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SOME ASPECTS OF VECTOR VALUED DE BRANGES SPACES OF

ENTIRE FUNCTIONS

SUBHANKAR MAHAPATRA AND SANTANU SARKAR

ABSTRACT. This paper deals with certain aspects of the vector valued de Branges

spaces of entire functions that are based on pairs of Fredholm operator valued

functions. Some factorization and isometric embedding results are extended from

the scalar valued theory of de Branges spaces. In particular, global factorization of

Fredholm operator valued entire functions and analytic equivalence of reproduc-

ing kernels of de Branges spaces are discussed. Additionally, the operator valued

entire functions associated with these de Branges spaces are studied, and a con-

nection with the operator nodes is established.

1. INTRODUCTION

Louis de Branges initiated the study of Hilbert spaces of scalar valued entire

functions with the article [8] and established the importance of this theory with the

papers [9], [10], and many more. Since then, many mathematicians have contributed

to this theory, and several generalizations have emerged. The main consideration

of this paper is the de Branges spaces of vector valued entire functions, precisely

de Branges spaces consisting of X-valued entire functions, where X is a complex

separable Hilbert space. An initial discussion of the de Branges spaces of these

vector valued entire functions is present in [13]. For a comprehensive study about

de Branges spaces of scalar valued entire functions, see [11], and for de Branges

spaces with C
P -valued entire functions, see [3] and [4]. The de Branges spaces of

vector valued entire functions considered in this paper were introduced in [24]. The

main objective of this paper is to revive some problems regarding factorization and

isometric embedding from the theory of de Branges spaces of scalar valued entire

functions to the vector valued de Branges spaces setting. Also, to study associated

functions of the de Branges spaces and their connection with the operator nodes.

We recall some preliminary results in section 2, which will be helpful in the sub-

sequent sections. In section 3, we consider vector valued de Branges spaces and

elaborate on several results of de Branges operators. Also, the vector version of

problem 45 from [11] is discussed. A global factorization of Fredholm operator
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valued entire functions, invertible at least at one point, are studied in section 4. This

factorization also provides a conclusion regarding analytic equivalence of reproduc-

ing kernels of de Branges spaces. Section 5 discusses problem 44 from [11] in the

vector valued de Branges spaces setting, using the global factorization discussed in

the previous section. In section 6, we study operator valued entire functions asso-

ciated with vector valued de Branges spaces and discuss their connection with the

operator of multiplication by the independent variable. Finally, section 7 connects

de Branges spaces with the operator nodes.

The following notations will be used throughout the paper:

C+ (resp. C−) denotes the open complex upper (resp. lower) half-plane. ρw(z) =

−2πi(z−w) for z, w ∈ C. X is a complex separable Hilbert space, and B(X) is the

collection of all bounded linear operators on X. If F ∈ B(X), then kerF , rng F ,

and F ∗ denote the kernel, range, and adjoint of F respectively and

ZF = {z ∈ C : (IX − zF )−1 ∈ B(X)}.

Φ(X) denotes the collection of all Fredholm operators on X, i.e., it is the collection

of all closed range bounded linear operators F on X such that dim(kerF ) < ∞ and

dim(kerF ∗) < ∞. The index of a Fredholm operator F is denoted as ind(F ), and

it is an integer obtained by the following relation

ind(F ) = dim(kerF )− dim(kerF ∗). (1.1)

Since kerF ∗ = (rng F )⊥, the above relation can be written as

ind(F ) = dim(kerF )− dim((rng F )⊥). (1.2)

Details about the Fredholm operators and several applications can be found in [19]

and [23]. Let H be a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of X-valued entire functions.

For any α ∈ C, we denote Hα = {f ∈ H : f(α) = 0}. Hα is a closed subspace of

H. The multiplication operator in H is denoted as T and is defined as

Tf(z) = zf(z) for all z ∈ C.

For any α ∈ C and f in a suitable space of X-valued entire functions, the general-

ized backward shift operator is denoted as Rα and is defined as

(Rαf)(z) :=

{

f(z)−f(α)
z−α

if z 6= α

f ′(α) if z = α.
(1.3)

We define the operator matrix I on X⊕ X as

I =

[

IX 0

0 −IX

]

.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

This section briefly recalls some basic spaces of vector valued holomorphic func-

tions, which will be useful in the subsequent sections. A Hilbert space H of X-

valued entire functions is said to be a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) if

there exists a function Kw(z) : C×C → B(X) such that for all f ∈ H, w ∈ C and

u ∈ X the following hold:

Kwu ∈ H and 〈f,Kwu〉H = 〈f(w), u〉X.

The unique operator valued function Kw(z) is called the reproducing kernel of H.

If δz denotes the point evaluation linear operator on H at the point z, i.e., for f ∈ H,

δz(f) = f(z), then Kw(z) can be written as Kw(z) = δzδ
∗

w, where δ∗w is the adjoint

of δw. Also, the reproducing kernel of H is positive. The interpretation of positivity

of the reproducing kernel is as follows: for any p ∈ N, z1, z2, . . . , zp ∈ C and

u1, u2, . . . , up ∈ X,

p
∑

i,j=1

〈

Kzj (zi)uj, ui

〉

X

=

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

p
∑

i=1

δ∗zi(ui)

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

2

H

≥ 0.

For a comprehensive study of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, see [25]. A B(X)-

valued entire function S(z) is said to be associated to the reproducing kernel Hilbert

space H if S(α) is invertible for some α ∈ C and

f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

z − α
∈ H for all f ∈ H. (2.1)

Lemma 2.1. Let H be a RKHS of X-valued entire functions with reproducing kernel

K. Suppose for some α ∈ C, Kα(α) is invertible. Then

(1) rng Kα(α) = {f(α) : f ∈ H}.
(2) S(z) = Kα(z) is associated to H if and only if RαHα ⊆ H.

Proof. Since Kα(α) is invertible, {f(α) : f ∈ H} ⊆ rng Kα(α) = X. Also, for

every u ∈ X as Kαu ∈ H, we have

rng Kα(α) = {Kα(α)u : u ∈ X} ⊆ {f(α) : f ∈ H}.

This proves (1). Now, to prove (2), observe the fact that f(·)− S(·)S(α)−1f(α) ∈
Hα for all f ∈ H. �

L2
X(R) denotes the collection of all X-valued, weakly measurable, square inte-

grable functions on R. L2
X(R) is a Hilbert space with respect to the following inner

product:

〈f, g〉 =
∫

∞

−∞

〈f(t), g(t)〉X dt for all f, g ∈ L2
X(R).
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The Hardy Hilbert space of X-valued analytic functions on the upper half-plane

(resp. lower half-plane) is denoted as H2
X(C+) (resp. H2

X(C−)). Both H2
X(C+) and

H2
X(C−) are reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces with the corresponding reproducing

kernels

Kξ(z) =
IX

ρξ(z)
ξ, z ∈ C+ and K(−)

α (λ) = − IX

ρα(λ)
α, λ ∈ C−.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose f ∈ H2
X(C+) and α ∈ C are such that f is holomorphic at

α, then
f

ρi
and Rαf belong to H2

X(C+).

Similarly, suppose g ∈ H2
X(C−) and β ∈ C are such that g is holomorphic at β,

then
g

ρ−i

and Rβg belong to H2
X(C−).

Proof. The proof follows from Lemma 3.14 in [4]. �

The collection of B(X)-valued bounded analytic functions on the upper half-

plane is denoted as H∞

B(X)(C+). This is a Banach space with respect to the following

norm:

||F ||∞ = supy>0||F (x+ iy)||B(X) < ∞, F ∈ H∞

B(X)(C+).

We denote the closed unit ball of H∞

B(X)(C+) as S, the operator valued Schur class

functions. For a comprehensive study of these spaces, including the existence of

their unique boundary functions, see [28]. Sin (resp. Sin
∗

) represents the collection

of all elements of S such that their boundary functions are isometries (resp. co-

isometries) a.e. on R.

Now, we recall some results about Fredholm operators and Fredholm operator val-

ued analytic functions, which will be crucial for the forthcoming sections.

Proposition 2.3. Let M,N ∈ B(X) be such that MN ∈ Φ(X). Then M ∈ Φ(X) if

and only if N ∈ Φ(X).

The proof of the above proposition and several results about Fredholm operators

can be found in [29] (Theorem 13.1).

Theorem 2.4. (Fredholm analytic theorem)

Suppose Ω ⊆ C is an open connected set and F : Ω → Φ(X) is an analytic

function. Then either F (z) is not boundedly invertible for any z ∈ Ω, or there exists

a discrete subset D of Ω such that F (z)−1 ∈ Φ(X) for all z ∈ Ω \ D, F (.)−1 is

analytic on Ω \D and meromorphic on Ω.

More details about this theorem and related topics can be found in [18] (Theorem

3.3) and [20] (Section 4.1).
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3. VECTOR VALUED DE BRANGES SPACES

In this section, we recall the definition of vector valued de Branges spaces intro-

duced in [24] and discuss several results related to de Branges operators. Let E+(z)

and E−(z) be two Φ(X)-valued entire functions such that

(1) E+(z) and E−(z) are invertible for at least at one point, and

(2) E−1
+ E− ∈ Sin ∩ Sin

∗
.

Then the pair of Φ(X)-valued entire functions E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) is said to

be a de Branges operator. Now, a de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z))

provides the following three relations between E+(z) and E−(z):

E+(z)E+(z)
∗ −E−(z)E−(z)

∗ � 0 for all z ∈ C+, (3.1)

E+(x)E+(x)
∗ −E−(x)E−(x)

∗ = 0 for all x ∈ R (3.2)

and

E+(z)E+(z)
∗ − E−(z)E−(z)

∗ = 0 for all z ∈ C. (3.3)

Also, since the index functions of E+(z) and E−(z) are integer-valued continuous

functions on C, condition (1) above implies that

ind(E+(z)) = ind(E−(z)) = 0 for all z ∈ C. (3.4)

We consider the kernel

Kw(z) :=

{

E+(z)E+(w)∗−E−(z)E−(w)∗

ρw(z)
if z 6= w

E
′

+(w)E+(w)∗−E
′

−
(w)E−(w)∗

−2πi
if z = w

(3.5)

corresponding to a de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) on C × C. The

kernel Kw(z) is positive on C× C, and we denote the corresponding unique repro-

ducing kernel Hilbert space of X-valued entire functions as B(E). Another repre-

sentation of B(E) in terms of Hardy spaces is as follows:

B(E) = {f : C → X entire function |E−1
+ f ∈ H2

X(C+), E
−1
−

f ∈ H2
X(C+)

⊥}.
(3.6)

The proof of the above observation is similar to Theorem 3.10 in [4]. The norm and

inner product defined on B(E) are respectively as follows:

||f ||2 :=
∫

∞

−∞

||E−1
+ (t)f(t)||2X dt < ∞ (3.7)

and

〈f, g〉 :=
∫

∞

−∞

〈E−1
+ (t)f(t), E−1

+ (t)g(t)〉X dt, (3.8)

where f, g ∈ B(E). The next theorem, a slightly updated version of Theorem 8.2

from [24], characterizes the space B(E).
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Theorem 3.1. Let H be a RKHS of X-valued entire functions with B(X)-valued RK

Kw(z) and suppose β ∈ C+ be such that

Kβ(z), Kβ(z) ∈ Φ(X) for all z ∈ C

and

Kβ(β), Kβ(β) both are invertible.

Then the RKHS H is the same as the de Branges space B(E) if and only if

(1) RβHβ ⊆ H, RβHβ ⊆ H, and

(2) (T− βI)Rβ : Hβ → Hβ is an isometric isomorphism.

Proof. The proof of this theorem follows similarly to the proof of Theorem 8.2 in

[24] except for the necessary part where we need to prove E+(β) and E−(β) both

are surjective. Since Kβ(β) and Kβ(β) both are invertible, we already know that

E+(β)
∗ and E−(β)

∗ both are injective. Now E+(β) and E−(β) are also injective

follows from (1.1). This implies that E+(β) and E−(β) are surjective. Notice that

here, we do not insist that E+(β) and E−(β) are both self-adjoint operators; instead,

we are using the fact that they are both Fredholm operators with index zero. �

The following two theorems discuss the fact that corresponding to different de

Branges operators, we can get the same de Branges space. This situation is char-

acterized by the I-unitary operator matrix on X ⊕ X. A similar discussion for the

matrix case can be found in [4] (Chapter 3.2). Suppose

U =

[

U11 U12

U21 U22

]

(3.9)

be an operator matrix such that all its entries belong to B(X). Then U is an I-unitary

operator matrix if

U I U∗ = U∗
I U = I.

The following lemma gives some insightful information about the entries of an I-

unitary operator matrix. The proof of this lemma follows from [1] (Lemma 5.2).

Lemma 3.2. If U is an I-unitary operator matrix as in (3.9), the following asser-

tions are true:

(1) U11 and U22 are invertible operators.

(2) ||U12U
−1
22 || < 1, ||U21U

−1
11 || < 1, ||U−1

11 U12|| < 1 and ||U−1
22 U21|| < 1.

Now, we mention an immediate corollary of the previous lemma and Theorem 3

in [21], which gives a factorization of the I-unitary operator matrix U .
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Corollary 3.3. If U is an I-unitary operator matrix as in (3.9), and

A =

[

(I −K∗K)−
1

2 K∗(I −KK∗)−
1

2

(I −KK∗)−
1

2K (I −KK∗)−
1

2

]

then the following factorizations hold:

(1) U = LA, where K = U−1
22 U21 and

L =

[

(U11 − U12K)(I −K∗K)−
1

2 0

0 U22(I −KK∗)
1

2

]

.

(2) U = AR, where K = U21U
−1
11 and

R =

[

(I −K∗K)
1

2U11 0

0 (I −KK∗)−
1

2 (U22 −KU12)

]

.

Theorem 3.4. Let B(E) be a de Branges space of X-valued entire functions corre-

sponding to a de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) and U be the operator

matrix as in (3.9) such that

F−(z) = E−(z) U11 + E+(z) U21, F+(z) = E−(z) U12 + E+(z) U22

belong to Φ(X) for all z ∈ C. Then F(z) = (F−(z), F+(z)) is a de Branges

operator and B(E) = B(F).

Proof. F+(z) and F−(z) both are Φ(X)-valued entire functions. Fix any β ∈ C+

to be such that E+(β) and E−(β) both are invertible. Then ||E−1
+ (β)E−(β)|| ≤ 1

together with Lemma 3.2 implies that

F+(β) = E+(β)[E
−1
+ (β)E−(β)U12U

−1
22 + I]U22

is invertible. Similarly, it can be proved that F−(β) is invertible. Also, it only needs

a small calculation to show that, for every z, w ∈ C,

F+(z)F+(w)
∗ − F−(z)F−(w)

∗ = E+(z)E+(w)
∗ −E−(z)E−(w)

∗.

This implies F−1
+ F− ∈ Sin ∩ Sin

∗
and B(E) = B(F). �

The following theorem gives the converse of this result.

Theorem 3.5. Let E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) and F(z) = (F−(z), F+(z)) be two

de Branges operators, and the corresponding de Branges spaces are B(E) and

B(F) with reproducing kernels KE
w(z) and KF

w(z) respectively. Also, suppose that

there exists β ∈ C+ be such that KE
β (β) and KE

β
(β) both are invertible. Then

B(E) = B(F) implies that there exists an I-unitary operator matrix U on X ⊕ X

such that

[F−(z) F+(z)] = [E−(z) E+(z)] U for all z ∈ C.
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Proof. B(E) = B(F) implies that KE
w(z) = KF

w(z) for all z, w ∈ C. Also, KE
β (β)

and KE

β
(β) both are invertible gives the following:

(1) E+(β) and E−(β) are invertible operators, and

(2) ||E−1
+ (β)E−(β)|| < 1 and ||E−1

− (β)E+(β)|| < 1.

Consider the following two operator matrices on X⊕ X,

UE(β) =

[

E−(β) E+(β)

E−(β) E+(β)

]

and UF(β) =

[

F−(β) F+(β)

F−(β) F+(β)

]

.

It is clear that these operator matrices follow the identity

UE(β)IUE(β)
∗ =

[

−ρβ(β)K
E
β (β) 0

0 −ρβ(β)K
F

β
(β)

]

= UF(β)IUF(β)
∗.

From the Schur complement formula, it can be seen that the operator matrix UE(β)

is invertible if and only if E−(β) − E+(β)E
−1
+ (β)E−(β) is an invertible operator.

Now

E−(β)− E+(β)E
−1
+ (β)E−(β) = E−(β)[I − E−1

−
(β)E+(β)E

−1
+ (β)E−(β)]

implies that UE(β) is invertible. Similarly, it can be proved that UF(β) is also in-

vertible. Consider the operator matrix U0 = UE(β)
∗(UF(β)

∗)−1. It is clear that U0

is I-unitary and

[F−(z) F+(z)]IUF(β)
∗ = [E−(z) E+(z)]IUE(β)

∗ for all z ∈ C.

Now, choose U = IU0I, then U is an I-unitary operator and

[F−(z) F+(z)] = [E−(z) E+(z)] U for all z ∈ C.

�

The following lemma provides a connection between the real poles of the mero-

morphic functions E−1
+ (·) and E−1

− (·) when E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) is a de Branges

operator.

Lemma 3.6. Let B(E) be a de Branges space of X-valued entire functions corre-

sponding to a de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)). Then, a point x ∈ R is

a pole of E−1
+ (·) if and only if it is a pole of E−1

− (·).

Proof. In view of Theorem 2.4, to prove this lemma, it is sufficient to show that for

any x ∈ R, E+(x) is invertible if and only if E−(x) is invertible. Recall that for all

x ∈ R, E+ and E− satisfy the following identity:

E+(x)E+(x)
∗ = E−(x)E−(x)

∗.
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Now, a theorem due to Douglas (see [16]) gives rngE+(x) = rngE−(x) for all

x ∈ R. Thus E+(x) is invertible implies rngE+(x) = X and kerE+(x) = {0}.

Therefore, rngE−(x) = X and the equality implies

kerE−(x)
∗ = kerE+(x)

∗ = {0},

which gives E−(x) is invertible. Similarly, when E−(x) is invertible, E+(x) is

invertible. �

The following lemma can be considered the vector generalization of Problem 45

from the book [11].

Lemma 3.7. Let B(E) be a de Branges space of X-valued entire functions cor-

responding to the de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)). Assume that

f ∈ B(E) and α is any complex number such that f(α) = 0. Then the follow-

ing implications hold:

(1)
f(z)
z−α

∈ B(E) for all α ∈ C \ R, and

(2)
f(z)
z−α

∈ B(E) for all α ∈ R, where E+(α) (so too E−(α)) is invertible.

Proof. We divide the proof into the following three cases:

Case 1 (When α ∈ C+) :

Since f ∈ B(E), E−1
+ f ∈ H2

X(C+) and E−1
− f ∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥. To show that

f(z)
z−α

∈
B(E) we need to verify that E−1

+ (z) f(z)
z−α

∈ H2
X(C+) and E−1

− (z) f(z)
z−α

∈ H2
X(C+)

⊥.

Now,

E−1
−

(z)
f(z)

z − α
=

z − i

z − α

E−1
− (z)f(z)

z − i
.

Since z−i
z−α

is bounded and analytic on C− and
E−1

−
(z)f(z)

z−i
∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥, it is clear that

E−1
− (z) f(z)

z−α
∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥. Similarly, we write

E−1
+ (z)

f(z)

z − α
=

z + i

z − α

E−1
+ (z)f(z)

z + i
.

Since z+i
z−α

is not analytic and bounded on C+, we can not argue as before. But

using the Cauchy integral formula and the facts that 1
z+i

∈ H2(C+), E
−1
+ (z)f(z) ∈

H2
X(C+), it can be proved that E−1

+ (z) f(z)
z−α

∈ H2
X(C+). For the supporting calcula-

tions, see Lemma 3.14 in [4].

Case 2 (When α ∈ C−) :

Since this case can be proved similar to the first one, we avoid the calculations.

Case 3 (When α ∈ R) :

Observe from Lemma 3.4 that for any α ∈ R, E+(α) is invertible if and only if

E−(α) is invertible. When E+(α) is invertible, E−1
+ f and E−1

− f are analytic at α.

Now, the remaining argument follows from Lemma 2.2. �



10 MAHAPATRA AND SARKAR

4. GLOBAL FACTORIZATION AND ANALYTIC EQUIVALENCE

This section presents a global factorization of Fredholm operator valued entire

functions, which are invertible at least at one point. This factorization then pro-

vides a result of analytic equivalence between the reproducing kernels of de Branges

spaces that we considered in Section 3 and the RKHS of vector valued entire func-

tions constructed in [13] (Theorem 1). Let A(z) be a B(X) valued entire function

such that A(z) ∈ Φ(X) for all z ∈ C and I denote the identity operator on X.

Suppose A(z) is invertible at z0 ∈ C, then because of Theorem 2.4 there exists

a discrete set D = {z1, z2, . . . , zn, . . .} ⊂ C such that A(z) are invertible for all

z ∈ C \D. The case when D is finite, a global factorization was discussed in [6],

and local factorizations of A(z) can be found in [18]. Here, we consider the case

when D is infinite and thus |zn| → ∞ as n → ∞.

The following two theorems (Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 4.2) generalize two results

due to de Branges and Rovnyak ( Theorem 19 and Theorem 20, Appendix [13] ).

While our proofs follow a similar line of reasoning, we have taken the initiative

to provide a detailed technical explanation specific to our current setting. Below,

we mention two general inequalities from [13], which will be used in the proof of

Theorem 4.1.

For every n ∈ N and 0 ≤ µ < 1 the following inequality holds:

1− (1− µ) exp(µ+
1

2
µ2 + . . .+

1

n
µn) ≤ exp

(

µn+1

1− µ

)

− 1. (4.1)

Suppose n ∈ N and A1, A2, . . . , An are in B(X). Then

1 + ||A1A2 . . . An − I|| ≤ [1 + ||A1 − I|| ] . . . [1 + ||An − I|| ]. (4.2)

Theorem 4.1. Let {Pn} be a sequence of finite rank orthogonal projections and

{zn}∞1 be a sequence of complex numbers such that |zn| → ∞ as n → ∞. Suppose

a complex number z0 is such that zn − z0 6= 0 for all n. Then

P (z) = lim
n→∞

[

I − z − z0

z1 − z0
P1

]

exp

[

z − z0

z1 − z0
P1

]

. . .

[

I − z − z0

zn − z0
Pn

]

exp

[

z − z0

zn − z0
Pn + . . .+

1

n

(z − z0)
n

(zn − z0)n
Pn

]

(4.3)

converges uniformly in any bounded set with respect to the operator norm and P (z)

is a B(X) valued entire function such that I − P (z) is compact operator for all

z ∈ C. Moreover, for all z ∈ C \ {zn}∞1 , P (z) is invertible.



VECTOR VALUED DE BRANGES SPACES 11

Proof. Let

Gn(z) =

[

I − z − z0

z1 − z0
P1

]

exp

[

z − z0

z1 − z0
P1

]

. . .

[

I − z − z0

zn − z0
Pn

]

exp

[

z − z0

zn − z0
Pn + . . .+

1

n

(z − z0)
n

(zn − z0)n
Pn

]

. (4.4)

To prove the first part of the proof, we need to show that {Gn(z)} is a Cauchy

sequence in any bounded set with respect to the operator norm. For every n ∈ N,

we consider the entire functions

fn(z) = 1− (1− z) exp(z +
1

2
z2 + . . .+

1

n
zn) (4.5)

and

gn(z) = I − (I − zPn) exp(zPn +
1

2
z2Pn + . . .+

1

n
znPn) = fn(z)Pn. (4.6)

Thus for any k ∈ N ∪ {0}, g
(k)
n (z) = f

(k)
n (z)Pn. Also, since

f ′

n(z) = zn exp(z +
1

2
z2 + . . .+

1

n
zn),

it follows that f
(k)
n (0) ≥ 0 for every n and k. Thus

|fn(z)| ≤
∞
∑

k=0

f
(k)
n (0)

k!
|z|k = fn(|z|). (4.7)

Now using (4.1) for | z−z0
zn−z0

| when |z − z0| < |zn − z0| and the above inequality, we

get

||gn(
z − z0

zn − z0
)|| ≤ |fn(

z − z0

zn − z0
)| ≤ fn(|

z − z0

zn − z0
|) ≤ exp

(

| z−z0
zn−z0

|n+1

1− | z−z0
zn−z0

|

)

− 1.

(4.8)

For any given z ∈ C, we can choose n so large that | z−z0
zk−z0

| < 1 for all k ≥ n. Now,

for n ≤ r ≤ s, using (4.1), (4.2) and the above calculations, we get

||Gr(z)−Gs(z)|| ≤ ||Gn(z)|| exp
(

s
∑

k=n+1

| z−z0
zk−z0

|k+1

1− | z−z0
zk−z0

|

)

− ||Gn(z)|| exp
(

r
∑

k=n+1

| z−z0
zk−z0

|k+1

1− | z−z0
zk−z0

|

)

. (4.9)

Since for z in any bounded set, | z−z0
zk−z0

| → 0 as k → ∞, the limit P (z) exists in

the operator norm uniformly for z in any bounded set. Since P (z) is a uniform

limit of analytic functions, it is defined in the whole complex plane and an entire

function. For every n, I − Gn(z) is a compact operator for all z ∈ C. This is

easy to observe by expanding the exponential function involved in Gn(z) as power

series. This implies I − P (z) is a compact operator for every z ∈ C. For any n,
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Gn(z) is invertible for every z ∈ C \ {z1, z2, . . . , zn} follows from (4.11). Thus for

z ∈ C \ {z1, z2, . . .} and for every n, Gn(z) is invertible.

Since for every z ∈ C \ {z1, z2, . . .}, limn→∞ | z−z0
zn−z0

| = 0, the following calculation

shows that we can choose n so large (depending on z) that

||Gn(z)
−1P (z)− I|| < 1.

Now, using (4.1) and (4.2), we get

||Gn(z)
−1P (z)− I|| = ||Gn(z)

−1 lim
k→∞

Gk(z)− I||

= lim
k→∞

||Gn(z)
−1Gk(z)− I||

= lim
k→∞

||Bn+1 exp(B̃n+1) . . .Bk exp(B̃k)− I||

≤ lim
k→∞

exp

[

k
∑

s=n+1

| z−z0
zs−z0

|s+1

1− | z−z0
zs−z0

|

]

− 1,

where we have assumed that

Bj =

[

I − z − z0

zj − z0
Pj

]

and

B̃j =

[

z − z0

zj − z0
Pj + . . .+

1

j

(z − z0)
j

(zj − z0)j
Pj

]

.

This implies that for every z ∈ C \ {z1, z2, . . .}, Gn(z)
−1P (z) is an invertible

operator, and hence P (z) is also an invertible operator. �

The following theorem gives a global factorization of Fredholm operator valued

entire functions, which are invertible at least at one point.

Theorem 4.2. Let A(z) be a B(X) valued entire function such that A(z) ∈ Φ(X)

for all z ∈ C and A(z0) is invertible for some z0 ∈ C. Then A can be factored as

A(z) = P (z) E(z) = F (z) Q(z), (4.10)

where P (z) and Q(z) are operator valued entire functions of the form (4.3) and

E(z), F (z) are invertible operator valued entire functions.

Proof. Since A(z) is a Fredholm operator valued entire function and A(z0) is an

invertible operator, Theorem 2.4 implies that there exists a discrete set of complex

numbers D = {z1, z2, . . .} such that A(z) is an invertible operator for all z ∈ C\D.

Since D is a discrete set, D can be a finite set or an infinite set such that |zn| → ∞
as n → ∞. Now, we focus on proving the first factorization of A(z) that appeared

in (4.10).

If D is an empty set, the result follows with P (z) = I and E(z) = A(z). Other-

wise, without loss of generality, we may assume that z1 is the point in D nearest to
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z0. Since A(z1) is a Fredholm operator, rngA(z1) is a closed subspace of X, and

(rngA(z1))
⊥ is finite dimensional. Let P1 be the orthogonal projection operator on

(rngA(z1))
⊥. Then

[

I − z − z0

z1 − z0
P1

]−1

=

[

I − z − z0

z − z1
P1

]

(4.11)

is an operator valued analytic function on C \ {z1}. Also, using the fact that

P1A(z1) = 0, we have

[

I − z − z0

z1 − z0
P1

]−1

A(z) = [(z−z1)−(z−z0)P1]

[

A(z)−A(z1)

z − z1

]

+A(z1) (4.12)

is an operator valued entire function. This gives A(z) = G1(z) E2(z), where G1(z)

as in Theorem 4.1 and

E2(z) :=

{

exp[− z−z0
z1−z0

P1][(z − z1 − (z − z0)P1)[
A(z)−A(z1)

z−z1
] + A(z1)], z 6= z1

exp(−P1)[A(z1)− (z1 − z0)P1A
′(z1)], z = z1.

(4.13)

It is easy to observe that E2(z) is a Fredholm operator valued entire function, and

E2(z0) = A(z0) is an invertible operator. If E2(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C, the

proof of this part is complete, and P (z) = G1(z), E(z) = E2(z). Otherwise,

let z2 ∈ D nearest to z0 such that E2(z2) is not invertible and continue induc-

tively. Now, at the n-th phase, En(z) is a Fredholm operator valued entire func-

tion, and En(z0) is an invertible operator. Suppose zn ∈ D nearest to z0 such that

En(zn) is not an invertible operator. Again, taking the orthogonal projection Pn on

(rngEn(zn))
⊥, we get A(z) = Gn(z)En+1(z) for all z ∈ C, where Gn(z) as in The-

orem 4.1 and En+1(z) is a Fredholm operator valued entire function and En+1(z0) is

invertible. If En+1(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C, we may stop the inductive process

and consider P (z) = Gn(z), E(z) = En+1(z). Otherwise, we will move on to the

next phase. If D is finite, this process will stop after finite steps, and we will get the

desired factorization of A(z).

Suppose D is infinite, then |zn| → ∞ as n → ∞ and

A(z) = Gn(z)En+1(z) for all z ∈ C and n ∈ N. (4.14)

Also, all Pn are finite rank orthogonal projections. Thus we can apply Theorem 4.1

to obtain an operator valued entire function P (z) such that I −P (z) is compact for

every z ∈ C and P (z) is invertible for all z ∈ C \D. Now, we want to show that

{En(z)} is a uniformly Cauchy sequence in any bounded set with respect to the

operator norm. By construction, it is clear that, for every n ∈ N

En(z) = Bn exp(B̃n)En+1(z),
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where Bn and B̃n are as defined in the previous theorem. Thus for any m ≤ n ≤ s,

we have

||Em(z)− En(z)|| ≤ ||Es(z)|| exp
(

s
∑

k=m

| z−z0
zk−z0

|k+1

1− | z−z0
zk−z0

|

)

− ||Es(z)|| exp
(

s
∑

k=n

| z−z0
zk−z0

|k+1

1− | z−z0
zk−z0

|

)

. (4.15)

This implies that E(z) = limn→∞En+1(z) exists uniformly on bounded sets with

respect to the operator norm. From (4.14), we conclude that A(z) = P (z)E(z).

Now, we only need to show that E(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C.

By construction, it is clear that En(z) has invertible values when |z−z0| < |zn−z0|.
Now

En(z) = Bn exp(B̃n)En+1(z)

= G−1
n−1(z)Gn(z)En+1(z)

= G−1
n−1(z)P (z)E(z).

Since G−1
n−1(z)P (z) is invertible when |z − z0| < |zn − z0|, E(z) is also invertible

for all z belonging to this disk. Since |zn| → ∞ as n → ∞, E(z) is invertible for

all z ∈ C.

The other factorization of A(z) that appeared in (4.10) can be proved similarly as

above. For clarification, let us mention the first factorization step. Let Q1 be the

orthogonal projection on kerA(z1), which is of finite rank. Then

[

I − z − z0

z1 − z0
Q1

]−1

=

[

I − z − z0

z − z1
Q1

]

and since A(z1)Q1 = 0,

A(z)

[

I − z − z0

z1 − z0
Q1

]−1

=

[

A(z)−A(z1)

z − z1

]

[(z − z1)− (z − z0)Q1] + A(z1).

The remaining steps can be done in an obvious way. This completes the proof. �

The above theorem can be considered as the operator analog of the well known

Weierstrass factorization theorem for scalar valued entire functions. Also, for any

matrix valued entire function A(z), a factorization of the form (4.10) can be readily

derived; here, a point z0 ∈ C is considered a zero of A(z) if the determinant of

A(z0) is equal to zero. Additionally, in this direction, it is worth mentioning some

other factorizations of matrix valued analytic functions available in the literature.

For instance, the seminal work of Potapov [26] regarding the factorization of ma-

trix valued inner functions and its application to multiplicative representations of

matrix valued analytic functions. Recently, this was extended in [15] for operator
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valued inner functions. The factorizations of Potapov for J-contractive and J-inner

matrix valued functions and their applications are also available in [3]. A Hadamard

factorization for matrix valued entire functions can be found in [27].

Now, suppose the pair of operator valued entire functions E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) is

a de Branges operator. Then, both E−(z) and E+(z) are Fredholm operator valued

entire functions that are invertible at least at one point. Thus, due to the previous

theorem, the following factorizations of both E−(z) and E+(z) hold:

(1) E−(z) = F−(z)Q−(z) for all z ∈ C, where I − Q−(z) is compact and

F−(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C. Also, Q−(z) is invertible, whereas E−(z)

is invertible.

(2) E+(z) = F+(z)Q+(z) for all z ∈ C, where I − Q+(z) is compact and

F+(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C. Also, Q+(z) is invertible, whereas E+(z)

is invertible.

Now, suppose F−(z) = F+(z) for all z ∈ C, then

Kξ(z) =
E+(z)E+(ξ)

∗ − E−(z)E−(ξ)
∗

ρξ(z)

= F+(z)

[

Q+(z)Q+(ξ)
∗ −Q−(z)Q−(ξ)

∗

ρξ(z)

]

F+(ξ)
∗

= F+(z)Γξ(z)F+(ξ)
∗, (4.16)

where Γξ(z) = Q+(z)Q+(ξ)∗−Q−(z)Q−(ξ)∗

ρξ(z)
. From (4.16), it is clear that Γξ(z) is a

positive kernel, and the pair of Fredholm operator valued entire functions Q(z) =

(Q−(z), Q+(z)) is a de Branges operator. Note that though the condition F−(z) =

F+(z) for all z ∈ C seems very strong, this situation will occur naturally in Theorem

5.6. Observe that (4.16) gives an analytic equivalence between the two reproducing

kernels Kξ(z) and Γξ(z), i.e.,

Kz(z) = F+(z)Γz(z)F+(z)
∗ for all z ∈ C.

Details about analytic equivalence of two operator valued entire functions can be

found in [19] and [20].

5. ISOMETRIC EMBEDDING

In this section, we deal with several isometric embedding results related to the

vector valued de Branges spaces B(E). In Particular, we present the vector version

of Problem 44 from the book [11]. Theorem 5.6 is the main result of this section.

Moreover, assume that the de Branges operators involved in this section satisfy the

following additional two conditions:

Hypothesis 5.1. Suppose E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) is a de Branges operator, then
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(1) E+(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C+,

(2) E−(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C−.

The following two lemmas are motivated by [22], where the de Branges spaces

under consideration were Hilbert spaces of scalar valued entire functions.

Lemma 5.2. Let B(E) and B(E0) be two de Branges spaces corresponding to the

de Branges operators E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) and E0(z) = (E0
−
(z), E0

+(z)) re-

spectively. Suppose P (z) is a B(X)-valued entire function such that

E+(z) = P (z)E0
+(z) for all z ∈ C, (5.1)

and

E−(z) = P (z)E0
−
(z) for all z ∈ C. (5.2)

Then PB(E0) is contained in B(E) isometrically.

Proof. From (5.1) and (5.2) it is clear that P (z) is Φ(X)-valued entire function and

is invertible for all z ∈ C+ ∪ C−. Also, due to the Fredholm analytic theorem,

we conclude that P (z) is invertible for all z ∈ R except possibly on a discrete set.

Now, suppose f ∈ B(E0), i.e., (E0
+)

−1f ∈ H2
X(C+) and (E0

−
)−1f ∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥.

To show the isometric containment of PB(E0) in B(E), it is sufficient to show that

Pf ∈ B(E) and ||Pf ||B(E) = ||f ||B(E0). The following supplementary calculations

prove the lemma.

E−1
+ (z)P (z)f(z) = (E0

+)
−1(z)P (z)−1P (z)f(z) = (E0

+)
−1(z)f(z) ∀z ∈ C+,

E−1
−

(z)P (z)f(z) = (E0
−
)−1(z)P (z)−1P (z)f(z) = (E0

−
)−1(z)f(z) ∀z ∈ C−

and

||Pf ||B(E) =

∫

∞

−∞

||E−1
+ (t)P (t)f(t)||2dt

=

∫

∞

−∞

||(Eo
+)

−1(t)P (t)−1P (t)f(t)||2dt

=

∫

∞

−∞

||(Eo
+)

−1(t)f(t)||2dt

= ||f ||B(E0).

�

The following lemma is an application of the previous lemma.



VECTOR VALUED DE BRANGES SPACES 17

Lemma 5.3. Let B(E) and B(F) be two de Branges spaces corresponding to the

de Branges operators E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) and F(z) = (F−(z), F+(z)) respec-

tively. Assume that for all z ∈ C, the following four relations are true:

F+(z)E+(z) = E+(z)F+(z); (5.3)

F+(z)E−(z) = E−(z)F+(z); (5.4)

F−(z)E+(z) = E+(z)F−(z); (5.5)

F−(z)E−(z) = E−(z)F−(z). (5.6)

Then, the pair of Fredholm operator valued entire functions

EF(z) = (E−(z)F−(z), E+(z)F+(z))

will be a de Branges operator. Moreover, if the following two additional relations

E−(z)F−(z) = E+(z)F−(z); (5.7)

E+(z)F+(z) = F−(z)E+(z) (5.8)

are true, then

B(EF) = E+B(F)⊕ F−B(E). (5.9)

Proof. Only after a few small calculations, it can be easily shown that

(E+F+)
−1(E−F−) ∈ S

in ∩ S
in
∗
.

This implies that EF(z) = (E−(z)F−(z), E+(z)F+(z)) is a de Branges operator,

and B(EF) is the corresponding de Branges space. If KE
w(z) is the reproducing

kernel of B(E) and KF
w(z) is the reproducing kernel of B(F), the reproducing kernel

Kw(z) of B(EF) can be represented as follows:

Kw(z) =
E+(z)F+(z)F+(w)

∗E+(w)
∗ − E−(z)F−(z)F−(w)

∗E−(w)
∗

ρw(z)

= E+(z)K
F
w(z)E+(w)

∗ + F−(z)K
E
w(z)F−(w)

∗.

Now, when (5.3) and (5.7) hold, due to the previous lemma we conclude that

E+B(F) is contained isometrically in B(EF). Also, the following calculation shows

that E+(z)K
F
w(z)E+(w)

∗ is the reproducing kernel of the Hilbert space E+B(F).
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For any f ∈ B(F) and u ∈ X,

〈E+f, E+K
F
wE+(w)

∗u〉B(F) = 〈E+f, E+K
F
wE+(w)

∗u〉B(EF)

=

∫

∞

−∞

〈F−1
+ (t)f(t), F−1

+ (t)KF
w(t)E+(w)

∗u〉Xdt

= 〈f,KF
wE+(w)

∗u〉B(F)

= 〈f(w), E+(w)
∗u〉X

= 〈(E+f)(w), u〉X.

Similarly, it can be shown that when (5.6) and (5.8) hold, F−B(E) is isometri-

cally contained in B(EF), and F−(z)K
E
w(z)F−(w)

∗ is the reproducing kernel of the

Hilbert space F−B(E). The rest of the proof follows from a general complementa-

tion theory in Hilbert spaces, which can be found in [2] (Chapter 1.5). �

Now, we mention a particular case of the Theorem 4.2, which will be used later

in this section.

Theorem 5.4. Let A(z) be a Φ(X)-valued entire function that is invertible at least

at one point. Then a factorization of A(z) of the form A(z) = N(z)A0(z) holds,

where A0(z) is a Φ(X)-valued entire function that is invertible for all real z and

N(z) is a B(X)-valued entire function of the form (4.3). Also, N(z) is invertible

for all z except for those z ∈ R where A(z) is not invertible.

Proof. The Fredholm analytic theorem and the fact that A(z) is invertible at least

at one point implies that A(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C except for a discrete set.

Without loss of generality, we may assume that A(z) is invertible at the origin and

D0 is the collection of all real points, where A(z) is not invertible. If D0 is empty,

then the factorization result follows by choosing N(z) = I and A0(z) = A(z).

Otherwise, let x1 be an element in D0 nearest to the origin and P1 be the orthogonal

projection operator on (rngA(x1))
⊥. P1 is a finite rank operator, as A(x1) is a

Fredholm operator. Then

[

I − z

x1
P1

]−1

=

[

I − z

z − x1
P1

]

(5.10)

is an operator valued analytic function for all z ∈ C except at x1, and P1A(x1) = 0

implies that

[

I − z

x1

P1

]−1

A(z) = (z − x1 − zP1)

[

A(z)− A(x1)

z − x1

]

+ A(x1) (5.11)
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is an operator valued entire function. Thus A(z) has the factorization A(z) =

N (1)(z)A
(2)
0 (z), where N (1)(z) =

[

I − z
x1
P1

]

exp
[

z
x1
P1

]

and

A
(2)
0 (z) :=

{

exp[− z
x1
P1][(z − x1 − zP1)[

A(z)−A(x1)
z−x1

] + A(x1)], z 6= x1

exp(−P1)[A(x1)− x1P1A
′(x1)], z = x1.

(5.12)

Observe that A
(2)
0 (z) is a Φ(X)-valued entire function invertible at the origin. If

A
(2)
0 (z) is invertible for all real z, the proof is complete, and N(z) = N (1)(z),

A0(z) = A
(2)
0 (z). Otherwise, let x2 be an element in D0 nearest to the origin

such that A
(2)
0 (x2) is not invertible and continue inductively. At the n-th step of the

induction process, we have A
(n)
0 (z) is a Φ(X)-valued entire function invertible at

the origin. Suppose xn is an element in D0 nearest to the origin such that A
(n)
0 (xn)

is not invertible. Let Pn is the orthogonal projection on (rngA
(n)
0 (xn))

⊥. Again we

have the factorization A(z) = N (n)(z)A
(n+1)
0 (z), where

N (n)(z) =

[

I − z

x1
P1

]

exp

[

z

x1
P1

]

. . .

[

I − z

xn

Pn

]

exp

[

z

xn

Pn + . . .+
1

n

zn

xn
n

Pn

]

and A
(n+1)
0 (z) is a Φ(X)-valued entire function invertible at the origin. If A

(n+1)
0 (z)

is invertible for all real z, we conclude the proof with N(z) = N (n)(z) and A0(z) =

A
(n+1)
0 (z). Otherwise, we keep the process moving. This discussion already cov-

ered the case when D0 is finite. Now, suppose D0 is infinite with |xn| → ∞ as

n → ∞.

Now, we can apply Theorem 4.1 to conclude that the sequence {N (n)(z)} con-

verges to some B(X)-valued entire function N(z) uniformly in any bounded set

with respect to the operator norm such that I − N(z) is compact for all z ∈ C

and invertible for all z ∈ C \ {xn}. Also, the proof of the fact that the sequence

{A(n+1)
0 (z)} converges to some B(X)-valued entire function A0(z), invertible for

all real z, uniformly in any bounded set with respect to operator norm follows from

Theorem 4.2. Observe that for every z ∈ C both A(z) and N(z) are Fredholm

operators. Thus A0(z) is a Φ(X)-valued entire function follows from Proposition

2.3. �

Remark 5.5. If the finite rank orthogonal projection operators P1, P2, . . . , Pn, . . .

in the previous theorem are pairwise commutative, then for all x ∈ R, N (n)(x)∗ =

N (n)(x). Since the self-adjoint operators are closed subset of B(X) and N (n)(x) →
N(x) in operator norm, N(x) is self-adjoint for all x ∈ R.

The next theorem makes a bridge between the factorization of Fredholm operator

valued entire functions and structures of vector valued de Branges spaces.
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Theorem 5.6. Let E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) is a de Branges operator. Then E+(z) =

N(z) E0
+(z) and E−(z) = N(z) E0

−
(z), where N(z) is a B(X)-valued entire func-

tion of the form (4.3) and E0(z) = (E0
−
(z), E0

+(z)) is a de Branges operator such

that

(1) E0
±
(z) are invertible for all z ∈ R, and

(2) NB(E0) is contained in B(E) isometrically.

Proof. Since B(E) is a de Branges space, Lemma 3.6 implies that the real points

where both E+ and E− are not invertible are the same, and we denote the collection

as D. Now, we want the factorization of E+ and E− as in the Theorem 5.4. With-

out loss of generality, we may assume that E+ and E− are invertible at the origin.

Suppose x1 is an element in D nearest to the origin, and P1 is the orthogonal pro-

jection operator on (rngE+(x1))
⊥ = (rngE−(x1))

⊥. Then E+(z) = N (1)(z)S2(z)

and E−(z) = N (1)(z)T2(z), where N (1)(z) as in the previous theorem,

S2(z) :=

{

exp[− z
x1
P1][((z − x1)I − zP1)[

E+(z)−E+(x1)
z−x1

] + E+(x1)], z 6= x1

exp(−P1)[E+(x1)− x1P1E
′

+(x1)], z = x1

(5.13)

and

T2(z) :=

{

exp[− z
x1
P1][((z − x1)I − zP1)[

E−(z)−E−(x1)
z−x1

] + E−(x1)], z 6= x1

exp(−P1)[E−(x1)− x1P1E
′

−
(x1)], z = x1.

(5.14)

Here both S2(z) and T2(z) are Φ(X)-valued entire functions and S2(0) = E+(0),

T2(0) = E−(0). Also, from the factorizations of E+(z) and E−(z), it is clear that

S2(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C+, and T2(z) is invertible for all z ∈ C−. Then for

all z ∈ C+ and for almost every z ∈ R, we have

E+(z)
−1E−(z) = S2(z)

−1N (1)(z)−1N (1)(z)T2(z)

= S2(z)
−1T2(z).

This implies that S2 and T2 satisfy Hypothesis 5.1. Thus for all x ∈ R, again we

have rngS2(x) = rngT2(x). Now, as in the previous theorem, we continue factoring

E+(z) and E−(z) inductively. Observe that in every inductive step, the first factors

of E+(z) and E−(z) are the same, and the second factors satisfy hypothesis 5.1.

Finally, whether D is finite or infinite, we have the factorization of E+ and E− as

E+(z) = N(z)E0
+(z), E−(z) = N(z)E0

−
(z),

where N(z) as in the previous theorem and E0
+, E0

−
satisfy hypothesis 5.1. This

implies B(E0) exists with the de Branges operator E0(z) = (E0
−
(z), E0

+(z)). Also,

the isometric embedding of NB(E0) into B(E) follows from Lemma 5.2. �
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6. ASSOCIATED FUNCTIONS AND MULTIPLICATION OPERATOR IN DE

BRANGES SPACES

This section deals with the B(X)-valued entire functions associated with a de

Branges space B(E), where E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) is the de Branges operator.

The relationship between these associated functions and the multiplication operator

T is also explored. It is worth noting that a discussion of associated functions for

scalar valued de Branges spaces of entire functions can be found in [11] (second

chapter, section 25). A similar discussion employing a different approach within the

framework of de Branges spaces of entire functions with matrix valued reproducing

kernels can also be found in [3] and [4]. Moreover, [12] examines Operator valued

associated functions S(z), where I − S(z) are compact operators for all z ∈ C.

Recall that a B(X)-valued entire function S(z) is said to be associated with the de

Branges space B(E) if S(α) is invertible for some α ∈ C and for every f ∈ B(E),

f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

z − α
∈ B(E).

Remark 6.1. If α ∈ C is such that Kα(α) is invertible, then S(z) = Kα(z) is

associated with B(E)

(1) for all α ∈ C \ R, and

(2) for all α ∈ R, where E+(α) is invertible.

Remark 6.2. Observe that S(z) = IX is associated with B(E) if and only if B(E)

is invariant under the generalized backward shift operator Rα for every α ∈ C.

The following theorem gives a sufficient condition for a B(X)-valued entire func-

tion to be associated with the de Branges space B(E).

Theorem 6.3. Let B(E) be a vector valued de Branges space corresponding to the

de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) and S(z) be a B(X)-valued entire

function such that

E−1
+ S

ρi
u ∈ H2

X(C+) and
E−1

− S

ρ−i

u ∈ H2
X(C+)

⊥ for all u ∈ X. (6.1)

Then

(1) E−1
+ S is analytic in C+.

(2) E−1
− S is analytic in C−.

(3) Moreover, if S(α) is invertible for some α ∈ C, the linear transformation

RS(α) : B(E) → B(E) defined by

f(z) 7→ f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

z − α
, (6.2)

is everywhere defined bounded linear operator on B(E).
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Proof. Since
E−1

+
S

ρi
u ∈ H2

X(C+) for all u ∈ X, no z ∈ C+ is a pole of E−1
+ Su. Now,

due to Fredholm analytic theorem, it is clear that E−1
+ Su is analytic in C+ for all

u ∈ X. Equivalently, E−1
+ S is analytic in C+. Similarly, it can be proved that E−1

− S

is analytic in C−.

Now, it remains to prove (3). Suppose f ∈ B(E) and α ∈ C is such that S(α)−1 ∈
B(X). Assume that

g(z) = E−1
+ (z)[f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)]

and

h(z) = E−1
−

(z)[f(z) − S(z)S(α)−1f(α)].

Since f ∈ B(E), we have E−1
+ f ∈ H2

X(C+), which implies
E−1

+
f

ρi
∈ H2

X(C+).

Due to (6.1), it is also true that
E−1

+
S

ρi
S(α)−1f(α) ∈ H2

X(C+). Thus, we have g

ρi
∈

H2
X(C+). Similarly, it can be proved that h

ρ−i
∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥.

If α ∈ C+, then

E−1
+

f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

z − α
= Rαg ∈ H2

X(C+),

as g

ρi
∈ H2

X(C+). If α ∈ C−, then

E−1
+

f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

z − α
=

ρi(z)

z − α
E−1

+ (z)
f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

ρi(z)

belongs to H2
X(C+) as

ρi(z)
z−α

∈ H∞. Similarly, it can be proved that, for all α ∈ C

and f ∈ B(E),

E−1
−

f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

z − α
∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥.

Thus, it is clear that RS(α) is an everywhere defined linear transformation on B(E).

The boundedness of RS(α) can be proved by the closed graph theorem. �

Given a B(X)-valued entire function S(z), we denote ρS = {z ∈ C : S(z)−1 ∈
B(X)}. Then, the preceding theorem implies that if S(z) is an associated function

of B(E), RS(z) is a bounded linear operator for all z ∈ ρS . Also it is satisfying the

following resolvent identity

RS(α)− RS(β) = (α− β)RS(α)RS(β) for any α, β ∈ ρS. (6.3)

Note that if the associated function S(z) is Φ(X)-valued entire function, then ρS =

C \D, where D is a discrete set. For example, we can consider E+(z) and E−(z).

The next theorem gives a converse result of the previous theorem.

Theorem 6.4. Let B(E) be a vector valued de Branges space corresponding to the

de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) and S(z) be a B(X)-valued entire
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function. Suppose Kα(α) is invertible for some number α ∈ C and for every f ∈
B(E)

f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

z − α
∈ B(E).

Then (6.1) holds.

Proof. Suppose f ∈ B(E), then E−1
+ f ∈ H2

X(C+) and E−1
− f ∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥, which

enforce that
E−1

+
f

ρi
∈ H2

X(C+) and
E−1

−
f

ρ−i
∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥. Also

f(z)−S(z)S(α)−1f(α)
z−α

∈
B(E) implies that E−1

+
f(z)−S(z)S(α)−1f(α)

z−α
∈ H2

X(C+) and E−1
−

f(z)−S(z)S(α)−1f(α)
z−α

∈
H2

X(C+)
⊥. Now, assume g(z) = E−1

+ (z)[f(z) − S(z)S(α)−1f(α)] and h(z) =

E−1
− (z)[f(z)− S(z)S(α)−1f(α)]. Thus

g(z)

ρi(z)
=

E−1
+ (z)[f(z) − S(z)S(α)−1f(α)]

ρi(z)

=
(z − α)

ρi(z)

E−1
+ (z)[f(z) − S(z)S(α)−1f(α)]

z − α
.

This implies g

ρi
∈ H2

X(C+) as z−α
ρi(z)

∈ H∞ and E−1
+

f(z)−S(z)S(α)−1f(α)
z−α

∈ H2
X(C+).

Now, we have g

ρi
,
E−1

+
f

ρi
∈ H2

X(C+). Thus
E−1

+
S

ρi
S(α)−1f(α) ∈ H2

X(C+) for all

f ∈ B(E). Since {f(α) : f ∈ B(E)} = rngKα(α) and Kα(α) is invertible,
E−1

+
S

ρi
u ∈ H2

X(C+) for all u ∈ X. Similarly, it can be proved that
E−1

−
S

ρ−i
S(α)−1f(α) ∈

H2
X(C+)

⊥ for all f ∈ B(E). Thus
E−1

−
S

ρ−i
u ∈ H2

X(C+)
⊥ for all u ∈ X. �

At this point, we can conclude a result regarding the invariance of vector valued

de Branges spaces under the generalized backward shift operator. We write the

result as a theorem below, whose proof is a particular case of the previous two

theorems.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose B(E) is a vector valued de Branges space corresponding to

the de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)). Then B(E) is invariant under the

generalized backward shift operator Rα for all α ∈ C if

E−1
+

ρi
u ∈ H2

X(C+) and
E−1

−

ρ−i

u ∈ H2
X(C+)

⊥ for all u ∈ X.

Conversely, if there exists a number α ∈ C is such that Kα(α) is inertible and

RαB(E) ⊆ B(E), then

E−1
+

ρi
u ∈ H2

X(C+) and
E−1

−

ρ−i

u ∈ H2
X(C+)

⊥ for all u ∈ X.

Now, the following proposition connects the associated functions of B(E) and

the multiplication operator T in terms of closed linear relations on B(E). A linear

relation from B(E) to B(E) is nothing but a linear subspace of B(E)×B(E). More

details about linear relations can be found in [7].
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Proposition 6.6. Let B(E) be a vector valued de Branges space corresponding to

the de Branges operator E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) and S(z) is a Φ(X)-valued entire

function associated to it. Then there exists a closed linear relation T on B(E) such

that T ⊆ T and the following identity holds

(T − αI)−1f(z) = RS(α)f(z) for all f ∈ B(E) and α ∈ ρS.

Proof. Since S(z) is a Φ(X)-valued entire function and associated with B(E), there

exists a discrete set D ⊂ C such that ρS = C \D. Also, RS(α) is a bounded linear

operator on B(E) for all α ∈ ρS and satisfies the resolvent identity (6.3) for all

α, β ∈ ρS . Then, due to Proposition 1.2.9 in [7], there exists a closed linear relation

T in B(E) such that ρS ⊆ ρ(T ) and (T − αI)−1 = RS(α) for all α ∈ ρS . Now, to

show that T ⊆ T , we only need to show that (T− αI)−1 ⊆ RS(α). Observe that if

f ∈ rng(T− αI), then f(α) = 0. Thus

RS(α)f(z) =
f(z)

z − α
= (T− αI)−1f(z).

�

Remark 6.7. In the last proposition, the closed linear relation T is proper if and

only if a linear manifold M exists in X such that S(z)u ∈ B(E) for all u ∈ M . This

can easily be proved by using Lemma 1.1.6 in [7].

We conclude this section with the following proposition, which observes that if

S(z) is an associated function of B(E0), then N(z)S(z) is an associated function

of B(E). The proof of this proposition follows from Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 6.3.

Proposition 6.8. Let B(E), B(E0), and N(z) be as in Theorem 5.6. S(z) is a

B(X)-valued entire function such that

(E0
+)

−1S

ρi
u ∈ H2

X(C+) and
(E0

−
)−1S

ρ−i

u ∈ H2
X(C+)

⊥ for all u ∈ X.

Then the following also holds

E−1
+ NS

ρi
u ∈ H2

X(C+) and
E−1

− NS

ρ−i

u ∈ H2
X(C+)

⊥ for all u ∈ X.

7. CONNECTION WITH THE OPERATOR NODES

In this section, we recall the idea of operator nodes and establish a connection

with the vector valued de Branges spaces B(E). A comprehensive study of operator

nodes can be found in [14], and the connection with the de Branges spaces with

matrix valued reproducing kernels can be found in [3]. Suppose H and G are two

separable Hilbert spaces and A ∈ B(H), T ∈ B(H,G), and J is a signature operator

in B(G), i.e.,

J = J∗ = J−1.



VECTOR VALUED DE BRANGES SPACES 25

Then, the set of these Hilbert spaces and operators is called an operator node if

A− A∗ = iT ∗JT

and is denoted as

Θ =

(

A T J

H G

)

.

Here, H is called interior space, and G is called exterior space. Also, A is the basic

operator, T is the canal operator, and J is the directing operator. The operator node

Θ is called simple if

∩∞

n=0 ker(TA
n) = {0}

and is called dissipative if J = I . The characteristic function of the operator node

Θ is the operator valued function

WΘ(z) = IG + izT (IH − zA)−1T ∗J for all z ∈ ZA.

Theorem 7.1. Let E(z) = (E−(z), E+(z)) is a de Branges operator such that

E+(0) = E−(0) = I and F = E−1
+ E−. Then, F is the characteristic operator

function of the simple, dissipative operator node

Θ =

(

RE+
(0) T I

B(E) X

)

,

where T is defined by Tf =
√
2πf(0) for all f ∈ B(E).

Proof. Due to (6.2), it is clear that RE+
(0) is a bounded operator on B(E), and

since B(E) is a RKHS, T is also a bounded operator from B(E) to X. Now, for

every f, g ∈ B(E), using Cauchy integral formula, we can show that

〈RE+
(0)f, g〉B(E) − 〈f, RE+

(0)g〉B(E)

=

∫

∞

−∞

〈E−1
+ (t)

f(t)− E+(t)f(0)

t
, E−1

+ (t)g(t)〉X dt

−
∫

∞

−∞

〈E−1
+ (t)f(t), E−1

+ (t)
g(t)− E+(t)g(0)

t
〉X dt

= iπ〈f(0), g(0)〉X + iπ〈f(0), g(0)〉X
= 2iπ〈f(0), g(0)〉X
= 〈iT ∗Tf, g〉B(E).

Thus, RE+
(0)−(RE+

(0))∗ = iT ∗T , which impliesΘ is an operator node. Now, sup-

pose f ∈ ∩∞

n=0 ker(T (RE+
(0))n). Then a simple calculation shows that f (n)(0) = 0

for all n, which implies ∩∞

n=0 ker(T (RE+
(0))n) = {0}. Thus, Θ is a simple opera-

tor node. Now, consider Ω = {z ∈ C : E+(z) is invertible}. Then, for any z ∈ Ω,
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we can have the following inverse

[I − zRE+
(0)]−1 = [I + zRE+

(z)]. (7.1)

Now, a straightforward calculation shows the following identity

WΘ(z) = I + izT (I − zRE+
(0))−1T ∗ = E−1

+ (z)E−(z) for all z ∈ Ω.

�

An operator node

Θ =

(

A T J

H G

)

.

is said to be a Volterra node if the basic operator A is a Volterra operator (i.e., A

is compact and has the spectrum {0}) and the canal operator T is compact. Given

an operator A ∈ B(X), recall that the real and imaginary parts of this operator are

respectively
A+ A∗

2
and

A−A∗

2i
.

Now, we mention a corollary of the previous theorem, which deals with the case

when the operator node connected with B(E) is a Volterra node.

Corollary 7.2. If in the setting of Theorem 7.1, we assume that E+(z) is invertible

for all z ∈ C, and K0(0) is a compact operator, then the operator node

Θ =

(

RE+
(0) T I

B(E) X

)

,

is a Volterra node.

Proof. We need to show that RE+
(0) is a Volterra operator and T is a compact

operator. Due to (7.1), it is clear that the spectrum of RE+
(0) is {0}. Since

TT ∗ = 2πK0(0) and K0(0) is compact, T is also a compact operator. Then, the

imaginary part of the basic operator RE+
(0) is T ∗T

2
, which is compact. Since a

bounded operator on a Hilbert space is a Volterra operator, if its spectrum contains

only zero and its imaginary part is compact (see [14], Theorem 10.1), RE+
(0) is a

Volterra operator. �
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