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Norm attaining operators and pseudospectrum

S. Shkarin

Abstract

It is shown that if 1 < p < oo and X is a subspace or a quotient of an /¢,-direct sum of finite
dimensional Banach spaces, then for any compact operator T' on X such that ||[I + T'|| > 1, the
operator I + T attains its norm. A reflexive Banach space X and a bounded rank one operator T' on
X are constructed such that ||I +7T|| > 1 and I + T does not attain its norm.
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1 Introduction

All vector spaces in this paper are assumed to be over the field K, being either the field C of complex
numbers or the field R of real numbers. As usual, N is the set of positive integers and R is the set of
non-negative real numbers. The Banach space of all bounded linear operators from a Banach space X to
a Banach space Y is denoted by L(X,Y) and K(X,Y") stands for the space of compact linear operators
T:X =Y. We write L(X) instead of L(X, X), K(X) instead of (X, X) and X* instead of L(X,K).

We say that T € L(X,Y) attains its norm on x € X if ||z|| = 1 and || Tz| = ||T||. It is said that T
attains its norm if there is an € X with ||z|| = 1 such that T attains its norm on z. We would like
to mention a few classical results on the norm attaining property. The James theorem [10] says that a
Banach space X is reflexive if and only if any f € X* attains its norm. As a corollary of the James
theorem, we have that X is reflexive if and only if any T € IC(X) attains its norm. Indeed, if X is non-
reflexive, then the James theorem provides a bounded rank one operator which does not attain its norm.
On the other hand, if X is reflexive and T' € IC(X), then the function x — ||Tz|| is weakly sequentially
continuous and the closed unit ball of X is weakly sequentially compact and therefore the above function
attains its maximum on the unit ball. Below it is shown that the situation with attaining of the norm for
operators I + T with compact T is quite different. For further results on the norm attaining operators
we refer to [1 2] (3, 4, (5l 12], T4, 18] 19] and references therein.

The norm attaining property of operators is related to the concept of the pseudospectrum. Let X be
a complex Banach space. For ¢ > 0 and T € L(X), the e-pseudospectrum of T is usually defined as

o (T)={NeC:|(T =X >} (1.1)

S (T)={AeC: (T =1}, (1.2)

where [|(T — AI)7!]| is assumed to be infinite if A belongs to the spectrum o(T) of T, see, for instance,
[7, 18, 9 13, [16], 17, 21] 22]. Recently Shargorodsky [2I] demonstrated that the level set

(1) \0o(T) = A e C: (T - M)} =<' (1.3)

can have non-empty interior in general, while its interior is empty when the space X or the dual space
X* is complex uniformly convex. It is well-known that

o(T)= |J o(T+4), (1.4)
lall<e

see, for instance, [9, [II]. This equality is one of the main reasons why many authors prefer (II]) rather
than (2)) as the definition of pseudospectrum. We study the question whether the similar equality holds
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in the case of non-strict inequalities:

Se(T) =$2T), where XUT)= |J o(T+ A). (1.5)
llAll<e
It is worth noting that the inclusion
SAT) C 5e(T) (1.6)

holds for any bounded operator T' on any Banach space [9] [13]. It is proved by Finck and Ehrhardt, see
[15], that the equality (IH) holds if X is a Hilbert space. Shargorodsky [22] constructed a bounded linear
operator T on the reflexive space X = ¢, x £, with 1 < p < ¢ < oo and the norm ||(z,v)|| = ||z, + l|yllq
for which (5] fails. He also constructed T' € K(¢;) for which (I3 fails. These examples naturally lead
to the following question, raised in [22].

Question 1.1. Is it true that (LE) holds for any compact operator on a reflexive complex Banach space?

We show that, in general, the answer to Question [I.1]is negative and demonstrate that if 1 < p < oo
and X is an £,-direct sum of finite dimensional Banach spaces, then (3] holds for each bounded operator
T on X. In particular, it holds when X = ¢, with 1 < p < co. It turns out that the validity of (LX) for
any compact operator 7' on a Banach space X is closely related to the norm-attaining property.

Proposition 1.2. Let X be a complex Banach space, T € K(X), € > 0 and z € X (T). Then the
following conditions are equivalent:

@21) = € DAT);
@22) if |(T — 2I)7 Y| =7t > |2|7L, then (T — 2I)~! attains its norm.
We use the above proposition in order to prove the following result.

Proposition 1.3. Let X be a complex Banach space. Then the following conditions are equivalent:
(L311) the equality (LE) holds for any e > 0 and any T € K(X);
(T312) for any T € K(X) such that I + T is invertible and ||[I + T|| > 1, the operator I + T attains its

norm.
The above proposition motivates the introduction of the following class of Banach spaces.

Definition 1. We say that a Banach space X belongs to the class W if for each T' € K(X) such that
I+ T > 1, I+ T attains its norm.

From Proposition [[.3] it follows that for any X € W and any compact operator T on X, the equality
(C3) holds. It is also worth noting that the restriction ||[I 4+ T|| > 1 is natural. Indeed, the diagonal
operator D on ¢y with the diagonal entries {1 — 27"}, ey has norm 1 which is not attained and D is
the sum of the identity operator and a compact operator. The following proposition provides a sufficient
condition for a Banach space to belong to W.

Definition 2. Let 1 < p < co. We say that a Banach space X is a p-space if X is reflexive and for
any ¢ € X and any weakly convergent to zero sequence {up fnen in X,

i (|2 + unll = (J” + un[P)'/?) = 0. (17)

It is easy to see that any Hilbert space is a 2-space and that any finite dimensional Banach space is
a p-space for any p. Note that an infinite dimensional Banach space cannot be a p-space and a g-space
for p # ¢q. Recall that if 1 < p < 0o and {X, }aea is a family of Banach spaces, then their ¢,-direct sum

is the space
X:{xe Hxazzn%uuoo}

aEAN a€EA
endowed with the norm

el - (X |wa|P)1/p.

acA
When the family consists of just 2 spaces X and Y we denote its £,-direct sum by X &, Y. We also
denote X x Y with the norm ||(z,y)| = max{||z||, ||y||} by the symbol X ®, Y.



Proposition 1.4. Let 1 < p < co. Then any closed linear subspace of an {y,-direct sum of any family of
finite dimensional Banach spaces is a p-space.

The following two theorems provide, in particular, a partial affirmative answer to Question [Tl The
next one extends the validity of ([H) for any bounded operator T' from just Hilbert spaces to a wider
class of Banach spaces.

Theorem 1.5. Let 1 < p < oo and X be an {,-direct sum of a family of complex finite dimensional
Banach spaces. Then (LLA)) holds for any T € L(X).

In the case of compact operators, we can extend the last theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Let 1 < p < g < o0, X be a p-space and'Y be a q-space. Then for any J € L(X,Y) and
T € K(X,Y) such that ||J 4+ T|| > ||J||, the operator J + T attains its norm. In particular, any p-space
belongs to W.

Theorem and Proposition imply the following corollary.
Corollary 1.7. Let 1 < p < 0o and X be a complex p-space. Then (LX) holds for any T € K(X).

Even a slight perturbation of the norm destroys the above results. The following theorem provides a
negative answer to Question [L.1]

Theorem 1.8. Let 1 < p < oo, 1 < qg<oo,q#pand X =K®,¥l, Then there exists a compact
operator T on X such that I + T is invertible, ||[I +T|| > 1 and I +T does not attain its norm.

Proposition [[3land Theorem [[.{ imply that for 1 < p < oo and 1 < ¢ < 00, ¢ # p there are ¢ > 0 and
T € K(C &g £p) such that (L3) fails. Since K @&, £, is isomorphic to £,, we see that belonging to W and
validity of (I5]) are renorming sensitive properties. In particular, K &, {2 is isomorphic to the Hilbert
space { for any 1 < p < oo and belongs to W if and only if p = 2. However, for the spaces K @, {3 the
situation improves if we consider finite rank operators instead of compact ones.

Proposition 1.9. Let 1 < p < 00, Y be a finite dimensional Banach space and X =Y ®, la. Then for
any bounded finite rank operator T on X, the operator I + T attains its norm.

The last proposition suggests that the answer to Question [[LT] might be affirmative if we replace the
compactness condition by the stronger one of T having finite rank. Unfortunately this is not the case.

Proposition 1.10. There exists a norm || - || on £2, equivalent to the original norm || - ||2, and a rank
one operator T on €y such that T> =0, || + T|| = 2 (with respect to the norm || - || on £2) and the norm
of I + T is not attained.

The equality T2 = 0 for the operator from the above proposition ensures invertibility of T — I and
the equality I +T = —(T'— I)~!. Thus (T —I)~! does not attain its norm and ||(T'—I)~!|| =2 > 1. By
Proposition 2] —1 € X ,5(T) \ E?/Q(T) and (LH) fails for T with € = 1/2.

2 Proof of Propositions and [1.3]

The following lemma is a known fact [9, [13]. For convenience of the reader we reproduce its short proof.

Lemma 2.1. Let X be a complex Banach space € >0 and T € L(X). Assume also that z € £.(T)\o(T)
and (T — zI)~! attains its norm. Then there is A € L(X) such that ||Al| < € and z € o(T + A).

Proof. Since (T — 2I)~! attains its norm, there exist #,y € X such that ||y|| = ||z|| = 1 and (T —
2I)~'z = cy, where ¢ = ||(T — zI)~!||. Using the Hahn-Banach theorem, we can pick f € X* for which
Il = f(y) = 1. Consider the operator

A€ L(X), Au = —c f(u)z.

Clearly || A]| < ¢!, Since z € X.(T), we have ¢! < e. Thus ||A| < e. Moreover, Ay = —c~'z. From the
equality (T'— zI) "'z = cy it follows that Ty = zy + ¢ 'x. Hence (I' + A)y = zy and z € (T + A). O



2.1 Proof of Proposition

If X is finite dimensional, then any S € L(X) attains its norm and according to Lemma 2.1] both (I211)
and (L212) are satisfied. Thus for the rest of the proof, we can assume that X is infinite dimensional.
Assume that ([L212) is satisfied. Since X is infinite dimensional and T is compact, ||(T—z1)~Y| > |27t
If the relation |[(T — 2I)7!|| = &= > |2| 7! fails, then either ||(T —2I)7!| > e tor (T—2I)7Y =t =
|z|7L If (T — 2I)7Y| > &1, then 2 € o-(T) and, according to (L)), z € XU(T). If |[(T — 2I)71|| =

7! = |2|71, then ||A|| = &, where A = zI. Since X is infinite dimensional and T is compact, we have
0 € o(T). Hence z € o(T + 2I) = o(T + A). Thus 2z € X(T). It remains to consider the case when
(T —2I)7 Y| =&t > |2/7! and (T — 2I)~! attains its norm. In this case, from Lemma 21l it follows

that 2z € £(T). The implication (L22) = [L21) is verified.

Assume now that ([L211) is satisfied. That is, there exists A € L(X) such that ||A|| < € and z €
o(T + A). Hence 0 € o(T — zI + A). Suppose that (L22) fails. Then ||[(T — zI)7t| = 71 > |z|7!
and the norm of (T — 2I)~! is not attained. Since ||A|| < € and |z| > ¢, the operator —zI + A is
invertible. Then T'— zI 4+ A is a Fredholm operator of index zero as a sum of a compact operator T and
an invertible operator —zI + A. Since 0 € o(T — 2I + A), T — zI + A is non-invertible and therefore,
being a Fredholm operator of index zero, it has non-trivial kernel. Thus we can pick x € X such that
|z| = 1 and (T — 21 + A)x = 0. It follows that —Az = (T — zI)x and therefore z = —(T — 21)~ ! Az.
Using the relations ||(T — zI)7!|| = 7! and || 4] < &, we obtain

1=z = || = (T — 2) 7' Az|| < 7' Az|| < e[| Al < ]l = 1.

Obviously, all inequalities in the above display should be equalities which can only happen if ||A| =
|Az| = e. Then ||y|| = 1, where y = —e "1 Az. Since —(T'—2I)"' Az = x, we obtain (T — zI) "'y = ¢~ la.
Thus |[(T—2I)"Yy|| == = || (T —2I)7Y||. That is, (T — 2zI)~! attains its norm on y. This contradiction
completes the proof of the implication ([211) = (212) and that of Proposition .21

2.2 Proof of Proposition [1.3

First, assume that (I.312) is satisfied. Let also T' € K(X), ¢ > 0 and z € X.(T). According to (L), it
suffices to show that 2z € X9(T"). By Proposition [[2] the latter happens if and only if ([L212) is satisfied.
Assume that it is not the case. Then ||(T — 2I)7!|| = e7 > |2|7! and the norm of (T — 2I)~! is not
attained. On the other hand, (T — 2I)"! = —27}(I + S), where S = —2(T — zI)~! — I is compact.
Moreover || + S|| > 1 since ||(T — zI)7Y| > |2|~. By [@3l2), I + S attains its norm and therefore so
does (T — zI)~!. This contradiction proves the implication ([3l2) = (L3l1).

Next, assume that ([31) is satisfied, T' € K(X), I + T is invertible and ¢ = ||[I + T|| > 1. Let
S={I+T)! -1 Clearly S is compact and [ +T = (S + I)~!. Let e = ¢~ 1. Since |[(S+ )7} =
II+T| =e"!>1, wehave —1 € 3.(S). According to (L32), —1 € ¥(S). Proposition 2 implies now
that (S + I)~! = I + T attains its norm. This completes the proof of the implication (L3}1) = (L312)
and that of Proposition [[.3

3 [(,-direct sums of finite dimensional Banach spaces

Throughout this section 1 < p < oo and X is the ¢{p-direct sum of a family {X, : a € A} of finite
dimensional Banach spaces. For x € X, the support of x is the set

supp(z) = {a € A : x4 # 0}.

From the definition of the ¢,-direct sum it follows that the support of any element of X is at most
countable. For a subset B of A, we consider P € L(X) defined by the formula

o ifa€B,
(Pp)o :{ 0 ifadB. (3.1)

Clearly Pp is a linear projection and || Pg|| = || — Pg|| = 1 if B is non-empty and B # A.



Lemma 3.1. Let {x,}nen be a sequence in X weakly convergent to zero and {er}ren be a sequence
of positive numbers. Then there exist a strictly increasing sequence {ng}ren of positive numbers and a
sequence {uy ren of elements of X such that ||zy, — ug| < er for each k € N and the sets supp(uy) are
finite and pairwise disjoint.

Proof. We construct the required sequences inductively. On the first step we take n; = 1, pick a finite
subset B of A such that ||z1 — Ppx1]| < &1 and put vy = Ppa;.

Assume now that & > 2, n1 < ... < mg_1, u1,...,up—1 are vectors in X with pairwise disjoint
finite supports such that |z,; — u;|| < e; for 1 < j < k—1. Let now C be the union of supp(u;) for
1< j <k—1. Since C is finite, Pc is a compact operator and therefore ||Pczy,|| — 0 as n — oco. Thus
we can pick ny > ng_1 such that ||Pox,, || < er/2. Next, choose a finite subset A of A such that C' C A
and ||, — Paxn, || < ex/2 and put ug, = Pax,, — Poxy,. Clearly supp(ug) C A\ C and therefore ug
has finite support and the supports of u1,...,ux are pairwise disjoint. Finally,

€0, = urll = [Potn, + (2n, = Pazn )| < lJen, — Pazn, || + [[Pown, || <ex/2+ex/2 = ey
The description of the inductive construction of sequences {n;} and {ux} is now complete. O
Lemma 3.2. X is a p-space.

Proof. Since 1 < p < oo, X is reflexive as an £,-direct sum of reflexive Banach spaces. Let x € X and
{un}nen be a sequence in X weakly convergent to 0. Let also ¢ > 0. Pick a finite subset B of A such that
||z — Pgz|| < e. Since Pg is a compact operator and {u,} converges weakly to 0, we have ||Pgu,| — 0
as n — oo. Let z, = u, — Ppuy,. Then ||z, — uy|| — 0 as & — oo and supports of z,, do not meet B.
Since the support of Pgz is contained in B, the supports of z,, do not intersect the support of Pgz and
from the definition of the norm on X it follows that

1P +aall = (| Pe|[? + [l2n]P)'/?.
Since ||z — Ppz|| < € and ||z, — un|| — 0 as n — oo, we see that
1Psx + zp|l = |z + unl| <& and |([|” + [lun|P)/? = (|| Ppx|[” + |l2alP)/?] <
for all sufficiently large n. From the last two displays it follows that
Iz + wnll = (|27 + l[unlP)/? < 2¢

for all sufficiently large n. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the equality (7)) follows. O

3.1 Proof of Proposition [I.4]

By Lemma [B.2 the class of p-spaces contains £,-direct sums of finite dimensional Banach spaces. From
the definition it immediately follows that (closed linear) subspaces of p-spaces are p-spaces. Hence closed
linear subspaces of /,,-direct sums of finite dimensional Banach spaces are p-spaces.

3.2 Operators on p-spaces

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 <p < g < oo, Y be ap-space, Z be a q-space, T € L(Y,Z), {xn}nen be a sequence
in'Y such that ||x,|| = 1 and || Tzn| — ||T|| as n — oo and {x,} is weakly convergent to x € X. Then
[T = | T°[[[]]|-

Proof. Let u, =, — x. Then {u,} is weakly convergent to 0. Since T is linear and bounded, T is also
continuous with respect to the weak topology and therefore {T'u,} is weakly convergent to 0. For brevity
denote ¢ = ||T||. Since Y is a p-space and Z is a g-space, we have

- 1 - 1 - 1 P p\1/p
1= lim [z, = lim o+ wul| = lm (2] + [Jua )7, (3.2)
c= lim |[Tz,|| = lim T2+ Tu,|| = lim (|79 + || Tuwn,9)*/ 2. (3.3)
n—oo n—oo n—00



Clearly [|[T'uy|| < c||uy]| for each n € N. Assume that | Tz|| # c||z||. Then ||Tz|| < c||z||. Using these
inequalities together with (32) and (B3) and taking into account that p < ¢, we obtain

¢= lim (|Tal|? + | Tun| )¢ < lim (c?]|? + cun||?)/* < e lim ([|2]” + [|uq][P)/? = c.
n—00 n—oo n—00

This contradiction proves the equality ||Tz|| = c||z||. O

Recall that X is the ¢,-direct sum of the family {X, : & € A} of finite dimensional Banach spaces.
Lemma 3.4. Let T € L(X) be such that

inf ||Tz||=c> 0. (3.4)

llzll=1
Then there exists S € L(X) such that ||S|| = ¢ and

inf ||(T+ S)z|| =0. (3.5)
llzll=1
Proof. Pick a sequence {zp, }nen in X such that ||z, || — 1 and ||Tx,|| — c as n — oco. Since X is reflexive,
we can choose such a sequence {x,} being weakly convergent to € X. Clearly ||z|| < 1.

Case z = 0. That is, {z,} weakly converges to 0. By Lemma ] we can find a strictly increasing
sequence {ny}ren of positive integers and a sequence {yi }ren of elements of X, such that the supports
of yi are pairwise disjoint and

|Zn, — il < 27% for any k € N. (3.6)

Since the sequence {z,,} weakly converges to 0, formula (B8] implies that {yx} also weakly converges
to 0. Since T € L(X), the sequence {Ty;} weakly converges to 0. Using Lemma [3.I] once again, we see
that there exist a strictly increasing sequence {k, }men of positive integers and a sequence {w, }men in
X such that the supports of w,, are pairwise disjoint and

I Tyk,, — wml|| <27 for any m € N. (3.7)

From (3.8)) it follows that || Ty, — Tyx|| < 27%||T|| for any k € N. Since || T2y, || — ¢ as k — oo, we have
ITyx|| — ¢ as k — co. Now by B.) and (38 we obtain

lim ||y, [|=1 and lm |wy] =c (3.8)
m—00 m—00

For each m € N let A,, = supp(yk,,), Pm = Pa,, and X,, = P,,(X). By Hahn-Banach theorem, for
any m € N, we can find ¢,,, € X such that ||on|| = 1 and @m(yk,,) = ||yk,, ||. Consider the operator
S € L(X) defined by the formula

Su = —c Z Pm(Prt) Wip.-
m=1

[[wm |

From the equalities ||| = 1, pairwise disjointness of A,, and pairwise disjointness of supp(wy,) it
immediately follows that ||S|| = ¢. On the other hand, by the definition of S

S
[[wm |

Wy, for any m € N.

According to (3.8)) we have || Syg,, + wm| — 0 as m — co. Thus by B, (T + S)yx
From (B8] it follows that ||y, || — 1 as m — oo. Hence ([B.H) is satisfied.

Case z # 0. Let Y = T'(X). According to [B4]), YV is a closed linear subspace of X and T: X =Y
is invertible. Consider R € L(Y,X) being the inverse of T : X — Y. From ([B4) it follows that
|R|| = ¢~!. Tt is also clear that the sequence u,, = ¢~'T'z,, is weakly convergent to ¢~ 1Tz and [Ju,| — 1

| = 0asm — occ.

m |

as n — oo. Moreover Ru, = ¢ 'z, for any n € N and therefore Ru, weakly converges to ¢~z and
|Run|| — ¢! = |R|| as n — oco. By Proposition [[4L X and Y are p-spaces. Hence, according to
Lemma B3 ||R||[|[c"'Tx| = ||c!RTx||. Taking into account that RTx = x and ||R|| = ¢!, we have

|ITx| = c||z||. By Hahn—Banach theorem, we can find ¢ € X* such that ||¢|| = 1 and ¢(z) = ||=||. Let now
S e L(X), Su= —|z||"*¢(u)Tz. Since | Tz| = c|z||, we have ||S|| < ¢. Moreover (T'+S)z = Tx—Tx =0
and therefore T'+ S has non-trivial kernel. Hence (3.0 is satisfied. O



3.3 Proof of Theorem

Let T € L(X),e > 0and z € (7). In view of (L8], it suffices to show that z € X(T'). Since z € X.(T),
we have ||(T — zI)7|| = et If |(T — 2I)7 Y| > 71, the inclusion z € X(T) follows from (L4). It
remains to consider the case ||(T'— 2I)~!|| = e~!. In this case

€= ”irlllfl (T = zI)z|.

By Lemma [3.4], we can find S € L(X) such that ||S|| < e and

0= inf ||(T — 21+ S)z||.

llzll=1

The last display implies that 7'+ .S — zI is not invertible. Hence z € o(T + S). Since ||S|| < €, we obtain
the required inclusion z € X9(T).

3.4 Proof of Theorem

Lemma 3.5. Let Y and Z be Banach spaces, J € L(Y,Z) and T € K(Y, Z) be such that ||J+T| > ||J]|.
Assume also that {xy }nen is a sequence of vectors in'Y weakly convergent to x € Y for which ||z,| — 1
and ||(J + T)xn|| = ||J + T as n — co. Then x # 0.

Proof. Since T is compact, | Tz, — Tz| — 0 as n — oco. Hence lim |Jz, +Tz| = ||J + T|. On the
n—r oo
other hand, lim ||Jx,|| < ||J||. Thus using the triangle inequality, we obtain ||Txz|| > ||J + T — || J||. It
n—oo
follows that ||z||||T]| > |Tz|| > ||J +T|| — ||J|| > 0. Hence, = # 0. O
We are ready to prove Theorem Pick a sequence {zy }nen of elements of X such that ||z,| =1
for any n € N and ||(J+T)xy,|| — ||J+T|| as n — oco. Since X is reflexive, we, passing to a subsequence,

if necessary, may assume that {z,,} weakly converges to x € X. By Lemma x # 0. According to
Lemma B3 ||Jz + Tx| = ||z||||J + T||. Hence J + T attains its norm on the vector z/||z|.

4 Operators on K@, ¢,

We start by a series of elementary observations.

Lemma 4.1. Let X and Y be Banach spaces and T € L(X,Y) be an operator attaining its norm. Then
the dual operator T* € L(Y™*, X*) attains its norm.

Proof. Since T attains its norm, there exists € X such that ||z| = 1 and |Tz|| = | T||. By Hahn—Banach
theorem, we can pick ¢ € Y* such that ||¢|| = 1 and ¢(Tx) = ||Tz||. Since (Tx) = (T*p)(x), we have
p(Tx) <[ T¢ll[lx]| = [T*¢ll. Since |Tz|| = |T|| = [[T[], we see that [ T*p|| > [[T*[| and ||¢]| = 1. Thus
IT*o|| = ||T*|| and therefore T* attains its norm at . O

The above lemma immediately implies the following corollary.

Corollary 4.2. Let X be a reflexive Banach space and T € L(X). Then T attains its norm if and only
if T attains its norm.

In particular, using the facts that an operator is compact if and only if its dual is compact and an
operator is invertible if and only if its dual is invertible, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.3. Let X be a reflexive Banach space. Then X € W if and only if X* € W. Moreover, the
following two statements are equivalent:

(Z311) there is a compact operator T on X such that I +T is invertible, |I +T| > 1 and I +T does not
attain its norm;

[Z312) there is a compact operator S on X* such that I + S is invertible, |[I +S|| > 1 and I + S does not
attain its norm.



4.1 Proof of Theorem [1.§

Let 1 <p <o0,1<qg<o0,p#qand X =K@y ¥, Clearly X is reflexive and X* is naturally
isometrically isomorphic to K @4 ¢/, where % + % = % + % = 1. It is also easy to see that p’ > ¢’ if
p < qand p < ¢ if p> q. According to Corollary 3] it is enough to prove Theorem [[.8 in the case
p < q. Thus from now on, we assume that p < gq.

We naturally interpret X as a space of sequences x = {z,, }n>0, where z¢ and {z, }nen correspond to
the K-component and the £,-component in the decomposition X = K &, ¢, respectively. For any = € X,
we denote

© 1/p
a(2) = aol, Ax) = |e1] and wx)—(Zunv’) | (4.1)
n=2

Clearly, for x € X,

Izl = f(a(z), B(x),y(x)), where (4.2)
o _ (oﬂ +(BP + ”yp)‘I/p) Ya i q < oo,
f(a:8,7) { max{a, (8P + 717)1/13} if ¢ = oo. (4:3)

Consider the operator S € L(X) defined by the formula (Sx)y = z1, (Sz); = x¢ and (Sz), = 222 if

n+1

n > 2. That is,
e (o 222 )
r=|\T1,20, 3, 4,...
Clearly T'= S — I is compact. Thus in order to verify that T satisfies the required conditions, it suffices
to show that S = I+T is invertible, ||.S|| > 1 and S does not attain its norm. Invertibility of S is obvious.
Indeed, the operator R € L(X) defined as Rz = (wl, xo,3x2/2,423/3, .. ) is the inverse of S. Next, let
x € X be such that ||z|| =1 and let a(z), 5(z) and y(x) be the numbers defined in (&I]). It is clear that
a(Sz) = B(x), B(Sz) = alz), v(Sz) < v(x). Moreover, v(Sz) < v(z) if y(z) > 0. Thus according to

fla(x), B(x),y(x)) =1 and ||Sz|| = f(B(x), a(z),7(52)) < f(B(x), (), 7(x)). (4.4)

Moreover, since v(Sz) < y(z) when v(z) > 0, we have

[Sz|| < f(B(z),a(x),y(x)) if ¢ <ocandy(x) >0

and if ¢ = oo, y(x) > 0 and B(x) < (a(x)? +y(z)P)'/P. (45)

According to (IA), ||Sz|| < C, where

C =sup{f(B,a,v): (a,B,7) € K} and Kz{(a,ﬁ,v)eRi: fla, 8,7) =1}

Since K is compact and f is continuous, the supremum in the definition of C is attained. Using, for
instance, the Lagrange multipliers technique, one can easily see that the function (a, 8,7v) — f(5,a,7)

from K to R, attains its maximal value C' = 2» "7 in exactly one point being (271/9,0,21/9). From
@3) it now follows that

|Sz|| < C = 257 whenever lz]| = 1. (4.6)
Now consider the sequence z, = 2~ Y9y + 2-Y%¢,, n € N, where {e;} is the canonical basis in the
sequence space X. Clearly ||z,] = 1 for each n € N. On the other hand, for any n > 2, Sz, =
9-1/q (61 + nL_Hen) and therefore

-1/ no AP\ " 11
[ Szn| =271 1+( +1) — 2774 as n — o0. (4.7)
n

1 1
From (£6) and (@7) it follows that ||S|| = 2?"« > 1 and the norm of S is not attained. The proof of
Theorem is now complete.



5 Proper extensions of Hilbert spaces and finite rank operators

In this section we prove a theorem slightly stronger then Proposition We need some preparation.
Throughout this section H is a Hilbert space and n € N. We say that X = K" x H is a proper extension
of H if X is endowed with a norm such that

1t )l = (t [[«]])  for any t € K", = € H, (5.1)

where ¢ : K® x Ry — Ry is a function and ¢(0,1) = 1. The fact that (¢,z) — ©(¢,||z|) is a norm
on X implies immediately that ¢ is Lipschitzian, convex, ¢(t,a) > 0, whenever (t,a) # (0,0) and
o(st,sa) = sp(t,a) for any s,a € Ry and ¢ € K”. The normalization condition ¢(0,1) = 1 implies that
(0, z)|| = [|=||,, for any 2 € H. Thus H is naturally isometrically embedded into X. Since H has finite
codimension in X, we see that X is a Banach space and admits an equivalent norm which turns it into
a Hilbert space. In particular, X is reflexive.

Theorem 5.1. Let X = K" X H be a proper extension of a Hilbert space H. Then for any bounded finite
rank operator T on X, I +T attains its norm.

Proof. Let ¢ : K® x Ry — Ry be a function defining the norm on X according to (). If #H is finite
dimensional, the result becomes trivial. Thus we can assume that # is infinite dimensional. Pick a
sequence {&; = (tg,xk)}ren of elements of X such that ||&|| — 1 and ||(I + T)&|| — ¢ as k — oo.
Since X is reflexive, we can, passing to a subsequence, if necessary, assume that {£;} converges weakly
to & = (t,x) € X. Since T has finite rank, {T¢x} is norm convergent to T¢ = (s,y). Next, since weak
and norm convergences on a finite dimensional Banach space coincide, we see that {t;} converges to t in
C™. Passing to a subsequence again, if necessary, we can assume that ||z — z|| = o € Ry.
Since x; — x is weakly convergent to zero in the Hilbert space H and any Hilbert space is a 2-space,
we see that
lim [zl = (lz]* +a®*)"? and  lim [z +yll = (Jo +y)? +a®)2 (5.2)
k—o0 k—o0

Since ||| — 1, [|(I + T)ék|l — ¢, tr — t and ||T¢; — (s,y)|| — 0, we have
1= lim [[&] = Tim |[(te, zx)] = lim [[(¢, 2%)]],
k— o0 k— o0 k—o0
c=lim [[(I+T)&| = lim [ + (s,9)[ = lm [[(tx + 5,2 +y)l| = lLm [|(£ 45,2 +y)]|.
k— oo k— o0 k— oo k—o0
Using (B.0)), (52) and continuity of ¢, we obtain
ot (2] +0®)V2) =1 and ot + s, (o +y[* + *)/?) = ¢ (5-3)
Since H is infinite dimensional and 7" has finite rank, the linear subspace
L={veH:T(0v) =0, (u,a) = (u,y) =0}

has finite codimension and therefore is non-trivial. Hence we can pick u € L such that |Ju|| = . Since u
is orthogonal to both x and y, we see that ||z 4+u| = (||z]|> +a?)/? and ||z +y +ul| = (|z+y||> +a2)/2.
Hence, according to (51) and (53)

Itz +u)l =@ |z +ul) =1 and [[(t+s2+y+u)|=etllct+y+ul]) =c
Finally, since T'(0,u) = 0, we have T'(t,z + u) = T(¢,x) = (s,y). Hence
I+T)(t,z+u)=({t+s,z+y+u).

Since ¢ = ||[I + T, from the last two displays it follows that I + T attains its norm on the vector
(t,z +u). O

Theorem follows from Theorem 5] since Y @, 2 for a finite dimensional Banach space Y is a
particular case of a proper extension.



6 Examples with rank one operators

As was already mentioned in the introduction, Shargorodsky [22] constructed T € K(¢1) such that (5]
fails for T for one prescribed € > 0. We shall demonstrate that for X = ¢; and X = ¢y one can find a
rank 1 operator T for which (5] fails for any € > 0. As usual, we denote the canonical basis in ¢y or ¢;
by {en}n>0.-

Example 6.1. Let T € L(cp),

Tx = (i 2"wn) €g.
n=1

Then T has rank 1, T? = 0 and for any z € K, |T + 2I|| = 1 + |z| and the operator T + zI does not
attain its norm.

Proof. Obviously, T has rank 1, ||T|| = 1 and T? = 0. Let z € K and r = |z|. Since ||T|| = 1, we have
IT + zI]| < 1+ r. For n € N, consider x,, = (r/z)eg + €1 + ez + ... + e,. Clearly ||z,] = 1 and the
eo-coefficient of (T + zI)z, equals r +1 — 27", Hence |T + zI|| > r+1— 27" for any n € N. Thus
IT + zI|| > 1+ r. Since the opposite inequality is also true, | T+ zI|| = 1+ r. It remains to show that

T + zI does not attain its norm. Assume the contrary. Then there exists « € ¢¢ such that ||z|| = 1 and
llyll = 1+ r, where y = zx + Tx. Since Tx is a scalar multiple of ey, we have y,, = zz,, for n € N. Hence
o0
|yn| < 7 for n € N. Thus 1+ r = ||y|| = |yo|. Using the definition of T we obtain yo = zxo + Y, 27 "x,,.
n=1
Hence
oo o0
147 =yo| < lzllwol + D 27 "o <r+ Y 27" =1+
n=1 n=1
The latter is possible only if |x;| = 1 for any j which contradicts the inclusion x € cj. O

Example 6.2. Let T € L({1),

o= (-2 e

n=1
Then T has rank 1, T? =0 and for any z € C, | T+ 2I|| = 1+ |z| and the operator T + zI does not attain
1ts norm.

Proof. Obviously, T has rank 1, |T|| = 1 and 7% = 0. Let z € K and 7 = |z|. For n € N, we have
(T + zl)e, = (1 —2™)eg + zen. Hence ||(T + zD)ey|| = 1+ 7 — 27", Since |le,|] = 1, we see that
|T + zI]] > 1+ r. Since the opposite inequality is also true, |T'+ 2I| = 1+ r. It remains to show that
T + zI does not attain its norm. Assume the contrary. Then there exists € ¢; such that ||z|| = 1 and
llyll = 1+ r, where y = za + Ta. By definition of T,

1+r =yl = 220+ (1= 27"z [+7 Y wa] <rlzo] + D (1 +7 =27z, < L +7)|z] =1 +7.
n=1 n=1

n=1

The latter inequality is due to the fact that the coeflicients r and 1+ — 27" in the last sum are strictly
less than 1 4+ . This contradiction completes the proof. O

The following Proposition clarifies the situation with the above two operators and formula (5.

Proposition 6.3. Let T be the operator from either Example or Example in the case K = C.
Then for any e > 0, X9(T) = 0.(T) # Z(T).

Proof. Since T? =0, o(T') = {0} and for any z € C\ {0}, (T —2I)~' = (—27)(T +zI). Thus (T —=zI)~!
attains its norm if and only if so does T + zI and ||(T — 21)7 Y| = |2| 2| T + 21| = |2| 71 + |2| 72 > || 7%
Since T + zI never attains its norm, we, applying Proposition [[.2] see that

SUT) =0 (T) ={z€C: || L+ |2| 2>} ={z:]2] <e+ V4e + €2} forany ¢ > 0.
On the other hand,
S (T)={2€C:|z| ' +]z]| 22} ={z:|z|<e+ \/m} for any € > 0.
Clearly X9(T') # %.(T) for each € > 0. O
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6.1 Proof of Proposition [1.10

Recall that a subset A of a vector space X is called balanced if A\x € A whenever x € A, A € K and
[A] < 1. A set is called absolutely convez if it is convex and balanced. By aconv(A) we denote the
absolutely convex hull of A, being the minimal absolutely convex set containing A. Clearly

aconv(4) = {Z)\jxj neN, z,...,xn €A, A1, .., A\ €K Z|)\j| < 1}. (6.1)
j=1 j=1

For a subset A of a topological vector space X, aconv(A) stands for the closure of aconv(A). We recall
two elementary properties of absolutely convex hulls. The proof of the first one can be found in virtually
any book on topological vector spaces, see, for instance, [20]. The second one is proved in [6]. For a
different proof see [24].

Lemma 6.4. Let n € N and Ki,...,K, be compact conver subsets of a Hausdorff topological vector
space X. Then

n n n n
aconv<U Kj) = aconv(U Kj> = {Zx\jxj A €K, z; € K, Z [Aj] < 1}.

j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1
Moreover, the above set is compact.

Lemma 6.5. Let {x,}nen be a sequence of elements of a sequentially complete locally convex Hausdorff
topological vector space X, converging to x € X as n — co. Then

o0

aconv(A) = {aox + Zanxn ta €l ol < 1}, where A = {xz, :n € N},
n=1

Moreover, aconv(A) is metrizable and compact.

From now on in this section, by || - ||]2 we denote the canonical norm on ¢;. We use the same symbol
to denote the standard Euclidean norm on K?2:

I(t,5)ll2 = (It + [s[*)"/2.
Let also {ey, }nen be the canonical orthonormal basis in £2. For 2 € ¢5 we denote
2 =x—xz1e1 — xaeo.

That is, #’ is the orthogonal projection of x onto the closed linear span of the vectors es, ey,.... Fix a
sequence {qn }nen of positive numbers such that 1/2 < ¢, < 1/v/2 for each n € N and lim ¢, = 1/2.
n—oo

Consider the set B C ¢,

b= {I + ) (anle2 + ent2) + Butnler + 2+ eny2)) ¢ 2]z + |1, 22) 12 + el + [IB8]: < 1}, (6.2)

n=1

where z € lo, o, f € ¢1 and || - ||1 is the canonical norm in ¢;. Obviously, B is absolutely convex. Taking
into account that |lex + enyalla = V2 and ||gn(e1 + €2 + enta)ll2 = ¢, V3 < /3/2, we see that

|ulla < V2 forany wu € B. (6.3)

Now if |Jullo < 1/2, then ||u'[|3 + |u1|? + |uz|?> < 1/4. An elementary application of the Cauchy inequality
gives ||u'||2 + |[(u1, u2)|l2 < 1. Taking @ = 8 =0 and & = u, we see then that u € B. Thus

u€ B if Jull2 <1/2. (6.4)

We consider the norm || - || on ¢2 being the Minkowski functional of the set B. Formulae (63) and
(©4) imply that it is indeed a norm and that it is equivalent to the Hilbert space norm || - ||2:

27V 2u)ly < |Jull < 2|jullz for all u € £,.

11



In particular, ¢5 endowed with the norm || - || is a reflexive Banach space. Using the definition of the
Minkowski functional, we have that for u € ¢,

[[ull = inf{lll”llz+||(I1,$2)||2+||04||1+||ﬂ||1 tu=a+Y (an(estenta)+Budnler +62+6n+2))}- (6.5)
n=1

We shall show that B coincides with the closed unit ball with respect to the norm || - ||. Since B is
bounded and absolutely convex, it suffices to show that B is closed in ¢5. First, note that the set

By ={z € by 2’2 + [|(21, 22) ]2 < 1} (6.6)

is weakly compact and By C B. Next, let Bs = aconv{es + e,42 : n € N}. Since the sequence e + €,,42
converges weakly to es, Lemma [6.5] implies that Bs is weakly compact and

By = {562 + 3 anlea +eny2) : sl + [lalh < 1}. (6.7)

n=1

o0
It follows that By C B. Indeed, for u = sea + > ap(ez + ent2) € Ba, one has just to take z = ses and
n=1
B = 0 to see that u € B. Similarly, let B3 = aconv{q,(e; + e2 + ent2) : n € N}. Since the sequence
gn(e1 + e2 + en42) converges weakly to (e + e3)/2, Lemma [6.0] implies that Bs is weakly compact and

t o0
B; = {5(61 +ea)+ Y Bugnler + €2+ enga) : [t + 1Bl < 1}. (6.8)
n=1
As above, it is clear that B3 C B. Since B is absolutely convex, we have
By = aconv(B; UBy U Bs) C B.
By Lemma[6.4] By is weakly compact and
By={az+by+cw:x € By, y€ By, we Bs, |a| +1]b] + |c| <1} (6.9)

From formulae (6.6H6.9) and ([6.2) it follows that B C By. Hence B = By and therefore B is weakly
compact. Thus B is closed in ¢3 which ensures that B is the closed unit ball for the norm (G.3)). It follows
that the infimum in (6.5) is always attained and that we can write

[[ull = min{llx’llﬁll(xh zo)ll2+llalli+ 8l s u = $+Z(an(62+6n+2)+ﬁnqn(61+62+6n+2))}- (6.10)

n=1
Lemma 6.6. The norm on ly defined by ([60) satisfies the following conditions:
@.811) lle2 + enyal =1 for any n € N;
6612) gnller + e2 + entol| =1 for any n € N.

Proof. Taking z = 0, 8 =0 and a = e,, we see that es + e,12 € B. Hence ||ea + ep42] < 1. Assume
that ||es + enp2|| < 1. Then there exist x € ¢5 and «, 8 € ¢1 such that

2" ll2 + | (21, 2)ll2 + el + (1Bl < 1 (6.11)

and

€2+ eént2 =T+ Z(ak(ez + erv2) + Brar(er + 2 + €ry2)).
k=1

Taking the inner product of both sides of the above equality with es, we obtain

l=a2+ Z(Oék + @Bk

k=1
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Hence .
|z2| + Z(|Oék| + qk|Brl) = 1,
k=1

which contradicts ([GIT]). This contradiction proves (6.61).
Taking x = 0, « = 0 and 8 = e,,, we see that g,(e1 + e2 + ep42) € B. Hence gy |le1 + e2 + ento| < 1.
Assume that g,||e1 + e2 4+ ent2|| < 1. Then there exist z € ¢5 and «, § € ¢1 such that

gn(e1 +e2 +enta2) =z + Z(Oék(ez + ert2) + Brar(er + e2 + exi2)).
k=1

and (G.IT) is satisfied. Taking the inner product of both sides of the above equality with e, 2, 1 and ey
we obtain the following equality in K3:

(Zn(l - ﬁn)(lu 17 1) = (xn+27xlu :E2) + an(lu 07 1) + Z(ak(oa 07 1) + ﬁqu(ou 17 1)) =
k#n
= (Tnt2,7,0) + an(1,0,1), where (r,0) = (x1,22) + Y _((0,1) + Brar(1,1)). (6.12)
k#n

Note that [|(0,1)]|2 = 1 and ||gr(1,1)|2 < 1 since g, < 1/v/2. Using (612 and the triangle inequality,
we obtain

I(m )l < [l(@1, 22)ll2 + D (Jw] + |Bx])-
k#n

From the last display together with (G11]) and (€.12), it follows that
Gn(1 = Bn)(1,1,1) = ((Tnt2 + an)ent2, 7,0 + o), Where |Znio| +[an] + |Ba| + (7, 0)[l2 < 1.

Dividing by 1— f,, and denoting y = zp42/(1 = Bn), a=an/(1— ), r=7/(1—F,) and p=0/(1— Sn)
we see arrive to the following equality in K3:

(GnsGn,qn) = (y +a,r,p+a), where [|y|+ |a| +/|r[* +[p[* < 1.
Hence r =g, p=vy = ¢, —a and
la[ + g — al + V]gn|* + |gn — a* < 1. (6.13)

On the other hand, ¢, > 1/2 and therefore |a| + |¢, — a| = g, > 1/2 and \/|gn|? + |¢n — a|? = ¢, > 1/2.
Hence |a| + |gn — a| + v/|¢n|? + |gn — a|? > 1 which contradicts (€I3]). This contradiction completes the
proof of ([6.62). O

Remark. In a similar way one can show that ||u|| = ||ul2 if either u; = ug = 0 or u belongs to the
linear span of e; and eg

Now we consider the operator S € L({3) defined by the formula Su = u + uge;. Clearly S is the sum
of the identity operator and a bounded rank 1 operator Tu = use;. Obviously, T2 = 0. Proposition .10l
will be proved if we verify that ||S]| = 2 and S does not attain its norm.

Lemma 6.7. For any non-zero u € £a, ||Sul| < 2[u]|.

Proof. Let u € £3 be such that |Ju|| = 1. It suffices to show that || Su|| < 2. Since ||u|| = 1, from (EI0) it
follows that there are x € {5 and «, 8 € ¢; such that

u=x+ Z(an(@ + ent2) + Bnan(er + ez + ent2)), (6.14)
n=1
2" ll2 + [[(z1, 22)|l2 + [l + [|B]1 = 1. (6.15)
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Next, from (6I4) and the definition of S, we obtain that

o0 o0
Su=xz+7e1+ Y qu(Bn+ ¢y an)(e1+ €2+ enp2), where T=25+ Y gufBn.

n=1 n=1

Using (G.A]), we see that

oo
1Sull < ll2ll2 + (@1 + 7, 22)ll + D 1B + ¢ vl

n=1

From the definition of 7 it follows that

I1Sull <[22 + (@1 + 22, @2)ll2 + Y (1 + )l Bal + 45 |awn])-

n=1

Taking into account that the norm of the operator with the matrix ((1) 1) acting on the 2-dimensional

1/2
Hilbert space K? equals (%) < 2, we have ||(z1 4 x2,22)||2 < 2||(21,22)|]2. Substituting this into
the last display and taking into account that 14 ¢, <1+27Y2 < %, we obtain

5 7 =
[Sull < ||lz'|l2 + gll(xuwz)llz + leﬂlh + Z a, o]

n=1

Since the coefficients in the above display in front of ||2/||2, || (21, 22)||2, || 3]|1 and each |, | are all strictly
less than 2, formula (6.15) implies that ||Sul|| < 2. O

Now, observe that S(ea+en42) = e1+ea+en 2. By Lemmal6fl ||ea+e,12]| = 1 and ||e;+ea+ten 2| =
q,;'. Hence ||S|| > ¢,,;! for any n € N. Since g, ! — 2 as n — oo, we have ||S|| > 2. Thus from Lemma[6.7]
it follows that ||.S|| = 2 and S does not attain its norm. This completes the proof of Proposition [[L.T0l

7 Concluding remarks

1. A more general approach to study the class W is to consider the following property.
Definition 3. We say that a Banach space X is tame if for any y € X, z € X \ {0} and any sequence
{tn}nen in X weakly convergent to zero,

T M uall max{l, M} (7.1)
n=00 ||z + un|| [l

It is easy to see that p-spaces for 1 < p < oo are tame.

Proposition 7.1. Let X be a reflexive Banach space such that either X or X* is tame. Then X € W.

Proof. According to Corollary [£3] it is sufficient to consider the case, when X is tame. Let T € K(X)
and |[I + T = ¢ > 1. Since X is reflexive, we can pick a sequence {z, }nen of elements of X such that
lznll = 1, |(I + T)xn|| — ¢ and {z,} is weakly convergent to x € X. By Lemma [3.5] z # 0. Since the
sequence u, = x, — x is weakly convergent to 0 and 7" is compact, T'x,, is norm-convergent to T'x. Hence

|z + Tx + un|| = |xn + Tx|| = c. Since X is tame, we have
n=oo ||z 4 up| ]

The inequality ¢ > 1 and the last display imply that ||z + Tz| > c|jz||. Taking into account that
c¢=||[I +T||, we see that I + T attains its norm on z/||x||. O
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Unfortunately, it seems there are no known examples of tame Banach spaces which are not p-spaces.
This naturally leads to the problem of characterizing the tame spaces.

2. Analyzing the proof of Theorem [[LG] one can easily see that if 1 < p < 0o, X is a p-space and
T € K(X) is such that ||I + K|| > 1, then whenever {z,},en is a sequence of elements of X weakly
converging to € X and satisfying ||z, | — 1, [[(I + T)xy| — ||I + T|| as n — oo, then {x,} is norm
convergent to x and I 4+ 71" attains its norm on z.

3. In a recent paper [23] Shargorodsky and the author constructed a strictly convex reflexive Banach
space X and S € L(X) such that for some ¢ > 0, the level set X.(5) \ 0.(S5) has non-empty interior. The
space X constructed in [23] is an ¢5-direct sum of a countable family of finite dimensional Banach spaces.
Thus by Theorem [[L5 (I35 holds for any T € L(X). This observation shows that there is no relation
between validity of (LI) and meagreness of the level sets of the norm of the resolvent.

4. Let 1 < p < co. As it follows from Proposition[[.4and Theorem [[.6, any subspace of an ¢,-direct sum

X of a family of finite dimensional Banach spaces belongs to W. Applying Corollary 3] one can easily

see that same holds true for quotients of X as well. Indeed, X* is naturally isometrically isomorphic to
1

an {,-direct sum of a family of finite dimensional Banach spaces, where % + o= 1. Moreover, for any

closed linear subspace Y of X, (X/Y)* is naturally isometrically isomorphic to a subspace of X*.

5. It would be interesting to figure out which classical Banach spaces do belong to the class W. A good
starting point would be to address the spaces L,[0,1] for 1 < p < co. There is a strong indication against
their membership in W for p # 2. Namely, it is easy to show that L,[0, 1] for p # 2 is not tame.

6. The compactness condition in Propositions and can be replaced by the weaker condition of T
being strictly singular. The proofs work without any changes.

References

[1] M. Acosta, Denseness of norm-attaining operators into strictly convex spaces, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh
Sect. A129 (1999), 1107-1114

[2] M. Acosta, F. Aguirre and R. Payd, A new sufficient condition for the denseness of norm attaining operators,
Rocky Mountain J. Math. 26 (1996), 407-418

[3] M. Acosta and G. Ruiz, Norm attaining operators and reflezivity, Rend. Circ. Mat. Palermo (2) Suppl. 1998,
no. 56, 171-177

[4] M. Acosta and C. Ruiz, Norm attaining operators on some classical Banach spaces, Math. Nachr. 235 (2002),
17-27

[5] F. Aguirre, Norm-attaining operators into strictly convexr Banach spaces, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 222 (1998),
431-437

[6] J. Bonet and P. Pérez-Carreras, Barrelled locally convezr spaces, North-Holland Mathematics Studies 131,
North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam, 1987

[7] A. Bottcher, Pseudospectra and singular values of large convolution operators, J. Integral Equations Appl. 6
(1994), 267-301

[8] A. Bottcher, S. Grudsky and B. Silbermann, Norms of inverses, spectra, and pseudospectra of large truncated
Wiener-Hopf operators and Toeplitz matrices, New York J. Math. 3 (1997), 1-31

[9] F. Chaitin—Chatelin and A. Harrabi, About definitions of pseudospectra of closed operators in Banach spaces,
Tech. Rep. TR/PA/98/08, CERFACS

[10] J. Diestel, Geometry of Banach spaces—selected topics, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 485, Springer-Verlag,
Berlin, 1975

[11] E. Gallestey, D. Hinrichsen and A. Pritchard, Spectral value sets of closed linear operators, Proc. R. Soc.
London, Ser. A 456 (2000), 930-937

[12] B. Godun and S. Troyanski, Norm-attaining operators, and the geometry of the unit sphere of a Banach
space, Soviet Math. Dokl. 42 (1991), 532-534

[13] A. Harrabi, Pseudospectre d’une suite d’opérateurs bornés, RAIRO Modél. Math. Anal. Mumér. 32 (1998)
671-680

[14] J. Partington, Norm attaining operators, Israel J. Math. 43 (1982), 273-276

[15] S. Roch and B. Silberman, C*-algebra technique in numerical analysis, J. Operator Theory 35 (1996), 241—
280

15



[16] L. Trefethen, Pseudospectra of linear operators, SIAM Rev. 39 (1997), 383-406

[17] L. Trefethen and M. Embree, Spectra and pseudospectra: the behavior of non-normal matrices and operators,
Princeton University Press, Priceton, NJ, 2005

[18] W. Schachermayer, Norm attaining operators on some classical Banach spaces, Pacific J. Math. 105 (1983),
427-438

[19] W. Schachermayer, Walter Norm attaining operators and renormings of Banach spaces, Israel J. Math. 44
(1983), 201212

[20] H. Schéfer, Topological vector spaces, MacMillan, New York, 1966

[21] E. Shargorodsky, On the level sets of the resolvent norm of linear operators, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. [to
appear]

[22] E. Shargorodsky, On the definition of pseudospectra, Bull. Lond. Math. Soc. [to appear]

[23] E. Shargorodsky and S. Shkarin, The level sets of the resolvent norm and convezxity properties of Banach
spaces, [preprint]

[24] S. Shkarin, Some results on solvability of ordinary linear differential equations in locally conver spaces, Math.
USSR Sbornik 71 (1992), 29-40

STANISLAV SHKARIN

QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY BELFAST

DEPARTMENT OF PURE MATHEMATICS
UNIVERSITY ROAD, BT7 1NN BELFAsT, UK
E-MAIL ADDRESS: s.shkarin@qub.ac.uk

16



	1 Introduction 
	2 Proof of Propositions ?? and ??
	2.1 Proof of Proposition ??
	2.2 Proof of Proposition ??

	3 p-direct sums of finite dimensional Banach spaces
	3.1 Proof of Proposition ??
	3.2 Operators on p-spaces
	3.3 Proof of Theorem ??
	3.4 Proof of Theorem ??

	4 Operators on Kqp
	4.1 Proof of Theorem ??

	5 Proper extensions of Hilbert spaces and finite rank operators
	6 Examples with rank one operators
	6.1 Proof of Proposition ??

	7 Concluding remarks

