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2 Perturbing the spectrum of operator T d
n (A)
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Abstract

Let T d

n(A) denote a partial upper triangular operator matrix whose diagonal

entries are given and the others unknown. In this article we have aim to find

characterizations of (left,right) invertibility of T d

n(A) in terms of diagonal entries

solely, and hence we provide statements which generalize and correct results of

Zhang S., Wu Z. (2012). We pose our results without invoking separability condi-

tion, thus improving results of Zhang S., Wu Z. (2012), and we give appropriate

n-dimensional analogues without assuming separability as well. We recover many

perturbation results of Djordjević D. S. (2002), and obtain some results of Du H.

K., Pan J. (1994) and Han J. K., Lee H. Y., Lee W. Y. (2000) in the case of the

Hilbert space setting.

Keywords and phrases: left invertible, right invertible, perturbation, n × n, upper

triangular

Mathematics Subject Classification 2020: 47A08, 47A05, 47A10, 47A55

1 Introduction and preliminaries

Spectral properties of upper triangular block operators are thoroughly studied by nu-

merous authors (see [1], [2], [3], [4], [9], [11], [12], [14], [15]). The former are often

encountered while investigating spectral properties of operators acting on a sum of Ba-

nach or Hilbert spaces. However, specialists have usually examined the case of 2 × 2
block operators, while the case of general n × n block operators has been neglected.

This article deals with the study of this latter case. Furthermore, the usual framework

in studying 2 × 2 block operators has been the separable Hilbert space setting, while

our results hold without assuming separability.

*nikola.sarajlija@dmi.uns.ac.rs, University of Novi Sad, Faculty of Sciences, Novi Sad, 21000, Serbia
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We consider partial upper triangular operator matrices of arbitrary dimension n ≥
2. By ”partial” we understand a matrix whose some of the entries are unknown,

while the others are given. We investigate some completion problems related to (left,

right) invertibility of such matrices, thus obtaining some perturbation results as con-

sequences. Invertibility of 2 × 2 block matrices of general form has been discussed

in [1] by Chen and Hai, and M. Kolundžija extended their result to case of Banach

spaces [11]. Invertibility of 2 × 2 block operators of upper triangular form has been

discussed in [12], [17], and we extend results from [17] to arbitrary n× n upper trian-

gular operators. Similar investigations related to Fredholmness and Weylness of these

block operators have been studied in [14]. Notice that there are various results related

to different types of spectra ([8], [13], [15], [16]) of block operators, but there are only

a few results treating the usual (left,right) spectrum.

Article is organized as follows. In the rest of this section we give notation and some

basics on invertibility theory with a few auxiliary results. Afterwards, Section 2 deals

with characterizing (left, right) invertibility of upper triangular operator matrices in the

setting of arbitrary Banach spaces.

Let X,X1, ..., Xn be complex Banach spaces. Notation B(Xi, Xj) stands for the

collection of all linear and bounded operators from Xi to Xj , where we put B(X) :=
B(X,X). If T ∈ B(Xi, Xj), N (T ) and R(T ) denote the kernel and the range of T ,

respectively. It is well known that N (T ) is closed.

Let T ∈ B(X). Then T is left (right) invertible if T̃ T = I (T T̃ = I) for some

T̃ ∈ B(X). T is invertible if T is both left and right invertible. Families of left (right)

invertible operators on X are denoted by Gl(X) (Gr(X)). Hence, G(X) = Gl(X) ∩
Gr(X) is the family of invertible operators on X .

Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2), ..., Dn ∈ B(Xn) be given. Partial upper triangular

operator matrix of dimension n is denoted by

T d
n(A) =




D1 A12 A13 ... A1,n−1 A1n

0 D2 A23 ... A2,n−1 A2n

0 0 D3 ... A3,n−1 A3n

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 0 ... Dn−1 An−1,n

0 0 0 ... 0 Dn




∈ B(X1 ⊕X2 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn), (1.1)

where A := (A12, A13, ..., Aij , ..., An−1,n) is an operator tuple consisting of un-

known variables Aij ∈ B(Xj, Xi), 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, n ≥ 2. Let Bn stands for the

collection of all described tuples A = (Aij). This notation originated in [15], and

the present author used it in [14]. We emphasize that entries of T d
n(A) are linear and

bounded operators acting on appropriate Banach spaces. It is possible to replace the

setting of Banach spaces with some apstract generalizations [10], but we do not pursue

this point any further.

In the sequel, we try to find an answer to the following question.
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Question 1. Can we find a characterization for (left, right) invertibility of T d
n(A) in

terms of (left, right) invertibility of its diagonal entries Di?

If it is possible, than we immediately have an answer to

Question 2. What can we say about
⋂

A∈Bn

σ∗(T
d
n(A)), when σ∗ runs through set

{σl, σr, σ}?

We shall present all of our results using some notions from Fredholm theory. Namely,

we will put into use notions of nullity and deficiency of operator. Precise definition fol-

lows [18]. Let operator T ∈ B(X). Then its nullity and deficiency are the following

quantities, respectively: α(T ) = dimN (T ) and β(T ) = dimX/R(T ). These quan-

tities are nonnegative integers or +∞. The following lemma enlights the reason for

using such terminology in this article.

Lemma 1.1 Let T ∈ B(X). The following equivalences hold:

T is left invertible ⇔ α(T ) = 0 and R(T ) is closed and complemented ;

T is right invertible ⇔ β(T ) = 0 and N (T ) is complemented .

If X is a Hilbert space, then every closed subspace of X is complemented. In that case

Lemma 1.1 becomes simpler.

Corresponding spectra of an operator T ∈ B(X) are defined as follows: the left

spectrum is σl(T ) = {λ ∈ C : λ − T 6∈ Gl(X)}, the right spectrum is σr(T ) = {λ ∈
C : λ − T 6∈ Gr(X)}, while the spectrum of T is the following set: σ(T ) = {λ ∈ C :
λ − T 6∈ G(X)}. All of these spectra are compact nonempty subsets of the complex

plane. We write ρl(T ), ρr(T ), ρ(T ) for their complements, respectively.

Lemma 1.2 Let T d
n(A) ∈ B(X1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn). Then:

(i) σl(D1) ⊆ σl(T
d
n(A));

(ii) σr(Dn) ⊆ σr(T
d
n(A)).

Remark 1.3 If Y is a complemented subspace of X , in the sequel we use an abuse of

notion X/Y to denote its complement.

One important class of operators whose properties we aim to exploit is the class of

inner regular operators. T ∈ B(X) is inner regular if T = T T̃T for some T̃ ∈ B(X).
For brevity, such T will be called regular. By [5, Corollary 1.1.5], T is regular if

and only if N (T ), R(T ) are closed and complemented subspaces. It is obvious that

operators in each of the classes Gl(X),Gr(X),G(X) are regular.

We will use the following notion that is due to D. S. Djordjević [2].
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Definition 1.4 We say that Banach space X can be embedded in a Banach space Y
if there is a left invertible operator from X to Y . In that case we write X � Y .

Embedding X � Y is essential if Y/R(T ) is infinite dimensional linear space for

every T ∈ B(X,Y ). In that case we write X ≺ Y .

Remark 1.5 It is obvious that X � Y if and only if there exists a right invertible

operator from Y to X .

If X and Y are Hilbert spaces, then X � Y ⇔ dimX ≤ dimY , and X ≺ Y ⇔
dimX < dimY and dimY = ∞. Here, dim stands for the orthogonal dimension.

2 Invertible completions of T d
n(A)

We start with a result which deals with left invertibility of T d
n(A).

Theorem 2.1 Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2), ..., Dn ∈ B(Xn). Assume thatDs, 2 ≤
s ≤ n− 1, are regular operators. Consider the following statements:

(i) (a) D1 ∈ Gl(X1);
(b) Dn is regular and N (Di) � Xi−1/R(Di−1) for every 2 ≤ i ≤ n;

(ii) There exists A ∈ Bn such that T d
n(A) ∈ Gl(X1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn);

(iii) (a) D1 ∈ Gl(X1);

(b)
i−1⊕
s=1

Xs/R(Ds) ≺ N (Di) does not hold for 2 ≤ i ≤ n.

Then (i) ⇒ (ii).
If X1, ..., Xn are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then (ii) ⇒ (iii).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii)

In this case it holds α(D1) = 0, R(Ds) is closed for all 1 ≤ s ≤ n and N (Di) �
Xi−1/R(Di−1) for every 2 ≤ i ≤ n. By Lemma 1.1 we need to find A ∈ Bn

such that α(T d
n(A)) = 0 and R(T d

n(A)) is closed and complemented. We choose

A = (Aij)1≤i<j≤n so that Aij = 0 if j − i 6= 1, that is we place all nonzero operators

of tuple A on the superdiagonal. It remains to define Aij for j = i + 1, 1 ≤ i < n.

First notice that Ai,i+1 : Xi+1 → Xi. Since all of diagonal entries have closed range,

we know that Xi+1 = N (Di+1) ⊕Xi+1/N (Di+1), Xi = Xi/R(Di) ⊕R(Di), and

we have N (Di+1) � Xi/R(Di). It follows that there is a left invertible operator

Ji : N (Di+1) → Xi/R(Di). We put Ai,i+1 =

[
Ji 0
0 0

]
:

[
N (Di+1)

Xi+1/N (Di+1)

]
→

[
Xi/R(Di)
R(Di)

]
, and we implement this procedure for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Notice that

R(Ai,i+1) is complemented to R(Di) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.
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Now we have chosen ourA, we show thatN (T d
n(A))

∼= N (D1), implyingα(T d
n (A)) =

α(D1) = 0. Let us put T d
n(A)x = 0, where x = x1 + · · ·+ xn ∈ X1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn. The

previous equality is then equivalent to the following system of equations




D1x1 +A12x2

D2x2 +A23x3

...

Dn−1xn−1 +An−1,nxn

Dnxn



=




0
0
...

0
0



.

Last equation gives xn ∈ N (Dn). Since R(Ds) is complemented to R(As,s+1) for

all 1 ≤ s ≤ n − 1, we have Dsxs = As,s+1xx+1 = 0 for all 1 ≤ s ≤ n − 1. That

is, xi ∈ N (Di) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and Jsxs+1 = 0 for every 1 ≤ s ≤ n − 1.
Due to left invertibility of Js we get xs = 0 for 2 ≤ s ≤ n, which proves the claim.

Therefore, α(T d
n(A)) = α(D1) = 0.

Next, we show that R(T d
n(A)) is closed and complemented. Left invertibility of

Ji’s implies the existence of closed subspaces Ui of Xi/R(Di) such that Xi/R(Di) =
R(Ji)⊕Ui, 1 ≤ i ≤ n−1 (Lemma 1.1). It means that X1⊕X2⊕· · ·⊕Xn = R(D1)⊕
R(J1)⊕U1⊕R(D2)⊕R(J2)⊕U2⊕· · ·⊕R(Dn−1)⊕R(Jn−1)⊕Un−1⊕R(Dn)⊕
Xn/R(Dn). It is not hard to see that R(T d

n(A)) =
R(D1)⊕R(J1)⊕R(D2)⊕R(J2)⊕· · ·⊕R(Dn−1)⊕R(Jn−1)⊕R(Dn). Comparing

these equalities, we conclude that R(T d
n (A)) is closed and complemented.

(ii) ⇒ (iii)

Assume that T d
n(A) is left invertible and X1, ..., Xn are Hilbert spaces. Then D1 ∈

Gl(X1) (Lemma 1.2). Assume that (iii)(b) fails. Then there exists some j ∈ {2, ..., n}

such that α(Dj) >
j−1∑
s=1

β(Ds).

We use a method similar to that in [14]. We know that for each A ∈ Bn, operator

matrix T d
n(A) as an operator fromX1⊕N (D2)

⊥⊕N (D2)⊕N (D3)
⊥⊕N (D3)⊕· · ·⊕

N (Dn)
⊥⊕N (Dn) into R(D1)⊕R(D1)

⊥⊕R(D2)⊕R(D2)
⊥⊕ · · ·⊕R(Dn−1)⊕

R(Dn−1)
⊥ ⊕R(Dn)⊕R(Dn)

⊥ admits the following block representation

T d
n(A) =




D
(1)
1 A

(1)
12 A

(2)
12 A

(1)
13 A

(2)
13 ... A

(1)
1n A

(2)
1n

0 A
(3)
12 A

(4)
12 A

(3)
13 A

(4)
13 ... A

(3)
1n A

(4)
1n

0 D
(1)
2 0 A

(1)
23 A

(2)
23 ... A

(1)
2n A

(2)
2n

0 0 0 A
(3)
23 A

(4)
23 ... A

(3)
2n A

(4)
2n

0 0 0 D
(1)
3 0 ... A

(1)
3n A

(2)
3n

0 0 0 0 0 ... A
(3)
3n A

(4)
3n

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 0 0 0 ... A
(1)
n−1,n A

(2)
n−1,n

0 0 0 0 0 ... A
(3)
n−1,n A

(4)
n−1,n

0 0 0 0 0 ... D
(1)
n 0

0 0 0 0 0 ... 0 0




. (2.1)

5



Notice that D
(1)
s , 1 ≤ s ≤ n are invertible. Therefore, there exist invertible operator

matrices U and V such that

UT d
n(A)V =




D
(1)
1 0 0 0 0 ... 0 0

0 0 A
(4)
12 0 A

(4)
13 ... 0 A

(4)
1n

0 D
(1)
2 0 0 0 ... 0 0

0 0 0 0 A
(4)
23 ... 0 A

(4)
2n

0 0 0 D
(1)
3 0 ... 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 ... 0 A
(4)
3n

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 0 0 0 ... 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 ... 0 A
(4)
n−1,n

0 0 0 0 0 ... D
(1)
n 0

0 0 0 0 0 ... 0 0




(2.2)

Note that A
(4)
ij in (2.2) are not the original ones from (2.1) in general, but we still use

them for convenience. Now, it is obvious that if (2.2) is left invertible, then




A
(4)
12 A

(4)
13 A

(4)
14 ... A

(4)
1n

0 A
(4)
23 A

(4)
24 ... A

(4)
2n

0 0 A
(4)
34 ... A

(4)
3n

...
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 0 ... A
(4)
n−1,n



:




N (D2)
N (D3)
N (D4)

...

N (Dn)



→




R(D1)
⊥

R(D2)
⊥

R(D3)
⊥

...

R(Dn−1)
⊥




(2.3)

is left invertible. Since α(Dj) >
j−1∑
s=1

β(Ds) it follows that




A
(4)
1j

A
(4)
2j

A
(4)
3j
...

A
(4)
j−1,j



: N (Dj) →




R(D1)
⊥

R(D2)
⊥

...

R(Dj−1)
⊥




is not one-one, and hence operator defined in (2.3) is not left invertible for every A ∈
Bn. Contradiction. This proves the desired. �

Remark 2.2 Notice the validity of Theorem 2.1 without assuming separability of X1, ..., Xn.

Corollary 2.3 Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2), ..., Dn ∈ B(Xn). Assume that Ds −
λ, 2 ≤ s ≤ n− 1, λ ∈ C are regular operators. Then

⋂

A∈Bn

σl(T
d
n(A)) ⊆ σl(D1) ∪

( n⋃

k=2

∆′
k

)
∪∆′′,
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where

∆′
k :=

{
λ ∈ C : N (Dk − λ) � Xk−1/R(Dk−1 − λ) does not hold

}
, 2 ≤ k ≤ n,

∆′′ =
{
λ ∈ C : Dn − λ is not regular

}
.

If X1, ..., Xn are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then

σl(D1) ∪
( n⋃

k=2

∆k

)
⊆

⋂

A∈Bn

σl(T
d
n(A)),

where

∆k :=
{
λ ∈ C :

k−1⊕

s=1

Xs/R(Ds − λ) ≺ N (Dk − λ) holds
}
, 2 ≤ k ≤ n.

Remark 2.4 Obviously, ∆k ⊆ ∆′
k for 2 ≤ k ≤ n holds.

If n = 2, we recover a result from [2].

Theorem 2.5 ([2, Theorem 5.2]) Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2). Consider the fol-

lowing statements:

(i) (a) D1 ∈ Gl(X1);
(b) D2 is regular;

(c) N (D2) � X1/R(D1);

(ii) There exists A ∈ B2 such that T d
2 (A) ∈ Gl(X1 ⊕X2);

(iii) (a) D1 ∈ Gl(X1);
(b) X1/R(D1) ≺ N (D2) does not hold.

Then (i) ⇒ (ii).
If X1, X2 are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then (ii) ⇒ (iii).

Corollary 2.6 ([2, Corollary 5.3]) Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2). Then

⋂

A∈B2

σl(T
d
2 (A)) ⊆ σl(D1) ∪∆′

2 ∪∆′′,

where

∆′
2 :=

{
λ ∈ C : N (D2 − λ) � X1/R(D1 − λ) does not hold

}
,

∆′′ =
{
λ ∈ C : D2 − λ is not regular

}
.
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If X1, X2 are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then

σl(D1) ∪∆2 ⊆
⋂

A∈B2

σl(T
d
2 (A)),

where

∆2 :=
{
λ ∈ C : X1/R(D1 − λ) ≺ N (D2 − λ) holds

}
.

Remark 2.7 One might conjecture that left invertible T d
2 (A) must have D2 with closed

range. However, this is not the case. See [15, Lemma 2] and [9, Example 3].

Notice that Theorem 2.5 is a correct version of [17, Theorem 2.1]. There are several

remarks concerning Theorem 2.1 in [17]. First of all, in the notation of [17], condition

(i)(b) of Theorem 2.5 is omitted in [17, Theorem 2.1], which is an oversight. Without

that condition direction (ii) ⇒ (i) in [17, Theorem 2.1] need not hold. Namely, the

choice of Q in the proof of part (ii) ⇒ (iv) implies R(MQ) = X ⊕ R(B), and for

R(MQ) to be closed (Lemma 1.1) we must assume that R(B) is closed. Furthermore,

if R(B) is closed, notice that condition (β(A) = ∞ or (B ∈ Φ+(K) and α(B) ≤
β(A))) in [17, Theorem 2.1] is equivalent to a simple condition α(B) ≤ β(A), which

is condition (i)(c) in Theorem 2.5 interpreted in the setting of Hilbert spaces.

Similar reasoning holds for [17, Theorem 2.2].

Now, we provide results dealing with right invertibility of T d
n(A).

Theorem 2.8 Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2), ..., Dn ∈ B(Xn). Assume thatDs, 2 ≤
s ≤ n− 1 are regular operators. Consider the following statements:

(i) (a) Dn ∈ Gr(Xn);
(b) D1 is regular and Xi/R(Di) � N (Di+1) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1;

(ii) There exists A ∈ Bn such that T d
n(A) ∈ Gr(X1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn);

(iii) (a) Dn ∈ Gr(Xn);

(b)
n⊕

s=i+1

N (Ds) ≺ Xi/R(Di) does not hold for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

Then (i) ⇒ (ii).
If X1, ..., Xn are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then (ii) ⇒ (iii).

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii)

In this case it holdsβ(Dn) = 0, R(Ds) is closed for all 1 ≤ s ≤ n andXi/R(Di) �
N (Di+1) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. By Lemma 1.1, we need to find A ∈ Bn

such that β(T d
n(A)) = 0 and N (T d

n(A)) is closed and complemented. We choose

A = (Aij)1≤i<j≤n so that Aij = 0 if j − i 6= 1, that is we place all nonzero operators

of tuple A on the superdiagonal. It remains to define Aij for j = i + 1, 1 ≤ i < n.
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First notice that Ai,i+1 : Xi+1 → Xi. Since all of diagonal entries have closed range,

we know that Xi+1 = N (Di+1) ⊕Xi+1/N (Di+1), Xi = Xi/R(Di) ⊕R(Di), and

we have Xi/R(Di) � N (Di+1). It follows that there is a right invertible operator

Ji : N (Di+1) → Xi/R(Di). We put Ai,i+1 =

[
Ji 0
0 0

]
:

[
N (Di+1)

Xi+1/N (Di+1)

]
→

[
Xi/R(Di)
R(Di)

]
, and we implement this procedure for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

Notice that R(Ai,i+1) = Xi/R(Di) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Therefore, it is

immediate that R(T d
n(A)) = R(D1)⊕R(A12)⊕R(D2)⊕R(A23)⊕· · ·⊕R(Dn−1)⊕

R(An−1,n)⊕R(Dn) is equal to X1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn, that is T d
n(A) is surjective.

Now we show that T d
n(A) has complemented kernel. First, by Lemma 1.1, there

exist closed subspaces Vi+1 of N (Di+1) such that N (Di+1) = N (Ji) ⊕ Vi+1, 1 ≤
i ≤ n− 1. It means that X1 ⊕X2 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn = N (D1) ⊕X1/N (D1)⊕N (D2)⊕
N (J1)⊕V2 ⊕ · · · ⊕N (Dn)⊕N (Jn−1)⊕Vn. Second, direct computation shows that

N (T d
n(A))

∼= N (D1) ⊕ N (J1) ⊕ · · · ⊕ N (Jn−1). Comparing these equalities, we

conclude that N (T d
n (A)) is closed and complemented.

(ii) ⇒ (iii)

This implication follows directly from part (ii) ⇒ (iii) of Theorem 2.1 by em-

ploying dual relations N (T ) = R(T ∗)⊥, N (T ∗) = R(T )⊥. �

Corollary 2.9 Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2), ..., Dn ∈ B(Xn). Assume that Ds −
λ, 2 ≤ s ≤ n− 1, λ ∈ C satisfy the complements condition. Then

⋂

A∈Bn

σr(T
d
n(A)) ⊆ σr(Dn) ∪

( n−1⋃

k=2

∆′
k

)
∪∆′′,

where

∆′
k :=

{
λ ∈ C : Xk/R(Dk − λ) � N (Dk+1 − λ) does not hold

}
, 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

∆′′ :=
{
λ ∈ C : D1 − λ is not regular

}
.

If X1, ..., Xn are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then

σr(Dn) ∪
( n−1⋃

k=1

∆k

)
⊆

⋂

A∈Bn

σr(T
d
n(A)),

where

∆k =
{
λ ∈ C :

n⊕

s=k+1

N (Ds − λ) ≺ Xk/R(Dk − λ) holds
}
, 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

9



Remark 2.10 Obviously, ∆k ⊆ ∆′
k for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1 holds.

If n = 2, we recover more results from [2].

Theorem 2.11 ([2, Theorem 5.4]) Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2). Consider the

following statements:

(i) (a) D2 ∈ Gr(X2);
(b) D1 is regular;

(c) X1/R(D1) � N (D2);

(ii) There exists A ∈ B2 such that T d
2 (A) ∈ Gr(X1 ⊕X2);

(iii) (a) D2 ∈ Gr(X2);
(b) N (D2) ≺ X1/R(D1) does not hold.

Then (i) ⇒ (ii).
If X1, X2 are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then (ii) ⇒ (iii).

Corollary 2.12 ([2, Corollary 5.5]) Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2). Then

⋂

A∈B2

σr(T
d
2 (A)) ⊆ σr(D2) ∪∆′

1 ∪∆′′,

where

∆′
1 :=

{
λ ∈ C : X1/R(D1 − λ) � N (D2 − λ) does not hold

}
,

∆′′ :=
{
λ ∈ C : D1 − λ is not regular

}
.

If X1, X2 are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then

σr(D2) ∪∆1 ⊆
⋂

A∈B2

σr(T
d
2 (A)),

where

∆1 :=
{
λ ∈ C : N (D2 − λ) ≺ X1/R(D1 − λ) holds

}
.

We finish our investigations with results regarding invertibility of T d
n(A).

Theorem 2.13 Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2), ..., Dn ∈ B(Xn). Assume that all

Ds, 2 ≤ s ≤ n− 1, are inner regular operators. Consider the following statements:

(i) (a) D1 ∈ Gl(X1) and Dn ∈ Gr(Xn);
(b) N (Di+1) ∼= Xi/R(Di) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1;

(ii) There exists A ∈ Bn such that T d
n(A) ∈ G(X1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn);

10



(iii) (a) D1 ∈ Gl(X1) and Dn ∈ Gr(Xn);

(b)
i−1⊕
s=1

Xs/R(Ds) ≺ N (Di) does not hold for 2 ≤ i ≤ n and
n⊕

s=i+1

N (Ds) ≺

Xi/R(Di) does not hold for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

Then (i) ⇒ (ii).
If X1, ..., Xn are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then (ii) ⇒ (iii).

Proof. (ii) ⇒ (iii)

Let T d
n(A) be invertible for some A ∈ Bn. Then T d

n(A) is both left and right

invertible, and so Theorems 2.1 and 2.8 yield the desired.

(i) ⇒ (ii)

We find A ∈ Bn such that α(T d
n(A)) = 0 and R(T d

n(A)) = X1 ⊕ · · · ⊕Xn. We

choose A = (Aij)1≤i<j≤n so that Aij = 0 if j − i 6= 1, that is we place all nonzero

operators of tuple A on the superdiagonal. It remains to define Aij for j = i+ 1, 1 ≤
i < n. First notice that Ai,i+1 : Xi+1 → Xi. Since all of diagonal entries have closed

ranges, we know thatXi+1 = N (Di+1)⊕Xi+1/N (Di+1), Xi = Xi/R(Di)⊕R(Di),
and we have α(Di+1) = β(Di). It follows that there is an invertible Ji : N (Di+1) →

Xi/R(Di). We put Ai,i+1 =

[
Ji 0
0 0

]
:

[
N (Di+1)

Xi+1/N (Di+1)

]
→

[
Xi/R(Di)
R(Di)

]
, and we

implement this procedure for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

Notice that R(Ai,i+1) = Xi/R(Di) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1. Thus, we prove that

T d
n(A) is surjective in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 2.8.

Next, we are able to show that N (T d
n (A))

∼= N (D1), implying α(T d
n (A)) =

α(D1) = 0. This is proved in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 2.1. �

Corollary 2.14 Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2), ..., Dn ∈ B(Xn). Assume that all

Ds − λ, 2 ≤ s ≤ n− 1, λ ∈ C are regular operators. Then

⋂

A∈Bn

σ(T d
n (A)) ⊆ σl(D1) ∪ σr(Dn) ∪

( n−1⋃

k=1

∆′
k

)
,

where

∆′
k :=

{
λ ∈ C : N (Dk+1 − λ) ∼= Xk/R(Dk − λ) does not hold

}
, 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

If X1, ..., Xn are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then

σl(D1) ∪ σr(Dn) ∪
( n−1⋃

k=2

∆k

)
∪∆n ⊆

⋂

A∈Bn

σ(T d
n(A)),
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where

∆k =
{
λ ∈ C :

k−1⊕

s=1

Xs/R(Ds − λ) ≺ N (Dk − λ) holds
}
∪

{
λ ∈ C :

n⊕

s=k+1

N (Ds − λ) ≺ Xk/R(Dk − λ) holds
}
, 2 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

∆n =
{
λ ∈ C :

n−1⊕

s=1

Xs/R(Ds − λ) ≺ N (Dn − λ) holds
}
∪

{
λ ∈ C :

n⊕

s=2

N (Ds − λ) ≺ X1/R(D1 − λ)
}
.

Remark 2.15 Obviously,
( n−1⋃

k=2

∆k

)
∪∆n ⊆

( n−1⋃
k=1

∆′
k

)
holds.

If we put n = 2 we get:

Theorem 2.16 Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2). Consider the following statements:

(i) (a) D1 ∈ Gl(X1) and D2 ∈ Gr(X2);
(b) N (D2) ∼= X1/R(D1);

(ii) There exists A ∈ B2 such that T d
2 (A) ∈ G(X1 ⊕X2);

(iii) (a) D1 ∈ Gl(X1) and D2 ∈ Gr(X2);
(b) X1/R(D1) ≺ N (D2) does not hold and N (D2) ≺ X1/R(D1) does not

hold.

Then (i) ⇒ (ii).
If X1, X2 are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then (ii) ⇒ (iii).

Corollary 2.17 Let D1 ∈ B(X1), D2 ∈ B(X2). Then

⋂

A∈B2

σ(T d
2 (A)) ⊆ σl(D1) ∪ σr(D2) ∪∆′,

where

∆′ :=
{
λ ∈ C : N (D2 − λ) ∼= X1/R(D1 − λ) does not hold

}
.

If X1, X2 are infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces, then

σl(D1) ∪ σr(D2) ∪∆ ⊆
⋂

A∈B2

σ(T d
2 (A)),

12



where

∆ :=
{
λ ∈ C : X1/R(D1 − λ) ≺ N (D2 − λ) holds

}
∪

{
λ ∈ C : N (D2 − λ) ≺ X1/R(D1 − λ) holds

}
.

Theorem 2.16 interpreted in the setting of Hilbert spaces is a special case of [7, Theo-

rem 2]. Notice that Han et al. ([7]) have proved the equivalence (i) ⇔ (ii) of Theorem

2.16 in arbitrary Banach spaces. Corollary 2.17 recovers a result of Du and Pan ([6,

Theorem 2]). Notice, however, that in [6] separability was used, while our statement is

separability-free.
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