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CYCLIC ROW CONTRACTIONS AND
RIGIDITY OF INVARIANT SUBSPACES

RAPHAEL CLOUATRE AND EDWARD J. TIMKO

ABSTRACT. It is known that pure row contractions with one-dimensional de-
fect spaces can be classified up to unitary equivalence by compressions of the
standard d-shift acting on the full Fock space. Upon settling for a softer rela-
tion than unitary equivalence, we relax the defect condition and simply require
the row contraction to admit a cyclic vector. We show that cyclic pure row
contractions can be “transformed” (in a precise technical sense) into compres-
sions of the standard d-shift. Cyclic decompositions of the underlying Hilbert
spaces are the natural tool to extend this fact to higher multiplicities. We show
that such decompositions face multivariate obstacles of an algebraic nature.
Nevertheless, some decompositions are obtained for nilpotent commuting row
contractions by analyzing function theoretic rigidity properties of their invari-
ant subspaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

The structure of Hilbert space contractions has long been recognized as deeply
connected to that of concrete multiplication operators on spaces of analytic func-
tions on the unit disc. The prototypical result in that direction is the fact that pure
contractions may be viewed as compressions to co-invariant subspaces of unilateral
shifts. This crucial fact was fleshed out significantly in the original edition of [37],
and the resulting theory has been influential since then.

A major theme in modern operator theory is the investigation of multivariate
phenomena, prompted by the discovery of curious behaviour [30],[38]. The multi-
variate counterpart to the Sz.-Nagy—Foias theory was systematically developed by
Popescu in a series of papers, starting with [32],[33]. The setting in this case is that
of row contractions, with no commutation relation assumed between the individual
operators. The non-commutative multivariate theory runs parallel to the univariate
one, with most classical results finding a close analogue. The key insight into the
commutative world was provided by Arveson in [5] who identified the appropriate
space of analytic functions on the ball to serve as a replacement for the classical
Hardy space. This space is now known as the Drury-Arveson space and is the
centerpiece of many problems in function theory due its universal property [1]. It
should also be pointed out that the commutative world can in fact be recovered ef-
ficiently from the non-commutative one upon taking appropriate quotients, as laid
out in [21],[35].

Going back to the foundational single-variable result, it is known that if T is
a Hilbert space contraction with one-dimensional defect space (in the sense that
I — TT* has rank one), then it is unitarily equivalent to a compression of the
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standard unilateral shift on the Hardy space of the disc. In this case, the connection
with function theory is especially transparent, and tools developed in the setting
of the Hardy space can be brought to bear quite successfully to understand the
structure of T. There are corresponding results in the multivariate setting [32],[29]
that connect the study of row contractions to complex function theory in several
variables.

Unfortunately, the condition on the defect space being one-dimensional is quite
restrictive, and it is not stable under natural perturbations such as scaling or simi-
larity. It is thus desirable to replace it by a more flexible condition, such as cyclicity.
The tradeoff, then, is that we cannot expect to describe T up to unitary equiva-
lence with compressions of the standard shift anymore. This relaxation idea is the
basis for the very successful Jordan model theory of constrained contractions (also
known as Cy-contractions) developed in [8]. The crucial result is that a cyclic pure
contraction can be “transformed” into a compression of the standard shift. The
multivariate analogue of this relaxation procedure seems to have been overlooked,
and providing it is one of the main motivation behind this project. It should be
noted here that there is a well-developed model theory for arbitrary row contrac-
tions that takes place in spaces of vector-valued holomorphic functions [37, Theorem
VI1.2.3],[12],[31],[35]. However, the focus there is different than ours, and the two
strands of the theory do not overlap beyond the case of one-dimensional defect
spaces.

Of course, it is desirable to deal with contractions 7" which are not necessarily
cyclic as well. The natural approach for doing so is to decompose the underlying
Hilbert space into cyclic subspaces that are invariant for 7', and then apply the
cyclic result on each piece. In [8], this is called the splitting principle, and allows
the cyclic theory to be leveraged in the general case of arbitrary multiplicity and
to culminate in a powerful classification theorem that mirrors the Jordan canonical
form for matrices. Inspired by this success, at the onset of this project another
one of our objectives was to obtain such cyclic decompositions in the multivariate
context. Surprisingly, this ambition was met with serious obstacles, as we unraveled
multivariate obstructions of a seemingly purely algebraic nature. This is an inter-
esting discovery, and shows that if a satisfactory model theory is to emerge in this
context, it will have to rely on entirely new ideas and tools. At least superficially,
this is reminiscent of what prompted the work in [7].

Although cyclic decompositions appear elusive in general, we obtain some lim-
ited partial results in this direction based on considerations of independent interest
on function theoretic rigidity properties of invariant subspaces. More precisely, if
O is an invariant subspace for a row contraction 7', we are interested in describ-
ing situations where 9t is completely determined by the kernel of the functional
calculus associated to the restriction T'|ogn. We also explore the corresponding ques-
tion for co-invariant subspaces. Such inquiries generate significant interest in the
setting of Hilbert modules on reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces; see [14] and the
references therein. Our work on this topic initiates a multivariate exploration of
equivalence classes of invariant subspaces for constrained contractions, as studied
n [11],[9],[10],[28],[15],[16].

We now describe the organization of the paper and state our main results. To
do so, we require the following notation. For a pure commuting row contraction
T, we denote by Ann.(T') the set of multipliers ¢ on the Drury-Arveson space
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with the property that ¢(T) = 0. More detail can be found in Section 2, which
contains background material and gathers many preliminary results that are used
throughout.

In Section 3, we investigate the class of commuting row contractions 7" that can
be transformed into the standard commuting d-shift. Our analysis is based on the
existence of cyclic vectors enjoying certain additional properties (Theorem 3.1).
One of the main results of the paper is the following (see Corollary 3.7).

Theorem 1.1. Let T = (Ty,...,Ty) be a pure, commuting, cyclic row contraction
on some Hilbert space. Let M denote the compression of the standard commuting
d-shift associated to Ann.(T'). Then, we have that M is a quasi-affine transform of
T.

Interestingly, despite the commuting nature of the statement, our proof hinges
crucially on the non-commuting dilation results of [32].

In Section 4, we turn to the question of rigidity of invariant and co-invariant
subspaces. For general non-commuting row contractions, this problem is known
to encounter significant difficulties, so we focus on the commuting setting. We
illustrate that the rigidity witnessed in the univariate context can fail in several
variables (Example 2). Nevertheless, some amount of rigidity can be established
in various cases. In the special case of nilpotent row contractions, our results
(Theorems 4.1 and 4.5) imply the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let T = (T4,...,T4) be a nilpotent commuting row contraction on
some Hilbert space ). The following statements hold.

(1) Assume that T* is cyclic. Let MM, N C $H be invariant subspaces for T such
that Anng(T|op) = Anne(T|m). Then, M = N.

(2) Assume that T is cyclic. Let M C $ be an invariant subspace for T such
that Anng(T|op) = Ann.(T). Then, M = H.

It is relevant to mention here that it is not generally true that 7™ is cyclic if
T is a cyclic commuting nilpotent row contraction (see Example 5). Regarding
co-invariant subspaces, we mention here the finite-dimensional version of Theorem
4.3.

Theorem 1.3. Let T = (T4, ...,Ty) be a cyclic pure commuting row contraction on
some finite-dimensional Hilbert space $. Let M, N C $H be co-invariant subspaces
for T such that Ann.(PoyT|on) = Anne(PnT|m). Then, MM = N.

Finally, in Section 5 we examine the existence of invariant decompositions. If

T = (Th,...,T4) is a d-tuple of operators on some Hilbert space $, a pair (90, 91)
of non-trivial invariant subspaces for T1,...,T, is an invariant decomposition for
Tif MNN = {0} and M + 9N = $H. Building on the results of Section 4, Theorem
5.1 establishes the existence of invariant decompositions for nilpotent commuting
row contractions under some additional conditions. In another direction, Example
3 (an adaptation of an idea from [25]) exhibits a non-cyclic nilpotent commuting
row contraction that admits no invariant decomposition with the property that
Tlon is cyclic. This is surprising, as such cyclic decompositions always exist for
single constrained contractions. We shed some light on these difficulties by con-
sider separating vectors. These are known to be abundant for single constrained
contractions, yet we show that they can fail to exist in several variables, even for
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nilpotent commuting row contractions on finite-dimensional spaces (Example 5).
On the other hand, we have the following (Theorem 5.3).

Theorem 1.4. Let T = (T4,...,T4) be a nilpotent commuting row contraction on
some Hilbert space $). Set

A=Clzy,...,24]/(Clz1,...,zq) N Ann.(T)).

Then, for any positive integer s > dim A, the ampliation T has a dense set of
separating vectors in ().

One of the recurring themes of the paper is that nilpotent commuting row con-
tractions exhibit rich and intricate behaviours that are somehow unique to the
multivariate world. Indeed, as we will see throughout, such row contractions give
rise to multivariate counter-examples to classical univariate theorems of interest.
This is the motivation behind our focusing on the nilpotent case in several of our
main results above. While some of our proofs can doubtlessly be adapted to the
wider class of commuting row contractions satisfying other types of polynomial
relations, we do not to pursue such generalizations in this paper.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The Fock spaces, the Drury-Arveson space and some associated op-
erator algebras. Throughout the paper, d is a fixed positive integer. Let IF‘;r
denote the free semigroup on the symbols {1,...,d}. Let §3 denote the full Fock
space over C¢, that is

§i=CcaadpechHe"
n=1
where Q is some distinguished unit vector. Fix an orthonormal basis {ej,...,eq}
of C4. If w=kiky... ks € IF:{, then we set

ew:ek1®ek2®...®eksesz.

The set {e, : w € IFI} is an orthonormal basis of 33. For each 1 < k < d, we let
Ly : Si — SZ denote the left creation operator acting as

Liyv=ep®uv, UESZ.

It is readily verified that the operators Li,..., Ly are isometries with pairwise
orthogonal ranges, so that

d
> LiLi <.
k=1

The weak-* closed unital subalgebra of B(F?2) generated by L1,..., Lq is denoted
by £4, and is usually referred to as the non-commutative analytic Toeplitz algebra
[33],[20],[21]. Likewise, the norm closed unital subalgebra of B(F2) generated by
Lq,...,Lg is denote by 24, and is usually called the non-commutative disc algebra
The subspace §§ C §> spanned by the symmetric elementary tensors is the
symmetric Fock space, and it is co-invariant for Lq,...,Ly. It was recognized by
Arveson [5] that §% can be identified with a space of analytic functions on the open
unit ball B; ¢ C?. Nowadays, this space Hg is called the Drury-Arveson space.
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For each 1 < k < d, we denote by z; : C? — C the coordinate function, so
that zx(z) = 2 for 2z = (21,...,24) € C% We write N for the set of non-negative
integers. We use the standard multi-index notation: for

a=(ay,...,aq) € N
we set
|a|:a1+~-~+ad,
al =ay! - ay!
and
o =t -ag

The Drury-Arveson space H3 is the Hilbert space of analytic functions f on By
with powers series expansion
F= X

aeNd
satisfying
ap! gl
Z U )P < e
!
a€eNd
An orthonormal basis for H3 is given by the weighted monomials

| 1/2
(L> , aeN

ag!- - ag!

See [5] or [21] for more details. Another useful interpretation of H3 is that it is the
reproducing kernel Hilbert space on By (see [2]) with kernel given by the formula

1
1—(z,w)’

We denote by My the multiplier algebra of H3. Associated to a multiplier p € M,
there is a bounded linear operator M,, € B(H?) defined as

MS"f = Spfu f € H(%
Identifying each multiplier in My with its associated multiplication operator, we
may view M, as a weak-* closed unital subalgebra of B(Hg). In particular, My is
an operator algebra. Under this identification, the multiplier norm of ¢ € Mg is
simply the operator norm of M,. Every polynomial is a multiplier, and we denote
by Ag the norm closure of the polynomials in My. We will require the following
basic fact about multipliers.

k(z,w) = z,w € Bg.

Theorem 2.1. Let ¢ € My. Fixrn € N and w € By. For each a € N¢ with
|a| = n, there exists a multiplier p, € Mg with the property that

o= Tl LS - wpg

la|<n |al=n

Proof. Apply [24, Cor. 4.2] inductively. O

Next, we record useful identifications which are well known. The details of the
proof appear to be difficult to track down explicitly, so we provide them for the
reader’s convenience.

Theorem 2.2. The following statements hold.
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(1) There is a unitary operator U : H3 — §% with the property that
UMy U* = Pgs Lilgs, 1<k<d.

(2) Let Wy C £4 denote the weak-+ closure of the commutator ideal of £4. Then,
there is a unital completely isometric and weak-x homeomorphic algebra
isomorphism

v Sd/wd — Md
such that
\I/(Lk + md) = U*(PgiLk
for every 1 <k <d.

(3) Let €4 C Ay denote the norm closure of the commutator ideal of Aq. Then,

there is a unital completely isometric algebra isomorphism

(I):Qld/Cd—%Ad

SZ)U = MIk

such that
(I)(Lk—l—Q:d):Mzk, 1<k <d.
Proof. (1) The existence of U follows from the discussion in [5, Section 1].

(2) This follows from (1) and [21, Corollary 2.3].

(3) This argument is based on the idea behind the proof of [19, Corollary 8.3].
Let ¢ : 25 — 2;/€,; denote the quotient map. By the Blecher—Ruan—Sinclair
characterization of operator algebras [13], there is a Hilbert space $) and a unital
completely isometric homomorphism 7 : Aq/€4 — B($). Then,

(m(q(L1)), - - -, m(q(La)))

is a commuting row contraction on $). In particular, invoking [5, Theorem 6.2] for
instance, we obtain a unital completely contractive homomorphism

o: Ag— m(Aa/Cq)

such that o(M,,) = 7(q(Ly)) for every 1 < k < d. Next, let ¢ : Ag/Cqy — £4/Wy
be defined as
L(T—I—Q:d):T—I—Qnd, T e Ay.

It is readily checked that €4 is the norm closure of the ideal generated by
{LjLi — LiL; : 1 < j, k < d}

inside of 2(4. Furthemore, it follows from [20, Proposition 2.4] that 23, is the weak-x
closure of the ideal generated by

(L;jLp—LyL; : 1< j k< d}

inside of £4. Hence, €4 C 20,4 so that ¢ is a well-defined unital completely contrac-
tive homomorphism. We note that

(Worom too)(My,) = My,

for every 1 < k < d, whence

Toron loo

is simply the inclusion of A, inside M. This forces 7=t o0 : Ag — Aaq/Eq to be
completely isometric and in particular surjective, since its image contains Ly + €4
for every 1 < k < d. Take ® =711 o0. O
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When d = 1, the space H? coincides with the usual Hardy space on the open unit
disc D. In this case, the operator algebras A; and M can be identified with the disc
algebra A(D) and the algebra of bounded analytic functions H°(ID), respectively.
It is important to note that when d > 1, however, the quantities

[Mg]l and lgllcc = sup |o(2)]
z€By

are in general not comparable [5],[21]. This makes the function theory in H2 and
Mg less transparent than it is in the algebra of bounded holomorphic functions
H>(By).

2.2. Dilations to d-shifts. We recall the main features of the multivariate gener-
alization of the classical Sz.-Nagy—Foias model theory from [37], starting with the
non-commuting setting. define the standard d-shift to be the d-tuple of operators
L = (L1, Ls,...,Lq) acting on 3. More generally, a d-tuple V = (V1,...,Vy) of
operators on some Hilbert space ) is called a d-shift if there is another Hilbert
space & and a unitary operator U : § — §2 ® £ such that

UVi,U'=L,®1Ig, 1<k<d.

The cardinal number dim K is then called the multiplicity of the d-shift. Interest-
ingly, the multiplicity of a d-shift can be interpreted in a different way as the next
theorem shows. Recall that a subset I' C $) is cyclic for a d-tuple T = (T4, ..., Tq)
if

$ =span{T,y:weF}, veT}.
Here, given a word w = #119...15 € FI, we use the notation
Tp=T,T,,...T;..
Theorem 2.3. Let V. = (V4,....Vy) be a d-shift. Then, the multiplicity of V

coincides with the least cardinality of a cyclic set for V.
Proof. This follows from [35, Corollary 1.10]. O

The importance of d-shifts lies in the fact that they can be used to model gen-
eral d-tuples of operators satisfying some natural necessary conditions, as we now
illustrate.

A d-tuple T = (11, ...,Ty) of operators on some Hilbert space §) is said to be a
row contraction if the row operator

[Ty,.... T4 : 5D = 5

defined as
d
Ty, Tale =D Thér, &= (&1, 8a) € H@
k=1

is contractive. Here, we use the standard notation

A =pgeHe..on.

Equivalently, T is a row contraction if and only if
d

> Iy <1
k=1
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The row contraction 7' is said to be pure if
. * 2
lim | DT =0, ce9.
wi=n

Furthermore, we define the defect space of T to be

d
Ar = <I — ZT,J,;‘) 9,

k=1

and the defect of T to be

Or = dim Ar.
A straightforward calculation reveals that d-shifts are pure row contractions. The
following result shows that in some sense they are the universal example.

Theorem 2.4. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) be a d-tuple of operators on some Hilbert space
9. Then, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) The d-tuple T is a pure row contraction.
(ii) There is another Hilbert space R containing ) along with a d-shift V. =
(V1,...,Va) on R such that

T;:Vk*|ﬁ7 1§k§d
In this case, the multiplicity of the d-shift V is 0.

Proof. This is [32, Theorems 2.1 and 2.8]. O
Of particular interest for us in this paper are row contractions T = (11, ...,Ty)
with the property that T7i,...,Ty commute with each other. In this case, we say

that T is a commuting row contraction. While Theorem 2.4 applies just as well to
commuting row contractions, it fails to encode the commutativity. In particular,
one may want to replace the d-shift therein by some “commutative” version which
acts on the symmetric Fock space (or Drury-Arveson space), as opposed to the
full Fock space. To make this precise, recall that for each 1 < k < d the operator
M,, € B(H2) denotes the multiplication operator by the coordinate function xj.
A standard calculation reveals that the commuting d-tuple M, = (My,,..., M,)
is a pure row contraction. We will refer to this commuting row contraction as the
standard commuting d-shift. More generally, a commuting d-tuple Z = (Z1,...,Z4)
of operators on some Hilbert space §) is called a commuting d-shift if there is another
Hilbert space & and a unitary operator U : ) — H3 ® £ such that

UZU* =M, ®Is, 1<k<d

The cardinal number dim £ is then called the multiplicity of the commuting d-shift.
Just like their non-commuting counterparts, commuting d-shifts occupy a universal
role among pure commuting row contractions.

Theorem 2.5. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) be a d-tuple of operators on some Hilbert space
9. Then, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) The d-tuple T is a pure commuting row contraction.
(ii) There is another Hilbert space & containing ) along with a commuting d-

shift Z = (Z1,...,Zq) on R such that
Ty =Zils, 1<k<d
In this case, the multiplicity of the commuting d-shift Z is drp.
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Proof. This is [5, Theorem 4.5] (alternatively, see [35, Theorem 2.1]). O

2.3. Functional calculus and constrained row contractions. In [33], Popescu
extends the classical von Neumann inequality to the setting of row contractions and
defines an appropriate functional calculus, as follows.

Theorem 2.6. Let T = (T, ...,Ty) be a row contraction on some Hilbert space $).
Then, there is a unital completely contractive homomorphism ar : Ay — B(H) such
that ar(Ly) = Ty for every 1 < k < d. If T is pure, then ar extends to a unital
completely contractive and weak-x continuous homomorphism Br : £4 — B(9).

Proof. Combine [33, Theorems 3.6 and 3.9] with [34, Theorem 2.1]. O

There is a version of this result adapted to the commuting setting, and the
resulting homomorphisms are naturally compatible.

Corollary 2.7. Let T = (Th,...,T4) be a commuting row contraction on some
Hilbert space $. Let €4 C g and Wy C £4 denote respectively the norm closure
and the weak-+ closure of the commutator ideals. Let q : UAq — Aq/Cq and gy :
La — L£4/Wq be the corresponding quotient maps. Let ® : Ay/Cq — Ay and
U £4/Wy — Mgy be the canonical isomorphisms from Theorem 2.2. Then, the
following statements hold.

(1) There is a unital completely contractive homomorphism ar : Aqg — B(9)
such that ap(My,) = Ty for every 1 < k < d. Moreover, we have ar =
aro®ogq.

(2) If T is pure, then G extends to a unital completely contractive and weak-%
continuous homomorphism B; : Mg — B($). Moreover, we have Bp =

BroWoq,.

Proof. Since T is commuting, we see that €; C ker ar, so there is a unital com-
pletely contractive homomorphism o/ : 24/€q — B(9) such that oy = a/rog. Put
ar = alpo®~! and (1) follows.

For (ii), we note that 20, C ker Sr, so there is a unital completely contractive
homomorphism 3% : £4/2, — B($) such that Sy = B oq,. A standard compact-
ness argument using the Krein-Smulyan theorem shows that /. is in fact weak-*

continuous. Statement (2) follows upon setting Br = B oWt O

AWe typically make no explicit mention of the homomorphisms ar,ar, Br and
Or defining the functional calculi, and for an appropriate element 6 we simply write
o(T).

The existence of a weak-* continuous extension to My of the Agz—functional
calculus for a commuting row contraction does not require T' to be pure. Indeed,
the class of so-called absolutely continuous commuting row contractions is larger
[17],[18]. Nevertheless, for the purposes of this work we will restrict our attention
to the pure case.

Let T = (Th,...,Tq) be a pure row contraction. Then, the non-commutative
annihilator of T is the weak-x closed two-sided ideal of £, given by

Ann, (T) ={0 € £4: 6(T) = 0}.

We say that T is constrained if Anny.(T) is non-trivial. If 7" happens to be com-
muting, then its commutative annihilator is the weak-x closed ideal of M, given
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b
’ Ann (T) = {0 € My :6(T) = 0}.
It follows from Corollary 2.7 that
Ann,,o(T) = (¥ o q,) ' (Ann(T))
so in particular
(1) Anne(T) = (¥ 0 g,) (Anne(T)).

In the classical case where d = 1, a constrained contraction 7" is usually said to be
of class Cy [8]. We feel our choice of terminology is a bit more descriptive, and it
is consistent with its use in [35]. We also mention that an absolutely continuous
contraction for which the associated H*°—functional calculus has non-trivial kernel
is automatically pure, and thus constrained. To see this, combine the proof of
[8, Lemma II1.1.12] with [17, Theorem 3.2]. For commuting row contractions, the
situation is more complicated: see [17, Theorem 5.4] and the discussion that follows
it. Let b C £4 be a weak-* closed two-sided ideal. We let

[632] = span{fv : 0 € b,v € T2}

and
o = 33 © [b37).
Then, Fp is co-invariant for £4 + £/, where £/, C B(F2) denotes the commutant of
£4. Define
Ly = (Ps, Lulg,-- - Py, Lals, )
It is readily verified that Ly is a pure row contraction, and it is a consequence of

the following result that Ann,.(Ly) = b. Thus, the row contraction Ly provides a
basic example of a constrained row contraction.

Lemma 2.8. Let & C §2 be a closed subspace which is co-invariant for £4 + £.
Let b = Ann,.(PgLi1|g, ..., PaLalg). Then, b is the unique weak-+ closed two-sided
ideal of £q4 with the property that & = Fp.

Proof. Tt follows from [20, Theorem 2.1] that there is a weak-* closed two-sided
ideal ¢ C £4 such that §2 & & = [¢F2], whence & = F.. It only remains to show
uniqueness. Assume that a C £4 is a weak-*x closed two-sided ideal such that
§%© & = [aF?]. Since b was chosen to be the annihilator of (PgL1lg, ..., PsaL1|g),
we see that Pgf|g = 0 for every 6 € b. Using that £ is co-invariant for £4 we obtain
0F% C % © R for every § € b. We conclude that

b33 € 32 © & = [a32).

An application of [20, Theorem 2.1] yields b C a. On the other hand, it is immediate
that a annihilates (PgL1|g, ..., PaLd|g), whence a C b. O

We mention here that the condition that £ be co-invariant for £/, in the previous
lemma cannot simply removed. Indeed, by [27, Theorem 3.7] there is a proper
closed subspace K C Si which is co-invariant for £4 and which satisfies

{hegy:00c /) ={0}
so in particular we see that

{6 € £4:05% c &) ={0}.
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Thus
Anny(PgLi|g, .., PaLli]g) = {0},

yet & # 3.
We now examine the commuting case. Let J C Mg be a weak-* closed two-sided
ideal and let

Hy = Hj &[T Hj)

In this setting, the analogue of Lemma 2.8 holds without additional conditions on
the co-invariant subspace.

Lemma 2.9. Let K C Hg be a closed subspace which is co-invariant for My. Let
J = Ann(PeMy, |a, ..., PaMy,|g). Then, J is the unique weak-+ closed ideal of
My with the property that R = Hy.

Proof. Repeat the argument used in the proof of Lemma 2.8, invoking [23, Theorem
2.4] rather than [20, Theorem 2.1]. O

Define a pure commuting row contraction as
Mg = (Puy;Ma|Hys- o Pry May|uy, )
We record an important property of M ;.
Lemma 2.10. Let J C My be a weak-x closed ideal. Let
b= (¥og,) '(J)C La
Then, M7 is unitarily equivalent to Ly and Ann.(Ms) = J.

Proof. By virtue of Lemma 2.9 we see that Ann.(M ) = J. Next, it follows from
Theorem 2.2 that

UJU* = {P5;X]gy (¥ 0 qu)(X) € T} = {Ps X|g : X € b}

whence

U[JH]] = span{Ps: Xv : X € b,v € §3} = P5;[bF3].

Clearly, we see that 20, C b. Invoking [20, Proposition 2.4], we find

(F2)" = [WaF3) C (b33
and thus

[633) = ULTH] & (§2)"
In particular, we find

Fo = b3 =T UITHI =U(H] © [JH]) = UHy.

We conclude that M7 is unitarily equivalent to Ly via the operator U. O
2.4. Quasi-affine transforms. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) and T' = (17, ..., T}) be two
d-tuples of operators acting on Hilbert spaces $) and $’ respectively. We say T” is
a quasi-affine transform of T and write T’ < T, if there exists an injective bounded
linear operator X : $ — $) with dense range such that X7} = T, X for 1 < k < d.

The relationship 77 < T is a common weakening of similarity that we will play a
prominent role in our work.
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Lemma 2.11. Let $ and $' be Hilbert spaces and let X : $' — $ be a bounded
linear operator. Let T € B($)) and T' € B($)') such that XT' = TX. Then, the
subspace $' © ker X is co-invariant for T' and

X Pyroer xT' | oker x = TX | g/eker x -
In particular, if X has dense range, then
Pyyoier xT'|greokerx < T
Proof. Note that
XT'ker X =TX ker X = {0}

whence T"ker X C ker X. We conclude that £’ © ker X is co-invariant for 7".
Furthermore, we have

XPﬁ/ekchT/|ﬁ/ekch - XT/|.?j’6kch - TX|.?j’@kch-
Finally, since X|g/cker x : $' © ker X — § is injective and has the same range as
X, we conclude that

!
Pyroker xT' |grokerx < T
whenever X has dense range. O

Annihilators are well behaved under quasi-affine transforms, and we record the
following easy fact.

Lemma 2.12. LetT = (Th,...,Ty) and T' = (17, ..., T}) be pure row contractions
on some Hilbert spaces § and $'. Let X : $ — $ be a bounded linear operator
such that XT] = T X for every 1 <k < d. Then, following statements hold.

(1) If X is injective, then Ann,.(T) C Anny,.(T").

(2) If X has dense range, then Anny.(T") C Ann, (7).

(3) If X is injective and has dense range, then Anny,(T) = Anny,.(T").

Proof. This easily follows from the fact that for every 8 € £; we have X6(T")
6(T)X.

Ol

3. TRANSFORMING THE STANDARD d-SHIFT

In order to understand general pure row contractions, it is natural to turn to The-
orem 2.4. This result reduces the problem to the study of compressions of d-shifts
to co-invariant subspaces. Such a strategy is appealing, as the non-commutative
function theory of £4 that was significantly developed in [20],[21],[22] could then be
leveraged, much in the way that the function theory of H°(ID) has helped single
operator theory blossom [37]. Unfortunately, in general the d-shift from Theorem
2.4 is of high multiplicity, and thus the link with £4 is obscured. In this section, to
circumvent this difficulty we investigate the possibility for d-shifts of multiplicity
one to be quasi-affine transforms of pure row contractions, taking inspiration from
and generalizing a known result for single operators [8, Theorem 1.3.7].

We first exhibit a necessary and sufficient condition in the form of the existence of
certain cyclic vectors, the images of which satisfy some weak form of orthogonality.
Recall that given vectors &, n € §), we denote by £®@n € B($)) the rank-one operator
defined as

E@nh=(h,nE heh.

Theorem 3.1. Let T = (T1,...,Tq) be a row contraction on some Hilbert space
and let C > 0. The following statements are equivalent.
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(i) There is a cyclic vector £ € § for T that satisfies
Y TwE@Tu <C°IL
wEFI

(ii) There exists an operator X : §% — $) with dense range such that || X|| < C
and XLy =T X for 1 <k <d.

(iii) There ezists a closed subspace ¥ C F2 which is co-invariant for L and an
ingective operator X : 0 — $ with dense range such that || X|| < C and

XPyLi|g =T X
for 1 <k <d.

Proof. Assume first that there exists a closed subspace % C §2 which is co-invariant
for L and an injective operator X : ¥ — § with dense range such that || X| < C
and

XPyLi|ly = T X

for k =1,...,d. Let £ = XPy(). Since Q is obviously cyclic for L and U is co-
invariant, it is readily seen that Py() is cyclic for (PyLi|y,. .., PyLdlyg). For a
word w € IF:{, we compute

Twé =Ty X Py = X Py L,y Py

and thus conclude that & is cyclic for T, since X has dense range. In addition, for
w E IE‘I and h € $ we see that

(X*h, L) = (X*h, PgLySQ) = (X*h, Py L, Pg)
= (h, X Py Ly Py = (h, TuE),

and since {Lwﬂ}weFI is an orthonormal basis for §2, we infer that

IX*h]* = > KX h, Lo = > [(h, Tul)?

wEF; wEFI
= > ((Tw€ ® Tu&)h, h)
wEF;
whence
(2) > TwE® Twé < C2I.
wGFI

This shows that (iii) implies (i). Assume next that there is a cyclic vector £ € $
for T satisfying (2). Then, given h € §, we see that

ST = Y (Twé ® Twé)h, h) < C2||h|*.
wGFI wEFI
We conclude that the vector

> (h, Tuwé) LS

wGFI
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belongs to §5 and has norm at most C||h||. Hence, we may define a bounded linear
operator Y : § — §2 by

Yh= > (hTu)LuQ, heS$H.

wE]F:lr

Plainly ||Y|| < C. Moreover, given 1 < k < d, a word u € F}, and a vector h € §
we find

(YTh, L,Q) = < > <T;h,Tw5>LwQ,LuQ> = (T} h, T,.€)
111€leJr

- <h; TkTu§>

and

(LEY h, L,Q) = (Yh, Ly L,Q) = < > <h,Tw§>LwQ,LkLuQ>
111€leJr

= (h, TxT,&).

We conclude that YT} = L;Y for every 1 < k < d. Furthermore, we note that if
Yh =0 then
0= (Yh,L,Q) = (h, To,&)
for every w € F;L, which implies that A = 0 since ¢ is assumed to be cyclic for T.
Thus, Y is injective. Choosing X = Y™* shows that (i) implies (ii).
Finally, the fact that (ii) implies (iii) follows from Lemma 2.11. O

It is now a trivial matter to extract the desired necessary and sufficient condition.

Corollary 3.2. Let T = (Th,...,T4) be a row contraction on some Hilbert space
$. Then, the following statements are equivalent.

(i) There is a cyclic vector & € $) for T such that the operator Zwelb‘j TwERTWE
is bounded.

(ii) There exists a closed subspace B C F4 which is co-invariant for L and such
that Plem <T.

Proof. This follows immediately from Theorem 3.1. O

The property above that ZMGF; Twé ® Ty€ be bounded can be seen as a re-
laxation of the condition that £ be a wandering vector, in the sense that the set
{Tw¢ }weJFi is orthogonal. It will turn out below that this weak orthogonality con-
dition is automatically satisfied for pure row contractions that admit any cyclic
vector (see Corollary 3.6).

Given a d-tuple T = (T1,...,Ty) on some Hilbert space £, we defined its mul-
tiplicity to be the least cardinality pr of a cyclic set for T'. We emphasize that in
the special case of d-shifts, this definition of multiplicity agrees with the one we
gave in Section 2. The following simple observation will be use implicitly. Let T”
be a d-tuple of operators on some other Hilbert space $' for which there exists an
operator X : ' — § with dense range such that X7} = Tp, X for k =1,...,d. If
I C 9 is cyclic for T’, then a straightforward verification reveals that XT' C ) is
cyclic for T'. In particular, this shows that ur < ppr.

In preparation for our main result, we need a technical tool.
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Lemma 3.3. Let T = (T1,...,Tq) be a pure row contraction on some Hilbert space
$. Then, there is a d-shift V = (V1,..., V) acting on some Hilbert space & with
multiplicity ur and a contractive operator X : 8 — $ with dense range such that
T, X = XV for 1 <k <d.

Proof. By Theorem 2.4, there is a Hilbert space K containing $) along with a d-shift
S =(51,...,54) on Ky with pg = 07 and such that

Tr=5;1%9, 1<k<d.
By assumption, there is a subset I' C $ of cardinality pr such that

$ =span{T,y:weF}, veT}.
Let

R =span{S,y:w e F,,veT}

and put Vi = Si|gq for k=1,...,d. For each n € N, we note that

S VVi= Y PaSuPaSiPa < Pa| Y SuSy | P

|w|=n lw|=n |w|=n

which shows at once that V is pure, and that EZ:I ViV < I. By the non-
commutative Wold-von Neumann decomposition [32, Theorem 1.3], we infer that
V' is a d-shift.
Next, define X = Pglg : &8 = 9. For k = 1,...,d, using that $) and R are
respectively co-invariant and invariant for .S we compute
TiX = Py Sk Pylg = Py Skla
= PﬁPﬁSk R = XSk|ﬁ = XVg.

Hence, for w € IFI and v € I we find
XSw'7 = XVw'7 = TwX'7 = Tw'y

which implies X& = ), so that X has dense range. In particular, we must have
that pupr < py. On the other hand, by definition of 8 we see that I' is a cyclic set
for V, so that py < card(I") = pr. O

We now arrive at the last technical step before the main result of the section.
Roughly speaking, it says that up to a quasi-affine transform, the multiplicity of a
pure row contraction can be made to agree with its defect.

Lemma 3.4. Let T = (T1,...,Tq) be a pure row contraction on some Hilbert space
$). Then, there is a pure row contraction T' = (17,...,T) on some other Hilbert
space §' such that pr = O = pr, along with a contractive injective operator

X : 9 — 9 with dense range such that Ti;X = XTy, for 1 < k < d. IfT is
commuting, then so is T'.

Proof. By Lemma 3.3, there a d-shift V = (Vq,...,Vy) with uy = pr acting on
some Hilbert space K and a contractive operator Y : 8 — §) with dense range such
that TyY =YV, for every 1 < k < d. Put

H =RokerY and X =Yy

and for each 1 < k < d let
Ty = Py Vils -
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Clearly, X is contractive, injective, and it has dense range. Moreover, it follows
from Lemma 2.11 that T, X = X T} for 1 < k < d. In particular
(3) pr < e

Since §)/ is co-invariant subspace for V, we see that T = V| for every w € F.
It follows that 7" is a pure row contraction. Using that

d d
- TiT; =Py (I -3 Vka*> ™

k=1 k=1
we find 077 < 0y. But V is a d-shift, so 0y = py by Theorem 2.3 and we infer
(4) or < .
On the other hand, since T" is pure we may apply Theorem 2.4 to find a Hilbert
space & containing $’ and a d-shift S = (S1,...,Sq¢) with 977 = pg and such that
T,;* = S}|g for every 1 < k < d. Choose a subset I' C & with cardinality 97 that

is cyclic for S. For w € IF‘;r and v € ', we may use that § is co-invariant for S to
find

Ty, Py = Py Sy Pgry = Py Sy

Consequently, we have that

span{T/, Pyy:w € Fi,y €T} = Py (span{5w7 cweFl ye I‘})
=Py =9
so that Pg/T is cyclic for T”. Hence,
(5) prr < 0.

Combining inequalities (3), (4) and (5) yields pup: = 07 = pr as desired.
Finally, if T is commuting, then Ann,.(7) contains the commutator ideal, so
that T” is also commuting by Lemma 2.12. ([

We remark here that the preceding two proofs are faithful adaptations of the
single-variable ones found in [8, Lemma I.3.5 and Theorem I1.3.7]. Interestingly
however, this approach forces us through the non-commuting multivariate world,
even if we start with a commuting row contraction.

To see why, we note that there are examples of cyclic invariant subspaces for M,
for which the restriction has infinite defect. Take for instance the cyclic invariant
subspace MM C H? generated by 1, so that

m = @ Caz“.
aeNd a1 >1
Then 9M clearly has infinite co-dimension, so we may invoke [6, Theorem F] to
conclude that the restriction M,|sn has infinite defect. This underlines potential
difficulties in establishing the equality dy = py, which is used crucially in the
proof of Lemma 3.4. Fortunately, with our approach this equality follows from
Theorem 2.3 since V' is known to be a d-shift, being the restriction of a d-shift to
an invariant subspace. For commuting d-shifts, the behaviour of such restrictions is
more subtle. Assume for instance that the restriction of the standard commuting d-
shift to some cyclic proper invariant subspace is another commuting d-shift. Since it
must be cyclic, this second commuting d-shift must be of multiplicity one, and thus
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unitarily equivalent to the standard commuting d-shift. This is however impossible,

by [26, Corollary 5.5]. Although it is plausible that a completely different approach

could circumvent these issues in the commuting setting, the preceding remarks show

that our current proofs have an inexorable non-commutative aspect built into them.
The following is one of our main results.

Theorem 3.5. Let T = (T1,...,Ty4) be a pure cyclic row contraction on some
Hilbert space $. Then there is a contractive operator X : Sﬁ — $ with dense range
such that XLy, =Ty X fork=1,...,d.

If T is commuting, then there is a contractive operator X' : H3 — $) with dense
range such that X'M,, =T X' fork=1,...,d.

Proof. By Lemma 3.4, we see that there is a pure row contraction 7" = (T7,...,T})
on some other Hilbert space £ such that 07+ = 1, along with a contractive injective
operator Y : §)' — §) with dense range such that 7Y = YT} for 1 <k <d. Up to

unitary equivalence, we may assume by Theorem 2.4 that § C §2 and T,;* = L}|o
for every k = 1,...,d. Define X : §2 — $Has X = YPy. For 1 < k < d, we
calculate using that £’ is co-invariant for L that
XLy =YPy L, =YPq LiPgy

=YT] Py =TY Py

=T X.
Moreover, we note that

—ng =Y Py 3 =795 =9

so that X has dense range, which establishes the first statement. For the second,
we assume in addition that 7" is commuting. Then,

0= (T;Ty — T::T;,)X = X(L;jLy, — Ly L;)
and thus ker X contains (L;Lj — LkLJ—)fﬁ for every 1 < j,k < d. We infer that

ker X contains (§$)* by [20, Proposition 2.4], whence X = X Pgs. By Theorem
2.2, there is a unitary operator U : H? — % with the property that

UM, U* = Py;Lilg;, 1<k <d.

We set X’ = XU, which still has dense range. Using that §? is co-invariant for L
we obtain

X'M,, = XUM,, = X Pg; LU
= XLU = Ti X'
fork=1,...,d. O

Comparing the previous result with Theorem 3.1, we obtain the following con-
sequences.

Corollary 3.6. Let T = (T1,...,Ty) be a pure cyclic row contraction on some
Hilbert space $. Then, there is a vector & € $) that is cyclic for T with the additional
property that ZweFj Twé @ Tw& < I. Moreover, the following statements hold.

1) If |Twé|| = 1 for every w € FT, then T must be unitarily equivalent to the
( Y Y y eq

standard d-shift.
(2) Ifd>1 and T is commuting, then |T,&|| < 1 for some w € F}.
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Proof. The existence of a vector £ with the announced property follows by com-
bining Theorems 3.1 and 3.5. For (1), assume that ||T,,¢|| = 1 for each w € F.
The condition that ZweFj Twé ® Tpé < I then forces {T,, : w € F}} to be an

orthonormal set. But since ¢ is cyclic, the set {T,,¢€ : w € F}'} must in fact be an
orthonormal basis for $. It is now straightforward to construct a unitary equiva-
lence between T and the standard d-shift L. Finally, (2) is trivial consequence of
(1) since the standard d-shift is non-commuting. O

We close this section by refining Theorem 3.5 to obtain another one of our main
results. See Subsection 2.3 for the definition of the d-tuple M ;.

Corollary 3.7. Let T = (Th,...,T4) be a pure cyclic commuting row contraction
on some Hilbert space . Let J = Ann.(T). Then My is a quasi-affine transform
of T.

Proof. By Theorem 3.5, there is a contractive operator X : H3 — § with dense
range such that XM, =Ty X for k=1,...,d. In turn, invoking Lemma 2.11, we
see that there is a closed subspace & C H3 which is co-invariant for M, and such
that

(PﬁMw1|_f{, . uPﬁMmd|R) <T.

It follows from Lemma 2.12 that
AHHHC(T) = AnnnC(PﬁMwl |§, ey P§M1d|g)

whence
AHHC(T) = AHHC(PRMml |§, e ,PﬁMmdLQ)
by virtue of Equation (1). By Lemma 2.9, we conclude that & = Hz so that
MJ <T.
O

Given a pure cyclic row contraction T = (T1,...,Tg) with b = Ann,(T), we
do not claim that Ly < 7. The difficulty in achieving this is connected with the
discussion following Lemma 2.8. This is also related to determining whether a given
co-invariant subspace coincides with the so-called “maximal b-constrained piece”
of L as defined in [35]. We will not address these issues further in this paper.

To summarize, the basic outcome of this section is a classification of some pure
row contractions by means of compressions of the standard d-shift. By allowing
for quasi-affine transforms we capture the behaviour of a class of objects that is
more flexible than those with defect equal to one (which is required in Theorem
2.4). To illustrate this flexibility, we note for instance that if 7" is a cyclic pure row
contraction with defect one, then the scaled row contraction rI" has defect equal
to dim $) for 0 < r < 1, even though it is still pure and cyclic. Furthermore, the
cyclicity condition is preserved under similarity.

4. RIGIDITY OF INVARIANT SUBSPACES

In this section, we examine the rigidity of invariant or co-invariant subspaces for
pure row contractions. More precisely, assume that 7' = (71, ...,Ty) is a pure row
contraction on some Hilbert space $, and let 9t C $ be a closed subspace which is
invariant for T'. Throughout, we let T'|ogn denote the restricted d-tuple

(T1|m7 s 7Td|9ﬁ)
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and Py T'|gne denote the compressed d-tuple
(PoneThlomrs -+, Pos Talome )-
We aim to determine the extent to which the annihilators
Anng (T|on) or  Annpe(PyyiTlopt)

determine 9t. We begin by revisiting a pathological example that we encountered
before.

Example 1. By [27, Theorem 3.7, there is a proper closed subspace & C §2 which
is co-invariant for £4 and which satisfies

{0 € Ly:03 c &) ={0}.
In particular, we see that
Anny,(PgL|g) = {0} = Anny (L)
yet & # F2. O

In view of this difficulty, we will focus our attention for the remainder of the
paper on the commuting setting. We start by considering a relatively simple case.
A commuting d-tuple (Ny,..., Ny) is said to be nilpotent if for each 1 < k < d
there is my, € N such that N;"* = 0.

Theorem 4.1. Let N = (Ny,...,Ny) be a cyclic nilpotent commuting row con-
traction on some Hilbert space §). Let I C $ be an invariant subspace for N such

that Anng(N|op) = Annc(N). Then, M = 9.
Proof. Let € € $ be a cyclic vector for N. We find
$ =span{N¢ : a € N},
Since N is nilpotent, this implies that $) is finite-dimensional and
H={p(N)§:p€Clay,... x4}
The subset J C C[zy, ..., zq] defined as
J={peClz,...,z4] : p(N)¢ € M}
is an ideal with the property that
M={p(N)§:pe T}

For convenience, we set
A= Ann.(Nlom) NClz1, ..., 24
and
B = Ann.(N)NClzy,...,z4.
Observe that a polynomial p satisfies p(N) = 0 if and only if p(N)& = 0. Thus,

A:{fGC[.Il,...,Id]IfJCB}.

Clearly, the set {a € N¢ : z® ¢ B} is finite and contains (0,...,0). Choose an
element 3 of that set with maximal length. Then, we have x,2® € B for every
1<k <d.

Assume now that 91 is a proper subspace of ), whence & ¢ 9. Let ¢ be a
polynomial with non-zero constant term. Then, there is another polynomial r
such that r(N)g(N) = I, so in particular £ = r(N)g(N){. We conclude that
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q ¢ J, which shows J consists of polynomials with zero constant term. Hence,
28 C B, and therefore z® € A. This shows that A # B and in particular
Ann.(Nlon) # Ann.(N). O

In the case of a single cyclic constrained contraction, the conclusion of the pre-
vious theorem always holds [8, Theorem I11.2.13]. Unfortunately, the general mul-
tivariate situation is more complicated. In fact, the aforementioned theorem does
not even extend to the commuting bivariate case, as the following example shows.

Example 2. Let J be the weak-* closed ideal of My generated by x2. Then, the
space Hy; = H3 & [J H3) consists of those functions in H3 that depends only on
the variable z; and in particular we have

Py, My,|m, =0.
The pure commuting pair
Mgy = (PHJM$1|HJaO)

is constrained, and by Lemma 2.10 we have Ann.(M7) = J. Note also that 1 € H
is a cyclic vector for M 7. Let U : H? — H 7 be the linear operator defined as

(Uf)(21,22) = f(z1),  (21,22) € By
for f € H?. It is readily verified that U is unitary. Observe now that
U*(PHJMCM |HJ)U

is the usual isometric 1-shift. Let 8 € M be a non-constant inner function and let
9 = U(0H?) C Hy. Then, M is a proper closed subspace of H7 which is invariant
for M 7. If we let Ry = Py, M, |on, then we see that (Ry,0) is the restriction of
Mg to 9. Further, if we let U’ = UMpU* then we see that U’ : Hy — 9 is
unitary with

U/(PHJMﬂthJ)UI* = Ry.

Thus R is unitarily equivalent to M 7, and in particular it is a pure cyclic commuting
row contraction with

Ann,.(R) = Ann,.(M7) and Ann.(R) = Ann.(Mzy),

even though 9 # H 7.
O

We note that the zero set of the commutative annihilator has dimension one in
the preceding example. At present, we know of no multivariate counterexample to
[8, Theorem III.2.13] where this zero set has dimension zero. Theorem 4.1 may be
evidence towards the relevance of having a zero-dimensional zero set, but at the
time of this writing we do not know for sure.

In light of Example 2, we then seek natural sufficient conditions for multivariate
rigidity of invariant subspaces. The next development will gain insight by first
considering co-invariant subspaces; it is based on the following simple fact.

Lemma 4.2. Let M,N C H? be closed subspaces that are co-invariant for Mg.
Then, we have M =N if and only if Ann.(PogMy|om) = Annc(PuMy|m).

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 2.9. O
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Before proceeding, we introduce some notation. Let S = (51,...,S4) be a d-tuple
of operators on some Hilbert space $ and let S’ = (57, ...,5)) be another d-tuple
of operators on some other Hilbert space $)’. Denote by Q(S5’,5) the collection
of injective bounded linear operators X : §) — § with dense range such that
XS, = SipX forevery k =1,...,d. Recall that if T' is a cyclic pure commuting row
contraction and J = Ann.(T"), then Q(M7,T) is non-empty by Corollary 3.7.

We now prove a rigidity result for co-invariant subspaces of cyclic pure commut-
ing row contractions.

Theorem 4.3. Let T = (Ty,...,Ty) be a cyclic pure commuting row contraction
on some Hilbert space $. Put J = Ann(T'). Let M, I C $H be closed co-invariant
subspaces for T such that

Anng (P T |om) = Anne(PnT|n).
Then, X*9M = X*N for every X € Q(Mg,T). In particular, 9 =N if X*M and
X*N are closed for some X € Q(My,T).
Proof. Fix X € Q(My,T). Define M = X*M and N’ = X*N, so that JM’ and N
are co-invariant for M7, and hence for M,. Let Z = Py X|on : U — . We have
Z* = X*|om, so Z* is injective with dense range and
Z" € QT |om, M |on)-

Thus,

Z € Q(Po My |o, P T o).
Likewise, the operator Y = Py X |y is injective with dense range, and

Y € Q(Pw M|, PnT|w).
We conclude from Lemma 2.12 and from the assumption on 9t and 91 that

AnnC(Pgm/beﬁ/) = AnnC(Pm/Mz|m/).

By virtue of Lemma 4.2, we obtain 0 = 9/, that is X*M = X*N. If X*M and
X*M are closed, then X*M = X*I1 and we conclude that 91 = 91 since X* is
injective. O

The following consequence is noteworthy as it applies in particular to the nilpo-
tent setting, thus complementing Theorem 4.1.

Corollary 4.4. Let T = (Th,...,T4) be a cyclic pure commuting row contraction
on some finite-dimensional Hilbert space . Let M, I C H be co-invariant subspaces
for T such that

AnnC(Pngbﬁ) = AnnC(PmT|m).
Then, 9 =M.

Proof. Finite-dimensional subspaces are closed, so this follows at once from Theo-
rem 4.3. (]

We now return to invariant subspaces and identify a sufficient condition for
rigidity.
Theorem 4.5. Let T = (T4,...,T4) be a pure commuting row contraction on some
Hilbert space $). Let J C Mgy be a weak-x closed ideal and let X € Q(M}, T). Let

M, N C $H be closed invariant subspaces for T such that Ann.(T|og) = Anne(T|m)-
If M and N are contained in the range of X, then I = M.
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Proof. If f € X790, then for every 1 < k < d we obtain
X (M, |u,)f =TiX | € T C .

Thus X ~'90 is invariant for M% and hence for M. An identical argument shows
that X 191 is also invariant for M. Next, let

Z=X|x-1on: X' — M
Y = X|x 1 : X101 = N

Because X is injective, it follows that Z and Y are injective as well. Moreover, Z
and Y are surjective since 9, I are contained in the range of X. For k= 1,...,d,
we note that

(Tklom)Z = Z(M;k|xflzm) and  (Tk|w)Y = Y(M;JXflm)-

Let J : H? — H? be the conjugate linear, anti-unitary operator such that Jz® = z¢
for every av € N%. Then, we note that

(Tk|lm)Z = Z((T Mg, J)*|x-191) and (Tglm)Y =Y ((JMy,J)"|x-1m)

for every k = 1,...,d. A standard approximation procedure yields that JMyJ =
Md and

@(Tlm)Z = Z((JMpJ)"[x-1om) and  o(T|n)Y =Y ((JMuJ)"[x-10)
for every ¢ € My. Observe then that ¢ € Ann.(T|on) if and only if
Px-1oq(JMyJ)|x-19n =0
which in turn is equivalent to
JMyJ € Anng(Px-19nMgz|x-19m)-

Thus, we find

Anng(Px-1p My|x-19n) = J Anne(T'|on)J.
Likewise, we infer that

Anne(Px-10:Myz|x-19t) = J Anng (T ;) J.
By assumption, we may therefore write

Ann.(Px-19p My |x-19n) = Anne(Px—1¢ M| x-197)-

In view of Lemma 4.2, we then know that X "9 = X ~'9%. Applying X on both
sides yields It = . (I

In general, it is not clear how to determine that Q(M?%,T') is non-empty in order
to apply the previous result. In some cases however, the existence of a cyclic vector
can be exploited.

Corollary 4.6. Let T = (T1,...,Tq) be a nilpotent commuting row contraction
on some Hilbert space $. Assume that T™ is cyclic. Let M, N C H be invariant
subspaces for T such that Ann.(T|on) = Anne(T'|m). Then, 9 = N.

Proof. The commuting d-tuple T* is also nilpotent. Applying [36, Theorem 3.8]
with k=m =1, Q= {0} and f(Z) = Z1+...+ Z4 (in the notation of that paper),
we see that there is an invertible operator Y € B($)) such that the d-tuple

YTy = YTy L. YTy
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is a nilpotent cyclic commuting row contraction. In particular, Y7*Y ~! is pure,
so if we put J = Ann.(YT*Y 1), then by virtue of Corollary 3.7, we see that
there is X € Q(M 7, YT*Y_l). Next, observe that §) is finite-dimensional since the
nilpotent d-tuple T* is cyclic, whence X is invertible and (X ~'Y)* € Q(M%,T).
Theorem 4.5 then yields 2t = . ]

It is not clear that Theorem 4.1 could be derived from the previous result, as it
is not typically true that the adjoint of a cyclic nilpotent row contraction is still
cyclic; see Example 5 below.

5. INVARIANT DECOMPOSITIONS AND SEPARATING VECTORS

We saw in Corollary 3.7 that pure commuting row contractions can be effectively
classified using compressions of the standard commuting d-shift, provided that they
admit a cyclic vector. Inspired by the successful univariate theory developed in [§],
a natural subsequent step in this classification program would involve moving past
the setting of cyclicity using the following device.

Let T'= (Ty,...,Ty) be a d-tuple of operators on some Hilbert space $) and let
M, N C $H be non-trivial invariant subspaces for T. We say that the pair (9, 9) is
an invariant decomposition for T if M NN = {0} and M + N = §H. In the special
case where T|oy is cyclic, we say that (91, 91) is a cyclic decomposition for T.

In the single-variable case, non-cyclic constrained contractions always admit
cyclic decompositions [8, Theorem II1.3.1]. We start this section with an exam-
ple illustrating that cyclic decompositions are more elusive in several variables. For
this purpose, we introduce one more notion. An invariant decomposition (9, N)
will be said to be topological if the stronger condition 9t + 91 = § is satisfied. The
following is an adaptation of [25, Theorem 2.3]

Example 3. Let {e, : n € N} denote the canonical orthonormal basis of ¢?(N).
Let $ = (2(N) @ £*(N). For each n € N, define vectors &,,n, € § as

&n=e,00, n,=0De,.

Then, {&,,n, : n € N} is an orthonormal basis for . We may define bounded
linear operators 11,75 on $) as

where the series converge in the strong operator topology of B(£)). We find

2T = Z Mnt1 ® Mny1

n=1

and

2TLT5 = i @ 1.
n=1
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Thus, 2717} and 27575 are orthogonal projections. In particular, we see that
Ty and T, are scalar multiples of partial isometries, and thus have closed range.
Moreover,

NIy + 1Ty <1
so that T = (T1,Tz) is a row contraction on ). Since &, is orthogonal to 7, for
every n,m € N, we see that

T? =TTy = ToT), = T = 0.

Thus, T is a nilpotent commuting row contraction. Using Theorem 2.1 it is readily
seen that Ann.(7T) is the weak-* closed ideal of My generated by {x%,z172,23}.
We infer that the range of T is closed for all 8 € N2.

Assume that 9,9 C $ are closed invariant subspaces for T with 2t N 91 = {0}
and $ = N + I1. Observe that

719 = 3,2,Cnp
and
Tr9) = 0321 Cpn-
Furthermore, we have that
TiH =TyM+T1N, ToH="TM+ToN

and

mcecm, Tinc,

oMM, TeNcCN
Using that M NN = {0} and that 71 C T29, we infer that T39O C To9M and
T C ToMN. Since T1%) is a co-dimension one closed subspace of T5$), we infer that
either T1ON = ToIM or T1MN = To91. By symmetry, we may suppose the former.

Given a subspace R C §), we set
ve(R) =inf{n e N: ¢, ¢ &}
and
vy(R) =inf{n € N:n, ¢ &}
Note that v () is infinite whenever &, € &% for every n € N. Using that 77,41 =
&, and Ton, = &, for every n € N, we see that
vp(ToR) = ve(R) and vy (T1R) = ve(R) + 1.
Recall that T19t = T2, thus
ve (M) = vy (ToM) = vy (T1IM) = ve (M) + 1

which forces vg(9) = +oo. Therefore, &, € ML for every n € N. Consequently,
we find

m C @Zo:l(cnn = TQ,@
We infer that 9 C 1591 which further implies that 759t = 9. Finally, using
that 7% = 0 we obtain 9t = {0}. This shows that T does not admit a topological
invariant decomposition.

If (9, N) is a cyclic decomposition for T, then using that T is nilpotent and that

T o is cyclic we conclude that 9t must be finite-dimensional. It is well-known then

that $ = 9t + 91, so that (9, D) would be a topological invariant decomposition
for T'. We thus conclude that T" admits no cyclic decomposition either. O
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We mention here a classical result of Apostol and Stampfli [4, Theorem 5] which
implies that if T is a nilpotent operator on a Hilbert space $) with the property that
T™9 is closed for every n € N, then T admits a topological cyclic decomposition.
The previous example shows that this theorem fails in several variables.

In spite of Example 3, by leveraging the work done previously on rigidity of
invariant subspaces we identify a sufficient condition that allows for an invariant
decomposition.

Theorem 5.1. Let T = (T4,...,T4) be a nilpotent commuting row contraction on
some Hilbert space $. Let M C $ be an invariant subspace for T such that (T|on)*
has a cyclic vector and Ann.(T|sm) = Ann.(T'). Then, there is a subspace | C $
that is invariant for T such that M NN = {0} and $H =M + N.

Proof. By assumption, there is a vector £ € 9 which is cyclic for (T'|on)*. Let
8 = span{T**¢ : o € N},

Put S = PgT|g and observe that Ann.(7T") C Ann(S). Define X : MM — 8 as
X = Pglop. Using that K is coinvariant for T and 901 is invariant for T, we obtain

SpX = PaTyPglon = PaTk|om
= Pg Py Ti|lom = XTk|on

for every 1 < k < d, so that for a € N we have
X7 g = X*S* = (T|om)*™ X ™.
Furthemore,
X' =Pm&=¢
whence
X178 = (Tlom)™* X7E = (Tlom) "¢

for every a € N9, By choice of ¢ being cyclic for (T'|on)*, we conclude that X* has
dense range and thus X is injective. Now, X C R is easily seen to be invariant
for S and

(Sklxm)X = XTilom, 1<k<d
so it follows from Lemma 2.12 that
Ann.(S|xom) C Annc(T'|om).
By assumption, we then infer that
Anng(S|xom) C Ann.(T)
and thus
Ann.(S|xom) C Annc(S).

We conclude that
Anng(S|xom) = Anne(S).

Notice now that S* is cyclic by the construction of & We may thus invoke Corollary
4.6 to find X9 = K, so that X* is injective. Finally, define 9t = &+. We find

MAN =MN A/ = ker X = {0}

and
M+ = (SDTJ' N mJ_)J_ = (SDTJ‘ ﬂﬁ)J‘ = (kerX*)J‘ = 9. O
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One shortcoming of the previous theorem is that the existence of the decompo-
sition hinges on the adjoint of T'|on being cyclic. This condition is a bit mysterious.
Interestingly, in the case of a single constrained contraction, this condition is in
fact equivalent to T'|ogp being cyclic by [8, Theorem I11.2.3]. Unfortunately, this
convenient equivalence does not hold in the multivariate world, as we will see in
Example 5.

Given these multivariate obstacles, and in light of the univariate mechanism
[8, Theorem II1.3.1] for producing cyclic decompositions, it seems worthwhile to
investigate more precisely where this mechanism fails in several variables. The rest
of the section will be devoted to this goal, through the lens of the following notion.

Let T = (T1,...,Tq) be a constrained commuting row contraction on some
Hilbert space $). A subset . C $ is said to be separating for T if, given any
0 € My, the condition ¥ C ker6(T) forces 0(T) = 0. This means that ¥ is a
separating set for the operator algebra

(0(T) : 0 € My).

When ¥ consists of only one element £ € ), we say that £ is a separating vector for
$. In the classical one-variable setting, separating vectors are called maximal [8],
but we feel that in our context our choice of terminology is a bit more descriptive.

We start with a concrete example where a separating vector can be constructed
explicitly.

Example 4. Let T' = (T1,...,T4) be a pure commuting row contraction on some
Hilbert space $. Assume that Ann.(7') is the weak-x closed ideal of M, generated
by {«1",...,x)*} for some fixed positive integers ni,...,nq4. Set

Q={aecN:z*¢ Ann.(T)}
and put
y=Mm1—1,....,nqg—1).
Since v € 2, we may choose a non-zero vector £ € H\ ker(T7). We claim that £
is separating for T. To see this, let ¢ € My with o(T') # 0. An application of
Theorem 2.1 with
n>Mm—1)4+me—1)+...4+(ng—1)

shows that there is a polynomial p such that ¢ —p € Ann.(T'), whence ¢(T) = p(T).
Furthermore, it is clear that p can be chosen to be of the form

p= Z Cax”.
a€e)
Because p(T') # 0, the set S = {a € Q: ¢, # 0} is non-empty. Choose p € S with

minimal length. It is easily seen that there is f € N? such that g + 8 = 7 and
a+ 8¢ Qfor every a € S\ {u}. Thus

T°p(T) = ¢, T7.

Since & ¢ ker TV and c,, # 0, it follows that T?p(T)¢ # 0 and in particular p(T)¢ #
0. Therefore, p(T)€ # 0, and we conclude that £ is separating for T
(I

Unfortunately, separating vectors do not always exist, even for commuting nilpo-
tent pairs on finite-dimensional spaces.
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Example 5. With respect to the usual orthonormal basis, we define linear opera-
tors on C? as

1 0 0 O 1 0 0 O
Ty=—|1 0 —-1|, To=—7—10 0 1
V3 0 0 O V3 0 0 0

Easy computations show that
TP =TTy =TT, =T5 =0
and that

000
T\T; +ToTy = [0 1 0
00 0

Hence, T = (T1,T>) is a nilpotent commuting row contraction. Let o € Ma. An ap-
plication of Theorem 2.1 yields constants a, b, c € C and multipliers @12, ©11, @22 €
M such that

p=a+bxy +cxo+ <p11x§ + Y1212 + <p22:17§.

Then, we find
a 0 0
o(Ty, Ty) = al +bTy +cTy = |b/v/3 a (c—b)/V3].
0 0 a

Thus, ¢(T1,T%) = 0 if and only if @ = b = ¢ = 0. This shows that Ann.(T) is the
weak-+ closed ideal of My generated by {z%,z122,23}.

We claim that no vector v € C3 is separating for T'. Indeed, write v = (v, ve,v3) €
C3, and consider the polynomial p defined as

~ Juszy + (v3 —v1)we if v #0 or vy #0,
P= T otherwise.

Then p(T)v = 0 yet p(T) # 0, which means that v is not separating. This es-
tablishes the claim that 7" has no separating vector, and thus no cyclic vector
either. Note however that the vector (0,1,0) is easily verified to be cyclic for the
pair T* = (T}, Ty). Anticipating Theorem 5.3 below, we also remark that the set
{(1,0,0),(0,0,1)} is separating for T. O

Interestingly, separating vectors for single constrained contractions are known
to exist in abundance [8, Theorem I1.3.6]. Inspection of the proofs of the results
leading up to [8, Theorem IIL.3.1] reveals that separating vectors play a crucial role
there. Thus, the difficulties associated to the construction of cyclic decompositions
in the multivariate context may be explained, in part, by the scarcity of separating
vectors brought to light in Example 5.

Another consequence of Example 5 is that nilpotent commuting d-tuples are not
as nicely behaved as their single variable counterparts. For instance, by [3, Theorem
1] it is known that if 7" is a nilpotent contraction, then there is a collection {T) :
A € A} of cyclic nilpotent contractions such that

Daeah < T.

Trivially, a cyclic vector is necessarily separating, so the following lemma implies
that such an operator T' must admit a separating vector. In light of the previous
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example, we conclude that a direct analogue of [3, Theorem 1] cannot hold in several
variables.

Lemma 5.2. The following statements hold.

(1) Let T = (Th,...,Ty) and T = (17, ...,T}) be constrained commuting row
contractions on some Hilbert spaces $ and $'. Assume that T' < T. If T’
has a separating vector, then so does T'.

(2) For each n € N, let T,, be a constrained commuting row contraction on
some Hilbert space $,. Assume that T, has a separating vector for every
n € N. Then, ®;2,T,, has a separating vector as well.

Proof. For (1), let X : ' — § be an injective operator with dense range such that
XT| =T, X for every 1 <k <n. Let { € §’ be a separating vector for 7" and let
0 € Mg. Assume that 0(T)XE = 0. Then

0=0(T)X¢E = XO(T')¢

and we infer that 6(T")¢ = 0 since X is injective. Using that £ is separating for T”,
we thus find that 6(T") = 0. Next, Lemma 2.12 and Equation (1) imply that

Ann (T) = Ann.(T")
so that 6(T) = 0. Hence X¢ is separating for T

Turning to (2), for each n € N we let &, € 9, be a separating vector for T,, with
norm 1. Define £ € @72, 9, as

&= (51,352,...,2%5,1,...) .
It is readily verified that if § € My, then
0(T) = ®pzr0(Th)
and

()€ = (U106 ST 3T ).

The desired statement readily follows from these observations.
O

Our final result below offers a counterpoint to Example 5 and shows that, at
least for nilpotent commuting row contractions, the existence of separating vectors
can be insured provided that we allow for finite ampliations. Given a d-tuple of
operators T' = (T1,...,Ty) on some Hilbert space $ and a positive integer n € N,
we define

T™™ =ToTo...0T
which acts on the Hilbert space

s =pone...o9n.

Theorem 5.3. Let N = (Ny,...,Ny) be a nilpotent commuting row contraction
on some Hilbert space $). Set

A=Clzy,...,24]/(Clz1,...,z4) N Ann.(N)).

Then, for any positive integer s > dim A the ampliation N®) has a dense set of
separating vectors in ).
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Proof. Since N is nilpotent, there are positive integers my, ..., mq such that N;"* =
0 for every 1 < k < d. An application of Theorem 2.1 with

7’L>(m1—1)+(m2—1)+...+(md—1)

shows that for any ¢ € Mg, there is a polynomial p such that o(N) = p(N). For
this reason, a vector (&1,...,&) € H) is separating for N(®) if whenever p is a
polynomial, the equalities

P(N)& =+ =p(N)& =0

are equivalent to p(N) = 0. In other words, it suffices to consider polynomials
rather than general multipliers.

Note that A is a finite-dimensional vector space, and put 6 = dim 4. For each
1 < i <4, choose a non-empty open subset U; C ). Given a polynomial p, we
denote by [p] its image in the quotient A. For every h € ), set

A ={[p] € A: p(T)h = 0}.

We claim that there are vectors & € Un,...,& € Us such that N9_; Ae, = {0}.
Assume otherwise. For convenience, set Ag, = A.

Fix a non-zero element [p1] € Ag,. Then, p1(T) # 0 so we may choose &; €
Up \ kerpi(T). Thus, [p1] ¢ Ae and in particular Ag, is a proper subspace of
Ag,. Suppose that for 1 < ¢ < 6 — 1 we have constructed & € Uy,...,& € U;
with the property that mé‘;oA&j is a proper subspace of ﬂ;;loAgj. By our standing
assumption, we see that ﬁ}ZOAg , 18 non-zero, so there is a non-zero element [pit1] €
ﬂézoAgj. Correspondingly, there is a vector &1 € U;11 \ ker p;11(T"). We see that
[Di+1] ¢ Ae,.., whence ﬂ;i}JAgj is a non-zero proper subspace of N'_yAe;. By
induction, we obtain vectors & € Uy, ...,& € Us with the property that for every
1 < i <9, we have that ﬁé-:oAgj is a non-zero proper subspace of ﬂ;;loAgj. This
forces dim A > § + 1, contrary to the choice of §. The claim is established.

Now, let p be a polynomial such that p(T)§; = 0 for every 1 < i < §. Then,
[p] € N%_yAg, and therefore [p] = 0. This shows that U; x ... x Us C H( contains a
separating vector for 7). Since Uy, ..., Us were arbitrary non-empty open subsets
of $), we conclude that the set ¥ C $H) of separating vectors for T is dense
in $©. Finally, for s > § it is readily verified that every vector in ¥ & $H5~9) is
separating for T, so the result follows. (|

We record the following simple reformulation.

Corollary 5.4. Let N = (Ny,...,Ng) be a nilpotent commuting row contraction
on some Hilbert space $). Then, there is a finite set of cardinality at most 6 which
is separating for T, where & is the dimension of

Clz1, ..., z4)/(Clxy,...,zq) N Ann(N)).
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 5.3. O

Comparing with Example 4, it is apparent that the upper bound on the car-
dinality of the separating set in the previous corollary is far from sharp. In fact,
the argument used in Example 4 can be refined and extended to provide a better
estimate. Because we do not have a concrete use for it, we only state the result and
leave the details of the proof to the interested reader. Recall that we denote by [p]
the image of a polynomial p in the quotient A.
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Let N = (N1,...,Ny) be a nilpotent commuting row contraction
on some Hilbert space §. Let
Q. ={aeN*: T #£0and TT}, = 0 for every 1 < k < d}.

If {[z%] : @ € Q.} is a linearly independent subset of A, then T
admits a separating set of cardinality at most card §2..

The reader will note that in Example 4, we have card (), = 1, while for Example 5
we find card Q. = 2.
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