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Abstract

In this chapter, the Hilbert space framework in the mathematical the-
ory of composite materials is introduced for studying the properties of
effective operators. The goal is to introduce some of the key concepts and
fundamental theorems in this area while showing that they follow natu-
rally from using only basic results in operator theory on Hilbert spaces.
These concepts include the Z-problem as an abstraction of a constitu-
tive equation defined in terms of a bounded linear operator on a Hilbert
space with a Hodge decomposition, direct and dual Z-problems with the
duality interpretation of the inverse of an effective operator, and the no-
tion of an n-phase composite with orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collection.
These theorems include sufficient conditions for the existence and unique-
ness of both the solution of a Z-problem and the effective operator of a
Z-problem, a representation formula for the effective operator as an op-
erator Schur complement, the Dirichlet and Thomson minimization prin-
ciples for the effective operator, the result on monotonicity and concavity
of the effective operator map, and the Keller-Dykhne-Mendelson duality
relations. Moreover, another important theorem given here (which may
also be of independent interest to systems theorists) says that an effective
operator of an n-phase composite with orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collec-
tion is the Schur complement of a normalized homogeneous semidefinite
operator pencil (in particular, has a Bessmertny̆ı realization) and, up to a
unitary equivalence, the converse is also true. Finally, the general theory
presented here is shown to recover classical results dealing with effective
conductivity but can also be applied to many other important problems
involving composites in physics and engineering, e.g., in elasticity and
electromagnetism.

1 Introduction

The mathematical theory of composite materials is an active area of re-
search with a long history and several books on the subject, e.g., [7], [13],
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[16], [8]. This chapter is an introduction to the subject which focuses
on the operator theory (on Hilbert spaces) aspects of some of the key
concepts and results from the viewpoint of effective media. This theory
provides a way to describe the aggregate behavior or effective properties
of a complex, multicomponent system involving a constitutive equation
or relation, in terms of a simpler system with an effective constitutive
equation that defines the effective parameter, moduli, coefficient, tensor,
matrix, operator, etc.

A quintessential example of this, which is discussed in more detail later
in the chapter, is the continuum electrical conductivity problem with a
conductivity tensor field σ = σ(x) which is a periodic function of the
spatial variable x in a periodic medium with unit cell Ω ⊆ Rd (d = 2
or d = 3). The constitutive equation governing the relation between the
periodic electric field E = E(x) and the periodic current density J = J(x)
is Ohm’s law, i.e., J = σE, and the effective conductivity tensor σ∗ is
defined by the equation

⟨J⟩ = σ∗⟨E⟩, (1)

where ⟨·⟩ denotes the spatial average over the unit cell Ω. As an alternative
perspective, suppose one wants to solve from Ohm’s law both E and
J given the average electric field E0 = ⟨E⟩, i.e, solve the periodic cell
problem:

J = σE, ⟨E⟩ = E0. (2)

The starting point of the Hilbert space framework for this problem is

to realize that it is defined on the Hilbert space H =
[
L2

# (Ω)
]d

of pe-
riodic square-integrable vector-valued functions has an orthogonal triple

decomposition of subspaces H = U
⊥
⊕E

⊥
⊕J (a Hodge decomposition), see

(105)-(108), that is naturally compatible to solving the cell problem. This
then provides an example of a Z-problem, which is shown below, under
some additional assumptions on the conductivity tensor σ, to be uniquely
solvable and yields an equivalent way to define the effective operator σ∗.
Then this leads to further studies of the properties of the effective con-
ductivity (tensor) map

σ = σ(x) 7→ σ∗ = [σ(·)]∗. (3)

A special case of interest is when the conductivity σ = σ(x) is piecewise
constant in the unit cell Ω and made up of a finite number n of scalar
conductivities–an example of an isotropic n-phase composite. Equiva-
lently, the periodic medium can decomposed into n disjoint regions with
characteristic functions χi with scalar conductivity zi in that region, for
i = 1, . . . , n, and hence

σ(x, z) = z1χ1(x) + . . . , znχn(x), x ∈ Rd, z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn. (4)

This leads to study the effective conductivity (tensor) map as a function
of z:

z 7→ σ∗(z) = [σ(·, z)]∗, (5)
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for χi, i = 1, . . . , n fixed.
There is an alternative operator perspective considered in the chap-

ter. Treat the scalar functions σ(z) = σ(·, z), χi = χi(·) of x as left-
multiplication operators L(z) = Lσ(z),Λi = Lχi on the Hilbert space

H =
[
L2

# (Ω)
]d

so that L(z)F = σ(z)F , ΛiF = χiF,∀F ∈
[
L2

# (Ω)
]d
.

Then in the space L(H) of all bounded linear operators on H, the opera-
tors Λi, i = 1, . . . , n form a resolution of the identity

Λi ∈ L(H), Λ2
i = Λi = Λ∗

i , ΛiΛj = 0, i, j = 1, . . . , n, i ̸= j, (6)

Λ1 + · · ·+ Λn = I, (7)

and the multiplication operator L(z) for conductivity σ(z) becomes the
linear operator pencil

L(z) = z1Λ1 + · · ·+ znΛn ∈ L(H), z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn. (8)

This leads to an example of a Z(n)-subspace collection (see Def. 9) for
the Z-problem (H,U , E ,J , L(z)) with effective (conductivity) operator
L∗(z) = [L(z)]∗ (see Def. 1) associated to the orthogonal decomposition

H = U
⊥
⊕ E

⊥
⊕ J = P1

⊥
⊕ · · ·

⊥
⊕ Pn, (9)

Pi = ΛiH = {χiF : F ∈ H}, i = 1, . . . , n, (10)

in which Λi is the orthogonal projection of H onto the closed subspace
Pi, for all i = 1, . . . , n.

We next provide a flavor of some results presented in this chapter.
First, the map (5) is well-defined for all z ∈ (0,∞)n [in fact, on a much
larger region D, see (51)] mapping into d × d matrices. Second, it is
positive definite and monotonic, i.e.,

0 < σ∗(z) ≤ σ∗(w), whenever zi ≤ wi, i = 1, . . . , n, (11)

and the classical Wiener bounds hold:(
n∑

i=1

z−1
i fi

)−1

I ≤ σ∗(z) ≤

(
n∑

i=1

zifi

)
I, (12)

where I denotes the d × d identity matrix of Rd×d and fi = ⟨χi⟩ is the
volume fraction of the ith phase (i = 1, . . . , n). Here, and throughout
the chapter, ≤ denotes the Loewner order on positive semidefinite ma-
trices (resp. operators). Third, in two-dimensions (d = 2), the effective
conductivity tensor σ∗(z) satisfies the Keller-Dykhne-Mendelson duality
relation:

σ∗(z) = R[σ∗(z
−1)]−1R−1, R =

[
0 1
−1 0

]
, (13)

where z−1 = (z−1
1 , . . . , z−1

n ). This latter relation is a consequence of the
facts that R∗ = R−1 = −R and RU ⊆ U along with the general result in
two dimensions that a curl-free field when rotated by 90 degrees produces
a divergence-free field and vice versa (see [7, p. 105], [16, Sec. 3.1]) which,
in particular, leads to the conclusion that RE ⊆ J and RJ ⊆ E .
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The abstract theory of composites discussed below is an approach that
generalizes this example of the Hilbert space framework based on an ab-
stract Hodge decomposition, the Z-problem defined by an abstract con-
stitutive equation (the cell problem), the effective operator defined by the
Z-problem including the effective operator of an abstract n-phase compos-
ite with an orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collection. The purpose is make the
theory and results applicable to a much broader range of problems such
as in elasticity or electromagnetism as well as to other areas of science.
For more on all this, including the connection to homogenization theory
and open problems, see, e.g., [13], [15], [16], [3], [8] and references therein.

In this chapter, the notation H will be used to denote a Hilbert
space over either the real field R or the complex field C, i.e., a real or
complex Hilbert space, respectively. The associated inner product is de-
noted by ⟨·, ·⟩ (or ⟨·, ·⟩H) and it will be assumed in the complex case that
⟨u, λv⟩ = λ⟨u, v⟩ for all λ ∈ C, u, v ∈ H. The space of all bounded linear
operators that maps one Hilbert space H into another V will be denoted
by L(H,V) , and L(H,H) is also denoted by L(H). For any Hilbert space

H with an orthogonal subspace decomposition H = H0

⊥
⊕H1, recall that

each operator A ∈ L(H) can be written uniquely as a 2×2 block operator
matrix with respect to this decomposition, i.e.,

A = [Aij ]i,j=1,2 =

[
A11 A12

A21 A22

]
,

whose action on elements ofH0

⊥
⊕H1, treated as 2×1 block column vectors,

is

A

[
x0

x1

]
=

[
A00x0 +A01x1

A10x0 +A11x1

]
, x0 ∈ H0, x1 ∈ H1.

Moreover, in the case that the (1, 1)-block A11 is invertible, the Schur
complement of A with respect to A11, denoted by A/A11, is defined by

A/A11 = A00 −A01A
−1
11 A10.

2 Abstract Theory of Composites

Definition 1 (Z-problem and effective operator). The Z-problem

(H,U , E ,J , L), (14)

is the following problem associated with a Hilbert space H, an orthogonal
triple decomposition of H as

H = U
⊥
⊕E

⊥
⊕J , (15)

and a bounded linear operator L ∈ L(H): given E0 ∈ U , find triples
(J0, E, J) ∈ U × E × J satisfying

J0 + J = L (E0 + E) . (16)
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Such a triple (J0, E, J) is called a solution of the Z-problem at E0. If
there exists a bounded linear operator L∗ ∈ L(U) such that

J0 = L∗E0, (17)

whenever E0 ∈ U and (J0, E, J) is a solution of the Z-problem at E0, then
L∗ is called an effective operator of the Z-problem.

Now let (H,U , E ,J , L) be a Z-problem. Then one represents the op-
erator

L = [Lij ]i,j=0,1,2 =

L11 L12 L13

L21 L22 L23

L31 L32 L33

 ∈ L(H) (18)

as a 3 × 3 block operator matrix with respect to the orthogonal triple

decomposition (15) of the Hilbert space H = U
⊥
⊕E

⊥
⊕J . More precisely,

introducing the orthogonal projections Γ0,Γ1,Γ2 of H onto H0 = U , H1 =
E , H2 = J , respectively, the operators Lij are defined by

Lij ∈ L(Hj , Hi), Lij = ΓiLΓj : Hj → Hi, (19)

for i, j = 0, 1, 2. In particular, L11 is the compression of L to E , that is,

L11 = Γ1LΓ1|E , (20)

i.e., the restriction of the operator Γ1LΓ1 on H to the closed subspace E .
The Z-problem (16) is then equivalent to the system

L00E0 + L01E = J0, (21)

L10E0 + L11E = 0, (22)

L20E0 + L21E = J. (23)

In what follows, the following hypotheses will appear:

(H0) L11 is invertible.

(H1) L∗ = L, L11 ≥ 0, L11 is invertible.

(H2) L∗ = L ≥ 0, L is invertible.

These statements have been ordered from weakest to strongest, in the
sense that

(H2) ⇒ (H1) ⇒ (H0). (24)

Another common hypothesis on L is the coercivity assumption:

(LM) There exist scalars λ ∈ C \ {0} and δ > 0 such that

Re(λL) ≥ δI, (25)

where I is the identity operator and Re(·) denotes the self-adjoint part of
an operator (·) in L(H), i.e.,

ReA =
1

2
(A+A∗), A ∈ L(H). (26)
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By the Lax-Milgram lemma [10, p. 57, Theorem 6], any operator L sat-
isfying (LM) is invertible and hence, using similar reasoning, so are Lii,
i = 0, 1, 2. In particular, this shows that

(LM) ⇒ (H0). (27)

In any case, one gets the classical formulas for the solution of the Z-
problem and the effective operator as a Schur complement (see [16, Sec.
12.7, eq. (12.57)], [6, Sec. 10.2], and [3, Sec. II]):

J0 = L∗E0, E = −L−1
11 L10E0, J = L20E0 + L21E, (28)

L∗ =

[
L00 L01

L10 L11

]
/L11 = L00 − L01L

−1
11 L10, (29)

where the latter is the Schur complement with respect to L11 of the com-

pression of L to U
⊥
⊕E :[

L00 L01

L10 L11

]
= (Γ0 + Γ1)L(Γ0 + Γ1)|

U
⊥
⊕E

∈ L(U
⊥
⊕E). (30)

These results are summarized by the following theorem.

Theorem 2. If (H,U , E ,J , L) is a Z-problem and L11 is invertible [i.e.,
(H0) holds] then the Z-problem has a unique solution for each E0 ∈ U and
it is given by the formulas (28), (29). Moreover, the effective operator of
the Z-problem exists, is unique, and is given by the Schur complement
formula (29).

This next definition introduces the notation of duality in Z-problems.

Definition 3 (Dual Z-problem). Given a Z-problem (H,U , E ,J , L) with
invertible L, called the direct Z-problem, the corresponding dual Z-problem
is the Z-problem (H,U ,J , E , L−1). An effective operator of the dual Z-
problem will be denoted by

(
L−1

)
∗′ .

Now, Theorem 2 yields immediately the next fundamental result on
duality.

Corollary 4. If (H,U , E ,J , L) is a Z-problem such that hypothesis (LM)
is true for L, then L is invertible and (LM) is also true for L−1. Moreover,
the hypothesis (LM) is true for the effective operator L∗ of the direct Z-
problem, it is invertible, and the effective operator

(
L−1

)
∗′ of the dual

Z-problem (H,U ,J , E , L−1) is given by the duality formula(
L−1)

∗′ = (L∗)
−1. (31)

One immediate application of this result is the following abstract ver-
sion of the Keller-Dykhne-Mendelson duality [16, Chap. 3].

Corollary 5. If H is a Hilbert space with orthogonal triple decomposition
(15) and R ∈ L(H) is invertible with R∗ = R−1 = −R, RU ⊆ U , RE ⊆ J ,
and RJ ⊆ E, then RU = U , RE = J , and RJ = E. Moreover, for any
L ∈ L(H) in which hypothesis (LM) is true, the following equality holds
(as functions on U):

L∗ = R[(R−1L−1R)∗]
−1R−1. (32)
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Proof. First, the assumptions imply that R−1U = RU ⊆ U , which implies
RU = U . Similarly, R−1E = RE ⊆ J and RJ ⊆ E imply RE = J and
E = RJ . Now suppose that L ∈ L(H) satisfies the hypothesis (LM).
Then (LM) also holds for R−1LR. By Theorem 2 and Corollary 4, the Z-
problems (H,U , E ,J , L) and (H,U , E ,J , R−1L−1R) have unique effective
operators L∗ and (R−1LR)∗, respectively, such that (R−1LR)∗ is invert-
ible. Let E0 ∈ U . Then there exists (J0, E, J) ∈ U × E × J satisfying

J0 + J = L (E0 + E) , (33)

and hence J0 = L∗E0. But then

(R−1L−1R)(R−1J0 +R−1J) = R−1E0 +R−1E (34)

with R−1J0 ∈ U and
(
R−1E0, R

−1J,R−1E
)
∈ U × E × J , which implies

R−1E0 = (R−1L−1R)∗R
−1J0. Thus, one has R[(R−1L−1R)∗]

−1R−1E0 =
J0 = L∗E0. This proves the corollary.

Under hypothesis (H1), the following theorem gives a variational for-
mulation for the effective operator [16, Chap. 13], [13, Sec. 2.7], [3].

Theorem 6 (Dirichlet minimization principle). If L ∈ L(H), L∗ = L,
L11 ≥ 0, and L11 is invertible [i.e., (H1) holds] then the effective operator
L∗ is the unique self-adjoint operator satisfying the minimization principle

(E0, L∗E0) = min
E∈E

(E0 + E,L(E0 + E)), ∀E0 ∈ U , (35)

and, for each E0 ∈ U , the minimizer is unique and given by

E = −L−1
11 L10E0. (36)

Moreover, one has the following upper bound on the effective operator:

L∗ ≤ L00, (37)

where L00 is the compression of L to U , i.e.,

L00 = Γ0LΓ0|U . (38)

This theorem has several immediate consequences. One is the Thom-
son minimization principle [16, Chap. 13], [13, Sec. 2.7], [3] which is an
immediate consequence of duality, using Theorem 6 and Corollary 4.

Corollary 7 (Thomson minimization principle). If L ∈ L(H), L∗ = L ≥
0, and L is invertible [i.e., (H2) holds], then L∗ is invertible and (L∗)

−1

is the unique self-adjoint operator satisfying the minimization principle

(J0, (L∗)
−1J0) = min

J∈J
(J0 + J, L−1(J0 + J)), ∀J0 ∈ U , (39)

and, for each J0 ∈ U , the minimizer is unique and given by

J = −L−1
22 L20J0. (40)

Moreover, one has the following upper and lower bounds on the effective
operator:

0 ≤ [(L−1)00]
−1 ≤ L∗ ≤ L00, (41)
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where (L−1)00 is the compression of L−1 to U , i.e.,

(L−1)00 = Γ0L
−1Γ0|U , (42)

which is invertible in L(U) with inverse [(L−1)00]
−1.

The next result is another consequence of Theorem 6 and it gives the
monotonicity and concavity of the effective operator map (cf. [16, Sec.
13.2], [4, Cor. 5])

(·)∗ : L(H)++ → L(U)++, L 7→ L∗, ∀L ∈ L(H)++, (43)

where L(H)++ denotes the subset of L(H) of all positive operators, i.e.,
all L ∈ L(H) satisfying (H2), and L(U)++ is defined similarly.

Corollary 8. Let L,M ∈ L(H)++. Then the following statements are
true:

(i) If L ≤ M , then
L∗ ≤ M∗. (44)

(ii) If t ∈ [0, 1], then

tL∗ + (1− t)M∗ ≤ [tL+ (1− t)M ]∗. (45)

Proof. (i): If L ≤ M , then by Theorem 6,

(E0, L∗E0) = min
E∈E

(E0+E,L(E0+E)) ≤ min
E∈E

(E0+E,M(E0+E)) = (E0,M∗E0)

for all E0 ∈ U , which proves (i).
(ii): Fix t ∈ [0, 1]. Then ℓ(t) := tL+ (1− t)M ∈ L(H)++ and for any

E0 ∈ U , E ∈ E ,

(E0 + E, ℓ(t)(E0 + E)) = t(E0 + E,L(E0 + E)) + (1− t)(E0 + E,M(E0 + E))

≥ tmin
E∈E

(E0+E,L(E0+E))+(1− t)min
E∈E

(E0+E,M(E0+E)).

The proof of (ii) now follows from this by Theorem 6.

The next definition introduces the notion of orthogonal subspace col-
lections and the abstraction of an isotropic multiphase composite, see [16,
Chap. 29], [14], [6].

Definition 9 (Subspace collections and multiphase composites). An or-
thogonal Z(n)-subspace collection C is an (n+ 4)-tuple

C = (H,U , E ,J ,P1, . . . ,Pn), (46)

where H is a Hilbert space with subspaces U , E ,J ,P1, . . . ,Pn satisfying

H = U
⊥
⊕ E

⊥
⊕ J = P1

⊥
⊕ · · ·

⊥
⊕ Pn. (47)

Let Λi denote the orthogonal projection of H onto Pi, i = 1, . . . , n. Then
the Z-problem

(H,U , E ,J , L(z)), (48)

where

L(z) = z1Λ1 + . . .+ znΛn, , z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn (49)

is called an (abstract) n-phase composite with (orthogonal) Z(n)-subspace
collection C.
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Now one is interested in the properties of the associated effective op-
erator map:

L∗(·) : D → L(U), z 7→ L∗(z), (50)

D =
⋃

θ∈[0,2π)

(eiθC+)n, (51)

where C+ denotes the open upper-half of the complex plane C, i.e.,

C+ = {z ∈ C : Im(z) > 0}. (52)

The next result from [17, Sec. 3.4, Prop. 24] shows this map is a well-
defined function on the domain D ⊆ Cn with a representation of a special
type called a Bessmertny̆ı realization.

Proposition 10 (Effective operator: Bessmertny̆ı realization). If z ∈ D,
then the Z-problem (48), (49) has a unique solution for any E0 ∈ U and
it is given by the formulas (28), (29) with L = L(z) = [Lij(z)]i,j=0,1,2.
Moreover, the effective operator L∗(z) of the Z-problem exists, is unique,
and is given as the Schur complement

L∗(z) = A(z)/A11(z) = A00(z)−A01(z)A11(z)
−1A10(z) (53)

of a normalized homogeneous positive semidefinite operator pencil

A(z) =

[
A00(z) A01(z)
A10(z) A11(z)

]
, (54)

A(z) = z1A1 + · · ·+ znAn, (55)

A∗
i = Ai ≥ 0, (i = 1, . . . , n), (56)

A1 + · · ·+An = I, (57)

where I denotes the identity operator on U
⊥
⊕E, and

A(z) = [Aij(z)]i,j=0,1 = [Lij(z)]i,j=0,1 = (Γ0 + Γ1)L(z)(Γ0 + Γ1)|
U

⊥
⊕E

,

(58)

Ai = (Γ0 + Γ1)Λi(Γ0 + Γ1)|
U

⊥
⊕E

∈ L(U
⊥
⊕E), i = 1, . . . , n, (59)

i.e., A(z) and Ai are the compression of L(z) and Λi, respectively, to

U
⊥
⊕E.

Proof. The proof follows immediately from Theorem 2 using the fact that,
for any z ∈ D, the hypothesis (LM) holds for the operator L(z) [and hence,
by (27), so does hypothesis (H0)].

This next corollary is the abstract version of the Keller-Dykhne-
Mendelson duality for n-phase composites, cf. [16, Chap. 3].

Corollary 11. Suppose (H,U , E ,J , L(z)) is the Z-problem of an ab-
stract n-phase composite with orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collection C =
(H,U , E ,J ,P1, . . . ,Pn) such that there exists R ∈ L(H) which is invert-
ible with R∗ = R−1 = −R,RU ⊆ U , RE ⊆ J , RJ ⊆ E, and RPi ⊆ Pi
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for all i = 1, . . . , n. Then the following equality holds (as functions on U)
for all z ∈ D:

L∗(z) = R[L∗(z
−1)]−1R−1, (60)

where z−1 = (z−1
1 , . . . , z−1

n ).

Proof. First, it follows from the assumptions that RPi = Pi so that
RΛi = ΛiR for each i = 1, . . . , n. Second, if z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn such
that zi ̸= 0 for all i, then L(z)−1 = L(z−1) and hence R−1L(z)−1R =
R−1L(z−1)R = L(z−1). In particular, if z ∈ D, then z−1 ∈ D and
L∗(z

−1) = [L(z−1)]∗ = [L(z)−1]∗. Combining this with Corollary 5, for
any z ∈ D one has

L∗(z) = R[(R−1L(z)−1R)∗]
−1R−1 = R[L(z−1)]−1

∗ R−1 = R[L∗(z
−1)]−1R−1.

(61)

This next corollary is the abstract version of the Wiener bounds and
monotonicity of the effective operator for n-phase composites, see [16,
Chaps. 13 & 22], [13, Chap. 2, Sec. 7], [7, Chap. 3, Sec. 1].

Corollary 12. (i) If zi > 0 for i = 1, . . . , n, then(
n∑

i=1

z−1
i Γ0ΛiΓ0|U

)−1

≤ L∗(z) ≤
n∑

i=1

ziΓ0ΛiΓ0|U , (62)

where Γ0ΛiΓ0|U is the compression of Λi to U .
(ii) If 0 < zi ≤ wi for i = 1, . . . , n, then

L∗(z) ≤ L∗(w). (63)

Proof. The proof of (i) is immediate from Corollary 7 by noting that if
z ∈ (0,∞)n, then

L(z)∗ = L(z) ≥ 0, (64)

L(z)00 = Γ0L(z)Γ0|U =

n∑
i=1

ziΓ0ΛiΓ0|U , (65)

L(z)−1 =

n∑
i=1

z−1
i Λi, [(L(z)

−1)00]
−1 =

(
n∑

i=1

z−1
i Γ0ΛiΓ0|U

)−1

. (66)

Next, the proof of (ii) follows immediately from Corollary 8, since if 0 <
zi ≤ wi for i = 1, . . . , n, then L(z), L(w) ∈ L(H)++ and

L(z) =

n∑
i=1

ziΓi ≤
n∑

i=1

wiΓi = L(w). (67)
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Proposition 10 gives an indication that there is a deeper relationship
between Bessmertny̆ı realizations and effective operators. Thus, a natural
question to ask is whether the converse of Proposition 10 is true. The
next theorem says that it is, up to a unitary transformation.

To begin, the following lemma is needed.

Lemma 13. If V,W are Hilbert spaces, V ∈ L(V,W), and V ∗V = I,
then the following statements are true:

(i) V V ∗ is the orthogonal projection of W onto V V (the range of V ).

(ii) The restrictions of the operators V and V ∗, defined by

T : V → V V, T v = V v, v ∈ V, (68)

S : V V → V, Sy = V ∗y, y ∈ V V, (69)

respectively, are unitary transformations that are inverses of each
other, i.e.,

T ∈ L(V, V V), S ∈ L(V V,V), T−1 = T ∗ = S. (70)

Proof. (i): As V ∗ ∈ L(W,V) is the Hilbert space adjoint of V ∈ L(V,W)
and V ∗V = I (the identity operator on V), the operator P := V V ∗ ∈
L(W) is an orthogonal projection of W onto PW, since P 2 = V V ∗V V ∗ =
V V ∗ = P and P ∗ = (V V ∗)∗ = (V ∗)∗V ∗ = V V ∗ = P . Next, clearly
PW ⊆ V V = V V ∗V V ⊆ PW, hence PW = V V. This proves (i).

(ii): Clearly, S, T are well-defined functions such that T ∈ L(V, V V)
and S ∈ L(V V,V). Next, as V ∗V = I and, by part (i), V V ∗ is the
orthogonal projection of W onto V V, one has

STv = V ∗V v = v, ∀v ∈ V, (71)

TSy = (V V ∗)y = y, ∀y ∈ V V (72)

which proves that T is invertible with T−1 = S. Finally, denoting the
inner product of a Hilbert space H by ⟨·, ·⟩H ,

⟨Tv, y⟩V V = ⟨V v, y⟩W = ⟨v, V ∗y⟩V = ⟨v, Sy⟩V , for all v ∈ V, y ∈ V V,
(73)

implying T ∗ = S, which proves (ii).

Theorem 14. If f(z) is the Schur complement of a normalized homoge-
neous positive semidefinite operator pencil, i.e., for all z ∈ D,

f(z) = A(z)/A11(z) = A00(z)−A01(z)A11(z)
−1A10(z), (74)

where

A(z) =

[
A00(z) A01(z)
A10(z) A11(z)

]
, (75)

A(z) = z1A1 + · · ·+ znAn, (76)

A∗
i = Ai ≥ 0, (i = 1, . . . , n), (77)

A1 + · · ·+An = I, (78)
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then there exists an effective operator L∗(z) of an abstract n-phase compos-
ite with orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collection and a constant unitary trans-
formation T such that

f(z) = T ∗L∗(z)T ∀z ∈ D. (79)

In particular, f(·) and L∗(·) are unitarily equivalent on the domain D.

Proof. By hypotheses, there exists a Hilbert space with orthogonal decom-

position H0

⊥
⊕H1 such that A(z) = [Aij(z)]i,j=0,1 is a 2× 2 block operator

matrix (74) with respect to that decomposition. For each i, there exists a

Hilbert space Vi and a bounded linear operator Vi ∈ L(H0

⊥
⊕H1,Vi) such

that

Ai = V ∗
i Vi, i = 1, . . . , n. (80)

(For example, Vi = H0

⊥
⊕H1 and Vi = A

1/2
i is the positive semidefinite

operator square root of Ai, i = 1, . . . , n). Next, recall that the (external)
direct sum of the Hilbert spaces V1, . . . ,Vn, i.e.,

H =

n⊕
i=1

Vi = V1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Vn =


v1...
vn

 : vi ∈ Vi, i = 1, . . . , n

 , (81)

is a Hilbert space when equipped with the usual componentwise addition
and scalar multiplication and inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ defined by

⟨v, w⟩ =
n∑

i=1

⟨vi, wi⟩Vi , for all v, w ∈ H, (82)

where ⟨·, ·⟩Vi denotes the inner product of Vi, i = 1, . . . , n. In particular,
it has the orthogonal decomposition

H = P1

⊥
⊕ · · ·

⊥
⊕ Pn, (83)

Pi = {v ∈ H : vj = 0, j ̸= i} , i = 1, . . . , n. (84)

Let Λi denote the orthogonal projection of H onto Pi, i = 1, . . . , n and
define

L(z) = z1Λ1 + · · ·+ znΛn, z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn. (85)

Next, define

V ∈ L(H0

⊥
⊕H1,H), V x =

V1x
...

Vnx

 , x ∈ H0

⊥
⊕H1. (86)

Then the Hilbert space adjoint of V is

V ∗ ∈ L(H,H0

⊥
⊕H1), V

∗v =

n∑
i=1

V ∗
i vi, v ∈ H, (87)
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since, for every x ∈ H0

⊥
⊕H1 and v ∈ H,

⟨V x, v⟩ =
n∑

i=1

⟨Vix, vi⟩Vi =

n∑
i=1

⟨x, V ∗vi⟩
H0

⊥
⊕H1

=

〈
x,

n∑
i=1

V ∗
i vi

〉
H0

⊥
⊕H1

.

(88)

It follows that

Ai = V ∗ΛiV, i = 1, . . . , n, (89)

since

V ∗ΛiV x = V ∗Λi

V1x
...

Vnx

 = V ∗
i Vix = Aix,∀x ∈ H0

⊥
⊕H1 (90)

for each i = 1, . . . , n. In particular, this proves that

A(z) = V ∗L(z)V ∀z ∈ Cn. (91)

Now A(1, . . . , 1) =
∑n

i=1 Ai = I (the identity operator on H0

⊥
⊕H1) by

assumption (78) and L(1, . . . , 1) =
∑n

i=1 Λi = I (the identity operator on
H) by construction, hence

V ∗V = I. (92)

From this and Lemma 13, one concludes that one has an orthogonal triple
decomposition of H with

H = U
⊥
⊕E

⊥
⊕J , (93)

U = VH0, E = VH1, J = H
⊥
⊖(U

⊥
⊕E). (94)

By Lemma 13, it follows that the restrictions of the operators V and V ∗,
defined by

T : H0 → VH0, T v = V v, v ∈ H0, (95)

S : VH0 → H0, Sy = V ∗y, y ∈ VH0, (96)

respectively, are unitary transformations that are inverses of each other,
i.e.,

T ∈ L(H0, VH0), S ∈ L(VH0,H0), T
−1 = T ∗ = S. (97)

It has also been proven that the Z-problem

(H,U , E ,J , L(z)) (98)

is an abstract n-phase composite with orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collection

C = (H,U , E ,J ,P1, . . . ,Pn). (99)
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Consider the effective operator L∗(z) of C. It is claimed that

A(z)/A11(z) = T ∗L∗(z)T ∀z ∈ D. (100)

Let z ∈ D. Then by Proposition 10, the effective operator L∗(z) is
well-defined and by the assumptions on A(z) the block A11(z) is in-
vertible so that the Schur complement f(z) = A(z)/A11(z) is well-
defined. Next, let x0 ∈ H0. Then w0 = A(z)/A11(z)x0 ∈ H0 and
x1 = −A11(z)

−1A10(z)x0 ∈ H1 satisfy

w0 = A(z)(x0 + x1). (101)

Hence,

Tw0 + 0 = V w0 = V A(z)V ∗(V x0 + V x1) = L(z)(Tx0 + V x1), (102)

and since Tx0 ∈ U with (Tw0, V x1, 0) ∈ U × E × J , it follows that

Tw0 = L∗(z)Tx0, (103)

implying

A(z)/A11(z)x0 = w0 = T ∗L∗(z)Tx0. (104)

This proves the claim, which completes the proof of the theorem.

3 Effective conductivity in a periodic
medium

Consider the Hilbert space of periodic square-integrable vector-valued

functions
[
L2

# (Ω)
]d

(d = 2 or d = 3, over the field K = R or K = C)
with unit cell Ω ⊆ Rn [e.g., Ω = (0, 2π)d] and the Hodge decomposition[

L2
# (Ω)

]d
= H = U

⊥
⊕E

⊥
⊕J , (105)

U = {U ∈ H : ⟨U⟩ = U}, (106)

E = {E ∈ H : ∇× E = 0, ⟨E⟩ = 0}, (107)

J = {J ∈ H : ∇ · J = 0, ⟨J⟩ = 0}, (108)

with the inner product and (unit cell) average

(E,F )H =
1

|Ω|
∫
Ω

E (x)
T
F (x)dx, ⟨F ⟩ = 1

|Ω|
∫
Ω

F (x) dx, (109)

respectively, for all E,F ∈ H. Here, (·)T and (·) denote the transpose
and complex conjugation, respectively, and |Ω| =

∫
Ω
dx is the Lebesgue

measure of Ω. In particular, U is the d-dimensional space of uniform
(constant) vector functions; E is the infinite-dimensional space of all Ω-
periodic fields E characterized by E = ∇u for some Ω-periodic function

u; U
⊥
⊕E and U

⊥
⊕J are the spaces of periodic vector fields which are the

gradient ∇ of a potential and divergence-free, respectively.
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The Z-problem (H,U , E ,J , L) for this example is the problem of de-
termining, for a given E0 ∈ U , the triplet J0 ∈ U , E ∈ E , J ∈ J such that
the following Ohm’s law with conductivity L holds:

J0 + J = L(E0 + E). (110)

Effective conductivity (operator) L∗ ∈ L(U) is just an effective operator
for this Z-problem, i.e., it satisfies

J0 = L∗E0, (111)

whenever E0 ∈ U and (J0, E, J) ∈ U × E × J solves Ohm’s law (110).

Equivalently, for the periodic electric field E0+E ∈ U
⊥
⊕E and the periodic

current density J0 + J ∈ U
⊥
⊕J related through Ohm’s law (110), the

effective conductivity L∗ relates the averages of these fields:

J0 = ⟨J0 + J⟩ = ⟨L(E0 + E)⟩ = L∗⟨E0 + E⟩ = L∗E0. (112)

Consider now the subspace L∞
# (Ω) ⊆ L2

# (Ω) of essentially bounded
(periodic) functions and denote the set of all d × d matrices with entries
in L∞

# (Ω) by [L∞
# (Ω)]d×d. Then L∞

# (Ω) and [L∞
# (Ω)]d×d can be treated

as subspaces of bounded linear operators in L(H) when viewed as left-
multiplication operators, i.e.,

σ ∈ L∞
# (Ω) ∪ [L∞

# (Ω)]d×d ⇒ Lσ ∈ L(H), where Lσ(F ) = σF, F ∈ H.
(113)

Similarly, by convention K ⊆ L∞
# (Ω) is the subspace of constant functions

so that U = Kd and hence the elements of L(U) are just operators of left
multiplication by matrices in Kd×d, i.e.,

L(U) = {Lσ : σ ∈ Kd×d}. (114)

Moreover, as the map Kd×d ∋ σ 7→ Lσ ∈ L(U) is a bijection, for any
effective (conductivity) operator L∗ of a Z-problem (H,U , E ,J , L) there
exists a unique σ∗ ∈ Kd×d such that L∗ = Lσ∗ . The matrix σ∗ is called
the effective conductivity tensor for this Z-problem.

This terminology is motivated by noting that if σ ∈ L∞
# (Ω) ∪

[L∞
# (Ω)]d×d (local conductivity tensors) then with L = Lσ, the effective

conductivity (Lσ)∗ = Lσ∗ can be identified with the effective conductivity
tensor σ∗ ∈ Kd×d. In addition, the orthogonal projection of H onto U ,
which has been denoted by Γ0, is the averaging operator, i.e.,

Γ0 ∈ L(H), Γ0F = ⟨F ⟩, F ∈ H, (115)

Γ2
0 = Γ0, Γ

∗
0 = Γ0, Γ0H = U . (116)

Next, we will consider the effective conductivity of an isotropic n-phase
composite. Suppose that Ω is decomposed into a disjoint union

Ω = Ω1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ωn, (117)

Ωi ∩ Ωj = ∅ (i ̸= j) (118)
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for some Lebesgue measurable sets Ωi ⊆ Ω with |Ωi| > 0 and consider the
characteristic function

Ω ∋ x 7→ χi(x) =

{
1 if x ∈ Ωi,
0 if x ∈ Ω \ Ωi,

(119)

which is extended by periodicity to Rd so that

χi ∈ L∞
# (Ω) , i = 1, . . . , n. (120)

Next, define Pi to be the range of the multiplication operator Lχi , i.e.,

Pi = LχiH = {χiF : F ∈ H}, i = 1, . . . , n. (121)

Then an orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collection C given by

C = (H,U , E ,J ,P1, . . . ,Pn), (122)

where H is the Hilbert space (105) with subspaces U , E ,J defined by
(106)-(108) and subspaces P1, . . . ,Pn defined by (121), satisfies

H = U
⊥
⊕ E

⊥
⊕ J = P1

⊥
⊕ · · ·

⊥
⊕ Pn. (123)

Letting Λi denote the orthogonal projection of H onto Pi, one has

Λi = Lχi , ΛiF = χiF, F ∈ H, i = 1, . . . , n. (124)

In this case, the Z-problem

(H,U , E ,J , Lσ(z)), (125)

where

σ(z) = z1χ1 + . . .+ znχn, (126)

Lσ(z) = z1Λ1 + . . .+ znΛn, z = (z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn (127)

is an n-phase composite with orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collection C (cf.
Def. 9). For the effective conductivity of this Z-problem, i.e., (Lσ(z))∗ =
Lσ∗(z), where σ∗(z) := σ(z)∗ is the effective conductivity tensor, they are
well-defined functions for all z ∈ D by Proposition 10.

The following corollary is the Keller-Dykhne-Mendelson duality for
isotropic n-phase composites for conductivity, see [16, Chap. 3] and refer-
ences therein.

Corollary 15. If d = 2 and R ∈ K2×2 is the matrix of clockwise rotation
by 90 degrees, i.e.,

R =

[
0 1
−1 0

]
, (128)

then the following statements are true:

(i) The orthogonal Z(n)-subspace collection C =
(H,U , E ,J ,P1, . . . ,Pn) has the properties

RU = U , RE = J , RJ = E , RPi = Pi, i = 1, . . . , n. (129)
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(ii) The effective conductivity tensor σ∗(z) satisfies

σ∗(z) = R[σ∗(z
−1)]−1R−1 ∀z ∈ D. (130)

Proof. First, the matrix R is invertible with R∗ = R−1 = −R. It follows
that the left-multiplication operator LR ∈ L(H) is invertible with L∗

R =
L−1

R = −LR. Now, clearly LRU = RU ⊆ U and LRΛi = LRLχi =
LχiLR = ΛiLR, implying RPi = LRPi ⊆ Pi, for i = 1, . . . , n. Next, it is
well-known ([7, p. 105], [16, Sec. 3.1]) that a two-dimensional curl free field
when rotated pointwise by 90 degrees produces divergence free field and

vice versa, which implies LRE = RE ⊆ U
⊥
⊕ J and LRJ = RJ ⊆ U

⊥
⊕ E .

Next, as any element F ∈ E ∪ J satisfies ⟨RF ⟩ = R⟨F ⟩ = 0 this implies
RE ⊆ J and RJ ⊆ E . By Corollaries 5 and 11, it follows that

RU = U , RE = J , RJ = E , RPi = Pi, i = 1, . . . , n,

and, for each z ∈ D,

Lσ∗(z) = R[Lσ∗(z−1)]
−1R−1 = RL[σ∗(z−1)]−1R

−1 = LR[σ∗(z−1)]−1R−1 ,

(131)

implying σ∗(z) = R[σ∗(z
−1)]−1R−1. This completes the proof.

The next result is an immediate consequence of a corollary (Corol-
lary 12) to Theorem 7, where the first part provides the classical Wiener
bounds for effective conductivity tensor in which the upper and lower
bounds are given by the (weighted) arithmetic and harmonic means, see
[16, Chaps. 13 & 22], [13, Chap. 2, Sec. 7], [7, Chap. 3, Sec. 1].

Corollary 16. (i) If zi > 0 for i = 1, . . . , n, then the effective conductivity
tensor σ∗(z) satisfies the Wiener bounds(

n∑
i=1

z−1
i fi

)−1

I ≤ σ∗(z) ≤

(
n∑

i=1

zifi

)
I, (132)

where I denotes here the d×d identity matrix of Kd×d and fi is the volume
fraction of the ith phase, i.e.,

fi = ⟨χi⟩ =
|Ωi|
|Ω| =

∫
Ωi

dx∫
Ω
dx

, i = 1, . . . , n.

(ii) If 0 < zi ≤ wi for i = 1, . . . , n then

σ∗(z) ≤ σ∗(w). (133)

Proof. The proof of (i) follows immediately from Corollary 12.(i) by using
the fact that (Lσ(z))∗ = Lσ∗(z) and Γ0 is just the averaging operator
Γ0(·) = ⟨·⟩ so that

Γ0ΛiΓ0|UU = Γ0(χiU) = ⟨χiU⟩ = fi⟨U⟩ = fiU, U ∈ U , i = 1, . . . , n.

The proof of (ii) follows from Corollary 12.(ii), since the inequality
Lσ∗(z) ≤ Lσ∗(w) between the left-multiplication operators implies σ∗(z) ≤
σ∗(w).
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4 Conclusion

This chapter has presented some fundamental concepts and results on
the abstract mathematical theory of composites using the Hilbert space
framework. The focus has been on the effective operator and its properties
from the viewpoint of operator theory on Hilbert spaces. The approach
can be used for a broader range of applied problems involving compos-
ites and the abstract framework should be further studied as many open
problems still remain to be solved.

One question that naturally arises from this consideration and deserves
more attention is the effective operator realizability problem: Find neces-
sary and sufficient conditions for a given function f(z) of n real or complex
variables z = (z1, . . . , zn) to be unitarily equivalent to an effective opera-
tor of an abstract n-phase composite having an orthogonal Z(n)-subspace
collection.

There are two possible approaches to answering the question: (1) via
operator theory on Hilbert spaces using the machinery of Schur comple-
ments; (2) using the analytic properties f(z) as a function of z. Although
the latter approach is worthy of consideration, it will not be discussed fur-
ther as it lies outside the scope of this chapter and the interested reader
is recommended to consult the references [11], [12], [16, Chaps. 18 & 29],
[14], [6], and [15] for more details.

For the first approach, Proposition 10 and Theorem 14 provide the
complete solution to the realizability problem. In particular, they de-
scribe the fundamental relationship between the following two classes of
operator-valued functions: (i) effective operators of abstract multiphase
composite having orthogonal subspace collections; (ii) Schur complements
of normalized homogeneous positive semidefinite operator pencils. The
class (i) of functions has been called the Milton class (cf. [17, Chap. 7]).
The class (ii) is a special subclass of the Bessmertny̆ı class of all operator-
valued functions which can be represented as a Schur complement of a
block of homogeneous positive semidefinite operator pencils. For more on
the Bessmertny̆ı class, see, e.g., [5], [1], [9], [2], [18].
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