REPRESENTATIONS OF LOGMODULAR ALGEBRAS

VERN I. PAULSEN AND MRINAL RAGHUPATHI

ABSTRACT. We study the question of whether or not contractive represen-
tations of logmodular algebras are completely contractive. We prove that a
2-contractive representation of a logmodular algebra extends to a positive map
on the enveloping C*-algebra, which we show generalizes a result of Foias and
Suciu on uniform logmodular algebras. Our proof uses non-commutative op-
erator space generalizations of classical results on 2-summing maps and semis-
pectral measures. We establish some matrix factorization results for uniform
logmodular algebras.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let B be a unital C*-algebra and let A C B be a unital subalgebra. By a repre-
sentation of A on a Hilbert space H we mean a unital, contractive homomorphism,
p: A — B(H), where B(H) denotes the C*-algebra of bounded operators on H.
A representation of A is said to have a B-dilation if there exists a Hilbert space
KC, an isometry, V : H — K and a unital *-homomorphism, = : B — B(K), such
that p(a) = V*n(a)V, for every a € A. By a famous result of Arveson [2], p has a
B-dilation if and only if p is a completely contractive map. For this reason there
is a great deal of interest in results that imply that contractive representations are
automatically completely contractive.

In particular, the Sz.-Nagy dilation theorem implies that contractive represen-
tations of the disk algebra are completely contractive and it is proven in [14], [17]
and [8] that contractive representations of many finite-dimensional CSL algebras,
including algebras of block upper triangular matrices, are completely contractive.

However, it is still unknown if contractive representations of H°°(ID) or of the
upper triangular operators on ¢?(N) are automatically completely contractive. It
is known that weak*-continuous contractive representations of both these algebras
are completely contractive. The case of H*(D) follows readily from Sz.-Nagy’s
theorem and the case of nest algebras is done in [18].

Both these algebras are examples of logmodular algebras and it is still unknown
if, more generally, contractive representations of logmodular algebras are always
completely contractive.

If p: A — B(H) is a representation, then we say that p is R,-contractive if
prn s My (A) — B(H™,H), defined by p1,((a1,...,a,)) = (p(ar), ..., plan)), is
contractive. The notion of C),-contractive is defined by using columns instead of
rOwsS.
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Foias and Suciu [10] proved, in modern terminology, that every Ra- and Cs-
contractive representation of a logmodular uniform algebra is automatically com-
pletely contractive. Thus, by their result a Ro- and Csy-contractive representation
of H>° (D) is completely contractive. However, it is still not known if every Rs- and
Cs-contractive representation of a general logmodular algebra is automatically com-
pletely contractive. In particular, it is not known if every Rs- and Cs-contractive
representation of the upper triangular operators on ¢2(N) is completely contractive.

In these notes we try to extend the result of Foias and Suciu to general logmodu-
lar algebras. We prove that if A is a logmodular subalgebra of a C*-algebra B, then
every representation of A on H that is both Rs- and Cs-contractive extends to a
positive map from B to B(H) and that this positive map is unique. The Foias-Suciu
result then follows as a corollary.

A result of Pietsch, Pelczyriski and Lindenstrauss [19, 13], on the existence of
“dominating” measures for 2-summing maps plays a central role in Foias-Suciu’s
proof. We give a new proof of this result using operator space methods and obtain
a non-commutative analogue that we need for our generalization.

The second key element in the Foias-Suciu proof is Mlak’s theory [15] of semis-
pectral measures and we obtain an analogue of this theory for non-commutative
C*-algebras.

Recent work of Blecher and Labuschange [3, 4] has shown that many classical
function theoretic results on logmodular algebras extend to the “non-commutative”
logmodular algebras. Their results consider only completely contractive represen-
tations and do not address the above problems, but we are able to use many of
their ideas. For example, they prove that every completely contractive represen-
tation of an arbitrary logmodular algebra extends uniquely to a two-positive map
on the C*-algebra. In their case, the existence of a completely positive extension
is automatic by Arveson’s extension theorem, while the issue in their case is the
uniqueness. In our case, the difficulty is the existence of the extension at all, while
the techniques to prove uniqueness are essentially contained in their paper [3].

One limitation of the theory of logmodular algebras is the lack of many natural
examples. We prove that the only logmodular CSL algebras of matrices are the
block upper triangular matrices. Thus, by a result of [17] every contractive repre-
sentation of these types of logmodular algebras is completely contractive. Possibly
every logmodular subalgebra of the algebra of matrices is of this form. This result
also indicates that possibly every logmodular completely distributive CSL algebra
is a nest algebra.

2. DEFINITIONS AND EXAMPLES

Let X be a compact Hausdorff space. Let C(X) denote the continuous complex
valued functions on X and let C'(X)4 denote the set of positive elements in C(X).
If S C C(X), then let S~! denote the set of elements in S that are invertible
in S. A logmodular algebra on X is a subalgebra A of C(X) such that the set
{log|a| : a € A71} is dense in the real-valued functions on C'(X), which we denote
Cr(X). The following well-known fact is immediate.

Lemma 2.1. A C C(X) is logmodular if and only if the set {|f|* : f € A1} is
dense in the set of positive invertible functions on X.
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This equivalent characterization of logmodularity motivates the following defini-
tion. Let B be a C*-algebra and let A be a subalgebra. Following [3], we say that
A is logmodular in B if the set {a*a : a € A1} is dense in B}

From the invertiblity of the a € A~!, it follows that the set {aa* : a € A7} is
also dense in Bjrl. Thus, if A is logmodular, then so is the subalgebra A*.

Some algebras possess a property called stong logmodularity or factorization.
This means that every positive invertible element in B is of the form a*a for some
ae AL

Examples of logmodular algebras include the disk algebra A(D) C C(T), a con-
seqeunce of the Fejér-Riesz theorem on the factorization of positive trigonometric
polynomials. However, the disk algebra is not a logmodular subalgebra of C(D™).
More generally, H>*(D) is (strongly) logmodular when viewed as a subalgebra of
Leo(T).

An algebra A C C(X) is called Dirichlet if and only if R(A) is uniformly dense in
Cr(X). This is equivalent to A+ .4 being uniformly dense in C'(X). Every Dirichlet
algebra A is logmodular on C(X). However, the algebra H is not Dirichlet. We
refer the reader to [11, Section 3] for more about these examples.

IFA:={2e€C:0<r <]z <1} is a closed annulus, then the algebra of
functions that are continuous on JA and analytic on the interior of A provides an
example of an algebra that is not logmodular. However, a deep result of Agler
shows that every representation of this algebra is completely contractive [1].

We now give some examples of non-commutative logmodular algebras. The
Cholesky decomposition shows that the algebra of upper triangular matrices 7,
is logmodular in M, and more generally, nest subalgebras for countable nests are
logmodular subalgebras of B(H) since they have factorization by [2].

We now prove that among a certain family of subalgebras of matrix algebras,
the upper triangular matrices are essentially the only logmodular algebras. We let
M,, denote the n x n matrices and let D,, C M,, denote the subalgebra of diagonal
matrices. Every subalgebra A4,D,, C A C M, is known to be the algebra of matrices
left invariant by a commutative lattice of subspaces. Moreover, every subalgebra of
M,, that is left invariant by a commuting lattice of subspaces can be seen to be
unitarily equivalent to such an algebra. Such algebras are called CSL algebras. For
further details on CSL algebras see [7]. While the results below do not need this
characterization, the characterization serves to put the result in perspective.

We call A C M, an algebra of block upper triangular matrices if there are positive
integers ny,...,ny such that n =ny + ...+ ng, and A is the set of matrices of the
form (A; ;), where A;; € M, n; and A; ; = 0 whenever i > j.

Theorem 2.2. Let D,, C A C M,. Then A is a logmodular subalgebra of M, if and
only if after a permutation of the basis, A is an algebra of block upper triangular
matrices.

Proof. If A is an algebra of block upper triangular matrices, then it contains the
algebra of upper triangular matrices and hence is logmodular.

Conversely, assume that A is logmodular. Since D,, C A, we easily see that A
is the span of the matrix units, {£; ;} that belong to A.

By a compactness argument, it follows that every positive, P € M,,, factors as
P = A*A, with A € A. Let J denote the rank one positive matrix with all entries
equal to 1 and write J = A*A with A € A. If we let Ry, ..., R, denote the rows of
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A, then J = RiR1 + ... + R} R,, and each R}R; is a rank one positive. From this
it follows that for each i, either R} R; = 0 or R R; is a positive multiple of J.

Hence, we have a row k such that R; Ry is a positive multiple of J and so each
entry of this row must be non-zero. Thus, {Ej ; : j =1,...,n} C A. Re-numbering,
we have that {Ey;:j=1,...n} C A Nowlet S={i: E;; € A}. For i € S and
any j, we have that E; ; = E;1Ey; € A Ifi ¢ S,j € S, then E; ; ¢ A, or else,
Ei71 = Ei,jEjJ € A.

Thus, re-numbering so that S = {1,...,m}, we have that E; ; € A, for all 1 <
i,j < m, while E; ; ¢ A, whenever, m < ¢ and 1 < j < m, that is, A contains the
entire upper left hand block. Relative to this decomposition, setting p = n —m, we

_ | M My,
have that M,, = |:Mp,m M, } and

A:{{,g g} :AeMm,BeMmm,CeAl},

where A; C M, is a subalgebra that contains the diagonal subalgebra, D,,.

Now if we let P = {16" 602] where Q € M, is positive, then factoring, P = A* A,
. X Y
with A = {0 Z] € A, we find that I, = X*X,0=X*Y and Q = Y*Y + Z*Z.

But the first equation implies that X must be a unitary, and hence, Y = 0, so that
Q=7*7Z, with Z € A;.
Thus, A; is a logmodular subalgebra of M, and we are done by induction.
|

Corollary 2.3. Let D, C A C M,. If A is a logmodular subalgebra of M, then
every contractive representation of A is completely contractive.

Proof. In [17] it is proven that every contractive representation of an algebra of
block upper triangular matrices is completely contractive. (I

We do not know if every logmodular subalgebra of M, is of this form, but we
believe that this is the case. This result makes it natural to conjecture that every
logmodular completely distributive CSL algebra is a nest algebra.

In [3, Proposition 4.3] it is shown that if A is logmodular on B, then C(A) = B,
where C}(A) denotes Hamana’s boundary algebra, thus B is already the smallest
C*-algebra that any completely isometric representation of A can generate.

3. NONCOMMUTATIVE ANALOGUES OF SOME CLASSIC RESULTS

In this section we prove analogues of a classic factorization result for 2-summing
maps and obtain a noncommutative analogue of Mlak’s [15] theory of semispectral
measures.

We first turn our attention to 2-summing maps and their relation to completely
bounded maps. Given a Hilbert space H, we form two operator spaces, row Hilbert
space, H, = B(H,C) and column Hilbert space, H. = B(C,H). For more details on
the structure of these operator spaces, see [16].
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Let X be a compact Hausdorff space and let V be a subspace of C(X). A map
1V — H is called 2-summing if there exists a constant ¢ such that

Dol < Y151
j=1 j=1

o0

foralln > 1 and f1,..., fn € A. The least such constant ¢ is denoted a2 (%)).
The following result follows from [20, Proposition 5.11](see also [9, Theorem 5.7])
and the fact that, as () = m2,.(¢)) = 72, (¥), but we provide a direct argument.

Lemma 3.1. Let V C C(X) be a subspace, let H be a Hilbert space and let 1) :
V — H be a linear map. Then the following are equivalent:

(1) ¥ :V — H is 2-summing,
(2) ¢ :V — H, is completely bounded,
(3) ¥ :V — H,. is completely bounded.

Moreover, in this case the 2-summing norm, as(v) and the two completely bounded
norms are equal.

Proof. We only prove the equivalence of (1) and (2) and the equality of the 2-
summing norm with the completely bounded norm into H,.. The proof of the equiv-
alence of (1) and (3) and the other equality is identical.

To this end, let (h; ;) € M,(H,) and note that

(s )1 = 1 (Ri ) (i)l =

O (hi, hj,k>)H

k=1

n
= sup E
1,J,k=

Nihies prshind| 2 > IfP =D P =1
1 i=1 j=1

Now,

() @I =

sup Q[ > a(fin)s o (Fra))| 2 DI =Dl =1
i k=1 i=1 J=1

Let gr = Yo7y Aifir and hy, = 377 i fj k. We have that the quantity in (1) is
smaller than
n n n
2 2
D 1 b(gn), )l < O (g lIP) 2O Il (ha) 1)1
k=1 k=1 k=1

1/2 /2

< ag(yh)?

n
> lgwl®
=1

1
n
D Ihl?
j=1
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Now, (g1,---,9n) = (M, ..., ) (fi,;) implies

n
2

D okl® = (91, 90) (g1, 90)"

k=1

= (A M) (i) (fig) s A
< s M) )P O M) < )

and similarly we can show > 1_, [h|* < [|(fi;)]°-
Combining the above inequalities, we get,

@S DI® < az(9) 1(fi)I

Hence, (|¢¥||,, < a2(v), and so every 2-summing map is completely bounded into
the row Hilbert space.
Conversely, if 9 is completely bounded into the row Hilbert space, then we have,

Z [P = 1), - )P < 112, -

and so ||¥],, > a2(y). Thus, the map 9 is 2-summing and the norms agree. O

The result of [19, 13] on the existence of dominating measures is essential to the
proof of Foias-Suciu [10]. We now present a non-commutative version of this result
from which the result of [19, 13] follows readily. Note that if v € H, = B(H,C),
then v*v € B(H) is a rank one positive operator. While if v € H,., then vv* € B(H)
is a rank one positive operator. The existence of the state in the following result is
related to [20, Proposition 5.1].

Theorem 3.2. Let B be a unital C*-algebra, let X C B be an operator subspace
and let H be a Hilbert space. If ¢ : X — H, = B(H,C) (respectively, H. =
B(C,H)) is completely contractive, then there exists a state, s : B — C and a
unital completely positive map ® : B — B(H) such that for every x € X, we have
that [p()||? < s(va®) and ¥(x) ¥(x) < B(a") (respectively, |[V(@)|? < s(z*z)
and () ()* < B(za*))

Proof. Writing an arbitrary operator T € B(C® H) as a 2 x 2 operator matrix, we

have that T = {2\ ;} where A € C,r € H,,c € H, and B € B(H). That is we
identify
C H,
B(CoH)= [Hc B(H)} .
Let

Al oz
SX'_{[y* Ml] ./\,,uGC,x,yEX}QMz(B)a

where 1 denotes the unit of B. Since 1 is completely contractive, the map ¥ :
. Az A w(x)} . ..
Sy — B(C @ H) given by ¥ N = N is completely positive
x — BCOH) given by ([y M]) [w(y) e PP
by [16, Lemma 8.1]. Thus, by Arveson’s extension theorem, we may extend ¥
to a completely positive map on Ms(B), which we still denote by W. Thus, ¥ :
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M5(B) — B(C @ H). By [16, Theorem 8.3], there exists two completely positive
maps ¢1 : B— C and @5 : B — B(H) and a completely bounded map wu such that

v ({51,1 b1,2}> _ |:¢1(b1,1) u(b1,2) ]
ba1 bapo U(b§,1)* @2(b2,2) ’
x

For any = € X the matrix [x;:k 1

D o1(xx*) ()| .

>
} > 0 which implies that [ D(@)* 7|
positive which yields

[ (@)|I* < 1 (xa”).
Since ¢1(1) = 1, we have that s = ¢; is the desired state.
1 = D 1 P(x) | .

On the other hand, [:c* x*x} > 0, which implies that [1/1(35)* By (27 2) is
positive, from which it follows that (x)*¢(z) < Py(z*z), and & = Py is the
desired unital completely positive map.

For the case where ¢ : X — H, is completely contractive, we define

v
S{LC /J[} .)\,uEC,x,yGX}

and U: S — B(CDH) via ¥ (B ,Lytf}) = L/’E\ff) ¢[(Ly]) ], and argue as above.
O

Corollary 3.3 (Lindenstrauss-Pelczynski,Pietsch). Let V C C(X) and let ¢ : V —
H with H a Hilbert space. If v is 2-summing, then there exists a positive measure
pon X with p(X) =1 such that |[(f)|I* < as()? [ |f1* dp.

We now turn our attention to obtaining C*-algebraic generalizations of Mlak’s
theory of semispectral measures [15]. We shall need the following folklore result
about quadratic forms on Hilbert spaces.

Proposition 3.4. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and let ¢ : H — C be a bounded
quadratic form, that is:

(1) ¢(Ah) = [A2¢(h), for every A € C,h € H,

(2) there exists a constant C > 0, with |p(h)| < C||hl?,

() o(h+ k) + ¢(h — k) = 2¢(h) +2¢(k).
Then there exists a bounded operator, T € B(H), such that ¢(h) = (Th,h), for
every h € H and ||T|| < 2C and such a T is unique.

Proof. This result is [16, Exercise 4.18], so we only sketch the proof. One defines
a two variable function, ¢ : H X H — C by polarization and then copies the steps
of the simplified proof of the Jordan-von Neumann theorem to verify that ¢ is a
bounded sesquilinear map. [l

Note that if we are given a unital C*-algebra B, a Hilbert space H and a positive
map @ : B — B(H), then for each vector h € H, we obtain a positive functional
~v(h) on B by setting v(h)(b) = (®(b)h, h). The following result characterizes such

maps. We let Bl denote the set of positive linear functionals on B.

Theorem 3.5. Let B be a C*-algebra, let H be a Hilbert space and let v : H — Bi
be a map. Then there exists a positive linear map, ® : B — B(H) such that
v(R)(b) = (®(b)h, h) for every b € B and every h € H if and only if
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(1) v(Ah) = [M2v(h) for every X € C and every h € H,
(2) there is a constant C such that ||y(h)|| < C||h||?, for every h € H,
(3) v(h+ k) +~(h — k) =2vy(h) + 2v(k), for every h,k € H.

Moreover, if B is unital, then ® is unital if and only if v(h) is a state for every
[[A]] = 1.

Proof. For each fixed b € B, we see that h — ~(h)(b) is a bounded quadratic form.
Hence, there exists an operator ®(b) € B(H) such that v(h)(b) = (®(b)h, h). The
linearity and positivity of the map b — ®(b) now follows from the fact that each
v(h) is linear and positive.

Finally, ®(I) = I if and only if 1 = (®(I)h,h) = vy(h)(I), for every unit vector
h. O

Corollary 3.6 (Mlak’s Dilation Theorem for Semispectral Measures). Let X be
a locally compact Hausdorff space, let B(X) be the o-algebra of Borel measurable
subsets of X and let H be a Hilbert space and assume that for each h € H we are
given a positive, reqular Borel measure pn, on X, satisfying:

(1) pan = |A\Pun, for every A € C and every h € H,
(2) there is a constant C such that pn(X) < C||h||?, for every h € H,
(3) fhak + tth—k = 20 + 2, for every h,k € H.

Then there exists a Hilbert space K, a linear map V : H — K and a reqular Borel
projection-valued measure, E : B(X) — B(K) such that for every Borel set, B C X,
and every vector h € H, we have pup(B) = (E(B)Vh,Vh).

Proof. By Theorem 3.5 there exists a positive map ® : Cy(X) — B(H), with
(®(f)h,h) = [y fdpun, for every h € H. By Stinespring’s theorem [21], this positive
map is completely positive. Therefore the map ® dilates, that is, there exists a
x-homomorphism 7 : Cyp(X) — B(K) and a map V : H — K such that ®(f) =
V*r(f)V. The result now follows by letting E be the regular Borel projection-valued
measure such that 7(f) = [ fdE. O

It would be interesting to find a similar characterization of maps « of the form
v(h)(b) = (®(b)h, h) such that ® : B — B(H) is a completely positive map that did
not reduce to a simple tautology.

4. REPRESENTATIONS OF LOGMODULAR ALGEBRAS

In this section we obtain our principal results on representations.
Given operator spaces X and Y and a linear map ¢ : X — Y, we call ¥ R,-
contractive provided that

[@(@1), - @)l < (@)l

for every z1,...,x, € X and row contractive if it is R, -contractive for every n. We
define C),-contractive and column contractive, analogously.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be an operator space and v : X — H. (respectively, H,) be
a linear map. If ¥ is column contractive (respectively, row contractive), then ¢ is
completely contractive.
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Proof. Begin by noting that we may identify M,, ,(H,.) with B(C", H(™). Let
A1

(#ij) € Mpn(X) and let A = | 1 | € C", with 30, |A\;° = L. White (2;;) =
An

[C1,...,Ch], Cj € My, 1(X). We have,

(@i DA = [[ma | D NG | < (Do NCH| = i )Al < (i)l -
j=1 j=1
Hence, 1) is completely bounded and |||, = [|9|| .o;-
The row case is analogous. ([l

Theorem 4.2. Let B be a C*-algebra, let A C B be logmodular and let p : A —
B(H) be a Rg-contractive representation, then p is row contractive. If p is Co-
contractive, then p is column contractive.

Proof. Let ay,...,a, € A with Z . aja < 1. We will prove our result by induc-
tion on n. Thc case n = 2 is our hypothesw Now let € > 0 and choose b € A~! such
that Z _1 ajaj < bb* < 1+e—apay. This choice being possible since A is logmod-

ular. Set b; = b~'a; and note that Py 1b by = Z?leb ' L aja af)br~t <1,

hence the induction hypothesis yields >>"" i1 p(bj) p(b;) <1 or equivalently

1 n—1

b~ a;)p(b a;)* = p(b) (S plag)plaz)*)p(b)~" < 1.

n

1

.
Il
<.
Il

Applying the Ry condition again we get
n

> olaj)p(a;)” < p(b)p(d)* + plan)plan)” < 1+e.

Jj=1

Since this is true for all € we have our result.
The case of Cy-contractive is similar. O

Proposition 4.3. Let A C B be logmodular, let p: A — B(H) be a unital homo-
morphism and let h € H be a unit vector. If ¢, : B — C are states such that
llp(a)h||® < d(a*a) and ||p(a)*h||® < Y(aa*) for all a € A7, then ¢ = 1.

Proof. For any a € A™!, we have
1= [lBlI* = ¢h ) = (pla) ™ pla)h, )
= (pla)h, p(a™1)"h)" < [lp(a)h]? [|o(a™")
< ¢(aa)p(a™ (@) ™) = pla*a)y((a*a) ™).

For x € B,y and t € R, ¢'® is a positive invertible element of B and so the above
inequality gives

2

1< g(e")p(e™™).
Let u(t) = ¢(e®)y(e7) and note that this is a differentiable function with a
minimum at ¢t = 0. Taking the derivative and setting t = 0 we get

0=1u'(0) = ¢(ze") — v(ze™"")|1=0 = ¢(x) — V().
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Since this holds for all selfadjoint elements in B and ¢, are selfadjoint maps we
get ¢ = 1. O

Note that the above result does not guarantee that such a state ¢ exists, nor does
it guarantee that if ¢ exists satisfying, ||p(a)h||? < ¢(a*a), then |[p(a)*|| < ¢(aa*).

Proposition 4.4. Let A C B be logmodular and let p : A — B(H) be a representa-
tion which is Ro-contractive and Ca- contractive. If h € H is fized, then there exists
a positive linear functional ¢ : B — C such that ¢(1) = ||h||%, ||p(a)h|]* < d(a*a),
lp(a)*h||® < ¢(aa*) and ¢(a) = (p(a)h,h) and such a ¢ is unique.
Proof. Tt will be enough to consider the case where ||h|| = 1, and prove that there
exists a state ¢ as above, since uniqueness will follow by Proposition 4.3. Since
the map a — p(a) is Cy-contractive, it follows by Theorem 4.2 that a — p(a)
is column contractive. Hence, by Lemma 4.1 the map a — p(a)h is completely
contractive as a map from A into the column Hilbert space H.. By Theorem 3.2
there exists a state ¢; such that ||p(a)h]® < ¢1(a*a). Moreover, since a — p(a) is
Ro-contractive, the map a* — p(a)*h is completely contractive as a map from A*
to the column Hilbert space H.. Applying Theorem 3.2 again yields a state such
that ||p(a)*h||”> < ¢o(aa*). From Proposition 4.3 we get that ¢; = ¢s.

Let A be a complex scalar and consider |p(a+ Nh|> < ¢((a + X)*(a + \)).
Expanding both sides and rearranging we get

2R(A((p(a)h, h) — ¢(a))) < p(a*a) — ||p(a)h].
This quantity being positive for all A € C implies that (p(a)h, h) = ¢(a). O

Lemma 4.5. Let A C B be logmodular and let p : A — B(H) be a representation
that is Rg-contractive and Cy-contractive and for each h € H let ¢, denote the
unique positive linear functional as obtained in Proposition 4.4, then for any vectors,

hok € H, dhyr + Orh—r = 205 + 2¢.

Proof. The proof is identical to the one outlined in [10, Lemma 3]. For any a €
(A)~" we have

2([|p 1> + 1£]1%)
=[|h+ K[ + [[h — k|?
= (p(a)(h+ k), p(a™")* (h+ k)) + (p(a)(h — k), p(a=")*(h — k))
< (Ilp(a)(h + )| + llp(a) (h — k)|I2)

X ([lpla™")* (b +B)[I> + [p(a™")* (h = k)|I?)
< (pnsr(aa) + pn—r(a*a))'’? (201 ((a*a) ") + 2¢1((a"a) ™))

Thus, for any = z* € B, and ¢t € R, we have that

AR + [[E1%)? < [dnrk(€™) + dnr(e)][20n(e ) + 2¢% ().

Since ¢ = 0 is the minimum of the function on the right hand side, differentiating
and evaluating at ¢t = 0, yields

0= (dn+r(2) + Sn-r()) 2RI +2[|k[?)
= (Il + KIZ + 112 = K1) (260 (x) + 261 (2)) ,

from which the result follows. O

1/2

1/2
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We can now state and prove our key result.

Theorem 4.6. Let A C B be logmodular. If p : A — B(H) is a unital homo-
morphism which is Rg-contractive and Cy-contractive, then there exists a positive
map, ® : B — B(H), extending p and satisfying, ®(a*a) > p(a)*p(a), ®(aa*) >
pla)p(a)*, for every a € A. Such a map is unique. Moreover, if ¥ : B — B(H) is
any completely positive map extending p, then ¥ = ®.

Proof. Let ¢p, : B — C,h € H, be the family of positive functionals guaranteed by
Proposition 4.4. If we fix b € B, then by Lemma 4.5 the map h +— ¢ (b), is easily
seen to be a bounded quadratic form on H and hence there exists a unique bounded
operator, ®(b) with (®(b)h,h) = ¢p(b). The map b — P(b) is easily checked to be
linear, positive and to satisfy the other conclusions stated in the theorem.

If U: B — B(H) is any positive map satisfying the above conclusions, then for
each h € H, the positive linear maps, 9 (b) = (¥(b)h, h) satisfy the conclusions of
Proposition 4.4, and hence v, (b) = ¢p(b), for every b and every h.

Finally, if ¥ is a completely positive map extending p, then by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality for 2-positive maps, it will satisfy ¥(a*a) > p(a)*p(a) and

U(aa*) > p(a)p(a)*, and so we will have ¥ = ®, by the uniqueness result. O

Thus, a completely positive extension of p exists if and only if the positive
extension that we have constructed is completely positive. We now re-capture the
main result of Foias-Suciu [10].

Corollary 4.7. Let X be a compact, Hausdorff space, let A C C(X) be logmod-
ular, let p :+ A — B(H) be a unital homomorphism that is Rg-contractive and
Cs-contractive. Then there exists a Hilbert space IC, an isometry V : H — K, and
a unital x-homomorphism 7 : C(X) — B(K) such that p(a) = V*r(a)V, for every
a € A. If the span of m(C(X))V'H is dense in K, then this representation is unique
up to unitary equivalence.

Proof. By Theorem 4.6, there exists a positive map, ® : C'(X) — B(H). By Stine-
spring’s theorem [21] (see also [16]) such a map is automatically completely positive
and hence by Stinespring’s dilation theorem [21] (see also [16]) the map ® has a
unique dilation of the above type.

Conversely, given any dilation of the above type, if we set ®(b) = V*m(b)V, then
® is a positive map satisfying the above conditions and hence is unique. ([

5. MATRIX FACTORIZATION IN LOGMODULAR ALGEBRAS

In [16, Corollary 18.11], a necessary and sufficient condition is given for an opera-
tor algebra to have the property that every contractive representation is completely
contractive in terms of a certain type of factorization. In particular, it is proven that
a unital operator algebra A has the property that every contractive representation
is completely contractive if and only if for every n and for every (a; ;) € My,(A)
with [[(a; ;)| < 1, there exists some m, scalar matrices, Cy, ..., Cy, (of appropriate
sizes) all with norm less than one and diagonal matrices, D;,...,D,, (of appro-
priate sizes), whose diagonal entries are elements of the open unit ball of A, such
that

(am-) = C()chl s DmCm



12 V. 1. PAULSEN AND M. RAGHUPATHI

The term appropriate sizes means simply that the sizes are such that the product
is defined. Combining this result with the result of Foias-Suciu, yields some new
results about uniform logmodular algebras.

Theorem 5.1. Let A C C(X) be a uniform logmodular subalgebra. Then every
contractive representation of A is completely contractive if and only if for each
f1, fa € A, with | f1]2+ | f2]? < 1, there exists an m and scalar matrices, Co, . .., Cy,
(of appropriate sizes) all with norm less than one and diagonal matrices Dy, ..., Dy,
(of appropriate sizes) whose diagonal entries are elements of the open unit ball of
A, such that,

f2

Proof. If p is contractive and D is a diagonal matrix in M, (A), then ||p,(D)| <
[|D]|. If the factorization condition is met, then we see, by applying p to both sides

of the above equation, that p is Cs-contractive.

fi
2

|:f1:| = COchl te Dm0m~

Note that whenever [ ] has a factorization as above, then

[fi fo] =C}, Dy C1D1Cy

where C' denotes the transpose. Since ||C|| = ||C*|| for scalar matrices, it follows
from the same argument as in the previous paragraph that p is also Rg-contractive.
Hence, by the result of Foias-Suciu, the representation p is completely contractive.

Conversely, if every contractive representation is completely contractive, then
by the result cited above, every element of the unit ball of M, (A) has such a
factorization. Thus, in particular, every element of the unit ball of Ms(.A) of the

form [? 8] can be factorized, from which the factorization in the statement of
2

the theorem follows. O

Of course, the columns of size two in the above theorem can be equally well
replaced by rows of size two.

Theorem 5.2. Let A C C(X) be a uniform logmodular subalgebra. Then for
every n and every (f; ;) in the open unit ball of M, (A), there exists an m, scalar
matrices, Coy,...,Cp (of appropriate sizes) all with norm less than one and block
diagonal matrices, D1, ..., Dy, (of appropriate sizes), whose direct summands are
elements of the open unit ball of either My 1(A) or M; 2(A), such that

(fij) = CoD1Cy -+ Dy Chy.

Proof. Let C = A as algebras but define a new family of matrix norms on C by
the above factorization. That is, we declare the open unit ball of M, (C) to be the
set of all matrices that can be expressed as products of scalar contractions and
block diagonal matrices as above of norm less than one. Arguing as in [5] or in [16,
Theorem 18.1] one shows that this definition yields a family of norms on M, (C) and
that these norms satisfy the Blecher-Ruan-Sinclair [6] axioms to form an abstract
operator algebra.

The proof will be complete if we can show that the identity map from A to C is
a complete isometry.

Clearly, any matrix that is in the unit ball of M, (C) is also in the unit ball of
M., (A). This shows that the identity map from C to A4 is completely contractive.
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Conversely, since we are allowing contractions from My 1(.A) in our definition of
. Thus, the identity map is

|:f1:| [fﬂ
Pl o) = 120 an s
also an isometry from My 1(A) to M3 1(C), that is, the identity map from A to C

is Cy-contractive. Similarly, this identity map is Rs-contractive.

Since C is an abstract operator algebra, by the representation theorem of [6]
(see [16, Corollary 16.7] for an alternate proof), it can be represented completely
isometrically on a Hilbert space via some map, p : C — B(H). Regarding, p :
A — B(H), we see that p is Cy-contractive and Ra-contractive on the uniform
logmodular algebra A, so by the Foias-Suciu result, it is a completely contractive
map.

Thus, the identity map is completely contractive as a map from A to C. As we
saw earlier, the identity map is completely contractive from C to A, and hence the
identity map is a complete isometry. Thus, the original family of matrix norms on
A is equal to the new family. O

the norm, we have that

The above result can also be used as the basis of an approach to deciding whether
or not the analogue of the Foias-Suciu result is true for logmodular subalgebras of
non-commutative C*-algebras. Given a logmodular subalgebra A C B, one can
form a new operator algebra C by endowing A with a (possibly) new operator
algebra norm as above, allowing the diagonals to be direct sums of block diagonal
matrices where each block is either a 2 x 1 matrix or a 1 X 2 matrix over A. The
proof of the above result shows that every p : A — B(H) that is both Rs- and
Cs-contractive will be completely contractive if and only if the identity map from
A to C is a complete isometry. Thus, some progress could conceivably be made
by studying the abstract operator algebra C. These considerations motivate the
following problem.

Question 5.3. Let A C B be a logmodular subalgebra of a C*-algebra and let C
be the abstract operator algebra defined in the above paragraph. Is C a logmodular
algebra?
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