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ON THE SIMILARITY OF BOUNDARY TRIPLES FOR DUAL
PAIRS

RYTIS JURSENAS

ABSTRACT. The Weyl family of a dual pair A C B¢ of operators in a Krein
space determines a minimal boundary triple uniquely up to similarity; if A =
B, a necessary and sufficient condition in order that the similarity should be
unitary is given.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A, B be closed linear relations in a complex separable Krein space #€. The
pair (4, B) is a dual pair (dp) if A C B¢ (the adjoint, [4] Definition 2.6.7)); in [5l29] a
dp is an adjoint pair of closed densely defined operators in a Hilbert space. Adapted
from [I8] to the Krein space setting is a boundary triple (bt) II = (4%, T'",T4);
as I'* (I'?) is uniquely determined by T'? (T'*), II = (4,T7), 4 = Yy ® Y1. A bt
for a dp exists alwaydl. To avoid repetition we refer instead to [5I[18] and a list of
sources therein for motive and applications.

The problem we address here is whether the Weyl family A — Mps(X) = TP(A])
on a suitable subset of the complex plane determines IT uniquely. If A = B has
equal defect numbers and II is an ordinary boundary triple (obt), IIp = (%,T),
the Hilbert space solution is found essentially in [ITLI223]: The Weyl family A —
Mrp(X) =T(AI) on C,. = C\R determines a minimal obt IIr uniquely up to unitary
equivalence. Related statements in a Pontryagin space exist too, [14}19,20].

For dp’s it is known that Mprs determines IT up to so-called weak similarityﬁ. We
prove that the weak similarity can be replaced by the similarity in its usual sense.
Although now the spectral properties are preserved, it is nonetheless of general
interest to explore whether the similarity can be chosen unitary, just like for obt’s.
If A = B this is indeed so iff the boundary operators I'? and I'* in bt’s I = (4, T'")
and I = (4,T'%") for dp’s (A4, A) and (A’, A’) in Krein spaces # and ' satisfy
the condition: (I'?)7!T'®’ is a unitary relation #}. — #r; in Krein spaces #r, #}.
an indefinite metric is as defined in [, Section 2.1]. An equivalent characterization
is that (I'®)~'T'% = (I'*)~!T'""; see Sections 21 for details.
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IWe do not have an access to an original proof (for linear relations in a Hilbert space) in M.M.
Malamud and V.I. Mogilevskii, Krein type formula for canonical resolvents of dual pairs of linear
relations. Methods Funct. Anal. Topology (4) 8 (2002) 72-100. We give a simple proof though.

2An original proof in M.M. Malamud, V.I. Mogilevskii, On Weyl functions and Q-functions of
dual pairs of linear relations, Dop. Akad. Nauk Ukr. (1999), no.4, 32-37, is again inaccessible to
us; but see [I7] for the definition of weak similarity, which is due to [2]. The sources, however, are
not critical for our presentation.
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As an exercise, the results on unitarity in [ILI8] fall within the general criterion.
As an application, in Section [l we answer the question raised in [I8, Remark 3.16]
and we show in Section Bl that the Weyl function of a simple w-symmetric operator
A (J3]) of class (L) ([22]) determines a D-boundary triple up to unitary equivalence;
a D-bt for A* in a Ilp-space was originally defined in [25], see also [26]27].

The main idea in our approach is to associate with a dp (A, B) a block diagonal
linear relation T = ( ‘6‘ g), which is closed symmetric in a suitable Krein space.
Although an off-diagonal analogue is also used e.g. in [29], here we go on further in

determining the correspondence between a bt II for (A, B) and an obt I for T°.

2. MINIMAL ORDINARY BOUNDARY TRIPLE

Standard sources for the Hilbert space (linear) relations and the Krein (.J-)spaces
are [U[7[15]. Assuming that the reader is familiar with the theory of boundary value
spaces, well established definitions are not detailed.

Notation is as in [4]. Particularly, if T is a relation in a Krein space (#,[ -, - ]),
the points of regular type (A € 7(T")) as well as other spectral points are defined as
in [ Section 2.6]. We use ro(T") for the set of A € C such that R _¢; is a subspace
(closed lineal) in # for both & = X and & = A\. The kernel Kery T = Ker(T — \I).

Let T be a closed symmetric relation in € with equal nonzero defect numbers.
Let IIr = (9, T') be an obt for T¢; i.e. I is a unitary surjective operator #r — %r,
9Pr = T°. As usual Tg = mol' (m0: Yr — 4, (1) = 1), To = KerT'y, and the Weyl
family A — Mp(\) = T'(AI) on C, where the domain restriction T' | A\l = T'| \IN%r,
with similar interpretation throughout. Let

(T, To) = r(To) Nro(T) Nop(T¢) N o (T).

Remark 2.1. Let A € 7(To) Nro(T). A real X € 0,(T¢). For a non-real \ € 0,(7°)
(resp. A € 0,(T) or equivalently A € 0,(T°)) it suffices that Kery JT° ¢ o~ (resp.
Kers JT¢ ¢ «d~) [, Section 1.8], e.g. that Kery JT° (resp. Kery JT) be positive
in #€, as is the case if T' € (L) and |Im A| is sufficiently large. In the Hilbert space
context r(T,Tp) is just p(Tp).

Definition 2.2. {9, M} is a holomorphic element if % is an open subset in the
complex plane and M is a closed relation holomorphic on .

A holomorphic closed relation is as defined in [9]. Mp(\) = Mp(A)* for A € ro(T)
(A € r(To)Nro(T)) is a closed relation in 9§ (a closed operator from 2B (I'g(AI),9)).

Definition 2.3. An obt Il = {%, IIr } for T is minimal if {%, M} and {2, Mr}
(U* = {N| X € U}) are holomorphic elements for some open subset U C (T, Tp),
and CLin{Ker)yT°| X € U} = FC.

Remark 2.4. Essentially we drop the assumption that p(To) (€ r(Tp) Nro(T)) is
nonempty; note that I + (A — X)(To — AM)~! (A € p(Tp)) maps Kery T bijectively
onto Kery 7.

Remark 2.5. In a II,,-space: M is realized minimally [I419] if CLin{KeryT°|\ €
p(To)} = II,;; a boundary operator I' is minimal [6] if CLin{KeryT¢|X € r(T)} =
I1,;; IIp is minimal for a simple m-symmetric 7" € (L) for some 9% (Proposition b.6).

Remark 2.6. T with minimal ITr is an operator without eigenvalues: If x,, € Ker,, T,
e op(T), xzx € KeryT° X € r(T,Tp), then (A — p)[z,, 22l =0by T C T°, and
then A # p implies x,, = 0 by the minimality of Ilr.



3. UNITARY EQUIVALENCE OF MINIMAL ORDINARY BOUNDARY TRIPLES

As in [20121], a relation T € (P) in H€ if the lineal D7 + R is dense in F€.

T € (P) iff Kery T°NKer, T¢ = {0} for some and then all A\, u € 0,(T°), X # p.

On this account a closed symmetric operator T' in #€ with minimal Il is neces-
sarily of class (P).

In what follows T is a closed symmetric relation in #€ with equal nonzero defect
numbers, IIr = (4,T) is an obt for T¢ with Weyl family Mr, and 7" is (possibly)
another closed symmetric relation in (possibly) another Krein space #’, and I =
(%4,T") is an obt for T'¢ with Weyl family Mr/. (All objects associated with T" are
indicated by the primes and are supposed to be defined similarly to those associated
with T, with the same interpretation elsewhere.)

Definition 3.1. The holomorphic elements {, M} and {U’, M’} are continua-
tions of each other, {U, M} + {U', M'}, if M = M’ (& const.) on each connected
component in U NU’'.

Theorem 3.2. Let {U,IIr}, {U',TIr:} be minimal obt’s for T, T’ respectively.
If {U, My} < {U', My} then I is unitarily equivalent to Tp.

It is standard that ITps is (U-)unitarily equivalent to Ip if there is U € Sty (€, #")
such that I = TU 1, U = (Y 9): #r — ;.

Here Sty (#6, 7€) (or Stq(F€) if #€ = H€') is the set of standard unitary operators
as defined in [I0] Definition 2.5].

To prove the theorem we use three lemmas; obt’s need not be minimal.

Lemma 3.3. [20, Theorem 5.8] The subspaces T (C Hr) and T' (C L) are
isomorphic iff T =TV =1 for some V € Sty (¥, #6}.).

Lemma 3.4. [20, Theorem 6.7] Let T" be U-unitarily equivalent to T. If My = Mp
on a nonempty subset A C r(T) Nro(T), then there is W € Sty (#€r) such that

a) Hyp is U-unitarily equivalent to an obt (4,TW 1Y) for T¢;

b) WAINT®) =XINTe, A€ A.

The third lemma is more than enough for our primary purpose. Yet we include it
as a generalization of similar results in [8[I7/24], in hope of its independent interest.

First, some definitions. Let 9o, 91 be Hilbert spaces, 4 = Yo@%1, 9’ = 4,10%,.
Associated with (arbitrary) relations T'?: #r — ¢, T'*: #p — 4’ are

T4 ={(9,h) € #r x 4" | (V(&,0) €T?) [&, §lr = (I, Yh)y},
4 ={(&,0) € o x G| (V(§,h) € T*) [&, g0 = (I, Yh)y}

where Y = (1101 _610) : 9" — 4G and Iy (1) is the identity in 9o (%1).

The adjoint of T'? (T'*) is given by

(07)°=(YTZ) ™" (0= ~'Ty)™)

so that I‘i, 1"2E are closed relations. Clearly I'* C I‘g& iff T'® C 1"2&, and one says
I'5, T' satisfy the Green identity. If I'?, T'* are subspaces, ['* = PL it e = I'y.

Definition 3.5. If " C %, Yrs = B¢, Pra = A°, then ((4,T%),(94’,T*)) is an
isometric boundary pair (ibp) for a dp (4, B); and if also I'* = %, I'? =T, then
(4,17)=((4,I'"),(94’,T*)) is a unitary boundary pair (ubp) for (4, B).
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Because (A, B) isadp iff such is (B, A), ((4,T?), (94’,T*)) is an ibp for (A, B) iff
suchis ((4',T*), (%4,T'?)). The associated Weyl families are M5 (A) = I'?(AI) and
Mpa(X) =T4(N), y-fields are yps(X) = P(TF | M)~ and ypa(A) = P(T§ | M),
all defined for A € C. P: #p — H, (z) =z, I'Y = {(2,l0) | (3) (&, (i‘l))) eI'?},
and I'g = {(9,h1) | 3ho)(9, (1)) € T*}.

In agreement with a common definition (see e.g. [I7, Definition 2.5]) a bt for a
dp (A, B) is an ibp ((4,T'?), (%', T*)) such that I'?, T'* are surjective operators. In
order to see that a bt is a ubp (%, '?) with surjective I'?, T'*, by [28] Proposition 2.1]
one only needs to verify B C KerI'*, A C KerI'?; but the latter follows from the
Green identity and surjectivity of I'?, I'*.

A bt for a dp (A, B) is denoted by IT = (4, T'?).

Remark 3.6. Similarly one defines an isometric boundary triple, resp. a unitary
boundary triple (ubt), for a dp, if ' and I'* are assumed to be operators. In this
way a bt for a dp is a ubt such that I'?, I'* have closed ranges.

Lemma 3.7. Let ((4,T7),(%9',T'*)) be an ibp for a dp (A, B) in # and let

o= QA s

[y = PT*) 71 ({0} x 40)] ™
and P: G — 4y, (°) = 1y and X € C. Then:

a) s (A) =05 (Ao) = Po%(A)(A = Ao)yrs(Xo) (Ao € C).
b) Mps(X) — Mrs(Xo) = I'h0” (A)(A = Ao)yre (M) (Ao € C).

c) THp"(N) C ypa(N)°, with the equality iff
R a0-x1 =Dy, (xye ond Ind Mrs(A) = Ind Mpa (A)*.
d) Let Ag = (I'?)~1(0); 0 is a lineal in 4. Then
(A — AT) ™ = (Ag = AT C pm () (6 — Mpa (V) TH6° ()
with the equality if Kery Ag = Ker) KerI'?.

Proof. For short &) = (/\?A) = (zx, A\x)) if ) € Ny = Ker)yDrz, A € C.

a) If (lo,z) € vpe(A) —re(Ao) then & = x) — x, for some x) € Ny, xa, € Ny,
such that (Zx,lo) € T'§, (Zxr,,l0) € T'§; hence (I, &) € ¢”(A)(A — Ao)yre(Ao) for
T = (x,y) € Ao, y = Az + (A — o)z, -

Conversely, (lg,z) € Pd®(A)(A — Xo)yre (o) implies (Fy) 3z, € Na,) (z,y) €
Ag, (lo,x,) € 1B (Xo), (A=Xo)zr, = y—Ax. Because (z+x),, \e+Ax),) = (2, y)+
Zrg € Dre, one has x + x5, = xx € N, so it remains to verify (Ip,z)) € yre(N):
Because (3l € Yo) (I, xx) € yre(A), it follows that I — lp € T'§(Ap) = IndT'§, so
(.f)\,lo) S Fg i.e. (lo,I)\) € YrB (A)

b) Mrs(X) — Mrs(XAo) consists of those (lo, 11 — h1) € 4 such that (Jzy € N))
(Fxn, € Nay) (22, (i‘l))) € T2, (T, (}llol)) eT? 50 & = (x,y) = () — Trg, ATN —
Aoy, ) € Ao and (2,11 —hy) € I'{}y. Since y— Az = (A= Ag)xn,, (lo,Zxy) € YrE (o),
SO (lo, Yy — )\JJ) S ()\ — )\0)’7{\3 ()\0) i.€. (lo, l1 — hl) S Ffo(bB ()\)()\ — )\0)’7FB ()\0)

Conversely, T'Tyd” (A)(A — Ao)yre(Xo) consists of those (lg,1]) € 9 such that
(32 = (z,y) € Ao) (lo, &) € ¢ (N)(A — Xo)yre(No) and (Z,17) € T'{,y; hence (Fzy, €
Nao) (loy Zxg) € yre(No), (A= A0)Za, =y — Az. Asin a) this shows x+z), =z €
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Ny and (lo,x2) € yps(N). Since (31,71 € G1) (2, () € T2, (xo, (;2)) € TZ, 50
(lo,ll) € Mrs (/\)7 (lo,hl) € Mrs (Ao), (j?,ll—hl) S Fjlso, and l/l_(ll_hl) S IndI”fO;
since Ind % (= Ind Ind %) C % () = Ind My (), (lo, 1) € Mps(A) = Mps (Ao).

c) Let [ -, -] be an indefinite metric in #€ and let ( - , - ), be a Hilbert metric

in 9;. To see I'T " () C Ayra(N)C, d.e. (V(u,lh) € THd”(N) (V(hi,x5) € yra(N))
(25, u] = (h1, L), use I C TG, u=y — Az, & = (2,y) € Ao, (2, (l?)) erI=.

For the inclusion to become the equality apply e.g. [28, Proposition 2.1].

d) (u,y —z) € (Ag — X)7t — (A4g — XI)~! implies (3(lp,11) € 0) (h1 € %)
((uf)@), (,?1)) eI?, ((uf/\y), (i‘;)) e Z: so (u,y — x) = (u,z)) € Rag—xr X Ny,
(@ (,,,)) € T2, (u,hn) € TH6P(N), (lo,22) € yre(N), (lo,l — ha) € Mps())
i.e. (h1,lp) € (0 — Mps(N)™1, so (u,y — ) € yps () (0 — Mps (X)) 71T 67 (N).

Conversely, yp5 (A)(0 — Mps (\)) "1TE ¢P (N) consists of (v — Az, x)) € Ra,—a1 X
N> such that (3(10,11) S 6‘) (th S @1) ((;,), (]?1)) S FB, (lo,ll — hl) S MFB()\),
(lo, ) € yre(A). Thus (3yx € M) (3l € G1) (9a, (,,"%,)) € T2, (da, (jg)) er”,
so xx —yx € Kery Ap and then (£, (lll_“hl)) eT? ¥ ((M[NAg) x{0}). If Kery Ay =
Kery KerI'” then (&, (lllj’hl)) eI and hq +1] — 11 € IndIndT'® = IndT'},. With

y=z+x)and u =y — Az, by ((quy), (hllj)rl,l)) € I'® we get ((uf)\y), (i‘l))) eIs,

ie. (y —Av,zy) = (u,y — ) € (Ag — ANI)™1 — (Ag — M)~ L. O

Corollary 3.8. Let A € C~ 0,(Ag). Then
a) (Ag—A) ! [T ag-ar = (Ao—AD) " +9re (A)(0— Mz (X)) ' TT6" () (of. (13,
Theorem 5.8] ).
b) A ¢ Up(Ag) iﬁ@gmMFB()\) - IHdPOB
¢) If A € p(Ao) then X € p(Ag) iff Donnss(n) € IndTG and Rps C Ro_pnr ()

In the next proposition Ay, Mrs formally are as above, but for arbitrary I'?.

Proposition 3.9. [2I] Lemma 2.1]

a) Ag 2 (TZ)~'(6*); if T'” is a closed relation and 6, 0F Rrs are subspaces in
4, the inclusion becomes the equality; and if moreover 0* —i—gipi s a subspace
in 4', Ag is a subspace in Hr.

b) Mrz(N)* 2 TL(A) (A € C), with the equality if T'® is a closed relation and
YDre — Ml has closed range; if the latter and also @Ff& — A has closed range,
then Mps(\) is a closed relation.

Remark 3.10. By T'?(Ap) = (0N%rs) F IndT®, in an ibp ((4,T?), (4, T*)) for a
dp (A, B) the set of relations A~: KerI'? C A~ C B¢ is 1-1 with the set of relations
0: IndT? C 0 C%Bypr via A~ = Ay, 0 =T (A™).

Proof of Theorem B2 By hypothesis {% U’ M}, {U* UU"™*, M} are holomor-
phic elements, where M (\) = Mr(\) and M;()\) = Mr(X) if A € AU, and M()\) =
MF/()\) and My (5\) = Mp/(j\) ifxea. By LemmaB_._'ﬂb), C) {Gll, A= ’7{‘(5\0)0’)/{‘()\)},
{U"; X = vr(Xo)yr(N)} are holomorphic elements, for some A\g € AU N9U’, which
are continuations of each other via My (A\g) — M (), hence there is a (J, J')-isometric
operator U: £ = Lin{KeryT¢| X € U} — Lin{Ker, 7| A € '}, which extends
to U € St (6, 4).

By Lemma BT a) yr(A) —r(p) = (A—p)(To—A) ~tyr(p) on To(A)NTo(ul), for
A\ p €U, Thus U(Ty—NI)~' = (Tj—AI")"'U on a dense Lin{Ker, T°N%r,_xs | 1 €

OU} in %TD,)\[, and Té = U(To) on @Té = U(@To)
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By Lemma 37 d)
(1) = AI')~ = (T = AI') ™ = U[(Ty = AD)™ = (Ty — AL~ U~

for A € 9. From here follows T} D U(T}), so T = U(Ty), Dr; = U(D,), by taking
the adjoint and using U € Sty (#r, #6). As a result T/ = U(T) on @7 = U(%7).
With Lemmas B3, BAla) I =TV=L, V = UW € Sty (#r, #4), W = (4 5) €
St (Her).
Consider the operator K> x; =37 ;(A+ \;jB)z; on £ = Lin{z; € Kery, T°}.
By Lemma[3.41b) Kery, T¢ = (A+\;B)(Kery, T°); hence 9 = £ = R . Because

MCL‘]‘ + ﬁ(A + )\j/B)C(A + )\jB),TJ

Aj Aj
for A\; # 0, the isometric K extends to K € Stq ().

On the other hand, if z € Ker(K — A — AB), A € r(T,Ty), then (3(z;) € £)
=3 x; — 0asn — oo strongly in #, so 3, (A = \j)z; € Ker B, i.e. # =
Ker B. But then B = 0 implies Ker(K — A) = #€, i.e. A = K, and moreover D = K
and C =0. As aresult W = K and [ is UK -unitarily equivalent to Ilp. O

(A+ Ay B)*(A+ A\ Bla; =

4. SIMILARITY OF MINIMAL BOUNDARY TRIPLES FOR DUAL PAIRS

Let IT = (%4,T'") be a bt for a dp (A4, B) in #€. Let (see [I6] for block relations)

A 0\ (4 © c
r(A,B,Ao):r((O B),(OO BO>), By = Aj.

Definition 4.1. A bt I = {%, 11} for a dp (A, B) in # is minimal if {U#, Mps},
{U#, Mpa} are holomorphic elements for both U# = U and U# = AU*, for an open
subset U C r(A, B, Ap), and if CLin{Kery A°|\ € U} = # = CLin{Ker) B°|\ €

Let (A’, B') be a dp of closed relations in a Krein space #’ and let II' = (%4,T'?")
be a bt for (A’, B") with Weyl family M.5.

Definition 4.2. II' is (U-)similar to II if there is a homeomorphism U: 56 — ¢’
such that T'% =T2U L. If U € Sty (4, #'), IU' is (U-)unitarily equivalent to II.
Theorem 4.3. Let {U, 11} and {U',TI'} be minimal bt’s for dp’s (A, B) in #€ and
(A, B') in H€" respectively. If{U, Mrs} < {U', Mpp }, {U*, Mrs} < {U™, Mg}
then I is similar to II.

If A= B and A’ = B’, the similarity can be chosen unitary iff
) (0%) 10 = (04T

For A= B and A’ = B’, [ is equivalent to ['*"(T'®")~1 = T4(T'")~! by routine
computation; less trivial is that (II) holds iff
(1) (DE)7IDP": 46 — #r is a unitary relation.

(Take the adjoint and T'% = ', [ =T*) Let E=T4(T")"'(= [["(T”)°Y]™"),
a homeomorphism 4 — 94’. From I'* = ET'” follows Mpa(\) = E(Mrs (M), A € C.
Because Mrpa(X) = Mps(A)* for A € ro(A4), by @) {U, Mrs} < {U', My} iff
{U*, Mrs} < {U"™, Mg }. Hence the corollary.
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Corollary 4.4. Let {11} and {U',TI'} be minimal bt’s for dp’s (A, A) in € and
(A", A") in " respectively, such that @) holds. If {U, Mps} < {U', My} then
11" is unitarily equivalent to II.

Remark 4.5. In the corollary, {2U#, Mps} is a holomorphic element iff (via E) such
is {U#, Mpa}. That is, if {%, Mz}, {U*, Mpa} are holomorphic elements (e.g. if
AU C p(Ap), see Lemma B7), then so are {U*, Mys}, {9, Mra}, and conversely.

At some point when proving ([{l) we shall use the notion of a standard operator.

Definition 4.6. [4, Definition 5.2.1] An operator V from a Ji-space #; to a Jo-
space #€5 is a standard operator, V' € St(#01, #2), if V is a closed continuous and
continuously invertible (Jq, J2)-isometric operator.

Remark 4.7. To recall, by [, Theorem 5.2.2] V' € St(#€;, #€5) always has a maximal
extension, V™ say, from St(#€1,#C2), but not necessarily from Sty (#1,#2); for
V™ € Sty (H61, #63) it is necessary and sufficient that v4 (V) = 0= v_(V) and that

there should be V; € St (01, #€3) which maps (.’Z‘[,Lh onto @&}]2 [4, Theorem 5.2.12];

0 if there is in ?D{,l I orin @&,L 2 an infinite-dimensional
uniformly negative/uniformly positive subspace;

dim (@5 N LTF) + dim(V(D2) N £5) — dim(% 2 0 £])
otherwise

Vi (V) =

where (£, %) is a maximal uniformly definite dual pair in #1, Dy = Do[+|D1[+]D2
is the (£, %7 )-decomposition of Py ([ Definition 1.10.3]), and (£5,%5) is a
maximal uniformly definite dual pair in #¢, such that V(2y N L¥) € L3, The
v4 (V) are independent of the choice of the (£;7, %) (i = 1,2).

Proof of Theorem 3. T = (6‘ ]%) is a closed symmetric relation both in the Krein
space (#6r,[ - , - Jr) and in the Krein space (#(p, [ -, - ]p) with canonical symmetry
Ja(x,y) = (Jy, Jx) and indefinite metric [(z1,91), (T2,2)]p = [T1, y2] + [y1, x2],
where J is a canonical symmetry and [ -, - ] an indefinite metric in J€.

Consider

6 G () ONIE) )= (). () =)

as a relation from the Krein space X = (# @ #;,[ -, - |x) with canonical sym-
metry (igf _IOJf) and indefinite metric

(GG (G- G, ~=16)- Gl - (G- G,

It is a simple computational task to verify that in general (i.e. for arbitrary I'Z,
') (')~ is given similar to ', but with I'%, I'Z in place of I'?, T'“, respectively;

_ (Drs O ~ (KerI'® 0
QZF_(O @FA)’ Kerr_( 0 KerI‘A>’

(0 Rpa (0 TIndD*
%F_<@FB o>’ IndF_(IndFB 0 >
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In case of bt’s therefore I': X — 9Yr is unitary surjective and IIr = (4,T) is an

obt for T¢ = (Eéc fc). The Weyl family Mr associated with It reads

Mr(}) = (MFQ(A) MFS“), AecC

and moreover Mpa(A) = Mps(A)* if A € ro(A4) Nro(B).
In parallel one constructs an obt Iy = (4, T7) for T7¢ = (Bolc e ) with Weyl
family Mr.. Because {9, IIr}, {9’ 11} are minimal obt’s for T°, T"¢ respectively,

where open subsets U C (T, Ty), U’ C r(T",T}), and self-adjoint relations Ty =
(‘%0 390) = KerTy, T} = (’%0 E?[,)) = KerIY, and because {U, Mr} < {U', Mr/},
from Theorem [B.2] follows that IIy is U-unitarily equivalent to Ilr.

Write U € Sty (#7, #1) in matrix form (Uij)7 j=1:
Uf1U22+U201U12=I, U11U§2+U12U201 :II,
Uf1U21+U§1U11 =0, U11Uf2+U12Uf1=0,

UfyUsg + UsyUra =0, Uy Usy + UxoUs, = 0.

Then I'" = TU ! yields: (&,1) € T2, (§,h) € T4 iff (U112 + Uro§),1) € T, (Ugy & +
02223, }Al) S FA,. Thus I'? g FB,Ull, ﬁgl(Bc> g B/7 and I'* g FA,0227 [712(146) g Al

From Us; (B¢) C B’ follows U (Kery B¢) C Kery B’ (A € C); i.e. Usy = 0 by
minimality of II, II'. Similarly Ujs = 0, so Uy and Uy = (Uf;) ! are homeomor-
phisms # — #’. Then I‘g& - Fi/ﬁgg implies I'? D I‘B'UH, and then I'? = %'y,
(equivalently T'* = I‘A/Ugg), and this proves that I’ is Uj-similar to II.

Assume A = B, A’ = B’. We show that a homeomorphism Uj; can be chosen
from St (#6, #¢') iff (@) holds. From I'"" = T2U;;' and T = 40U, (with Usy =
(Ug)~h) follows

(I*)7'r =(Un | A°) ' + ({0} x 4),
()70 =(Uz2 | A9) "+ ({0} x A)

which proves necessity of ([I) in order that Uyq = Usg should hold.

Conversely, if (@) then let V = Uy | A°. By the above V = Uy | A¢ € St(Her, #€L).
If we showed that V' admitted an extension from St (#Cr, #6f.), then, because an ar-
bitrary homeomorphism W : 7 — ¢’ obeys W € Sty (#€, #€') iff W € Sty (#6r, #65)
iff W € St (#p, #6L), we could put Ury € Sty (4, #), which would accomplish our
proof of sufficiency.

IfV, = [722|A then V; = Uy | A € St(¥r, #6) maps @5‘] = A onto %5‘]/ = A,
and therefore it remains to verify vy (V) = 0.

Because Dy = A°, Ry = A’°, and A (A’) is a neutral subspace in 0 (7)),
ve(V) = dim(V(%2)NL5). Without loss of generality put (L1, 2L7) = (#7765,
where #6% = {(z,£iJz) |z € #€} are positive/negative subspaces in the canonical
decomposition #r = 71 [+]#6; ; hence %o = {0}. O

Remark 4.8. By correspondence (A, B) +» T established in the proof, every dp has a
bt: dim Ker; JT° = dim Ker_; JuT° since Keru; JuT¢ = +i((JA®)~' N —JB°). By
a simple computation, moreover, all boundary value spaces defined in [13] have their
analogues for a dp; particularly the pair (%, T") is an ibp for T iff ((%4,T7), (4',T*))
is an ibp for a dp (A, B). With T'y = mT' (m1: 9r — 4, (}) = h), I¥ = PT® (P,
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as in Lemma B7), T = P{T* (P{: 4" — %o, (1)) ~ ho), Dr, = Pr (i = 0,1), and

A 0O

TizKerI‘iz(O B,

>7 Aj =KerI', B; =KerT},

@1"0 = @FOB X @F[‘;‘ 5 %Fl - %FlA X @FIB 5
IndTy = IndT% x IndT¢, IndT; =IndT{ x IndT'?

the following equivalences hold:

— (4,T) is an AB-generalized boundary pair (bp) for T°¢ (i.e. ibp with Tp self-
adjoint and Ry, = ¥) iff ((4,T7),(4’,T*)) is an AB-generalized bp for (A, B)
(i-e. ibp with Ay = B, By = A§, %rp = G0, Rra = 41);

— (4,1 is a g-bt for T¢ (i.e. AB-generalized bp with Zr, = 4) iff ((4,T?),(4’,T*))
is a ¢-bt for (A, B) (i.e. AB-generalized bp with @F{B =Y, @ng =%y), see [Bl;

— (4,T) is an ES-generalized bp for T (i.e. ubp with Tp essentially self-adjoint)
iff ((4,1'?),(94’,I'4)) is an ES-generalized bp for (A, B) (i.e. ubp with Ay = Bf);
— (%4,T) is an S-generalized bp for T (i.e. ES-generalized bp with Ty self-adjoint)
iff ((4,T%),(9’,T'*)) is an S-generalized bp for (A4, B) (i.e. ES-generalized bp with
AO = 38 and BO = AS),

— (4,T) is a B-generalized bp for T¢ (i.e. S-generalized bp with &p, = 4) iff
((4,T%),(%9’',T*)) is a B-generalized bp for (A, B) (i.e. S-generalized bp with
Rrp =G0, Rpa = 41).

Ezample 4.9. By [1l Theorem 6.2] a bounded everywhere defined contraction 7" in
a Hilbert space # is a gsc-operator if D+ is nontrivial; it is a gsc-extension of a
closed symmetric contraction A =T | HON, N = N D R _p. Associated with a
gsc-operator T is the Q-function Q7 (\) = Py (T =XV | N, A €U = {\] |\ > 1}
(Py is an orthogonal projection in #€ onto JX), which is the Weyl function Mz ()
of a bt II for a dp (A, A), where 49 =4, = N, I?(7) = (P*N(Tmfy)), (Zj) c A" =

Yy Pyx
T ¥ ({0} x .X), so that T* =T'2 + ((T*BT)P) (and P is as in Lemma B1); T is N-
minimal if CLin{Kery A* = (T —X)"Y(N)| A € U} = #€. In order to see that Qr
on U (Cr(A, A, Ay = T)) determines an J¥-minimal gsc-operator T' uniquely up to
unitary equivalence, by () one only needs to observe that (T —T)z = (T"* —T")a’
if ((Z:), (f/)) € (I'®?)~I'®", where T” is an .A-minimal gsc-operator in a Hilbert space
S O N, with {U,Qr} + {U,Qr'} and a bt II' defined similarly.

5. EXAMPLE: D-BOUNDARY TRIPLE IN A II,.-SPACE

Definition 5.1. Let A be a closed symmetric relation in a Krein space #€ and let
the Hilbert spaces 91 C Yo and Yo = Yy ©Y;1. A D-bt for A€ is a bt IT = (4,T'?)
for (A, A) such that T'* = ET'?, where E(lo,l1) = (E1lo,iF2lo+11), D5 = 94, where
E, (E») is an orthogonal projection in 9, onto 91 (92). A D-bt is minimal if such
is a bt II.

In a D-bt Ay (By) is a maximal J-symmetric relation (¢f. [25, Proposition 3.11])
with zero negative defect number; to avoid trivialities A is non-maximal J-symmetric.

Corollary [£.4] for minimal D-bt’s generalizes Theorem[3.2} we apply this corollary
to symmetric operators in a II;-space, a Pontryagin space with x negative squares
(and indefinite metric [ -, - ] and induced norm || - [|).

Let A be a closed m-symmetric operator.
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Definition 5.2. [2I] A € (LP) if A € (P) has the (Langer) property (L): There is a
canonical decomposition II,, = II~[@]IIT in which the negative subspace 11~ C 9 4.

A m-self-adjoint operator is of class (LP). From [2I] Theorem 1.3] follows
Proposition 5.3. A w-dissipative extension A~ of A € (LP) is an operator, and
C NT4aCr(A™) (equivalently C™ No,(A™) C Ca)
for some open subset T4 = Co . Ca 2 {A]| ImA| > to||AP™||}, to ~ 1.84, where

P~ is the canonical projection onto II- C Dy. I'y = —T'y =17,

Definition 5.4. A € (LP) is simple if CLin{Kery A°|A € T4} =11, I~ C D4.
A simple A is automatically of class (P). The definition agrees with that in [3].

Proposition 5.5. A € (L) is simple iff CLin{Ker) A°|X € C,} =1I,.

Proof. Asin [7, Lemma 1.6.11] consider V = I+(A—pu)(A~—AI)~! for any maximal
m-dissipative (maximal m-accumulative) A~ O A and A, u € p(A™); in the canonical
decomposition I, = I~ []IIT, I~ C D4, by Proposition E3IC™ NT4 C p(A™)
(CtNT4 C p(A™)). V maps Ker,, A° bijectively onto Kery A°, that is 2\ = Vz, €
Kery A€ if z,, € Ker,, A¢, and conversely.

If 2 € Nyer, # a—as then the function A — [z, x| holomorphic on C~ N p(A™)
(CTNp(A™)) vanishes on C™NT 4 (CTNT4), so it must vanish on all of C™Np(A™)
(CT N p(A™)); that is CLin{Kery A°|\ € T4} = CLin{Ker) A°| X € C. N p(A™)}.
Because p(A™) contains C~ (CT) with a possible exception of at most x normal
eigenvalues of A™, the assertion follows; A™ is an operator by Proposition 5.3l [

Proposition 5.6. A D-bt {T'4, 11} (I C D4) of a simple A € (L) is minimal.

Proof. By hypothesis A in IT,, = I~ [@]IIT, II- C 94, is non-maximal symmetric.
Then by Proposition B3]|C~Nr(A, A, Ag) 2 C- NI AN (By); since By is maximal (7-
)dissipative, C™Nr(A4, A, Ag) D C~NT 4. In the upper half-plane CT™ Nr(A4, A, Ag)
contains CT NT'4 with the exception of an at most x-dimensional subset Ct NI 4 N
op(Bo): C-NTaNoy;(Bo) =C™NLaNo,(Ag) and #(C™ Na(Ag)) < k.

Because CTNT4 C p(Ap), all four {CTNT 4, Mps}, {C NT 4, Mpa}, and then
{C~NTa,Mps}, {CTNT4, Mpa}, are holomorphic elements. O

Corollary 5.7. On a neighborhood of infinity in C* the Weyl function of a closed
simple w-symmetric operator of class (L) determines a D-bt uniquely up to unitary
equivalence.

In a IIy-space the Weyl function in [25,26127] is defined on C* = p(Ay), in order
to have it holomorphic. For A € (LP) in a II,-space p(Ap) is characterized thus.

Proposition 5.8. Let A € (LP), II- C 94, and let Ag 2 A be a closed maximal
m-symmetric operator with defect numbers (d+,0), dy > 1. Then

RNp(Ag) =RN7r(Ag), Crnp(Ag) DCTNT4, C Np(dy) CC NCa
and p(Ao) N p*(Ag) = 0.

Proof. The first two claims follow from RN o, (Ag) = 0 (J4, Corollary 2.2.17]) and
Proposition B3l For the last two claims it suffices to verify that & 4, # 11, for
all A € C~ NT4, as the latter would imply C™ No,.(4g) 2 C  NT4.

If R a,—x; = I, for some and then for all A € C™NI' 4, then C™NI'y € CNp(Ap)
soT'4 C p(Ag)Np*(Ao); as in [7, Theorem 1.5.5(iv)] the latter implies Ag = A§. O
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Remark 5.9. In the proposition necessarily %4, = .. If x = 0 then C4 = () and
then RNr(A4g) =0 (e.g. ]29, Proposition 3.3]) and p(4g) = C*.

6. EXAMPLE: A BOUNDARY TRIPLE DETERMINED BY THE LINEAR FRACTIONAL
TRANSFORMATION OF NEVANLINNA FUNCTION

Consider a closed symmetric operator A € (P) in a Krein space #€ with equal
nonzero defect numbers. Let (&£, I‘) be an obt for A° with Weyl family M}.. Suppose
the Hilbert spaces £ and 9 are isomorphic and let W be a homeomorphism £r —
%: %4, =%y. Then I = (4,T'?), where I'> = WT and I'* = (W¢)~'T, is a bt for
a dp (A4, A) with Weyl family Mprs(X) = W(Mp(X)); W€ is the adjoint of W, the
latter being considered as the operator from the Krein space £r to the (i?o “io )-
space 9§ (i.e. the Krein space G = (9o)r). It is supposed that II is minimal.

Let A’ € (P) be a closed symmetric operator in a Krein space #’ with the same
defect numbers as those of A; (£, I’ ) is an obt for A’® with Weyl faimly M, W’
is a homeomorphism £} — 4. Let II' = (4,T%), I'? = W'I’, T* = (W)~ 1",
be a minimal bt for a dp (A’, A’) with Weyl family My (X) = W' (My., (N)).

Under these conditions (1)) holds iff a homeomorphism V = W’ ='W : £p — £},
is isometric.

We illustrate the necessary and sufficient condition with

— ( K'B K1 )
" \K*+CK'B —-CK™!
(see [I8, Remark 3.16]), where K € %B(%9o, Z£) is bijective, B € B(£L), C = B(%Yo).
The operator W’ is defined analogously, where the corresponding objects are indi-
cated by the primes. Then

Proposition 6.1. V € Sty (£r, £1) iff

(2) Im(C" = C) =0, Rimp C K(Dener),
ImB’ = (K’K’l)(ImB)(K’K*)* .

(Note that CNC" =ReCNReC" if InC =Im ("))
Proof. By definition

V= Vi Vs
“\BWVW-K'K'B KK '+BV)’
VlZ(KK/_l)*—‘/QB, ‘/QZKI*_l(C/—C)K_l
and by routine computation V' € Sty (£r, £y) iff
Rimp € KerVa  (or equivalently Ry € Dpnp-),
Rimp C Ker V5 (or equivalently Rv, C Dpnp+),
(Vo KK =) =0, ImB = (K'K~V)(Im B)(K'K~1)*;
substituting V5 in the latter system gives (2I). 0
If TT" is unitarily equivalent to IT, TV ~1(¢’) (¢ C £}) is unitarily equivalent to
I'=40) (0 = V-1(#")); for V as in Proposition [G.1] this means
¢ =B + K'[Re(C' —C)+ K*(0 — B)"'K| 'K"*.

In particular
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a) Ag = Ker(I'; — BI‘O) (resp. By = Ker(I'y — B*T)) and A} = Ker(I'"} — B'T)
(resp. B} = Ker(I'jy — B'*T'))) are unitarily equivalent, but
b) Tp = Ker Ty (i.e. § = {0} x £) gives ' = B’ + K'[Re(C’ — C)] 71 K'*.
Further simplification is possible in the Hilbert space setting.

Proposition 6.2. Suppose 11" is similar to II. If A (A’) is considered as a closed
symmetric operator in a Hilbert space H€ (H"), then the first two conditions in the
system @) are sufficient in order that the third one should hold.

Proof. By hypothesis I'?" = I‘BUfll for a homeomorphism Uyy: #€ — #’, which we
are willing to show can be chosen unitary, i.e. Im B’ = (K'K~')(Im B)(K'K~1)*.

Since T = W/VI, T'? = W'I", so IV = VI'U,". Since I: 64 — L} is unitary,
taking the adjoint and the inverse yields IV = (V¢)~1TU{;; so VVTY = IV H or else

Iy 0\ (T, (TLH _ (UnUf 0 ot /
((VVC)gl Ig,n) <rg) = <ng CH=00 ooy ) P
(VV)9 = 2ilm B’ — (K'K Y (Im B)(K'K~1)"].
By Iy = I)H on A™*, (I — H)(T}) C (I} — H)(A™) C T}. Since H* = H and

Ty = T4, (T~ H)JR(T3) C Jh(@); o= (2, ). Since 4™ = A& N' & JH(N),
N' =T} A™, so (Il — H)JL(N') C JA(T3) 0T = {0} ice. Ryyer,, = {0}. O

Remark 6.3. In the proof the decomposition of A™* is due to [20, Proposition 3.4].
In the Krein space setting H would have Uy, UY; on the diagonal, so H = H¢ # H*
and the invariance of T, (= KerI'{)) under I{. — H would not lead in general to the
invariance of Ty = JL(T}) (where now Ji, = (13/ ’EJ, )) under the same operator.
Corollary 6.4. Let A (A’) be a closed simple symmetric operator in a Hilbert space
S (H€') with equal defect numbers, and let (£,T) (£',T")) be an obt for A* (A™)
with Weyl family My (My,); the Hilbert spaces £ and L' are isomorphic.

Let K € B(%0, L) bijective, B € B(£), C = B(YGy), and let K' € B(%y, L)
bijective, B’ € B(L"), C' =B(Yp), Im(C' —C) =0, Rimp C K(Dener)-

If
(3) C+ K*(B—Mp(\) 'K =C"+ K™*(B' — M, (\) 'K’

on both nonempty CENp(Ag)Np(A}), then Ag = Ker(I'y — B'g) and Al = Ker (I} —
B'T}) are unitarily equivalent, whereas Kerl'g and Ker 'y are unitarily equivalent

iffC =

Proof. As the final step a bt {9, IT} with an open subset U C C,.Np(Ag)Nr(By) (C
(A, A, Ap)) is minimal; put A~ = T in Proposition[55 And C,Np(Ag)Np(Bo) # 0
if CxNp(Ag) # 0: For all X € C.Np(Ag), B* — Mp(A) = (B—Mp(N)* (I — X (X)),
where X (A) = 2i(B — Mx(X\))* ! Im M(X) € B(£L) is bijective; since X () is also
non-constant, there is A such that either || X (\)|| < 1 or | X (A)~7!|| < 1, and in both
cases A € p(By). O

Remark 6.5. {C. N p(By), Mrs} is a holomorphic element, where the representing
pair {®(\), U(A)} for the closed relation Mps(A) = E~Y(Mpa (X)) = WW¢(Mpa (X))
is ®(\) = (I — LO*) + LMpa(X), ¥(X) = C — C* — CLC* + (I + CL)Mpa(\),
where L = K~Y(B — B*)K*~ 1.
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Remark 6.6. If C' = C' then @) holds iff {C. N p(Ao), Mt} < {C. N p(Af), My, }—
where Mz (A) = K*(Re B—Mp(\)) ' K is the Weyl function associated with the obt
(&,T) for A*, with g = K—1(I'; — (Re B)I'), I'y = —K*T', ¢f. [I8, Lemma 3.10] —
so Theorem applies after one proves the third condition in (). In [I8, Theo-
rem 3.11] the corollary is originally shown under hypotheses that (Bl holds for C' =
0 = C” and either a) for all A € CFNp(Ag)Np(Ap) or b) for all A € CHNp(Ag)Np(Af)
if Ind Ty # 76, Ind T}, # #¢', and the Nevanlinna functions My, My, satisfy some
rather involved conditions. By Proposition 3 actually Ind Ty = {0} = Ind T.

Remark 6.7. Unlike RN7(Ag)N7r(By) = RNp(Ag), C.Nr(Aog)Nr(By) is in general
neither larger nor smaller than C, N p(Ag). The example of both nonempty sets is
as follows: For an arbitrary closed relation Ay in a Krein space, if C, N o(Ap) is
nowhere dense (in C) then C, Nr(Ag) Nr(A§) (as well as C,. N p(Ap)) is nonempty.

Proof. C.Np(Ap) clearly is nonempty. Assume by contradiction C.Nr(Ag)Nr(A§) =
0, i.e. Cunr(Ag) € CNr(A§). Then C.Np(Ao) C a(A4§5) so a*(Ag) = (Cunp(Ap))U
(c(Ag)No*(Ap)). Because o(Ap) is a closed set while C,.Np(Ag) = C.~\ 0y is open,
00NCy N 0g C 0*(Ap) or equivalently copNdog C of; Jog is the boundary of . If by
hypothesis the closure 69 = doyg, then oy C o or equivalently C, N p(Ag) =0. O
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