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SEPARATED PAIRS OF SUBMODULES IN HILBERT
C*-MODULES

R. ESKANDARI!, W. LUO?, M. S. MOSLEHIAN?, Q. XU* and H. ZHANG °

ABSTRACT. We introduce the notion of the separated pair of closed submodules
in the setting of Hilbert C*-modules. We demonstrate that even in the case of
Hilbert spaces this concept has several nice characterizations enriching the theory
of separated pairs of subspaces in Hilbert spaces. Let 57 and # be orthogonally
complemented closed submodules of a Hilbert C*-module &. We establish that
(A, %) is a separated pair in & if and only if there are idempotents IT; and Il
such that I3y = II,IT; = 0 and Z(11;) = 7 and Z(Il3) = . We show that
Z(I1; + Mlo) is closed for each A € C if and only if Z (111 + IIs) is closed.

We use the localization of Hilbert C*-modules to define the angle between closed
submodules. We prove that if (1, # 1) is concordant, then (11, 7 +1) is a
separated pair if the cosine of this angle is less than one. We also present some
surprising examples to illustrate our results.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, &7 denotes a C*-algebra. We denote by S(.«7) and PS(.«7)
the set of states and the set of pure states on .7, respectively. We assume that &
and .# are Hilbert C*-modules over 7. The set of all adjointable operators from &
into .Z is represented by L£(&,.%), with the abbreviation £(&) if & = .%#. When we
deal with a Hilbert space H, we denote L£(#) by B(?). The identity of an algebra is
denoted by I. We signify by Z(T') and .4 (T') the range and nullity of an operator T,
respectively. For more information about Hilbert C*-modules and their geometry,
see [11, 16, 19].

A submodule .#Z C & is called orthogonally complemented in & if M & M+ = &,
where A+ = {x € & : (x,y) =0, for all y € #}. In this case .# is closed, and we
use the notation P, to denote the projection from & onto .# . Unlike Hilbert spaces,
a closed submodule is not necessarily orthogonally complemented. If T' € L(&,.%)
has closed range, then Z(7T) and A4 (1) are orthogonally complemented; see [16,
Theorem 3.2|.

In the framework of Hilbert spaces, given a bounded linear idempotent II, let
P and @) be the projections onto the range Z(I1) and the null space A (II) of II,
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respectively. One research field is concerned with the relationships between II, P,
and @, and some interesting results can be found in the literature; see [2, 4].

A subspace .Z of Hilbert space & is said to be an operator range if there is a
bounded linear operator A such that .# = Z(A). The set L of all operator ranges
constitutes a lattice with respect to the vector addition and the set intersection. It
is known that an operator range Z(A) is complemented in the lattice £ (in the sense
that there is an operator range Z(B) such that Z(A)NZ(B) = 0 and Z(A)+Z%(B)
is closed) if and only if Z(A) is closed; see [10, Theorem 2.3]. In [8, Proposition
3.7], the nonclosedness of the sum of two disjoint operator ranges is studied.

It is clear that for any idempotent II € £ (&),

ZINZI—-1)=0 and Z()+2(I-11)=28&. (1.1)
Motivated by this, we give the following key concept.

Definition 1.1. Let 7 and % be closed submodules of &. Then we say that
(A, ) is a separated pair if

HNH =0 and A +  is orthogonally complemented in &. (1.2)

Lemma 1.2. (see[l8, Proposition 4.6], [17, Remark 5.8], and [25, Theorem 1]) Let
P,Q € L(&) be projections. Then the following statements are all equivalent:
(i) Z(P + Q) is closed in &;
(ii) Z(P)+ Z(Q) is closed in &;
(ii) Z(I — P) +Z(I — Q) is closed in &;
(iv) Z(21 — P — Q) is closed in &;
(v) For every complex numbers Ny and Ay, Z(MP + X2Q) is closed in &.

In each case, we have

Z(P) + % (Q) = Z(P + Q),
A(I—P)+ 2RI —-Q)=R(2I—-P—Q).

Remark 1.3. Let ¢ and £ be orthogonally complemented closed submodules
and let P and () be projections onto . and £, respectively. It follows from
[17, Lemma 2.3] that ¢ + .7 = Z(P+ Q). Therefore, [16, Theorem 3.2] and
Lemma 1.2 entail that for orthogonally complemented closed submodules (1.2) is

equivalent to
N K =0and A + # is closed in &.

Note that for every idempotent II on &, the pair (Z(II),2(I — II)) is always
separated.
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Our investigation of the separated pairs is also motivated by the Dixmier angle.
Let 2 and % be two orthogonally complemented closed submodules of a Hilbert
C*-module &. The Dizmier angle (minimum angle), denoted by ag(F, %), is the

us

, 5] whose cosine is equal to co(2, %), where

unique angle in [0
(A, H) =suwp {|[{z,y)ll :x € Ay |zl <Lyl <1} (1.3)

As in the Hilbert space case (see [7, Lemma 2.10]), it can be shown that
co(H, H) = [P Pul|. (1.4)

Hence, ||P#Px| < 1 if and only if ag(5, %) > 0 and this occurs if and only if
(A, ) is a separated pair as the following characterization of such separated pairs
of submodules shows.

Lemma 1.4. [17, Lemma 5.10] Let 5 be a Hilbert module over the C*-algebra A,
and let P,Q) € L() be projections. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) [1PQI < 1;
(il) Z(P)NZ(Q) =0 and Z(P) + Z(Q) is closed;
(i) Z(I — P)+2%Z(I — Q) = .

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we focus on the study of a sepa-
rated pair of orthogonally complemented closed submodules in terms of the associ-
ated idempotents. Our first result is Theorem 2.1, where two natural idempotents
are constructed when a separated pair is given. The key point of this construction
is the verification of the adjointability of these two idempotents. As an application,
the Moore-Penrose invertibility of certain operators associated with a separated pair
is clarified. Specifically, a generalization of [2, Theorem 3.8] is obtained; see Proposi-
tion 2.4 for the details. We also present an example showing that there is a separated
pair (¢, %) and idempotents II;, [Is with Z(I1;) = 2 and Z(1ly) = 2 such that
2 (111 +115) is not closed. An alternative description of the idempotents constructed
in the proof of Theorem 2.1 is given.

In Section 3, we generalize the Dixmier and Friedichs angle between two closed
submodules. Let & be a Hilbert C*-module over a C*-algebra <7, and let 27 and %
be closed submodules of &. Denote by S(.«7) the set of all states on 7. Following
the constructions presented in [22], we associate to each f € S(«7) a Hilbert space
;. The term of the concordant pair was introduced recently in [20, Definition 1.1]
under the restriction that . and J# are both orthogonally complemented in &.
In our Definition 3.4, such a restriction of orthogonal complementarity is no longer
employed. A necessary and sufficient condition is provided in Theorem 3.5 under
which the pair (77, ") is concordant. At the end of this section, the cosine of the
Dixmier and Friedrichs angle between .77 and % is investigated. Finally, a sufficient
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condition of the separated pair is provided in the last theorem of this section; see
Theorem 3.14.

2. SEPARATED PAIR OF ORTHOGONALLY COMPLEMENTED SUBMODULES AND
IDEMPOTENTS

We start this section with the following theorem in which we give some equivalent
conditions to ensure that a pair of orthogonally complemented closed submodules is
separated.

Theorem 2.1. Let 77 and & be orthogonally complemented closed submodules of
&. The following statements are equivalent:
(i) (€, %) is a separated pair.
(ii) There are idempotents 11y and Iy in L(&) such that 11111y = TI,I1; = 0,
X(1y) = H and Z(1ly) = X .
(iii) There is an idempotent I1 € L(&) such that Z(11) = H and & C A (1I).

Proof. (1)==(ii). Suppose that (¢, %) is separated. Define II; : 7+ % — &(i =
1,2) by
M(rx+y) =z Ihz+y) =y (xeH,ye X). (2.1)
Since S N % = 0, it is observed that I1;(i = 1,2) are well-defined. A simple use of
the closed graph theorem shows that II; and II; are both bounded.
Let II; be extended to a bounded linear operator on & (denoted still by II;) by
putting I1;z = 0 for all 2z € (% + Ji/)L. Then

H%(x+y+z) =IL(z) =z =1L(z+y+2),

where x € 7,y € # and z € (!%”—l—,%/)l. This shows that I3 = I1;, Z(I1,) =
and 2 C A (I1}).

Next, we show that II; € £(&). For this, we prove that & is the direct sum of
S+ and LN (H+ X))

Indeed, since (7, %) is separated, by Lemma 1.4 we have & = J#+ + &+,
So, for every x € &, there exist 1 € 7+ and xy € '+ such that © = x1 + 2.
Let 79 = 2z + 2/, where z € # + % and 2/ € (# + #)*. Then z = 29 — 2’ €
H L+ (A + ) =L hence z € HL N (5 + ). Tt follows that

T=x1+ 3= (1 +2)+zeH+ [N (X +H].

Hence,
E=H"+ AN (H+ )]

Furthermore, it is easy to verify

AN [N (A +H)] = 0.
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Now, we define unambiguously an operator D : & — & by
D(x+y) =y
for all z € s+ and y € #+ N (H + ). For every such z and y, together with
he A, ke X and z € (A + )+, we have
(Ii(h+k+z2),z+y) =(h,x+y) = (h,y) = (h+ k + 2,y)
=(h+k+z D(x+y)).
Therefore, II; € £(&) and II] = D.
The operator Iy, defined by (2.1), can be extended to an idempotent in L£(&)
such that H1H2 = H2H1 = 0, %(Hl) = 7 and %(Hg) =X .
(ii)==(iii) It can be derived immediately if we put I = II;.
(ili)==(1). Let II € L(&) be an idempotent satisfying Z(II) = 5 and # C
A (IT). Then 52 N =0, since
A NH CEZIMNAI) =
Now let {z,,} and {y,} be sequences in & such that
lim (Ilz,, + Pry,) = 2. (2.2)
n—oo
Then
Mz, = (Ilz, + Pyry,) — 1z (2.3)
Employing (2.2) and (2.3), we see that there is y € & such that hm Py, = Pfy

Hence, z = Ilz + Pyy. This shows that J + £ is closed. Thus (A, %) is
separated pair. D

Corollary 2.2. Let 5 and % be orthogonally complemented closed submodules of
&. The following statements are equivalent:

(i) (€, %) is a separated pair.
(ii) There exist constants ay, e > 0 such that

[z +yl > aifa] and [z +y| > aoly| (z € Aye ).
(i) There ezist constants oy, o > 0 such that
[ +yll = arllz] and [z +yl| = azllyll (x € 'y € H). (2.4)

Proof. (i) =>(ii). For ¢ = 1,2, let II; be as in the proof of the preceding theorem,
and let a; = ||IL;||. From (2.1), we see that for every z € 5 and y € ¢,

(z,2) = (Iy(z 4+ y), Ih(z +y)) = (G (z + ),z +y) < of (x4 y, x4+ ).

Hence,
1 1
|z = (z,2)> Sz +y,x+y)> = ale+yl
Similarly, |y| < as|z + y|.
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(il)==(iii). It follows from
a,be ,a>b>0=|a] > |b].

(iii)==(i). Suppose that (2.4) is valid. It is easy to see that J# + ¢ is closed
and 2 N # = 0. Hence by Remark 1.3, (57, %) is separated. O

Given two arbitrary idempotents II; and Il on a Hilbert space, it is shown in [9]
that the invertibility of the linear combination A\{Il; + A\oIly is independent of the
choice of A\;,i = 1,2, if \{ Ay # 0 and A; + A2 # 0. Such a result can be generalized
as follows.

Theorem 2.3. Let (A, %) be a separated pair of orthogonally complemented sub-
modules of &. Let 11y and Iy be idempotents in L(&) such that Z(11y) = H and
X (lly) = & . Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) Z(I1y + Mly) is closed in & for every A € C;

(il) Z(11; + M) is closed in & for some A € C\ {0};

(iii) Z(11; + I1y) is closed in &.
Proof. (i)==(ii). It is clear.
(ii)==(iii). Suppose that Z(I1; + Ally) is closed for some A € C\ {0}. Let = €
Z(11, + 1) € Z(1L) + Z(1ly) = Z(11;) + Z(115). Then there exist a sequence
{z,} in & and z1, 2o € & such that

T = nh—g.lo(ﬂl + )z, =121 + a2, . (2.5)
Since the pair (Z(11;), Z(11,)) is separated, it follows from Corollary (2.2) that
Ty (2 = 21) + a2y — 22)[| = of[Tz(zy — 2) ||
for some o > 0. Hence

lim Hll’n = lel y lim HQ.CL’n = H2Z2 y (26)

n—oo n—oo

which gives

lim (Hl + )\Hg)[lj’n = lel + )\HQZQ.

n—roo
Consequently,
[y27 + Moz = (I} 4+ M)z (2.7)
for some zg € Z(11,), since Z(11; + Ally) is assumed to be closed. Therefore,

Hl(Zl — Z()) = Il ()\(ZO — 2’2)) S %(Hl) N %(Hg) =0.

Substituting I1;2; = Iy 2o in (2.7) yields Mlsze = Ally2g, which in turn gives Ily2y =
[I52p, since A # 0. It follows from (2.5) that x = (II; + Il3)zy. This shows the
closedness of Z(I1; + Ily).

(iii)==(i). The case of A = 0 is trivial. Suppose that Z(II; + II,) is closed. Let
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A € C\ {0} be arbitrary. If z € Z(I1; + A\lIy) C Z(11;) + Z(I,), then there exists
a sequence {x,} in Z(Ily) such that

lim (H1 + >\H2)5L’n =T = lel + H2Z2 (28)

n—o0

for some z1,29 € &. Since (Z(11y), %Z(11y)) is separated, by the same as reasoning
in getting (2.6), we have

lim Hlxn = lel and lim >\H2I‘n = HQZQ .
n—00 n—00

As a result,

lim (H1 + Hg)l’n = lel + H2 <%) = (H1 + ]:[2)20

n—oo
for some zy € &. Therefore, 11127 = Iz and Tlyze = Ally(zp), since Z(I1;) N
Z(11y) = 0. Tt follows from (2.8) that x = (II; + AlIy)(z) € Z(I1; + M3). Hence,
Z(11; + Al,) is closed. O

As an application of Theorem 2.3, we introduce the formulas for the Moore-
Penrose inverse associated with a separated pair. We recall some basic knowledge
about the Moore—Penrose inverse of an operator. Suppose that T' € L(7, % "). The
Moore—Penrose inverse of T, denoted by T, is the unique element X € L(#, )
satisfying

TXT =T, XTX=X, (TX)'=TX, and (XT)"=XT. (2.9)

If such an operator T exists, then T is said to be Moore—Penrose invertible. It is
known that 7" is Moore-Penrose invertible if and only if Z(T') is closed in J¢ |26,
Theorem 2.2, and in this case, we have

R(TY =%(T*) and N (TY) =N (T%). (2.10)

In the next result, we give a formula for the Moore-Penrose inverse of operators
associated with a separated pair of submodules.

Proposition 2.4. Let Iy, 11, € L(&) be idempotents satisfying 11,11y = TI,IT; = 0.
Then

(I, + MII,)" = (II; 4 II,)1 (Hl + ;1‘12) (IT; + T1y)* (2.11)

for every A € C\ {0}.
Proof. Due to II;1I, = II,II; = 0, we have

(IIy + o)y =11y, (T1h 4 II)I, = 1y,
(H1 + Hg)*l_f{ = II7, (H1 + Hg)*HS = 1I5.
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It follows that Z(11; + Ily) = Z(11;) + Z(115) (hence Z(11; 4 1I15) is closed), and for
i=1,2,

(IT, + IL,) (I, + )T = 11, and  IT;(ID, 4 IT,)T(IT, + II,) = I1;, (2.12)
which yield
I, = II; - II; = IT;(IT, + I0,)(I0, + IO,) T, = IL,(T1, + IO,) 1L,

Hence
1, (T1, + ) T, =11, To(IT, + I1y) I, = T, (2.13)
It follows from Theorem 2.3 that (IT; + MI,)" exists.
Now let

X = (I +II,)" (Hl + §H2) (I + TIp)".
For simplicity, we put
P = (Il + IL,) (I, + I1,)", @ = (I1y + ILy)T(I1y + I1,).
Then both P and Q are projections. In view of (2.12) and (2.13), we have
(ITy + Allp) X = [(IT; 4 I) + (A — 1)IL] (IT; 4 IT,)°
: |:(H1 +1p) + 1;)\>\H2} (I1; + IL,)"

1— A
T, (T, + T1y)

_ [ﬁ+(A— DIL(II, +H2)T} {ﬁju

~ 1—X (1= ~
:P+{>\—1+ 3 ! A)]HQ(HIjLHg)T:P.

Therefore, (I1; + Ally) X is self-adjoint and

(I1; + Allo) X (IT; + AILy) = PIT; 4 APIL, = IT; + A,
Similarly,
X (I + All) = @,

X(I; 4 M) is self-adjoint, and X (II; 4+ MI)X = QX = X. Thus, the four
conditions stated in (2.9) are satisfied for II; + Al and X. O

Remark 2.5. The group inverse case of formula (2.11) was stated in [2, Theorem 3.8]
under the condition that II; = Py and Il; = P y(p), where F' is an idempotent
on a Hilbert space.

The following example shows that there are idempotents II; and Il; such that the
pair (Z(I1;), Z(1l,)) is separated but Z(II; + II5) is not closed.
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Example 2.6. Let K be a separable Hilbert space and let {e; : i € N} be its usual

orthonormal basis. Let U be the unilateral shift given by Ue; = e;41 for ¢ € N.
Define T' € B(K) by

T@i = —€; (Z Z 1) .
7

Put H =K @ K and set

no (DT om0,
0 0 U 0

A simple computation shows that both II; and II, are idempotents in B(#) such
that Z(I11;) N % (1ly) = 0. Note that Z(I1,) = Z(11;) = Z(11,11;) = K & 0 and that
Z(1ly) ={x @ Uz : x € K}, so we have

Z() + Z(1y) = K & Z(U),

which is obviously closed in #. Thus, (Z(I1;), #Z(Il,)) is a separated pair of sub-
spaces in H.
We claim that Z(I1; + IIy) is not closed. To see this, let

n 1 n
€T fr— — . — .
=Y e =Y
i=1 1=1
for each n € N. Then

=1
=1

We claim that 0 @ ¢ Z(II; 4+ II5). In fact, if there exist x = Y .0 ey =
> o2, Bie; € K such that (II; + IL)(z @ y) = 0 & &, then

(o] [o¢] 1
20 —Ty=0, Ux= Zai€i+1 = Z —€i11-
1
i=1 i=1

It follows that «; = % and

Z inei =Ty =2x= ; %ei.

i—1
Hence f; = 1 for all + € N, which is a contradiction since [Jy||* = > o0, |5i]* < o0.

Thus, Z(I1; + 11,) is not closed.

The following example shows that the separated condition in Theorem 2.3 is
necessary.
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Example 2.7. Let &7 = C|0, 1] be the C*-algebra of all continuous complex-valued
functions on [0,1]. Let & = &/ & /. Let g € &/ be defined by g(\) = A for all
A € [0,1]. Let 7" and S be an idempotent operators in £(&) defined as follows:

(5 () = o))

It is easy to verify that Z(S) N Z(T) = {0}. If we define f,, € &7 by

then (7'—S5) <J;"> =T <J;"> +S <_On> tends to (g) ER(T)+%#(S) D #(T—-S).

This shows that (Z(T),2%(S)) is not a separated pair of submodules and Z (T — 5)
is not closed. It is easy to see that Z(T + S) = o/ & 0.

Let IT € £(&) be an idempotent, and let P and ) be projections from & onto
Z(11) and A (II), respectively. By Lemma 1.4 we have ||PQ|| < 1, and it is shown
in [15, Theorem 1.3] that

II=(-PQ) P - PQ).

Inspired by the above observation, we give an alternative description of the idem-
potents II; and Iy constructed in the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 2.8. Let (I, %) be a separated pair of orthogonally complemented closed
submodules of &. Let

Mpo=(—PQ)'P(I-PQ) and Hgp=(I—-QP) QU —QP), (2.14)

where P and Q) are the projections from & on S and J&, respectively. Then Ilpg
and Ilg p are idempotents such that

B(Npq) = R(P), N (llpg) = Q)+ N (P)NA(Q),  (215)
Z(gp)=%(Q), N(gp)=R(P)+N(P)NAN(Q). (2.16)
Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 1.4 that
|QP| = |PQ[ <1,

so I — PQ and I — QP are both invertible. Evidently, both IIlpg and Ily p are
idempotents.

It is obvious that (I — PQ)~'P = P(I — QP)™"', which gives Z(llpg) C Z(P).
Also, by (2.14), we have

MpoP = (I — PQ)™ (P — PQP) = (I — PQ)""(I — PQ)P = P, (2.17)
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and therefore Z(P) C Z(Ilpg). This shows that Z(Ilpg) = Z(P).
The idempotent IIp can be rewritten as
lpo = (I - PQ)'P(I -Q),

which gives Z(Q) C A (Ilpg). Furthermore, the equation above indicates that for
every u € A (Q), we have u € A (llpg) if and only if u € .4°(P). This completes
the proof of the second equality in (2.15). Clearly, the equations in (2.16) can be
derived directly from (2.15) by exchanging P with Q. O

Lemma 2.9. [24, Lemma 3.1] Let I1}, Iy € L£(&) be idempotents. If Z(11y) C Z(11,)
and ,/V(HQ) Q JV(Hl), then H1 = Hg.

Theorem 2.10. Suppose that P,Q € L(&) are projections such that (%(P),%(Q))
is separated. Let 11y and Iy be idempotents such that Z(11y) = Z(P) and Z(11y) =
Z(Q), respectively. Let P be the projection from & onto #(P) + %(Q). Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(i) I, + I, = P;
(ii) Mpg = T, and g p = My,
Proof. Note that by (2.15), we have Z(Ilpg) = #(P) = %(I1,) and
N (llpg) = Z(y) + A (P)NAN(Q).
Therefore, by Lemma 2.9, we observe that IIpq = IT; if and only if
N (I1y) € Z(IL) + A (P) N A (Q). (2.18)
In a similar way, we conclude that Tl p = IT, if and only if
N (Ily) € Z(IL) + A (P) N A (Q). (2.19)
(i)==(ii). Suppose that II; 4+ II, = P. Then we have
N (1) = N (P —1ly) C Z(Iy) + A (P)N.A(Q),
N () = A (P 1) C Z(IL) + A (P) N A (Q),

which indicate the validity of (2.18) and (2.19), and therefore, we have I1pg = II;
and Il p = Ils.

(ii)==(i). We show that Ilpg + Il p = P. As a matter of fact, by a straightfor-
ward calculation as in (2.17), we have

[IpoP =P, llgpQ=0Q, llpoQ =0=I1gpP.
Thus
(pgo + g p)(Pz + Qy) = Px + Qy (2.20)
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for each x,y € £. Moreover,
(IIpg +1gp)z =0, (ze N (P)NAN(Q)). (2.21)
Since Z(P) + %(Q) is orthogonally complemented, employing (2.20) and (2.21) we
get the desired result. 0
3. CONCORDANT PAIRS OF CLOSED SUBMODULES IN TERMS OF THE STATES
For a positive linear functional f on o7, we set
N =z €& [ ({x,2)) =0},
It follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that
Np={zeé&: f((y2)=[f((z,y) =0, forally € &}.

Therefore, .47 is a closed subspace of &, and the quotient space &/.4} is a pre-
Hilbert space equipped with the inner product (-,-); defined by

(x+ N y+ A= f(z,y).

Let &7 be the completion of &/.A%. Let vy : & — & be the natural map, that is,
vi(x) = o + A7 If A is a closed submodule of &, then we consider %} as the
closure of vf () = {x + N} : x € S}, That is, 7 = {x + N} : v € A}, see [22]

for more information. We have the following Theorem.

Theorem 3.1. [13, Theorem 3.1] Let £ C & be a closed convex subset of the Hilbert
C*-module & over o/ . For each vector xy € &\Z there exists a state f on </ such

that v¢(xo) is not in the closure of 1y(L). In particular, there exists a state f such
that 1;(Z) is not dense in & and thus, when £ is a submodule, v;(L)* # 0.

The above theorem, [23, Corollary 1.17] and the paragraph after [20, Proposition
1.6], pint out the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let 77 and # be closed submodules of &. Then € = & if and only
if 7 = K} for each f € S(7), if and only if #; = #} for each f € PS().

Employing Theorem 3.1 and [14, Theorem 2.1] to get equivalences for orthogonally
complemented submodules, see also [20, Proposition 1.6].

Proposition 3.3. Let 77 be a closed submodule of &. Then the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) S is orthogonally complemented in & .
(ii) (3)F = (%), for each [ € S().
(iii) (25)* = (1) for each f € PS().
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Definition 3.4. The pair (J7,.%") of closed submodules of & is said to be concor-
dant if 7+ + # 1 is orthogonally complemented in &, that is, & can be decomposed
orthogonally as

E=(HNKH)S A+ -+ (3.1)

Theorem 3.5. Let 77 and & be closed submodules of &. Then the following
statements are equivalent:

(i) The pair (A, %) is concordant.

(ii) For every f € S(«),

(N0 H )= (D)) 0 ((h),)* (3.2)
(iii) For every f € PS(),
(0 H )= () 0 (o))" (3.3)

Proof. (1)==(ii). Suppose that (#,. %) is concordant. Given f € S(&7), let X C
E| N, Y C & and Z C & be defined respectively by

X={ot N :owet+ 4, Y=+ AL, Z= (1) 0"
It is clear that

Yi=x#NX, Yi=X and X' =7 (3.4)
Making a use of Theorem 3.3 to Y, we get

(A NH)p =)=t =X

=Xt=7

in the Hilbert space &%. This shows the validity of (3.2).
(il)==(iii). It is clear.
(iii)==(i). Given f € PS(), let X, Y and Z be defined as above. Then

[(#nx)) =2- =X =v;Clnx)], clrnx)], (35

which gives
L
(o))" = [0 x)]
From Theorem 3.3 we conclude that 7 N ¢ is orthogonally complemented in &.
Furthermore, from (3.5) we obtain

Y= [(#nA),, (f €PS(e)).
whence, by Lemma 3.2, Y = (2 N¢)*. O

It is remarkable if the pair (7, £") of closed submodules of & is concordant, then
(3.2) gives

A OH S (1)) N () = (N H )y C A0

This is a corollary as follows:
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Corollary 3.6. Let the pair (€, %) of closed submodules of & be concordant. Then
(HNH)p= A0 K ([ E€S().
The following example shows that the reverse of Corollary 3.6 is not valid.

Example 3.7. Let & = C[0,1] and & = &/. Let 2 and % be closed submodules
of & defined as follows:

H ={red :7(0)=0} and F ={reo:7(1)=0}.
Then
H+=H+={0} and A NH ={rca :7(0)=7(1)=0}.

Hence (2, %) is not concordant. Let f be an arbitrary pure state on /. Then
there exists ¢y € [0, 1] such that f(7) = 7(to) for all 7 € &7. It is easy to check that
(HNH )y =50 K

Let 27 and % be closed submodules of &. As in the Hilbert space case, we define
the cosine of the Friedrichs angle between 7 and ¢ by

oA, ) =sup{|[{z, )| : |l = [lyll = 1w € ANANH )y € HN(ANK )"}

(3.6)
Let 27, %, and 7N be orthogonally complemented in &. Then in [17], ¢(72, %)
is formulated by

(A, )= ||PwPx(l — Pyrx)| = |PePx — Purnx| - (3.7)

Definition 3.8. Let JZ and .# be closed submodules of &. We define the cosine
of the local Friedrichs angle between 5 and £ by

a(H, K ) = sup c(H}, Hf).
Fes(e)

Also, we define the cosine of the local Dizmier angle between 5 and £ by

ag(H, X ) == sup co(HG, Hy).
fes()

Remark 3.9. Let 5 and £ be orthogonally complemented submodules of & such
that (2, %) is concordant. It follows from [20, Corollary 3.4] that

a(H, K ) =c(H,X),

Theorem 3.10. Let 5 and & be closed submodules of & such that (A, %) is
concordant and let 7€ + & be an orthogonally complemented submodule. Then

a(H, ) =a(H+, ),
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Proof. Since (¢, %) is concordant, Theorems 3.5 and Corollary 3.6 ensure that
() N ()" = (AN H) = A0y, (f €S()).
It follows from [7, Lemma 10, Theorem 16] that for every f € S(</),
c(A) g, (H)p) = (A )7, (A7)
= HP(%l)J%P(XL)J% — Plorsnybnur)t I
= 1Pyt Porsyr = Py
= [Pyt Porsys Poenat |
> ||P%P(%L)J%P(%pﬂ%)f|| (since Popyr 2 Px;)
= 1P Powosys Por)s
2 1Pty Pyt Po | = 1Pty Poty Poeesey i || = (g, H5)
which gives
c(A) g (H ) g) = (A, A7) (f €S()). (3-8)
Therefore,
(A, HE) > (A, X)) (3.9)
Since (& + H) @ (HA+-NH) = &, we have (AL + A1) @ (AN ) =6,
This entails that (24, #1) is concordant. Hence,
(AN VA = (AN = (A +H)E), = (H+H)) = HF0H
(3.10)

for each state f on «. Now, if we set Hy = (), N ((5+); N (S +) )+, then we
have

1 /
Hy C(s5) 0 (A7)0 () = Hj
By the same reasoning, Ky C K. Hence,
(A7) s, (7)) = sup{|[(@,0) ;0 € Hy, |a]| < 1,0 € Ky, |[o]] < 1}
< sup{[[(@, 0)|; @ € Hy, [la]| <1,0 € K, [|o]| < 1}
= (A A7) (by (3.10))
— (S, A7)
Thus c(H#;, ;) = c((H4) s, (1) ;), and hence, a(H, ) = a7+, #1) O

We use the following lemma in the next theorem.

Lemma 3.11. [7, Lemma 5,Lemma 9] Let .# and A be closed subspaces of a
Hilbert space €. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Py and Py commute.
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(iii) Pyr and Py commute.

)
(iv) Py1 and Py commute.
)
) M

(v

(vi

P,y and P 1 commute.

=(MNN)+ (M N).

Theorem 3.12. Let 57 and & be closed submodules of & such that (7, %) and
(A, 4 +) are concordant and let 7 + K be an orthogonally complemented sub-
module. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) (A, ) =0,
(i) H# = (A NH)+ (HNHE).

Proof. (i)=(ii). Let f € S(«7). Since ¢ + ¢ is orthogonally complemented, we
have & = (A + ) @ (A N4 +). Hence,

Ep = (H+ X )@ (A NH ) C A+ K )+ (A7) 0 (Ap) ]
It is clear that (J + J£'); is orthogonal to ()" N (J¢;)*, hence

(A0 )y = (A7) () (3.11)

It follows from Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.6 that (1), + (1) = (A7)
(J;)*. Thus

= P(ﬁﬁ)lﬂ%)l
= Poen D,

By multiplying the both sides of above equality from left and right with P,.), and
Piy1y,, respectively, we get

P(%L)fP(JgL)f—P(jflﬂJgL)f :0 (312)
From (3.12) and [7, Lemma 5] we get Py 1), Ppr), = Puws), Port),- Thus,

A5

N

(%l)

(N (Y] + (0 (#4),]  (by Lemma 3.11)
(A ﬂ%>f + (AN ()

= (AN %/)f + (N,

(7 + (AN,

A

N

N
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Therefore, by Lemma 3.2, we conclude that 5 = (€ N ) + (2 N H).
(ii)=(i). Let f € S(«7) be arbitrary. Thus,

H = (HNH )+ (HNH);
C (oG N 2y) + (A 0 (H5)")
C A

This shows that P, and Py, commute. So (¢}, #;) = 0. Since f is arbitrary, we
conclude that a(2, %) = 0. O

The following example shows that a(.77, %) is different from ¢(J7, %) if 7 and
 are closed submodules( not orthogonally complemented) in & such that (7, %)
is concordant.

Example 3.13. Let X = [-2,—-1]U[0,1]. Let & = C(X) and let & = /. Let
%:{TGgZThO%] =0} and %:{765:7'“%71} =0}.
Then
H+={rcé&: T‘[_z,_l}u[g,l] =0} and Ft={recé&: T‘[_Q,_I}U[O’%} =0}.

Note that
%ﬂ%:{76g17|[071}:0}. (313)
This implies that (NKH)+(H++#+) = &. Hence, (A, ) is a concordant pair

of closed submodules of &. Let f be a state on «7. Since (7, %) is a concordant
pair, by Proposition 3.3, Corollary 3.6, and (3.13), we have

(A Ny = (A NH )| = (AN = {7+ N7 € A 7ljo 0y = 0}

If we set Hy = ;N (5 N Hp)*F and Ky = ;N (5 N ;)*, then by employing
(3.6) in the Hilbert space case, we get

c(HG, H;) = sup{|f(r,o); 7+ N € Hf, 0+ N € Ky}
— sup{|f ()i 7+ N € Hp,o+ A7 € Ky} =0,

Hence, a2, %) = 0. Note that ¢(, %) = 1.

Theorem 3.14. Let 7 and X be closed submodules of & such that (A, +) is
concordant. Then (€, 1) is a separated pair if ao(+, ) < 1.

Proof. Suppose that ag 1= ao(7++, # L) < 1. Then for each f € S(.«7) we have

fla, )| < aofz,2)2 fly,y): (€ H,yex). (3.14)
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There is a state fy € S(«) such that fo(x,z) = ||z|*. By (3.14), we have

lz+ylI> > folz +y. 2 +y) = folz,z) + foly, y) + 2Refo(z,y)
> (|12 + foly, y) — 2| fol, )|
> ||z + foly. y) — 200folz, 2)% foly, y)?
= (llll = foly.v)2)* +2(1 — ao)l|= foly. y)2  (3.15)

for each x € s+ and y € A+t Let lim,(x, + y,) = 2, where z, € 1+
and y, € o+t It follows from (3.15) that {x,} is a Cauchy sequence and so
there is a x € s+ such that lim, xz, = x. Hence, there is a y € #*+ such that
lim, y, = y. So z = x-+y. This shows that -+ .7+ is closed. Since (J#+, #+)
is concordant, we conclude that J#++ + 1+ is an orthogonally complemented
submodule.

Due to (#+, #*) is concordant and ag < 1 we have co((H+4) s, (1)) < 1,
which, by [7, Theorem 12], yields that

(N )= () n () ={0}, (feS(e)).
Hence, 2+ N o+ = {0}. O
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