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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 17 > T > ... of positive contractions on a separable infinite-
dimensional Hilbert space, the product S, = Ty ...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 Ty > To > ... be a sequence of positive linear
contractions on H. Then the sequence Sy, := T, Tp,—1---T1 converges strongly.

Since T7 > Ty > ... is a decreasing sequence of positive contractions, the limit T :=
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 := 1713(T). In [1], Conjecture [L.T] is shown to be equivalent to Conjecture
below.

Conjecture 1.2. Let Ty > Ty > ... be as in Conjecture[[ 1l Then lim S, = P (x-strongly).
n—oo

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

Example 1.3. (1) The constant sequence T, = T (Vn). Then S,, = T" — P (SOT).

(2) Each T, is a projection P,,. Then T = lim,, T,, is also a projection, say P, and S,, =
P, — P (SOT).

(3) ITn,ll < 1 for some ng. Then because ||T11|| < [Tl < -+ [|Sngtt—1ll < | Tnoll* —
0 (k — o). Thus, S,, = P =0 in norm.

4) T, T, = T, T, for all n,m € N. In this case, if X is the Gelfand spectrum of the unital
abelian C*-algebra generated by {T1,75,...}, then we may view T,, = f, for some
fn € C(X) and f1(z) > fo(z) > -+ > f(z) = lim, f,(z) for z € X. Thus S,(z) =
fn(x) - fi(z). We may identify H = L?(X, u) for some Borel probability measure
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on X with full support. Let z € X. If f(z) = 1, then fi(z) = 1 for every k € N
and thus S, (z) = 1 for every n € N. If f(x) < 1, then there exists ky € N such that

fr(z) < I(I—Q)H < 1 for every k > ko, and thus Spyp,(x) < (j(z—z)ﬂ)n — 0(n — o0).
Thus, Sy, (x) — 17-1({1y) pointwise, whence S, — P (SOT).

Moreover, it is proved in [I] that lim S} = P (SOT), and the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true
n—oo

if either (i) the von Neumann algebra .# = W*(T1,T5,...) generated by T1,T5,... is finite,
i.e., it admits a faithful normal tracial state, or (ii) T1,T%,... has uniform spectral gap at 1,
i.e., there exists § € (0,1) and N € N such that o(T},) N (1 —4,1) = @ holds for all n > N.
However, these are restrictive classes of sequences. Indeed, any von Neumann algebra .# on
H is of the form .# = W*(Ty1,Ts,...) for some decreasing sequence of positive contractions
Ty > Ty > ... (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 S,, = T), ...T1, the operators
appear in the monotone decreasing order, though it is crucial that the T,, converges to 7. This
leads us to consider the following generalization of the Paszkiewicz conjecture. We denote by
& the set of all self-maps o: N — N which are proper. For n € N and ¢ € ./, define

Sy = Ta(n) .. -Ta(l)-

n

Then one can show that the o-Paszkiewicz subspace H, = {§ eH ‘ lim S7¢ = P§} is a closed
n—oo

subspace of H, and we set
Hy = ﬂ H,.
o€
We say that the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for T3 > Ts > ..., if Ho = H holds.
We show in Theorem [B7] that if .# is a factor, then the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture
holds if and only if Hy # {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) Th, T3,... has uniform spectral gap at 1 (Theorem B.8]), extending the work [I], or (2)
nh_)rrgo T — T|l = 0 and 1 is isolated in the spectrum o(7T') of T (the latter is a special case of

the former, but it leads to the norm convergence of S,,. See Remark B.1T]).

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 P, = 1(1}(T}n) and P = 1(4,(T),
with T = lim T, (SOT). Then P, > P, > --- > P and lim P, = P (SOT) by [I, Lemma
n— 00 n—oo

2.2]. Since T,,P = PT,, = P, we have S,,P = P for each n € N. Thus, it suffices to show that
lim S,P+ =0 (SOT). By PL ~ PL (SOT), it suffices to show that S,P- 2= 0 (SOT)

n—oo
for every m € N.

Let m € N, & € PL(H), and ¢ > 0 be given and set &, := T, 1&-1 = Tpoq---Th&
for n > 2. It suffices to show lim, ||£,]|*> < e. Note that &, € P:(H) by TjPy, = P,T; =
P,, (j < m), and that the sequence ||, || is decreasing. Consider the positive increasing functions
fr(t) :=1— (1 —t)"* on [0,1]. Since f; converges to the characteristic function for {1}, one
has

(Fe(Tm)ems ém) = 1113 (Tn)ém|* = 0.

lim
k— o0
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Take k such that {fi(Tin)Em,&m) < €/4 and write f := f. Since f is operator monotone, one
has

(f(Tn)én 6n) < (Tna1f(Tn-1)Tn-1én-1,&n-1) < (f(T-1)én—-1,&n-1) < --- < /4

for all n > m. Let er, be the spectral measure associated with T,, and u, = (e, (:)&n,&n)
the corresponding scalar-valued spectral measure for (73,,£,). Fix n > m for a moment and
suppose that p1,,([0,1]) = [|&,]|> > e. Put v:= f~(1/2) € (0,1). Since [ fdu, < e/4, one has
n([v,1]) <e/2 and so p,([0,7)) > &/2. Tt follows that

(1—=9%e/2 < (1 =7*)un([0,7)) < /1 — 2 dpn(t) = €all* = [|6nsal?
as long as ||€,||? > e. This implies ||, < € for any n > m + 2(1 —~v2) " te71|&n ]2 g
We complement the proof with the following example.

Proposition 2.1. For every 0 < 6 < 1, there are n € N and a decreasing sequence I >
Ty > Ty > --- > T, of positive contractions on the 2-dimensional Hilbert space €3 that satisfy
T, > (1—=9)I and

T Ti(5) = (1%)

We need a preparatory construction. For a vector £, we denote by Pe the rank-one orthogonal
projection associated with £ and set Pg- := I —P:. For a vector £, we denote by P the rank-one
orthogonal projection associated with & and set Pgl =1—-PF:.

Lemma 2.2. Let ¢ € [0,1/2], 0 € [0,7/3], £ := (}), and n = (). Let ¢ € [0,7/3],
¢= (Ef;i), and « € [0, 1] be given by the equation
(Py+ (1 =e)Py)é = aC.
Then, one has o > 1 —e6? and | —ef] < Ceb3, where C is an absolute constant.
Proof. Write ¢ := cosf and s :=sinf < 6. Set ' := (>.). Then & = cn + sn’ and
(P, +(1— e)PnL)f =cn+(1—¢)sy

Hence
a=(1—2es>+25%)Y2 = (1 —es?)? + 25%(1 — %)) /2
=(1—es)(141)Y2>1—eb?,
where t := £252(1 — s2)/(1 — e5%)? = 25 + O(e%s*). This proves the first assertion. Since

(1+H)Y2=1+t/2+0(t*) and (1 — u?’l =1+u+O0(u?),
a ™t =1+es*— %5252 + O(e2s%).
Thus
cosp=a"t(1—-es?)=1- %6282 +0(?s) =1 - %5292 + 0(£26),
by s = 6 + O(63). Since 0 < arccos(1 — z) — (2x)'/2 < 23/2 for € [0, 1], one has
¢ = el + O(c6°).

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

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < e < e+¢e? <k < 1/2, £:= (}), and ¢ = (Cow). Let 8 > 0 be the

sin ¢
largest constant that satisfies

(1) Pe+ (1—¢e)PF > B(P + (1 — k)P).
Then 1 —2¢% < B < 1.
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Proof. Note that (Il implies that SP; is a positive contraction, whence 8 < 1 holds. We may
exchange £ and (.
Write ¢ := cos ¢ and s := sin ¢. Thus, § is the smaller of the eigenvalues of

! 0 1—es® ecs 1 0 _ 1—es? (1—k)"Y2ecs
(O (17’1)71/2) ( ecs 17562) (0 (17“)71/2) o ((175)71/2&5 1+(171~c)71(n75+552)) '
Since the eigenvalues of (§5) are ((a +d) % ((a — d)* + 4b*)'/2) /2, we estimate for the above

matrix
2

a4dopyiTE  Kes ke
1-x 1-k 1-—x
and, sinced —a= (1 — k)" Yk —c+ (2—k)es?) > (1 — k) Yk —e),

2
((a—d)2+4b2)1/2 <d—a+ d2b

k—e (2—k)es?  2e%c%s?
+

—1—k 11—k K—E¢E
SK_E—I—ZLSQ.
11—k
Thus 8 > 1 — 2s2. O

Proof of Proposition [2dl We may assume that D :=25~1 > 8 and set ¢4 := (D+n—k)~! and
0r := (log(D +n—k))~10 for k =0,1,...,n—1, where n € N and § > 0 are chosen later. Note

that e, < §/2. We recursively define & := (ngi’:), g = (zﬁfﬁ: ), and ay, as follows. First,
set ¢g := 0 and pg := 6y. For k =0,...,n — 1, set ¢p+1 and a1 by the equation
(P + (1 = e1) Py )&k = apy1&pra -
Then, pri1 := ¢rr1 + Okr1. Note that, by Lemma 2.2] one has
k1 > 1 —ex0;
and
|O1 — O — x| < Cerdy.
Note also that we may assume (by taking 6 sufficiently small) that Cex6} < 0k, and in
particular that Cakﬁi < %E;ﬁk and 1 — 185;&‘% > % for all K =0,...,n — 1. We recall that
log(log(t))’ = (tlog(t))~!. Thus,

n—1

On R Z ex0) = 0log(logn)
k=0

as n — oo. Since ¢, depends continuously on 6, by the intermediate value theorem, we may
set n and 6 to be such that ¢, = m/2, i.e., & = (9). We use the inequality ¢~ (logt)=2 <
S(t+1)"'(log(t +1))~2, (t > 8) to obtain

0<Ops1— 0 <(D+n—k—1)""log(D+n—Fk—1))"20

<3(D+n—k) " (log(D +n—k))7%0 < Se05.
Thus, one has
0 < prt1 — pr = Ok1 — Ok + Pr1 — P

< %Ekek + epl + OE}C@]%
< 3eby.

Set B > 0 to be the largest constant that satisfies
(Ppy +(1— ev_1)Pp ) > Br(Py,, + (1 — Ek)P;);).

MNk—1
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Since e, — k-1 =(D+n—k) " 1(D+1+n—k)~t >e? |, Lemma[23 implies
Br>1—=2(pk — pr—1)® > 1— 185,67 .
Finally, set 5y := 1 and
Ty == PoPr - Be(Py, + (1 — Ek)PnLk) < Ty

Then, one has

n n—1
Tn—l T TOé-O = (H ak)(H ﬁ]?_k)gn
k=1 k=1

For B := [ (t(logt)?)~*dt = (log D)™,

n n—1
Z(l — Ozk) S Z Ekoi S B92
k=1 k=0
and by ex(n — k) <1,
n—1 n—2 n—1
DA =Be)n—k) <18 erbi(n—k) <18 exbi < 18B6°.
k=1 k=0 k=0
Since we arranged 6 sufficiently small so that 0 < 1 — ai < % and 0 — Bk < % for all
k=1,...,n wehave log(ax) = log(1—(1—ay)) > —2(1— ay) and log(s ) —2(1— B) thanks

to the inequality log(1 — x) > —2z (0 < x < ). Therefore,

ZlogouC Z (1—ag) > —2B6?, onehas
k=1 k=1

and similarly
n—1 n—1
> log(Br7F) = =23 (n— k)(1 - Bi) > —32B67.
k=1 k=

These imply that ([Tr_, ax)([TiZ; B2 ~F) > exp(—34B6?).
Since # > 0 could have been arbitrarily small, we may have exp(— 3430) > 1—9. Then

replacing T, with A\T},, where A € (0,1) is chosen such that A([]}_, ak)(Hk BERy =1-39,

we are done. O
We end this section with the following remarks. First, if z1,22,... is a sequence of (not
necessarily positive) contractions on H, then we have a decreasing sequence 77 > To > ... of

positive contractions, where
Tn =YnYn, Yn =Tn---T1, n € N.
Actually, any 77 > 15 > ... is of this form:

Proposition 2.4. Let Ty > Ty > --- be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H.
Then there exist a sequence (x,)5 of contractions such that

Tn :y;yna Yn = Tp -+ 21, n € N.
Moreover, W*(T1,Ts,...) = W*(x1,xz2,...) 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
z € W*(S,T) such that S% = 2Tz,



6 H. ANDO, Y. MIYAMOTO, AND N. OZAWA

Proof. Set # = W*(S,T) = W*(Sz,Tz). Consider the orthogonal decomposition H =
tan(T2) @ ker T2. We first define zo: ran(T'2) — H by zo(T2¢) = S2£ for € € H. Note
that by 0 < § < T, we have ||Sz&|| < || T2€|, so that zq is a well-defined contraction. Thus, it
extends to a contraction from Tan(7'z) to H, still denoted by 9. We then define z by setting
2o on Tan(T2) and 0 on ker(T'z). Then Sz = T2 holds. We show that z € .#. Let ¢/
be an element in the commutant .#’ of .#. For each £ € H, we have y'wo(Téﬁ) = y/57¢ =
Sy = xo(T2y'E) = xoy'(T2E). Therefore, iy = zoy’ on Tan(T'z). On the other hand, if
€ € ker(T2), then '€ € ker(T2) by Ty’ = 4Tz, whence y'zé = xy'¢ = 0. This shows that
y'xz = y'x. Therefore, we obtain x € 4" = A . O

1
Proof of Proposition[2.4} Set x1 = T?. For each n € N, we may apply Lemma to 0 <

1 1
Thy1 < T, to find a contraction x,,41 € W*(Tj41,T,) such that T,? | = z,41T;7. Then
Ty = ziz1, and for n > 2,

1 1

— 2 * 2
T" - Tn—lxn‘rnTn—l

1 % % 1
72 2
- Tn72xnflxnxnI"*1Tn72

* *

:...:Il...xnxn...xl
_ *
- ynyn7

where y,, = @, - - - 21 (n € N). Finally, since T}, = y iy, € W*(z1,22,...) (n € N), W*(T1, Ty, ...
1 1 1
W*(x1,22,...)holds. On the other hand, zy = T € W*(T1,T5,...) and xp1 € W*(T,7, 1, T77)

W*(T1,Ts,...) (n € N) implies that W*(z1,x2,...) C W*(T1,T5,...). Therefore, W* (T, 5, ...

W*(z1, 22, ...) holds. O

Next, we show that any von Neumann algebra arises in the form of W*(Ty,Ts,...). Thus,
the finiteness assumption of W* (71,75, ...) in [I] is indeed quite restrictive.

Proposition 2.6. Let .# be a von Neumann algebra on H. Then there exist positive contrac-
tions Ty > Ty > ... such that # = W*(T1,Ts,...) holds.

Proof. Since H is separable, there exists a countable family of projections e, ea,... in B(H)

such that .# = W*(e1,e2,...). Then z,, = (e, + 1), (n € N) is an invertible contraction and

W*(x1,xa,...) = W*(e1,e2,...) = M. Let Ty, = Y Yn, Yo = Tp---x1. Then Ty > Tp > ---

is a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H and M= W*(T1,Ts,...) C A holds.
1

Since all z1,x9,--- are invertible, so are y1,y2,.... We have 1 = T? € M. Assume we
have shown that x1,...x, € 4. Then yi,...,y, € A, whence T,11 = y,’;xiﬂyn implies
Zny1 = ((y2) "Thy1y; )2 € 4. This shows that .# C .4 . Therefore, .4 = .4 holds. O

3. GENERALIZATION OF THE PASZKIEWICZ CONJECTURE
In this section, we consider a generalization of the Paszkiewicz conjecture.

Definition 3.1. A map o: N — N is called proper, if for every k € N, the set o~ !({k}) is
finite. The set of all proper maps from N to itself is denoted by ..

Remark 3.2. A map o: N — N is proper if and only if lim o(n) = oo, i.e., for every N € N,
there exists ng € N such that o(n) > N for every n > noflﬁoo
Now for a proper map o: N — N, we set
Sy =Tom) - Try-
By lim o(n) = oo, nh_}Ir;o T,(ny = T (SOT) holds. Then we have the following analogue of

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

Proposition 3.3. Let Ty > T» > --- be a sequence of positive contractions on H, and let ST :=
Tyiny -+ Ty The following statements hold (WOT stands for the weak operator topology):

) C
C

) =
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(1) lim (Sp)* = P (SOT). In particular, lim Sy = P (WOT) holds.
n—oo n—o00
(2) Let & € H. If the set {SZ¢ | n € N} is totally bounded, then lim |Sp& — PE|| =0
n—oo

holds.
(3) For every £ € H and every k € N, lim ||S7, £ — S7&|| = 0 holds.
n—oo

Next, we introduce the o-Paszkiewicz subspace H,.

Proposition 3.4. Let Ty > T > ... be positive contractions on H and let o € .. Then the
set

Hg::{geH

Jim |5 - Pell =0} = {¢ € H| 1im [1s5¢] = 1Pl }
is a closed subspace of H containing P(H).

Proof. Tt is clear that H, is a vector subspace of H and that P(H) C H, because STP¢ = P¢
for every ¢ € H and n € N. Let £ € H, and € > 0. Then there exists £, € H, such that
€ — &oll < § holds. Since & € H,, we may find an ng € N such that [|S7,& — S7&| < § for
every n,m > ng. Then for every n,m > ng,
1556 = Snell < 11576 = &)l + [157.60 — S7&oll + 115760 — Sy &l
€
< 2“5_50” + g <eE.
Since ¢ is arbitrary, this shows that (52£)52; is Cauchy, whence it converges to P¢ by Propo-

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

(4) lim S5 ~ PE| =0.
(b) i |12l = 1Pl
(a) = (b) is clear. Assume (b). Then because lim S7 = P (WOT), we have
n—oo

IS7€ — Pe||* = [1S7€]1* + [ PENI* — 2Re(S7 €, PE)
= IPEY? + | PEN® — 2Re(PE, PE) =0,
Therefore, (a) holds. This finishes the proof. O

Then, inspired by the role played by the subspace “Z” in the work of Kopeckid—Paszkiewicz
[2, Lemma 3.4], we define the following closed subspace H.o of H:

Definition 3.5. We define the o-Paszkiewicz subspace H, by
H, ={¢ € H| lim S7¢ = Pe},

and then we set

Hy= () H,.
oS

Let A4 = W*(Tl,TQ,...).

Definition 3.6. We say that the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for 77 > T > ...
if He = H holds.

Theorem 3.7. The following statements hold.

(1) Both Hy is a closed subspace of H which are invariant under all T,.
(2) e is a central projection in A . In particular, if # is a factor, then the generalized
Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for Ty > Ts > ... if and only if He # {0}.

Proof. (1) Let 0 € ., m,n € N and £ € Hg. Then the map ¢: N — N defined by 6(1) =
m,6(k+ 1) =0(k), k € Nis an element in .. Thus,

n—roo

ST(Trm€) = S541€ "= PE = P(Trné)
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by € € Hs. Therefore T, € H. This shows that H g is invariant under 7,,.

(2) By (1), e belongs to .#’. Assume that f is a projection in .#’ such that e ~ f in .4’
(~ denotes the Murray-von Neumann equivalence of projections). By e ~ f, there exists a
partial isometry u € .#’ such that u*u = e and uwu* = f. Let £ € f(H) and 0 € .. Then
u'é €e(H)C H,. By P,S7 € # and u € .#', we have

576 = STuu*E = uST (u*¢) =2 uPu*é = Puu*é = PE.

This shows that £ € H,. Since o € . is arbitrary, we obtain £ € Hy = e(H). Therefore,
f < e holds. It then follows that

eg\/{ueu* |u€U(///')}§\/{f€Proj(///’) | f~e} <e,

whence e = \/ {ueu* | u € U(#")} = z(e) holds (here, z(e) is the central support of e). The
last claim is then immediate. O

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 .# = W*(T1,Ts,...) is a finite von
Neumann algebra, because nll)rrgo (S7)* = P (SOT) for every o € . and the x-operation is

SOT-continuous on the unit ball of .#. 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 77 > 15 > ... has uniform spectral gap at 1, then the generalized
Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for it.

Lemma 3.9. Let Ty > T, be positive contractions on H. Let P; = 1(1y(T;) (i = 1,2). Then

for each i, j € {1,2}, T;P;-(H) C Prﬂl_ax{i,j}(H) holds.

Proof. The case i = j is trivial. Assume ¢ < j. Then T; > T}, whence P; > P; and T;P; =
PjTi = Pj. Thus TZPJL(H) = PJLTZ(H) C PJL(H) If 7 > 7, then Pj > P, whence F)JL < PZ-L.
Therefore, T; P;-(H) C T; P;-(H) C P{~(H). O

Proof of Proposition[38 Let 0 € 7. Let € > 0 and £ € P+(H) be a unit vector. Then there
exists ng € N such that [|¢ — P-&|| < 3¢ holds. By assumption, there exists N € N and
§ € (0,1) such that o(T,,) N (1 — §,1) = 0 for every n > N. We may assume that N > ny.

Using the properness of o, we may find an increasing sequence of natural numbers
2<n; <ng <---

such that o(ng) > max{N,o(1),...,0(nx — 1)} for every k € N. Indeed, by the properness of
o, there exists ny > 2 such that o(n;) > N holds. Assume that we have found ny < ng <
-+ < ng. Then by the properness of o, there exists n € N for which n > n; and o(n) > o(ny)
holds. Let ngy; be the smallest such n. Then o(ngt1) > N,o(ng), and if n < ng, then
o(n) < o(ng) < o(nk+1) and if ng < n < ngy1, then o(ngt1) > o(nk) > o(n) by the choice of
ng+1. By induction, we have the nqy < no < ... with the required properties. Choose k € N
for which (1 — §)* < Je holds. Then for every n > nj, we have
IS5l < 1157, &1l < 1157, (€ = Pas )l + (157, Pag€ll

Nk~ no

and by a repeated use of Lemma [3.9] we have

Sy PL& = Tnk( Tcr(nkfl) o To(l)Prt)g)

7 )

epri;ax{(r(l) ..... (r(nkfl),no}(H)

And by o(ng) > max(o(1),...,0(ng — 1),n9, N), we have

Prasto(),. o —1ymo) () C Py (H) = 10.1—5)(To () (H).
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This implies that

157 Pag€ll < (1= )| To(n—1)* Tomnr+1)Sn, Pagél

A )l
< (L= 0)S7,_, Paséll
<< (1= 08T, Zy Pl
€

<(1-d8)f < >
Therefore ||STE|| < e(n > ny). Since ¢ is arbitrary, we obtain nh_)rrgo I1S2¢|l = 0 for every
¢ € PX(H), i.e., H, = H holds. O
Proposition 3.10. Let Ty > T5 > -+ be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H.

Assume that 1 is isolated in o(T) and lim ||T, — T|| = 0. Then lim ||SS — P|| =0 for every
n—oo n—oo
o € . In particular, the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture is true for Ty > Ty >

Proof. By assumption, there exists § € (0,1) such that o(T) N (1 —d,1) = (. In particular,

|TF — P|| = |T*P+|| < (1 —6)F = 2%, 0. Therefore, for a given & > 0, there exists k € N such

that ||T% — P|| < e. Then by TjP = P (j € N) and lim ||T,ny1)-- - To(niry — TF| = 0, we
n—00

have

limsup [[(S7)* — P|| = limsup [[(S74)* — P
n—o00 n— 00

= lim sup ||Ta(1) ces Ta(n) (Ta(n—i-l) v To(n-i-k) — P)H

n—oo

< limsup ||Tg(n+1) . Tg(n+k) — PH

n—oo
=|TF-P| <e.

Since ¢ is arbitrary, we obtain nlgrolo [(So)* — Pl = nlgrolo ISy — P|| = 0. O

Remark 3.11. If T} > T5 > ... is a decreasing sequence of positive contraction as in Proposi-

tion BI0] then it has uniform spectral gap at 1 (this was pointed out by Hiroki Matui). Thus,
Proposition 310 is a special case of Proposition[3.8l On the other hand, note that for a general
decreasing sequence of positive contractions with uniform spectral gap at 1, one cannot hope
that S,, converges in norm (consider e.g., the case where all T;, are projections).

If T;, converges to T faster (but 1 is possibly not isolated in &(7T)), then we also have a
slightly weaker conclusion.

Proposition 3.12. Let Ty > T5 > - - - be a sequence of positive contractions on H. Assume that

Z |T—T,|| < oo holds. Then for each o € . such that sup,cyfo~*({n}) < oo, lim S7 = P
n—oo

n=1

(SOT) holds.

Proof. Let £ € H be a unit vector and € > 0. By the hypothesis on o, we have Z 1T —Tomyll <

n=1
oo. Choose ng € N such that Z T — Tyl <3 ° holds. Since lim T" = P (SOT), there
n—00
n=no+1

exists n; € N such that ||T"S7 & — PSy &l = |T™ 70105 — P¢|| < § for every n > n;.
Let Sy 041 = To(ntno) " To(no+1) (n products). For every n € N, we have

155 no+1 = Tl

IN

S T tntno) ** Totnotir ) Tomorry = DT+ 1 (Torpngy — TV

oo

9
T-T, —.
ST = Towl <

k=ng+1

IN
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Therefore, by S7 ., =S} ,,,+155,, it holds that for every n > ny,
157 +n0€ = PEIN < 11057 g1 = T™)SRo &N + 1T757,€ = PSR &l

3
NS — T+ 5 <

Since ¢ is arbitrary, this shows that lim [|S7¢ — P¢|| = 0. O
n—roo
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