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ABSTRACT. We give a further elaboration of the fundamental connections be-
tween Lax-Phillips scattering, conservative input/state/output linear systems
and Sz.-Nagy-Foias model theory for both the discrete- and continuous-time
settings. In particular, for the continuous-time setting, we show how to locate
a scattering-conservative L2-well-posed linear system (in the sense of Staffans
and Weiss) embedded in a Lax-Phillips scattering system presented in ax-
iomatic form; conversely, given a scattering-conservative linear system, we
show how one can view the space of finite-energy input-state-output trajecto-
ries of the system as the ambient space for an associated Lax-Phillips scattering
system. We use these connections to give a simple, conceptual proof of the
identity of the scattering function of the scattering system with the transfer
function of the input-state-output linear system. As an application we show
how system-theoretic ideas can be used to arrive at the spectral analysis of the
scattering function.

1. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that linear system theory, Lax-Phillips scattering theory and
the Sz.-Nagy-Foias model theory for a Hilbert space contraction are intimately
related. For the discrete-time case such connections were first noticed in [1, 11, 12].
Surveys of the discrete-time with a slant toward possible generalizations to various
multivariable/multidimensional settings appear in [3, 4]; details for some of these
more general settings are now appearing (see [5, 8]). The continuous-time version of
the Lax-Phillips scattering theory influenced the search for a distributed-parameter
system theory, especially in the presence of energy conservation or dissipation (see
[13, 19, 20, 2]); these ideas have now matured into the theory of well-posed linear
systems (conservative or not) due essentially to Staffans and Weiss—see [26] for a
comprehensive treatment. Recent accounts of these connections between well-posed
linear systems and Lax-Phillips scattering theory are given in [23, 24, 25].

Our purpose here is to develop further in a more explicit, coordinate-free fash-
ion the connections between continuous-time Lax-Phillips scattering and conserva-
tive well-posed linear systems, especially for the continuous-time case. Unlike the
treatment in [23, 24], we use a coordinate-free axiomatized formulation of a Lax-
Phillips scattering system. We provide an explicit description of the translation-
representation operators for the incoming and outgoing spaces and then arrive
at an embedded scattering-conservative well-posed linear system (in the sense of
Staffans and Weiss as in [26]). Conversely, starting with a scattering-conservative
well-posed linear system, we construct the associated Lax-Phillips scattering sys-
tem as the space of admissible trajectories (with an appropriate norm) of the linear
system with the unitary evolution being given by the time shift on trajectories.
Various coordinate representations as in [23, 24] then fall out in a natural way

1



2 JOSEPH A. BALL, PHILIP T. CARROLL, AND YOICHI UETAKE

from this coordinate-free description. As an application of the connection between
the scattering function and transfer function, we characterize the isolated poles of
the scattering function (including their multiplicities) in terms of eigenstructure of
the cogenerator of the so-called scattering semigroup, for both the discrete-time
and the continuous-time settings. Our focus here is exclusively on the scattering
and linear-system aspects; a direct treatment of the continuous-time version of the
associated Sz.-Nagy-Foias model theory is given in [26, Chapter 11].

In Section 2 we describe the more elementary discrete-time case in a fashion
completely analogous to our treatment of the continuous-time case. Section 3 then
treats the continuous-time case.

2. LAX-PHILLIPS SCATTERING AND CONSERVATIVE LINEAR SYSTEMS: THE
DISCRETE-TIME CASE

In this section we review the discrete-time case as a more accessible benchmark
by which to compare our results for the continuous-time case.

2.1. Lax-Phillips scattering system: axiomatic form. By a discrete-time Lazx-
Phillips scattering system we mean a collection

6 =U;K,G,G.)

where K is a Hilbert space (the ambient space), U is a unitary operator on K, G,
(the incoming space) and G (the outgoing space) are subspaces of K subject to the
following axioms:

(DT-A1) UG C G and (,—,U"G = {0},

(DT-A2) U*G, C G, and (), , UG, = {0}, and

(DT-A3) the causality condition G, L G holds.

The scattering system & is said to be minimal if

gﬂ + 5 is dense in K (2.1)
where we have set
G = closure of U u"g, G. = closure of U U"G,. (2.2)
n=0 n=0

We remark that Lax and Phillips usually assumed that
G=G.=K (2.3)

but the weaker assumption (2.1) is more natural for our purposes here; this greater
flexibility was introduced by Adamjan and Arov [1]. From the assumption (DT-A1)
we see that the subspace £ := G © UG is wandering for U (i.e., U"E L U™E for
n # m) and that G has the internal orthogonal decomposition

G= éune.
n=0

Similarly, from the assumption (DT-A2) we see that &, := UG, © G, is also wan-
dering for U and that G, has the internal orthogonal decomposition

-1
G.= P ure..

n=—oo
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As G and G, are assumed to be orthogonal to each other by axiom DT-A3, it is
natural to define the scattering subspace H by

H=Ks[Ggad.. (2.4)

Then we have the orthogonal decomposition for the ambient space K

-1 oo
K=G.oHog= P uc.onoPu e

n=—oo n=0
-1 )
- P uc.oHaEaPUE. (2:5)
n=—oo n=1

Since U is unitary and &, and £ are wandering for U, we also have the shifted
version of (2.5)

0 oo
K=uk= P ué.eunsPure

n=—oo n=1
1 [eS)
= P uc.ot.oune Pure. (2:6)
n=—oo n=1

Canceling the common left and right tails on the right hand sides of (2.5) and (2.6)
then leaves us with the two orthogonal decompositions for the same subspace:

EOUH=HDE. (2.7)

As we shall see, (2.7) is a key piece of the Lax-Phillips scattering geometry.

We let ig: £ — K and ig, : £, — K be the inclusion maps with adjoints ¢ : K —
£ and ig_: K — &, equal to the orthogonal projections of K onto £ (respectively
E.) with target space considered equal to £ itself (respectively &, itself) rather than
E (respectively, &) considered as a subspace of K. In general, we let Z denote the
integers, Z, denote the nonnegative integers and Z_ = Z\ Z denote the (strictly)
negative integers. For X any coefficient Hilbert space and S a set, ¢2.(S) denotes
the space of norm-squared summable X-valued functions on S

(%(8) = {{U(S)}ses: lullZz ) = D llu(s)l% < OO} -

sES
We are mainly interested in the cases S = Z, Z; or Z_. Given an element z =
{x(n)}nez_ of 3(Z_), we define x(n) = 0 for n € Z, and view = as an element
of (%.(Z) as well with a similar convention for ¢3(Z;) C (%(Z). It will also be

convenient to define, for any k € Z, unitary identification maps iy : X — (3 (Z)
by
. 1 ifn=%k,
ix gt x> {0p kT nez where 0y = )
0 otherwise

with adjoint % 03,(Z) — X given by
ix g {2(n)tnez — (k).

In case k € Z (respectively k € Z_), we may view iy j as mapping X into £3(Z.)
(respectively, £% (Z_)); the meaning will be clear from the context. We will denote
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by T ® Ix the backwards bilateral shift operator on 3 (Z):

T {z(n)}tnez = {z(n + 1) }bnez.
The restriction to £3,(Z_) and the compression to ¢3(Z, ) are denoted by 7_ ® Iy
and 74 ® Iy respectively:
2’(n)=xz(n+1) forn< -1,
7 @ Ix: {z(n)}tnez_ — {2’ (n)}nez_ where ,( ) ( ) -
2'(-1)=0
T4 @ Ix: {z(n)tnez, — {z(n+1)}nez, -
We next define translation representation operators ®: KK — (2(Z) and ®.: K —
(¢, (Z) by
O: kv {izU "k} ez, O,k {ig U "k} ner. (2.8)
Then ® and @, are coisometries onto (2(Z) (respectively, /2 (Z)) with initial space

equal to G (respectively, to G.), and define unitary maps between G and (3(Z4)
(respectively between G, and (3 (Z_)), i.e.,

O(G) =L13(Zy),  0u(Ga) =12 (Z-),
and satisfy the intertwining relations
U= ("0 1), U= (T"®I,)Ps, (2.9)

i.e., ® and P, transform the unitary operator U to the respective shift operators
(or discrete-time translation operators) 7* ® I¢ and 7* ® I¢,. For future reference
we note that the adjoints are given by

U {en}nEZ — Zuniﬁ'ena (bI: {e*n}nEZ — Zunlé'* €in- (2'10)
neL nez
We define the scattering operator S: (3(Z) — (2 (Z) by
S = d,0". (2.11)

The role of Axiom (DT-A3) finally enters here: as a consequence of (DT-A3) it
follows that S: (3(Z;) — (3 (Zy). Moreover, from (2.9) we see that S satisfies the
intertwining condition

S(t*® Ie) = (7" ® I¢,)S. (2.12)

For X any coefficient space, we let L% (T) denote the standard L2-space on
the unit circle T consisting of measurable X-valued functions square-integrable in
norm with respect to normalized Lebesgue arc-length measure on T. We abbreviate
L%(T) to L*(T) and note that {z": n € Z} is an orthonormal basis for L?(T). The
Hardy space H% (D) is the subspace of L?(T) consisting of functions f in L*(T)
such that the Fourier coefficients

n 1 —n
(f2"a) = 5 [ (7)) i
T JT
vanishes for all n =0,1,2,... and for all x € X, or

HYD) = { [ L(T): f(2) = Y fu2”

neZy
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As the notation suggests, elements f of H% (D) have analytic continuation to the
unit disk D and the norm can alternatively be given as

1
2 iy = su {/ rZ de}.
£y = sup { 5= [ 152 Idz

Similarly, we denote by H?(ID)* the orthogonal complement of H?(ID) described by

HyD)" =< f e LR(T): f(2) = Y fu2"

neZ_
We define the Z-transform from (% (Z) to L% (T) by
{x(n)}bnez = 2(2) = > _x(n)z" € LE(T).
neZ

The Fourier representation operators ®: K — L%(T) and d,: K — L% (T) are then
defined as the Z-transformed versions for the translation representation operators:

Ok Ok = > ((5UTE)Z",

nez
Ok Ok =Y (g UTk)"
nez

from which we deduce the intertwining relations
U= (M. ®Ie)®, U= (M I )P, (2.13)

where M, : L?(T) — L*(T) is the multiplication operator M, : f(z) — z- f(z) (the
image of 7 after Z-transform: M.Z = 7 for x € ¢*(Z)). Welet S: LE(T) — Lz (T)
be the image of S after Z-transform:

Sz = Sz for x € (7).

Then we have

S=90,0" (2.14)
and S satisfies intertwining relations
S(M. ®I¢) = (M. ® I¢.)S. (2.15)

Moreover, the causality axiom (DT-A3) translates to the property
S: HZ(D) — HZ (D). (2.16)
The condition (2.15) implies that necessarily S has the form
S =Mg: f(z)— S(2)- f(2) (2.17)
for a function S in L%(s ¢.)(T) and then condition (2.16) implies that in fact the
multiplier S is in H 7, 5*)(11))). The multiplier S associated with the Z-transformed
version S of the scattering operator S we shall call the scattering function for the
scattering system (often called the scattering matriz in the literature). As the
scattering operator S = ®,P* is the product of two partial isometries, it follows
that S and S have operator norm at most 1, and hence ||S]|s < 1, i.e., S is in the

Schur class S(E,E,) consisting of analytic £(&, E.)-valued functions S on D with
values S(z) having operator norm at most 1 for all z € .
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Let us say that two scattering systems
6= (U;K,G,G.) and &' = (U';K',G',G.)
are unitarily equivalent if there is a unitary transformation U: K — K’ such that
uu =u'u, Uug=¢g, UG, = G,. (2.18)

We shall also say that two Schur-class functions S € S(€,&,) and S’ € S(&',EL)
coincide if there are unitary operators ¢: £ — &, and t,: & — &L so that

1:8(z) = S'(2)¢ for all z € D.

It turns out that the scattering function is a complete unitary invariant for a min-
imal Lax-Phillips scattering system in the sense that two minimal Laz-Phillips
scattering systems & and &' are unitarily equivalent if and only if their associated
scattering functions Ss(z) and Se/(z) coincide. Moreover, given any Schur-class
function S € S(U,Y), there is an associated functional-model scattering system Gg
based on the scattering function S so that the scattering function of &g coincides
with the preassigned Schur-class function S. This last statement can be verified
by writing down a model Lazx-Phillips scattering system associated with a given
Schur-class function S; we refer to [5] for further details.

2.2. Lax-Phillips Schaffer-matrix model scattering system. One can use the
translation representation operators ® and ®, to convert the abstract Lax-Phillips
scattering system & as defined above to a model Lax-Phillips scattering system as
follows. The subspace

is often referred to as the scattering space of the scattering system & and hence we
have the orthogonal decomposition of K:

In the same spirit as was done with respect to the wandering subspaces £ and &,
it is convenient to have a notation
iHZ h—h

for the inclusion map from H into K, with adjoint i},: K — H equal to the the
orthogonal projection Py followed by the inverse inclusion map. As ®.lg,: G —
03 (Z_) and ®|g: G, — (%(Z,) are unitary, the operator

¢, Fg, 0z (Z.-)
IIC—»)C = Z;{ K- ) H =K (219)
PP le(Zy)

is unitary as an operator from K to K := (3 (Z_) & H & (3(Z,). An elementary
computation shows that the the image U™ of the unitary operator U* on the space
IC, i.e., the unitary operator U* on K determined by the condition U*Tx_x =
T —xcU*, is given by

T-®lg, g, 1C g, 1 Dig
u=| o A Biz, |:K—K (2.20)
0 0 T+ X Ig
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where U = [4 B] is the unitary colligation given explicitly by

A B| (iUt .1 |H H
oot B[] o [ e
For the record, then the adjoint U of U™ is given by
T ® Ig, 0 0
U=\ Crg, 4 A* 0 K — K. (2.22)

icoD%iy _ ig,B* T ®lI¢
Note also that
2 (2-)
Z:G,— {0} =g, CKk,
{0}
{0}
IT:-H— | H|=HCK
{0}
{0}

I:G6— | {0} | =6GgCK. (2.23)
(2(Zy)
Then the above analysis shows that the collection
& =U;K,GG.) (2.24)

is a (discrete-time) Lax-Phillips scattering system which is unitarily equivalent (in
the sense of (2.18)) to our original scattering system via the unitary map Z: K — IC.

Conversely, if U = [é Bl HeE — H®E, is any unitary colligation, we can use
the formulas (2.19), (2.22), (2.23) to define a collection & as in (2.24). Then one
can check, using the assumption that the colligation U is assumed to be unitary,
that & is a discrete-time Lax-Phillips scattering system, i.e., the axioms (DT-A1),
(DT-A2) and (DT-A3) are all satisfied. We refer to a Lax-Phillips scattering system
of this special form (2.24) as a (discrete-time) model Lax-Phillips scattering system.
The analysis above shows that any Lax-Phillips scattering system & is unitarily
equivalent to a model Lax-Phillips scattering system & = &(U) where the unitary
colligation U is determined by (2.21).

Remark 2.1. We remark that the geometry of a Lax-Phillips scattering system
is intimately connected with the geometry of the Sz.-Nagy unitary dilation for a
contraction operator 7" on a Hilbert space H. Indeed, given a contraction operator
T on a Hilbert space H, introduce the defect operators

1)1_1:(1711*11)1/27 DT* :(IfTT*)l/Q
and the defect spaces
Dr = closure of Ran D, Dr+ = closure of Ran Dy«

and let Up be the so-called Halmos unitary dilation of 7™:

U,AB.f T  Drlp,| . H| | H

T=lc bD| = |Dpe =Tlp,| |Dr Dy

then the formula (2.22) amounts to the Schéffer matrix representation for the Sz.-
Nagy unitary dilation of T (see [22] and [16, Section 1.5]).
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2.3. Scattering system to embedded unitary colligation and system tra-
jectories. Associated with any colligation (unitary or not)

o[t 8- ]

is a discrete-time linear system

z(n+1) = Ax(n)+ Bu(n
E(U):{ (y(n)) = C:cgn;-&-DUEn))

where z(n) takes values in the state space X , u(n) takes values in the input space
€ and y(n) takes values in the output space &, for each n € Z. If U is unitary,
we say that U is a wunitary colligation and that the associated system ¥ (U) is
a (discrete-time) conservative linear system. In this case we have energy balance
relations

(2.25)

lz(n + D)3, = lz(m)[15, = llu(n) |z = ly(n)|z, (one-step form)
N

lz(N + DI = llz(=M) > = D> [llu(m)l|z — lly(n)

n=—M

z.] (summed form) (2.26)

for the system as well as for the adjoint system:

o« (0 + D7, = 22 ()3 = llus(n)[IZ = [ly(n)]1Z, (one-step form)

N
. (N + DJ* = (=) = > [lluc(m)]|z = lly«(n)]|2.] (summed form)
n=—M
(2.27)
where (u, Z«, ys) is a trajectory of the adjoint system
x L x(n) = Az (n+ 1)+ Crus(n)
Z(U )backward time - { y*(n) _ B*CL'*(TL+1) +D*u*(n). (2.28)

We shall assume that we are in the conservative case, so that U* = U~!. For
this case it happens that (u, z,y) is a system trajectory if and only if (us, T4, ys) =
(y,x,u) is a trajectory of the adjoint system. Assuming that z(n) =0 and u(n) =0
for all n < —N for some N < oo, application of the bilateral Z-transform

{z(n)}nez — Z(2) = Z z(n)z"

neE”Z
to the system equations (2.25) yields
3(2) = Tu(2) - () (2.29)
where
Tu(z) =D+ 2C(I —zA)™'B (2.30)

is the transfer function of the system X (U), or, more simply, of the colligation U.
A consequence of the the summed form of the energy balance relation (2.26) is that

||27||L§ m = ITu - a||L§ m < Ha”ng(T)

so the multiplication operator My, : f(z) — Tu - f(z) extends to define a bounded
contraction operator from L%(T) into LE* (T). Moreover, since the system equations
(2.25) are causal, it is easily seen that Mr, takes HZ(D) into HZ (D), ie., Ty €
S(E,E.).
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Now let us suppose that U is the unitary colligation embedded in a Lax-Phillips
scattering system & as given by (2.21). Then we have the scattering function
S = Se € S(€,&,) associated with the scattering system as in (2.17) and we also
have the transfer function Ty given by (2.30) in the same Schur-class S(&, &)
associated with the unitary colligation U = U(&) embedded in the scattering
system via (2.21). The remarkable fact is that these are the same.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that U = U(S) is the unitary colligation associated with
the Lax-Phillips scattering system as in (2.21). Then the scattering function of &
is the same as the transfer function of U, i.e.,

Se(2) = Tu(2).

Among the many proofs of this existing in the literature (e.g. [16, 6]), we sketch
here the proof from [5] specialized to our 1-D setting.

For this purpose we define the set 7 of admissible trajectories of ¥(U) to consist
of all solutions (u,z,y) = (u(n),z(n),y(n)),ez of the system equations over all of
Z such that

ulz, € (3(Z;) and y|z_ € (2 (Z-) (2.31)

with trajectory norm
)3 = vl (2 oy + IO+ ke, 2. (2.32)
The key points are summarized in the following Lemma.
Lemma 2.3. (1) The map
I’THKZ: (ua z, y) = y|Z_ S .’E(O) D U|Z+
maps the space of admissible trajectories T isometrically onto the space
K:= éé (Z_)®H D L(Zy).

(2) Let U = U(6) be the unitary colligation associated with the scattering
system & as in (2.21). The map

Lo k= {(ig U™k, ik, igh™) tnen = {(®Lk)(n), (3 U™"k, (Pk)(1n))Inez

maps the ambient space I of the scattering system onto the space T of
admissible trajectories for the colligation U(&). Moreover, if ITs_x is the
map given by (2.19), then

I]C_gc = IT—»)C o IIC—»T- (2.33)

Proof. To prove (1), note that Zr_x maps 7 into IC by the definition (2.31) of
admissible trajectories. Suppose now that

Yo ® o Dug € (3 (Z_) DH® 2(Zy) = K.

Use the forward system equations (2.25) with z(0) = z and u(n) = up(n) for
n > 0 to generate y(n) € & for n > 0 and z(n) € H for n > 0. Similarly use
the backward system equations (2.28) with x(0) = z¢ and u.(n) = yo(n) for n < 0
to generate y.(n) =: u(n) and x(n) for n < 0. By using the unitary property of
the colligation U, one can then check that the resulting globally defined sequence
{(u(n),xz(n),y(n))}nez is a system trajectory such that ulz, = ug, 2(0) = xo and
Ylz_ = yo, i.e., such that Zr(u,z,y) = yo ® xo ® ug. We conclude that Tz _x is
onto. Moreover, Z7_xc is isometric by the definition of the trajectory norm (2.32)
and part (1) of Lemma 2.3 follows.
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To verify part (2) of Lemma 2.3 we must verify
iU e = AUk + BigU "k,
ig Uk = Cig U™k + Digl™"k (2.34)

for each k € K. Plugging in the definition (2.21) of U = [4 B], multiplying the
first equation by Uiy and the second by ig,, and using the identities

Py = iniyy, Pe, =ig iy,
we see that (2.34) is equivalent to
UP U™ ke = UPKU* Prid*™k + UPyU* PeU™"k
Pe U™k = Pg, PU™k + Pg, PcU™k.
which can be rewritten as
UPH U™ ke = UPKU* (Pr + Pe)U™k
Pe, U™k = Pe, (Py + Pe)U™ k. (2.35)

Note that U Py U* = Pyy. Since &, = UG, © G, C UG, and G, | H, we see that
&« L UH. Therefore (2.35) can be rewritten as a single equation

P, ountd™k = Pe, gurn ProsU™" k. (2.36)

This identity (2.36) finally follows from the general identity (2.7). It follows that
Tx—7 indeed maps K into trajectories. As we have already noted that &, maps K
into (2 (Z) and that ® maps K into (2(Z), it follows that Zx_7 in fact maps K
into admissible trajectories. Finally the property (2.33) follows from the definitions.
This completes the proof of Lemma 2.3. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2. It suffices to show that
Mse|mzm) = Mroluz(o)- (2.37)

Choose u € (2(Z4), so U is a general element of H3(DD).
By our convention identifying ¢%(Z. ) as a subspace of (%(Z), we also view u as
an element of ¢2(Z). Set k = ®*u € G. Then

P,k =P,y = Su and B,k = Mgl (2.38)
Since @ is a coisometry, we know that ®k = ®®*u = u and Zx_ 7 has the form
Ti—1k = (u, {id " k}nez, Su) =: {(u(n), z(n),y(n))nez- (2.39)
Since k € G, H L G and G is invariant under U, it follows that
inzx(n) = Pk =0forn=0,—-1,-2,....

We have already observed as a consequence of the causality assumption (DT-A3)
that S maps (2(Zy) into (3 (Z4). Thus (u,z,y) is a system trajectory for 3(U)
with v and y supported on Z; and with 2(0) = 0. The defining property (2.29) for
the transfer function Ty now implies that

§="Ty- @ (2.40)

Combining (2.38), (2.39) and (2.40) now gives (2.37) as wanted.
O
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Remark 2.4. One can also prove Theorem 2.2 by computing directly that Sg(z)
and Ty(z) have the same Fourier coefficients:

Se(z) =D+ Y CA"'Bz" =Ty(2).

n=1

This calculation can be found e.g. in [16, Proposition VI.2.2].

2.4. Unitary colligation to scattering system: the coordinate-free ap-
proach. Given a unitary colligation U = [4 B]: H® & — H®E,, we have already
seen that U can be embedded in a scattering system & = &(U) by using (2.19),
(2.22) and (2.23) to define a Schéffer-matrix model scattering system & = S(U).
Here we turn the map Zx_,7 around to produce an alternative more coordinate-
free version of a Lax-Phillips scattering system & = &(U) with preassigned unitary
colligation U embedded within it. The added flexibility of this coordinate-free ver-
sion of G(U) is often more convenient for analysis in more general situations (see
[5] and [8]). For this purpose, suppose that we are given a unitary colligation
U=[AB]: H® & — H®E, with associated conservative system $(U) (2.25) or,
equivalently, X(U*)packward (2.28). Then we may define the set 7 of all admissi-
ble trajectories (u(-),z(-),y(:)) as in (2.31) with norm given by (2.32). Part (1) of
Lemma 2.3 applies to any unitary colligation (independent of U being of the form
(2.21) coming from some scattering system &): hence the map Zr_,x is unitary
from T onto I := (% (Z_) ® H & (3(Z4) and T is a Hilbert space in the 7 norm
(2.32). The added observation here is that the map

Ur: (u(-),2(:), () = (u(- = 1), 2(- = 1),y(- — 1)) (2.41)

is unitary on 7. The fact that U/ takes a system trajectory to a system trajectory is
a simple consequence of the time-invariance of the system equations: the colligation
operators A, B, C, D in (2.25) are independent of the time n. The isometry property
of Uy follows from the assumed isometry property of U: given a system trajectory
(u(-),z(-),y(+)) we must check that ||Ur(u,z,y)|%> = ||(u, z,v)||%, i.e., that

0

> v

n=—oo

B+ a3+ Y lu(n)?
n=1

-1

= D ly@IE + =05 + D lum)*.
n=0

n—=—oo

After performing the obvious cancellations we are left to check that

ly(O)IIz, + eIl = [l=(0) 17 + [lu(0)]Z

which follows immediately from the fact that U is isometric. Similarly, the fact
that

u;l: (u<)7x()7y()) - (U( + 1),.’E( + 1)7y( + 1)
is also isometric follows from the fact that U is coisometric. Thus Uy given by (2.41)
defines a unitary operator on 7. Let us define incoming and outgoing subspaces
Gr.CT and Gr C 7T by

Gir = {(u,x,y) € T: 2(0) =0 and y|z_ = 0},
Gr ={(u,z,y) € T: ulz_ =0 and 2(0) =0} (2.42)
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with associated scattering subspace Hr := 7 © [G.r @ G7] given by
Hr ={(w,z,y) € T: ul|z, =0and ylz_ = 0}. (2.43)

Then we arrive at the following proposition. Given the preceding discussion, the
details of the proof are routine and left to the reader.

Proposition 2.5. Suppose that we are given a unitary colligation U = [é Bl:He
& — H®E.. Define Hilbert spaces T, Gor and G as in (2.31), (2.42) and the
operator U on T by (2.41). Then

S =6(U) = Ur;T,Gr,Gur)

is a (discrete-time) Lax-Phillips scattering system (i.e., axioms (DT-A1), (DT-A2)
and (DT-A3) are satisfied). Moreover, we recover U as the associated unitary
colligation U = U(6(U)) embedded in &(U) according to (2.21).

2.5. Spectral theory of the scattering function/transfer function: the dis-
crete-time case. Given a pair of operators (A, B) with A: H — Hand B: U — H,
we say that (A, B) is approzimately controllable if

span{Ran A"B: n=0,1,2,...} = X.

Similarly, given a pair of operators (C, A) with A: X — X and C: X — ), we say
that (C, A) is approximately observable if

o0

ﬂ Ker CA™ = {0},

n=0
or, equivalently, if the pair (A*, C*) is approximately controllable. Given a con-
traction operator A on a Hilbert space H, it is known that X has an orthogonal
decomposition as

H=Hy®Henu (2.44)
such that

(1) both H, and H.p, are reducing for A, and
(2) Al is unitary while there is no nonzero reducing subspace H.,,., C Henu
such that Al is unitary

(see e.g. [16, Theorem 1.3.2]). We say that the contraction operator A is completely
nonunitary if the subspace &, in the above decomposition is zero, or equivalently,
there is no nonzero reducing subspace for A on which A is unitary. The following
theorem gives basic connections between scattering geometry and system geometry
when the unitary colligation U is embedded in the Lax-Phillips scattering system
G as in (2.21). This result is probably well known but we sketch the ideas of the
proof for completeness.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that U = [é B is the unitary colligation embedded in the
Laz-Phillips scattering system & = (U;K,G,G.) as in (2.21). Define G and G, as
in (2.2). Then:
(1) G=K if and only if (A, B) is approzimately controllable.
(2) G.=K if and only if (C, A) is approzimately observable.
(3) & is minimal, i.e., G. + G is dense in IC, if and only if A is completely
nonunitary.
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Proof. For the purposes of this proof we drop the inclusion operators ig, i3y and ig,
and consider these spaces as already sitting in the ambient space K. The adjoint
operators ig, i3, and ig are then replaced by the orthogonal projections Pg, Py
and Pg, . From the orthogonal decomposition £ = G, ® H ® H and the fact that
GO G, we see that
Grcg. oM.

Moreover, as the orthogonal complement of the /-reducing subspace g the space
QJ- is reducmg for U and hence in particular invariant for /. Hence if k € QJ‘ then
Uk e G+ forallm=0,1,2,... and

%[> = IIU”kH2 = || Pg. U™ k|| + || Prtd"k|?
where
lim || Pg,U"k||* =0
n—oo
We conclude that
G- #{0} <= PuG" #{0}. (2.45)
Next note that

he PGt <heHandh LG= P U

n=—oo

—1 [e%e}
e heHandh L @ UE (since H L G =EPU"E)
n=-—oo n=0

<~ heHand h L PyUE forn=1,2,3,...
< heHand h L A"B forn=0,1,2,...

where the last step is by the definition of A and B in (2.21). We conclude that
P3Gt # {0} <= (A, B) is not approximately controllable. (2.46)

Combining (2.45) and (2.46) gives us the first assertion of Theorem 2.6. The second
assertion is verified by an analogous argument using that lim,,_, ., PgU{*"k = 0 for
all k € K.

To verify the third assertion, from the orthogonal decomposition K = G, &H®G
and the fact that C;* 4+ G D G, DG, we see that [5* + C;]J‘ C ‘H. Further careful
analysis using that [G, + G+ is reducing for & and that A = Pyif*|5; (from (2.21))
shows that one can make the identification

G+ Gt =H, (2.47)
where H, is the unitary subspace for A in the decomposition (2.44) for A. The
third assertion of Theorem 2.6 is an immediate consequence of (2.47). (]

The scattering system & = (U; K, G, G,) is minimal in the sense of Lax-Phillips
when CNT'* + 5 is dense in K. By Theorem 2.6, this is equivalent to the embedded
unitary colligation U = [4 & 5] being not only unitary but also appr0x1mately con-
trollable and approximately observable. Note that the condition G=K corresponds
to the coisometric Fourier representation operator ) being unitary while the con-
dition G, = K corresponds to the coisometry ®,: K — L% (T) being unitary. In
the case of Lax-Phillips minimality, we therefore have that the scattering opera-
tor Mg = S = C/I;*(/I\)* is unitary from which we get that the associated scattering
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function S(z) is a two-sided inner function, i.e., S € HE?S,E*)(T) with boundary-
value function S(¢) on the unit circle having unitary values for almost all ¢ € T.
Theorem VI.4.1 in [16] identifies the spectrum of the operator A with the points A
in the unit disk D where S()\) is not invertible together with the points ¢ on the
unit circle T where S fails to have analytic continuation to a neighborhood of ¢
extending into the exterior of the unit disk. In particular, isolated eigenvalues A
for A are identified as points A where S(A) has nontrivial kernel. As the formula
S(z) = S(1/2)*~! gives a pseudomeromorphic continuation of S to the exterior of
the unit disk, we see that point spectrum of A can also be identified with poles
of S(z) in the exterior of the unit disk. The following refinement of these spectral
results is based on connections with system theory.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that & = (U;K,G,G.) is a Laz-Phillips scattering system
which is minimal in the sense of Lax-Phillips, i.e., G. +G is dense in K, and that
U = [4 B] is the associated embedded unitary colligation given by (2.21). Then the
point A € D is a pole of order m for (2I — A)~' if and only if 1/X is a pole of order
m for S(z).

Proof. By Theorem 2.2 we know that S(z) = Ty(z) and hence has the representa-
tion
S(z) =D+ 201 -2A)"'B=D+C(z"'I-A)"'B (2.48)
By the discussion preceding the theorem, in the Lax-Phillips-minimal case we know
that (A, B) is approximately controllable and that (C, A) is approximately observ-
able. In the rational case where A, B,C,D are finite matrices, the approximate
controllability is exact controllability and the approximate observability is exact
observability and hence the formula (2.48) gives rise to the following minimal real-
ization for S(z71):
S(zYY=D+C(I — A)'B. (2.49)
It is a standard fact in finite-dimensional system theory that, in the minimal (i.e.,
controllable and observable) case, there is no pole-zero cancellation and poles of A
show up (to the same order) as poles of S(z71) in (2.49). These results (for isolated
poles) have been extended to the infinite-dimensional setting, under the assumption
that the realization is both approximately controllable and approximately observ-
able, in [27]. With this result, Theorem 2.7 now follows. O

Remark 2.8. Theorem VI.4.1 in the book of Sz.-Nagy-Foias [16] actually includes
the general case where & is only minimal in the Adamjan-Arov sense (i.e., G, +G is
dense in ), or, equivalently, where the main operator A of U is a general completely
nonunitary operator. In case either or both of the conditions C:* = K and 5 =K
fails, then the spectrum of A is the whole closed unit disk D.

3. LAX-PHILLIPS SCATTERING AND CONSERVATIVE LINEAR SYSTEMS: THE
CONTINUOUS-TIME CASE

3.1. Lax-Phillips scattering system: axiomatic form. By a continuous-time
Lax-Phillips scattering system we mean a collection

6 = U(t);K,G,6.) (3.1)

where K is a Hilbert space, t — U(t) is a strongly continuous group of unitary
linear operators on C, G (the outgoing subspace) and G, (the incoming subspace)
are subspaces of I subject to the following axioms:
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(CT-AL) U(t)G C G for t > 0 and [, ;5o U(H)G = {0},
(CT-A2) U(t)G. C Gi for t <0 and ;. .o U(t)G« = {0}, and
(CT-A3) the causality condition G, L G holds.

We say that the scattering system is minimal if
é* + QV is dense in K
where we have set

G = closure of U Ut)g, G. = closure of U U(t)G.. (3.2)

t: t<0 t: t>0

Given this setup, there are translation representation operators ®, and ® analogous
o (2.8) for the discrete-time case; it is however more technical to define and derive
their properties.

We let L?(R) denote the space of measurable, modulus-squared integrable com-
plex-valued functions on the real line. For a coefficient Hilbert space X, we will use
the notation L2 (R) for the space L?(R) ® X of L?(R)-functions with values in X.
We let L% (R;) (respectively L2 (R_)) denote the subspace of L3 (R) consisting of
functions with support inside Ry = {t € R: ¢t > 0} (respectively, inside R_ := {t €
R: ¢ < 0}). Finally, we let ¢t — 7% ® Iy denote the left translation semigroup on
L% (R)

@ Lx: f() = f+ 1)
while 72 ® Iy and 7, ® Ix denotes its respective compressions to L3 (R_) and
L3 (R,). On occasion we abbreviate 7' ® Iy to 7¢; the meaning should be clear
from the context.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that & as in (3.1) is a continuous-time Laz-Phillips
scattering system. Then there are coefficient Hilbert spaces € and &, together with
cotsometries

®.: K — LE (R), d: K — Li(R)
so that:

(1) The initial space of ® is G, ® maps G isometrically onto LZ(R4) and we
have the intertwining

(7' @ I)® = BU(t).

(2) The initial space of ®,is 5*, D, maps G, isometrically onto L?:* (R-) and
we have the intertwining

(17t @ Ie, )@, = DU().

Proof. Tt suffices to verify part (1) as part (2) is completely symmetric (after re-
placing t by —t).

One approach is to consider the cogenerator of the semigroup V(t) defined below
(see (3.3)), i.e., the Cayley transform V = (I + A)(I — A)~! of the infinitesimal
generator A of V. Then V* turns out to be a shift and one can construct the
discrete-time representation operator ®giscrete as is done in Section 2.1 above. This
approach is carried out in [14, Section IL.3]. A slick proof working with translation-
invariant spectral measures can be found in [9, Section 12.1.3]. Here we prefer a
direct approach which amounts to a more detailed version of the approach sketched
in [15, Section 35.5] (see also [14, page 67]).



16 JOSEPH A. BALL, PHILIP T. CARROLL, AND YOICHI UETAKE

We assume that we are given a unitary group ¢ — U(t) on the Hilbert space
K together with a subspace G satisfying axiom (CT-A1l). We define a contractive
semigroup ¢ +— V(t) on G by

V(t) = PgU(t)"|g. (3.3)
The group property of U (t) combined with the fact that G is invariant for #(¢) (and
hence G+ is invariant for U/(¢)*) for ¢t > 0 implies that ¢ — V(¢) has the semigroup
property: for s,t > 0 we have

V(s+t)x = PgU(s+t)'z
= Pgl(s)"U(t)"x
PglU(s)*(Pg + Pg)U(t)"x

= Pgl(s)"PgU(t)"x

= V(s)V(t)x.

The semigroup V(t) also has the property that, for all x € G, V(t)r — 0 as
t — 00. To see this, note first that the set

Uty :y e G+, t>0}

is dense in K. If not, there must exist a nonzero z € K such that (z,U(t)y) = 0
for all y € G+ and t > 0. Since the unitary operators U(t) preserve orthogonal
complements, this forces z € U(t)G for all t > 0, which in turn forces z = 0 by
axiom (CT-A1). Hence, for z € G and & > 0, there exists y € G+ and t > 0 which
satisfy ||z —U(t)y| < e. Then

U(t) =yl = [U@E)" (x —UDy)| = ]z —Ut)yl| <€
as well, and applying the projection operator FPg,
V(@)x|| = [|[PaUd(t) x| = [PoUt)"z —y)|| < U(t)"z —y| <e.
So for s > t, it follows that
V(s)zl = V(s =)V (t)z|| < [V(D)z]| <,

and hence V(s)x — 0 as s — oo for every x € G.
Let A be the infinitesimal generator of the semigroup V(t) with domain D(A).
Define a new norm on D(A) by

d
Izl == < IV(®)2llg = —(Az, 2)g — (x, Az)g.
t=0

Since the operators V(t) are contractions, for ¢ > ¢/,
V(t)=llg WVt =t +t)allg = [V(E - )V(E)all
V= )IPIvE)elg < [VE)zg,
so the function [[V(t)z||g is nonincreasing and ||z[|Z is indeed nonnegative. The
auxiliary space & is defined to be the completion of D(A) under || - ||¢, modulo the

vectors of norm zero. Note that this identification of equivalence classes creates a
bounded mapping II : D(A) — &£ if D(A) is given the graph norm

IN

115 = lIylIg + 1l Ayl3-
We define an operator ® from D(A) into a space of E-valued functions by

(Pozx)(s) = II[V(s)z] for z € D(A). (3.4)
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(Here we use that V(s) maps D(A) into itself for s > 0.) We note that, if we view
IT as the continuous-time analogue of the projection operator i}, then formula (3.4)
can be viewed as the continuous-time analogue of the formula (2.8) for the discrete-
time case. We next check that @ is an isometry from D(A) (with the G-norm) into
LZ(R;) as follows: if the £-valued function f is defined by the right-hand side of
(3.4), then

e = [ IVl

/OOO (—(AV(s)z,V(s)x)g — (V(8)x, AV(s)x)g) ds

*© d
| Vel as

VO3 - Tim V()]

= |l=llg-

Since D(A) is dense in G, we can extend ®¢ by continuity to an isometry (still
denoted by ®¢) from all of G into LZ(Ry).

To verify the intertwining properties of @y with respect to V(t), observe first
that for arbitrary x € D(A) and ¢,s > 0 we have

(@oV(t)z)(s) =IV(s)V(t)x = V(s + t)a = (1" Pox)(s),

and thus ®oV(t) = 74.® for ¢t > 0. Similarly, the case for U(t), for z € D(A) and
s > t,

(@oV(t)*z)(s) = IIPgU(s)* U(t)x = IPgU(s — t)*z = IV (s — t)z = (1} 'Pox)(s).
Now suppose s < t; then for r < s — ¢, V(r)U(t — s)x = U(t — s — r)z. However,
ed(t — s = r)zllg = ll=lIg = lled(t - s)2[3,

implying that [[V(r)U(t — s)z||Z is constant for r < t —s. Since the norm of & is
defined by the derivative of this quantity at r = 0, it follows that IIPgU(t —s)z = 0
for s < t. Hence ®oV(t)*|g = 74 '®o = (71)*®o, and thus Ran(®o) is a reducing
subspace for the operator 7t on L?(Ry,&) for each t > 0.

Closed reducing subspaces R of L% (Ry) are known to have the form L3 (R;)
where & is a closed subspace of £. To see this, we note that a subspace R is reducing
for ¢ for all ¢ > 0 if and only if R is reducing for S ® Ig = (I — A*)(I + A*)~!

d

where A = 4 is the infinitesimal generator of the semigroup 7t The operator S

in turn is the shift operator
S: ¢n = ¢n+1
on the orthonormal basis for L?(R) given by the Laguerre polynomials

n n _ k
oult) = (1)WY (k) =20
k=0

|
(see [26, Theorem 12.3.3] with & = 1). The asserted form for a reducing subspace
for 7% (or equivalently, for S ® I¢) now follows from the known form of reducing
subspaces for a shift operator (see e.g. [18]).
We conclude that the subspace R := Ran ®¢ has the form L2 (R;) for a closed
subspace & of £. Hence, for any « € D(A), II[V (t)x] € &. Since II[D(A)] is dense

fort >0and n=0,1,2,...
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in € by construction, & must also be dense in £. As & is closed, necessarily & = £.
We conclude that @ is actually unitary from G onto L%(R).

The next step is to extend the representation operator ®y from G to G =
clos. Up<oU (t)G. Let & = U(t)z for some t < 0 and € G; then define 3 = 7' ®g.
It must be verified that this definition is independent of the representation of Z.
Suppose U(ty)x; = Ulte)xs for t; <ty < 0and 21,29 € G. Then 21 = U(ta—t1)xa;
the right-hand term remains in G since to — t; > 0. Now

(I>0;v1 = (I)()U(tg - tl)l'g

— t1—t2
= 78 2@y,

and thus T_;t”boxl = 7'_?2 dyxo. Hence

o JUumg — | LRy, €)

t<0 t>0

is a surjection, by the unitarity of ®4. In addition,
175 o] L2 ((t,00),8) = [P0zl 2Ry 0) = llzllg = IU )],

proving that ® is an isometry. The domain space of ® is dense in G, and its range
space is dense in L?(R,&). Therefore, ® extends to a unitary operator from G
onto L(R,&). Setting ® = 0 on K © G yields a coisometry, which completes the
proof. O

Remark 3.2. It is possible to obtain an explicit formula for the adjoint of the
translation representation operator ®y. Let D’ be the completion of G in the linear
functional norm

|zllpr = sup{|(y,z)| : y € D(A), [lyllp <1},

where D is D(A) imbued with the graph norm. The pairing (y, x)g now extends to
a pairing (y, ') pxp which satisfies

. ¥ )oxp < yllo ¥ ]lD-

In fact, ||l = sup{[{y, )| : llyllp < 1}, and thus D’ can be identified with the
space of bounded linear functionals on D via the pairing ¢,/ (y) = (y,y')pxp’. Since
the operator IT : D — & is bounded, there exists an adjoint operator IT* : £ — D'.
For any a € p(A), the formula

V(t)|lp = (oI — A)|pV(t)(al — A)~*

extends the semigroup V(t) to a semigroup on the new space D’. For any f €
LZ(R;) we define

®f = [ VeIt ds
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Superficially, this is an element of D’ and not G; however, note that for = € G,

[z, 25 f)pxp| = <w/0 V(S)*|DIH*f(S)ds>D N

_ /OOO<HV(s)x,f(s)>g ds

_ /OOO<(<I>33)(S),f(S)>£ ds

< HCI)$||L§(R+) Hf||L§(R+)
lzllg ||f||L§(R+)-

Thus ®§ f defines a bounded linear functional on G and hence is an element of G.
This is the continuous-time analogue of the formula (2.10) for the discrete-time
case.

Once the translation representation operators ® and @, are understood, we can
define the scattering operator S by

S =, LZ(R) — L (R).
Just as in the discrete-time case we see that S intertwines the translation semigroups
('@ 1Ic,)S =S(r' @ I¢) for all t € R. (3.5)

To arrive at the scattering function, we need to introduce the bilateral Laplace
transform (the continuous-time analogue of the bilateral Z-transform)

feLZR) — Lf(s) = f(s) = \/%/Re’“f(s) dt for s € iR.

which maps (after proper interpretation) L% (R) unitarily onto L3 (iR) and L% (R;)
unitarily onto H%(C,) and L3 (R_) onto H%(C_), where H%(C,) and H2(C_)
are the Hardy spaces for the right half plane C; (respectively, for the left half
plane C_). Then the Laplace-transformed translation-representation operators (or
Fourier representation operators) are given by

®=Lo®: K — L(iR),
b, =Lod,: K — Lé(iR)
and the Laplace-transformed scattering operator S is given by
S =®,9": L2(iR) — L% _(iR).

The intertwining relation (3.5) means that S satisfies

(M; ®1¢.)S = S(My @ I¢) for all f € L(iR) (3.6)
whence it follows that S itself must be a multiplication operator

S = Mg: f(s) — S(s)- f(s) for s € iR

for some S € L7, ¢ )(iR). The causality assumption (CT-A3) then implies that
in fact S € Hpe o (C4). We shall call this S the scattering function for the
continuous-time scattering system & (often called scattering matriz in the lit-

erature). The scattering function is a complete unitary invariant for minimal
continuous-time Lax-Phillips scattering systems just as in the discrete-time case.
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3.2. Lax-Phillips Schiffer-matrix model scattering systems: the continu-
ous-time case. One can use the translation representation operators ® and ®.to
obtain a model for the abstract Lax-Phillips scattering system as follows. For any
coefficient space X we let my, 4, : L% (R) — L3 ([to,t1)) be the restriction operator

Tto,t1) [ f|[t0,t1)~

As we have noted in the statement of Proposition 3.1, ®, maps G, unitarily onto
L% (R_) and ® maps G unitarily onto LZ(R4.). Hence the continuous-time analogue
of the map Zx_x given by (2.19), which we also denote as Zyc_xc is given by

2.7, 13.(2.)
I/C—>7C = Z;—l K- 2H =K (37)
PPy Le(Ry)

and is unitary. The unitary evolution U(t) := Zic—xcld*(Tx —xc)* has adjoint given
by, for ¢t > 0,

Tt 0 0 I ¢ @671’[070_
0 Iy O 0 2(t) %671‘[0@ (3.8)
0 0 7] lo o I

Ut =

where the entries in the upper right 2 x 2 corner are given by

[9{@(5) g;ﬂ - {i:?gt()t%*} [in ®*|rzq0.en] - [ng[g,t))} - :L% (0. t))] (3.9)

If we write U(¢)* in (3.8) in the form

t C' Dt
Uut)*=10 A" B'|:K—-K (3.10)
0 O Ti

then we see that ¢t — A! (for ¢t > 0) is a strongly continuous semigroup and that
B!, C* and D! have the causality properties

C' =m0 C, D' = m_y,0)D",
]D)t = Dtﬁ[07t)7 Bt = ]Bt’]T[O,t)
and hence ¢ — U(t)* is a Laa-Phillips model semigroup of type L on K = LE (R_)®

H & LE(Ry) in the sense of Staffans (see [23]). If we introduce the model incoming
and outgoing subspaces

0
G=| 0 |cK, 6G.=| 0 |cK (3.11)
(

then we see that & = (U(t); K, G,G.) is a Lax-Phillips scattering system unitar-
ily equivalent to the minimal part of the original Lax-Phillips scattering system
(U(); K, G,G,) via the coisometric identification map Zx_ .

Remark 3.3. Given a continuous-time Lax-Phillips scattering system and a fixed
time tg > 0, then it is easily seen that

Sais,tg = (U(t0); K, G, Gx) (3.12)
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is a discrete-time Lax-Phillips scattering system in the sense introduced above in
Section 2.1 with associated wandering subspaces Eqis ¢, := GSU(t0)G and E.ais ¢, =
U(to)G« © G.. The associated embedded unitary colligation

U _|A B| |H H
dist,tg — C D|- £ - y
is then given by

Adis,te = 17U (t0) i, Baisito = 13U (t0) "igue .,
Clis,ty = tgin, Diais,tg = g, 4, 1, iaisg
If we assume that the original continuous-time Lax-Phillips scattering system is
in the Schéffer model (U(t);KC,G,G.) given by (3.8), (3.7) and (3.11), then the
associated wandering subspaces €gis ¢, and €.qis, can be identified explicitly as
gdi&to = Lg([oa t))’ E*dis,to = L%([Oa t))

with identification maps

0 Ttog
Mg, [ |0 €K, 1€qiongt 9 Ulty) | 0 | e K.
f 0

and with associated embedded unitary colligation

U . — Adis,to Bdis,to — Q[(to) %60 . H — H
dis, to Cdis,to Ddis,to @(t)o @60 . L%([O, to)) L%* ([O, tO))

given by (3.9) with ¢ = ¢,.

3.3. Well-posed linear systems. Our goal is to make a connection between Lax-
Phillips scattering systems and conservative linear systems for the continuous-time
setting. For the continuous-time setting, the definition of what is a conservative
linear system (and more generally, what is a well-posed linear system) takes consid-
erably more explanation than in the discrete-time case if one is to handle the most
general case involving rigged spaces and unbounded operators. We recall what we
need concerning these topics in this subsection; for a comprehensive treatment, we
refer to [26].

Many infinite-dimensional linear systems are described in input/state/output
form as

8
=
~—

Il

b

8
—~
=

+

oy

g
—~
=

y(t) = Cx(t) + Du(t) (3.13)

g A Bl |X . X
|C D| U Yy
consists of bounded linear operators

A: X — X, B:U— X, C:xXx -, D:U—-Y

where the system node

where we take X', U, Y to be Hilbert spaces (although more generality is possible)
which have interpretations as the state space, input space and output space respec-
tively. However this formalism excludes many natural examples unless we allow
unbounded operators and introduce various auxiliary rigged spaces. The idea of
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well-posed systems of Staffans and Weiss (see [26]) is to start with the integral form
of the system equations

x(t) = Alx(s) + Blulps,y
Ylis.t) = Cha(s) + Dlul(s4

where we have set
A = et=94, BL: s — /te(t_s,)ABu(s’) ds’,
¢l x(s) = Cet' =9 42(s) for s < t' < t,
DL w4 — /t Ce =)4Bu(s') ds' + Du(t') for s < t' < t. (3.14)

If we assume that the state z(t) is initialized to be 0 in the distant past and if we
then feed in an input signal u|g_ compactly supported in the past, then the state
at time 0 is given by x(0) = B(u|r_) where the control operator B is given by

0
B:up_ H/ e A Bu(s') ds'. (3.15)

Similarly, if x(0) is the state at time 0 and if no input signal w(t) is fed into
the system in the future ¢t > 0, then the future output signal y|g, is given by
y|r, = €x(0) where the observation operator € is given by

¢x(0) = Cetz(0) for t > 0. (3.16)

Finally, if the state is initialized to be 0 in the distant past and if an input signal
u of compact support in the past is fed into the system, then the resulting output
signal y(t) (¢t € R) is given by y = Du where we define the input-output operator D
by

D:u(t) — y(t) = /t Ce*=)4Bu(s") ds' + Dul(t). (3.17)

Furthermore, if A is exponentially stable, then the control operator % extends to
a bounded operator from L} to X, the observation operator € can be viewed
as a bounded operator from X into Lg,(RJr), the input-output operator » makes
sense as a bounded operator from L7 (R) into L3,(R), and the system is what we
shall call L2-well-posed. The following definition (see [26, Definition 2.2.1]) catches
the structural properties of the collection of operators B, €, © given by (3.15),
(3.16), (3.17) and the interplay with the group (or more generally, semigroup) of
operators (t) = et4. Here we find it more convenient to use the formulation from
[26] in terms of the analogues of the operators B, € and D given by (3.15), (3.16)
and (3.17) rather than the original formulation of Weiss [28, 25] in terms of the
analogues of the operators B%, €¢ and D! as in (3.14).

Definition 3.4. Let X, U, Y be Hilbert spaces. A (causal, time-invariant) L>-
A(t) %] ‘o

well-posed linear system ¥ on (Y, X,U) consists of a quadruple ¥ = [ ¢ D

that
(1) t— A(t) is a strongly continuous semigroup on X,
(2) B: L}(R_) — X satisfies A(t)Bu = Brlu for all u € L (R_),
(3) €: X — L3,(Ry) satisfies CA(t)x = 7 €x for allz € X and t > 0, and
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4) D: L} (R) — L3(R) satisfies 7'Du = D7lu, 7_Dmyu=0 and 7. Dm_u =
u y
EBu for alluw € L} (R) for all t € R.

By the well-understood theory of Cyp-semigroups (see e.g. [26, Chapter 3]), the
semigroup ¢ — 2A(t) is determined by its infinitesimal generator A, a closed operator
satisfying the conditions of the Hille-Yosida theorem with dense domain D(A) C X.
If we introduce auxiliary spaces X3 = D(A) with the A-graph norm and its dual
X_1 (with respect to the X-inner product), we have the nesting of spaces X_; C
X C X_1. If B and € satisfy the conditions of Definition 3.4, then it is possible to
define operators B: Y — X_1 and C': X} — Y so that 8B and € can be expressed
in the form familiar from the classical case

Bu = /O A(—s)Bu(s) ds for u € L} (R_)

Cx = CAU(t)x for v € Xy
(see [26, Chapter 4]).
Given an L2-well-posed linear system X, for any real numbers s, with s < t

associate the state transition map UL, the input map BL, the output map € and
the input/output map D% by

[QU; %é] . |:Q[(t—8) %Ttﬂ'[s’t) ] ] |: X :| . [ X :|

Q:g @; W[S’t)T_SQ: W[s,t)gﬂ'[s,t) ’ La([s, t)) L%;([S, t)] "

Then system trajectories for the system X can be defined as functions (u(-), z(-),
y(+)) from the real line R to U x X x ) so that, for each s < ¢ we have the equality

x(t) A %2} {x(s)]
= ) 3.18
L/I[s,t)] L‘i D] ulis (319
(It is easily checked that these formulas recover the system-update operators given
by (3.14) from the collection 2(t) = !4, B, € and D given by (3.15), (3.16) and

(3.17) for the classical case described above.) The infinitesimal form of a L2-well-
posed linear system is a system node

o< [f2)-oc 1] ]

and for smooth trajectories it is possible to make sense of the infinitesimal form of

the system equations .
4] ]

In case the operator S is bounded and we can write S in the split form

s=le o] [~ 3]
C D| U Y|’
then the infinitesimal form of the system equations (3.19) have the familiar form
as in (3.13).
If we impose an initial condition x(0) = z and feed in an input signal u €
L?(R;) into the system equations (3.18) or (3.19), upon taking Laplace trans-

form we arrive at the following frequency-domain relation between the Laplace-
transformed input signal @(z) and the Laplace-transformed output signal y(z):

U(2) = C(2I — A) "z + D(2) - 0(2) (3.20)
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where f)(z) is the transfer function of ¥ (a L(U,Y)-valued function analytic on the
right-half plane C for the L?-well-posed case which we are considering here) given
by

. _ -1
B(z) = C&D [<ZI Alx) B} . (3.21)
Iu
The L2-well-posed system ¥ is in addition (scattering) energy-preserving (see
[26, Definition 11.2.1]) if all system trajectories (u(-),z(-),y(-)) in addition satisfy

@+ [ WO ar = L)1 + / [ur)l dr (322)

for all s,t with s < t.
There is an (anticausal) dual system %
NEE
where
A(t) =A(—t)* on X fort <0, B =¢*: L3(Ry) — A,
¢h=8": x> LR, D' =9*:L3R)— LE(R).

Trajectories of the dual system are defined (in local integral form) via

=i = lle @] o) =[G @] [ o<

and satisfy a dual-pairing with respect to any system trajectory (u(-),z(:),y(-)) of
the original system:

<x(t),$*(t)>x+/ (y(r), ua(r))y = <I(S)7I*(S)>x+/ (u(r), g () (3:23)

In fact, trajectories of the adjoint system (u., T+, y«) can be characterized as those
functions t — (u(t), z«(t), y«(t)) such that the dual pairing (3.23) holds with re-
spect to all trajectories (u, x, y) of the original system ¥. If we assume that z(0) =0
and then take s = 0 while letting ¢ — oo, we arrive at

I9lZ2 =,y < lulZ2 @,y

An apphcatlon of the Plancherel theorem combined with the relation (3 20) then
tells us that ||’D( )| <1 for all z € Cy, ie., the transfer function D is in the
Schur-class Sc, (U,Y) of analytic contmctive—valued functions over the right half
plane C.

Finally, we say that the L?-well-posed system is (scattering) conservative if it
is (scattering) energy-preserving (i.e., system trajectories (u(-),z(-),y(-)) satisfy
the energy-balance condition (3.22)) and trajectories (ux« (), z.(-), y«(+)) of the dual
system also satisfy an energy-balance condition:

lz(5) 1% +/ lus ()3 dr = 2. (t)]? +/ ly(r) 17 dr for t < 5. (3.24)
t t

Using the characterization of the dual-system trajectories as those satisfying the
dual-pairing relation (3.23) with respect to all trajectories of the original system,
the effect is that the L%-well-posed system is conservative if and only if a given
U x X x YV)-valued function (u(-),z(-),y(-)) is a trajectory of ¥ ezxactly when
(s (4), 22 (), () = (y(-), 2(-), u(-)) is a trajectory of the dual system T,
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3.4. The conservative linear system embedded in a Lax-Phillips scatter-
ing system. Let us now suppose that we are given a (continuous-time) Lax-Phillips
scattering system & = (U(t); K, G,G.) as in (3.1) with outgoing translation repre-
sentation ®: K — L(R) and incoming translation representation ®,: K — L2 (R).
We define the scattering subspace H to be H := K © [G @ G,]. In addition to the
operators A(t): H — H defined via (3.9) as

A(t) = i3 U(t) in (3.25)

we define operators B : L2(R_) — H, € : H — L} (Ry), and ® : LE(R) — LZ (R)
by

B = i;i‘b*h;(ua,), (3.26)
C = d.iy, (3.27)
D =9,0%. (3.28)

Note that these operators are connected with the operators in (3.9) via
%3 = %Tt|L§([0,t))7
€ =<,
D4 = 70,P| 12 (0.0))
Then we have the following result.
Theorem 3.5. Let & = (U(t); K, G,G.) be a continuous-time Laz-Phillips scatter-
ing system and define the operators A(t), B, €, and © as in (3.25)-(3.28). Then

the collection ¥ = [mét) g} is a scattering-conservative (and in particular L*-well-

posed) linear system on the triple of spaces (E«, H,E).

¢
conditions (1), (2), (3), (4) in Definition 3.4 and then verify the energy-balance
relations (3.22) and (3.24).

Verification of (1): As H is the difference of invariant subspaces for U(t), it
follows that 2(¢) forms a strongly continuous semigroup of operators on H by the
Sarason lemma (see [21, Lemma 0]) and (1) follows.

Verification of (2): Note first that, for ¢t > 0,

(1) i5,U(t)*Pg, = 0 since G, is invariant under U(¢)* and H L G,, and
(2) Pg®*u =0 for u e LZ(R_) since then ®*u € GO G.

Proof. To check that ¥ = {m(t) g} is a well-posed linear system, we must verify

Hence
At)Bu = 3 UE)" Py® u=1i5U(t)" (Pg, + P+ Pg)P*u
= U P =i (77 u =iy u
= Brlu

and (2) follows.
Verification of (3): Similarly for €, note that

(1) ®.Py = PL? (r,) P« Py since H L G,
(2) Prz g,)®+Pg. =0 since ¢, maps g, into L% (R_), and
(3) PgU(t)* iy = 0 since U(t)*H C G« © H which is orthogonal to G.
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Hence
CU(t)x = D Pl (1) ingw = Pra_z,)®u Puld (1) ing
= Pr2 ) ®u(Pg. + Pr+ Po)U(t) irx
= Prz_ ) LU () iy = Pra. (R+)Tt<l>*in =7, Dyiyx
= Ti@ix
and (3) follows.
Verification of (4): We first note that
'Oy = 7', d%u = d.U(t) P*u= P, d*Tu
D7l
and the first of conditions (4) follows.
For u € L%#(Ry), note that myu € LZ(R;) and hence ®*riu € G. From the
intertwining relation 7_®, = ®, P, , it then follows that
T Driu=7_9, "1 u=P,Pg, P*riu=0
and the second of relations (4) follows.
Finally note that
TP =7 Pu g,
O*r_ = Pg.d"m_.
Hence, for any u € LZ(R), we have
T O u = myP.P*T_u
= w4 @, Py 1 Pgu® m_u
= 14O P; 1ngi P _u
= 1P Py® m_u
= 71 CBT_u

and the last of conditions (4) follows as well. We conclude that ¥ = [g‘ét) g} is a

well-posed linear system.

Verification of energy-balance relations: It remains to check that the en-
ergy balance relation (3.22) is satisfied by system trajectories and that the dual
energy balance relation (3.24) is satisfied by dual system trajectories. By Lemma
11.2.3 in [26], we need only check that the system update operator

28 3 [afol- oo
solel DL [Lg([s.1) L3([s,t))

is unitary for each s < t. By time-invariance, we may assume that s = 0. The
operator X in turn is exactly the operator given by (3.9). As explained in Remark
3.3, this operator is exactly the unitary colligation Ugis+ embedded in the discrete-
time Lax-Phillips scattering system (U(t); H,G,G.) (where here ¢ is considered as
fixed), and hence Xf = Uyss is unitary as wanted. O

It is now a straightforward matter to verify that the scattering function S(z)
of a (continuous-time) Lax-Phillips scattering system is identical to the transfer

function @(z) of the embedded (scattering) conservative linear system.
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Theorem 3.6. Suppose that ¥ = X(&) is the conservative well-posed linear system
embedded in the (continuous-time) Lax-Phillips scattering system

S =UW);K, G, G).
Then the scattering function of & is the same as the transfer function of ¥:
Se(z) = ’}52(2) forz e C,.

The proof of Theorem 3.6 proceeds in parallel to the analysis for the discrete-
time case in Section 2. We first prove the continuous-time analogue of Lemma 2.3.
Given any (scattering) conservative (L?-well-posed) linear system, we let 7 denote
the set of admissible trajectories, i.e., trajectories (u(-),z(-),y(-)) as in (3.18) or
(3.19) (for the smooth case) such that

ur, € LH(Ry),  yle € LH(R.) (3.29)

with trajectory norm
(s 2 )IF = ylZ3 @) + 12 O)F + 7z =, ) (3.30)

For the case where ¥ is the conservative linear system embedded in a Lax-Phillips
scattering system, the input space U is equal to the coefficient space £ and the
output space ) is equal to the coefficient space &,.

Lemma 3.7. Let ¥ = [mg) g} be a scattering-conservative linear system. Then:
(1) The map
IT—)KZ: (U, xz, y) = y|R7 D J?(O) D U|]R+

maps the space of admissible trajectories isometrically onto the space IC :=
L (Ro) ®H ® LE(Ry).

(2) Suppose that 3(6) = {mg) g} is the scattering-conservative linear sys-

tem embedded in the (continuous-time) Lax-Phillips scattering system & =
(U);K,G,Gs) as in (3.25), (3.26), (3.27) and (3.28). Then the map

To—1: k[t = ((D:F)(1), Prld(t)"k, (OF)(1))]

maps the ambient space K of the scattering system & onto the space T of
admissible trajectories for the conservative linear system X(&). Moreover

Ix—x =Ir—xolx—T.

Proof. To prove (1), we first note that Z7_x maps K into IC by definition. To verify
surjectivity, note that any element (y_,xo,y4+) of IC generates a system trajectory
(u(+),z(+),y(-)) with the property that

y|R7 =Y, 1’(0) = 2o, U|R+ = U+

by feeding w4 as input signal over Ry with initial condition z(0) = zo into the
forward system equations

z(t) = A(t)x(0) + B, yu for ¢ > 0,
ylr, = €x(0) + D7r, u
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and by feeding in y_ as input signal over R_ with final condition xz(0) = z¢ into
the backward system equations

w(t) = A(t)*2(0) + (€7) Yls,0) for t <0,

u(t) =B z(0) + D*mr_y.
Note that here we use the characterization of conservative systems that (u,z,y)
being a system trajectory is equivalent to (y,z,u) being a dual system trajectory.

Part (1) of Lemma 3.7 now follows.
To prove part (2) of the lemma, we must verify that

z(t) = Az (0) + B Hu

o6y = €52(0) + Do pyu (3.31)
where
U(t) = iz U(t) " iz, Bl = Brim ) = 152 T T 4
¢ = m0,6)€ = o1 Puine, DYy = 0,0y D70,y = To,4) PP 70 4)
and where

x(t) =igU(t)°k,  u(t) = (k)(t),  y(t) = (DLk)(1).
The first of equations (3.31), upon multiplication on the left by i, becomes
PHU(t)*k = P’HU(t)*PHk + PH¢*TtW[O7t)q)k
— Prl(t)" [ Prk + Pae 130,K]
which in turn, upon multiplication on the left by U(t), becomes
Pu(t)Hk = PZ/[(t)H |:P’Hk + P‘P*L%([O,t))k} . (332)
The second of equations (3.31) becomes
W[O’t)‘b*k = F[O’t)(D*PHk + W[O’t)(b*(b*ﬁ[o’t)(f’]{:
which, upon multiplication on the left by ®%, becomes
Po:pz (0,0)k = P@’;LZ*([O,t))(PH + Pge 12 (j0,0))) k- (3.33)

Since ®¥L2 ([0,¢)) and U(t)H are orthogonal, (3.32) and (3.33) can be combined
into the single equation

(Pa:12_(0,0)) T Puyr)k = (Pa:12_(0,0)) T Puyr) (Pr + Po-r2 0,0k (3.34)
This last equation (3.34) in turn is a direct consequence of the identity of subspaces
Ho @ LE([0,1) = ®1LE ([0,1) ®UH)H

which follows as a consequence of the general identity (2.7) for a discrete-time Lax-
Phillips scattering system applied to the discrete-time approximation Gg;s ¢ defined
as in (3.12). Part (2) of Lemma 3.7 now follows as wanted. d

Proof of Proposition 3.6. Theorem 3.6 can now be proved in exactly the same way
as was done for the proof of the discrete-time case (Theorem 2.2). O
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3.5. Conservative linear system to scattering system: the coordinate-free
approach in the continuous-time case. Given a scattering-conservative linear

system Y. = [mg) g } , one can always embed ¥ into a (continuous-time) Lax-Phillips

scattering system &(X) by using the formula (3.10) to define the unitary evolution
group on a Schaffer-matrix model space. In this section we present a coordinate-free
approach to the construction of a Lax-Phillips scattering system with embedded

At) B
)

conservative linear system ¥ = [ ¢ } equal to a preassigned conservative system

3. This section parallels the work of Section 2.4 for the discrete-time setting.
Suppose therefore that a conservative linear system ¥ = {mé’f) g} on a triple of

spaces (), H,U) is given. The energy balance (3.22) specialized to the case where
s =0 < t can be written as

III(t)II%Hr/0 ly(s)II3 ds = ||~”v(0)|\31+/0 lu(s)llz; ds. (3.35)

Specialization of the dual energy balance condition (3.24) applied to the dual system
trajectory (U, Z«,yx) = (y,x,u) and specialized to the case where t < s = 0 gives

0 0
[EOI +/t ly ()1 ds = ||l=(t)]|? +/t [u(s)IIZ ds. (3.36)

A trajectory (u(t), z(t),y(t)) of the system ¥ is said to be admissible if its input and
output signals satisfy 7 u € LZ(RQ and m_y € L%,(R,). Note that, as explained
in Lemma 3.7, y(t) for ¢ > 0 is obtained via the system equations for ¥ with input
signal u(-); similarly, u(t) for ¢+ < 0 is the output of the dual system - with input
signal y(-). From the energy-balance relation (3.35) we see that x(0) € H and
ulg, € L7(R4) implies that then ylg, € L3,(R4). Similarly, from the energy-
balance relation (3.36) we see that x(0) € H and ylg_ € L3,(R_) implies that
ulgr_ € L%(R_). Thus the set of admissible trajectories 7 could have equivalently
been defined as

T = {(u,z,y): (u,2,y) is a trajectory of £ with u € L (R) and y € L3,(R)}.
(3.37)
We take the ambient space for the Lax-Phillips scattering system &(X) associated
with a given scattering-conservative linear system X to be the set 7 of admissible
trajectories (u, x,y) satisfying (3.29) with norm given by (3.30). The unitary group
U(t) is the group of translations acting on 7

U): (u,z,y) = (u(- =), (- =), y(- — 1)) (3.38)
while the incoming subspace is defined to be
G={(u,z,y) €T :2(0) =0, m_y = 0} (3.39)
and the outgoing subspace is taken to be
G ={(u,z,y) €T : 2(0) =0, myu = 0}. (3.40)

It is now a matter of checking that these objects form a Lax-Phillips scattering
system with the desired properties.

Theorem 3.8. Let ¥ = [Qlét) g} be a scattering-conservative linear system and

define the spaces K, G, G, and operator U(t) as in (3.29), (3.38), (3.39) and (3.40).
Then the collection & = &(X) = (T;U(t),G,G.) forms a Lax-Phillips scattering
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system. Moreover, the scattering-conservative linear system ¥ = g associated
with & = &(X) as in (3.25), (3.26), (3.27) and (3.28) is equal to the originally

given scattering-conservative linear system 3 = mét) g} .

Proof. As ¥ is time-invariant, it is clear that U(¢) takes trajectories into trajec-
tories for all ¢ € R. By the second characterization (3.37) of admissible system
trajectories, we see that U(¢) takes admissible system trajectories into admissible
system trajectories for all t. As U(—t) = U(t)~!, we see that in fact U(t) takes 7
onto 7. If we add the quantity

0 oo
| B ds+ [ )l ds

to each side of the energy balance equation (3.35) for any ¢ > 0, we get

ly(s)1I3 ds (3.41)

wa)ly = [ )l ds + )+ |
which shows that U(t) is isometric for ¢ > 0. Similarly, for any ¢ < 0, adding the
quantity

[ ol s+ [l as

to both sides of (3.36) yields (3.41) for ¢t < 0 and hence U(t) is isometric for any
t < 0. We conclude that U(t) defines a unitary group on K.

Confirmation that G L G, is a straightforward calculation using the definition
(3.30) of the K-inner product. By Lemma 3.7, G can be identified with L? (R ) and
U(t)lg with 77*| 2 (g, ) and G, can be identified with L3,(R-) and Ut 1z @) with
7Y L3,(R-) for t < 0. With these identifications the simple invariance properties of
G with respect to U(¢) for ¢ > 0 and of G, for U(t) for ¢ < 0 follow easily.

From the construction we see that the outgoing and incoming translation repre-
sentation operators for this scattering system & = &(X) are given by

(I):(u7x7y)'_)uv @*(u,x,y)Hy

Moreover, there is an isometric identification of the state-space H with 7 &[G & G.]
given by

irn: h— (u,z,y) where (u,x,y) is the unique system trajectory satisfying
z(0) = h, ulr, =0, yle_ =0.

It is then clear that the adjoint i3, of this inclusion map has the action i, : (u,,y) —
2(0) and hence

U@ (u,z,y) — x(t).
It follows that the map Zg(x)—7(s(x) appearing in part (2) of Lemma 3.7 is the
identity, and that the operators s (t), Bs, €s and D given by (3.25), (3.26),
(3.27) and (3.28) (associated with the scattering system &(X)) coincide with the

components 2(t), B, € and D of our original scattering-conservative linear system
Y, as required. (I
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3.6. Spectral theory of the scattering function/transfer function: the con-
tinuous-time case. For convenience we formulate the following ideas for L2-well-
posed systems although they make sense equally well for more general well-posed
systems as developed in [26].

Given a well-posed linear system ¥ = [% 3 |, we say that

(1) X is approzimately controllable if the control operator B: L(R_) — X has
dense range:
RanB = X.
(2) X is approzimately observable if the observation operator €: X — L3,(Ry)
has trivial kernel
Ker ¢ = {0},
or, equivalently, if the backward-time control operator €*: L%,(R+) — X
has dense range:
Ran¢* = X.
We also note that, given a contraction semigroup ¢ — 2((¢) on a Hilbert space X,
there is a direct sum decomposition of X

X = Xu @ chu

so that both X, and X, are invariant for A(¢) and ¢ — 2(t)|X, is a unitary
group while t — (¢)|x,, . is completely nonunitary in the sense there is no nonzero
invariant subspace X7, invariant for 2(t) so that 2((t)|x, is a unitary group (see
[26, Section 11.1]).

We have the following analogue of Theorem 2.6 for the continuous-time case.
Theorem 3.9. Suppose that ¥ = {mét) g} s the scattering-conservative linear
system embedded in the continuous-time Laz-Phillips scattering system & = (U(t);

K,G, G.) as in Theorem 3.5. Define g~ and gﬂ as in (3.2). Then:

(1) G = K if and only if © is approzimately controllable.

(2) G. = K if and only if ¥ is approzimately observable.

(3) & is minimal, i.e., G. + G is dense in K, if and only if A(t) is completely
nonunitary.

Proof. This can be proved in much the same way as the discrete-time case (Theorem
2.6) by letting the continuous-time parameter ¢ play the role of the discrete-time
parameter n appearing there. U

Just as in the discrete-time case, we see that the scattering function for a Lax-
Phillips continuous-time scattering system which is Lax-Phillips minimal is neces-
sarily two-sided inner with respect to the right half-plane, i.e., S(z) is analytic and
contraction-valued on the right half plane with boundary-value function S(s) on
the imaginary line having unitary values for almost all s € iR.

One of the themes in the book of Lax-Phillips (see [14, Section III.3]) is the
connection between the spectrum of the infinitesimal generator of the contraction
semigroup ¢t — 2A(t) obtained by compressing the unitary group U (¢)* to the scatter-
ing subspace H = K &[G, @ G] in a Lax-Phillips continuous-time scattering system
S = (U(t);K,G,G.) and the poles of the associated scattering function S(z); for
a discussion of the more general case including the more general continuous-time
analogue of the setting in Remark 2.8, see [26, Section 11.9]. Here we present the
continuous-time analogue of Theorem 2.7.
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Theorem 3.10. Suppose that & = (U(t); K, G, G.) is a continuous-time Lax-Phil-
lips scattering system which is minimal in the sense of Lax-Phillips, i.e., Gy +
G is dense in K, and that ¥ = {mg) g} is the associated embedded scattering-

conservative L?-well-posed linear system given as in Theorem 3.5. Then the point
X in the left half plane is an isolated pole of order m for the resolvent (zI — A)~1 if
and only if X is an isolated pole of the same order m for the associated scattering
function S(z).

Proof. A cheap way to get the result is to apply the Cayley transform to the discrete-
time result (Theorem 2.7 above). Alternatively, by Theorem 2.2 we know that S(z)
has the generalized realization form

(3.42)

S(z) = C&D {(ZI - A)Ix)‘lB]

0y

where [A¥5] is the (infinitesimal) system node associated with the conservative

well-posed system ¥ = [& B |. If the system is weakly regular (see Definition 5.6.1
in [26]), then the operator C': X1 — Y can be split in a certain precise sense and
the operator C has a certain extension Cr, (the weak Lebesgue extension) which
enables us to rewrite (3.42) in the more conventional realization form

S(z)=Cp, (2 —A)'B+D (3.43)

for a bounded operator D: U — ). As we are assuming that & is Lax-Phillips

minimal, Theorem 3.10 tells us that the well-posed linear system ¥ = [ 3] is

approximately controllable and approximately observable. Now the results from
[27] can be applied directly to give the result (see also [10, Theorem XV.2.1]).
The general case can be handled in the same way contingent upon carrying out
the technical exercise of extending the results from [27] to the case of a general
well-posed linear system. O
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