arXiv:2011.07847v1 [math.FA] 16 Nov 2020

Expansive operators which are power bounded or algebraic

B.P. Duggal, I.H. Kim

Abstract Given Hilbert space operators P, T ∈ B(H), P ≥ 0 invertible, T is (m, P )− expansive (resp., (m, P )− isometric) for some positive integer m if △^m_T ∗_{,T} (P ) = ∑_m j=0(−1)^j ( m j ) T^{∗j} P T^j ≤ 0 (resp., △^m_T ∗_{,T} (P ) = 0). An (m, P )− expansive

operator T is power bounded if and only if it is a C_{1·}− operator which is similar to an isometry and satisfies △^n_T ∗_{,T} (Q) = 0 for some positive invertible operator Q ∈ B(H) and all integers n ≥ 1. If, instead, T is an algebraic (m, I)− expansive operator, then either the spectral radius r(T ) of T is greater than one or T is the perturbation of a unitary by a nilpotent such that T is (2n − 1, I)− isometric for some positive integers m_0 ≤ m, m_0 odd, and n ≥^{m0 +1}_2 .

1. Introduction

Let B(H) denote the algebra of operators, i.e., bounded linear transformations, on an infinite dimensional complex Hilbert space into itself. An operator T is (m, I)− expansive, or simply m− expansive, for some positive integer m, if

△^m_T ∗_{,T} (I) = m∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( m j ) T^{∗j}T^j ≤ 0.

Agler, [1, Theorem 3,1], characterized subnormality with positivity of △^m_T ∗_{,T} (I): △^m_T ∗_{,T} (I) ≥ 0 if and only if ‖T ‖ ≤ 1 and T is subnormal. Operators T such that △^m_T ∗_{,T} (I) ≥ 0 have been called m− contractive, and operators T such that △^m_T ∗_{,T} (I) = 0 are said to be m− isometric [2]. Classes of m− isometric, m− expansive and m− contractive operators have attracted the attention of a large number of authors over the past three or so decades (see [4], [5], [6], [7], [8], [11], [12],[13], [14], [19] for further references). For A, B ∈ B(H), let L_A, R_B ∈ B(B(H)) denote respectively the left and the right multiplication operators

L_A(X) = AX and R_B(X) = XB.

Let △_{A,B} ∈ B(B(H)) denote the elementary operator △_{A,B}(X)) = (I − L_AR_B )(X) = X − AXB. AMS(MOS) subject classification (2010). Primary: 47A05, 47B47, 47B65; Secondary: 47A55, 47A63, 47A65

Keywords: Expansive/Contractive Hilbert space operator, elementary operator, algebraic operator, power bounded

The work of the second author was supported by a grant from the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF), funded by the Korean government (NRF-2019R1F1A1057574).

Then, for positive integers m,

△^m_{A,B}(X) = (I − L_AR_B)^m(X) = m∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( m j ) A^j XB^j .

We say in the following that the pair of operators

(A, B) ∈ (m, P )− expansive if △^m_{A,B}(P ) ≤ 0;

(A, B) ∈ (m, P )− hyperexpansive if △^t_{A,B}(P ) ≤ 0 for all integers 1 ≤ t ≤ m; (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− contractive if △^m_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0;

(A, B) ∈ (m, P )− hypercontractive if △^t_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0 for all integers 1 ≤ t ≤ m; (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− isometric if △^m_{A,B}(P ) = 0.

Recall that an operator T ∈ B(H) is power bounded if sup_n ‖T^n‖ ≤ M for some scalar M > 0. A well known result says that power bounded m− isometric operators T (i.e., T power bounded and (T^∗, T ) ∈ (m, I)− isometric) are isometric; for power bounded pairs (A, B) ∈ (m, I)− isometric, A^∗ and B are similar to isometries [9]. We prove that this result extends to power bounded pairs satisfying the condition that L_AR_B(Q) ≥ 0 whenever Q ≥ 0. For power bounded T ∈ (m, P )− expansive (i.e., (T^∗, T ) ∈ (m, P )− expansive) this translates to “T is a C_{1·}− operator which is similar to an isometry and satisfies T^∗QT = Q for some positive invertible operator Q”. (Thus T is isometric in an equivalent norm: ‖x‖_Q = ⟨x, x⟩^{12}_Q = ‖Q^12 x‖.) For operators T ∈ (m, P )− contractive, it is seen that T is similar to the direct sum of the conjugate of a C_{0·}− contraction with a unitary. Algebraic (m, P )− expansive operators T are not Drazin invertible. We prove that for such operators T either the spectral radius r(T ) > 1, or, T is the perturbation of a unitary operator by a commuting nilpotent such that T ∈ (2n − 1)− isometric for some integer n (dependent upon m). A similar result for algebraic m− contractive operators is not possible.

We introduce further notation and prove a few complementary results in Section 2, Section 3 in devoted to considering power bounded (m, P )− expansive and (m, P )− contractive operators, and algebraic m− expansive operators are considered in Section 4.

2. Complementary results

Throughout the following A, B and T will denote operators in B(H), and P ∈ B(H) will denote a positive invertible operator. We shall henceforth shorten (T^∗, T ) ∈ (m, P ) − · · · to T ∈ (m, P ) − · · ·, and T ∈ (m, I) − · · · to T ∈ m − · · ·. The spectrum, the approximate point spectrum and the isolated points of the spectrum of A will be denoted by σ(A), σ_a(A) and isoσ(A), respectively. T is a C_{0·}− operator (resp., C_{1·}− operator) if lim_{n→∞} ‖T^nx‖ = 0 for all x ∈ H

(resp., inf_{n∈N} ‖T^nx‖ > 0 for all 0 ≠ x ∈ H);

T ∈ C_{·0} if T^∗ ∈ C_{0·}, T ∈ C_{·1} if T^∗ ∈ C_{1·}, and T ∈ C_{αβ} if T ∈ C_{α·} ∩ C_{·β} (α, β = 0, 1). The operator T is weakly C_{0·} (or, weakly stable [17]) if lim_{n→∞}⟨T^nx, x⟩ = 0 for all x ∈ H (equivalently; if lim_{n→∞}⟨T^nx, y⟩ = 0 for all x, y ∈ H). It is well known, [15], that power bounded operators T have an upper triangular representation T = ( T_1 T_3 0 T_2 ) ∈ B(H_1 ⊕ H_2)

for some decomposition H = H_1 ⊕ H_2 of H such that T_1 ∈ C_{0·} and T_2 ∈ C_{1·}. Every isometry V ∈ B(H) has a direct sum decomposition

V = V_{10} ⊕ V_u ∈ B(H_c ⊕ H_u), V_{10} ∈ C_{10} and V_u ∈ C_{11}

into its completely non-unitary (i.e., unilateral shift) and unitary parts [17].

The following well known result from Douglas [10] will often be used in the sequel (without further mention).

Theorem 2.1 The following statements are pairwise equivalent: (i) A(H) ⊆ B(H).

(ii) There is a μ ≥ 0 such that AA^∗ ≤ μ^2BB^∗. (iii) There is an operator C ∈ B(H) such that A = BC.

If these conditions are satisfied, then the operator C may be chosen so that ‖C‖^2 = inf{λ : AA^∗ ≤ λBB^∗}, A^{−1}(0) ⊆ C^{−1}(0) and C(H) ⊆ B^{−1}(0)^⊥.

Suppose that the pair of operators (A, B) preserves order in the sense that (L_AR_B )(X) ≥ 0 for all X ∈ B(H) such that X ≥ 0. For all positive integers n,

△^m_An_{,B}n (P ) = (I − L_An R_Bn )^m (P ) = (I − L^n_AR^n_B)^m(P ) = {L^{n−1}_A △_{A,B}(P )R^{n−1}_B + L^{n−2}_A △_{A,B}(P )R^{n−2}_B + · · · + L_A△_{A,B}(P )R_B + △_{A,B}(P )}^m = { L^{n−1}_A R^{n−1}_B + L^{n−2}_A R^{n−2}_B + · · · + L_AR_B + I }_m ( △^m_{A,B}(P ) ) . Hence

(A, B) ∈ (m, P ) − expansive =⇒ (A^n, B^n) ∈ (m, P ) − expansive, and

(A, B) ∈ (m, P ) − contractive =⇒ (A^n, B^n) ∈ (m, P ) − contractive for all positive integers n.

The identity (a − 1)^m = a^m − ∑_{m−1} j=0 ( m j ) (a − 1)^j implies

~△^m_{A,B} = (L_AR_B − I)^m = (L_AR_B )^m −^{m−1} ∑ j=0 ( m j ) ~△^{m−1}_{A,B} = (−1)^m△^m_{A,B}.

If ~△^m_{A,B}(P ) ≤ 0 for some positive integer m, then, since ~△^j_{A,B} = L_AR_B ( ~△^{j−1}_{A,B} ) − ~△^{j−1}_{A,B} for all integers j ≥ 1, m−1∑ j=0 ( n j ) L_AR_B ( ~△^j_{A,B} ) = m−1∑ j=0 ( n j ) ~△^{j+1}_{A,B} +^{m−1} ∑ j=0 ( n j ) ~△^j_{A,B}

= ( n m − 1 ) ~△^m_{A,B} +^{m−1} ∑ j=0 ( n + 1 j ) ~△^j_{A,B}.

Evidently (see above), ~△^m_{A,B}(P ) ≤ 0 implies

(0 ≤) (L_AR_B )^m(P ) ≤ m−1∑ j=0 ( m j ) ~△^j_{A,B}(P ).

We prove

(0 ≤) (L_AR_B)^n(P ) ≤ m−1∑ j=0 ( n j ) ~△^j_{A,B}(P ), for all n ≥ m.

The inequality being true for n = m, assume it to be true for n = t. Then, since (A, B) preserves order,

(0 ≤) (L_AR_B )^{t+1}(P ) ≤ m−1∑ j=0 ( t j ) L_AR_B ( ~△^j_{A,B}(P ) )

(1) = ( t m − 1 ) ~△^m_{A,B}(P ) +^{m−1} ∑ j=0 ( t + 1 j ) ~△^j_{A,B}(P )

≤ m−1∑ j=0 ( t + 1 j ) ~△^j_{A,B}(P )

(since ~△^m_{A,B}(P ) ≤ 0). Thus the inequality is true for n = t + 1, hence by induction for all integers n ≥ m.

Observe from (1) that

(0 ≤) 1 n^{m−1} (L_AR_B)^n(P ) ≤ 1 n^{m−1} ( n m − 1 ) ~△^{m−1}_{A,B} (P ) +^{m−2} ∑ j=0 ( n j ) ~△^j_{A,B}(P ) .

Since ( n m − 1 ) is of the order of n^{m−1} and ( n m − 2 ) is of the order of n^{m−2} for

large n, letting n → ∞ we have 0 ≤ ~△^{m−1}_{A,B} (P ) ( ⇐⇒ (−1)^m△^{m−1}_{A,B} (P ) ≤ 0 ) . In conclusion, we have:

Proposition 2.2 If the pair (A, B) preserves order, then (i) m positive even and (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− expansive implies (A, B) ∈ (m − 1, P )− expansive ;

(ii) m positive odd and (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− contractive implies (A, B) ∈ (m − 1, P )− contractive.

For pairs (T^∗, T ) this translates to (cf [13]):

Proposition 2.3 If T ∈ (m, P )− expansive for some even positive integer m (resp., T ∈ (m, P )− contractive for some odd positive integer m), then T ∈ (m − 1, P )− expansive (resp., T ∈ (m − 1, P )− contractive).

3. Power bounded operators

Proposition 2.2 does not extend to odd positive integers m for (m, P )− expansive (resp, even positive integers m for (m, P )− contractive) operators T : for if it were so, then one would have that T ∈ (m, P )− expansive implies T ∈ (m, P )− hyperexpansive (resp., T ∈ (m, P )− contractive implies T ∈ (m, P )− hypercontractive). A class of operators where Proposition 2.2 does have an extension to all m is that of power bounded operators. We have:

Theorem 3.1 If A, B are power bounded, the pair (A, B) preserves order and (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− expansive (resp., (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− contractive), then (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− hyperexpansive (resp., (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− hypercontractive).

Proof. In view of Proposition 2.2, we have only to prove that m odd, (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− expansive implies (A, B) ∈ (m − 1, P )− expansive and m even, (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− contractive implies (A, B) ∈ (m − 1, P )− contractive. And for this it is sufficient to prove that ~△^m_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0 =⇒ ~△^{m−1}_{A,B} (P ) ≤ 0, since by definition △^m_{A,B}(P ) ≤ 0 ⇐⇒ ~△^m_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0, m odd and △^m_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ ~△^m_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0, m even. If ~△^m_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0, then

~△^m_{A,B}(P ) = (L_AR_B)^m(P ) −^{m−1} ∑ j=0 ( m j ) ~△^j_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0.

By hypothesis, (A, B) preserves order. Hence, since

(L_AR_B)

(L_AR_B )^t − m−1∑ j=0 ( t j ) ~△^j_{A,B}

= (L_AR_B)^{t+1} − m−1∑ j=0 ( t + 1 j ) ~△^j_{A,B} + ( t m − 1 ) ~△^m_{A,B} ,

an induction argument shows that

(2) 0 ≤ (L_AR_B )^n(P ) − m−1∑ j=0 ( n j ) ~△^j_{A,B}(P ) + ( n − 1 m − 1 ) ~△^m_{A,B}(P )

≤ (L_AR_B )^n(P ) − m−1∑ j=0 ( n j ) ~△^j_{A,B}(P )

for all integer n ≥ m.

The power bounded hypothesis on A, B implies |⟨(L_AR_B )^n(P )x, x⟩| ≤ ‖ ‖P^{12} ‖ ‖^2 ‖A^{∗n}‖ ‖B^n‖ ‖x‖^2 ≤ M‖x‖^2 for some scalar M > 0. Hence, since m−1∑ j=0 ( n j ) ~△^j_{A,B} = ( n m − 1 ) ~△^{m−1}_{A,B} +^{m−2} ∑ j=0 ( n j ) ~△^j_{A,B}, ( n m − 1 ) is of the order of n^{m−1} and ( n j ) is of the order of n^{m−2} (0 ≤ j ≤ m−2)

as n → ∞, it follows upon dividing the inequality in (2) by n^{m−1} and letting n → ∞ that − ~△^{m−1}_{A,B} (P ) ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ ~△^{m−1}_{A,B} (P ) ≤ 0.

The following theorem says that for power bounded order preserving pairs of operators (A, B) ∈ (m, P )−expansive, A and B have a simple form: B is similar to an isometry and A is similar to a co-isometry.

Theorem 3.2 Given power bounded operators A, B such that (A, B) preserves order, if (A, B) ∈ (m, P )− expansive, then there exist positive operators P_i and isometries V_i, i = 1, 2, such that A = P^{−1}_1 V^∗_1 P_1 and B = P^{−1}_2 V_2P_2.

Proof. Since △^m_{A,B}(P ) ≤ 0 implies △^m_An_{,B}n (P ) ≤ 0 for all positive integers n, we have:

(A, B) ∈ (m, P ) − expansive =⇒ △^m_An_{,B}n (P ) ≤ 0 ⇐⇒ P ≤ m∑ j=1 (−1)^{j+1} ( m j ) A^{nj}P B^{nj}

⇐⇒ I ≤ m∑ j=1 (−1)^{j+1} ( m j ) ( P^{− 12} A^nP^{12} )_j ( P^{12} B^nP^{− 12} )_{j−1} ( P^{12} B^nP^{− 12} )

=⇒ ‖x‖ ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ m∑ j=1 (−1)^{j+1} ( m j ) ( P^{− 12} A^n(P^{12} )_j ( P^{12} B^n(P^{− 12} )_{j−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖P^1_2 B_nP_−^1_2 x ‖ ‖

=⇒ ‖x‖ ≤ M_0 ‖ ‖P^{12} B^nP^{− 12} x ‖ ‖ for some scalar M_0 > 0 and all x ∈ H. The operator P^12 BP^{− 1}2 being power bounded, there exists a scalar M_1 > 0 such that 1 M_0 ‖x‖ ≤ ‖ ‖(P^1_2 BP_−^1_2 )^n x ‖ ‖ ≤ M_1‖x‖

for all x ∈ H. Hence there exists an invertible operator S and an isometry V such that P^{12} BP^{− 12} = S^{−1}V S ⇐⇒ B = ( SP^{12} )_{−1} V ( SP^{12} )

[16]. But then

B^∗P^{12} S^∗SP^{12} B = P^{12} S^∗SP^{12} ⇐⇒ B^∗P^2_1 B = P^2_1

for some invertible positive operator P^2_1 = P^12 S^∗SP^12 .

Conclusion: there exists an isometry V_1 and a positive invertible operator P_1 such that B^∗P_1 = P_1V^∗_1 ⇐⇒ B = P^{−1}_1 V_1P_1.

To complete the proof, we apply the above argument to △^m_B∗_{,A}∗ (P ) ≤ 0 ( ⇐⇒ △^m_{A,B}(P ) ≤ 0 ) to conclude the existence of an invertible positive operator P_2 and an isometry V_2 such that A = P^{−1}_2 V^∗_2 P_2.

For (m, P )− contractive pairs (A, B) of power bounded operators Theorem 3.1 implies △_{A,B}(P ) ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ ( P^{− 12} A(P^{12} ) ( P^{12} B(P^{− 12} ) ≤ I. Letting A = B^∗ = T^∗, it then follows that:

if T ∈ (m, P )− expansive (resp., T ∈ (m, P )− contractive), then T is similar to an isometry (resp., T is similar to a contraction, hence similar to a part of a co-isometric operator [17, Lemma 7.1]).

More is true.

Theorem 3.3 The following conditions are pairwise equivalent for (m, P )-expansive operators T ∈ B(H). (i) T is power bounded.

(ii) T is (a C_{1·}-operator which is) similar to an isometry.

(iii) There exists a positive invertible operator Q such that T ∈ (n, Q)-isometric for all integers n ≥ 1.

(iv) There exists a positive invertible operator Q and an equivalent norm ||.||_Q on H induced by the inner product ⟨., .⟩_Q = ⟨Q., .⟩ such that T is n-isometric for all integers n ≥ 1 in this new norm.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii). If T ∈ (m, P )− expansive, then (see above) there exists a positive invertible operator P_1 ∈ B(H) and an isometry V_1 ∈ B(H) such that P_1T = V_1P_1. The operator T being power bounded, there exists a direct sum decomposition H = H_{11} ⊕ H_{12} of H such that T = ( T_1 T_3 0 T_2 ) ∈ B(H_{11} ⊕ H_{12}), T_1 ∈ C_{0·} and T_2 ∈ C_{1·}

[15]. Decompose V_1 into its completely non-unitary (i.e., forward unilateral shift) and unitary parts by V_1 = V_{10} ⊕ V_{1u} ∈ B(H_{10} ⊕ H_{20}).

Let P_1 ∈ B(H_{11} ⊕ H_{12}, H_{10} ⊕ H_{20}) have the matrix representation

P_1 = ( P_{11} P_{12} P^∗_{12} P_{22} ) .

Then P_1T = V_1P_1 =⇒ P^∗_{12}T_1 = V_{1u}P^∗_{12} =⇒ P^∗_{12}T^n_1 = V^n_{1u}P^∗_{12} (all positive integers n) =⇒ ‖P^∗_{12}x‖ = ‖V^n_{1u}P^∗_{12}x‖ = ‖P^∗_{12}T^n_1 x‖ ≤ ‖P^∗_{12}‖ ‖T^n_1 x‖ for all x ∈ H_{11}. Since T_1 ∈ C_{0·}, ‖P^∗_{12}x‖ → 0 as n → ∞ ⇐⇒ P^∗_{12} = 0.

Hence P = P_{11} ⊕ P_{22}, P_{11} and P_{22} ≥ 0 invertible, and P_1T = V_1P_1 =⇒ P_{11}T_3 = 0, P_{11}A_1 = V_{10}P_{11}.

Consequently, T_3 = 0 and P_{11}A_1 = V_{10}P_{11} =⇒ P_{11}A^n_1 = V^n_{10}P_{11} (all positive integers n) =⇒ ‖P_{11}x‖ = ‖V^n_{10}P_{11}x‖ = ‖P_{11}A^n_1 x‖ ≤ ‖P_{11}‖ ‖A^n_1 x‖ → 0 as n → ∞ (since A_1 ∈ C_{0·}) =⇒ ‖P_{11}x‖ = 0 ⇐⇒ P_{11} = 0 or x = 0.

Since P_{11} is invertible, we must have H_{11} = {0}, and then T is a C_{1·}-operator such that T = P^{−1}_1 V_1P_1 .

(ii) =⇒ (iii). Evident, since (ii) holds implies

T = P^{−1}_1 V P_1 =⇒ T^∗QT = Q, Q = P^2_1 =⇒ T ∈ (n, Q) − isometric for all positive integers n ≥ 1.

(iii) =⇒ (iv). The operator Q ≥ 0 being invetible, ||.||_Q is an equivalent norm on H [18] such that ∑_n j=0 (−1)^j ( n j ) ||T^j x||^2_Q = 0 for integers n ≥ 1 and all x ∈ H.

(iv) =⇒ (i). Evident, since T ∈ (n, Q)-isometric implies T^p ∈ (n, Q)-isometric for all integers p ≥ 1, in particular 0 = ||x||^2_Q − ||T^px||^2_Q = ⟨(Q − T^{∗p}QT^p)x, x⟩ for all x ∈ H ⇐⇒ Q = T^{∗p}QT^p ⇐⇒ there exists an isometry V such that T^{∗p}Q^{12} = Q^{12} V^∗ ⇐⇒ T^p = Q^{− 12} V Q^{12} =⇒ sup_p ||T^p|| ≤ ||Q^{− 12} ||||Q^{12} || < ∞. This completes the proof.

For (m, P )-contractive power bounded operators, we have:

Theorem 3.4 If T is a power bounded (m, P )-contractive operator in B(H), then T is similar to the direct sum of the adjoint of a C_{0·}-contraction with a unitary. Proof. If T ∈ (m, P )−contractive is power bounded, then T ∈ (m, P )−hypercontractive (by Theorem 2.1) and hence △_T ∗_{,T} (P ) ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ P ≥ T^∗P T.

Consequently, there exists a contraction C ∈ B(H) such that P^{12} C = T^∗P^{12} .

The contraction C has a decomposition, the Foguel decomposition [17], C = Z ⊕ U ∈ B(H_c ⊕ H^⊥_c ), H_e = {x ∈ H : ⟨C^nx, y⟩ → 0 as n → ∞, all y ∈ H}, where U is unitary and lim_{n→∞}⟨Z^nx, x⟩ = 0 for all x ∈ H_c

(i.e., Z ∈ B(H_c) is weakly C_{0·}). Letting, as before T = ( T_1 T_3 0 T_2 ) ∈ B(H_{11} ⊕ H_{12}), T_1 ∈ C_{0·} and T_2 ∈ C_{1·},

and letting P^{12} = ( P_{11} P_{12} P^∗_{12} P_{22} ) ∈ B(H_{11} ⊕ H_{12}, H_c ⊕ H^⊥_c ).

the equality P_{12}U = T^∗_1 P_{12} ⇐⇒ U^∗P^∗_{12} = P^∗_{12}T_1 =⇒ U^{∗n}P^∗_{12} = P^∗_{12}T^n_1 =⇒ ‖P^∗_{12}x‖ = ‖U^{∗n}P^∗_{12}x‖ = ‖P^∗_{12}T^n_1 x‖ ≤ ‖P^∗_{12}‖ ‖T^n_1 x‖ (all x ∈ H_{11}) =⇒ ‖P^∗_{12}x‖ ≤ ‖P^∗_{12}‖ lim_{n→∞} ‖T^n_1 x‖ = 0 =⇒ P_{12} = 0, P^{12} = P_{11} ⊕ P_{22}, P_{11} and P_{22} ≥ 0 invertible.

Considering now T^∗_3 P_{11} = 0 it follows that T_3 = 0, T = T_1 ⊕ T_2, T^∗_1 = P_{11}ZP^{−1}_{11} , T^∗_2 = P_{22}UP^{−1}_{22} and T is similar to the direct sum of the adjoint of a C_0 · − contraction (hence, a weakly C_{0·}− contraction) with a unitary.

It is clear from the above that in the case in which T ∈ (m, P )− isometric, then (T ∈ (m, P )− expansive ∧ (m, P )− contractive) P_1 − T^∗P_1T = 0, where the similarity P_1 may be chosen to be the operator P . In particular, if P = I, then T is isometric.

4. Algebraic T

If T ∈ B(H) is an algebraic operator (i.e., there exists a polynomial q such that q(T ) = 0), then T has a representation T = t⨁ i=1 T |_{H0(T −λiI)}, H = t⨁ i=1 H_0(T − λ_iI) for some positive integer t and scalars λ_i, where

H_0(T − λ_iI) = { x ∈ H : lim_{n→∞} ‖(T − λ_iI)^nx‖^{1n} = 0 } = (T − λ_iI)^{−pi} (0)

for some positive integer p_i. The points λ_i are poles of the resolvent of T of order p_i and (therefore) each T_i = T |_{H0(T −λiI)} has a representation T_i = λ_iI_i + N_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ t, where I_i is the identity of B(H_0(T − λ_iI)) and N_i is p_i-nilpotent. Evidently, T = t⨁ i=1 T_i = t⨁ i=1 (λ_iI_i + N_i) = T_0 + N,

where T_0 is a normal operator with

σ(T_0) = σ_a(T_0) = σ(T ) = {λ_i}^t_{i=1}

and N is a nilpotent of order p = max{p_i : 1 ≤ i ≤ t}.

Assume now that T ∈ (m, P )− expansive, P ≥ 0 invertible (as before). If λ ∈ σ_a(T ), then there exists a sequence of unit vectors {x_n} ⊂ H such that lim_{n→∞} ‖(T − λI)x_n‖ = 0 and lim_{n→∞}⟨△^m_T ∗_{,T} (P )x_n, x_n⟩ = lim_{n→∞} m∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( m j ) ‖ ‖P^1_2 T_j x ‖ ‖^2

= lim_{n→∞} m∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( m j ) |λ|^{2j} ‖ ‖P^{12} xn ‖ ‖^2

= lim_{n→∞} ( 1 − |λ|^2 )_m ‖ ‖P^{12} xn ‖ ‖^2 ≤ 0. Since P ≥ 0 is invertible, we must have

|λ| = 1 if m is even (=⇒ σ_a(T ) ⊆ ∂D if m is even) and |λ| ≥ 1 if m is odd (=⇒ σ_a(T ) ⊆ C \ D if m is odd)

Algebraic (m, P )− expansive operators cannot be Drazin invertible (hence are invertible). To see this, let T be an algebraic (m, P )− expansive Drazin invertible operator. Then there exists a decomposition H = H_1 ⊕ H_2 of H, a decomposition T = T |_{H1} ⊕T |_{H2} = T_1 ⊕ T_2 of T such that T_1 is invertible and T_2 is p− nilpotent for some positive integer p. Since

T ∈ (m, P ) − expansive =⇒ T^p ∈ (m, P ) − expansive,

letting P ∈ B(H_1 ⊕ H_2) have the representation P = [P_{ik}]^2_{i,k=1}, we have

0 ≥ m∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( m j ) T^{∗pj} P T^{pj}

= m∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( m j ) T^{∗pj}_i P_{ik}T^{pj}_k 2

i,k=1 = ∑_m j=0(−1)^j ( m j ) T^{∗pj}_1 P_{11}T^{pj}_1 P_{12}

P_{21} P_{22} =⇒ P_{22} = 0 (since P_{22} ≥ 0).

But then, by the positivity of P, P_{12} = P^∗_{21} = 0 ([3], Theorem I.1). Since P is invertible, this is a contradiction.

The following theorem says that for an algebraic (m, P )− expansive operator T , either r(T ) > 1 or T is the direct sum of a unitary with a nilpotent (2n − 1)− isometric operator for some positive integer n.

Theorem 4.1 If T ∈ B(H) is an algebraic m− expansive operator such that r(T ) ≤ 1, then:

(i) T is a perturbation of a unitary by a commuting nilpotent; (ii) there exist positive integers m_0 and n,

m_0 ≤ m, m_0 odd, n ≥ m_0 + 1 2 , such that T ∈ (2n − 1) − isometric.

Proof. We consider m even and m odd cases separately. If m is even, then (as seen above) σ(T ) = σ_a(T ) ⊆ ∂D =⇒ σ(T_0) ⊆ ∂D hence the normal operator T_0 is a unitary (and T = T_0 + N, [T_0, N] = 0, is the perturbation of T_0 by a nilpotent). Then

△_T ∗_{,T} = (I − L_T ∗ R_T ) = ( I − L_T ∗_{0 +N} ∗ R_{T0+N} ) = ( I − L_T ∗_0 R_{T0} ) − { L_N ∗ R_{T0} + L_T ∗_{0 +N} ∗ R_N } = △_T ∗_{0 ,T0} − { L_N ∗ R_{T0} + L_T ∗_{0 +N} ∗ R_N } = △_T ∗_{0 ,T0} − S (say) and

△^t_T ∗_{,T} (I) = t∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( t j ) △^{t−j}_T ∗_{0 ,T0} S^t (I)

= t∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( t j ) S^j△^{t−j}_T ∗_{0 ,T0} (I)

(since [T_0, N] = 0). Evidently,

T_0 ∈ 1 − isometric (⇐⇒ △_T ∗_{0 ,T0} (I) = 0);

hence

△^t_T ∗_{,T} (I) = (−1)^tS^t = (−1)^t (_t ∑ k=0 ( t k ) R^{t−k}_T ∗_0 L^k_T ∗_{0 +N} ∗ L^{t−k}_N ∗ R^k_N ) (I)

This implies that if N is n− nilpotent and t = 2n − 1, then S = 0 and, consequently, T ∈ (2n − 1)-isometric. We prove that n ≥^{m0+1}_2 . By hypothesis (above) the odd integer m_0 is the smallest positive integer such that

⟨△^{m0−1}_T ∗_{,T} (I)x_0, x_0⟩ = m_0−1∑

j=0 (−1)^j ( m_0 − 1 j ) ‖ ‖T^jx_0‖^2 > 0

⇐⇒ ⟨S^{m0−1}x_0, x_0⟩ = m_0−1∑

k=0 (−1)^j ( m_0 − 1 k ) N^{∗m0−1−k}⟨T^∗_0 + N^{∗m0−1}T^{m0−1−1}_0 x_0, x_0⟩N^k > 0.

Since n =^{m0−1}_2 forces ⟨S^{m0 −1}x_0, x_0⟩ = 0,

we must have N^n ≠ 0 for all n ≤^{m0−1}_2 .

If m is odd, then σ(T ) = σ_a(T ) ⊆ C \ D and the spectral radius r(T ) = max{|λ| : λ ∈ σ(T )} satisfies r(T ) = 1 or r(T ) > 1. If r(T ) = 1, then σ(T ) = σ_a(T ) ⊆ ∂D and T = T_0 +N is the perturbation of a unitary by a commuting nilpotent. The argument above applies, and the proof follows.

The theorem fails in the case in which m is odd and r(T ) > 1. Consider, for example, the operator T = αI, where |α| > 1. Then

△^{2m+1} T^∗,T (I) = 2m+1∑

j=0 (−1)^j ( 2m + 1 j ) |α|^{2j} = ( 1 − |α|^2 )_{2m+1} < 0

for all integers m ≥ 0. Observe here that ~△^m_{T ∗,T} (I) > 0 for all positive integers m (i.e., the operator T is m-alternatingly expansive [12, Definition 1.1(7)]). Is this typical of operators T ∈ m− expansive for some odd positive integer m with r(T ) > 1 ? The operator T of the example evidently satisfies T^∗T > I: The following proposition proves that invertible operators T such that T ∈ (m, P )− expansive, P ≥ 0 invertible and T^∗T ≥ 1 are indeed (m, P )− alternatingly expansive.

Proposition 4.2 If an invertible operator T ∈ (m, P )− expansive, P ≥ 0 invertible, satisfies T^∗T ≥ 1, then T ∈ (m, P )− alternatingly expansive.

Proof. The hypotheses imply that T^{−1} is a contraction, hence power bounded, such that ~△^m_{T ∗−1,T −1} (P ) ≤ 0. Consequently, ~△^m_{T ∗−1,T −1} (P ) = { △^m_{T ∗−1,T −1} (P ) ≤ 0 if m is even △^m_{T ∗−1,T −1} (P ) ≥ 0 if m is odd,

and this (by Proposition 2.3) implies

T^{−1} ∈ { (m, P ) − hyperexpansive if m is even (m, P ) − hypercontractive if m is odd.

Since △^t_{T ∗}−1_{,T −1} (P ) ≤ 0 =⇒ { △^t_T ∗_{,T} (P ) ≤ 0 if t is even △^t_T ∗_{,T} (P ) ≥ 0 if t is odd and △^t_{T ∗}−1_{,T −1} (P ) ≥ 0 =⇒ { △^t_T ∗_{,T} (P ) ≥ 0 if t is even △^t_T ∗_{,T} (P ) ≤ 0 if t is odd, the proof follows

Remark 4.3 We remark in closing that a similar analysis does not hold for (m, P )− contractive algebraic operators. Thus T = αI ⊕ 0 ∈ B(H ⊕ H) is Drazin invertible (m, P_1 ⊕ P_2)− contractive operator, P_1 and P_2 ∈ B(H) are positive invertible, for all scalars α if m is even and for scalars α such that |α| ≤ 1 if m is odd.

References

[1] J. Agler, Hypercontractions and subnormality, J. Operator Theory 13(1985), 203-217.

[2] J. Agler and M. Stankus, m-Isometric transformations of Hilbert space I, Integr.

Equat. Oper. Theory 21(1995), 383-420.

[3] T. Ando, Topics on Operator Inequalities, Division of Applied Mathematics, Research Institute of Applied Electricity, Hokkaido University, Sapporo Japan (1978).

[4] A. Athavale, On completely hyperexpansive operators, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc.

124(1996), 3745-3752.

[5] F. Bayart, m-isometries on Banach Spaces, Math. Nachr. 284(2011), 2141- 2147.

[6] F. Botelho and J. Jamison, Isometric properties of elementary operators, Linear Alg. Appl. 432(2010), 357-365.

[7] T. Bermúdez, A. Martinón and J.N. Noda, Products of m-isometries, Linear Alg. Appl. 408(2013) 80-86.

[8] B.P. Duggal, Tensor product of n-isometries, Linear Alg. Appl. 437(2012), 307- 318.

[9] B.P. Duggal and C.S. Kubrusly, Power bounded m-left invertible operators, Linear and Multilinear Algebra. DOI:10.1080-03081087.2019.16044623.

[10] R.G. Douglas, On majorization, factorization and range inclusion of operators on Hilbert space, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 17(1966), 413-415

[11] G. Exner, I.B. Jung and C. Li, On k-hyperexpansive operators, J. Math. Anal.

Appl. 323(2006), 569-582.

[12] C. Gu, Structure of left n-invertible operators and their applications, Studia Math. 226(2015), 189-211.

[13] C. Gu, On (m, P )-expansive and (m, P )-contractive operators on Hilbert and Banach spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 426(2015), 893-916.

[14] S. Jung, Y. Kim, E. Ko and J.E. Lee, On (A, m)-expansive operators, Studia Math. 213(2012), 3-23.

[15] L. Kérchy, Isometric asymptotes of power bounded operators, Indiana Univ.

Math. J. 38(1989), 173-188.

[16] D. Koehler and P. Rosenthal, On isometries of normed linear spaces, Studia Math. bf 36(1970), 213-216.

[17] C.S. Kubrusly, An Introduction to Models and Decompositons in Operator Theory, Springer Science and Business Media, LLC(1997).

[18] C.S. Kubrusly and B.P. Duggal, Asymptotic limits, Banach limits and Cesaro means, Advances in Mathematical Sciences and Applications 29(1)(2020), 145- 170.

[19] Trieu Le, Algebraic properties of operator roots of polynomials, J. Math. Anal.

Appl. 421(2015), 1238-1246.

B.P. Duggal, Faculty of Mathematics, Visgradska 33, 1800 Niš, Serbia.

e-mail: bpduggal@yahoo.co.uk

I. H. Kim, Department of Mathematics, Incheon National University, Incheon, 22012, Korea.

e-mail: ihkim@inu.ac.kr