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A NEW FUNCTIONAL MODEL FOR CONTRACTIONS

YICAO WANG

ABSTRACT. The paper presents a new functional model for completely non-unitary contractions
on a Hilbert space. This model is based on the observation that the theory of contractions shares
a common geometric basis with the extension theory of symmetric operators recently developed
by the author in [Wan24]. Compared with the now classical Sz.-Nagy-Foias model and the de
Branges-Rovnyak model, ours is intrinsic in the sense that we need not construct a bigger space H
including the model space $) and realize the model operator on § as the compression of a minimal
unitary dilation on H. Our model space $) is constructed in a canonical and conceptually more
direct manner and doesn’t depend on the Sz. Nagy-Foias characteristic function explicitly. We
also show how a contraction can be constructed from a marked Nevanlinna disc, which is the
geometric analogue of the characteristic function.
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In [Wan24], the author has proposed a complex geometric formalism to treat von Neumann’s

theory of self-adjoint extensions of symmetric operators.

The theory is based on the geometry

of Hermitian symmetric spaces of type I,, and Nevanlinna curves in such spaces. In particular,
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the notion of Weyl curve Wy () associated to a simple symmetric operator T played a central
role there. Wr(A) is a Nevanlinna curve, containing all the unitarily invariant information of T'.
Conversely, given a Nevanlinna curve N(\), we can construct a simple symmetric operator T acting
in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space $) of holomorphic sections of a certain vector bundle over the
upper and lower planes C; UC_. If N(A) is just the Weyl curve W (), then the corresponding ¥ is
unitarily equivalent to 7. In this sense, ¥ is a model operator of T and $) is called the model space.

A remarkable point is that, if a point p in the non-compact Hermitian symmetric space where
W () lives is given, then it can be used to introduce a coordinate system so that Wr(\) can be
represented by an analytic contraction-valued (i.e., Schur) function defined on C;. Schur functions
also appear in many other different areas, e.g., Pick interpolation problems, system theory and
prediction theory. What interests us here is the theory of contractions on Hilbert spaces. In the
classical Sz.-Nagy-Foias theory on contractions, a central object is the characteristic function O (\)
of a contraction T', which is the main component in constructing a functional model for 7. O (A) is
again an operator-valued Schur function, though its domain is the unit disc D rather than the upper
half plane C;. There is an alternative competitive model theory for contractions suggested by de
Branges and Rovnyak [DBRI5], which is also based on Schur functions. In this latter model, the
model space is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space consisting of certain vector-valued holomorphic
functions on D, whose reproducing kernel is generated by the Schur function in use.

The similarity between the theory of contractions and that of symmetric operators might not be
something new and even be sometimes obvious. However, as far as we know, there seems to be no
clear explanation on this in the existing literature. One of the goals of the paper is thus to fill in this
gap. We find that these two theories actually share the same geometric basis, which involves strong
symplectic Hilbert spaces, their relevant Hermitian symmetric spaces, their isotropic subspaces and a
related quotient construction. Without any essential modification, the way of defining Weyl curve in
[Wan24] can be applied to contractions as well. Then ©7(\) turns out to be a specific representation
of the underlying Weyl curve (see Prop. [L3).

Now that the two theories share the common basis, can the methodology of [Wan24] be used
to produce a functional model for contractions? The second goal of the paper is to provide an

affirmative answer to this question. In either the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model or the de Branges-Rovnyak
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model, given the characteristic function O7()\), the basic idea is to construct a minimal unitary
dilation U acting on a much bigger Hilbert space H and to realize the model operator T as the
compression of U to the model space $§ C H. In sharp contrast, our approach doesn’t adopt this
embedding viewpoint and can be viewed as being intrinsic in the sense that it doesn’t involve a
construction of H and a unitary dilation on it, and that the role of ©7()\) is only secondary. Our
model space §) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space consisting of certain holomorphic sections of a
characteristic vector bundle over two copies of the unit disc D. When a certain trivialization of the
vector bundle is used and $) is interpreted as a space of vector-valued analytic functions, our result
is much closer to the de Branges-Rovnyak model.

Our new model theory cannot be regarded as a surpassing of its two deep-reaching precursors,
but it really sheds some new light on the model theories: A contraction 7' contains two degrees of
freedom, its unitary map part and its non-unitary map part. The model space $) only depends on
the former and hence contractions with the same unitary map part all share the same model space.
Besides, we take the viewpoint that to construct a model for T is the same thing as to construct
a model for the graph of T', which is a subspace of the symplectic orthogonal complement A%‘S of
the underlying isotropic subspace A induced from the unitary map part of 7. Then constructing
a model for T" amounts to constructing a model for AF}‘S and putting on it an abstract "boundary
condition” induced from the non-unitary map part of T to cut the graph of the model operator T
out. This viewpoint is much more flexible because many operators sharing the same unitary map
part as T' can be realized altogether in this universal manner.

The paper is organized as follows. In § 2] we collect the basics on strong symplectic Hilbert
spaces and the corresponding non-compact Hermitian symmetric spaces. The material can mostly
be found in [Wan24| § 3], but that on maximal positive-definite subspaces is motivated by the theory
of contractions. § [ is devoted to outlining the geometric formalism developed in [Wan24l § 4-5]
to deal with symmetric operators. By comparison with § [l the reader will find how the theory on
symmetric operators and that on contractions are related to each other. Roughly speaking, they are
connected by the Cayley transform. In § 1l we recall some basic facts on contractions and show
how they can be viewed from the angle established in §[21 We can then define the Weyl curve Wr ()

of a contraction T'. We haven’t included proofs of the basic properties of Wy () since these would
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be clear as soon as one comes to realize the relation between the theory of symmetric operators
and that of contractions. In §[£2] we show how a canonical model of a completely non-unitary
contraction T' can be constructed in terms of natural holomorphic vector bundles associated to T'. A
Nevanlinna disc together with a maximal positive-definite subspace is called a marked Nevanlinna
disc in § Bl We show there how one can construct a contraction from a marked Nevanlinna disc.
This corresponds to the well-known fact that from a Schur function on the unit disc a contraction
can be constructed. Some of the relevant proofs are only sketched for the details can be obtained

by modifying those in § 5.2] slightly.
Conventions and notations

In this paper, all (finite-dimensional or infinite-dimensional) Hilbert spaces are complex and
separable. We adopt the convention that the inner product (-,-) is linear in the first variable and
conjugate-linear in the second. The induced norm will be written as || - ||. If necessary, the inner
product or norm is also denoted by (-,-)g or || - ||z to emphasize the underlying Hilbert space. (-, -)
is also used to denote an ordered pair and the context shall exclude the possible ambiguities. We
use @ to denote topological direct sums while & is used to denote orthogonal direct sums. For
a subspace V, its orthogonal complement is V1. The zero vector space will be just denoted by 0.
B(H;, Hs) denotes the Banach space of bounded operators between the Hilbert spaces Hy and Ha.
If Hy = Hy = H, this would be simplified as B(H). The identity operator on H will be just denoted
by Id if the underlying space is clear from the context. For a constant ¢, ¢ x Id is often written
simply as ¢ if no confusion arises. D(A) is the domain of the operator A, and kerA (resp. RanA) is
the kernel (resp. range) of A. For operators A and B, we use A C B to mean D(A) C D(B) and

B|p(a) = A. In this setting, B is called an extension of A.

2. STRONG SYMPLECTIC HILBERT SPACES AND RELATED HERMITIAN SYMMETRIC SPACES

In this section, we collect the basics concerning strong symplectic Hilbert spaces and the non-
compact Hermitian symmetric spaces associated to them. This material lays the foundation for later
sections. The presentation is sketchy and we refer the reader to [Wan24] for most technical details.

Let H be a complex Hilbert space whose dimension dimH < +oo.
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Definition 2.1. A strong symplectic structure on H is a continuous sesquilinear form [-,-] : Hx H —
C such that

i) For x,y € H, [x,y] is linear in x and conjugate-linear in y;

i) [y, x] = —[z,y] for all x,y € H;

iii) [-,] is non-degenerate in the sense that if [z,y] =0 for all y € H, then x = 0;

iv) the map i : H — H* defined by i(x) = [-, z] is surjective, where H* is the dual space of continuous
linear functionals on H.

The pair (H,[-,-]) will be called a strong symplectic Hilbert space and if no ambiguity arises, we just

say H is a strong symplectic Hilbert space.

Note that for a strong symplectic structure [-,-], —i[-,-] is nothing else but a non-degenerate

indefinite Hermitian inner product on H. We prefer our terminology here because we want to

emphasize the similarity to real symplectic spaces. The signature of —i[-,-] will be denoted by
(n4,n_) and called the signature of [-,-] or (H,[-,-]). We mainly consider the case that both ny are
nonzero.

Example 2.2. Given two Hilbert spaces H,, H_, of dimension ny and n_ respectively, then
H = Hy &, H_ can be equipped with a standard strong symplectic structure as follows: For
x = (x1,22),y = (y1,92) € Hy &1 H_, define

[z, ylst = i(z1,91) 1, — i(22,Y2)H

This strong symplectic structure has signature (ny,n_).

Example 2.3. Given a Hilbert space H of dimension n, on H := H &, H, beside the standard
strong symplectic structure [-,]s; in Example with H, = H_ = H, there is an alternative
non-standard strong symplectic structure defined via

[(@1,91), (2, Y2)lnew = (Y1, 22)m — (T1,Y2)H
where (z;,y;) € H® ) H, i = 1,2. This strong symplectic structure has signature (n,n) (see Example

1),

Example 2.4. If (H;, [, ];), i = 1,2 are two strong symplectic Hilbert spaces, the direct sum of the

two is the orthogonal direct sum Hy @ Hs, whose strong symplectic structure is defined as follows:
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For (z1,y1),y = (x2,y2) € H1 ®1 Ha,

[(w1,91), (2, y2)] := [z1, 22]1 + [y1, Y2lo-
Let H be a strong symplectic Hilbert space.

Definition 2.5. For a subspace L C H, the symplectic orthogonal complement L= is

L ={z € H|[z,y] =0, Vy € L}.
It can be found that for a (not necessarily closed) subspace L, (L*)ts = L.
Definition 2.6. A closed subspace L C H is isotropic if [x,y] =0 for all x,y € L.

By definition, for an isotropic subspace L, L C L*¢ and the quotient L*+/L makes sense. If
furthermore L = L=, L is called Lagrangian. Lagrangian subspaces only exist when n, = n_. For

us, the following proposition is basic.

Proposition 2.7. For an isotropic subspace L of H, L*+/L has a canonical structure of strong

symplectic Hilbert space.

Proof. Since L*= is closed in H, L*</L has a canonical quotient Hilbert space structure. For
[z], [y] € L+ /L where x,y € L*+, the quotient strong symplectic structure is defined by [[z], [y]], :=

[z, y]. Tt’s easy to check this is well-defined. We leave other details to the interested reader. O

In the above sense, we shall say L' /L has a canonical quotient strong symplectic structure.

Definition 2.8. A closed subspace L C H is called mazimally positive-definite in case for each

0 #x € L, —i[xr,z] > 0 and L cannot be contained properly in a subspace fulfilling a similar

inequality. L is called mazimally completely positive-definite if L is mazimally positive-definite and
—ilz,x] > crl|lz)|?, Vazel

for a constant c¢;, > 0. Mazimal (completely) negative-definite subspaces of H can be defined analo-

gously.

If L is maximally completely positive-definite, then L*+ is maximally completely negative-definite

and H = L® L*+. In particular, dim L = n, and dim L*s =n_. —i[-,-] (resp. i[-,-]) restricted on L
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(resp. L*¢) is a positive-definite inner product and both L and L+ are Hilbert spaces in this sense.
These inner products will be denoted by (+,-)+. If a maximal completely positive-definite subspace

L C H is specified, we say H is polarized or given a polarization by L.

Example 2.9. In Example 22| L := {(z,0) € H|z € H;} is obviously a maximal completely
positive-definite subspace of H. We shall call it the standard polarization of H. In Example 23]
with the decomposition H = H & H in mind, we say (H, [-, *|pew ) is equipped with its non-standard

polarization although neither copy of H is maximally completely positive-definite.

Two strong sympletic Hilbert spaces (Hi,[-,-]1) and (Ha, [, ]2) are said to be isomorphic, if
there is a topological linear isomorphism ® from H; to Hs such that [®(z), ®(y)]2 = [x,y]1 for
all z,y € Hy. Note that here we don’t require that ® be an isometry between H; and Ha. All
strong symplectic Hilbert spaces with the same signature (n4,n_) are isomorphic. In particular,
all automorphisms of such a strong symplectic Hilbert space form a Banach-Lie group—the pseudo-
unitary group U(ng,n_). By definition, an element in U(n4,n_) moves a maximal (completely)

positive-definite subspace to another.

Example 2.10. Given a strong symplectic Hilbert space H and a polarization L, since H = L& L',

each x € H has an L-part z, and an L*s-part _. Then for a,b € H,

[(l, b] = Z'(G/+.b+)+ — i(a_, b_)_.
This of course means ®(x) = (z4,z_) for all € H is a symplectic isomorphism between H and

the standard strong symplectic Hilbert space in Example 22 with H, = L and H_ = L*+.

Example 2.11. Given a Hilbert space H, on H := H ¢, H, we call the transform
y+ir y—ix
V2 V2

the Cayley transform on H. It can be checked easily that § is a symplectic isomorphism between

(Hv ['a ']new) and (Ha ['7 ']St)'

ﬂ(xvy):( )7 V(I,y)GH

For a strong symplectic Hilbert space H, let Wi (H) be the set of all maximal completely
positive/negative-definite subspaces. W, (H) (or W_(H)) has a natural complex Banach mani-

fold structure. If a polarization L for H is given, then any W € W, (H) can be parameterized
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uniquely by an operator B € B(L, L*+) such that || B|| < 1, i.e.,
W ={x+Bxe H|xelL}

while
W = {B*z +x € H|z € L*}.

Via the symplectic isomorphism ® in Example ZI0, W is turned into {(z, Bz) € L &, L**

x € L}

while W+ into {(B*z,z) € L ®, L*|x € L*+}. In other words, a polarization provides a global

coordinate chart for Wy (H) or W_(H).
Given the polarization L, it is easy to see that a general maximal positive-definite subspace
W C H can also be represented in the above manner except that now the parameter B is a pure

contraction, i.e., for each nonzero x € L, ||Bz|| < ||z|. It is possible that ||B|| = 1 in this case.

Proposition 2.12. Let W be a mazimal positive-definite subspace of H. If either of ny is finite,

then W is also mazimally completely positive-definite.

Proof. Choose a polarization L for H and let W be parameterized by B € B(L,L**). Then B is a

pure contraction. Note that

|B|* = ||81”1£)1(Bx,B:1:), = H81H1£)1(B*Ba:,:17)+.

If either of ny is finite, B*B is of finite rank and thus a compact self-adjoint operator. If || B|| = 1,
then the largest eigenvalue of B*B is 1. Let x be a corresponding eigenvector. Then we should have

||[Bz|| = ||=||. This is a contradiction! O

Thus the distinction between a maximal positive-definite subspace and a maximal completely
positive-definite subspace only occurs when both n4 are infinite. The subtlety of a maximal positive-

definite subspace is indicated by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.13. If H is a strong symplectic Hilbert space with signature (0o, 00) and W a mazi-
mal positive-definite subspace that is not mazimally completely positive-definite, then W NWLs =0

and W @ W= is a proper dense subspace of H.

Proof. The first claim is clear. To prove the second, we choose a polarization L for H and let W be

parameterized by B € B(L, L*+). Then we must have || B|| = 1. To see if W @ W is equal to H or



A NEW FUNCTIONAL MODEL FOR CONTRACTIONS 9

Id B*
B Id

or not. Since B is a pure contraction, we can find that 0 is not an eigenvalue of the self-adjoint

not, it is enough to check whether the operator matrix ‘B := ( ) on L@, L*¢ is surjective
operator B. It can also be seen easily that B is boundedly invertible if and only if ||B|| < 1. Thus

0 lies in the continuous spectrum of B and Ran®B is a proper dense subspace of L @ Lt=. O

Remark. Thus unlike a maximal completely positive-definite subspace L, a maximal positive-
definite subspace W may not introduce a decomposition on H and won’t provide a coordinate chart
for W (H).

Actually when both ny are finite, W (H) is a non-compact irreducible Hermitian symmetric
space of type I,,, ,_ and has dimension ny -n_. Strictly speaking, when either ny or n_ is infinite,
W4 (H) is an infinite-dimensional Banach symmetric space which is much more complicated. We
will not distinguish between these two cases and simply call them Hermitian symmetric spaces of
type In, n_. A basic fact is that W, (H) is a homogeneous complex manifold of U(n,n_). In fact,
if L is a chosen polarization for H and B € B(L, L) parameterizes W € W, (H), then w.r.t. the

identification H = L @, L'+, the operator matrix

(Id—B*B)~'/2  —B*(Id— BB*)~'/?
B(Id— B*B)~'?  —(Id— BB*)~'/?

lies in U(n4,n_), transforming L (parameterized by 0) into W (parameterized by B).

Let A be an isotropic subspace of H. If the signature of the quotient strong symplectic structure
on Ats/Ais (ny,n_) and an isomorphism ® between AL:/A and the standard strong symplectic
Hilbert space in Example is chosen, we can extend ® to AL+ by simply setting its value at
r € Ats to be ®([z]). Let I'+x be the Hi-part of ®(z). Then we have the following abstract

Green’s formula
[,y = i(Cy2, Tyy)u, —iC -2, T y)g , Va,ye A (2.1)

We shall call (Hx,T'1) a boundary quadruple for Ats. This generalizes the notion of boundary

triplet for symmetric operators.



10 YICAO WANG

3. SYMMETRIC OPERATORS REVISITED

To motivate our approach to contractions and also for the convenience of comparison, in this
section we sketch the basic formalism set up in to deal with symmetric operators. The
reader is referred to for a detailed account.

3.1. Symmetric operator and its Weyl curve. Let H be a separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert
space and T a densely defined symmetric operator in H, i.e., D(T') is dense in H and (T'z,y) = (z, Ty)
for all z,y € D(T). Let T* be the conjugate of T. Basically D(T) C D(T*) and if further
D(T) = D(T*), T is called self-adjoint. We always assume that T is closed, i.e., the graph of

T is a closed subspace of H:= H &, H. With the graph inner product
(z,y)r = (v,y) + (T2, T"y), Va, ye D(T),

D(T*) is a Hilbert space and D(T) is a closed subspace. An extension of T is an operator T in H
such that D(T) D D(T) is a closed subspace of D(T*) and T = T*| p)- Therefore, all extensions of
T are parameterized by points in the Grassmannian of closed subspaces of the quotient Hilbert space
Br := D(T*)/D(T). Br is a strong symplectic Hilbert space whose strong symplectic structure [-, |1

is defined as
[[z], [Wlr = (T"z,9)n — (2, T"y)n-

Let (n4,n_) be the signature of this strong symplectic structure. These are precisely the deficiency
indices of T'. We only consider the case that both ny are nonzero.

To facilitate later developments, we reformulate the above argument in another unfamiliar but
equivalent form. Equip H with the non-standard strong symplectic structure [+, -] e in Example
and let Ap C H be the graph of T. Then that T' is symmetric means precisely that Ap is isotropic.
In this way, A%‘S is precisely the graph of 7" and By can be identified with the quotient strong
symplectic Hilbert space A%‘S J/Ap. An extension of T now can be interpreted as an intermediate
closed subspace between Ap and A}‘S. Of particular interest in this paper are those extensions
parameterized by maximal positive-definite subspaces of Brp.

H has its non-standard polarization, i.e., H:= H @&, H. W.r.t. this, for each A € C, define

Wy = {(z,\x) € Hlz € H}.
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It is easy to find that W) € W (H) for A € C4. Since C is of complex dimension 1, we call W) with
A € C the universal Weyl curve associated to the non-standard polarization of H. For each A € C,

now define
Ny =Wy N Ars = {(z,\z) € H|z € D(T*), T*x = A\z}.

It can be proved that for A € Cy, dimNy = ny. Let Wr()) be the image of Ny in By under the
quotient map A%s — Br. Then Wr()) is a maximal completely positive-definite (resp. negative-
definite) subspace of Br if A € C (resp. A € C_). It can also be proved that (Wz(X))*s = Wr(X)

for each A € C;. As a consequence, we have a holomorphic curve
WT()\) : (C+ UuC_ — W, (BT) Uw_ (BT), A= WT()\)

This Wr(A) is called the (two-branched) Weyl curve of T, containing all unitarily invariant infor-
mation of T. We also call the branch on C; the (single-branched) Weyl curve because it totally
determines the two-branched version.

Though H is naturally polarized, the polarization is lost on the quotient By = AJT‘S JAp. If a

boundary quadruple (Hy,T'1) is given for AJT‘S, then for A € C,
(O T )Wr(N) = {(2, BO)z) € Hy @1 H_|z € H, )

where B()) is a B(H4, H_)-valued analytic function on C4 such that ||[B(A)|| < 1. This so-
called contractive Weyl function is thus an operator-valued Schur function on C;. Due to the

fact (WT()\))J‘S = WT(E\),
T, TOHOWr(\) ={(B\\)*x,2) e Hy ®, H |z € H_}

for A e C_.

Note that dimker(7* — \) = ny for any A € Ci. If span{Uyec\rker(T* — )} is dense in H, T
is said to be simple. Simplicity of T means precisely that T' cannot be written as the orthogonal
direct sum of a nontrivial self-adjoint operator and another symmetric operator [BHDS20, § 3.4]. A
symmetric operator 7' can always be decomposed into the direct sum of a self-adjoint part and a
simple part, and its Weyl curve Wr(\) only captures the information of its simple part. From now
on, we only consider simple symmetric operators. We should also mention that the above formalism

applies to simple symmetric operators that are not densely defined as well.
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3.2. A canonical functional model for symmetric operators. Though the use of reproducing
kernel Hilbert spaces is well-known when people try to construct functional models for simple sym-
metric operators, before the work only reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces of vector-valued
functions were applied. In our opinion the general (but possibly less popular) vector bundle version
is much more natural for dealing with symmetric operators. Reproducing kernels on vector bundles
were proposed in [BHOS8] and the paper [KMII] also contains a concise introduction to the topic
when the underlying bundle is holomorphic. For our purpose, the focus is mainly on holomorphic
vector bundles over an open subset 2 C C and the relevant Hilbert spaces then consist of holomor-
phic sections of the underlying vector bundles. For basics on holomorphic vector bundles, we refer
the reader to [GHI4].

Assume that E — M is a complex vector bunleEI over a topological space M and H a Hilbert
space of continuous sections of E. Let ET be the conjugate-linear duali of E. The pairing between

¢ € El and ¢ € E, for € M will be denoted by (1)) = ((®,)). Suppose the evaluation map
evy : H— E, CE, s+ s(x)

is continuous for any z € M. By Riesz representation theorem, we have a C-linear map ev], : El — H

defined by (the so-called reproducing property)

for any ¢ € El and v € H. We set K(z,y) = evwevl‘;, which is a linear map from Ej; to E, and
called the reproducing kernel of H on E. K(z,y) is positive in the following sense: For any points
z;e€M,j=1,---,pand g, EE;],, we have

Z((wla K('rlv x])@])) Z 07

4,

which is trivially

O evl 0i > evl pi) > 0.
i J

Conversely, any continuous and positive kernel K on FE is always the reproducing kernel of a Hilbert

space $(K) of continuous sections of E. H can be constructed as follows. Fix y € M and ¢ € E;,

IWe allow the rank of E to be infinite.
2We make the natural identification (ET)T = E.
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and let « run over M. Then K (-,y)¢ is a continuous section of E. Define

H(K) = span{K (-,y)ply € M,p € E}}.

v

On H(K), we can give a (positive-definite) inner product defined by

(K y1)e1, K y2)p2)k = (K(y2, y1)91, 92))

for p; € E; i = 1,2. Completing fj(K) w.r.t. this inner product then gives rise to the required

H(K). We shall say $H(K) is generated by the kernel K.
Now if E is holomorphic over a complex manifold M and H a reproducing kernel Hilbert space

of holomorphic sections of E, then the kernel K (z,y) is additionally

e sesqui-analytic, i.e., holomorphic in x, anti-holomorphic in y,
e locally uniformly bounded in the sense that K (x,z) is uniformly bounded over any compact

subset of M.

Conversely, if a positive kernel K (x,y) on E satisfying these properties is given, the sections of F
in the corresponding reproducing kernel Hilbert space $)(K) are holomorphic.

In this formalism, constructed a canonical functional model for simple symmetric opera-
tors in a rather direct way and didn’t use the contractive Weyl function explicitly. The construction
goes as follows.

Given a simple symmetric operator T in H with deficiency indices (ny,n_), on C; UC_ there is
a natural holomorphic Hermitian vector bundle E: At A € C. UC_, the fiber E} is just ker(T* — X)
and the Hermitian structure on F) is obtained by restricting the inner product on H. That E is
holomorphic is a consequence of the holomorphicity of Wr(\). Exchanging the fibers of E at A and
A, we obtain an anti-holomorphic vector bundle Ff. Let F be the conjugate linear dual of F'f. Then
F' is again a holomorphic vector bundle equipped with the induced Hermitian structure.

Let ¢y : F; — H be the natural inclusion and L; the conjugate of ¢y defined by
(hz,w) = (@, 1wy = (z,w)n, YweF|

Then we get a reproducing kernel K (A, ) := L;LH - F J — F)\. The reproducing kernel Hilbert space

generated by K (), p) is just our model space §). Elements in §) can be described in a more direct
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way: Given x € H, we can associate a holomorphic section & of F. At X\ we define Z()\) via
(Z(\),w)) = (z,w)g, Vwe F/\Jf

In this way, obviously &(-) = J2. Due to simplicity of T, this map = + Z is injective and actually a
unitary map from H to $). Let X be the multiplication by the independent variable A on holomorphic

sections of F' and define
D(X) :={s € H|Xs € H}.

Denote the restriction of X on D(¥) by €. Then ¥ is the model operator of T, i.e., T and ¥ are
unitarily equivalent via the ”Fourier transform” = — .

Alternatively, the model can also be constructed from the Weyl curve W (X). More generally,
let H be a strong symplectic Hilbert space with signature (ny,n_) and W, (H) the space of max-
imal completely positive-definite subspaces. A holomorphic map N(\) : Cy — W, (H) is called a
Nevanlinna curve. We can construct a simple (not necessarily densely defined) symmetric operator
¥ from any given Nevanlinna curve N(\) as follows.

We extend N (\) to C; UC_ by setting N(A) = (N(\))*s € W_(H) for \ € C_. W, (H)UW_(H)
as a manifold has a tautological holomorphic Hermitian vector bundle, i.e., at p € W4 (H)UW_(H),
the fiber is precisely the subspace of H parameterized by p and the Hermitian structure is just the
one obtained by restricting the strong symplectic structure. This vector bundle can be pulled back
via N(\) and results in a holomorphic Hermitian vector bundle E over C; U C_. Exchanging the
fibers of E at A and A for each A\ € C, produces a vector bundle F, which is anti-holomorphic. Let
F be the conjugate linear dual of F'T.

Note that at each A € C4 UC_ there is the decomposition H = F; <) F;\Jf Denote the projection
along Fg onto F; by Px. For A\, € Cy UC_, we can construct a map Q(\, p) from F;{ to Fy: If
w € Ff, then Pyw € F/\Jf and (Paw, ) (the Hermitian structure on the fiber is used) is a conjugate-
linear functional on F/\Jf Consequently, (Paw,)x € F\ and we simply set Q(\, p)w = (Paw, -)r. Now

for A # i we define

QA 1)
N —

K\ p) =i

=

As for A = i, Q(fi, i) is certainly zero. It turns out that Q(\, 1) as an analytic function in A has a

zero at i, and we can simply set K (fi, ) to be the limit of the above formula as A\ approaches fi.
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In terms of a chosen polarization of H, it can be checked that the above K (), i) is a reproducing
kernel on the holomorphic vector bundle F'. Let $) be the reproducing kernel Hilbert space generated
by K (A, u). Then multiplication by the independent variable is a simple symmetric operator ¥ in
$). The Weyl curve of ¥ is congruent to N(A), i.e., they differ from each other by a symplectic
isomorphism between the underlying strong symplectic Hilbert spaces. In particular, if N(\) is the

Weyl curve of a given simple symmetric operator 7', then ¥ is unitarily equivalent to 7.

4. A FUNCTIONAL MODEL FOR CONTRACTIONS

In this section, we show how the methodology of can be adapted to give a new functional
model for contractions. The construction is direct in the sense that the model space $) can be derived
from natural geometric data associated to the contraction under consideration, without mentioning
the characteristic function O (A) at all. In either the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model or the de Branges-

Rovnyak model, ©7(\) must be obtained first and then is used partially to construct .

4.1. Some preliminaries. On an infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space H, T € B(H) is
called a contraction in case ||T'|| < 1. T is called completely non-unitary (c.n.u. for short) if 7" has
no nontrivial invariant subspace K such that T'|x is unitary. Any contraction can be decomposed
into the orthogonal direct sum of a unitary part and a c.n.u. part, and in this section we only
consider c.n.u. contractions. A basic reference on contractions is [NFBKT0].

Let T be a c.n.u. contraction on H, and
K :=ker(Id —T*T), K, :=ker(Id—TT").
Due to the basic identity T'(Id — T*T) = (Id — TT*)T and its conjugate counterpart, we see that
TKCK,, T'K.CK.

In particular, T'|k is a unitary map from K onto K,. We call T'|x the unitary map part of T. Tt is
also easy to see T maps K+ into K} and T* maps K into K+ likewise. We shall denote T'|x. by
t and call it the non-unitary map Hpart of T. The two numbers n, = dimK* and n_ = dim K} are

called the deficiency indices of T’

3Some authors call them the defect numbers, e.g., [NEBKIQ].
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In both the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model and the de Branges-Rovnyak model, the so-called characteristic
function ©7(A) of T plays a central role in constructing a functional model for T'. Let ® = (Id —

T*T)'/? and ®, = (Id — TT*)'/2. Then
O7(\) == (=T + \D.(Id — \T*)™'D)|x..
O7()) is actually a B(K*, K{)-valued analytic function on the unit disc D. In particular, for each

A € D, Or()) is a pure contraction. For the motivation of this definition, see [NEBK10l [Dou74].

For more details on its role in the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model and the de Branges-Rovnyak model, see

[NEBKI0, Chap. VI] and [BBI4].
We shall take an alternative viewpoint towards the above material. Let H = H @&, H be the
standard strong symplectic Hilbert space in Example with Hy = H_ = H. Then obviously, the

unitary map part of 7" defines an isotropic subspace Ar of H:

Ar :={(z,Tx) e Hlz e K} = {(T*z,z) € H|x € K, }.
Lemma 4.1. In the strong symplectic Hilbert space H,
A7e = {(y1,y2) € Hly1 — T*y2 € K*} = {(y1,2) € H|Ty1 — y2 € Ki}.
Proof. Obvious. O

K+ and K- are naturally embedded in H via z + (2,0) € H and = +— (0,7) € H respectively.

Denote the corresponding images by @ and Q..

Lemma 4.2. In the strong symplectic Hilbert space H,

A =Ar @1 Q@1 Q..

Proof. That the direct sum is orthogonal is obvious. It is clear that Ar &, Q &, Q. C A%S.
Let (y1,y2) € A%S be orthogonal to Ar. Then for any « € K, (y1,2)g — (y2,Tx)yg = 0 and
(y1,2)m + (y2, Tx)gr = 0. Thus (y1,2)g = (y2, Tx)g = 0 for any z € K, ie., y; € K and yp € K.
The proof is finished. O

For a € A7*, if (ay,0) € Q (vesp. (0,a_) € Q.) is the Q-part (resp. Q.-part) of a w.r.t. the

above decomposition, we set I'y1a = a4.
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Lemma 4.3. (K, K, T'y) is a boundary quadruple for AJT‘S.

Proof. This can be checked directly. O

We shall call this boundary quadruple the canonical one associated to T'. Clearly, the graph
Gry of T is an intermediate subspace between Ar and AJT‘S. Grr can be singled out from AJT‘S by
requiring I' _a = tI'ya for a € AJT‘S, where t = T|g..

With the standard polarization of H, we can again define the associated universal Weyl curve
Wy :={(z,\z) € H|z € H}.
However, since the strong symplectic structure is different from the one used in § Bl this time
we find that Wy € W, (H) for A\ € D while Wy € W_(H) for A € C\D. We are interested in
Ny = Wyn Az,
Proposition 4.4. For \ € D,
Ny ={((Id = XT*)"" f,AId = AXT*)"" f) € H|f € K},
and for A € C\D,
Nx={(A=T)"'"fLAN=-T)7'f) e HIf € Ky}
Proof. For A € D and « € H, by Lemma [Tl (x, \z) € A%S if and only if
z— Tz € K-
Thus the first claim follows. The second can be checked similarly. 0

For later convenience, we shall denote D by D, and identify (C\D) U {oc} with another copy of
D (denoted by D_) via A — 1/A. In this way, for A € D_, N has the following form:

Ny = {(\Id = XT)" f,(Id = XT)"'f) € H|f € KL}

In particular, this even makes sense for A = 0. Also to avoid ambiguities, 0 € D4 will be denoted
by 04 respectively from now on.

We are now in a position to explain the relation between contractions and symmetric operators.
For a simple symmetric operator T, the graph Ar is an isotropic subspace of (H, [, ]new). The

Cayley transform in Example 2TT] turns Ar into an isotropic subspace A in (H, [, ]s:), and A%s
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into A++. In terms of the standard polarization of (H, [, ]s), A is the graph of C := (T —i)(T +i)~*

which is a unitary map from Ran(T+4) to Ran(7 —i). The Cayley transform also turns the universal

Weyl curve Wi associated to (H, [+, Jnew) into the universal Weyl curve W associated to (H, [+, -]st).
Correspondingly, Wi N Az* is turned into W2 N A+ where pu = ’A\jr;

Conversely, given a c.n.u. contraction C' on H, its unitary map part gives rise to an isotropic
subspace A in (H, [+, ]s;) while the inverse Cayley transform turns A into the graph of a simple (not
necessarily densely defined) symmetric operator T'. The statement that C' is c.n.u. means precisely
that T is simple. The non-unitary map part of C' then corresponds to a dissipative extension of T’
which is parameterized by a maximal positive-definite subspace of A+s/A.

In fact, Cayley transform was a basic tool in von Neumann’s original approach to symmetric
operators, reducing the problem of self-adjoint extensions of T" to the problem of unitary extensions
of (T —i)(T+i)~!. For an up-to-date account of the use of Cayley transform, see [BHDS20, Chap. 1].

Bearing this correspondence via Cayley transform in mind, let us come back to the theory of

c.n.u. contractions.

Theorem 4.5. For A\ € D UD_, let Ny be as in Prop. &4 and the remark after it. Denote the

image of Ny in Br = AJT‘S/AT under the quotient map by W (X). This defines a holomorphic map
Wr Dy UD_ — Wi (Br) UW_(Br)

such that Wr(X) = (Wr(X))1s, where X\ € Dy and X is its conjugate but interpreted as an element

mD_.

Proof. The proof can be carried out directly, but we can alternatively apply the inverse Cayley

transform to the unitary map part of 7" and obtain a simple symmetric operator. Then the theory

developed in [Wan24| immediately implies the claim. O

Following [Wan24], we call Wr()) or its branch over Dy the Weyl curve of T It should be
emphasized that Wr(\) only contains unitarily invariant information of the unitary map part of T
while the additional ¢ = T'|g1 parameterizes a specific contractive extension of T'|k in terms of the
canonical boundary quadruple (K, K-, T'1). In this sense, we shall also call Wz ()\) the Weyl curve
of Ar.
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In general, given a boundary quadruple (Hy,T'y) for AJT‘S, then for A € D
(e T OWr(\) = {(&, BO)) € Hy &1 H |z € H,}

and for A € D_,

Ty, T O)Wr(\) ={(B(\)*z,2) e Hy ©, H_|x € H_}
where B(\) is an analytic B(H,, H_)-valued Schur function on Dy such that | B()\)|| < 1 pointwise.
B(X) will be called the contractive Weyl function of T w.r.t. the given boundary quadruple. Another

way to interpret B()) is as follows: Given x € Hy and A € DL, there is a unique y+(A)z € Ny
such that 'ty (A)xz = x. Then B(A)z = I'_~v4(AN)z. Similarly, for z € H_ and A € D_, there

is a unique v_(A)z € Ny such that _y_(\)z = . Then B(\)*z = I'yy_(A)2. The two maps
v+ (A) : Dy — B(Hy,H) are holomorphic and will be called the 7-fields associated to the boundary

quadruple (Hy,T'y).

Example 4.6. Let us consider the contractive Weyl function associated to the canonical boundary
quadruple (K-, K&, Ty). For A € Dy, let a = ((Id — XT*)" 1 f,\(Id — AT*)"1f) € N, for some
f € K+ and (29, Txo) be the Ap-part of a w.r.t. the decomposition in Lemma Z2 By definition,
we have

(Id = XT*) ' f =xo+ay, ANId—AXT*)"'f=Txo+a_ (4.1)
where a_ = B(\)ay. Denote the restriction of ® on Kt by ©;. We can assume that ®; has
a bounded inverse, otherwise scaling ¢ = T'|g. slightly will do the job. We should have ©(Id —
AT*)~1f = Diay. Then

ay =D, 'D(Id — XT*) 71 f.

Solving this equation we get f = R(\)a, where R(\) is the inverse of ®, '®(Id — AT*)~!. In terms
of these, one can find

B(Nay =tay — (T =N (Id = \T*)"'R(N)a.

It is clear that for this boundary quadruple B(0,) = 0.

Example 4.7. If t = T|x. € B(Kt,K;) satisfies ||t|| < 1, then ¢ itself provides a polarization of

Br. We can use it to produce another boundary quadruple (K+, Ky, T7,). Use the pseudo-unitary
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transform
(Id —t*t)=1/2  —t*(Id — tt*)~1/?
t(Id —t*t)=1/2  —(Id —tt*)~1/?
on K+ @, K;- to define

I, = (Id—t 1)V —t*(Id — tt*)"Y*T_, T. =t(Id—t*t)""/*Ty — (Id — tt*) Y/ _,
where (K+, K}, I'y) is the canonical boundary quadruple. Note that the graph Grr of T lying in

Az is singled out by the requirement IT"_a = 0.

The following proposition shows how the Sz.-Nagy-Foias characteristic function makes its appear-

ance in our formalism.

Proposition 4.8. In Example B, w.r.t. the new boundary quadruple (K K T7.), the corre-

sponding contraction Weyl function is

B'(\) = —07r(\) = (T — M0, (Id — \T*) ')k

Proof. We still use the notation in Example For a = ((Id — \XT*)"Yf,A\(Id — \XT*)71f), by

definiton
—Or(NIMa = t((Id — t*t)"Y2ay — t*(Id — tt*)"Y2a_) — XD (Id — XT*) " (ay — t*a_)
and
I a=t(Id—tt)"Y%a; — (Id —tt*) Y %a_.

Thus

—Or(\IMa—T"a = (Id—tt")(Id—tt*)"2a_ — AD.(Id — \T*) ' (ay — t*a_)
= (Id—tt")"%a_ = \D,.(Id — \T*) Yay —t*a_).
Due to Eq. (1), we have
NT*(Id — \NT*) ' f = T*Tao + T a_ =z +tFa_
and thus f = a4 —t*a_. So we have
—Or(NIMoa—T"a = (Id— tt*)"?a_ — A\D(Id — XT*) ' f.
Again due to Eq. (@1,

)\:D*(Id — /\T*)ilf =9,.a_ = (Id _ tt*)l/Qa_
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and we finally get —©7(A\)I” a —I"_a = 0. The claim is thus proved. O

Remark. The Sz.-Nagy-Foias characteristic function ©7()\) also makes sense for c.n.u. contrac-
tions T such that |[¢]| = 1, but in this latter case it cannot appear as the contractive Weyl function

simply because now ¢t won’t provide a polarization for By due to Prop. 2.13

4.2. Characteristic vector bundles and the functional model. We are now prepared for our
functional model for a c.n.u. contraction 7T'.

Given T, on Dy UD_ there is a natural holomorphic Hermitian vector bundle E. At A\ € Dy,
E) = pri(Ny) and at A € D_, E\ = pra(Ny) where pr; is the orthogonal projection of H onto the
i-th copy of H. The Hermitian structure is obtained by restricting the inner product on H to F.
Exchanging the fiber at each A € D, with the fiber at A € D_, we have an anti-holomorphic vector
bundle FT. Let F be the conjugate linear dual of FT. Then F is a holomorphic vector bundle with
the induced Hermitian structure.

There is a natural reproducing kernel K (A, u) on F: For A € Dy UD_, let ¢y : F/\Jf — H be the

canonical inclusion. Then we have the conjugate L; : H — F) defined by

(ha,w) = (2,008 = (2,0)1

for each w € F;: The kernel K (A, i) is defined to be K(\, p) = L;LH. The positivity of K (A, i)
is clear, while that it is sesqui-analytic and locally uniformly bounded will follow easily when a
holomorphic trivialization of E is chosen. Let $ be the reproducing kernel Hilbert space generated
by K (A, u), consisting of certain holomorphic sections of F.

Elements in $) can be constructed more explicitly. For any x € H, we can construct a holomorphic

section Z of F' as follows. If A € Dy UD_, then Z(\) is defined by

(@A), w)) = (z,w)H

for all w € F;: Obviously Z(\) = L;I. The map z — & is injective since 7" is c.n.u.. The Hilbert
space structure on H can be transported onto the image H and actually H = $. This can be
justified by the uniqueness of the reproducing kernel.

This $ will be our model space for T. The advantage of our construction is that it is complex

geometric in nature and doesn’t depend heavily on the Euclidean properties of the unit disc D. By
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contrast, in both the Sz.Nagy-Foias and the de Branges-Rovnyak models, the viewpoint of harmonic
analysis is basic and thus preliminary knowledge of vector-valued Hardy spaces is necessary to

construct the model space. We don’t need it.

Lemma 4.9. For xz € K, ﬂ()\) = A&(\) for each A € Dy and ﬂ(A) = Z(N)/A for each A € D_.

In particular, £(0_) = 0 in the latter case.

Proof. If w e F;: where A\ € D, then by definition (Aw,w) € Ny where A € D_ and
(z, ) — (Tx,w)g = 0.
Thus
(Ta(N).w)) = (4(T2).0)) = (T ) = M) = (M) = (MG (N),w)),
and hence ﬂ()\) =Ai(N). Ifw e F; for A € D_, then by definition (w, \w) € N5 where A € Dy and
(z,w)ir — (T, Aw)g = 0.

We can deduce that Z:(\) = )\T;c()\) and in particular, Z(0_) = 0. O

For a subspace S C H, we use S to denote its ”Fourier transform” in HDLH, ie.,

S={(#9) € HoLH(x,y) € S}.

Proposition 4.10. (f,g) € Ar CHDLH if and only if

for each A € Dy and

for each A € D_.

Proof. The necessity part is just Lemma To prove the sufficiency part, let (Z,9) € H DL H
satisfy the listed formulae. Then for 0_ € D_, £(0_) = 0. Note that in this case ng =K+ and for
any w € K+

0= ((2(0_),w)) = ((1_z.w)) = (&,w).

Thus z € (K+)t = K. Then Lemma [0 implies for A € D

Tz(\) = A& (\) = §()
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and for A € D_
ATz(N) = £(N) = Aj(N).

These show that ﬁ?y = 0 and consequently y = Tx.
Corollary 4.11. Let N := span{Uxep,up_Nx}. Then N is dense in A%S.

Proof. Since (N*+)*+s = N, we only have to prove that N'*s = Ar. Clearly, Ap C N+

(r,y) € Nts. Then for A € D; and each w € F;:, (Aw,w) € Ny where A € D_, and

(Ia /\w)H - (va)H =0,

which is equivalent to

((AZ(A) = g(A),w)) = 0.

23

s, Now let

Thus for each A € Dy, AZ(\) — g(A) = 0. Similarly, for each A € D_, Z(A) — Ag(A) = 0. The previous

proposition leads to the claim.

If a boundary quadruple (Hs,T'y) for A7 is chosen and B(\) : Dy — B(Hy, H_)

responding contractive Weyl function, we can obtain a localized form of K (A, u) and

O

is the cor-

a concrete

model for A%‘S in terms of holomorphic vector-valued functions. Note that the associated v-fields

v+ provide a trivialization for F, i.e., E|p, can be identified with D} x H via ¢4 := pry o4 and

Elp_ withD_ x H_ via p_ :=prooy_.

Proposition 4.12. If \,u € D, then for x,y € H,

(o W e () = 75 (1= By B,
If\ €D, then for x,y € H_
(- N (W) = 1= ((Td = BB o)
IFAeDy, ueD_,z€ Hy andy € H_, then
(o W () = 3 (BO) = B@)a, )

Proof. We only prove the first statement for the others follow similarly. Note that

Y+ (N = (o4 (N)z, A4 (N)z) € Na.
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Then the abstract Green formula Eq. (Z1)) applied to 4 (A)x, 4 (u)y results in
(1 =2+ Nz, o (Wy)r = (Torr (N, Dy (Wy) e, — T (N2, Ty (1)) i

(‘Tv y)H+ - (B()\),T, B(M)y)H, .

The claim then follows. O

Remark. In particular, these formulae give the Hermitian structure on E in terms of the contrac-

tive Weyl function B(\), e.g., at A € D,

(N4 () = 757 (Td = BOY BO)). ),

¢~ also induce a trivialization of F: We can define @' (\) : Fy — Hx where A € D=+ in its usual
way, e.g.,
(gpi()\)w,gc)H+ = ((w,p+(N)z)), VYAED_, we F\, z € Hy.
Then ¢4 (\) := (90;()\))_1 for A € D4 identify the bundle F with (D x H_)U(D_ x H;). With ¢,
$ will be interpreted as a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of vector-valued holomorphic functions
f on Dy UD_. More precisely, for s € §, the corresponding function fs()\) := (¢4 (X)) "ts(A\) € Hx

for A € Dy. Let (A, 1) be the localized form of K (A, u) w.r.t. ¢4 and ¢, e.g.,
KO\ k) = (64 ()" 0 K(\ 1) o o () € B(H)
for A\, p € Dy and

K\ 1) = @-(\) " o K(\, ) oo (i) € B(H-, Hy)

for A\eD_,ueDy.

Theorem 4.13. With the above notation, for A\, u € Dy,

K ) = 1= BB

1—M\a ’
For \,peD_,
14— BO) B(@)
K\ p) = - ;
(A, ) Y
For Ae Dy and peD_,
B(A) = B(#)
KA, p) = —;
(A, ) "
For e D_ and p €Dy,
B(\)* — B(p)*
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Proof. We only check the first and the third formulae, and the others follow similarly. Let x,y € H_

and A\, € Dy. Then

(IC()‘v /L)LL', y)H,

(W) e (@), ) = (@F (Nl euo—(B)z, )i

The last equality is due to Prop. and the claimed formula then follows. Similarly, let z € H,

ye H_ ,AeDy and p € D_. Then

(IC()U u):l?, y)H,

((+ ) e (W) = (L Nl wor (B)w, y)m

= (e (@), o-Ny) = (e (@), o-Ny)n.

The claimed formula again follows from Prop.

The following theorem is of basic importance.

Theorem 4.14. Let a = (x,y) € AJT‘S C H. Then for A € Dy,

and for A e D_,

AMfa(A) = f3(A) = B(A)T4a —T'_a,

f2(\) = Afs(\) =Tra— B(A)T_a.

Proof. For A €¢ Dy and w € F}:, we have w

abstract Green’s formula Eq. (21))

(Ia/\w)H - (y,W)H =

On the other side,

(‘Ta j‘w)H - (va)H )‘((L;wi)) -

= (\w,w) € Ny C A7* where A € D_ and due to the

Tya,Pyw)p, — (Ta,T-@)m_
(Psa, BO)T_@)sr, — (T—a,T_@)gr_

(BA)Tia—T_a,T'_@)y_.
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Combining the above computations leads to the first formula. The other formula can be proved in

a similar manner and we omit the details. O

p—

This theorem actually characterizes A%s completely.

Proposition 4.15. (f,g) € H @ 9 lies in A%S if and only if there exist x4 € Hy such that for
AeDy,

Af(A) =9(N) = BNy —z,
and for A e D_,

FO) = Ag\) = 21 — B .
Proof. The necessity part is just Thm. LT4l To prove the sufficiency part, let S be the subspace of
elements in $ @ $H satisfying the property in the statement of the proposition. Since the evaluation
map ev, is continuous, it’s easy to see S is closed in @ $. Then due to Coro. LTIl we only have

to prove that N is dense in S. The necessity part already implies N C S. Now let (f,g) € S be

orthogonal to N. Then for peDy and w e FJ, by definition
0=(f,Afa)s + (9, fo)s = (1f + g, fo)s-
Note that () = K(-, u)w. Then the reproducing property implies from the above equation that

wf (1) + g(p) = 0.

In particular, g(04+) = 0. Similarly we can find f(0_) = 0. On the other side, since (f, g) € S, hence

there exist x4 € H4 such that
B(O+)ZZ?+ —r_ = O, Ty — B(O+)*$, = O

Due to the fact that ||B(04)]| < 1, we ought to have xx = 0. Then by Prop. 10 (f,g) € A C N.
0

Thus f = g = 0 and the proposition is proved.

Now we are prepared to construct a functional model for T'.

Corollary 4.16. If, in terms of the boundary quadruple (Hy,T'1), T as an extension of its unitary

map part is characterized by C € B(Hy., H_), i.e., the graph of T is

{a € A7

I'_a=CTya},
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then for A € D,
Af2(A) = f7(A) = (B(A) = C)l'1a,
and for A e D_,
fs(\) = M7 (\) = (Id = BA)*C)T4a

where a = (x,Tx) € Ag*.
Proof. This can be obtained by simply setting I'_a = CT' @ in Thm. T4 O

If we set Tf; = [, then T is obviously a model for 7" in $. If furthermore Id — B(04)*C is

(possibly unboundedly) invertible, then
Iia=(Id—B(04)"C) " f(0-)
and consequently for any f € ),
(THN) = Af(N) = (B(\) = C)(Id = B(04)"C)" f(0-), VAeDy,
(T = [f ) — (Id - BOYC)(Id— B0+)"C) 1 f(0)]/A, YA€D_.
Example 4.17. If (K+, K-, T'1) is the canonical boundary quadruple, then the corresponding con-

tractive Weyl function satisfies B(04) = 0 and T is parameterized by I'_a = tI';a for a € A%S.

Thus the model operator ¥ is given in the following way:

(THA) =Af(A) = (BA) =1)f(0-), VAeDy,

(TN =[fA) = Td = BA) ) f(0-)]/A, VAeD_.

Corollary 4.18. If, in terms of the boundary quadruple (Hy,T'1), T as an extension of its unitary
map part is characterized by 0 € B(Hy, H_), then for any f € 9,

(TN = Af(A) = B f(0-), VA eDy
and

(TNHA) = (FN) = F(0))/A VAeD...

Proof. Setting C = 0 in the above argument leads to the formulae. O
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Example 4.19. If ||| < 1 and the boundary quadruple (K+, K, T, ) in Example L7 is used, then
T is parameterized by T"_a = 0 in A7* and B()) is hence —O7(\). In this specific setting, the result
in Coro. LI8is essentially the de Branges-Rovnyak model. It should be pointed out that in the de
Branges-Rovnyak model, the model space ) is a space of two-component holomorphic functions on
a single disc D. See for a detailed and up-to-date account of the de Branges-Rovnyak model,

where the model space is denoted by D(5).
5. FROM MARKED NEVANLINNA DISCS TO CONTRACTIONS

It is well-known that associated to a pure-contraction valued Schur function ©(\) on the unit disc
there is a c.n.u. contraction 7" such that ©()) is precisely the Sz.-Nagy-Foias characteristic function
of T. In our formalism, the characteristic function is replaced by the Weyl curve. Since the Weyl
curve of a c.n.u. contraction 7" only contains information concerning the unitary map part of T', we
can not expect that the Weyl curve determines the contraction T" totally.

Let H be a strong symplectic Hilbert space with signature (n4,n_) and Wy (H) the complex
manifolds defined in §

Definition 5.1. A Nevanlinna disc N(X\) in W (H) is a holomorphic map from the unit disc D to
Wi (H). If additionally L is a mazimal positive-definite subspace of H, we call the pair (N(A\),L) a

marked Nevanlinna disc.

Note that if L is maximally completely positive-definite, then L is just an additional point in
Wi (H) beside N(\). Motivated by the construction in § and the investigation in § [ in this
section we show how a contraction can be constructed from a marked Nevanlinna disc.

Given a Nevanlinna disc N (A), we can extend it to a map A (A) from D UD_ to Wi (H)UW_(H)
by simply setting A'(A\) = N()\) for A € D, and N(\) = N(\)*s € W_(H) for A € D_. We pull
back the tautological holomorphic vector bundle over W, (H) U W_(H) to obtain a holomorphic
Hermitian vector bundle E over D, UD_. Exchanging the fiber Ey at A € D4 with the fiber F5 for
X € D_ produces an anti-holomorphic vector bundle Ff. Let F be the conjugate linear dual of FT,
which is holomorphic and equipped with the induced Hermitian structure.

Let us construct a reproducing kernel on F. Note that at each A € D, U D_ there is the

decomposition H = F}: &) F;, where if ) lies in one copy of the disc, then A lies in the other. Denote
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the projection along F;\Jf onto F/\Jf by Px. For A\,u € Dy UD_, we can construct a map Q(\, )
from FJ to Fiyy: Ifw € FJ, then Pyw € F; and (Phw,-)x (the Hermitian structure on the fiber
is used) is a conjugate-linear functional on F; . Consequently, (Pw,-)x € F\ and we simply set

Q(\, p)w = (Pyw, -)x. The kernel K (A, 1) now can be defined as follows:

e If A\, i are in the same copy of the disc, we set K (A, p) = Ql(_A)’f;L);
e If \ p are in different copies of the disc, we set K (A, u) = _Q)\(%;)

In the latter case, if A = i, Q(f, 1) is certainly zero. It turns out that Q(\, u) as an analytic
function in A has a zero at fi, and we can simply set K (i, 1) to be the limit of the above formula as
A approaches [i.

To see K (A, p) is a sesqui-analytic, locally uniformly bounded and positive kernel, we can choose a
polarization of H to obtain a localized form of K (\, ) and check these properties routinely. Without
loss of generality, we can choose the polarization Hy := N(0) = N(04) and identify H with the
standard strong symplectic Hilbert space H. @, H_ in Example 22 where H_ = H i In this way,

the Nevanlinna disc has the following representation:
NA) ={(z,B(\)z) e Hy @, H_|v € H,},
where B(\) is a B(H4, H_)-valued Schur function such that ||B(A\)|| < 1. As a consequence,

N\ ={(B\z,2) e H, &, H |x € H_}.
We set v (N)x = (, B(\)z) € E\ for A € Dy, € Hy and v_(\)x = (B(\)*z,z) € E) for
A€ D_, x € H_. These provide a trivialization for £ and FT. In particular, we find that on E) for

A € D4 the Hermitian structure is given by

(’7—1—()‘)1:7'74-()‘)3/))\ = ((Id - B()\)*B()\)),T,y)+, z,y € Hy.

Similarly, on E) for A € D_,

(y-(Nz, - Ny = (Id = BA)B(A)")z,y)-, x,ye H_.
Additionally, we define ¢ (\) : Fy — Hy for A € Dy via
(PE(Nw,2)5 = (w,75(V)2)), Vwe Ry, v € He.

Set ¥y (N) := (cpT:F()\))’l. They can be used to trivialize F. Let K(A, u) be the localized form of

K\ pu) wrt. vy and .
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Proposition 5.2. In terms of the above v+ and ¢+, IC(A\, ) takes the same form as in Thm. LT3l

Proof. We only consider the cases (i) A, € Dy and (i) A € D_, u € D4.. Other cases can be checked
similarly.

(i) Let x € H_. Then v_(fn)z = (B(p)*x,x). According to the decomposition H = F; ® FXT, we
have

(B(w)*z,z) = (BA) y—y-) + (y+, B(N)y+)

for some y+ € Hy, i.e.,
B(p)'z =B\)'y- +y+, v=y-+BNy+.

We can get
y_ = (Id— BOB()") "\ (Id = BO\B(n)")a. (5.1)

Note that by definition Pyxvy_(f)x = v—(A\)y—. Therefore for any w € H_,

(PAv=(B)z, y-(Nw)x = (7= (A)y—,7-(Nw)x = ((Id = BB\ )y, w)-,

where (-, ) is the inner product on F/\Jf Due to Eq. (&1]), we have

((QA 17— (), 7— (Ww)) = (Pay— (), y—(Nw)x = ((Id = BO)B(p)* ), w) .

This certainly means
Id = B(A)B(p)*
B - e
(ii) Let # € H_ and v_(ji)x = (B(u)*z, ). Like in (i), now we have

KA, 1)

(B(w) z,2) = (y+, BAN)y+) + (B(N)"y—,y-)

for some y+ € Hi. We can obtain

y+ = (Id = B\)"B(N) ™ (B(p)" — B(\)")z.

By definition, now Pyy_(f)z = v+ (N)yy. For w € Hy,

(Pay- (e, 7+ (w)x = (11 Ny, v+ (Nw)x = (B(w)* = B )z, w)s,

implying in this case
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Let $ be the reproducing kernel Hilbert space generated by K (A, u) and H := $ @, $ equipped
with the standard strong symplectic structure in Example where Hy = H_ = §). Define

A= {(f,9) € Hg\) = A\f(A), YA€ D, and f()) = Ag(A), YA€ D_}.

Two Nevanlinna discs in W, (H;) and W, (Hz) respectively are called congruent if there is a sym-

plectic isomorphism between H; and Hs, turning one Nevanlinna disc into the other.
Proposition 5.3. 2 is isotropic in H, whose Weyl curve is congruent to N(\).

Proof. As the proof is similar to that of Thm. 5.20 in [Wan24], we only outline the proof. We use H
to denote the same Hilbert space H but with the opposite strong symplectic structure —[-,-]. As in
Example [Z4] we obtain the direct sum H &, H. In the following, we shall still use the identification
H = H, &, H_ and consider § as a space of holomorphic functions on D, UD_. In H&, H, we

can define a subspace
Li={(f,g;v+,2) € HoL Hlfor A € Dy, g(A) = AF(\) — (B\)ay — ),

for A€ D_, f(A) = Ag(\) + (z4 — B(A)*z_)}.

One can adapt the proof of Prop. 5.21 in to show that L is Lagrangian in @, H. 2 can
be embedded in I by mapping (f,g) € 2 to (f,g;0,0) € L. This is enough to show 2 is isotropic.

A-L= can also be characterized in terms of L:
Ats = {(f,9) e H|Fzy € Hy, s.t. (f,g;24,2-) € L}.

This can be proved in the same way Prop. 5.24 in [Wan24] was proved. For a = (f,g) € 2+, the
above x4 € Hi actually are uniquely determined. Set '+a = xy. Then (Hy,T'1) is a boundary

quadruple for A+ and the corresponding contractive Weyl function is precisely B(\). O

We know very well now how to associate a contraction ¥ to a marked Nevanlinna disc (IV(A), L).
One can use N()) to define a reproducing kernel Hilbert space $ in the above manner and obtain
2A+s. To obtain T amounts to cutting out a suitable subspace of A+, If as before the polarization

N(0) in H is chosen and hence L is parameterized by C € B(H,, H_), then the graph of ¥ is

{a € Ats

I'_a=CTya}.
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In particular, given a c.n.u. contraction 7', we have a corresponding marked Nevanlinna disc
(N(N), L) in W, (Br) where N(X) is the Weyl curve of T' and L is the maximal positive-definite
subspace in By determined by the non-unitary map part of 7. Then the above construction gives
an alternative way to produce the functional model for T in § @]

Two marked Nevanlinna discs (N1(A), L1) in Wi (H;) and (N2(A), L2) in W, (Hs) are called
congruent if there is a symplectic isomorphism ® between H; and Hy such that ® turns Np(\) into

N3(A\) and Ly into Ly. The following proposition can be obtained without much effort.

Proposition 5.4. Two c.n.u. contractions are unitarily equivalent if and only if their corresponding

marked Nevanlinna discs are congruent.

Proof. The necessity part is clear. For two c.n.u. contractions 77 and 7%, if their corresponding
marked Weyl curve are congruent, we can fix a standard strong symplectic Hilbert space H =
H, &, H_ as in Example and choose suitable symplectic isomorphisms ®; : By, — H and
®y : By, — H to map the two marked Nevanlinna discs to the same marked Nevanlinna disc
(N(N),L) in W,.(H). Then by the above argument the model operator T associated to (N(A), L)
is unitarily equivalent to both 77 and T5. As a consequence, 77 and Ts are unitarily equivalent as

well. O

Recall that closely related to the characteristic function O () is the invariant subspace problem.
Actually, according to Douglas in [Dou74], " Much of the original interest in the theory of canonical
models stemmed from the belief that it might play the decisive role in solving this problem.” It is
known that certain factorizations of ©7 () correspond to invariant subspaces of T'. It is interesting
to know how to interpret this in terms of the marked Nevanlinna disc-the geometric counterpart of

Or(N). We shall turn to this topic elsewhere in the futhure.

REFERENCES

[BB14] Joseph A Ball and Vladimir Bolotnikov. de branges-rovnyak spaces: basics and theory. arXiv preprint
arXiw:1405.2980, 2014.

[BH9S8] W. Bertram and J. Hilgert. Reproducing kernels on vector bundles. Lie Theory and Its Applications in
Physics 111, pages 43-58, 1998.

[BHDS20] J. Behrndt, S. Hassi, and H. De Snoo. Boundary Value Problems, Weyl functions, and Differential Oper-
ators. Springer Nature, 2020.

[DBR15] Louis De Branges and James Rovnyak. Square summable power series. Courier Corporation, 2015.

[Dou74] RG Douglas. Canonical models. Topics in operator theory, pages 161-218, 1974.

[GH14] P. Griffiths and J. Harris. Principles of Algebraic Geometry. John Wiley & Sons, 2014.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2980

A NEW FUNCTIONAL MODEL FOR CONTRACTIONS 33

[KM11] A. Koranyi and G. Misra. A classification of homogeneous operators in the cowen—douglas class. Advances
in Mathematics, 226(6):5338-5360, 2011.

[NFBK10] Béla Sz Nagy, Ciprian Foias, Hari Bercovici, and Lészlé Kérchy. Harmonic analysis of operators on Hilbert
space. Springer Science & Business Media, 2010.

[Wan24]  Yicao Wang. Complex analysis of symmetric operators, i. arXiw preprint [arXiv:2408.10968, 2024.

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, HOHAI UNIVERSITY, NANJING 210098, CHINA


http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.10968

	1. Introduction
	2. Strong symplectic Hilbert spaces and related Hermitian symmetric spaces
	3. Symmetric operators revisited
	3.1. Symmetric operator and its Weyl curve
	3.2. A canonical functional model for symmetric operators

	4. A functional model for contractions
	4.1. Some preliminaries
	4.2. Characteristic vector bundles and the functional model

	5. From marked Nevanlinna discs to contractions
	References

