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Abstract

This paper has aim to characterize Fredholmness and Weylness of upper
triangular operator matrices having arbitrary dimension n > 2. We present
various characterization results in the setting of infinite dimensional Hilbert
spaces, thus extending some known results from Cao X. et al. (Acta Math.
Sin. (Engl. Ser.) 22 (2006), no. 1, 169—178 and J. Math. Anal. Appl. 304
(2005), no. 2, 759-771) and Zhang et al. (J. Math. Anal. Appl. 392 (2012),
no. 2, 103-110) to the case of arbitrary dimension n > 2. We pose our
results without using separability assumption, thus improving perturbation
results from Wu X. et al. (Ann. Funct. Anal. 11 (2020), no. 3, 780-798 and
Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.) 36 (2020), no. 7, 783-796).
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1 Introduction and notation
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This article is concerned with partial upper triangular operator matrices of arbitrary
dimension n > 2. Term “partial” means that some of the entries of a matrix
are given, while the others are unknown. These operators arise naturally in many
research areas of operator theory. Indeed, suppose that an operator T acting on a
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Hilbert space H is studied with respect to an orthogonal decomposition of . In
other words, let M be a closed subspace of H. Then we have H = M @ M+
and T = E ;ﬂ,wheren M = M, Ty : M+ — M, Ty : M — M*,
T, : M+ — M~*. Among all closed subspaces of # we distinguish those which
are invariant for 7. If M is a such subspace, then T'(M) C M and T takes the
T T,
0 T
arbitrary number of closed subspaces, thus obtaining upper triangular operators of
dimension n > 2. Spectral properties of block operators are extensively studied by
numerous authors (see [[1], [2], [4]-[6], and [? ]-[15]) and we continue this study
for upper triangular operators of an arbitrary dimension.

upper triangular form T = [ ] We can implement this reasoning for an

Article is organized as follows. In the rest of this section we give notation and
some basics on Fredholm theory with a few auxiliary results. Sections 2 and 3 deal
with characterizing Weylness and Fredholmness in the setting of arbitrary infinite
dimensional Hilbert spaces, respectively.

Let H,H1, ..., H,, be Hilbert spaces. We use notation B(H;, # ;) for the collec-
tion of all linear and bounded operators from H,; to H;, where B(H) := B(H,H)
for short. If ' € B(H;, H;), by N(T') and R(T') we denote the kernel and the
range of T', respectively. It is well known that N'(T') is closed, thus complemented
in Hilbert space H;. By T € B(H;, ;) we denote the adjoint of 7.

Let D1 € B(H1), Dy € B(H2),...,D, € B(H,) be given. Partial upper
triangular operator matrix of dimension 7 is

Dy Ap Az .. Aipr A
0 Dy Az ... Agp1 Az
0 0 Dy .. 1437 -1 Ag
A= . ! T EBHi oM D H),
0 0 0 Dn—l An—l,n
0 0 0 0 D,
(1.1
where A := (A2, Ais,..., Aij,..., An—15) is an operator tuple consisting of

unknown variables A;; € B(H;,H;), 1 < i < j < n, n > 2. We denote by B3,
the collection of all described tuples A = (A;;). This is a notation that originated
in [? ], and was used later in [[13], [14]. One easily verifies that for 7, g(A) having



form (L)), its adjoint operator matrix 7)¢(A)* is given by

D* 0 0O .. 0 0
At D3 0 .. 0 0
A% A% D3 0 0
Tycll(A)* — '13 :23 :3 . : : c B(Hl@%Q@ . @Hn)
AT,n—l A;,n—l A?’),n—l D;—l 0
L ATn Aan Agn ArL—l,n D;kb_

(1.2)

Topic that interests us is a part of Fredholm theory. Here we give some ba-
sics, using notation from [16]. Let T' € B(H), o(T) = dimN(T) and 5(T") =
dim H/R(T). Quantities «(7T") and 3(T) are called the nullity and the deficiency
of T', respectively, and in the case where at least one of them is finite we define
ind(T) = a(T') — B(T) to be the index of T". Families of upper and lower semi-
Fredholm operators, respectively, are defined as

O (H)={T €B(H): a(T) < ccand R(T) is closed}

and

O_(H)={T € B(H) : B(T) < oo}.

The set of Fredholm operators is
O(H)=PL(H)NP_(H)={T € B(H) : a(T) < oo and B(T') < oo}.

Put
O (H)={T € ®,(H): ind(T) <0}

and
T (H)={T € ®_(H) : ind(T) > 0}.

The previous two collections are called the sets of upper and lower Weyl operators,
respectively.

Corresponding spectra of an operator 7' € B(#H) are defined as follows:
-the upper semi-Fredholm spectrum: o5 (T) ={A\ € C: A\ -T € ®(H)};
-the lower semi-Fredholm spectrum: ogp_(T) ={AN € C: A-T &€ ®_(H)};
-the essential spectrum: 0.(T) ={A € C: A\ - T &€ ®(H)};
-the upper semi-Weyl spectrum: 04,y (T) = {A € C: A =T & @ (H)};
-the lower semi-Weyl spectrum: o4, (T) = {\ € C: A\ =T &€ T (H)};
We write pspy(T), psr—(T), pe(T), paw(T), psw(T) for their complements, re-
spectively.

We list some elementary results from functional analysis.



Lemma 1.1 For T' € B(#H) with closed range the following holds:
(a) a(T) = B(T*), (T) = a(T*);

(b) T € 4 (H) ifand only if T* € O_(H);

(¢)T € ®_(H) ifand only if T* € D4 (H);

(d) ind(T™) = —ind(T).

Lemma 1.2 Let TH(A) € B(H1 @ - @ Hy,). Then:

(i) osp4(D1) C ospy(TEH(A));

(ii) o5p—(Dn) C osp—(TE(A)).
Lemma 1.3 Let T' € B(H). Then R(T) is closed if and only if R(T™) is closed.

Theorem 1.4 ([3]) For T € B(H) the following implication holds:

B(T) < 0o = R(T) is closed (thus complemented in H).

2 Weylness of T9(A)

In this section we assume Hi, ..., H, to be arbitrary infinite dimensional Hilbert
space. We generalize results of [2],[15] from n = 2 to an arbitrary dimension
of upper triangular operators, and we pose perturbation results of [14] without
assuming separability of underlying spaces.

2.1 Weylness of T%(A)

We start with a result which deals with the upper Weyl spectrum of T¢(A).

Theorem 2.1 Let Dy € B(H1), Dy € B(H2),...,Dn, € B(H,). Consider the
following statements:
(i) (a) Dy € @ (Hy);

(b) R(Ds) is closed for 2 < s < n and

(a(Dy) < B(D1) Jor2<s<m,

3" A(D) - <)
s=1

2.1)



or (Ds € D (Hs) for2 < s<nand i a(Ds) < i B(Ds));
s=1 s=1

(i) There exists A € By, such that TS(A) € ®, (H1 @ -+ & Hy);

(iid) (a) D1 € 4 (Ha);
(b) (B(Dj) = oo for some j € {1,...,n} and a(Ds) < oo for2 < s < j)

or (DS €D, (Hs) for2 < s<nand En: a(Dy) < f: 5(DS)).
s=1 s=1

Then (i) = (ii) = (iid).

Remark 2.2 If j = 1 in (iii)(b), we simply omit condition "a(Dg) < oo for
2 < s <37 there.

Proof: (ii) = (i)

Assume that T%(A) is upper Weyl. Then T\¢(A) is upper Fredholm, hence
Dy € &, (H1) (Lemma[L2). Assume that (ii7)(b) fails. We have two possibil-
ities. On the one hand, assume that for 2 < s < n we have f(D;) < oco. It
means (Theorem that R(Dy) is closed for 1 < s < n. Again, we have two
possibilities. Either there exists some ¢ € {2,...,n} with a(D;) = oo, or we have
n n
> a(Ds) > > B(Ds).
s=1 s=1
First suppose «(D;) = oo for some i € {2,...,n}. We use a method from
[14]. We know that for each A € B, operator matrix Tr‘f(A) as an operator
from N'(D1)t @ N(D1) @ N(D2)t @ N(Ds) ® N(D3)*r @ N(D3) @ -+ @
N(Dp)r@N(D,,) into R(D1)®R(D1) - @R(Do) BR(D2)* @+ - OR(Dyp_1)®
R(Dy_1)* @ R(Dy) ® R(D,,)* admits the following block representation

D oAl Al Al AR oAy AP
0 0 A A A AR LAl Al
o oD o Al AQ oAl AP
o 0o 0o o AY Al oa® Al
o 0o o o DM o ..ooAp AP
T4%A) =10 o o o o o .. AP 4P 22)
00 0 0 0 0 A LAY
0O 0 0 0 0 0 AP LAY
00 0 0 0 0 DY 0
00 0 0 0 0 0 0

Obviously, D%l), Dél), e D,(f) from are invertible. Hence, there exist invert-



ible operator matrices U and V' so that

Y 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0
o o o BY o BY o BW
o oD 0o 0 0 0 0
o o o o o0 BY o BY
o o o o D o 0 0
UTHAV =10 0 0o 0o 0 0 o BY (2.3)
00 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 o BY.,
0 0 0 0 0 0 W0
Lo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Next, it is clear that (2.3)) is upper Weyl if and only if
r 4 4 4 4) . _ _
0 B%Q) B%i,; B% B% N (D) R(D;)*
0 0 By 3%4) B%n) N(Dy) R(D9)*
4 4 1
o 0 o0 By .. B N(Ds) R(Ds)
oL ol D) : (2.4)
0 0 0 0 BW, : R(Dn 1f
0 0 0 0 0| _N(Dn)_ [ R(Dy)
i—1
is upper Weyl. Since > 5(D;) < oo and «(D;) = oo, it follows that
s=1
- 4 -
B
BQZ

(4)

L5315

and hence operator defined in is not upper Weyl for every A € B,,. This
proves the desired.

n
Now assume «(Dy) < oo for 2 < s < n. Then we have > a(D;) >

s=1

z B(Dy), and for each A € B, T4(A) has representation as (2.2)), and we still

use 2.3) and (2.4). Since D,, 1 < s < n are upper Fredholm, we conclude
n

that T4(A) is upper Weyl if and only if is upper Weyl. From >  3(Ds) <
s=1

n

> a(Dy), we know (2.4) is not upper Weyl for every A € B,,.
s=1



On the other hand, assume that there is j € {2,...,n} with B(D;) = oo,
and assume we have chosen the smallest such j. In that case 3(Ds) < oo for
1 <s<j—1,hence R(D;) is closed for 1 < s < j—1. Now, we easily conclude
it is impossible that o(Ds) < oo for 2 < s < j — 1, otherwise (¢4i)(b) would not
fail. Therefore, (D) = oo for some j € {2, ..., j — 1} and be proceed with (2.2)),
2.3), 2.4) applied to T]d_l(A).

(1) = (i)

n n
If Dy € & (Hs) for2 < s < nand Y a(Ds) < Y B(Ds), we trivially
s=1 s=1

choose A = (A;; =)0. Assume that this is not the case. Otherwise, it holds
a(D1) < oo, R(Ds) is closed forall 1 < s < n and holds. We find A € B,
such that a(T%(A)) < oo and R(T(A)) is closed. We choose A = (A;j)1<i<j<n
so that A;; = 0if j — ¢ # 1, that is we place all nonzero operators of tuple A on
the superdiagonal. It remains to define A;; for j —¢ = 1,1 <4 < j < n. First
notice that A; ;1 : H;y1 — H,;. Since all of diagonal entries have closed ranges,
we know that H; 41 = N(D; 1) @ N(D; 1)+, Hi = R(D;)* @ R(D;), and from
assumption we get a(D;y1) < B(D;). It follows that there is a left invertible

operator J; : N(Djy1) — R(D;)*. Weput A; ;41 = [‘g 8] : [ij%)“rll))l} =
i+
R(D;)*

Hiv1 = H; = { R(D;) },and we implement this procedure forall 1 <¢ < n—1.
7
Notice that R(D;) is complemented to R(A; ;+1) foreach 1 <i <mn — 1.
Now we have chosen our A, we show that N (T4(A)) = N(D;), implying
a(T4(A)) = a(Dy) < oo. Letus put T4(A)x = 0, where & = o1 + - + x,, €

Hi1 ® --- @ H,. The previous equality is then equivalent to the following system
of equations

Dixy + Aoz | 0
Doxo + Agzxs 0
Dy 1z + Anfl,nxn 0
i D, x, i 0]

The last equation gives x,, € N'(D,,). Since R(D5) is complemented to R(As s+1)
foralll < s <n—1,wehave Dyxgy = As 51127441 = Oforalll <s <n—1.
Thatis, z; € N (D;) forevery 1 <i < n,and Jsxs41 = Oforevery 1 < s < n—1.
Due to left invertibility of J; we get x; = 0 for 2 < s < n, which proves the claim.
Therefore, a(T%(A)) = a(Dy) < 0.

Secondly, we show that R(T/?(A)) is closed. It is not hard to see that

R(TA(A)) = R(Dy) & R(J1) & R(D2) & R(Jz) @ -+ & R(Dy—1)

2.5
R(Jn_l) @R(Dn) @5



Furthermore, due to left invertibility of J;’s, there exist closed subspaces U; of
R(D;)* such that R(D;)* = R(J;) ® U;, 1 < i < n — 1. It means that
HI1DHs D DHpy=R(D1) DR(J1) DU DR(D2) ®R(J2) DU & -+ D

R(Dn—1) ® R(Jn-1) ® Un—1 ® R(Dy) & R(Dp)*-.
(2.6)
Comparing equalities (2.5) and (Z.6), we conclude that R(T/¢(A)) is closed.

We have proved that T(A) is upper Fredholm. Notice that 3(T4(A)) =
dim(U1) + dim(Us) + -+ - + dim(Uy,,—1) + B(D,,). Now, with respect to 2.1),
either 3(D,,) = oo or we can choose at least one .J; such that its codimension is in-
finite, that is dim U; = 00,4 € {1, ...,n—1}. In either case we get 3(T¢(A)) = oo
and it follows that T.%( A) is upper Weyl. [J

Corollary 2.3 Let D, € 8(7'[1), Dy € 8(7'[2), ., D, € B(Hn) Then

n+1

ospy(D1) U ( U Ak) C
m Jaw(TrCzl(A)) C

AeBp
n+1

osrs(D1) U <UA’>U<UA”)

where

Ay = {)\EC: a(Dy — ) = oo and ZB(DS—A)<OO},2§k§n,

Apiq = {A eC: ZB(DS —A) < Za(Ds - A)},
s=1 s=1

%::{)\ECZa(Dk—)\)>ﬂ(Dk,1—)\)}, 2 <k <n,
/n+1 = AnJrla

b= {)\ €C: R(Dy — A)isnot closed}, 2<k<n.
Remark 2.4 Obviously, A, C A} for2 <k <n+1.

Theorem 2.5 Let Dy € B(H1), D2 € B(Hz2). Consider the following statements:
(i) (a) Dy € 4 (Hy)s
(b) <a(D2) < B(D1), B(D1) + B(D2) = oo and R(Dy) is closed> or <D2 €

8



@ (M) and a(D1) + a(Dz) < B(Dy) + B(D2) );
(i) There exists A € By such that TS(A) € ®L(H1 & Ha);
(iii) (a) Dy € O, (H1);
(b) (ﬁ(Dl) = oo or (B(D3) = oo and a(Dy) < oo)) or <D2 € O (Ho)

and o(D1) + (D) < B(D1) + 5(1)2)).
Then (i) = (ii) = (iid).

Corollary 2.6 Let Dy € B(H1), Dy € B(Hz). Then

osp(D1)UAUA3 C () 0aw(T5(A)) € ogri(D1)UALU A3 UAY,
A€B,

where
Ay = {)\e C: a(Ds— ) = 0o and B(Dy — \) <oo},

Ag = {)\ €C: a(D1 —A)+ (D2 = A) > B(D1 — A) + B(D2 — A)}7
AL :={\eC: a(Dy—\) > B(D; — N},

b= {)\ €C: R(Dy— ) isnot closed}.
Remark 2.7 Notice that Ay C Al.

Statements concerning the lower Weyl spectrum of T( A) we get by duality.

Theorem 2.8 Let Dy € B(H1), Dy € B(H2),...,Dn, € B(H,). Consider the
following statements:
(1) (a) Dn € ©—(Hn):

(b) R(Dsy) is closed for 1 < s <n —1and

(B(D,) < a(Dys1) for1<s<n-1,

i a(Dy) = oo>

s=1

2.7)

or (DS €P_(Hs)for1 <s<n-—1land i (Dy) < i a(DS)>;

s=1 s=1
(ii) There exists A € By, such that TY(A) € & (H1 @ -+ © H,);

(iii) (a) D € B_(H,);



(b) (oz(Dj) = oo for some j € {2,...,n} and B(D;) < oo forj < s <n—

1) or <Ds €eb_(Hs)forl <s<n-—1land i B(Ds) < Sé oz(Ds)>.

s=1

Then (i) = (ii) = (iii).

Remark 2.9 If j = n in (iii)(b), we simply omit condition ”[3(Ds) < oo for
1<s<n—1"

Proof. The result immediately follows from Theorem [2.1] having in mind the
statements of Lemmal[l.Iland Lemmal[L.3] [

osr—(Dp) U < U Ak) UApy1 C
k=1
Usw(Trazl(A)) -
A€By
n—1 n—1
osp_(Dy) U ( U A;) UApg1 U < U A%),
k=1 k=1

where

Ay = {)\GC: B(Dy—A) =ocand Y a(DS—)\)<oo}, 1<k<n-—1,
s=k+1

Z&n+1Z=={A eC: j{:(dl)s—‘A)<:j£:ﬁxl)s_'A)}’
s=1 s=1

P =AEC: B(Dy =) >a(Dry1 =N}, 1<k<n-—1,
b= {)\EC: R(Dk—)\)isnotclosed}, 2<k<n-1.

Remark 2.11 Obviously, Ay, C A} for1 <k <n—1.

Theorem 2.12 Let Dy € B(H1), Dy € B(Hz). Consider the following state-
ments:

(¢) (a) Dy € ©_(Ha);
(b) (ﬂ(Dl) < a(Dy), a(D1) + a(D2) = o0 and R(Dy) is closed> or

<D1 € ®_(H1) and B(D1) + B(D2) < a(D1) + O‘(D2)>;

10



(i1) There exists A € By such that TS(A) € &1 (H1 @ Ha);

(iii) (a) Dy € ®_(Hs);
(b) (oz(Dg) = oo or (a(D1) = oo and (D) < oo)) or(D; € ®_(H,)
and 3(Dy) + B(D2) < (D) + a(Dz)).

Then (i) = (ii) = (iid).

Corollary 2.13 Let Dy € B(H1), D2 € B(Hs). Then

O'SF_(DQ) UA]UA3 C ﬂ Usw(TQd(A)) C O'SF_(DQ) U All UAzU A/{,
A€EB2

where

Ay = {)\GC: B(D1 — \) = 00 and a(Ds — ) <oo},

Ag:={AeC: a(Di =N +a(Dy—X) < B(Dy—N) + B(D> ~ N},
L={\eC: B(D1—\)>a(Dy— N},
e {)\ € C: R(Dy — \)isnot closed}.

Remark 2.14 Notice that Ay C A].

3 Fredholmness of T%(A)

Now, we deal with characterizations of Fredholmness of T\%(A). Since (upper,
lower) Weyl operators form a subclass of (upper, lower) Fredholm operators, all
theorems to follow will be reminiscent to theorems of Section 2. Therefore, cor-
responding proofs are a special case of the proofs already seen in the previous
section, and so we omit them here.

We still assume Hy, ..., H,, to be arbitrary infinite dimensional Hilbert space.
We generalize results of [1],[15] from n = 2 to an arbitrary dimension of upper
triangular operators, and we pose perturbation results of [13] without assuming
separability of underlying spaces.

We start with a result which deals with the upper Fredholm spectrum of T/¢(A).

Theorem 3.1 Let Dy € B(H1), D2 € B(H2),...,Dn € B(Hy). Consider the
following statements:

11



(i) (a) Dy € 4 (Hy)s
(b) R(Dsy) is closed for 2 < s < n and

a(Ds) < B(Ds—1) for2<s<mn 3.1
or Dg € 4 (Hs) for2 < s <mn;
(i1) There exists A € By, such that T}(A) € &, (H1 & --- © Hy);

(iii) (a) D1 € @4 (Ha);
(b) (B(Dj) = oo forsome j € {1,....,n—1} and a(Ds) < oo for2 < s < j)
or Dy € ® (H,) for2 < s <n.

Then (i) = (ii) = (iii).

Remark 3.2 If j = 1 in (iii)(b), we simply omit condition "a(Ds) < oo for
2 < s < 37 there.

Corollary 3.3 Let Dy € B(H1), D2 € B(H2), ..., Dy, € B(Hy,). Then

osr+(D1) U ( CJ Ak) <

k=2
ﬂ USF+(Tn(A)) -
A€B,
osr+(D1) U ( U( QHAI)> U ( U Ag),
k=2 k=2

where
k—1
Ay = {)\EC: a(Dy — ) = oo and ZB(DS—)\)<OO}, 2<k<n,
s=1

2::{)\60:a(Dk—)\)>ﬂ(Dk,1—)\)}, 2 <k<n,
A= {)\GC: ZQ(DS—)\) :oo},
s=2

L= {)\ €C: R(Dy — A)isnot closed}, 2<k<n.

Remark 3.4 Obviously, A, C AL NA for2 <k <n.

12



Theorem 3.5 Let Dy € B(H1), D2 € B(Hz2). Consider the following statements:
(1) (a) D1 € @4 (H);
(b) <a(D2) < B(D1) and R(D3) is closed> or Dy € 1 (Hs2);

(i1) There exists A € By such that T$(A) € & (H1 ® Ha);
(144) (a) D1 € ®L(Ha);

(b) ,B(Dl) =oc0orDsy € ‘I’+(7‘[2).
Then (i) = (ii) = (ii).

Corollary 3.6 Let Dy € B(H1), Dy € B(Hz). Then

ospi(D1) Uy C () ospi(T5(A)) C osry (D1) UALUAS,
AeB,

where

Ag = {)\GC: a(Dg—)\):ooandB(Dl—)\)<oo},
bi={ e C: a(Dy — ) > B(D; — N},
b= {)\ € C: R(Dz2— A)isnot closed}.

Remark 3.7 Notice that Ay C Al.

Statements concerning the lower Fredholm spectrum of 7/%(A) we get by dual-
ity.

Theorem 3.8 Let Dy € B(H1), D2 € B(H2),...,Dn € B(Hy). Consider the
following statements:
(i) (a) Dy € ®_(Hy);

(b) R(Dsy) is closed for 1 < s <n —1and

B(Ds) < a(Dsy1) forl<s<n-1 (3.2)
orDg € ®_(Hs) for1 <s<n-—1;
(ii) There exists A € By, such that TY(A) € ®_(H1 @ -+ ® H,);

(iii) (a) Dn € ®_(Hn);
(b) (oz(Dj) = oo for some j € {2,...,n} and B(D;) < oo forj < s <n —

1) orDg € ®_(Hs) for1 <s<n-—1

Then (i) = (ii) = (iii).

13



Remark 3.9 If j = n in (i1i)(b), we simply omit condition ”"3(Ds) < oo for
j <s<n-—1"there.

Corollary 3.10 Let D, € B(Hl), D5 € B(Hz), ey Dy € B(Hn) Then

OSF- ( U Ak) C
) osr—( Tff(A)) c

AeBp

where

Ay = {Ae@: B(Dy~N) =coand Y a(DS—)\)<oo}, 1<k<n-—1,
s=k+1

%:{AGCﬁ(Dk—)\)>OZ(Dk+1—)\)}, 1§k§n_1’
n—1
A ={reC: ) B(Ds—\) = oo},
s=1

b= {)\GC: R(Dk—)\)isnotclosed}, 2<k<n-1
Remark 3.11 Ay C A NA'for1 <k<n-—1.

Theorem 3.12 Let Dy € B(#H1), Dy € B(Hz). Consider the following state-
ments:
(i) (a) Dy € ®_(Ha);
(b) <5(D1) < a(D2) and R(Dy) is closed> or Dy € ®_(Hy);
(i1) There exists A € By such that TS(A) € ®_(H1 @ Ha);

(iii) (a) Dy € ®_(Hs);
(b) a(Dg) = o0 or D1 € ®_(Hq).

Then (i) = (ii) = (iid).

Corollary 3.13 Let D, € B(Hl), D5 € B(Hz) Then

O’SF_(DQ) UA; C ﬂ O'SF_(TQd(A)) C O'SF_(DQ) U All U Alll,
AeBy
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where
Ay = {)\6 C: B(D1— ) =oc0and (D2 — \) < oo},

L ={\eC: B(D1—\)>a(Dy— N},
= {)\ €C: R(Dy — \)isnot closed}.

Remark 3.14 Notice that Ay C A].

Last topic is the class ®(H; @ - - - @ H,,) and its corresponding essential spec-
trum.

Theorem 3.15 Let Dy € B(H1), Dy € B(Hs),..., D,y € B(H,). Consider the
following statements:
(7) (@) D1 € ®4(H1) and D,, € ®_(H,);

(b) <R(DS) is closed for2 < s < n—1and (a(Ds) = B(Ds—1) for2 < s <n

or a(Ds) < B(Ds—1) < cofor2 < s < n)> or <Dj €D (Hj)for2<j<n
and Dy, € ®_(Hy) for1 <k <n— 1);
(ii) There exists A € By, such that TY(A) € ®(H1 @ --- & H,);

(i) (a) D1 € ®4(H1) and D,, € ®_(H,);
(b) (B(DJ) = oo forsome j € {1,...,n—1} and a(Ds) < cofor2 < s < j,

a(Dy) = oo for some k € {2,...,n}, and f(Ds) < cofork <s<n-—1 k> j)
or (Dj € ¢ (H;)for2<j<nand Dy c ®_(Hy) for1 <k <n-— 1>.
Then (i) = (ii) = (ii).

Remark 3.16 Ifj = 1 and/or k = n in (iii)(b), condition that is ought to hold for
2 < s < jandlork < s <n —1isomitted there.

Proof. (i) = (i)

Let 7%(A) be Fredholm for some A € B,,. Then T4(A) is both left and lower
Fredholm, and so by employing Theorems [3.1] and [3.8] we easily get the desired.

(1) = (i)

If D; € y(Hj)for2 < j <mand Dy € ®_(Hy) forl < k < n-—1
choose trivially A = 0. Otherwise, this part follows the argument as seen in the
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proof of Theorem 2.1l Namely, assumptions of (i)(b) ensure the existence of left
invertible J;’s, and so we choose A = (A;;) as shown there. We shall again have
a(T4(A)) = a(D1) < oo, and due to our assumptions we can choose all U;’s to be
finite dimensional. Therefore, 3(T4(A)) = dim Uy + - -+ dim U,,_1 + B(D,,) <
00, having in mind that D,, € ®_(#H,,). O

Corollary 3.17 Let D, € B(Hl), D5 € B(Hz), ey Dy € B(Hn) Then

n—1
osry(D1)Uosp—(Dy)U < U Ak) UA, C
k=2

() oe(T3(A) €

A€B,
rsretoyuase- 00 () (U a0)) o (U o).
where h h
Ap = {)\E(D: a(Dg — \) = 0o and kz:iﬁ(Ds—)\) <oo}u
{)\EC:B(Dk— — oo and Z <Soo} 9<k<n—1,

s=k+1
n—1
An:{)\e(D: a(Dy — \) = 00 and ;ﬁ(DS—)\) <oo}u

{)\ e C: B(D1 —\) = ooand f:a(Ds A < oo},
s=2

S ={NeC: B(Dp_1—A) =o00cora(Dy—A) > B(Dr_1—N}, 2<k<n,
._{)‘GC a( _)‘)7&5( s—1 — )}72Sk§n7
vi={\NeC: R(Ds— \)isnot closed}, 2 <k <n—1.

Remark 3.18 Obviously, A, C A} N6} foreach2 < k < n.

Theorem 3.19 Let Dy € B(#H1), Dy € B(Hz). Consider the following state-
ments:

() (a) D1 € @ (H1) and Dy € ©_(Ha);
(b) (a(DQ) — B(Dy) or a(Ds) < B(D1) < oo) or <02 € O, (Hs) and

D € @_(Hl)).
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(i1) There exists A € By such that TS (A) € ®(H1 @ Ha).
(13i) (a) D1 € ®4(H1) and Dy € ®_(H2);
(b) <a(D2) — B(Dy) = oo) or <D2 € O, (Ho) and D € <1>,(’H1)>.

Then (i) = (ii) = (iii).

Corollary 3.20 Let D, € B(Hl), D5 € B(Hz) Then

o5k (D1)Uosp (D)UA C () 0e(T5(A)) C ospy(D1)Uosp—(Dy) UA,
A€EB2

where
A={NeC: a(D2— ) =oc0and f(D; — \) < co}U

{AeC: B(D; — ) =0 and a(Dy — \) < oo},

A ={\eC: a(Dy—\) # B(D1 — NN
{ANeC: B(D1—)N) =o0ora(Dy—A) > B(D1 — N}

Remark 3.21 Notice that A C A'.
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