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Proof of the Paszkiewicz conjecture about a product of positive contractions

Hiroshi Ando, Yuki Miyamoto, and Narutaka Ozawa

Abstract. The Paszkiewicz conjecture about a product of positive contractions asserts that
given a decreasing sequence T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . of positive contractions on a separable infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space, the product Sn = Tn . . . T1 converges strongly. Recently, the
first named author verified the conjecture for certain classes of sequences. In this paper, we
prove the Paszkiewicz conjecture in full generality. Moreover, we show that in some cases, a
generalized version of the Paszkiewicz conjecture also holds.
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1. Introduction

Let H be a separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert space, which we fix throughout the paper.
The Paszkiewicz’s conjecture about a product of positive contraction is the following.

Conjecture 1.1 (Adam Paszkiewicz, 2018). Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be a sequence of positive linear
contractions on H. Then the sequence Sn := TnTn−1 · · ·T1 converges strongly.

Since T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . is a decreasing sequence of positive contractions, the limit T :=
limn→∞ Tn (SOT) exists (SOT stands for the strong operator topology). We will use the
notation that for a Borel subsetA of R, 1A(T ) denotes the spectral projection of T corresponding
to A. Let P := 1{1}(T ). In [1], Conjecture 1.1 is shown to be equivalent to Conjecture 1.2
below.

Conjecture 1.2. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be as in Conjecture 1.1. Then lim
n→∞

Sn = P (∗-strongly).

The Conjecture 1.2 is easily seen to be true in the following cases:

Example 1.3. (1) The constant sequence Tn ≡ T (∀n). Then Sn = T n → P (SOT).
(2) Each Tn is a projection Pn. Then T = limn Tn is also a projection, say P , and Sn =

Pn → P (SOT).
(3) ‖Tn0‖ < 1 for some n0. Then because ‖Tn+1‖ ≤ ‖Tn‖ ≤ · · · , ‖Sn0+k−1‖ ≤ ‖Tn0‖

k →
0 (k → ∞). Thus, Sn → P = 0 in norm.

(4) TnTm = TmTn for all n,m ∈ N. In this case, if X is the Gelfand spectrum of the unital
abelian C∗-algebra generated by {T1, T2, . . . }, then we may view Tn = fn for some
fn ∈ C(X) and f1(x) ≥ f2(x) ≥ · · · ≥ f(x) = limn fn(x) for x ∈ X . Thus Sn(x) =
fn(x) · · · f1(x). We may identify H = L2(X,µ) for some Borel probability measure µ
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on X with full support. Let x ∈ X . If f(x) = 1, then fk(x) = 1 for every k ∈ N

and thus Sn(x) = 1 for every n ∈ N. If f(x) < 1, then there exists k0 ∈ N such that

fk(x) <
f(x)+1

2 < 1 for every k ≥ k0, and thus Sn+k0(x) ≤
(

f(x)+1
2

)n

→ 0 (n → ∞).

Thus, Sn(x) → 1f−1({1}) pointwise, whence Sn → P (SOT).

Moreover, it is proved in [1] that lim
n→∞

S∗
n = P (SOT), and the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true

if either (i) the von Neumann algebra M = W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) generated by T1, T2, . . . is finite,
i.e., it admits a faithful normal tracial state, or (ii) T1, T2, . . . has uniform spectral gap at 1,
i.e., there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) and N ∈ N such that σ(Tn) ∩ (1 − δ, 1) = ∅ holds for all n ≥ N .
However, these are restrictive classes of sequences. Indeed, any von Neumann algebra M on
H is of the form M = W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) for some decreasing sequence of positive contractions
T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . (Proposition 2.6). In this paper, we show that the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true
in full generality.

In §2, we give a proof of the Paszkiewicz conjecture. We add an example to show that nev-
ertheless, a product of decreasing sequence of positive contractions can have similar behaviour
to orthogonal transformations (Proposition 2.1).

In §3, we consider a generalization of the Paszkiewicz conjecture. The motivation behind
such a generalization came from our experience that many of our earlier arguments we have
discovered so far to prove the original Paszkiewicz conjecture for some classes of sequences rely
not too much on the fact that in the definition of the product Sn = Tn . . . T1, the operators
appear in the monotone decreasing order, though it is crucial that the Tn converges to T . This
leads us to consider the following generalization of the Paszkiewicz conjecture. We denote by
S the set of all self-maps σ : N → N which are proper. For n ∈ N and σ ∈ S , define

Sσ
n = Tσ(n) . . . Tσ(1).

Then one can show that the σ-Paszkiewicz subspace Hσ =
{

ξ ∈ H
∣
∣
∣ lim
n→∞

Sσ
nξ = Pξ

}

is a closed

subspace of H , and we set

HS =
⋂

σ∈S

Hσ.

We say that the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . , if HS = H holds.
We show in Theorem 3.7 that if M is a factor, then the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture
holds if and only if HS 6= {0}. We then remark that some classes of sequences do satisfy
the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture. In particular, we show that this is the case if either
(1) T1, T2, . . . has uniform spectral gap at 1 (Theorem 3.8), extending the work [1], or (2)
lim
n→∞

‖Tn − T ‖ = 0 and 1 is isolated in the spectrum σ(T ) of T (the latter is a special case of

the former, but it leads to the norm convergence of Sn. See Remark 3.11).

2. Proof of the Paszkiewicz conjecture

Here, we prove the Paszkiewicz conjecture (note that the seaparability of H is not required).

Proof of the Paszkiewicz conjecture. For each m ∈ N, let Pm = 1{1}(Tm) and P = 1{1}(T ),
with T = lim

n→∞
Tn (SOT). Then P1 ≥ P2 ≥ · · · ≥ P and lim

n→∞
Pn = P (SOT) by [1, Lemma

2.2]. Since TnP = PTn = P , we have SnP = P for each n ∈ N. Thus, it suffices to show that

lim
n→∞

SnP
⊥ = 0 (SOT). By P⊥

n ր P⊥ (SOT), it suffices to show that SnP
⊥
m

n→∞
−−−−→ 0 (SOT)

for every m ∈ N.
Let m ∈ N, ξ1 ∈ P⊥

m(H), and ε > 0 be given and set ξn := Tn−1ξn−1 = Tn−1 · · ·T1ξ1
for n ≥ 2. It suffices to show limn ‖ξn‖2 ≤ ε. Note that ξm ∈ P⊥

m(H) by TjPm = PmTj =
Pm (j ≤ m), and that the sequence ‖ξn‖ is decreasing. Consider the positive increasing functions
fk(t) := 1 − (1 − t)1/k on [0, 1]. Since fk converges to the characteristic function for {1}, one
has

lim
k→∞

〈fk(Tm)ξm, ξm〉 = ‖1{1}(Tm)ξm‖2 = 0.
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Take k such that 〈fk(Tm)ξm, ξm〉 ≤ ε/4 and write f := fk. Since f is operator monotone, one
has

〈f(Tn)ξn, ξn〉 ≤ 〈Tn−1f(Tn−1)Tn−1ξn−1, ξn−1〉 ≤ 〈f(Tn−1)ξn−1, ξn−1〉 ≤ · · · ≤ ε/4

for all n ≥ m. Let eTn be the spectral measure associated with Tn and µn = 〈eTn(·)ξn, ξn〉
the corresponding scalar-valued spectral measure for (Tn, ξn). Fix n ≥ m for a moment and
suppose that µn([0, 1]) = ‖ξn‖2 ≥ ε. Put γ := f−1(1/2) ∈ (0, 1). Since

∫
f dµn ≤ ε/4, one has

µn([γ, 1]) ≤ ε/2 and so µn([0, γ)) ≥ ε/2. It follows that

(1− γ2)ε/2 ≤ (1 − γ2)µn([0, γ)) ≤

∫

1− t2 dµn(t) = ‖ξn‖
2 − ‖ξn+1‖

2

as long as ‖ξn‖2 ≥ ε. This implies ‖ξn‖2 ≤ ε for any n ≥ m+ 2(1− γ2)−1ε−1‖ξm‖2. �

We complement the proof with the following example.

Proposition 2.1. For every 0 < δ < 1, there are n ∈ N and a decreasing sequence I ≥
T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · ≥ Tn of positive contractions on the 2-dimensional Hilbert space ℓ22 that satisfy
Tn ≥ (1 − δ)I and

Tn · · ·T1 ( 1
0 ) =

(
0

1−δ

)

We need a preparatory construction. For a vector ξ, we denote by Pξ the rank-one orthogonal
projection associated with ξ and set P⊥

ξ := I−Pξ. For a vector ξ, we denote by Pξ the rank-one

orthogonal projection associated with ξ and set P⊥
ξ := I − Pξ.

Lemma 2.2. Let ε ∈ [0, 1/2], θ ∈ [0, π/3], ξ := ( 10 ), and η :=
(
cos θ
sin θ

)
. Let φ ∈ [0, π/3],

ζ =
(

cosφ
sinφ

)

, and α ∈ [0, 1] be given by the equation

(Pη + (1− ε)P⊥
η )ξ = αζ.

Then, one has α ≥ 1− εθ2 and |φ− εθ| ≤ Cεθ3, where C is an absolute constant.

Proof. Write c := cos θ and s := sin θ ≤ θ. Set η′ := ( s
−c ). Then ξ = cη + sη′ and

(Pη + (1 − ε)P⊥
η )ξ = cη + (1 − ε)sη′

Hence

α = (1− 2εs2 + ε2s2)1/2 = ((1 − εs2)2 + ε2s2(1− s2))1/2

= (1 − εs2)(1 + t)1/2 ≥ 1− εθ2,

where t := ε2s2(1 − s2)/(1 − εs2)2 = ε2s2 + O(ε2s4). This proves the first assertion. Since
(1 + t)1/2 = 1 + t/2 +O(t2) and (1− u)−1 = 1 + u+O(u2),

α−1 = 1 + εs2 −
1

2
ε2s2 +O(ε2s4).

Thus

cosφ = α−1(1− εs2) = 1−
1

2
ε2s2 +O(ε2s4) = 1−

1

2
ε2θ2 +O(ε2θ4),

by s = θ +O(θ3). Since 0 ≤ arccos(1 − x)− (2x)1/2 ≤ x3/2 for x ∈ [0, 1], one has

φ = εθ +O(εθ3).

This proves the second assertion (in fact for C = 10 if the details are worked out). �

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < ε < ε + ε2 < κ < 1/2, ξ := ( 10 ), and ζ :=
(

cosφ
sin φ

)

. Let β ≥ 0 be the

largest constant that satisfies

(1) Pξ + (1− ε)P⊥
ξ ≥ β(Pζ + (1− κ)P⊥

ζ ).

Then 1− 2φ2 ≤ β ≤ 1.
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Proof. Note that (1) implies that βPζ is a positive contraction, whence β ≤ 1 holds. We may
exchange ξ and ζ.

Write c := cosφ and s := sinφ. Thus, β is the smaller of the eigenvalues of
(

1 0
0 (1−κ)−1/2

)(
1−εs2 εcs
εcs 1−εc2

)(
1 0
0 (1−κ)−1/2

)

=
(

1−εs2 (1−κ)−1/2εcs

(1−κ)−1/2εcs 1+(1−κ)−1(κ−ε+εs2)

)

.

Since the eigenvalues of
(
a b
b d

)
are ((a+ d)± ((a− d)2 + 4b2)1/2)/2, we estimate for the above

matrix

a+ d = 2 +
κ− ε

1− κ
+

κεs2

1− κ
≥ 2 +

κ− ε

1− κ

and, since d− a = (1− κ)−1(κ− ε+ (2 − κ)εs2) ≥ (1− κ)−1(κ− ε),

((a− d)2 + 4b2)1/2 ≤ d− a+
2b2

d− a

≤
κ− ε

1− κ
+

(2− κ)εs2

1− κ
+

2ε2c2s2

κ− ε

≤
κ− ε

1− κ
+ 4s2.

Thus β ≥ 1− 2s2. �

Proof of Proposition 2.1. We may assume that D := 2δ−1 > 8 and set εk := (D+n−k)−1 and
θk := (log(D+n− k))−1θ for k = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1, where n ∈ N and θ > 0 are chosen later. Note

that εn ≤ δ/2. We recursively define ξk :=
(

cosφk

sinφk

)

, ηk :=
( cos ρk

sin ρk

)
, and αk as follows. First,

set φ0 := 0 and ρ0 := θ0. For k = 0, . . . , n− 1, set φk+1 and αk+1 by the equation

(Pηk
+ (1− εk)P

⊥
ηk
)ξk = αk+1ξk+1.

Then, ρk+1 := φk+1 + θk+1. Note that, by Lemma 2.2, one has

αk+1 ≥ 1− εkθ
2
k

and

|φk+1 − φk − εkθk| ≤ Cεkθ
3
k.

Note also that we may assume (by taking θ sufficiently small) that Cεkθ
3
k ≪ εkθk, and in

particular that Cεkθ
3
k ≤ 1

2εkθk and 1 − 18εkθ
2
k ≥ 1

2 for all k = 0, . . . , n − 1. We recall that

log(log(t))′ = (t log(t))−1. Thus,

φn ≈
n−1∑

k=0

εkθk ≈ θ log(logn)

as n → ∞. Since φn depends continuously on θ, by the intermediate value theorem, we may
set n and θ to be such that φn = π/2, i.e., ξn = ( 01 ). We use the inequality t−1(log t)−2 ≤
3
2 (t+ 1)−1(log(t+ 1))−2, (t ≥ 8) to obtain

0 ≤ θk+1 − θk ≤ (D + n− k − 1)−1(log(D + n− k − 1))−2θ

≤ 3
2 (D + n− k)−1(log(D + n− k))−2θ ≤ 3

2εkθk.

Thus, one has

0 ≤ ρk+1 − ρk = θk+1 − θk + φk+1 − φk

≤ 3
2εkθk + εkθk + Cεkθ

3
k

≤ 3εkθk.

Set βk > 0 to be the largest constant that satisfies

(Pηk−1
+ (1 − εk−1)P

⊥
ηk−1

) ≥ βk(Pηk
+ (1− εk)P

⊥
ηk
).
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Since εk − εk−1 = (D + n− k)−1(D + 1 + n− k)−1 > ε2k−1, Lemma 2.3 implies

βk ≥ 1− 2(ρk − ρk−1)
2 ≥ 1− 18ε2k−1θ

2
k−1.

Finally, set β0 := 1 and

Tk := β0β1 · · ·βk(Pηk
+ (1− εk)P

⊥
ηk
) ≤ Tk−1.

Then, one has

Tn−1 · · ·T0ξ0 = (

n∏

k=1

αk)(

n−1∏

k=1

βn−k
k )ξn.

For B :=
∫∞

D
(t(log t)2)−1 dt = (logD)−1,

n∑

k=1

(1 − αk) ≤
n−1∑

k=0

εkθ
2
k ≤ Bθ2

and by εk(n− k) ≤ 1,

n−1∑

k=1

(1− βk)(n− k) ≤ 18

n−2∑

k=0

ε2kθ
2
k(n− k) ≤ 18

n−1∑

k=0

εkθ
2
k ≤ 18Bθ2.

Since we arranged θ sufficiently small so that 0 ≤ 1 − αk ≤ 1
2 and 0 ≤ 1 − βk ≤ 1

2 for all
k = 1, . . . , n we have log(αk) = log(1− (1−αk)) ≥ −2(1−αk) and log(βk) ≥ −2(1−βk) thanks
to the inequality log(1− x) ≥ −2x (0 ≤ x ≤ 1

2 ). Therefore,

n∑

k=1

logαk ≥
n∑

k=1

−2(1− αk) ≥ −2Bθ2, onehas

and similarly

n−1∑

k=1

log(βn−k
k ) ≥ −2

n−1∑

k=1

(n− k)(1 − βk) ≥ −32Bθ2.

These imply that (
∏n

k=1 αk)(
∏n−1

k=1 β
n−k
k ) ≥ exp(−34Bθ2).

Since θ > 0 could have been arbitrarily small, we may have exp(−34Bθ) > 1 − δ. Then

replacing Tn with λTn, where λ ∈ (0, 1) is chosen such that λ(
∏n

k=1 αk)(
∏n−1

k=1 β
n−k
k ) = 1 − δ,

we are done. �

We end this section with the following remarks. First, if x1, x2, . . . is a sequence of (not
necessarily positive) contractions on H , then we have a decreasing sequence T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . of
positive contractions, where

Tn = y∗nyn, yn = xn · · ·x1, n ∈ N.

Actually, any T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . is of this form:

Proposition 2.4. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H.
Then there exist a sequence (xn)

∞
n=1 of contractions such that

Tn = y∗nyn, yn = xn · · ·x1, n ∈ N.

Moreover, W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) = W ∗(x1, x2, . . . ) holds.

The following lemma is well-known. We include the proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.5. Let S, T ∈ B(H) be such that 0 ≤ S ≤ T . Then there exists a contraction

x ∈ W ∗(S, T ) such that S
1
2 = xT

1
2 .
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Proof. Set M = W ∗(S, T ) = W ∗(S
1
2 , T

1
2 ). Consider the orthogonal decomposition H =

ran(T
1
2 ) ⊕ kerT

1
2 . We first define x0 : ran(T

1
2 ) → H by x0(T

1
2 ξ) = S

1
2 ξ for ξ ∈ H . Note

that by 0 ≤ S ≤ T , we have ‖S
1
2 ξ‖ ≤ ‖T

1
2 ξ‖, so that x0 is a well-defined contraction. Thus, it

extends to a contraction from ran(T
1
2 ) to H , still denoted by x0. We then define x by setting

x0 on ran(T
1
2 ) and 0 on ker(T

1
2 ). Then S

1
2 = xT

1
2 holds. We show that x ∈ M . Let y′

be an element in the commutant M ′ of M . For each ξ ∈ H , we have y′x0(T
1
2 ξ) = y′S

1
2 ξ =

S
1
2 y′ξ = x0(T

1
2 y′ξ) = x0y

′(T
1
2 ξ). Therefore, y′x0 = x0y

′ on ran(T
1
2 ). On the other hand, if

ξ ∈ ker(T
1
2 ), then y′ξ ∈ ker(T

1
2 ) by T

1
2 y′ = y′T

1
2 , whence y′xξ = xy′ξ = 0. This shows that

y′x = y′x. Therefore, we obtain x ∈ M ′′ = M . �

Proof of Proposition 2.4. Set x1 = T
1
2
1 . For each n ∈ N, we may apply Lemma 2.5 to 0 ≤

Tn+1 ≤ Tn to find a contraction xn+1 ∈ W ∗(Tn+1, Tn) such that T
1
2
n+1 = xn+1T

1
2
n . Then

T1 = x∗
1x1, and for n ≥ 2,

Tn = T
1
2
n−1x

∗
nxnT

1
2
n−1

= T
1
2
n−2x

∗
n−1x

∗
nxnxn−1T

1
2
n−2

= · · · = x∗
1 · · ·x

∗
nxn · · ·x1

= y∗nyn,

where yn = xn · · ·x1 (n ∈ N). Finally, since Tn = y∗nyn ∈ W ∗(x1, x2, . . . ) (n ∈ N),W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) ⊂

W ∗(x1, x2, . . . ) holds. On the other hand, x1 = T
1
2
1 ∈ W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) and xn+1 ∈ W ∗(T

1
2
n+1, T

1
2
n ) ⊂

W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) (n ∈ N) implies thatW ∗(x1, x2, . . . ) ⊂ W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ). Therefore,W
∗(T1, T2, . . . ) =

W ∗(x1, x2, . . . ) holds. �

Next, we show that any von Neumann algebra arises in the form of W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ). Thus,
the finiteness assumption of W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) in [1] is indeed quite restrictive.

Proposition 2.6. Let M be a von Neumann algebra on H. Then there exist positive contrac-
tions T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . such that M = W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) holds.

Proof. Since H is separable, there exists a countable family of projections e1, e2, . . . in B(H)
such that M = W ∗(e1, e2, . . . ). Then xn = 1

2 (en + 1), (n ∈ N) is an invertible contraction and
W ∗(x1, x2, . . . ) = W ∗(e1, e2, . . . ) = M . Let Tn = y∗nyn, yn = xn · · ·x1. Then T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · ·
is a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H and M̃ := W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) ⊂ M holds.

Since all x1, x2, · · · are invertible, so are y1, y2, . . . . We have x1 = T
1
2
1 ∈ M̃ . Assume we

have shown that x1, . . . xn ∈ M̃ . Then y1, . . . , yn ∈ M̃ , whence Tn+1 = y∗nx
2
n+1yn implies

xn+1 = ((y∗n)
−1Tn+1y

−1
n )

1
2 ∈ M̃ . This shows that M ⊂ M̃ . Therefore, M̃ = M holds. �

3. Generalization of the Paszkiewicz conjecture

In this section, we consider a generalization of the Paszkiewicz conjecture.

Definition 3.1. A map σ : N → N is called proper, if for every k ∈ N, the set σ−1({k}) is
finite. The set of all proper maps from N to itself is denoted by S .

Remark 3.2. A map σ : N → N is proper if and only if lim
n→∞

σ(n) = ∞, i.e., for every N ∈ N,

there exists n0 ∈ N such that σ(n) > N for every n ≥ n0.

Now for a proper map σ : N → N, we set

Sσ
n = Tσ(n) . . . Tσ(1).

By lim
n→∞

σ(n) = ∞, lim
n→∞

Tσ(n) = T (SOT) holds. Then we have the following analogue of

[1, Proposition 2.3]. The proof is essentially the same, so we do not repeat it here.

Proposition 3.3. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · be a sequence of positive contractions on H, and let Sσ
n :=

Tσ(n) · · ·Tσ(1). The following statements hold (WOT stands for the weak operator topology):
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(1) lim
n→∞

(Sσ
n)

∗ = P (SOT). In particular, lim
n→∞

Sσ
n = P (WOT) holds.

(2) Let ξ ∈ H. If the set {Sσ
nξ | n ∈ N} is totally bounded, then lim

n→∞
‖Sσ

nξ − Pξ‖ = 0

holds.
(3) For every ξ ∈ H and every k ∈ N, lim

n→∞
‖Sσ

n+kξ − Sσ
nξ‖ = 0 holds.

Next, we introduce the σ-Paszkiewicz subspace Hσ.

Proposition 3.4. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be positive contractions on H and let σ ∈ S . Then the
set

Hσ :=
{

ξ ∈ H
∣
∣
∣ lim
n→∞

‖Sσ
nξ − Pξ‖ = 0

}

=
{

ξ ∈ H
∣
∣
∣ lim
n→∞

‖Sσ
nξ‖ = ‖Pξ‖

}

is a closed subspace of H containing P (H).

Proof. It is clear that Hσ is a vector subspace of H and that P (H) ⊂ Hσ because Sσ
nPξ = Pξ

for every ξ ∈ H and n ∈ N. Let ξ ∈ Hσ and ε > 0. Then there exists ξ0 ∈ Hσ such that
‖ξ − ξ0‖ < ε

3 holds. Since ξ0 ∈ Hσ, we may find an n0 ∈ N such that ‖Sσ
mξ0 − Sσ

nξ0‖ < ε
3 for

every n,m ≥ n0. Then for every n,m ≥ n0,

‖Sσ
mξ − Sσ

nξ‖ ≤ ‖Sσ
m(ξ − ξ0)‖+ ‖Sσ

mξ0 − Sσ
nξ0‖+ ‖Sσ

nξ0 − Sσ
nξ‖

< 2‖ξ − ξ0‖+
ε

3
< ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, this shows that (Sσ
nξ)

∞
n=1 is Cauchy, whence it converges to Pξ by Propo-

sition 3.3 (2). Therefore, ξ ∈ Hσ holds. This shows that Hσ is closed. Finally, to show the last
equality, we show that for each ξ ∈ H the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) lim
n→∞

‖Sσ
nξ − Pξ‖ = 0.

(b) lim
n→∞

‖Sσ
nξ‖ = ‖Pξ‖.

(a) =⇒ (b) is clear. Assume (b). Then because lim
n→∞

Sσ
n = P (WOT), we have

‖Sσ
nξ − Pξ‖2 = ‖Sσ

nξ‖
2 + ‖Pξ‖2 − 2Re〈Sσ

nξ, P ξ〉
n→∞
−−−−→ ‖Pξ‖2 + ‖Pξ‖2 − 2Re〈Pξ, Pξ〉 = 0.

Therefore, (a) holds. This finishes the proof. �

Then, inspired by the role played by the subspace “Z” in the work of Kopecká–Paszkiewicz
[2, Lemma 3.4], we define the following closed subspace HS of H :

Definition 3.5. We define the σ-Paszkiewicz subspace Hσ by

Hσ = {ξ ∈ H | lim
n→∞

Sσ
nξ = Pξ},

and then we set

HS =
⋂

σ∈S

Hσ.

Let M = W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ).

Definition 3.6. We say that the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . .
if HS = H holds.

Theorem 3.7. The following statements hold.

(1) Both HS is a closed subspace of H which are invariant under all Tn.
(2) e is a central projection in M . In particular, if M is a factor, then the generalized
Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . if and only if HS 6= {0}.

Proof. (1) Let σ ∈ S , m,n ∈ N and ξ ∈ HS . Then the map σ̂ : N → N defined by σ̂(1) =
m, σ̂(k + 1) = σ(k), k ∈ N is an element in S . Thus,

Sσ
n(Tmξ) = Sσ̂

n+1ξ
n→∞
−−−−→ Pξ = P (Tmξ)
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by ξ ∈ Hσ̂. Therefore Tmξ ∈ HS . This shows that HS is invariant under Tm.
(2) By (1), e belongs to M ′. Assume that f is a projection in M ′ such that e ∼ f in M ′

(∼ denotes the Murray-von Neumann equivalence of projections). By e ∼ f , there exists a
partial isometry u ∈ M ′ such that u∗u = e and uu∗ = f . Let ξ ∈ f(H) and σ ∈ S . Then
u∗ξ ∈ e(H) ⊂ Hσ. By P, Sσ

n ∈ M and u ∈ M ′, we have

Sσ
nξ = Sσ

nuu
∗ξ = uSσ

n(u
∗ξ)

n→∞
−−−−→ uPu∗ξ = Puu∗ξ = Pξ.

This shows that ξ ∈ Hσ. Since σ ∈ S is arbitrary, we obtain ξ ∈ HS = e(H). Therefore,
f ≤ e holds. It then follows that

e ≤
∨

{ueu∗ | u ∈ U(M ′)} ≤
∨

{f ∈ Proj(M ′) | f ∼ e} ≤ e,

whence e =
∨

{ueu∗ | u ∈ U(M ′)} = z(e) holds (here, z(e) is the central support of e). The
last claim is then immediate. �

We then give examples of sequences for which the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds
(that many of such examples exist was the motivation for this generalization). It is clear
that the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture is true when M = W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) is a finite von
Neumann algebra, because lim

n→∞
(Sσ

n)
∗ = P (SOT) for every σ ∈ S and the ∗-operation is

SOT-continuous on the unit ball of M . The next result shows that the generalized Paszkiewicz
conjecture is true also for sequences with uniform spectral gap at 1, which generalizes [1].

Proposition 3.8. If T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . has uniform spectral gap at 1, then the generalized
Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for it.

Lemma 3.9. Let T1 ≥ T2 be positive contractions on H. Let Pi = 1{1}(Ti) (i = 1, 2). Then

for each i, j ∈ {1, 2}, TiP
⊥
j (H) ⊂ P⊥

max{i,j}(H) holds.

Proof. The case i = j is trivial. Assume i < j. Then Ti ≥ Tj, whence Pi ≥ Pj and TiPj =
PjTi = Pj . Thus TiP

⊥
j (H) = P⊥

j Ti(H) ⊂ P⊥
j (H). If i > j, then Pj ≥ Pi, whence P⊥

j ≤ P⊥
i .

Therefore, TiP
⊥
j (H) ⊂ TiP

⊥
i (H) ⊂ P⊥

i (H). �

Proof of Proposition 3.8. Let σ ∈ S . Let ε > 0 and ξ ∈ P⊥(H) be a unit vector. Then there
exists n0 ∈ N such that ‖ξ − P⊥

n0
ξ‖ < 1

2ε holds. By assumption, there exists N ∈ N and
δ ∈ (0, 1) such that σ(Tn) ∩ (1 − δ, 1) = ∅ for every n ≥ N . We may assume that N ≥ n0.
Using the properness of σ, we may find an increasing sequence of natural numbers

2 ≤ n1 < n2 < · · ·

such that σ(nk) > max{N, σ(1), . . . , σ(nk − 1)} for every k ∈ N. Indeed, by the properness of
σ, there exists n1 ≥ 2 such that σ(n1) ≥ N holds. Assume that we have found n1 < n2 <
· · · < nk. Then by the properness of σ, there exists n ∈ N for which n > nk and σ(n) > σ(nk)
holds. Let nk+1 be the smallest such n. Then σ(nk+1) > N, σ(nk), and if n < nk, then
σ(n) < σ(nk) < σ(nk+1) and if nk ≤ n < nk+1, then σ(nk+1) > σ(nk) ≥ σ(n) by the choice of
nk+1. By induction, we have the n1 < n2 < . . . with the required properties. Choose k ∈ N

for which (1− δ)k < 1
2ε holds. Then for every n ≥ nk, we have

‖Sσ
nξ‖ ≤ ‖Sσ

nk
ξ‖ ≤ ‖Sσ

nk
(ξ − P⊥

n0
ξ)‖+ ‖Sσ

nk
P⊥
n0
ξ‖

and by a repeated use of Lemma 3.9, we have

Sσ
nk
P⊥
n0
ξ = Tnk

( Tσ(nk−1) · · ·Tσ(1)P
⊥
n0
ξ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈P⊥
max{σ(1),...,σ(nk−1),n0}

(H)

And by σ(nk) > max(σ(1), . . . , σ(nk − 1), n0, N), we have

P⊥
max{σ(1),...,σ(nk−1),n0}

(H) ⊂ P⊥
σ(nk)

(H) = 1[0,1−δ](Tσ(nk))(H).
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This implies that

‖Sσ
nk
P⊥
n0
ξ‖ ≤ (1− δ)‖Tσ(nk−1) · · ·Tσ(nk−1+1)S

σ
nk−1

P⊥
n0
ξ‖

≤ (1− δ)‖Sσ
nk−1

P⊥
n0
ξ‖

≤ · · · ≤ (1− δ)k‖Sσ
n1−1P

⊥
n0
ξ‖

≤ (1− δ)k <
ε

2
.

Therefore ‖Sσ
nξ‖ < ε (n ≥ nk). Since ε is arbitrary, we obtain lim

n→∞
‖Sσ

nξ‖ = 0 for every

ξ ∈ P⊥(H), i.e., Hσ = H holds. �

Proposition 3.10. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H.
Assume that 1 is isolated in σ(T ) and lim

n→∞
‖Tn − T ‖ = 0. Then lim

n→∞
‖Sσ

n − P‖ = 0 for every

σ ∈ S . In particular, the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture is true for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · .

Proof. By assumption, there exists δ ∈ (0, 1) such that σ(T ) ∩ (1 − δ, 1) = ∅. In particular,

‖T k − P‖ = ‖T kP⊥‖ ≤ (1− δ)k
k→∞
−−−−→ 0. Therefore, for a given ε > 0, there exists k ∈ N such

that ‖T k − P‖ < ε. Then by TjP = P (j ∈ N) and lim
n→∞

‖Tσ(n+1) . . . Tσ(n+k) − T k‖ = 0, we

have

lim sup
n→∞

‖(Sσ
n)

∗ − P‖ = lim sup
n→∞

‖(Sσ
n+k)

∗ − P‖

= lim sup
n→∞

‖Tσ(1) . . . Tσ(n)(Tσ(n+1) . . . Tσ(n+k) − P )‖

≤ lim sup
n→∞

‖Tσ(n+1) . . . Tσ(n+k) − P‖

= ‖T k − P‖ < ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, we obtain lim
n→∞

‖(Sσ
n)

∗ − P‖ = lim
n→∞

‖Sσ
n − P‖ = 0. �

Remark 3.11. If T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . is a decreasing sequence of positive contraction as in Proposi-
tion 3.10, then it has uniform spectral gap at 1 (this was pointed out by Hiroki Matui). Thus,
Proposition 3.10 is a special case of Proposition 3.8. On the other hand, note that for a general
decreasing sequence of positive contractions with uniform spectral gap at 1, one cannot hope
that Sn converges in norm (consider e.g., the case where all Tn are projections).

If Tn converges to T faster (but 1 is possibly not isolated in σ(T )), then we also have a
slightly weaker conclusion.

Proposition 3.12. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · be a sequence of positive contractions on H. Assume that
∞∑

n=1

‖T −Tn‖ < ∞ holds. Then for each σ ∈ S such that supn∈N ♯σ
−1({n}) < ∞, lim

n→∞
Sσ
n = P

(SOT) holds.

Proof. Let ξ ∈ H be a unit vector and ε > 0. By the hypothesis on σ, we have

∞∑

n=1

‖T−Tσ(n)‖ <

∞. Choose n0 ∈ N such that

∞∑

n=n0+1

‖T − Tσ(n)‖ <
ε

2
holds. Since lim

n→∞
T n = P (SOT), there

exists n1 ∈ N such that ‖T nSσ
n0
ξ − PSσ

n0
ξ‖ = ‖T nSσ

n0
ξ − Pξ‖ < ε

2 for every n ≥ n1.
Let Sσ

n,n0+1 = Tσ(n+n0) · · ·Tσ(n0+1) (n products). For every n ∈ N, we have

‖Sσ
n,n0+1 − T n‖ ≤

n−1∑

k=1

‖Tσ(n+n0) · · ·Tσ(n0+k+1)(Tσ(n0+k) − T )T k−1‖+ ‖(Tσ(n+n0) − T )T n−1‖

≤
∞∑

k=n0+1

‖T − Tσ(k)‖ <
ε

2
.
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Therefore, by Sσ
n+n0

= Sσ
n,n0+1S

σ
n0
, it holds that for every n ≥ n1,

‖Sσ
n+n0

ξ − Pξ‖ ≤ ‖(Sσ
n,n0+1 − T n)Sσ

n0
ξ‖+ ‖T nSσ

n0
ξ − PSσ

n0
ξ‖

< ‖Sσ
n,n0+1 − T n‖+

ε

2
< ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, this shows that lim
n→∞

‖Sσ
nξ − Pξ‖ = 0. �
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