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Notes on a conjecture by Paszkiewicz on an ordered product of positive
contractions

Hiroshi Ando

ABSTRACT. Paszkiewicz’s conjecture asserts that given a decreasing sequence 77 > Th > ...
of positive contractions on a separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H, the product
Spn = TpTp—1---T1 converges in the strong operator topology. In these notes, we give an
equivalent, more precise formulation of his conjecture. Moreover, we show that the conjecture
is true for the following two cases: (1) 1 is not in the essential spectrum of T}, for some n € N.
(2) The von Neumann algebra generated by {7, | n € N} admits a faithful normal tracial
state. We also remark that the analogous conjecture for the weak convergence is true.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE RESULT

In the problem session of 2018 workshop “Noncommutative Harmonic Analysis”, at Bedlewo,
Paszkiewicz announced the following conjecture about a product of positive contractions.

Conjecture 1.1 (Adam Paszkiewicz, 2018). Let H be a separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert
space, Ty > To > ... be a sequence of positive linear contractions on H. Then the sequence
Sn =Ty Th_1---T1 converges strongly.

In fact, it is possible to make a guess about what the limit of S,, should be, if it exists.
Note that since T7 > T3 > is a non-increasing sequence of positive operators, the limit 7' :=
lim;,, 00 T, (SOT) exists (SOT stands for the strong operator topology). We will use the
notation that for a Borel subset A of R, 14(T") denotes the spectral projection of T' corresponding
to A. Let P := 1;13(T). Now consider the following

Conjecture 1.2. Let Ty > Ty > ... be as in Conjecture[L1l Then lim S, = P (x-strongly).
n— oo

The purpose of these notes is to show that the above two conjectures are actually equivalent.
Moreover, we verify the conjecture for some class of operators:

Theorem 1.3. The following statements hold.

(1) Conjecture L1l and Congjecture (L2 are equivalent.
(2) Conjecture [I1l is true if the operators Ty, Ta, ... satisfy one of the following two

conditions.
(2-1) 1 is not in the essential spectrum of T, for some n € N.
(2-ii) {T1,T>,...} generates a finite von Neumann algebra.

In Proposition 23] (1), which will be used to prove the equivalence of the above conjectures,
we show that lim S = P (SOT) holds. Thus, (2-ii) is an immediate consequence of this

n—oo
convergence. Note also that because the x-operation is continuous on norm-bounded sets in

the WOT (weak operator topology), the WOT analogue of Paszkiewicz’s conjecture is true:
Proposition 1.4. Let Ty > Ty > ... be as in Conjecture[L1. Then lim S, = P weakly.
n—oo

However, on an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, the *-operation is highly discontinuous
on norm-bounded sets in the SOT. In this context, we remark that by the classical Amemiya—
Ando’s theorem, random products of projections always converge in the WOT (see [I] for details
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and more general results), while the SOT-convergence of random products of projections was
shown not to hold in general by Paszkiewicz [4] for random products of 5 projections, and
later by Kopeckd and Miiller [2] for random products of 3 projections (see also [3]). Thus, the
difference between the SOT and the WOT is significant.

2. PROOF OF THEOREM

For general facts about self-adjoint operators and spectral theory, we refer the reader to [5].
In the sequel, we fix a separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert space H. The set of all bounded
linear operators on the Hilbert space H is denoted by B(H).

2.1. Proof of Theorem (1) and (2-ii). First, we show Theorem [[3] (1) and (2-ii). The
following elementary lemma will be useful.

Lemma 2.1. Let T € B(H) be a positive contraction. Then for & € H, the following three
conditions are equivalent.

(1) TE=¢€.
(2) IT¢]l = [1€]l-
(3) (T€,8) = lI€ll*-
In particular, if T, T € B(H) satisfies 0 <T' <T <1, then 113 (T") < 1413(T") holds.

Proof. For the first part, (1) = (2) and (1) = (3) are clear. We show (2) = (1). Assume
(2). For 0 <e <1, let p. = 11_.1(T). Then

IEN® = IT€l® = 1Tp-£)1* + | Toz €Il
< lp<€ll* + (1 = &)llp= €1
This implies, because ||£]|? = [|p-£||? + ||[p2£]|?, that p2¢ = 0. Thus & = p.£. Since lirfrlop5 =
e—
1113 (T) strongly, we obtain & = 113 (7)€, whence T = & holds.
Finally, we show (3) = (1). By (3), we have |T2¢|| = ||¢]|, which by (2) = (1) applied to
Tz implies that T2¢ = &. Thus T¢ = £ holds.
For the last part, if & € H satisfies T'¢ = &, then by T" < T, ||€]|? = (T7€,€) < (T€,€) <

l€]|2. Therefore, (T€,€) = ||€]|? holds. By (3) = (1), we obtain T¢ = ¢. This shows that
Ly (T7) < 1y (T). O

Corollary 2.2. LetT) > T > ... be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on a Hilbert
space H. Then P,, = 1113(Ty,) converges to P = 1;13(T) in SOT, where T = lim T, (SOT).
n—oo

Proof. By Lemma 21l we know that P; > P, > ... is a non-increasing sequence of projections.
Therefore the SOT-limit P’ = lim,, ,o, P, exists and P’ is also a projection. Since T, > T for
every n € N, we have P, > P by Lemma 2] whence P’ > P holds. If £ € P'(H), then for
every n € N, P, > P’, whence P,¢ = £. Therefore T,,{ = . Letting n — oo, we obtain T¢ = &,
which shows that £ € P(H). Therefore P’ < P, and P’ = P holds. O

Proof of Theorem (1) follows from parts (1) and (2) of the next proposition (part (3) is
not needed, but we include the observation which might be useful for further study).

Proposition 2.3. Let T} > 15 > --- be a sequence of positive contractions on H and let
Sp =Ty, ---T1. The following statements hold (WOT stands for the weak operator topology):

(1) lim S’ =P (SOT). In particular, lim S, = P (WOT) holds.
(2) Let & € H. If the set {Sp,& | n € N} is totally bounded, then lim ||S,§ — P¢|| =0
n—roo

holds.
(3) For every & € H and every k € N, lim ||Sp4+1€ — Sné|| = 0 holds.
n—oo
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Proof. (1) Let £ € H and k € N. Then for each n € N,
185 kPN = |T1 -+ Tn(Tor -+ Tk PO < | Touger -+ Ty P

Since Tp,y; "=~ T (1 < j < k) (SOT) and since the operator multiplication is jointly SOT-
continuous on the unit ball of B(H), Thy1---Thir — T* (SOT) holds. Thus

limsup || Sy P*€|| = limsup ||, P€[| < [|TFP¢]|.
n—oo n—oo
By letting k — oo, we obtain

|TFPLe|? = /[ dlerel* o
0,1

by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. Here, ep(-) is the spectral resolution of T'.
This shows that lim,, , ||S:PL€|| = 0. On the other hand, T,,P¢ = P¢, for every n € N,
whence lim,,_, o S P& = P¢. Hence lim, o ||S5¢ — P¢|| = 0.

(2) Let € > 0 and k € N. Since {S,,¢ | n € N} is totally bounded and since S, P§ = P¢ (n € N),
the set {S,P+¢ | n € N} is totally bounded. Thus, there exists ng € N such that for every
n € N, there exists k,, € {1,...,n9} such that ||S, P+ — Sk, PH¢|| < € holds. Then

I18n+kPHEN = | Tnsn - Tar1Sn P
ST+ Tasa (Su PE = Sp, PEE| + | Tk -+ Ty 1. S, P
< ||SnPHE = Si, PHEN A+ | Tk -+ Trg1 Sk, PHEN.
By a similar reasoning as in (i), we get

limsup |5, P4€]| = limsup || S, 4 PE|l < € + max [|T*S;PE].
SJ)sno

n—roo n—oo

Since S;P+¢ € PH(H) (1 < j < ng), it follows that limy_,o maxi<j<p, |T%S;PH£|| = 0.
Thus limsup,,_, . [|Sn P|| < &. Since e > 0 is arbitrary, it follows that lim,,_,« [|S, P-€|| = 0.
Therefore lim,,_, « [|S,& — P&|| = 0 holds.

(3) It suffices to show that lim, o || Sn+1€ — Sn€|| = 0. Define a,, = (Sp41&, Sp€) and b, =
(Sn€, Sn€) (n € N). Since T,,41 is a positive contraction, we have 0 < a,, < b,. Since T}, is a
contraction, (b,)5 ; is positive and non-increasing. Therefore, the limit 8 = lim,,_,~, b,, exists.
On the other hand, for every n € N,

b1 = (Snt1&, Snt1€) = (T 15n&, Snk)
< <Tn+1Sn€78n§> =ap < <Sn€78n§> = bp.
This implies that lim,,_,+ a, = 8 holds. Then
||Sn+1§ - Sn§H2 = H5n+1€||2 + I\Sn€||2 - 2R6<Sn+1§a Sn@
"I B+ B-26=0.
This shows the claim. ]

Remark 2.4. Let (£,)2°, be a sequence in H with the following properties.

(i) limy, 00 & = 0 weakly in H.

(i) (J[€nl])o2, is non-increasing (hence it is convergent).

(ili) For every k € N, lim,,— o ||§n+k — &nl| = 0 holds.
If it follows that {&, | n € N} is totally bounded, then nll)rrgo Sn = P (SOT) by Proposition 23]
(ii) (put &, = S, PL€). We remark, however, that the set {¢, | n € N} satisfying (i), (ii) and
(iil) need not be totally bounded in general.

Non-example 2.5. Let 0, = 7~ (n € N). Fix a CONS (e,,)p2; for H. We will construct a

sequence S = {n,; | n € N, 1 <j <n} of unit vectors in H with the following properties:

(@) M1 = Ml = g1, — Dl = 2sin % (n >2,1<j <n—1).
(b) Mn1 =en (n € N). In particular, {e,, | n € N} C S holds.
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(¢) nn,j € span{en,, ent1} (n €N, 1 <5 <s,).

Define a linear ordering < on I = {(n,j) [ n € N, 1 < j <n} by (n,j) < (n/,j') if n <n' or
n =n' and j < j'. Fix the order-preserving bijection (-, -): I — N given by

(n—1)n

1<y <n.
B ) SJsn

(n,j) =Jj+
We set
M, = cos((j — 1)bn)en +sin((j —1)0n)en, neN,1<j<n

By construction, (b) and (c) hold. Both the angle between n, ;11 and 7, ; and the angle
between 7,411 and 9y, are 6, if n > 2 and 1 < j < n. Therefore (a) holds.

Then the sequence (£,)52; given by &, jy = Nn,; ((n, ) € I) does the job. Indeed, by (a),
(iii) holds. Tt is obvious that (ii) holds. (i) holds because of (c¢). However, by (b), {&,}52,
is not relatively compact, hence it is not totally bounded. Note that the sequence (&,)22, we
constructed is of the form

gn =U,Up—1---Ures,
where each U, is a unitary such that rank(U,, — 1) = 2 for every n € N,

Proof of Theorem [I:3 (1) and (2-ii). Tt is clear that Conjecture [[2= Conjecture [[T] holds.
Conversely, assume that Conjecture [T holds and S = lim S,, (SOT). Then for each £ € H,
n—roo

(Sn€)22, converges, whence it is totally bounded. Therefore by Proposition 23 (i) and (ii),
lim S, = P (S*OT). Therefore Conjecture [2 holds. This proves (1).
n—oo

(2-ii) follows from Proposition[Z3](i) and the fact that the map V — V* is strongly continuous
on the unit ball of a finite von Neumann algebra. O

2.2. Proof of Theorem (2). Here we prove Theorem [[L3] (2).

Definition 2.6. Let 77 > 15 > ... be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on a
Hilbert space H. We say that it has uniform spectral gap at 1, if there exist 6 € (0,1) and
N € N such that o(T,,) N (1 —6,1) =0 for all n > N.

Theorem [I3] (2) follows from the next Proposition.

Proposition 2.7. Let Ty > Ts > ... be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on a
Hilbert space H.

(1) If Ty > Ty > --- has uniform spectral gap at 1. Then the Conjecture [I1 holds for
Th>Ty>---.

(2) If 1 is not in the essential spectrum of T, for some n € N, then Ty > Ty > --- has
uniform spectral gap at 1.

Proof of Proposition[2.7 (1). Fix 6 and N witnessing the uniform spectral gap at 1 of T; >
Ty > .... Let £ € H. Assume first that £ € P(H). Then for all n € N, T,,§ = &, so that
S,& = & Thus lim, o0 Sp€ = & = PE. Next, assume that ¢ € P (H) and € > 0. Choose
no € N such that ng > N and [|§ — PL¢|| <e. Let =Ty, ---Ti€ and 1/ := Ty, - - - TL P E.
Then because all Ts are contractions, we have || — /|| < [|€ — PL&[| <e.

Note also that n' € P.-(H), because all Ty, ..., T,, leave the range of P,, invariant, hence
the range of P;- invariant. Since P. < Pi- ., we have € Pi- (H). Thus T,,417 €
Pt (H) C Pi 5(H), so that Ty, 42Tho+1m" € P 5(H). By induction, we obtain

05 = TnotjTroti—1 " Trg1m' € Py i1 (H) = 101-5)(Tosjer)(H), j€N.
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Therefore
||Tn0+j(Tno+j—1 o Tn0+177/)H < |‘Tn0+jlp7f'0+j(H)|| ||T7l0+j—177;—2”
:n;716P#o+j(H)
J
<... < H |‘Tn0+k|p;-0+k(H)H (Al
k=1
< (1 =0)[In"l.

This shows that
1Sn0+5€ll = 1 Tno+j -+ * Tno+ 17|
<N Togts == g1 (n =) + (1= 8) 1|
<e+ (1=l
Thus limsup,_, [I1Sno+i&ll <e. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we get nli)rr;o I1Sn&|| = 0. Therefore for

general £ € H, we have

n—oo

1S0& — PE|| < [1S,(P) — PE|| + [|SpPHE[ == 0.
This shows that lim S, = P (SOT). O
n—oo

For the proof of Proposition [Z71] (2), we need the following lemma. We denote by o(7T') the
essential spectrum of an operator 7.

Lemma 2.8. Let T, T’ be positive contractions on a Hilbert space H such that T > T".
(1) If 6 € (0,1) satisfies o(T)N (1 —6,1) =0 and o(T')N (1 —6,1) # 0, then P' < P
holds, where P :=1¢11(T) and P’ := 1¢13(T").
(2) If 1 € 0o(T"), then 1 € oo(T) holds.

Proof. (1) By 0 < T/ < T < 1 and Lemma 2] we know that P’ < P holds. Assume by
contradiction that P’ = P holds. Let t € o(T")N(1—6,1) and € > 0 be such that 1 —§ <t —¢
and t4¢ < 1. Then there exists a nonzero vector & € 1. ¢4)(17")(H). Since P’ = 1411(1") and
L(t—c t+)(T") are orthogonal, we have P'§ = P& = 0. This implies that £ = P+ = 1p91_5(T)¢.
Then by T < T, we obtain

(1) (t —e)llEl* < (T7€,€) < (T€. &) = (To1-5(T)E,§) < (1 - )]l

which contradicts the condition ¢ — e > 1 — §. Therefore P’ < P holds.

(2) By 1 € 00(T"), there exists an orthonormal sequence (£,)22; in H such that lim ||77¢, —
n—oo

&nll = 0. Thus lim |T'¢) =1 = lim (T'&,,&n) holds. Then by 0 < T <T < 1, we have

IT&n = &nll* = ITEl* = 2(T€n, &n) + [1€al®
<2=2(T¢n, &n)
<2-2T"6n, )

Thus, by Weyl’s criterion for the essential spectrum (see e.g., [5l, Proposition 8.11]), 1 € oe(T)
holds. O

Proof of Proposition [27 (2). Assume that 1 ¢ 0c(Th,). Let Py = 1113(Th,). By 1 ¢ 0c(Th,),
1 is not an accumulation point of the spectrum o(T5,,) of Ty, and it is not an eigenvalue of T},
of infinite multiplicity either. Thus there exists oy € (0,1) such that o(T,,)N(1—3do, 1) = 0, and
d = rank(P,,) is finite (possibly d = 0). If there is no n > ng such that o(7,,) N (1 —dp, 1) # 0,
then 6 = §g and N = ng work. If there is such an n > ng, let n; be the smallest such number.
Then by o(T,, )N (1—080,1) # 0, T, < Ty and Lemmal28 (1), we have rank(P,, ) < rank(P,,) =
d < oo (thus d # 0 if such n; exists). By Lemma 28 (2), 1 ¢ 0.(T},) for every n > ng. Thus,
by the above argument, we may find 0 < §; < 0 such that o(7},,) N (1 —d1,1) = (). If there is no
n > ny such that o(T,) N (1 —01,1) # 0, we set N =ny and 6 = é;. If there is such an n > nq,

n—oo

— 0.
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let ny be the smallest such number, and find 0 < d2 < &; such that o(T,,) N (1 — d2,1) = 0.
Then rank(P,,,) < rank(P,, ). Inductively, we find a sequence ny < ng < --- and §; > g > - -.
These sequences must have the same length at most d. Let k be the length of these sequences.
Then N = nj and 6 = §;, work. O

As a corollary, we obtain the following result, which was in fact the earliest and motivational
result in this project, shown to us by Yasumichi Matsuzawa. The author would like to thank
him for sharing his proof.

Corollary 2.9 (Matsuzawa). Conjecture [I1l holds if T), is compact for some n € N.
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