arXiv:2311.15491v1 [math.FA] 27 Nov 2023

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE

YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

Abstract. Denote FB_n(Ω) as the collection of operators possessing a flag structure in the Cowen-Douglas class B_n(Ω), and all the irreducible homogeneous operators in B_n(Ω) belong to this class. G. Misra et al. pointed out in [13] that the unitary invariants of this class of operators include the curvature and the second fundamental form of the corresponding line bundle. In terms of the invariants, it is more tractable compared to general operators in B_n(Ω). A subclass of FB_n(Ω), denoted by CFB_n(Ω), was proven to be norm dense in B_n(Ω) in [17]. In this paper, we introduce a smaller subclass of FB_n(Ω) which possesses a strongly flag structure, and for which the curvature and the second fundamental form of the associated line bundle is a complete set of unitary invariants. And we notice that this class of operators is norm dense in B_n(Ω) up to similarity. On this basis, we have completed the similar classification of a large class of operators with flag structure, which reduces the number of the similarity invariants in [14] from^{n(n−1)}_2 + 1 to n. Furthermore, we also get a complete characterization of weakly homogeneous operators with high index and flag structure.

1. Introduction

Let Ω be a connected open subset of the complex plane C and H be a complex separable Hilbert space. Let L(H) denote the algebra of all bounded linear operators on a complex separable Hilbert space H. In 1978, M. J. Cowen and R. G. Douglas defined an important class of the operators , denoted by B_n(Ω). For any T ∈ B_n(Ω), E_T denotes the Hermitian holomorphic bundle with fibres ker(T − w), w ∈ Ω. The operators in this class are determined by their eigenvectors, corresponding to eigenvalues from Ω. It indicates that there exists a one to one correspondence between the unitary equivalence class of the operators T and the local equivalence classes of the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles E_T determined by them. Consequently, the invariants of E_T serve as unitary invariants for the operator T . As shown in [8], when n is equal to 1, the curvature of E_T is a completely unitary invariant of T . Subsequently, in [23], G. Misra used the curvature of holomorphic vector bundle to describe the homogeneous operator with index 1, which is unitarily equivalent to the adjoint of the multiplication operator M_z on the weighted Bergman space. When n is greater than 1, however, the equality of curvatures alone does not determine the unitary equivalence of the operators. Therefore, it is worthy to find a complete set of tractable unitary invariants.

As stated in the book [18], for an operator T in the Cowen-Douglas class B_n(Ω), T can be written as an n × n upper-triangular matrix T = ( (T_{i,j}) ) n×n, where T_{i,i} is in B_1(Ω) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n and non-zero elements T_{i,j} are bounded linear operators. What’s more, T is said to possess a flag structure if T_{i,i}T_{i,i+1} = T_{i,i+1}T_{i+1,i+1} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. C. L.

Key words and phrases. strongly flag structure, similarity invariants, weakly homogeneous operator. 1

2 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

Jiang, D. K. Keshari, G. Misra and the second author, in [13], introduced the collection of operators possessing a flag structure in B_n(Ω), denoted by FB_n(Ω).

Definition 1.1. [13] FB_n(Ω) is the collection of all bounded linear operators T defined on some complex separable Hilbert space H = H_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ H_n, which are written as an n × n upper-triangular matrix

T = T_{1,1} T_{1,2} T_{1,3} · · · T_{1,n} 0 T_{2,2} T_{2,3} · · · T_{2,n} . . ... ... ... . . 0 · · · 0 T_{n−1,n−1} T_{n−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 T_{n,n} ,

where the operator T_{i,i} : H_i → H_i, defined on a complex separable Hilbert space H_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is assumed to be in B_1(Ω) and T_{i,i+1} : H_{i+1} → H_i, is assumed to be a nonzero intertwining bounded operator, namely, T_{i,i}T_{i,i+1} = T_{i,i+1}T_{i+1,i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1.

It is shown that when T is in FB_2(Ω), we can find a holomorphic frame γ = {γ_0, γ_1} where γ_0(w) and^∂_{∂w} γ_0(w) − γ_1(w) are orthogonal for all w in Ω. Consequently, the explicit description of an operator T ∈ FB_2(Ω) can be given, which determines that the holomorphic change of frame for the vector bundle E_T , preserving the orthogonality

relation between γ_0(w) and^∂_{∂w} γ_0(w) − γ_1(w), must be of the form ( ϕ ϕ^′ 0 ϕ ) (see [13],

Lemma 2.5). The important consequence of this conclusion is that the unitary operator intertwining T with other operator in FB_2(Ω) must be diagonal. On the basis of n = 2 and using mathematical induction, it is also obtained that the unitary operator intertwining two operators in FB_n(Ω) must be diagonal(see [13], Theorem 3.5). This phenomenon is called as “rigidity”. It means that if a diagonal unitary operator intertwining two operators, one of which possesses a flag structure, then other operator also possesses a flag structure. Conversely, if two operators possessing a flag structure are unitarily equivalent, then the unitary operator intertwining them must be a diagonal operator. Moreover, if two operators T ∈ L(H_1 ⊕ H_2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ H_n), ~T ∈ L( ~H_1 ⊕ ~H_2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ ~H_n) which belong to the class FB_n(Ω) are unitarily equivalent, then we can also find a digonal unitary operator intertwining T |_{H1⊕H2⊕···⊕Hk} and ~T |_{~H1⊕ ~H2⊕···⊕ ~Hk} for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n. In fact, if an unitary operator U = U_1 ⊕ U_2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ U_n intertwines T and T̃ , then we have (U_1 ⊕ U_2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ U_k)T |_{H1⊕H2⊕···⊕Hk} = ~T |_{~H1⊕ ~H2⊕···⊕ ~Hk} (U_1 ⊕ U_2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ U_k), where each U_1 ⊕ U_2 ⊕ · · · ⊕ U_k is an unitary operator for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n. By the rigidity, a complete set of unitary invariants for operators in FB_n(Ω) is obtained.

Theorem 1.2. [13] For T, T̃ ∈ FB_n(Ω),

T ∼_u T̃ if and only if K_{Tn,n} =K_{T̃n,n} , θ_{i,i+1}(T )=θ_{i,i+1}(T̃ ) ⟨Ti,j (tj ),ti⟩ ‖ti‖2 = ⟨T̃i,j (t̃j ),t̃i⟩ ‖t̃i‖2 . From the above theorem, the curvature K_{Tn,n} and the second fundamental forms θ_{i,i+1}(T ) alone cannot describe the completely unitary invariants for operators in FB_n(Ω) when n is greater than 2. It refers to a set of^{n(n−1)}_2 + 1 completely unitary invariants

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 3

which are easy to compute. We should note that the operators in FB_2(Ω) are very special. They not only possess a flag structure, but also only the curvature and the second fundamental form are used to characterize their completely unitary invariants. Therefore in this paper, we isolate this class of operators including FB_2(Ω) and call them possess a strongly flag structure.

Unfortunately, however, an invertible operator can not induce an isometric bundle map. This is the reason why finding similar invariants is more tricker. So far, there have been only some partial results (cf. [12], [22], [29]) and how to make use of the curvature to determine when two Cowen-Douglas operators are similar is still unclear.

The similarity of operators is also related to the problem of weak homogeneity of operators, which is an extension and generalization of homogeneous operators. There has been rich results on the homogeneous operators such as [3], [4], [5], [23], [20], [30], [19]. In contrast, few conclusions have been drawn about weakly homogeneous operators. N. Zorboska determined that the operator M^∗_z on the reproducing kernel Hilbert space (H, K_{(γ)}) is a weakly homogeneous operator in B_1(D )(see [7],[31], or [10]). Then given a sharp non-negative kernel, in [10], S. Ghara characterized weakly homogeneous operators in B_1(D ). Furthermore, according to the results in [13], S. Ghara found a class of weakly homogeneous operators in the class FB_2(D ) and gave non-examples of weakly operators in the same class(see [10]). Recently, B. Z. Hou et al. in [11] introduced the growth types of weighted Hardy spaces and proved that on a weighted Hardy spaces of polynomial growth, the multiplication operator M_z is a weakly homogeneous operator.

The present paper is structured as follows. Firstly, we recall some fundamental concepts and basic results in section 2. Subsequently, we introduce a subclass of Cowen- Douglas operators OFB_n(Ω), which is said to possess a strongly flag structure, and we demonstrate that this class is norm dense in B_n(Ω) up to similarity. During this process, we find that an operator T ∈ FB_n(Ω) satisfying certain condition (denoted by Condition (A)) is similar to an operator T̃ whose non-zero elements only on the primary and secondary diagonals and are same with T . Moreover, the similarity invariants for a large class of operators in FB_n(Ω) is given in section 4. Lastly, we obtain a sufficient and necessary condition for a large class of weakly homogeneous operators.

2. Preliminaries

In order to explain our main theorem clearly, we will introduce the following notations and definitions.

2.1. The class B_n(Ω). Let n be a positive integer. The class of Cowen-Douglas operators with index n introduced in [8] is defined as follows:

B_n(Ω) := {T ∈ L(H) : (1) Ω ⊂ σ(T ) := {w ∈ C : T − w is not invertible}, (2) ran(T − w) = H for all w ∈ Ω, (3) ⋁ w∈Ω ker(T − w) = H, (4) dim ker(T − w) = n for all w ∈ Ω}.

In the same paper(cf [8]), Cowen and Douglas showed that for an operator T in B_n(Ω), the mapping z → ker(T − w) defines a rank n Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle E_T on Ω,

E_T = {(w, x) ∈ Ω × H : x ∈ ker(T − w)} and π : E_T → Ω, where π(w, x) = w.

4 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

The Gram matrix corresponding to a holomorphic frame {γ_1, · · · , γ_n} for E_T is defined by h(w) := ( ⟨γ_j(w), γ_i(w)⟩ )_n i,j=1, w ∈ Ω. Then the definition of the curvature function is given by

K(w) := ∂ ∂w̄ ( h^{−1} ∂h ∂w ) . In particular, when T ∈ B_1(Ω), the curvature function of T can also be written as

K(w) = −

∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log ‖γ(w)‖^2,

where γ(w) is a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-section of the bundle E_T . For any C^∞- bundle map ϕ on the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle E, and given a holomorphic frame γ, we have

(1) ϕ_{w̄}(γ) =^∂_{∂w̄} (ϕ(γ)), (2) ϕ_w(γ) =^∂_{∂w} (ϕ(γ)) + [h^{−1 ∂}_{∂w} h, ϕ(γ)].

The covariant partial derivatives of curvature, denoted by K_wi_{,w̄}j , i, j ∈ N ∪ {0}, can be obtained by using the inductive formulas above due to the fact that curvature can be viewed as a bundle map. Then M. J. Cowen and R. G. Douglas gave the answer to the problem of unitary classification of operators in terms of curvature and its covariant partial derivatives.

Theorem 2.1. [8] Let E_T and E_S be two Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles induced by two Cowen-Douglas operators T and S with index n, respectively. Then E_T ∼_u E_S if and only if there exists an isometry V : E_T → E_S such that V K_{T,w}i_{,w̄}j = K_{S,w}i_{,w̄}j V, 0 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ i + j ≤ n, (i, j) ≠ (0, n), (n, 0). 2.2. The second fundamental form. The computation of the second fundamental form is given below following [13]. Let E_T be the vector bundle of rank 2 corresponding to the operator T = ( T_{1,1} T_{1,2} 0 T_{2,2} ) in FB_2(Ω) and E_1 be the line bundle corresponding to the operator T_{1,1}. Suppose {γ_1, γ_2} be a holomorphic frame for E_T such that γ_1 and ∂ ∂w γ_1 − γ_2 are orthogonal. Denote by {e_1, e_2} an orthogonal frame from the holomorphic frame {γ_1, γ_2} by the Gram-Schmidt process: Set h = ⟨γ_1, γ_1⟩, then

e_1 = h^{− 12} γ_1, e_2 = γ_2 −^{γ1⟨γ2 ,γ1⟩}_{‖γ1‖2} (‖γ_2‖^2 −^{|⟨γ2,γ1⟩|2}_{‖γ1‖2} )^12 . And one can obtain

¯∂e_1 = −1 2 h^{− 32} ¯∂hγ_1 = − 1 2 h^{−1} ¯∂he_1 = − 1 2 ¯∂(log h)e_1,

¯∂e_2 = −h^12 ¯∂(h−1⟨γ_2, γ_1⟩) (‖γ_2‖^2 −^{|⟨γ2,γ1⟩|2}_{‖γ1‖2} )^12 e_1 − − ¯∂(‖γ_2‖2 −^{⟨γ2 ,γ1⟩}_{‖γ1‖2} ) (‖γ_2‖^2 −^{|⟨γ2,γ1⟩|2}_{‖γ1‖2} )^12 e_2.

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 5

The canonical hermitian connection D for the vector bundle E_T is given in terms of e_1 and e_2 by the formula: De_1 = D^{1,0}e_1 + D^{0,1}e_1 = α_{11}e_1 + α_{21}e_2 + ¯∂e_1 = ( α_{11} − 1 2 ¯∂(log h) ) e_1 + α_{21}e_2 = θ_{11}e_1 + θ_{21}e_2, where α_{11} and α_{21} are (1, 0) forms to be determined. Similarly, we can also obtain De_2 = D^{1,0}e_1 + D^{0,1}e_1 = α_{12}e_1 + α_{22}e_2 + ¯∂e_2 = ( α_{12} − h^{12} ¯∂(h−1⟨γ_2, γ_1⟩) (‖γ_2‖^2 −^{|⟨γ2,γ1⟩|2}_{‖γ1‖2} )^12 ) e_1 + ( α_{22} − 1 2 ¯∂(‖γ_2‖2 −^{⟨γ2 ,γ1⟩}_{‖γ1‖2} ) (‖γ_2‖^2 −^{|⟨γ2,γ1⟩|2}_{‖γ1‖2} ) ) e_2

= θ_{12}e_1 + θ_{22}e_2, where α_{12} and α_{22} are (1, 0) forms to be determined. Following the compatibility of the connection with the Hermitian metric, one can see that ⟨De_i, e_j⟩ + ⟨e_i, De_j⟩ = θ_{ji} + θ̄_{ij} = 0, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2. Then we get α_{11} =^1_2 ∂(log h), α_{12} = 0, α_{21} = h^12^{¯∂(h−1⟨γ2,γ1⟩)}_{(‖γ2 ‖2− |⟨γ2,γ1⟩|2‖γ} 1‖2 )^12

and α_{22} =^1_2^{¯∂(‖γ2 ‖} 2−^{⟨γ2,γ1⟩} ‖γ1‖2 ) (‖γ_2‖^2−^{|⟨γ2,γ1⟩|2} ‖γ1‖2 ) . Therefore, the second fundamental form for the inclusion E_1 ⊂ E_T is given by the formula:

θ_{12} = −h^{12} ¯∂(h−1⟨γ_2, γ_1⟩) (‖γ_2‖^2 −^{|⟨γ2,γ1⟩|2}_{‖γ1 ‖2} )^12 = − ∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log hdw̄ (_{‖t1‖2} ‖γ_1‖^2 +

∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log h ) 1_2 ,

where t_1 = ∂γ_1 − γ_2. If t_2 is a non-vanishing holomorphic section of the vector bundle E_2 corresponding to the operator T_{2,2}, then T_{1,2}(t_2) is a holomorphic frame of E_1. Then the second fundamental form θ_{12} of the inclusion E_1 ⊂ E_T equals to − ∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log ‖T1,2(t2)‖ 2dw̄ (_{‖T1,2(t2 )‖2} ‖t_2‖^2 +

∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log ‖T1,2(t2)‖ 2 ) 1_2 .

For T ∈ FB_n(Ω) with the upper-triangular matrix form given by Definition 1.1, the corresponding second fundamental form θ_{i,i+1}(T ) of E_{Ti,i} is given by the formula:

θ_{i,i+1}(T )(w) = K_{Ti,i} (w)dw̄ (_{‖Ti,i+1ti+1(w)‖2} ‖t_{i+1} (w)‖^2 − KT^{i,i} (w)

) 1_2 ,

where t_{i+1} is a non-vanishing section of E_{Ti+1,i+1} . For two arbitrary operators T and T̃ in FB_n(Ω) with K_{Ti,i} = K~_{Ti,i} , we have

θ_{i,i+1}(T )(w) = θ_{i,i+1}(T̃ )(w) if and only if

‖T_{i,i+1}(t_{i+1}(w))‖^2 ‖t_{i+1}(w)‖^2 = ‖T̃_{i,i+1}(t̃_{i+1}(w))‖^2 ‖t̃_{i+1}(w)‖^2 .

6 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

Consequently, we can also use^{‖Ti,i+1(ti+1(w))‖2}

‖t_{i+1}(w)‖^2 instead of θi,i+1(T ).

2.3. Reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. Let H be a separable Hilbert space consisting of C -valued holomorphic functions over Ω where Ω is a subset in C . The function K : Ω × Ω → C is called a reproducing kernel of H if for every w ∈ Ω,

(1) K(·, w) as a holomorphic function belongs to H. (2) The reproducing property: for every f ∈ H, ⟨f, K(·, w)⟩_H = f(w). Equivalently, if {e_n}^∞_{n=0} is an orthonormal basis of H, then the reproducing kernel function K can also be defined by K(z, w) = ∞∑ n=0 e_n(z)e_n(w)^∗. Clearly, H = span{K(·, w̄) : w ∈ Ω}. We always assume that the kernel K(z, w) is sesqui-analytic, that is, it is holomorphic in z and anti-holomorphic in w.

A function K : Ω × Ω → C is said to be a positive definite kernel if for any subset {w_1, · · · , w_n} of Ω and for any complex numbers a_1, · · · , a_n, n∑ i,j=1 ā_ia_j K(w_i, w_j) ≥ 0.

Generally, a reproducing kernel K(z, w) =^∞ ∑ n=0 a_nz^nw̄^n is positive if a_n > 0 for all n ≥ 0.

And we could know e_n(z) = √ a_nz^n, n ≥ 0, is an orthonormal basis of the Hilbert space.

2.4. Multipliers. Denote by Hol(D ) the space of all analytic functions on the unit open disc D . For two Hilbert spaces H_1 and H_2 consisting of holomorphic functions on the unit disc D , the multiplier algebra Mult(H_1, H_2) is defined as

Mult(H_1, H_2) := {ψ ∈ Hol(D ) : ψf ∈ H_2 whenever f ∈ H_1}.

When H_1 = H_2, we write Mult(H_1) instead of Mult(H_1, H_2).

Using the closed graph theorem, it is easy to see that ψ ∈ Mult(H_1, H_2) if and only if the multiplication operator M_ψ is bounded from H_1 to H_2. Generally speaking, Mult(H_1, H_2), or Mult(H_1), is a proper subset of H^∞(D ), where H^∞(D ) is the algebra of all bounded holomorphic functions on the unit disc D , such as the multiplier algebra on the Dirichlet space. And there are also some spaces whose multiplier algebras are equal to H^∞(D ), such as the Hardy space and the Bergman space.

Lemma 2.2. [28],[27] Let M_{i,z} be the bounded multiplication operator on the reproducing kernel Hilbert space H_{Ki} , i = 1, 2. Then an operator T ∈ L(H_{K1} , H_{K2} ) satisfies T M_{1,z} = M_{2,z}T if and only if there is a function ψ ∈ Mult(H_{K1} , H_{K2} ) such that T = M_ψ.

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 7

3. Strongly flag structure

In [13], we have learnt that an operator in B_n(Ω) with a flag structure refers to a set of^{n(n−1)}_2 + 1 completely unitary invariants including the curvature and the second fundamental form. In particular, there exist operators that one can describe their completely unitary invariants in terms of the curvature and the second fundamental form. The proof of the following result is similar to Theorem 3.6 in [13]. For the completeness of the paper, we give the following proof. Theorem 3.1. Any two operators T = ( (T_{i,j}) ) n×n and T̃ = ( (T̃_{i,j}) ) n×n in FB_n(Ω), where T_{i,j}, T̃_{i,j} = 0 if j − i ≥ 2, are unitarily equivalent if and only if the following conditions hold:

(1) K_{Tn,n} = K~_{Tn,n} , (2)^{‖ti‖}_{‖t̃i‖} =^{‖ti+1‖}_{‖t̃i+1‖} , where t_i, t̃_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is a non-vanishing holomorphic section of E_{Ti,i} , E~_{Ti,i} , respectively, and t_i(w) = T_{i,i+1}t_{i+1}(w), t̃_i(w) = T̃_{i,i+1}t̃_{i+1}(w) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Proof. Suppose there exists an unitary operator U such that UT = T̃ U. By Theorem 3.5 in [13], this U must be diagonal, that is, U = U_1 ⊕· · ·⊕U_n, for some unitary operators U_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Following the relationship UT = T̃ U, we can see that U_iT_{i,i} = T̃_{i,i}U_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n and U_iT_{i,i+1} = T̃_{i,i+1}U_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Then there exists some non-zero holomorphic function ϕ such that U_i(t_i(w)) = ϕ(w)t̃_i(w), w ∈ Ω, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Thus we can obtain K_{Tn,n} = − ∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log ‖t_n(w)‖^2 = − ∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log ‖U_n(t_n(w))‖^2 = − ∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log ‖ϕ(w)t̃_n(w)‖^2 = K~_{Tn,n} , and^{‖ti+1‖}_{‖ti‖} =^{‖Ui+1ti+1‖}_{‖Uiti‖} =^{‖ϕt̃i+1 ‖}_{‖ϕt̃i‖} =^{‖t̃i+1‖}_{‖t̃i ‖} for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. On the other hand, assume that T and T̃ are operators satisfying the conditions.

Following the condition K_{Tn,n} = K~_{Tn,n} , there exists some non-zero holomorphic function ϕ defined on Ω such that ‖t_n(w)‖ = |ϕ(w)|‖t̃_n(w)‖. Then by the relationship^{‖ti‖}_{‖t̃i‖} =^{‖ti+1‖}_{‖t̃i+1‖} , 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we can obtain ‖t_i(w)‖ = |ϕ(w)|‖t̃_i(w)‖, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. We next define U_i : H_i → H̃_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, as U_i(t_i(w)) = ϕ(w)t̃_i(w), w ∈ Ω, and extend to the linear span of those vectors. Obviously, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, U_i is an isometry from H_i to H̃_i and satisfies U_iT_{i,i} = T̃_{i,i}U_i by a simple calculation. Then due to the range of non-zero operator intertwining two Cowen-Douglas operators with index 1 is dense,

8 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

U_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is an unitary operator. And it is easy to check that U_iT_{i,i+1} = T̃_{i,i+1}U_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Set

U = U_1 0 0 · · · 0 0 U_2 0 · · · 0 . . ... ... ... . . 0 · · · 0 U_{n−1} 0 0 · · · · · · 0 U_n ,

then U is an unitary operator intertwining T and T̃ . □

We isolate the operators in the above theorem and introduce a new class of Cowen- Douglas operators.

Definition 3.2. A Cowen-Douglas operator T with index n is said to be in the class OFB_n(Ω), if T ∈ FB_n(Ω) and T has the following form on H = H_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ H_n,

T = T_{1,1} T_{1,2} 0 · · · 0 0 T_{2,2} T_{2,3} · · · 0 . . ... ... ... . . 0 · · · 0 T_{n−1,n−1} T_{n−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 T_{n,n} .

Obviously, this class of operators possesses a flag structure. Furthermore, an operator T in OFB_n(Ω) is said to possess a strongly flag structure, that is, the curvature together with the second fundamental form is a complete set of unitary invariants. The operators in FB_n(Ω) possess a flag structure, particularly when n = 2, in which case they possess a strongly flag structure. Therefore this definition makes sense.

The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.3. For an arbitrary operator T in B_n(Ω), there exist a sequence of operators {T_n}^∞_{n=1} ⊆ OFB_n(Ω) and a sequence of bounded and invertible operators {X_n}^∞_{n=1} such that ‖T − X_nT_nX^{−1}_n ‖ → 0. To prove our main theorem, we need to the following concepts and lemmas. Recall that the commutant {T }^′ of T on H is the set of operators in L(H) commuting with T .

Definition 3.4. [17] A Cowen-Douglas operator T with index n is said to be in CFB_n(Ω), if T satisfies the following properties:

(1) T can be written as an n × n upper-triangular matrix form under a topological direct decomposition of H and diag{T } := T_{1,1} ∔ T_{2,2} ∔ · · · ∔ T_{n,n} ∈ {T }^′. Furthermore, each entry T_{i,j} = ϕ_{i,j}(T_{i,i})T_{i,i+1}T_{i+1,i+2} · · · T_{j−1,j} where ϕ_{i,j}(T_{i,i}) ∈ {T_{i,i}}^′ for 1 ≤ i ≤ n; (2) T_{i,i}, T_{i+1,i+1} satisfy the Property(H), that is, ker τ_{Ti,i,Ti+1,i+1} ∩ ranτ_{Ti,i,Ti+1,i+1} = {0}, where τ_{Ti,i,Ti+1,i+1} (X) = T_{i,i}X − XT_{i+1,i+1} for X ∈ L(H) and 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1.

Lemma 3.5. [17] CFB_n(Ω) is norm dense in B_n(Ω).

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 9

Next, we will investigate the similarity problem between operators in FB_n(Ω) and OFB_n(Ω). Prior to that, for the sake of convenience, we present the following definition.

Definition 3.6 (Condition (A)). A Cowen-Douglas operator T = ( (T_{i,j}) ) n×n ∈ FB_n(Ω) is said to satisfy the Condition (A), if T_{i,j} = ϕ_{i,j}(T_{i,i})T_{i,i+1}T_{i+1,i+2} · · · T_{j−1,j} where ϕ_{i,j}(T_{i,i}) ∈ {T_{i,i}}^′ for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Lemma 3.7. [13] If X is an invertible operator intertwining two operators T and T̃ from FB_n(Ω), then X and X^{−1} are upper triangular.

When n is equal to 3, we establish the following conclusion.

Lemma 3.8. Let T =

T_{1,1} T_{1,2} 0 0 T_{2,2} T_{2,3} 0 0 T_{3,3} and ~T = T_{1,1} T_{1,2} T_{1,3} 0 T_{2,2} T_{2,3} 0 0 T_{3,3} be two operators

in FB_3(Ω) satisfying the Condition (A). Then there exists a bounded operator K such that X = I + K is invertible, where I means the identity operator, and XT = ~T X.

Proof. Set X := I + K, where K = 0 K_{1,2} K_{1,3} 0 0 K_{2,3} 0 0 0 .

We consider the following equation

(3.1)

I K_{1,2} K_{1,3} 0 I K_{2,3} 0 0 I

T_{1,1} T_{1,2} 0 0 T_{2,2} T_{2,3} 0 0 T_{3,3} = T_{1,1} T_{1,2} T_{1,3} 0 T_{2,2} T_{2,3} 0 0 T_{3,3}

I K_{1,2} K_{1,3} 0 I K_{2,3} 0 0 I .

By comparing the elements in (i, j) position, we can get

(3.2)

T_{1,2} + K_{1,2}T_{2,2} = T_{1,1}K_{1,2} + T_{1,2}, T_{2,3} + K_{2,3}T_{3,3} = T_{2,2}K_{2,3} + T_{2,3}, K_{1,2}T_{2,3} + K_{1,3}T_{3,3} = T_{1,1}K_{1,3} + T_{1,2}K_{2,3} + T_{1,3}.

Let K_{1,3} = T_{1,3}, K_{2,3} = T_{2,3}, then we can see K_{1,3}T_{3,3} = T_{1,1}K_{1,3} and K_{2,3}T_{3,3} = T_{2,2}K_{2,3} by a simple calculation. Furthermore, we will obtain K_{1,2} = T_{1,2} + ϕ_{1,3}(T_{1,1})T_{1,2} which satisfies K_{1,2}T_{2,2} = T_{1,1}K_{1,2}.

To sum up, we find K of the form K = 0 T_{1,2} + ϕ_{1,3}(T_{1,1})T_{1,2} T_{1,3} 0 0 T_{2,3} 0 0 0 ,

and it satisfies (I + K)T = ~T (I + K). □

The following we will use mathematical induction to come up with a conclusion of rank with n.

10 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

Lemma 3.9. Let T = ( (T_{i,j}) ) n×n be an operator in OFB_n(Ω) and T̃ = ( (T_{i,j}) ) n×n be an operator in FB_n(Ω), where T̃ satisfies the Condition (A). Then there exists a bounded op-

erator in the form of K =

0 K_{1,2} K_{1,3} · · · K_{1,n} 0 0 K_{2,3} · · · K_{2,n} . . ... ... ... . . 0 · · · 0 0 K_{n−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 0 , where K_{i,j} = γ_{i,j}(T_{i,i})T_{i,i+1} · · · T_{j−1,j}(j ≠

n, γ_{i,j}(T_{i,i}) ∈ {T_{i,i}}^′), K_{i,n} = T_{i,n}(1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1), such that X = I + K is invertible and XT = ~T X. Proof. The proof is by induction for n. The validity of the case n = 3 is immediate from Lemma 3.8. We assume that for two operators T_{n−1} and ~T_{n−1} in FB_{n−1}(Ω), where

T_{n−1} =

T_{2,2} T_{2,3} 0 · · · 0 0 T_{3,3} T_{3,4} · · · 0 . . . . . .. . .. . . . 0 · · · 0 T_{n−1,n−1} T_{n−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 T_{n,n} , ~T_{n−1} = T_{2,2} T_{2,3} · · · T_{2,n} 0 T_{3,3} · · · T_{3,n} . . .. . .. . . . 0 · · · T_{n−1,n−1} T_{n−1,n} 0 · · · 0 T_{n,n} ,

and T̃_{n−1} satisfies the Condition (A), there exists a bounded operator in the form of K^′ = 0 K_{2,3} K_{2,4} · · · T_{2,n} 0 0 K_{3,4} · · · T_{3,n} . . . .. ... ... . . 0 · · · 0 0 T_{n−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 0 , where K_{i,j} = γ_{i,j}(T_{i,i})T_{i,i+1} · · · T_{j−1,j}(j ≠ n, γ_{i,j}(T_{i,i}) ∈

{T_{i,i}}^′), such that X^′ = I + K^′ is invertible and X^′T_{n−1} = ~T_{n−1}X^′.

Now, the lemma will be proved if we can show the result is ture in the case of n. Let us write the two operators T, ~T in the form of 2 × 2 block matrix: T = ( T_{1,1} T_{1×n−1} 0 T_{n−1} ) , ~T = ( T_{1,1} ~T_{1×n−1} 0 ~T_{n−1} ) ∈ FB_n(Ω),

where T, T̃ satisfy the Condition (A) and T_{1×n−1} = (T_{1,2}, 0, · · · , 0), ~T_{1×n−1} = (T_{1,2}, T_{1,3}, · · · , T_{1,n}).

Set X := I + K, where

K = 0 K_{1,2} K_{1,3} · · · K_{1,n} 0 0 K_{2,3} · · · T_{2,n} . . ... ... ... . . 0 · · · · · · 0 T_{n−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 0 .

And the operator K is also written in the form of 2 × 2 block matrix: K = ( 0 K_{1×n−1} 0 K^′ ) ,

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 11

where K_{1×n−1} = (K_{1,2}, K_{1,3}, · · · , K_{1,n}). From the relation XT = ~T X, we get ( I K_{1×n−1} 0 X^′ ) ( T_{1,1} T_{1×n−1} 0 T_{n−1} ) = ( T_{1,1} ~T_{1×n−1} 0 ~T_{n−1} ) ( I K_{1×n−1} 0 X^′ ) , which is equivalent to (3.3) T_{1×n−1} + K_{1×n−1}T_{n−1} = T_{1,1}K_{1×n−1} + ~T_{1×n−1}X^′. For 3 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, by equating the i-th entry of equation (3.3), we have

(3.4)

T1,2 + K1,2T2,2 = T1,1K1,2 + T1,2, K1,2T2,3 + K1,3T3,3 = T1,1K1,3 + T1,2K2,3 + T1,3, . . K1,i−1Ti−1,i + K1,iTi,i = T1,1K1,i + T1,2K2,i + · · · + T1,i−1Ki−1,i + T1,i, . . K1,n−2Tn−2,n−1 + K1,n−1 Tn−1,n−1 = T1,1K1,n−1 + T1,2K2,n−1 + · · · + T1,n−2Kn−2,n−1 + T1,n−1, K1,n−1 Tn−1,n + K1,nTn,n = T1,1K1,n + T1,2T2,n + · · · + T1,n−1 Tn−1,n + T1,n. Let K_{1,n} = T_{1,n}, then we can see K_{1,n}T_{n,n} = T_{1,1}K_{1,n} by a direct calculation. Thus we have K_{1,n−1} = T_{1,2}ϕ_{2,n}(T_{2,2})T_{2,3} · · · T_{n−2,n−1} + · · · + ϕ_{1,n}(T_{1,1})T_{1,2} · · · T_{n−2,n−1} = ~γ_{1,n−1}(T_{1,1})T_{1,2} · · · T_{n−2,n−1}, which satisfies K_{1,n−1}T_{n−1,n−1} = T_{1,1}K_{1,n−1}. Furthermore, we obtain K_{1,n−2} = T_{1,2}γ_{2,n−1}(T_{2,2})T_{2,3} · · · T_{n−3,n−2} + · · · + ϕ_{1,n−1}(T_{1,1})T_{1,2} · · · T_{n−3,n−2} = ~γ_{1,n−2}(T_{1,1})T_{1,2} · · · T_{n−3,n−2}, which satisfies K_{1,n−2}T_{n−2.n−2} = T_{1,1}K_{1,n−2}. By following previous steps, suppose that for 3 ≤ i ≤ n, we have solved K_{1,i} which satisfies K_{1,i}T_{i,i} = T_{1,1}K_{1,i}. Then by a simple calculation, we have K_{1,i−1} = T_{1,2}γ_{2,i}(T_{2,2})T_{2,3} · · · T_{i−2,i−1} + · · · + ϕ_{1,i}(T_{1,1})T_{1,2} · · · T_{i−2,i−1} = ~γ_{1,i−1}(T_{1,1})T_{1,2} · · · T_{i−2,i−1}, which satisfies K_{1,i−1}T_{i−1,i−1} = T_{1,1}K_{1,i−1}. This completes the proof. □ Lemma 3.10. An operator T = ( (T_{i,j}) ) n×n in CFB_n(Ω) is similar to an operator T̃ = ( (T̃_{i,j}) ) n×n in OFB_n(Ω), where T̃_{i,i} = T_{i,i}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and T̃_{i,i+1} = T_{i,i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 3.9 directly. □ The proof of Theorem 3.3:

Proof. Following that CFB_n(Ω) is norm dense in B_n(Ω), there is a sequence of operators {T̃_n}^∞_{n=1} in CFB_n(Ω) satisfying ‖T − T̃_n‖ → 0. By Lemma 3.10, there exist a sequence of operators {T_n}^∞_{n=1} in OFB_n(Ω) and a sequence of bounded and invertible operators {X_n}^∞_{n=1} such that T̃_n = X_nT_nX^{−1}_n , n ≥ 1.

12 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

Then we can see that ‖T − X_nT_nX^{−1}_n ‖ → 0. □ 4. Similarity of operators in FB_n(Ω)

When we attach the Condition (A) to operators in FB_n(Ω), the similarity problem of these operators can be translated to the similarity problem of operators in OFB_n(Ω). Following that, we give a set of complete similarity invariants for a large class of operators in FB_n(Ω). To begin with, we will make some preparations for our main result of this section.

In [2], J. Agler introduced the concept of n−hypercontraction operator. We call T ∈ L(H) a hypercontraction of order n if it holds k∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( k j ) (T^∗)^jT^j ≥ 0,

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n. And for 1 ≤ k ≤ n, D_{k,T} = (_k ∑ j=0 (−1)^j ( k j ) (T^∗)^jT^j

) 1_2 , are called as the defect operators. Then the following result was proved.

Lemma 4.1. [2] Suppose that T ∈ L(H) is a n−hypercontraction operator. Let K_n be the Hilbert space of sequence {f_k}^∞_{k=0} of vectors from H with

‖{f_k}^∞_{k=0}‖^2 = ∞∑ k=0 ‖f_k‖^2 ( n + k − 1 k ) < ∞, and W_n : H → K_n be defined by W_nx := {D_{n,T} T^kx}^∞_{k=0}, x ∈ H. Then W_n : H → K_n is an isometry.

Let n be a positive integer. Denote by M_n the Hilbert space of analytic functions f =^∞ ∑ k=0 f̂(k)zk on the unit disc D satisfying

‖f‖^2_n := ∞∑ k=0 |f̂(k)|^2 1 (_{n+k−1} k ) < ∞. Note that M_1 is the Hardy space H^2 and, for each positive integer n ≥ 2, the space M_n is the weighted Bergman space. Moreover, M_n is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space with reproducing kernel K(z, w) =^1_{(1−zw̄)n} , z, w ∈ D .

Similarly, we can define the vector-valued spaces M_{n,E} taking values in a separable Hilbert space E. And on the space M_{n,E}, there is the forward shift operator S_{n,E}, S_{n,E}f(z) := zf(z), and the backward shift operator S^∗_{n,E}, its adjoint.

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 13

Lemma 4.2. [9] For a n−hypercontraction operator T ∈ B_m(D ), T ∼_s S^∗_{n,C} m if and only if there exists a bounded subharmonic function ϕ defined on D such that

K_T − K_S∗_{n,Cm} =

∂^2 ∂w̄∂w ϕ. Lemma 4.3. [24] [Model Theorem] Every contraction T on the Hilbert space H with property that lim_{n→∞} ‖T^nh‖ = 0 for every h ∈ H is unitarily equivalent to M^∗_{z,E} |_K for some Hilbert space E and an M^∗_{z,E} −invariant subspace K of H^2_E , where M^∗_z is the adjoint of the multiplication operator on the Hardy space H^2 and H^2_E is vector-valued Hardy class H^2 with values in E.

According to the model theorem, if T ∈ B_1(D ) is a n−hypercontraction operator, then there exists a Hilbert space E such that T ∼_u M^∗_{z,E}|_K . In the language of holomorphic vector bundles: there exists some holomorphic vector bundle E such that E_T ∼_u E_M ∗_z ⊗E. The concrete proof is given when we prove the main conclusion.

Clearly, an eigenvector of T is an eigenvector of M^∗_z , and the eigenspace ker(M^∗_z − w) of M^∗_z in the Hardy space H^2 is spanned by the reproducing kernel K(·, w̄), where recall K(z, w) =^1_{1−zw̄} . So in the case of the backward shift M^∗_{z,E} in H^2_E, ker(M^∗_{z,E} − w) = {K(z, w̄)e : e ∈ E}. Thus, the eigenspaces of T are given by ker(T − w) = {K(z, w̄)e : e ∈ E(w)}, where E(w) are some subspaces of the space E. The vector valued Hardy space H^2_E is a natural realization of the tensor product H^2 ⊗ E, so we can write ker(T − w) = K(z, w̄) ⊗ E(w). Based on Lemma 3.9, we can obtain the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.4. Let T and T̃ be operators in FB_n(Ω) that satisfy the Condition (A). Let X be a bounded and invertible linear operator such that XT = T̃ X. Then two operators T_1 and T̃_1 in OFB_n(Ω) whose non-zero elements are same with T and T̃ , respectively, are similar.

Proof. By Lemma 3.9, there exist two bounded and invertible operators Y and Z such that Y T = T_1Y and ZT̃ = T̃_1Z.

Then we can see that

T_1 = Y T Y^{−1} = Y X^{−1}T̃ XY^{−1} = Y X^{−1}Z^{−1}T̃_1ZXY^{−1},

that is, T_1 is similar to T̃_1. □

Lemma 4.5. Let T and T̃ be operators in OFB_n(Ω). If T is similar to T̃ , then two operators in FB_n(Ω) that satisfy the Condition (A) and the elements of the primary and secondary diagonals are the same as those of T and T̃ , respectively, are similar.

14 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

Proof. Let T_1 and T̃_1 be two operators in the FB_n(Ω) whose elements on the primary and secondary diagonals are same with that of T and T̃ , respectively, and T_1, T̃_1 satisfy the Condition (A). Following T is similar to T̃ , there exists a bounded and invertible operator X such that XT = T̃ X. By Lemma 3.9, we can find two bounded and invertible operators Y and Z satisfying Y T = T_1Y and ZT̃ = T̃_1Z. Then we can see T_1 = Y T Y^{−1} = Y X^{−1}T̃ XY^{−1} = Y X^{−1}Z^{−1}T̃_1ZXY^{−1}, that is, T_1 is similar to T̃_1. □

With the above conclusions, we can reduce the similarity problem of operators in FB_n(Ω) to that of operators in OFB_n(Ω). The following theorem is our similar classification for a large class of operators with a flag structure. Theorem 4.6. Let T = ( (T_{i,j}) ) n×n and T̃ = ( (T̃_{i,j}) ) n×n be operators in FB_n(D ), where T and T̃ satisfy the Condition (A), T̃_{i,i} = (M^∗_z , H_{Ki} ) and K_i(z, w) =^1_{(1−zw̄)λi} for some λ_i ∈ N and for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Suppose that following statements hold:

(1) Each T_{i,i} ∈ L(H_i) is a m_i-hypercontraction for 1 ≤ i ≤ n;

(2) There exists a sequence of bounded and invertible holomorphic functions on D , denoted by {ϕ_i}^{n−1}_{i=1} , such that for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and w ∈ D , |ϕ_i(w)|^2 ‖T_{i,i+1}t_{i+1}(w)‖^2 ‖t_{i+1}(w)‖^2 = ‖T̃_{i,i+1}K_{i+1}(·, w̄)‖^2 ‖K_{i+1}(·, w̄)‖^2 , where t_i(w) ∈ ker(T_{i,i} − w) and t_i(w) = T_{i,i+1}t_{i+1}(w), K_i(·, w̄) = T̃_{i,i+1}K_{i+1}(·, w̄).

Then T ∼_s T̃ if and only if K~_{Tn,n} − K_{Tn,n} =^{∂2}_{∂w̄∂w} ψ, for some bounded subharmonic function ψ defined on D .

Proof. Based on Lemma 4.4 and 4.5, all we have to do is consider whether the conclusion is true when T_{i,j}, T̃_{i,j} = 0, j − i ≥ 2. We first consider the necessity and assume that XT = T̃ X for some bounded and invertible operator X. Then by Lemma 3.7, X and X^{−1} are upper-triangular, and X_{i,i}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is invertible. So we have X_{i,i}T_{i,i} = T̃_{i,i}X_{i,i}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Now, since T_{n,n} is a m_n-hypercontraction, by Lemma 4.2, there exists a bounded subharmonic function ψ defined on D such that K~_{Tn,n} − K_{Tn,n} = ∂^2 ∂w̄∂w ψ. Conversely, we start by defining the operators U_i : H_i → M_i by U_ix = ∞∑ n=0 z^n ‖z^n‖^2_i ⊗ D_{mi,Ti,i} T^n_{i,i}x, for all x ∈ H_i,

where D_{mi,Ti,i} = (_{mi} ∑ k=0 (−1)^k (_{mi} k ) (T^∗_{i,i})^kT^k_{i,i} ) 1_2 are the defect operators, M_i := ranU_i, and

‖z^n‖_i denotes the norm of z^n on the space H_{Ki} .

By using the result of Lemma 4.1, we calculate the norm of U_ix for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n and we obtain ‖U_ix‖^2 = ⟨ ∞∑ n=0 z^n ‖z^n‖^2_i ⊗ D_{mi,Ti,i} T^n_{i,i}x, ∞∑ m=0 z^m ‖z^m‖^2_i ⊗ D_{mi,Ti,i} T^m_{i,i} x⟩

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 15 = ∞∑ n=0 ∞∑ m=0 ⟨ z^n ‖z^n‖^2_i ⊗ D_{mi,Ti,i} T^n_{i,i}x, z^m ‖z^m‖^2_i ⊗ D_{mi,Ti,i} T^m_{i,i} x⟩

= ∞∑ n=0 1 ‖z^n‖^2_i ⟨D_{mi,Ti,i} T^n_{i,i}x, D_{mi,Ti,i} T^n_{i,i}x⟩ = ‖x‖^2_i . It follows that each U_i is an unitary operator and satisfies U_iT_{i,i} = M^∗_z |_{Mi} U_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, by a simple calculation. Then follwing t_i(w) ∈ ker(T_{i,i} − w) and t_i(w) = T_{i,i+1}t_{i+1}(w) for w ∈ D , we can obtain

U_it_i(w) = ∞∑ n=0 z^n ‖z^n‖^2_i ⊗ D_{mi,Ti,i} T^n_{i,i}t_i(w)

= ∞∑ n=0 z^nw^n ‖z^n‖^2_i ⊗ D_{mi,Ti,i} t_i(w) = K_i(z, w̄) ⊗ D_{mi,Ti,i} t_i(w), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Denote χ(w) := D_{m1,T1,1} t_1(w) ∈ H_1.

Next we define the operators V_i as

V_1t_1(w) = K_1(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w), w ∈ D ,

V_it_i(w) = i−1∏ k=1 ϕ_k(w)K_i(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w), w ∈ D , 2 ≤ i ≤ n. By a calculation, we can see that ‖t_1(w)‖^2 = ‖K_1(·, w̄) ⊗ D_{m1,T1,1} t_1(w)‖^2 = ‖K_1(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w)‖^2 = ‖K_1(·, w̄)‖^2‖χ(w)‖^2 = ‖V_1t_1(w)‖^2.

According to |ϕ_i(w)|^2 ‖T_{i,i+1}t_{i+1}(w)‖^2 ‖t_{i+1}(w)‖^2 = ‖T̃_{i,i+1}K_{i+1}(·, w̄)‖^2 ‖K_{i+1}(·, w̄)‖^2 , for the bounded and invertible holomorphic function ϕ_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we get that for 2 ≤ i ≤ n, ‖t_i(w)‖^2 = i−1∏ k=1 |ϕ_k(w)|^2K_i(w̄, w̄)‖χ(w)‖^2 = ‖V_it_i(w)‖^2. Therefore, the operators V_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, are isometries. Moreover, setting N_i = ranV_i, the isometries V_i ∈ L(H_i, N_i) become unitary operators and

(4.1)

V_1 0 · · · 0 0 0 V_2 · · · 0 0 . . .. . .. . . . . . 0 · · · · · · V_{n−1} 0 0 · · · · · · 0 V_n

T_{1,1} T_{1,2} 0 · · · 0 0 T_{2,2} T_{2,3} · · · 0 . . . . . . . . .. . . . 0 · · · · · · T_{n−1,n−1} T_{n−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 T_{n,n}

V^∗_1 0 · · · 0 0 0 V^∗_2 0 · · · 0 . . .. . .. . . . . . 0 · · · · · · V^∗_{n−1} 0 0 · · · · · · 0 V^∗_n

16 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

= V_1U^∗_1 M^∗_z |_{M1} U_1V^∗_1 V_1T_{1,2}V^∗_2 0 · · · 0 0 V_2U^∗_2 M^∗_z |_{M2} U_2V^∗_2 V_2T_{2,3}V^∗_3 · · · 0 . . .. . .. . .. . . . 0 · · · · · · 0 V_nU^∗_nM^∗_z |_{Mn} U_nV^∗_n

= M^∗_z |_{N1} V_1T_{1,2}V^∗_2 0 · · · 0

0 M^∗_z |_{N2} V_2T_{2,3}V^∗_3 · · · 0 . . . . . .. . .. . . . 0 · · · · · · M^∗_z |_{Nn−1} V_{n−1}T_{n−1,n}V^∗_n 0 · · · · · · 0 M^∗_z |_{Nn} .

From this, we deduce that T_{i,i} ∼_u M^∗_z |_{Ni} . In addition, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1,

∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log ( |ϕ_i(w)|^2 ‖T_{i,i+1}t_{i+1}(w)‖^2 ‖T̃_{i,i+1}K_{i+1}(·, w̄)‖^2 ) = ∂^2 ∂w̄∂w log ‖t_{i+1}(w)‖^2 ‖K_{i+1}(·, w̄)‖^2 implies K~_{Ti,i} − K_{Ti,i} = K~_{Ti+1,i+1} − K_{Ti+1,i+1} . Furthermore, K~_{T1,1} − K_{T1,1} = K~_{T2,2} − K_{T2,2} = · · · = K~_{Tn,n} − K_{Tn,n} .

Since T_{i,i} ∼_u M^∗_z |_{Ni} , 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have K~_{Ti,i} − K_M ∗_{z |Ni} = K~_{Ti,i} − K_{Ti,i} = K~_{Tn,n} − K_{Tn,n} = ∂^2 ∂w̄∂w ψ. Under this condition, it is shown that there exist bounded and invertible operators X_i ∈ L(H_{Ki} , N_i) such that X_iT̃_{i,i} = M^∗_z |_{Ni} X_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then it follows for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and w ∈ D that X_iK_i(·, w̄) ∈ ker(M^∗_z |_{Ni} − w) by a simple calculation. According to the fact that for 2 ≤ i ≤ n and w ∈ D ,

ker(M^∗_z |_{N1} −w) = ⋁ w∈D K_1(·, w̄)⊗χ(w) and ker(M^∗_z |_{Ni} −w) = ⋁ w∈D i−1∏ k=1 ϕ_k(w)K_i(·, w̄)⊗χ(w), it follows that there exists some λ(w) ∈ Hol(D ) such that X_1K_1(·, w̄) = λ(w)K_1(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w), X_iK_i(·, w̄) = λ(w) i−1∏ k=1 ϕ_k(w)K_i(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w), 2 ≤ i ≤ n, for every w ∈ D .

It can easily be seen that

X = X_1 0 0 · · · 0 0 X_2 0 · · · 0 . . ... . .. ... . . 0 · · · · · · X_{n−1} 0 0 · · · · · · 0 X_n

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 17

is a bounded and invertible operator. So to prove that T is similar to T̃ , we just have to verify X_iT̃_{i,i+1} = V_iT_{i,i+1}V^∗_{i+1}X_{i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. By a direct calculation, we have X_1T̃_{1,2}K_2(·, w̄) = X_1K_1(·, w̄) = λ(w)K_1(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w) = V_1(λ(w)t_1(w)) = V_1T_{1,2}(λ(w)t_2(w)) = V_1T_{1,2}V^∗_2 (λ(w)ϕ_1(w)K_1(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w)) = V_1T_{1,2}V^∗_2 X_2K_2(·, w̄), which means X_1T̃_{1,2} = V_1T_{1,2}V^∗_2 X_2. Similarly, for 2 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we have

V_iT_{i,i+1}V^∗_{i+1}X_{i+1}K_{i+1}(·, w̄) = V_iT_{i,i+1}V^∗_{i+1}(λ(w) i∏ k=1 ϕ_k(w)K_{i+1}(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w)) = V_iT_{i,i+1}(λ(w)t_{i+1}(w)) = λ(w) i−1∏ k=1 ϕ_k(w)K_i(·, w̄) ⊗ χ(w) = X_iK_i(·, w̄) = X_iT̃_{i,i+1}K_{i+1}(·, w̄), that is, X_iT̃_{i,i+1} = V_iT_{i,i+1}V^∗_{i+1}X_{i+1}.

The proof is completed. □

5. Application to weakly homogeneous operators In this section, we study a class of weakly homogenous operators in the class FB_n(D ). Let Möb denote the group of all biholomorphic automorphisms of the unit disc D and D̄ denote the unit closed disc. An operator T in L(H) is said to be weakly homogeneous if σ(T ) ⊆ D̄ and ϕ(T ) is similar to T for all ϕ in Möb(see [3]). It is easy to verify that T is weakly homogeneous if and only if T^∗ is weakly homogeneous.

A function g ∈ H introduces a linear operator C_g : H → H, defined by C_g(f) = f ∘ g, for any f ∈ H.

Then the operator C_g is called to be a composition operator. The boundedness of the composition operators with symbols of Möbius transformations plays an important role in the problem of weak homogeneity of multiplication operators M_z. If the composition operator C_ϕ is bounded for all ϕ ∈ Möb, then the bounded multiplication operator M_z is a weakly homogeneous operator. Therefore we can study the boundedness of composition operator C_ϕ, ϕ ∈ Möb, which leads us to the conclusion of weak homogeneity of the bounded multiplication operator M_z. However, we should notice that, in general, the weak homogeneity of the multiplication operator M_z fails to show the boundedness of composition operator C_ϕ for all ϕ ∈ Möb.

Recall that a Hilbert space H consisting of holomorphic functions on the unit disc D is said to be Möbius invariant if for each ϕ ∈ Möb, f ∘ ϕ ∈ H whenever f ∈ H. By applying

18 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

the closed graph theorem, it can be concluded that H is Möbius invariant if and only if the composition operator C_ϕ is bounded on H for each ϕ ∈ Möb. Consequently, if the multiplication operator M_z is bounded on some Möbius invariant Hilbert space H, then M_z is weakly homogeneous on H.

Denote by C(D̄ ) the space of all continuous functions on D̄ . If ψ is an arbitrary function in C(D̄ ) ∩ Hol(D ), then it is easy to see that ψ ∈ H^∞(D ). By Lemma 3.9, we obtain the main result of this section as follows, which generalizes the Proposition 5.4 in [17] with a different proof.

Theorem 5.1. Let M_{i,z} be the bounded multiplication operator on the Möbius invariant Hilbert space H_{Ki} , where K_i(z, w) =^∞ ∑ k=0 a_{i,k}z^kw̄^k, a_{i,k} > 0, z, w ∈ D , 1 ≤ i ≤ n and lim_{k→∞} k √_{ai,k} a_{i+1,k} = ∞ for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Suppose that HK^1 ⊆ HK^2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ HK^n and

Mult(H_{Ki} ) = H^∞(D ) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Set

T :=

M^∗_{1,z} M^∗_{ψ1,2} T_{1,3} · · · T_{1,n−1} T_{1,n} 0 M^∗_{2,z} M^∗_{ψ2,3} T_{2,4} · · · T_{2,n} . . ... ... ... ... . . 0 · · · · · · M^∗_{n−2,z} M^∗_{ψn−2,n−1} T_{n−2,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 M^∗_{n−1,z} M^∗_{ψn−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 0 M^∗_{n,z}

,

where T satisfies the Condition (A) and ψ_{i,i+1} ∈ C(D̄ ) ∩ Hol(D ), 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, is nonzero. The operator T is weakly homogeneous if and only if each ψ_{i,i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, is non-vanishing.

Remark 5.2. Since ψ_{i,i+1} ∈ C(D̄ )∩Hol(D ), i = 1, 2, · · · , n−1, and Mult(H_{Ki} ) = H^∞(D ), i = 1, 2, · · · , n, each M_{ψi,i+1} : H_{Ki} → H_{Ki} is a bounded operator. Consequently, by Theorem 6.25 in [25], M_{ψi,i+1} : H_{Ki} → H_{Ki+1} , 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, is bounded.

Lemma 5.3. Assume M_{i,z} be the multiplication operator on the reproducing kernel Hilbert space H_{Ki} , where K_i(z, w) =^∞ ∑ n=0 a_{i,n}z^nw̄^n, a_{i,n} > 0, z, w ∈ D , i = 1, 2. If lim_{n→∞} n √_{a1,n} a_{2,n} =

∞, then M^∗_{1,z} and M^∗_{2,z} satisfy the Property (H).

Proof. As we all known that M^∗_{i,z} can be regarded as the weighted unilateral shift with the weighted sequence { √_{ai,n} a_{i,n+1} } ∞ n=0. Then using the Proposition 3.5 in [17], the conclusion is true. □

Next, we give the proof of the main theorem. The proof of Theorem 5.1:

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 19

Proof. By Lemma 3.9, we have known that T is weakly homogeneous if and only if T_1 is weakly homogeneous, where

T_1 =

M^∗_{1,z} M^∗_{ψ1,2} 0 · · · 0 0 0 M^∗_{2,z} M^∗_{ψ2,3} 0 · · · 0 . . .. . ... . .. . .. . . 0 · · · · · · M^∗_{n−2,z} M^∗_{ψn−2,n−1} 0 0 · · · · · · 0 M^∗_{n−1,z} M^∗_{ψn−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 0 M^∗_{n,z}

.

We first assume that T_1 is weakly homogeneous, which is equivalent to T^∗_1 is weakly homogeneous. By a routine calculation, we obtain

ϕ(T_1) =

ϕ(M^∗_{1,z} ) ϕ^′(M^∗_{1,z} )M^∗_{ψ1,2}^1_2 ϕ^{′′}(M^∗_{1,z} )M^∗_{ψ1,2ψ2,3} ∗ · · · ∗ ∗ 0 ϕ(M^∗_{2,z} ) ϕ^′(M^∗_{2,z} )M^∗_{ψ2,3}^1_2 ϕ^{′′}(M^∗_{2,z} )M^∗_{ψ2,3 ψ3,4} · · · ∗ ∗ 0 0 ϕ(M^∗_{3,z} ) ϕ^′(M^∗_{3,z} )M^∗_{ψ3,4} · · · ∗ ∗ . . .. . .. . . . . . . . . . . . 0 0 · · · · · · · · · ϕ(M^∗_{n−1,z} ) ϕ^′(M^∗_{n−1,z} )M^∗_{ψn−1,n} 0 0 · · · · · · · · · 0 ϕ(M^∗_{n,z} ) ,

for each ϕ in Möb. By Lemma 3.9, it follows that ϕ(T_1) is similar to T^′, where

T^′ = ϕ(M^∗_{1,z}) ϕ^′(M^∗_{1,z})M^∗_{ψ1,2} 0 · · · 0 0 0 ϕ(M^∗_{2,z}) ϕ^′(M^∗_{2,z})M^∗_{ψ2,3} · · · 0 0 0 0 ϕ(M^∗_{3,z}) · · · 0 0 . . .. . ... ... ... . . 0 · · · · · · 0 ϕ(M^∗_{n−1,z}) ϕ^′(M^∗_{n−1,z})M^∗_{ψn−1,n} 0 · · · · · · 0 0 ϕ(M^∗_{n,z})

.

Thus we have T_1 ∼_s T^′. Then by Lemma 2.6 and 4.6 in [17], there exist invertible and bounded operators X_1, · · · , X_n such that X_iM^∗_{i,z} = ϕ(M^∗_{i,z})X_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and X_iM^∗_{ψi,i+1} = ϕ^′(M^∗_{i,z})M^∗_{ψi,i+1} X_{i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Following X_iM^∗_{i,z} = ϕ(M^∗_{i,z})X_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, there exists a ψ_i ∈ H^∞(D ) such that X_i = M_{ψi} C_ϕ where X_i(1) := ψ_i ∈ H_{Ki} . Then we can see that X_i(K_{i,w̄}(·)) = ψ_i(w)K_{i,ϕ(w)}(·) for all w in D , 1 ≤ i ≤ n. From X_iM^∗_{ψi,i+1} = ϕ^′(M^∗_{i,z})M^∗_{ψi,i+1} X_{i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, we obtain (5.1) X_iM^∗_{ψi,i+1} K_{i+1,w̄}(·) = ϕ^′(M^∗_{i,z})M^∗_{ψi,i+1} X_{i+1}K_{i+1,w̄}(·), w ∈ D . By calculating the left side of the equation (5.1), we get X_iM^∗_{ψi,i+1} K_{i+1,w̄}(·) = X_iK_{i,w̄}(·)ψ_{i,i+1}(w̄) = ψ_i(w)ψ_{i,i+1}(w̄)K_{i,ϕ(w)}(·), w ∈ D , where the first equal sign is because for all h ∈ H_{Ki} , ⟨M^∗_{ψi,i+1} K_{i+1,w̄}(·), h⟩ = ⟨K_{i+1,w̄}(·), ψ_{i,i+1}(·)h(·)⟩ = ψ_{i,i+1}(w̄)h(w̄) = ⟨K_{i,w̄}(·)ψ_{i,i+1}(w̄), h⟩. Similarly, calculate the other side of the equation (5.1) and we have ϕ^′(M^∗_{i,z})M^∗_{ψi,i+1} X_{i+1}K_{i+1,w̄}(·) = ϕ^′(M^∗_{i,z})ψ_{i+1}(w)ψ_{i,i+1}(ϕ(w))K_{i,ϕ(w)}(·) = ψ_{i+1}(w)ψ_{i,i+1}(ϕ(w))ϕ^′(ϕ(w))K_{i,ϕ(w)}(·), w ∈ D .

20 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

Here the second equal sign is because for all h ∈ H_{Ki} , ⟨ϕ^′(M^∗_{i,z})K_{i,w̄}(·), h⟩ = ⟨K_{i,w̄}(·), ( ϕ^′(M^∗_{i,z}) )_∗ h(·)⟩ = ⟨K_{i,w̄}(·), ϕ̂^′(·)h(·)⟩ = ⟨K_{i,w̄}(·)ϕ̂^′(w̄), h⟩, where ϕ̂^′(w̄) = ϕ^′(w). So by comparing the two sides of the equation (5.1), we obtain

(5.2) ψ_i(w)ψ_{i,i+1}(w̄) = ψ_{i+1}(w)ψ_{i,i+1}(ϕ(w))ϕ^′(ϕ(w)), w ∈ D .

Next, we will start with equation (5.2) and prove by contradiction that ψ_{i,i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, is non-vanishing in D . Suppose that there exists a point w_0 ∈ D such that ψ_{i,i+1}(w_0) = 0. Note that ϕ^′(ϕ(w_0)) ≠ 0. If the statement would not hold, that is, ϕ^′(ϕ(w_0)) = 0, then we can obtain w_0 =^1_ᾱ is not in D if we assume ϕ(w) =^{α−w}_{1−ᾱw} , |α| < 1. Meanwhile, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, X_i is bounded and invertible, so ψ_i(w) ≠ 0 for all w ∈ D . Therefore following the fact that Möbius acts transitively on D , one can see that ψ_{i,i+1}(w) = 0 for all w in D and hence ψ_{i,i+1}(w) = 0 for all w in D . This contradicts the fact that ψ_{i,i+1} is a non-zero function. Therefore ψ_{i,i+1}(w) ≠ 0 for all w in D .

Now we prove that ψ_{i,i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, is non-vanishing on T = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1}. Replacing ϕ by biholomorphic map z → e^{iθ}z in equation (5.2), we have (5.3) ψ_i(w)ψ_{i,i+1}(w̄) = e^{iθ}ψ_{i+1}(w)ψ_{i,i+1}(e^{−iθ}w̄), w ∈ D , θ ∈ R. Suppose there exists a point e^{iθ0} such that ψ_{i,i+1}(e^{iθ0} ) = 0. Choose a sequence {w_n} in D such that w_n → e^{−iθ0} as n → ∞. From the equation (5.3), we get

(5.4) ψ_i(w_n)ψ_{i,i+1}(w_n) = e^{iθ}ψ_{i+1}(w_n)ψ_{i,i+1}(e^{−iθ}w_n).

Since ψ_{i,i+1} ∈ C(D̄ ) and ψ_i, ψ_{i+1} are bounded above and below on D , so from the equation (5.4), as n → ∞, we obtain ψ_{i,i+1}(e^{i(θ0−θ)}) = 0 for all θ ∈ R. Thus ψ_{i,i+1} is zero at every point of T, and then by an application of maximum modulus principle, it follows that ψ_{i,i+1} is identically zero on D̄ , which is a contraction to our assumption that ψ_{i,i+1} is a non-zero function.

Conversely, it suffices to show that T^∗_1 is weakly homogeneous. By Lemma 3.9, we just need to prove that T^∗_1 ∼_s T_2, where

T_2 =

M_ϕ 0 0 · · · 0 0 M_{ψ1,2ϕ}′ M_ϕ 0 · · · 0 0 0 M_{ψ2,3ϕ}′ M_ϕ · · · 0 0 . . . .. ... ... . . . . . . . .. ... ... ... . . 0 0 · · · 0 M_{ψn−1,n ϕ}′ M_ϕ

.

Since each ψ_{i,i+1}, 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, is in C(D̄ ) ∩ Hol(D ) and is non-vanishing,^1_{ψi,i+1} is a bounded analytic function on D for 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Following the condition that Mult(H_{Ki} ) = H^∞(D ), 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we can see that M_{ψi,i+1} is bounded and invertible on the each Hilbert space H_{Ki} . Note that for each ϕ ∈ Möb and 1 ≤ i ≤ n, C_ϕ is bounded

THE COWEN-DOUGLAS OPERATORS WITH STRONGLY FLAG STRUCTURE 21

and invertible on the Möbius invariant Hilbert space H_{Ki} . Set

X = X_1 0 0 · · · 0 0 X_2 0 · · · 0 . . ... ... ... . . 0 · · · 0 X_{n−1} 0 0 · · · · · · 0 X_n ,

where X_1 = M (ψ_{1,2}∘ϕ)(ϕ′∘ϕ)_{ψ1,2} · · · M (ψ_{n−1,n}∘ϕ)(ϕ′∘ϕ)_{ψn−1,n} C_ϕ, X_2 = M (ψ_{2,3}∘ϕ)(ϕ′∘ϕ)_{ψ2,3} · · · M (ψ_{n−1,n}∘ϕ)(ϕ′∘ϕ)_{ψn−1,n} C_ϕ, · · · , X_n = C_ϕ. Since each X_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is invertible, X is invertible and satisfies XT_2 = T^∗_1 X. The proof of the theorem is now complete. □

References

[1] J. Agler, Arveson extension theorem and coanalytic models, Integr. Equat. Op. Thy., 1982, 5(1):

608-631.

[2] J. Agler, Hypercontractions and subnormality, J. Operator Theory, 13 (1985), 203-217. [3] B. Bagchi and G. Misra, Homogeneous operators and projective representations of the Mobius group:

a survey, Proc. Ind. Acad. Sc.(Math. Sci.), 111 (2001), 415-437.

[4] B. Bagchi and G. Misra, The homogeneous shifts, J. Func. Anal., 204 (2003), 293-319. [5] I. Biswas and G. Misra, ~SL(2, R)−homogeneous vector bundles, International Journal of Mathematics, 19 (2014), 1-19.

[6] D. N. Clark and G. Misra, On weighted shifts, curvature and similarity, J. London Math. Soc. 31 (1985), no. 2, 357-368.

[7] C. C. Cown and B. D. MacCluer, Composition operators on spaces of analytic functions, Stud. Adv.

Math. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1995. xii+388pp. ISBN:0-8493-8492-3.

[8] M. J. Cowen and R. G. Douglas, Complex geometry and operator theory, Acta Math. 141 (1978), 187-261.

[9] R. G. Douglas, H. Kwon, and S. Treil, Similarity of n-hypercontractions to backward Bergman shifts, J. Lond. Math. soc., 88(2013), no. 3, 637-648.

[10] S. Ghara, The orbit of a bounded operator under the Möbius group modulo similarity equivalence, Israel J. Math., 238(2020), 167-207.

[11] B. Hou, C. Jiang, Analytic automorphism group and similar representation of analytic functions, preprint, available at arXiv: 2209.03852.

[12] Y. L. Hou, K. Ji and H. K. Kwon, The trace of the curvature determines similarity, Stud. Math., 236 (2017), no. 2, 193-200.

[13] K. Ji, C. Jiang, D. K. Keshari and G. Misra, Rigidity of the flag structure for a class of Cowen- Douglas operators, J. Func. Anal., 272 (2017), 2899-2932.

[14] K. Ji, H. K. Kwon, J. Sarkar, and J. Xu, A subclass of the Cowen-Douglas class and similarity, Math. Nachr., 295 (2022), 2197-2222.

[15] C. Jiang, Similarity classification of Cowen-Douglas operators. Canad. J. Math. 56 (2004), no. 4, 742-775.

[16] C. L. Jiang, Similarity, reducibility and approximation of the Cowen-Douglas operators, J. Operator Theory, 32 (1994), 77-89.

[17] C.Jiang, K. Ji and D. K. Keshari, Geometric similarity invariants of Cowen-Douglas operators, J.

Noncommut. Geom., 17 (2023), no. 2, 573-608.

[18] C. Jiang and Z. Wang, Strongly irreducible operators on Hilbert space. Pitman Research Notes in Mathematics Series, 389. Longman, Harlow, 1998. x+243 pp. ISBN: 0-582-30594-2.

[19] A. Koranyi and G. Misra, New construction of homogeneous operators, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris., 342 (2006), 933-936.

[20] A. Koranyi and G. Misra, A classification of homogeneous operators in the Cowen-Douglas class, Adv. Math., 226 (2010), 5338-5360.

22 YUFANG XIE AND KUI JI^∗

[21] A. Korányi and G. Misra, Homogeneous operators on Hilbert spaces of holomorphic functions, J.

Func. Anal., 254 (2008), 2419-2436.

[22] H. Kwon and S. Treil, Similarity of operators and geometry of eigenvector bundles, Publ. Mat., 53 (2009), 417-438.

[23] G. Misra, Curvature and the backward shift operator, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 91 (1984), 105-107. [24] N. K. Nikolskii, Treatise on the Shift Operator, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences], vol. 273, Springer Verlag, Berlin, 1986, Spectral function theory, With an appendix by S. V. Hruščev [S. V. Khrushchëv] and V. V. Peller, Translated from the Russian by Jaak Peetre.

[25] V. I. Paulsen and M. Raghupathi, An introduction to the theory of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics, vol. 152, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2016.

[26] A. L. Shields, Weighted shift operators and analytic function theory, Math. Surveys, (1974), no. 13, 49-128.

[27] A. L. Shields and L. J. Wallen, The commutants of certain Hilbert space operators, Indiana Univ.

Math. J. 20(1971), 777-788.

[28] R. Stefan . Invariant subspaces in Banach spaces of analytic functions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.

304(2) (1987).

[29] S. Treil and B. D. Wick, Analytic projections, corona problem and geometry of holomorphic vector bundles, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 22 (2009), no. 1, 55-76.

[30] D. R. Wilkins, Homogeneous vector bundles and Cowen-Douglas operators, Intern. J. Math., 4 (1993), 503-520.

[31] N. Zorboska, Composition operators on S_α spaces, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 39 (1990), no. 3, 847-857.

MR 1078741.

Current address, Y. Xie, K. Ji: School of Mathematical Sciences, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang, Hebei 050016, China

Email address, Y. Xie: xieyufangmath@outlook.com Email address, K. Ji: jikui@hebtu.edu.cn, jikuikui@163.com