,TUQG) (50N (28)

Proof: Indeed, withf is of the form [26), we have

A1(2) = Rof(z) = 12O _ Nzllzklfk(z'\') +szle

z &

so thatJ «7U* f is equal to

fo f1

f1 fo

. — . s
N1 Rofo

that is [27) in in force. Finally{(28) follows from the fornaufor the inner product
in f@(@N). O
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Proposition 5.7 Let f € £2(@y) with representatiorf28). Then,

¢f=C(IL0---0)Uf, (29)
where C is the evaluation at the origin i?(©).

Proof: This is clear from

fo
f1
¢f=1(0)=(C00---0) [ :
fn-1
O
Proposition 5.8 We have
#& =2""1(BE)(2Y)
where B is the operator froi- into 22(0):
B¢ = Ro©¢
and we have
(BE,BN) 50y = (BE,BN) 5@, n,&€Ch (30)

Proof: We have

02)-0(0) _ 1

z

BE(2) = RoONE (2) = (BE)(Z")
Equality [30) follows form the definition of the inner produic 22(Gy). O

These various formulas allow to show directly that the mzdion is indeed unitary,
and to compute the associated Hermitian matrix in the finiteedsional case.

6 Decompositions

6.1 Generalized down-sampling and an Hermitian form

In the preceding section we considered decompositions ahetibn in the form
(23). Here we consider different kind of decompositions.atsider matriceB €
CN*N satisfying
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det(ly —e(P’) #0, ¢=1,....N—1, and PN=1Iy. (31)

We do not assume th&\V -1 = Iy, and in particular the choide = Iy is allowed.
The special cask = gyPy plays also an important role.

Theorem 6.1 Let W be aCN*M-valued function defined in the open unit disk (typi-
cally, M= 1or M = N). Let P CN*N satisfying@1), and let, for k=0,...,N -1,

N—-1
W2) = g 3 (P W(sh) (32
Then,
Wi(enz) = (enP) K (Wk(2)), k=0,...,.N—1, (33)
N—-1
W(z) = . 34
(2) k;\/\&(Z) (34)

Proof: We have

N—-1
Wi (n2) = % > (enP) W (el en2)
/=0
N—-1

= (SNP)ik <% ;O(ng)k(€+l)W(£’{l+12)>
= (enP) “(Wk(2),

since(eyP)KN = Iy, and this prove$(33). To prove(34) we write

N-1

N-1 /4 N-1 .
kév\&(z) = ké (N 2 (enP) W(5N2)>

since, in view of[(3L),

N e Nife=0,
2 (&nP) _{UN—(eNP)Nf)(l—(eNP)f)1=0ife=1,2,...N—1.

O

WhenP = Iy, the indexk = 1 corresponds to the down-sampling operator.
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6.2 Orthogonal decompositions in Krein spaces

In some cases the decompositibnl (34) is orthogonal for therlying Krein space
(or Pontryagin space) structure. We will assume that thenkspace(. 7, [-,-] »)
consists ofCN-valued functions and satisfies the following property:

Hypothesis 6.2Let P be a matrix satisfyind@1), and let¢ (z) = enz. We assume
that:

(1) The composition operator # f(¢) is continuous and unitary fron¥” into
itself.

(2) The operator of multiplication by P on the left is continu@ml unitary from
¢ into itself.

We note that, in particular, the operafier, defined by[(B),
Try f(2) = Pf(en2),
is continuous and unitary fron¥” into itself. Note also that
T =y

Hypothesi$ 62 hold in particular for the spad¢és; whenP is J-unitary, that is,
satisfies
P*JP=J.

Theorem 6.3 Let (.7, [-, -]) be a Krein space ofN-valued functions, satisfying
Hypothesi§ 612. Let W& 7 and let

N—-1
W(2) = g 3 (P W(sh) (35)
Then,
[\Nfa\M(] =0, ¢ 7£ K,
W() =Wo(2) ++ Why1(2)
and

Wk(en2) = (enP) T W(2).

Proof: The last two claims are proved in Theoréml6.1. The first claikes into
account the hypothesis o, and is proved as follows: We take andk; in
{0,...,N—1}, and assume th&b < k;. Taking into account the definition &%,
we see that the inner produet, , W, | » is a sum oilN? inner products, namely

[(enP)2W(g(12), (enP)2'2W(£22)] 4, £1,62 € {O,...,N—1}.

TheseN? inner products can be rearranged\asums of inner product, each sum
being equal to 0. Indeed, consider first the inner produatesponding td; = /.
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In view of the unitary of the operatdpy we have

:lzz[(EN P)k1£1W(£,€llz)7 (en p)szlw(glglz)]% = (:lzz(gll\(llkz P)Q) W, W]y

=0.
Indeed, using & k; — ko <N —1, and so, by hypothesis ¢h we have
det(In — (enP)™2) # 1,

and the sum
N-1

((enP)e7k2)lr = .
£1=0

Let us now regroup the factors (W (z),W(enz)] . Taking into account that
[PetN-DW (el 12),W(2)] » = PN DW(2),W(en2)]

we have

N-2
; [(enP) ‘W (gl 2), (enP) 2T IW (g 12)] o+
/=0

+ (PN IW(E 1) WD)

= C{(SN Pyt (ke (g P)k1<N1)> W(2),W(enz)].#
=0

N-1

/ZJ((SN P)k1k2)£> W(2),W(enz)].#

= [(SN P)7k2 (

=0.

The remaining terms are summed up to 0 in the same way.

6.3 Decompositions in reproducing kernel spaces

We begin with a result in the setting of Schur functions, agoged to generalized
Schur functions.

Theorem 6.4 Let W be aCP*9-valued Schur function and I¢t(z) = exz. Then the
operator of composition by is a contraction froms2’(W) into itself if and only if
there exists &9*9-valued Schur function ) such that

W(z) =W(enz)X(2). (36)
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Proof: By Theoreni 3.6, the mafy is a contraction if and only if the kernel

W (enz)W (enw)* —W(2)W (w)*
1-—zw

Kw(z,w) — Kw(enz, enw) =

is positive definite in the open unit disk. By Leech’s factation theorem, see [61,
p. 107], the above kernel is positive definite if and only #ith is a Schur function
X(z) such that[(36) is in force. O

As an example, take any Schur funct®and build

W(z) = % (s(2) s(enz) -~ s(e 12)). (37)

Then

wherePRy is defined by[(R).

7 The family én

An effective approach to generating wavelet bases is theotiddultiresolution
Analysis (MRA), see for examplé [13, 18,126]. Traditionatipe looks for a fi-
nite family of functions irL »(R,dx), or L (RY,dx) for some dimensiod. If d =1,
one chooses a scale number, Bayf d > 1, instead one scales withdax d matrix

A over the integers. We assume thais expansive, i.e., with eigenvalues bigger
than 1 in modulus. 1A is given, letN be the absolute value of its determinant. To
create MRA wavelets we need an initial finite fami# of N functions inL(R),

or L»(RY). One of the functions is called the scaling functignif the discussion
below). For the moment, we will set= 1, but the outline below easily generalizes
to d > 1. An MRA wavelet basis is a basis fon(R), or Lo(R%) which is gener-
ated from the initial family%# and two operations : one operation is scaling by the
numberN (or the matrixA if d > 1), and the other is action by integer translates
of functions. The special property for the finite family ohfttions.# is that if the
N-scaling is applied each functiap in F the result is in the closed span of the in-
teger translates of the scaling functipnThe corresponding coefficients are called
masking coefficients. The reason for this is that the scaledtfons represent re-
finements, and they are computed from masking points in aerefmt. The role of
the functionsmy, my, ..., my_1 are the frequency response functions corresponding
to the system of masking coefficients. From these functiomshen build a matrix
valued functionW(z) as in [38). The question we address here is the characteriza-
tion of the matrix valued function which arise this way. Ndve twavelet filters we
consider here go beyond those studied earlier in that wevdtio wider families
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of Multiresolution Analyses (MRAS). This includes more geal wavelet families,
allowing for example for wavelet frame bases, see €.gl,413.42], multi-scale
systems in dynamics, and in analysis of fractals; lsek [31].

7.1 The family%y: characterization

The filters we consider are matrix-valued (or operator @ denctions of a com-
plex variable. In general if a positive integlris given, and if a matrix function
W(z) is designed to take values @N*N, then of course, there aN? scalar-valued
function occurring as matrix entries. However, in the cad#ters arising in appli-
cations involvingN distinct frequency-bands, for example in wavelet consitons

with scale numbeN, then we can take advantage of an additional symmetry for the
given matrix functionW(z), see for examplé 1) in the Introduction. Here we point
out that thisN-symmetry condition (oN-periodicity) means thatV(z) is then in
fact determined by onl{{ scalar valued functions, sde [38) below. These functions
play three distinct roles as follows: They are (i) the scatdued filter functionss;;
fori=0,1,...,N—1, in generalized quadrature-mirror filter systems (thedgara
ture case correspondsib= 2); they are (ii) scaling filters for scale-numbérvith
each of theN scalar functions; generating an element in a wavelet system of func-
tions on the real line and corresponding to scale-nurhbemd (iii) the system of
scalar functions$ )i—o,.. n—1 generates an operator famil§ )i—o . n—1 constituting

a representation of the Cuntz relations; thus generalizimgprem 5.3 above. The
results presented in this section are related]to [9].

Recall thatey — . We shall say that &V*N-valued N > 2) functionW mero-
morphic in the open unit disk belongs tdsy if it is of the form

%2 S(en2) S(ey '2)

&v-1(2) Sva(en?d) - Svoa(e 12
wheresp, ..., &1 are complex-valued functions meromorphidinNote that such
a function, when analytic at the origin, will never be inviele there. A special case
of this analyticity restriction of course is whé&H(z) has polynomial entries. Un-
der the fiIter—to—wavelacorrespondencED.S], polynomial filters are the compactly
supported wavelets. In the sequel, it will turn out that wallstoncentrate on the
opposite cases. Namely, not oWy(z) will not be analytic at the origin, in fact we
shall havew(z)71 = Oyn.

‘Z:O o

Recall that we have denoted By the permutation matrix,

8 This correspondencgolynomial filterto compactly supported waveleren works ifd > 1.
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A= (01><(N1) 1 )

IN-1 On—1)x1

(seel(2)).

Lemma 7.1 A CN*N-valued function meromorphic in the open unit disk is of the
form @8) if and only if it satisfieqT):

W(enz) = W(z)Ry

Proof: LetW be aCN*N-valued function meromorphic i, and satisfying{1), and
letsy,...sy denote its columns, i.e.

W) = (52 2(2) .. :(2). (39)
Namely, from[(38)
Soley 2)
R e L R
Sv-i(g) '2)

Multiplying W by By from the right makes a cyclic shift of the columns to the left,
namely

W(2)R\ = (2(2) $3(2) - sv(2) s1(2) -
Equation[(1) then leads to
(s1(en2) s2(en2) -+ su-1(en2) Sn(En2)) =
= (2(2) (2 - =(z

~—

s1(2)) .

Thus
2(2) =si1(en2), (2 =s1(852),.- ., (2) =s1(e 12),

and sdWV is of the asserted form. The converse is clear

Note that in contrast to LemnjaY.1, in equatibnl (37) we didassume thatV is
square.

When one assumes that the functdhin the previous lemma is a generalized
Schur function, the symmetry conditidd (1) can be trandlatto the realization. We
present the result for the closely outer connected coisderretlization, but similar
results hold for the closely inner connected isometricizatibn and connected uni-
tary realizations as well (see Sectlonl4.2 for these nofidnghe statement, recall
that the state spac#” will in general be infinite dimensional and endowed with a
Pontryagin space structure.
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Theorem 7.2 Let W be a generalized Schur function, and let
W(z) =D +2zC(l —zA) 1B

be a closely-inner coisometric realization of W, with stepace”. Then, W sat-
isfies() if and only if there is a bounded invertible operator T fraif into itself

such that
eNAB) (T O\ (TO\/AB
(e n) (om)= (o m) (€0) o)
Furthermore, the operator T satisfies:
TN=1. (41)

Proof: The first equation follows from the uniqueness of the clossipnected
coisometric realization. Iterating(40) and taking intec@ant thatel) = 1 we get

AB\ /TN o\ (TNO)\/AB
CD 0In/ \OlIn/\CDJ/"
By uniqueness of the similarity operator we halé=1. 0O

Proposition 7.3 Let W and W be in%éy. Then the functions
Wi (z2Wa(2)" and W (2Wh(1/2)*

are meromorphic functions ol'z

Proof: LetW(z) =Wi(2Wa(2)*. SincePyR| = In, we have

W (enz) =Wi(enz)\Wo(En2)™
= Wi (Z)AVPWa(2)*
=Wi(2We(2)*
=W(2),
that is
W(enz) =W(2). (42)

The functiolW;, andW, are meromorphicin the open unit disk, and so is the function
W. We denote by\ the set of poles oV and byAy the set of pointsvin the open
unit disk such thaa™ € A. Let forz=re'® with r > 0 and@ € (—m, 1,

R(2) = W( V/reN).

The functionR is analytic inD \ {AyU (—1,0]}. Thanks to[(4R) it is continuous
across the negative axis at those points+d, 0) which are notiriD\ Ay. It follows
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thatR is analytic inD \ Ay U {0}. FurthermoreW(z) = R(ZY). Any singular point
of Ris a pole (otherwise its roots of orddrwould be essential singularities \bf),
and soRis meromorphici). O

In the rational case, the previous result has an easier arelpnecise proof. Indeed
consider the Laurent expansion at the origi\af

—Mo

It converges in a punctured disk<0|z| < r for somer > 0. Equation[(4R) implies
that

T WA= T ek
—Mo —Mo

By uniqueness of the Laurent expansion we get that
W =0, for k¢&NZ.

Thus, ifm > 0, we may assume without loss of generality ttmgt= Nng for some
Ny € N. The function

is rational, and so is the function
W (2) = T W
K=0

We see that
and soN_(z) = R_(2V), where the function

R(Z) - Wr]NZn
—mp<AN<—N

is rational and analytic at infinity. The functidM, is analytic at the origin, and thus
can be written in realized form as:

W, (2) = D+zC(l, — zA) 'B.
Comparing with

W, (2) = n;WnNz”N

we have that
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CAPB — 0 .|f p+1¢NN,
Wan if p+1=nN, neN.
It follows thatW, (z) = R, (ZV), whereR, is the rational function defined by
R.(2 =D+ y Z'CA™'B
n=1

=D+ Z'CAN-UNaN-1g
n=1
=D+2zC(l,—zAY) 1AN-1B,
The function
R(z) =R-(2)+R(2)
is rational.

The proof of the preceding proposition can be mimicked taiwbthe following
result:

Proposition 7.4 Let Wi and W be in %y, with non identically vanishing determi-
nant. Then there exists a meromorphic function R such that

Wi(2Ws(2) " = R(ZY). (43)
To this end, recall that the unitary matif,
8’5(0-0) e (01) e 02 g (0(N-1)
T P
= \/—N &N &N &N =)
g’g((N:fl)-O) g’g((N:fl)-l) g’g((szl)'Z) ef(<Nf.1)-(N*1)

generates the discrete Fourier transform. Namely, theatesé&ourier transform of
x € CN is given byX = Fyx and the inverse discrete Fourier transform is given by
x = FyX. Let furthermore

Wa(2) i=diag{1, z %, ..., 22" V}Re. (44)

With this special choice di\, the previous proposition becomes:

Proposition 7.5 W € % anddetW # 0 if and only if it can be written as
W(2) = RZ')Wh(2),
where R andMy are as in[@3) and (@4) respectively.
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7.2 A connection with periodic systems
Let
Dn (Z) = dlag (ZNazNilgl'\\llila ZN?ZSIl\(liza cee 7Z£N)7

so that
Dn(1) = diag(1,e} 1, e572, ..., &n).

Functions which satisfy the related symmetry
W(enz) = Dn (1) W(2)Ry (45)

appear in the theory of periodic systems. A functrsatisfies[(45) if and only if
it is of the form

§0(Z) éO(ENZ) é()(t‘:,'\\‘l712
1 &2 Si(eng o Eﬁlth (N 12)
Rl (46)

SN-1(2) gﬂlffél\l—l(gNZ) - M—fl)zéNfl(f“*lZ)-

N
Seel[5, Theorem 4.1, p. 381]. We note that the corresponaingrgl bitangential in-
terpolation problem (seE 4] for references) was solvdH]ifor functions analytic
and contractive in the open unit disk (that is, for Schur fiors). Let us denote by
Zery the family of functions meromorphic in the open unit disk avitich satisfy

@3).

Proposition 7.6 The map W— DyW is one-to-one froniZery onto 6. If W is
analytic and contractive in the open unit disk so ig\®.

Proof: We first note that
Dn(énz) = Dn(2)Dn(1). (47)
Let nowW € Zery. In view of (41) and[(4b) we have

Dn (e&nZ)W(enz) = Dn(2)Dn(1)Dn(1) W (2)Ry
= Dn(2)W(2)Py,

and soDN\W € én. O

Epilogue: A reason for the recent success of wavelet algorithms is argpto-

gether of tools from engineering and harmonic analysis.|&\kavelets now enter
into a multitude of applications from analysis and probiailt was the incorpo-
ration of ideas from signal processing that offered new asy-¢o-use algorithms,
and hence wavelets are now used in both discrete problemslbas in harmonic
analysis decompositions. Following this philosophy weehemployed tools from
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system theory to wavelet problems and tried to show how iftems wavelet de-
compositions throw light on factorizations used by engisee

Since workers in wavelet theory often are not familiar wittefers in general, and
FIR filters (short for Finite Impulse Response) in particwedely used in the en-
gineering literature, we have taken the opportunity toudel a section for mathe-
maticians about filters. Conversely (in the other diregtiemgineers are often not
familiar with wavelet analysis, and we have included a beigbosition of wavelet
facts addressed to engineers . We showed that there areieaptions of infinite-
dimensional Lie groups which accounts for all the wavelad; as well as for other
classes of filters used in systems theory. Moreover, we itbestthese groups, and
explained how they arise in systems. The correspondingitigus, including the
discrete wavelet algorithms are used in a variety of muiils problems, as used for
example in data mining. These are the discrete algorithntbywa described their
counterparts in harmonic analysis in standagd_ebesgue spaces, as well as in re-
producing kernels Hilbert spaces. We also outlined theabRontryagin spaces in
the study of stability questions.

In the engineering literature the study of filters is mostinfined to FIR filters. Re-
call that FIR filters correspond to having the spectrum abtiigin. In our previous
work [9] we have explained that the set of FIR wavelet filtersrall in a sense we
made precise. This suggests two possible conclusions,

(i) It is unrealistic to offer optimization schemes, ovdrFIR wavelet filters as part
of the design procedure.

(i) It calls upon using, at least in some circumstances, silable 1IR (short for infi-
nite impulse response) wavelet filters, i.e. the spectrucoidined to the open unit
disk.

The above extension &'V allows us to consider filters whose spectrum i€ nT.
The generalization t&/* permits the spectrum to be everywhere in the complex
plane.

Roughly, we hope that this message will be useful to pracidis in their use of
these rigorous mathematics tools. We offer algorithms fudlygmproving on those
used before.
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