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On Paszkiewicz’s conjecture about a product of positive contractions

Hiroshi Ando and Yuki Miyamoto

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 take
a new approach by analysing the limit of the positive part A = lim

n→∞

|Sn| (which always

exists, regardless of the existence of lim
n→∞

Sn) and extend the class of examples for which

the conjecture holds. We also show how an operator algebraic viewpoint can be useful to
study the Paszkiewicz conjecture. Finally, we also show that the Paszkiewicz conjecture is
true for all spectrally ordered sequences, i.e., those sequences for which T k

1
≥ T k

2
≥ . . . holds

for every k ∈ N.
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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 H be a separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert
space, 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 [2], 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).
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(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
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 [2] 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, and the general case remains out of reach.

In this paper, we extend the work [2], partly from operator algebraic viewpoint.
Below we explain the organization of the paper.
In §2, we focus on the positive part |Sn| of Sn. It is easy to see that for any product

Sn = Tn . . . T1 of (not necessarily positive) contractions, its positive part |Sn| converges in
SOT. In the case of a decreasing sequence of positive contractions, we study the limit operator
A = lim

n→∞
|Sn|, and in particular show in Theorem 2.7 that the Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for

T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . if and only if A is a projection, in which case A = P holds. For each k ∈ N, we
have a positive contraction Ak = lim

n→∞
|Sn+k−1,k|, where Sn+k−1,k = Tn+k−1 · · ·Tk. We show

that the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . , if and only if Ak = P for some k, if
and only if Ak = P for all k (Proposition 2.10). Then we show that if A1, A2, . . . has uniform
spectral gap at 1, then the Paszkiewicz conjecture holds (Theorem 2.16). Note that the uniform
spectral gap at 1 for A1, A2, . . . is certainly necessary for the Paszkiewicz conjecture to be true,
while the uniform spectral gap at 1 for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . need not hold for general sequences even
when the Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for it.

In §3, we study the Paszkiewicz conjecture using operator algebraic viewpoint. From its
formulation, it is not obvious that operator algebra theory can be useful to study the Paszkiewicz
conjecture, but at least the conjecture can be verified if M = W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) is a finite von
Neumann algebra by [2]. How large is the class of operators T1, T2, . . . for which M is finite?
Let us consider

Question 1.4.

(i) How can one construct a decreasing sequence T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · ?
(ii) Is there some restriction on the structure of M = W ∗(T1, T2, . . . )?

If x1, x2, . . . is a sequence of (not necessarily positive) contractions on H , then

Tn = y∗nyn, yn = xn · · ·x1

defines a decreasing sequence of positive contractions. Indeed, it is clear that for each n ∈ N,
Tn is a positive contraction and

Tn+1 = x∗
1 · · ·x∗

nx
∗
n+1xn+1xn · · ·x1 ≤ x∗

1 · · ·x∗
nxn · · ·x1 = Tn.

We show that (i) any decreasing sequence of positive contractions arises this way (Proposition
3.1), and (ii) any von Neumann algebra M on H is realized as W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ) for some T1 ≥
T2 ≥ . . . (Proposition 3.3). Thus, the finiteness assumption on M in [2] is indeed rather
restrictive. Also, given that the only difficulty in proving the Paszkiewicz conjecture is the
possibility of the SOT-discontinuity of the ∗-operation, the case where M is a type III factor
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seems interesting. On the other hand, we show that if M is a factor, then it is useful to consider
an equivalent or a (possibly) stronger conjecture, which we explain below. The introduction of
a more general conjecture at this stage might look strange, but it came from our experience that
many of the 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 reformulation/generalization of
the Paszkiewicz conjecture. We denote by S (resp. S0) the set of all self-maps σ : N → N
which are proper (resp. for which there exists k ≥ 0 such that σ(n+k) = n holds for all n ∈ N).
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, HS0 =
⋂

σ∈S0

Hσ.

We say that the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . , if HS = H holds.
Note that the Paszkiewicz conjecture for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . is equivalent to the condition HS0 = H .
Obviously, the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture implies the Paszkiewicz conjecture However,
we show in Theorem 3.11 that if M is a factor, then the Paszkiewicz conjecture (resp. the
generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture) holds if and only if HS0 6= {0} (resp. HS 6= {0}). The
reason behind the above equivalence is the fact that the projection e0 (resp. e) of H onto HS0

(resp. HS ) is a central projection in M . This provides an evidence that the operator algebraic
viewpoint can be helpful for the study of the Paszkiewicz conjecture. We also remark that most
of the examples of sequences we know so far for which the Paszkiewicz conjecture holds, do
satisfy the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture. In particular, we show that this is the case for
sequences with uniform spectral gap at 1 (Theorem 3.12), extending the work [2].

Finally, we explain in §4 our earlier attempt to generalize the argument in [2] which worked
to prove the Paszkiewicz conjecture for sequences with uniform spectral gap at 1. Though not
entirely satisfactory, this attempt yielded as a by-product a new class of examples of sequences
for which the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true. Namely, we show that if T1 � T2 � . . . are
spectrally ordered positive contractions, then the Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for it. Here for
positive contractions A,B, we say A is spectrally dominated by B in the sense of Olson [7],
denoted A � B, if 1[c,1](A) ≤ 1[c,1](B) for all c ∈ (0, 1), or equivalently if Ak ≤ Bk for all
k ∈ N (see §4 for details). By Ogasawara’s theorem [6], a C∗-algebra A is commutative if and
only if on the positive cone A+, the implication 0 ≤ A ≤ B =⇒ 0 ≤ A2 ≤ B2 holds. Note
that since t 7→ tα is operator monotone if α ∈ (0, 1], this implies 0 ≤ Ak ≤ Bk for all k ∈ N
and A,B ∈ A+ for which A ≤ B holds, i.e., ≤ and � agree on A+. However, it is known
that the condition A � B alone for positive contractions A,B does not necessarily imply that
AB = BA. In fact, they can be highly non-commutative.

2. The limit operator A = lim
n→∞

|Sn| and its truncated version A1, A2, . . .

We start from the following simple observation that for a product Sn = Tn · · ·T1 of (not
necessarily positive) contractions, its positive part |Sn| always converges in SOT (this is most
likely a folklore), even when the product itself fails to do so, e.g. as in the works of the
Amemiya–Ando problem [4, 8, 5] on the SOT-convergence of random products of projections.
On the other hand, there seems to be no reason to believe that |S∗

n| converges for arbitrary
product of contractions. However, in the case of a decreasing sequence of positive contractions,
it converges to P .

Proposition 2.1. Let T1, T2, . . . be (not necessarily positive) contractions on H and let Sn =
Tn . . . T1. Then its positive part |Sn| converges in SOT to a positive contraction A. If moreover
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T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . is a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H. Then the following
statements hold, with P = 1{1}(T ), T = lim

n→∞
Tn (SOT).

(1) lim
n→∞

|S∗
n| = P (SOT).

(2) A = lim
n→∞

|Sn| (SOT) is a positive contraction satisfying AP = P ≤ A.

Proof. For each n ∈ N, 0 ≤ T 2
n+1 ≤ 1 implies

S∗
n+1Sn+1 = T1 . . . TnTn+1Tn+1Tn . . . T1

≤ T1 . . . Tn · 1 · Tn . . . T1 = S∗
nSn.

This shows that (S∗
nSn)

∞
n=1 is a decreasing sequence of positive contractions. Therefore lim

n→∞
S∗
nSn

(SOT) exists, whence A = lim
n→∞

|Sn| (SOT) exists.

Assume now that T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . is a decreasing sequence of positive contractions.
(1) Let ξ ∈ H . Then by [2, Proposition 2.3 (1)], lim

n→∞
S∗
n = P (SOT). It follows that

‖(SnS
∗
n − P )ξ‖2 = ‖SnS

∗
nξ‖2 + ‖Pξ‖2 − 2 Re 〈SnS

∗
nξ, P ξ〉

≤ ‖S∗
nξ‖2 + ‖Pξ‖2 − 2 Re 〈S∗

nξ, S
∗
nPξ〉

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

Therefore lim
n→∞

SnS
∗
n = P (SOT), whence lim

n→∞
|S∗

n| = P (SOT).

(2) Since TnPn = Pn and P ≤ Pn (Pn = 1{1}(Tn)) for every n ∈ N ([2, Lemma 2.1]), we have
TnP = P for every n ∈ N. This implies that S∗

nSnP = P . Note that |Sn| is the norm limit of a
sequence of the form (fk(S

∗
nSn))

∞
k=1, where fk is a polynomial without constant term for each

k ∈ N. Therefore, it follows that |Sn|P = P holds for every n ∈ N. Thus, by letting n → ∞ in
the SOT, we obtain AP = P . Thus P = AP = PA = APPA ≤ A2 ≤ A holds. �

In order to analyse the positive contraction A, let us introduce the following subspace of H ,
which we call the Paszkiewicz subspace. We remark that, inspired by the role played by the
subspace “Z” in the work of Kopecká–Paszkiewicz [5, Lemma 3.4], we will introduce related
closed subspaces HS0 and HS in §3. They will play a key role for an operator algebraic
reformulation of the Paszkiewicz conjecture.

Proposition 2.2. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be positive contractions on H. Then the set

H̃ :=
{

ξ ∈ H
∣
∣
∣ lim
n→∞

‖Snξ − Pξ‖ = 0
}

=
{

ξ ∈ H
∣
∣
∣ lim
n→∞

‖Snξ‖ = ‖Pξ‖
}

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

Proof. It is clear that H̃ is a vector subspace of H and that P (H) ⊂ H̃ because SnPξ = Pξ for

every ξ ∈ H and n ∈ N. Let ξ ∈ H̃ and ε > 0. Then there exists ξ0 ∈ H̃ such that ‖ξ− ξ0‖ < ε
3

holds. Since ξ0 ∈ H̃ , we may find an n0 ∈ N such that ‖Smξ0 −Snξ0‖ < ε
3 for every n,m ≥ n0.

Then for every n,m ≥ n0,

‖Smξ − Snξ‖ ≤ ‖Sm(ξ − ξ0)‖+ ‖Smξ0 − Snξ0‖+ ‖Snξ0 − Snξ‖
< 2‖ξ − ξ0‖+

ε

3
< ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, this shows that (Snξ)
∞
n=1 is Cauchy, whence it converges to Pξ by [2,

Proposition 2.3 (2)]. Therefore, ξ ∈ H̃ holds. This shows that H̃ is closed. Finally, to show the
last equality, we show that for each ξ ∈ H the following conditions are equivalent:

(a) lim
n→∞

‖Snξ − Pξ‖ = 0.

(b) lim
n→∞

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

Sn = P (WOT), we have

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

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

Definition 2.3. We call H̃ the Paszkiewicz subspace associated with T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . , and call
the projection Q onto H̃ the associated Paszkiewicz projection.

Proposition 2.4. The positive contractions A,Q, P ∈ B(H) satisfy the following equalities.

(i) lim
n→∞

SnQ = P (SOT).

(ii) 1{1}(A) = P .
(iii) AQ = AP = P .
(iv) 1{0}(A) ≤ 1− P .

Remark 2.5. For (iv), note that proving the converse inequality

1− P ≤ 1{0}(A)

is equivalent to showing the Paszkiewicz conjecture for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . .

In the proof Proposition 2.4 (ii), we will use the following lemma (see [1, Page 242, Step (ii)
in the proof of Theorem]). The result holds more generally for contractions with the property
(W) in the sense of [1].

Lemma 2.6 ([1]). Let T1, T2, . . . , Tn ∈ B(H) be positive contractions, and let S = TnTn−1 · · ·T1.
Let ξ ∈ H. Then

{ξ ∈ H | Sξ = ξ} =

n⋂

k=1

{ξ ∈ H | Tkξ = ξ}.

Proof of Proposition 2.4. (i) is clear. (ii) By Proposition 2.1, AP = P holds. In particular,
P ≤ 1{1}(A) holds. Conversely, if ξ ∈ H satisfies Aξ = ξ, then lim

n→∞
‖Snξ‖2 = ‖ξ‖2 holds.

Since T1, T2, . . . are contractions, ‖ξ‖ ≥ ‖S1ξ‖ ≥ ‖S2ξ‖ ≥ . . . holds. Therefore, it holds that
‖Snξ‖ = ‖ξ‖ for every n ∈ N. Because the product of finitely many positive contractions
satisfies the property (S) of [1, Page 240], hence a fortiori the property (W’) of [1], this implies
that Snξ = ξ for every n ∈ N. Then it follows from Lemma 2.6, that Snξ = ξ if and only if
Tkξ = ξ for every k = 1, . . . , n, if and only if Tnξ = 1 by P1 ≥ P2 ≥ · · · ≥ Pn. Thus Tnξ = ξ
for every n ∈ N, whence Tξ = ξ, i.e., ξ ∈ P (H) holds.
For the convenience of the reader, we also include the proof of Tnξ = ξ, avoiding the introduction
of (S) or (W’). First, ‖T1ξ‖ = ‖ξ‖ holds. By [2, Lemma 2.1], we have T1ξ = ξ, and thus
‖S2ξ‖ = ‖T2ξ‖ = ‖ξ‖, which by [2, Lemma 2.1] again implies T2ξ = ξ. By induction, we have
that Tnξ = ξ for every n ∈ N.
(iii) by (ii), we may write A = P + Ã, where Ã(= 1[0,1)(A)) is a positive contraction satisfying

ÃP = PÃ = 0. Since lim
n→∞

S∗
n = P (SOT), we have lim

n→∞
QS∗

n = P (SOT). Then by (i), we

have
QA2Q = lim

n→∞
QS∗

nSnQ = P 2 = P (SOT).

On the other hand,

QA2Q = (P + (Q − P ))(P + Ã2)(P + (Q − P )) = P + (Q− P )Ã2(Q− P ).

Therefore (Q − P )Ã2(Q − P ) = 0, which implies that Ã(Q − P ) = 0. Finally, we obtain

A(Q − P ) = P (Q − P ) + Ã(Q− P ) = 0 by PQ = P . Therefore, AQ = AP = P holds.
(iv) Let ξ ∈ ker(A). Then lim

n→∞
‖Snξ‖ = 0 holds. Let n ∈ N. From the equality

Snξ = SnPξ + SnP
⊥ξ

= Pξ + SnP
⊥ξ,
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we see that since Sn leaves P⊥(H) invariant, it follows that Pξ = 0 and lim
n→∞

‖SnP
⊥ξ‖ = 0

holds. Therefore, ξ ∈ P⊥(H) holds.
�

Now we show that A is a projection precisely when the Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for
T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . .

Theorem 2.7. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be positive contractions on H, and let A = lim
n→∞

|Sn| (SOT).

The following three conditions are equivalent.

(1) lim
n→∞

Sn = P (SOT).

(2) A = P .
(3) A is a projection.

Proof. (2) =⇒ (3) is clear, and (3) =⇒ (2) follows from Proposition 2.4 (ii). Indeed, if A is a
projection, then we have 1{1}(A) = P and 1{0}(A) = 1[0,1)(A) = 1{1}(A)

⊥ = P⊥.

(1) =⇒ (2) It is clear that A2 = lim
n→∞

S∗
nSn = P 2 = P because lim

n→∞
S∗
n = P (SOT). Thus, we

obtain A = P .
(2) =⇒ (1) Let Sn = un|Sn| be the polar decomposition of Sn. Since SnP = P and |Sn|P = P
for all n ∈ N, we have P = unP . Hence,

‖Snξ − Pξ‖ = ‖un|Sn|ξ − unPξ‖ ≤ ‖un‖‖|Sn|ξ − Pξ‖
≤ ‖|Sn|ξ − Pξ‖ n→∞−−−−→ 0 (ξ ∈ H).

So we obtain (1). �

2.1. Truncated product Sn,k. In view of Theorem 2.7, it is natural to expect A = P for a
large (potentially all) class of sequences T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . . The rest of this section is devoted to
justifying this expectation in some cases. We introduce the following.

Definition 2.8. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be positive contractions on H . For each n, k ∈ N such that
n ≥ k, we define

Sn,k = TnTn−1 · · ·Tk

Then by Proposition 2.1, the SOT-limit

Ak = lim
n→∞

|Sn,k|
exists. Since the sequence Tk ≥ Tk+1 ≥ . . . converges in SOT to T , we have by Proposition 2.1
that lim

n→∞
|S∗

n,k| = P = 1{1}(T ) (SOT).

The reason behind introducing these operators is the following. Since the Paszkiewicz con-
jecture is true for the constant case (Example 1.3), it is natural to expect that the conjecture
could be true if the convergence of Tn is fast, and because the Paszkiewicz conjecture is equiv-
alent to A = P , it seems natural to expect that the limit of Sn,k = Tn · · ·Tk as n → ∞ is easier
to establish when k is fixed but large, and Ak = limn→∞ |Sn,k| should be close to P as k → ∞.
Thus, we state the following.

Question 2.9. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H . Is
it true that lim

k→∞
Ak = P (SOT)?

Though we have not been able to answer the above question completely, we have some partial
results. First, the validity of the condition Ak = P for one k implies the validity of it for all k.

Proposition 2.10. Let Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on
H. The following conditions are equivalent.

(i) lim
n→∞

Sn = P (SOT).

(ii) lim
n→∞

Sn,k = P (SOT) for some k ∈ N.

(iii) lim
n→∞

Sn,k = P (SOT) for every k ∈ N.
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Proof. (iii) =⇒ (ii) is clear. Since Sn = Sn,kTk−1 · · ·T1, (ii) =⇒ (i) holds. By an induction
argument on k, for the proof of (i) =⇒ (iii), it suffices to show that lim

n→∞
Sn,2 = P (SOT). Let

H̃k (k = 1, 2) be the Paszkiewicz subspace of H associated with Tk ≥ Tk+1 ≥ · · · :

H̃k =
{

ξ ∈ H
∣
∣
∣ lim
n→∞

Sn,kξ = Pξ
}

, k = 1, 2.

By (i), we have H̃1 = H . Since Sn,1 = Sn,2T1 and H̃2 is closed by Proposition 2.2, it holds

that ran(T1) ⊂ H̃2 (if ξ ∈ ran(T1), then ξ = T1η for some η ∈ H . Therefore Sn,2ξ = Sn,1η,

and because η ∈ H = H̃1, (Snη)
∞
n=1 = (Sn,2ξ)

∞
n=1 converges, and the limit must be equal to

Pη by [2, Proposition 2.3 (2)]. Then note that Pξ = PT1η = Pη). On the other hand, by

T1 ≥ T2, we have kerT1 ⊂ kerT2 ⊂ · · · . This implies that kerT1 ⊂ kerSn,2 ⊂ H̃2. Therefore

H = ran(T1)⊕ kerT1 ⊂ H̃2, whence lim
n→∞

Sn,2 = P (SOT) holds. �

2.2. The case of fast norm convergence of Tn. It seems likely to us that the answer to
Question 2.9 is affirmative at least when Tn converges to T in norm. We verify lim

k→∞
Ak = P

under the norm convergence condition together with the additional hypothesis that if either

(i)

∞∑

n=1

‖Tn − T ‖ < ∞ or (ii) 1 is isolated in σ(T ). We remark that actually, in these cases,

we can give direct proofs of the Paszkiewicz conjecture (Propositions 2.13 and 2.15). Thus,
the presentation here is somewhat redundant. We nevertheless include the arguments here,
in a hope that arguments using the double limit theorem below could be useful for answering
Question 2.9 in a more general setting.

Recall the following theorem (also called the Moore–Smith theorem) on the convergence of
double limit:

Theorem 2.11 (Osgood’s double limit theorem). Let (X, d) be a complete metric space,
(xm,n)

∞
m,n=1 be a doubly indexed sequence in X. If

(i) qm = lim
n→∞

xm,n exists for every m ∈ N, and

(ii) pn = lim
m→∞

xm,n exists for every n ∈ N and the convergence is uniform in n, i.e.,

lim
m→∞

sup
n∈N

d(xm,n, pn) = 0,

then x := lim
m→∞

qm = lim
n→∞

pn exists, and

lim
m,n→∞

d(xm,n, x) = 0.

Proof. Since we could not find a proper reference, we include the proof for completeness.
Step 1. We show that (qm)∞m=1 is d-Cauchy.
Let ε > 0. Then by (ii), there exists m0 ∈ N such that for every n ∈ N and every m >
m0, d(xm,n, pn) < ε

4 holds. Let m,m′ ∈ N be such that m,m′ > m0. By (i), there exist
nm, nm′ ∈ N such that d(xm,n, qm) < ε

4 (n > nm) and d(xm′,n, qm′) < ε
4 (n > nm′). Let

n = max(nm, nm′) + 1. Then

d(xm′,n, xm,n) ≤ d(xm′,n, pn) + d(pn, xm,n)

<
ε

2
.

Therefore, we obtain

d(qm, qm′) ≤ d(qm, xm,n) + d(xm,n, xm′,n) + d(xm′,n, qm′)

< ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, this shows that (qm)∞m=1 is d-Cauchy. Thus by the completeness of d, the
limit x = lim

m→∞
qm exists.

Step 2. We show that lim
n→∞

pn = x = lim
m,n→∞

xm,n holds.

Let ε > 0. Then by (ii), there exists m1 ∈ N such that d(xm,n, pn) <
ε
6 holds for every n ∈ N
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and m > m1. Fix m > m1 for which d(qm, x) < ε
6 holds. By (i), there exists nm ∈ N such that

d(xm,n, qm) < ε
6 for every n > nm. Then we have

d(xm,n, x) ≤ d(xm,n, qm) + d(qm, x) <
ε

3
.

Next, let n, n′ ∈ N be such that n, n′ > nm. Then d(xm,n, xm,n′) ≤ d(xm,n, x) + d(x, xm,n′) <
2ε
3 , whence (as before)

d(pn, pn′) ≤ d(pn, xm,n) + d(xm,n, xm,n′) + d(xm,n′ , pn′)

<
ε

6
+

2ε

3
+

ε

6
= ε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, the limit x′ = lim
n→∞

pn exists. We show that x = x′ holds. Let ε > 0.

Choose m2 ∈ N so that

(1) d(xm,n, pn) < ε, n ∈ N, m > m2

Letting n → ∞, we then obtain

d(qm, x′) ≤ ε (m > m1).

Then letting m → ∞, we obtain

d(x, x′) ≤ ε.

Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we see that x = x′ holds. Finally, there exists n1 such that d(pn, x) < ε
holds for every n > n1. Then by (1), we have

d(xm,n, x) < 2ε, m > m2, n > n1.

Since ε is arbitrary, we obtain lim
m,n→∞

d(xm,n, x) = 0. �

Remark 2.12. If (xm,n)
∞
m,n=1 satisfies (i)(ii) above, then the convergence in (i) is uniform in m

as well. Indeed, let ε > 0. Then there exist m0, n0 ∈ N such that d(qm, x) < ε
3 and d(pn, x) <

ε
3

hold for every m ≥ m0 and n ≥ n0. Also by (ii), there exists m1 ∈ N such that d(xm,n, pn) <
ε
3

for every m ≥ m1 and n ∈ N. Moreover, by (i), there exists n1 ∈ N such that d(xk,n, qk) < ε
for every k = 1, . . . ,m2 := max(m0,m1). Let n2 = max(n0, n1) and take arbitrary n ≥ n2 and
m ∈ N. If m = 1, . . . ,m2, then d(xm,n, qm) < ε holds. On the other hand, if m > m2, then

d(xm,n, qm) ≤ d(xm,n, pn) + d(pn, x) + d(x, qm) < ε.

Therefore, we have d(xm,n, qm) < ε for every m ∈ N. Since ε is arbitrary, we see that the
convergence in (i) is uniform in m.

We would like to apply Theorem 2.11 to xm,n = (Sn+m−1,n)
∗Sn+m−1,n, where

Sn+m−1,n = Tn+m−1 · · ·Tn, n,m ∈ N.

Note that

(2) lim
m→∞

xm,n = A2
n (SOT),

and

(3) lim
n→∞

xm,n = T 2m (SOT).

Moreover, lim
m→∞

T 2m = P (SOT). Note that the space B(H)1 of all contractions on H is

completely metrizable e.g., by a metric d given by

d(x, y) =
∞∑

k=1

1

2k
‖(x− y)ξk‖, x, y ∈ B(H)1,

where {ξk}∞k=1 is a dense subset of the unit ball of H . Then observe that the convergence in
(2) is uniform in n if and only if

(4) ∀ξ ∈ H1 ∀ε > 0 ∃m0 ∀m ≥ m0 ∀n ‖(Tn · · ·Tn+m−1Tn+m−1 · · ·Tn −A2
n)ξ‖ < ε,
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and the convergence in (3) is uniform in m if and only if

(5) ∀ξ ∈ H1 ∀ε > 0 ∃n0 ∀n ≥ n0 ∀m ‖(Tn · · ·Tn+m−1Tn+m−1 · · ·Tn − T 2m)ξ‖ < ε,

Proposition 2.13. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · be a sequence of positive contractions on H. Assume

that
∞∑

k=1

‖T − Tk‖ < ∞ holds. Then lim
k→∞

A2
k = P (SOT).

Proof. Let n ∈ N. We have

‖Tn · · ·Tn+m−1Tn+m−1 · · ·Tn − T 2m‖

≤
n+m−2∑

k=n

‖T k−n(Tk − T )Tk+1 · · ·Tn+m−1Tn+m−1 · · ·Tn‖

+ ‖Tm−1(Tn+m−1 − T )Tn+m−1 · · ·Tn‖+

+

n+m−1∑

k=n+1

‖Tm · T n+m−k−1(Tk − T )Tk−1 · · ·Tn‖

+ ‖T 2m−1(Tn − T )‖

≤ 2
n+m−1∑

k=n

‖Tk − T ‖

≤ 2

∞∑

k=n

‖Tk − T ‖ n→∞−−−−→ 0

and the convergence is uniform in m. In particular, the convergence in (3) is uniform in m.
Thanks to Theorem 2.11, it follows that

lim
n→∞

A2
n = lim

m→∞
T 2m = P (SOT).

�

Actually, we have a direct proof of the Paszkiewicz conjecture when

∞∑

n=1

‖T−Tn‖ < ∞ holds.

Proposition 2.14. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · be a sequence of positive contractions on H. Assume

that

∞∑

n=1

‖T − Tn‖ < ∞ holds. Then the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . .

Proof. Let ξ ∈ H be a unit vector and ε > 0. Choose n0 ∈ N such that

∞∑

n=n0+1

‖T − Tn‖ <
ε

2

holds. Since lim
n→∞

T n = P (SOT), there exists n1 ∈ N such that ‖T nSn0ξ−PSn0ξ‖ = ‖T nSn0ξ−
Pξ‖ < ε

2 for every n ≥ n1.
Recall that Sn+n0,n0+1 = Tn+n0 · · ·Tn0+1 (n products). For every n ∈ N, we have

‖Sn+n0,n0+1 − T n‖ ≤
n−1∑

k=1

‖Tn+n0 · · ·Tn0+k+1(Tn0+k − T )T k−1‖+ ‖(Tn+n0 − T )T n−1‖

≤
∞∑

k=n0+1

‖T − Tk‖ <
ε

2
.

Therefore, by Sn+n0 = Sn+n0,n0+1Sn0 , it holds that for every n ≥ n1,

‖Sn+n0ξ − Pξ‖ ≤ ‖(Sn+n0,n0+1 − T n)Sn0ξ‖ + ‖T nSn0ξ − PSn0ξ‖
< ‖Sn+n0,n0+1 − T n‖+ ε

2
< ε.

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

‖Snξ − Pξ‖ = 0. �
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Proposition 2.15. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · be a sequence of positive contractions on H. Assume
that 1 is isolated in σ(T ) and lim

n→∞
‖Tn − T ‖ = 0. Then lim

n→∞
‖Sn − P‖ = 0. In particular, the

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→∞

‖Tn+1 . . . Tn+k − T k‖ = 0, we have

lim sup
n→∞

‖S∗
n − P‖ = lim sup

n→∞
‖S∗

n+k − P‖

= lim sup
n→∞

‖T1 . . . Tn(Tn+1 . . . Tn+k − P )‖

≤ lim sup
n→∞

‖Tn+1 . . . Tn+k − P‖

= ‖T k − P‖ < ε.

Since ε is arbitrary, we obtain lim
n→∞

‖S∗
n − P‖ = lim

n→∞
‖Sn − P‖ = 0. �

2.3. Uniform spectral gap at 1 for A1, A2, . . . implies the Paszkiewicz conjecture.

Recall that we have defined Ak = lim
n→∞

|Sn+k−1,k| (SOT) and A = lim
n→∞

|Sn| (SOT). The next

theorem shows another evidence that the analysis of spectral properties of A1, A2, . . . is relevant
to the Paszkiewicz conjecture.

Theorem 2.16. If A1 = A,A2, . . . has uniform spectral gap at 1, then the Paszkiewicz conjec-
ture holds for T1, T2, . . . .

Remark 2.17. Note that if the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true for T1, T2, . . . then Ak = P
for all k, whence A1, A2, . . . clearly has uniform spectral gap at 1. This is in contrast to the
hypothesis that T1, T2, . . . has uniform spectral gap as in [2], which obviously need not be the
case for general T1, T2, . . . .

The next lemma plays a key role in the proof of Theorem 2.16.

Lemma 2.18. For every ξ, η ∈ H and k ∈ N, the following equality holds.

(6) 〈AkSk−1ξ, AkSk−1η〉 = 〈Aξ,Aη〉.
Here, we set S0 := 1. In particular, ‖AkSk−1ξ‖ = ‖Aξ‖ holds.

Proof. By definition, A2
k = lim

n→∞
S∗
n+k−1,kSn+k−1,k, A

2 = lim
n→∞

S∗
nSn (SOT) and Sn+k−1 =

Sn+k−1,kSk−1. Therefore, we have

〈AkSk−1ξ, AkSk−1η〉 = 〈A2
kSk−1ξ, Sk−1η〉

= lim
n→∞

〈Sn+k−1,kSk−1ξ, Sn+k−1,kSk−1η〉
= lim

n→∞
〈Snξ, Snη〉

= 〈A2ξ, η〉 = 〈Aξ,Aη〉.
�

Proof of Theorem 2.16. Assume by contradiction that the Paszkiewicz conjecture fails for T1, T2, . . . .
Then A 6= P by Theorem 2.7, and therefore there exists ξ ∈ P⊥(H) for which Aξ 6= 0 holds.

For each n ∈ N, define T̃n = TnP
⊥ = P⊥Tn and S̃n = SnP

⊥ = P⊥Sn. Then T̃1 ≥ T̃2 ≥ · · ·
is a decreasing sequence of positive contractions and S̃n = T̃nT̃n−1 · · · T̃1 = SnP

⊥. Thus

Ãk = limn→∞ |S̃n+k−1,k| = AkP
⊥ and Ã = limn→∞ |S̃n| = AP⊥. Since A1, A2, . . . has uni-

form spectral gap at 1 and since 1{1}(Ak) = P (k ∈ N), there exist N ∈ N and δ ∈ (0, 1) such

that ‖Ãk‖ ≤ δ for all k ≥ N .



On Paszkiewicz’s conjecture about a product of positive contractions 11

On the other hand, we have

lim
k→∞

‖S̃k−1ξ‖ = ‖Ãξ‖ = ‖Aξ‖ 6= 0,

and moreover by Lemma 2.18,

‖Aξ‖ = ‖AkSk−1ξ‖ = ‖ÃkS̃k−1ξ‖, k ∈ N.

Then it follows that

1 =
‖Ãξ‖
‖Ãξ‖

= lim
k→∞

‖ÃkS̃k−1ξ‖
‖S̃k−1ξ‖

= lim
k→∞

∥
∥
∥
∥
∥
Ãk

(

S̃k−1ξ

‖S̃k−1ξ‖

)∥
∥
∥
∥
∥

≤ lim sup
k→∞

‖Ãk‖ ≤ 1,

which shows that lim sup
k→∞

‖Ãk‖ = 1, which contradicts ‖Ãk‖ ≤ δ (k ≥ N). Therefore, the

Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for T1, T2, . . . . �

3. Generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture: operator algebraic viewpoint

In this section, we take an operator algebra viewpoint to study the Paszkiewicz conjecture.
We start from answering Question 1.4 in the introduction. If x1, x2, . . . is a sequence of (not
necessarily positive) contractions on H , then we have a sequence T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . of positive
contractions, where

Tn = y∗nyn, yn = xn · · ·x1, n ∈ N.

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

Proposition 3.1. 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 3.2. 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 .

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 3.1. Set x1 = T
1
2
1 . For each n ∈ N, we may apply Lemma 3.2 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
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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 in general, there is no restriction on the possible structure of M =
W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ).

Proposition 3.3. 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. �

We then consider an operator algebraic reformulation of the Paszkiewicz conjecture and its
variant.

Definition 3.4. 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 . We say that σ ∈ S is
almost an identity, if there exists k ≥ 0 such that σ(n+ k) = n for every n ∈ N. The set of all
proper maps which are almost identity is denoted by S0.

Remark 3.5. 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).

Note that the truncated products Sn,k (resp. |Ak|) in Definition 2.8 are of the form Sσ
n−k+1

(resp. Aσ = lim
n→∞

|Sσ
n |) for some σ ∈ S .

By lim
n→∞

σ(n) = ∞, lim
n→∞

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

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

Proposition 3.6. 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):

(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.

For each σ ∈ S and n ∈ N, define Sσ
n = Tσ(n) · · ·Tσ(1). Then Aσ = lim

n→∞
|Sσ

n | (SOT) exists

by Proposition 2.1, and also lim
n→∞

(Sσ
n)

∗ = lim
n→∞

|(Sσ
n)

∗| = P (SOT) by Proposition 3.6.
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Definition 3.7. We define the σ-Paszkiewicz subspace Hσ by

Hσ = {ξ ∈ H | lim
n→∞

Sσ
nξ = Pξ},

which is a closed subspace of H (the same proof as in Proposition 2.2 using Proposition 3.6 (2)
shows that Hσ is indeed closed). We also define

HS =
⋂

σ∈S

Hσ, HS0 =
⋂

σ∈S0

Hσ.

Let M = W ∗(T1, T2, . . . ).

Remark 3.8. Note that P = 1{1}(T ) ∈ Z(M ), because TnP = PTn = P for every n ∈ N,
whence P ∈ M ′, while P = 1{1}(T ) and T = lim

n→∞
Tn ∈ M implies P ∈ M . Thus, if M is a

factor and P 6= 1 (note that if P = 1, then Tn = 1 for all n and the Paszkiewicz conjecture is
trivially true for this sequence), then P = 0.

Definition 3.9. We say that

(1) The generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . if HS = H holds.

(2) The weak form of the Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . if
⋃

σ∈S
Hσ = H

holds.

The next result is a corollary to Proposition 2.14.

Corollary 3.10. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be a norm-convergent sequence of positive contractions on
H. Then there exists σ ∈ S such that Hσ = H. In particular, the weak form of the Paszkiewicz
conjecture holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . .

Proof. By lim
n→∞

‖Tn − T ‖ = 0, there exist natural numbers n1 < n2 < . . . such that ‖Tnk
−

T ‖ < 2−k holds. Then Hσ = H holds by Proposition 2.14, where σ ∈ S is defined by
σ(k) = nk, k ∈ N. �

Note that the Paszkiewicz conjecture for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . is equivalent to

(7) HS0 = H.

Theorem 3.11. The following statements hold.

(1) Both HS and HS0 are closed subspaces of H which are invariant under all Tn. In
particular, the projection e (resp. e0) of H onto HS (resp. HS0) belongs to M ′.

(2) We have e0 = z(e0) (resp. e = z(e)), where the right hand side is the central support
of e0 (resp. e) in M ′. In particular, if M is a factor, then the Paszkiewicz conjecture
holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . if and only if HS0 6= {0}.

Proof. (1) Let σ ∈ S0 (resp. S ), m,n ∈ N and ξ ∈ HS0 . Then the map σ̂ : N → N defined by
σ̂(1) = m, σ̂(k + 1) = σ(k), k ∈ N is an element in S0 (resp. S ). Thus,

Sσ
n(Tmξ) = Sσ̂

n+1ξ
n→∞−−−−→ Pξ = P (Tmξ)

by ξ ∈ Hσ̂. Therefore Tmξ ∈ HS0 (resp. HS ). This shows that HS0 (resp. HS ) is invariant
under Tm. Therefore e0 (resp. e) belongs to M ′.
(2) Assume that f0 is a projection in M ′ such that e0 ∼ f0 in M ′ (∼ denotes the Murray-von
Neumann equivalence of projections). By e0 ∼ f0, there exists a partial isometry u ∈ M ′ such
that u∗u = e0 and uu∗ = f0. Let ξ ∈ f0(H) and σ ∈ S0. Then u∗ξ ∈ e0(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 ∈ S0 is arbitrary, we obtain ξ ∈ HS0 = e0(H). Therefore,
f0 ≤ e0 holds. It then follows that

e0 ≤
∨

{ue0u∗ | u ∈ U(M ′)} ≤
∨

{f0 ∈ Proj(M ′) | f0 ∼ e0} ≤ e0,

whence e0 =
∨ {ue0u∗ | u ∈ U(M ′)} = z(e0) holds. The proof of e = z(e) is almost identical.

The last claim is then immediate. �
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We show that the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for most classes of sequences for
which the Paszkiewicz conjecture has been verified. 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 [2].

Proposition 3.12. If T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . has uniform spectral gap at 1, then the generalized
Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for it.

Lemma 3.13. 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 3.12. 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 3.13, 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).

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. �

Remark 3.14. By Proposition 2.15, the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture is also true if
lim
n→∞

‖Tn − T ‖ = 0 and 1 /∈ σ(T ). Moreover, it is also easy to check that if A1, A2, . . . are

the operators that appear in the hypothesis of Theorem 2.16, then the operators Ãk in the
proof of the theorem would satisfy lim supj→∞ ‖Ãσ(k)‖ = 1 if we assume Hσ 6= H , whence
we get by contradiction that Hσ = H . Thus, the generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for
T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . in this case as well.
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4. Remark on the spectral order

In [2] the proof of the Paszkiewicz conjecture under the assumption of uniform spectral gap
at 1 is based on the following two facts:

(i) T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · ց T implies P1 ≥ P2 ≥ · · · ց P (SOT)
(ii) Each Tk leaves the range of P⊥

j (k ≥ j ≫ 1) invariant.

Under the spectral gap condition, we have P⊥
j = 1[1−δ,1](Tj)

⊥ for j ≫ 1. In the general case,
one might hope to apply a similar technique by making an artificial spectral gap. Here is one
such attempt we have made.

Proposition 4.1. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H
with T = lim

n→∞
Tn(SOT). Assume that there exists δ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for every δ ∈ (0, δ0], the

following three conditions are satisfied. Then the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true for T1 ≥ T2 ≥
. . . .

(1) lim
n→∞

Q⊥
n,δ = Q⊥

δ (SOT), where Qn,δ = 1[1−δ,1](Tn) and Qδ = 1[1−δ,1](T ).

(2) Q⊥
n,δ ≤ Q⊥

n+1,δ for every n ∈ N.
(3) For any n ∈ N, Tm leaves the range of Q⊥

n,δ invariant whenever m ≤ n.

For the proof, we need the next lemma. Its proof is straightforward, so we omit it.

Lemma 4.2. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ ... ≥ 0 be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on H
with T = lim

n→∞
Tn(SOT), and let Sn = Tn · · ·T2T1 for n ∈ N. The following conditions are

equivalent.

(1) The Paszkiewicz Conjecture holds for T1 ≥ T2 ≥ · · · ≥ 0.
(2) There exists δ0 ∈ (0, 1) such that for every δ ∈ (0, δ0], lim

n→∞
Sn1[0,1−δ)(T ) = 0 (SOT)

holds.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. By Lemma 4.2, it suffices to show that SnQ
⊥
δ → 0 (SOT) as n → ∞

for δ ∈ (0, δ0].
Let ξ ∈ Q⊥

δ (H). Take ε > 0. There exists n0 ∈ N s.t. ‖ξ − Q⊥
n,δξ‖ < ε for all n ≥ n0 by

(1). Also, we have Q⊥
n0,δ

ξ ∈ Q⊥
n0+j,δ(H), j ∈ N by (2). Thus, we obtain Sn0+j−1Q

⊥
n0,δ

ξ ∈
Q⊥

n0+j,δ(H), j ∈ N by (3).Therefore,

‖Sn0+jQ
⊥
n0,δ

ξ‖ = ‖Tn0+jSn0+j−1Q
⊥
n0,δ

ξ‖ ≤ ‖Tn0+j |Q⊥
n0+j,δ

(H)‖‖Sn0+j−1Q
⊥
n0,δ

ξ‖

≤ (1− δ)‖Tn0+j−1Sn0+j−2Q
⊥
n0,δ

ξ‖
≤ ... ≤ (1− δ)j‖Sn0Q

⊥
n0,δ

ξ‖, j ∈ N.

Hence we have,

‖Sn0+jξ‖ ≤ ‖Sn0+j(ξ −Q⊥
n0,δ

ξ)‖ + ‖Sn0+jQ
⊥
n0,δ

ξ‖
≤ ‖ξ −Q⊥

n,δξ‖+ (1− δ)j‖Sn0Q
⊥
n0,δ

ξ‖
< ε+ (1− δ)j‖Sn0Q

⊥
n0,δ

ξ‖, j ∈ N.

Thus lim supj→∞ ‖Sn0+jξ‖ ≤ ε. Since ε > 0 is arbitrary, we get Snξ → 0 as n → ∞. �

Let T ′ ≤ T be positive contractions. By Proposition 4.1, we are led to consider when the
implication T ′ ≤ T =⇒ 1[1−δ,1](T

′) ≤ 1[1−δ,1](T ) holds for sufficiently small δ. We know
that 1{1}(T

′) ≤ 1{1}(T ) by [2, Corollary 2.2]. In other words, the Borel measurable function
1{1} : [0, 1] → R is operator monotone on [0, 1]. However, it is well-known that for any δ ∈ (0, 1),
the Borel map 1[1−δ,1] : [0, 1] → [0, 1] is not operator monotone. This follows from a general
theorem due to Löwner. Indeed, by [3, Theorem 2.4.1], if f : [0, 1] → R is 2-monotone, then
f is C1 on (0, 1), but 1[1−δ,1) is not even continuous on (0, 1). Here, we include an explicit
counter-example. This is extracted from the proof of [3, Theorem 2.4.1].
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Example 4.3. For δ ∈ (0, 1),set

A =

[
1−δ
3 0
0 1− δ

]

, Q =

[
α1

√
α1α2√

α1α2 α2

]

, B = A+Q,

where α1 = 4−δ
12 , α2 = δ

4 . Then I ≥ B ≥ A ≥ 0 but 1[1−δ,1](B) � 1[1−δ,1](A).

We define the divided difference

f [1](a, b) =
f(a)− f(b)

a− b
a, b ∈ R, a 6= b

for a real valued function f .

Proposition 4.4. Let a, b ∈ R, a < b. Assume that f is a real valued function on (a, b), and
let ξ1, ξ2, η1, η2 ∈ R be such that a < ξ1 < η1 < ξ2 < η2 < b. Set

A =

[
ξ1 0
0 ξ2

]

, Q =

[
α1

√
α1α2√

α1α2 α2

]

, B = A+Q,

where

α1 =
(η1 − ξ1)(η2 − ξ1)

ξ2 − ξ1
, α2 =

(ξ2 − η1)(η2 − ξ2)

ξ2 − ξ1
.

Then B ≥ A and eigenvalues of B are η1, η2. Also, f(B) ≥ f(A) implies

det

[
f [1](ξ1, η1) f [1](ξ1, η2)
f [1](ξ2, η1) f [1](ξ2, η2)

]

≥ 0.

Proof. The proof is in [3, Theorem 2.4.1, step1 and step2]. �

Example 4.5. Fix 0 < δ′ < δ < 1.
Take ξ1 ∈ (0, 1 − δ), η1 ∈ (ξ1, 1 − δ), ξ2 ∈ (1 − δ′, 1), η2 ∈ (ξ2, 1). Then 0 < ξ1 < η1 < 1 − δ <
1− δ′ < ξ2 < η2 < 1. Apply Proposition 4.4 for ξ1, ξ2, η1, η2. We can easily calculate

1
[1]
[1−δ,1](ξ1, η1) = 1

[1]
[1−δ,1](ξ2, η2) = 0,

1
[1]
[1−δ,1](ξ1, η2) = (η2 − ξ1)

−1, 1
[1]
[1−δ,1](ξ2, η1) = (ξ2 − η1)

−1

and then

det

[

1
[1]
[1−δ,1](ξ1, η1) 1

[1]
[1−δ,1](ξ1, η2)

1
[1]
[1−δ,1](ξ2, η1) 1

[1]
[1−δ,1](ξ2, η2)

]

< 0.

So we have 1[1−δ,1](B) � 1[1−δ,1](A).
On the other hand, we have 1[ε,1](A) = 1[1−δ,1](A) (ξ1 < ε ≤ ξ2) since eigenvalues of A are

ξ1, ξ2. In particular, 1[1−δ′,1](A) = 1[1−δ,1](A) and hence 1[1−δ,1](B) � 1[1−δ′,1](A).

Therefore, for a given T1 ≥ T2 ≥ . . . , we cannot expect to have

(8) 1[1−δ,1](T1) ≥ 1[1−δ,1](T2) ≥ . . .

for all δ ∈ (0, 1). On the other hand, when we do have (8) for a specific δ, and if T is invertible,
then Qn = 1[1−δ,1](Tn) → Q = 1[1−δ,1](T ) (SOT) holds. We include its proof because it could
still be useful even though 1[1−δ,1] is never operator monotone.

Proposition 4.6. Let T1 ≥ T2 ≥ ... ≥ 0 be a decreasing sequence of positive contractions on
H, and let δ ∈ (0, 1).
Suppose that 0 /∈ σ(T ), where T = lim

n→∞
Tn (SOT). Then

Q⊥
1,δ ≤ ... ≤ Q⊥

n,δ ≤ Q⊥
n+1,δ ≤ ... ≤ Q⊥

δ =⇒ lim
n→∞

Q⊥
n,δ = Q⊥

δ (SOT).

Lemma 4.7. Let T be a positive contraction on H, ξ ∈ H and let δ ∈ (0, 1). Then the following
two conditions are equivalent.

(1) ξ ∈ 1[1−δ,1](T )H.

(2) 〈fk(T )ξ, ξ〉 ≤ (1 − δ)−k‖ξ‖2 for every k ∈ N.
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Here, fk : [0, 1] → R is the (unbounded, discontinuous) Borel function given by

(9) fk(t) =







t−k (t ∈ (0, 1])
(

2
1−δ

)k

(t = 0)
.

(In particular, fk(T ) is a possibly unbounded self-adjoint operator. Thus, 〈fk(T )ξ, ξ〉 should be
interpreted as ∞ if ξ is not in the domain of fk(T ))

Proof. (1) =⇒ (2) Let T =
∫ 1

0
tdET (t) be the spectral resolution of T . Then for every k ∈ N,

we have by the Borel functional calculus

〈fk(T )ξ, ξ〉 =
∫

[1−δ,1]

t−kd〈ET (t)ξ, ξ〉

≤ (1− δ)−k

∫

[1−δ,1]

d〈ET (t)ξ, ξ〉

= (1− δ)−k‖ξ‖2.
(2) =⇒ (1). Assume that ξ /∈ 1[1−δ,1](T )H . Then 1[0,1−δ)(T )ξ 6= 0, and by 1[0,1−δ)(T ) =
lim

ε→+0
1[0,1−δ−ε](T ) (SOT), there exists ε ∈ (0, 1 − δ) such that ηε = 1[0,1−δ−ε](T )ξ 6= 0. Since

fk(T ) and 1[0,1−δ−ε](T ) are strongly commuting, it follows that

〈fk(T )ξ, ξ〉 = 〈fk(T )1[0,1−δ−ε](T )ξ, ξ〉+ 〈fk(T )1(1−δ−ε,1](T )ξ, ξ〉

≥
(

2

1− δ

)k

‖1{0}(T )ξ‖2 +
∫

(0,1−δ−ε]

t−kd〈ET (t)η
′
ε, η

′
ε〉

≥
(

2

1− δ

)k

‖1{0}(T )ξ‖2 + (1 − δ − ε)−k‖η′ε‖2.

Here, we set η′ε = ηε − 1{0}(T )ξ. This implies that

(10) ‖1{0}(T )ξ‖2 ≤ 1

2k
‖ξ‖2, k ∈ N,

and

‖η′ε‖2 ≤
(
1− δ − ε

1− δ

)k

‖ξ‖2, k ∈ N.(11)

By (10), we have 1{0}(T )ξ = 0, i.e., η′ε = ηε 6= 0 holds. However, this is impossible because the
left hand side of (11) is positive and is independent of k, while the right hand side tends to 0
as k → ∞. �

Proof of Proposition 4.6. There exist lim
n→∞

Qn,δ =: Q′
δ (SOT) because Q1,δ ≥ Q2,δ ≥ ... ≥ Qδ ≥

0. It is clear that Q′
δ ≥ Qδ. We show that Q′

δ ≤ Qδ.
Let ξ ∈ Q′

δ(H). Then ξ ∈ Qn,δ(H) for all n ∈ N because of the order of {Qn,δ}n.
Let fk be the function defined in (9) of Lemma 4.7. Let ET (·) be the spectral measure

associated with T . Since 0 /∈ σ(T ), there exists ε > 0 such that σ(T ) = suppET ⊆ [ε, 1]. For
k ∈ N, set

f̃k(t) =

{

t−k (t ∈ [ε, 1])

ε−k (t ∈ [0, ε))
.

We have fk(T ) = f̃k(T ) because fk = f̃k ET -a.e. Since f̃k is continuous on [0, 1], we have

f̃k(Tn)
n→∞−−−−→ f̃k(T ) (SOT). Then,

〈fk(T )ξ, ξ〉 = 〈f̃k(T )ξ, ξ〉 = lim
n→∞

〈f̃k(Tn)ξ, ξ〉.

Also, we have

〈f̃k(Tn)ξ, ξ〉 =
∫

[1−δ,1]

f̃k(t)d〈ETn
(t)ξ, ξ〉 ≤ (1− δ)−k‖ξ‖2, n ∈ N
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because f̃k(1− δ) ≤ min{ε−k, (1− δ)−k}.
Therefore, we obtain 〈fk(T )ξ, ξ〉 ≤ (1 − δ)−k‖ξ‖2. Since k ∈ N is arbitrary, we conclude by
Lemma 4.7 that ξ ∈ Qδ(H). Thus, Q′

δ ≤ Qδ holds, and then Qδ = lim
n→∞

Qn,δ (SOT) holds. �

Note that we do not need to have Eq. (8) for all δ ∈ (0, 1) for Proposition 4.6. Only the
condition (8) for sufficiently small δ is needed. We remark, however, that the condition

(12) 1[c,1](A) ≤ 1[c,1](B) for all c ∈ (0, 1)

defines a partial ordering � among positive contractions. Such an ordering � is introduced by
Olson [7] (for self-adjoint operators on a von Neumamnn algebra) and is called the spectral
order. He showed the following equivalence about the spectral order.

Theorem 4.8 ([7, Theorem 3]). Let 0 ≤ A ≤ B be positive contractions. Then the following
conditions are equivalent.

(i) 0 ≤ Ak ≤ Bk for every k ∈ N.
(ii) 1[1−δ,1](A) ≤ 1[1−δ,1](B) for every δ ∈ (0, 1).

We include the proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proof. (i) =⇒ (ii) Let ξ ∈ 1[1−δ,1](A). In particular, 1{0}(A)ξ = 1{0}(B)ξ = 0 holds. Let fk be

as in Lemma 4.7. For each m ∈ N, let Am = A + 1
m

and Bm = B + 1
m
. For each k ∈ N and

j = 0, . . . , k, we have Aj ≤ Bj , so that

Ak
m =

k∑

j=0

(
k

j

)

m−(k−j)Aj ≤
k∑

j=0

(
k

j

)

m−(k−j)Bj = Bk
m.

Then we obtain A−k
m ≥ B−k

m . Let EA (resp. EB) be the spectral measure associated with A
(resp. B). Then 〈A−k

m ξ, ξ〉 ≥ 〈B−k
m ξ, ξ〉, i.e., we have

∫

(0,1]

1

(t+ 1
m
)k
d〈EA(t)ξ, ξ〉 ≥

∫

(0,1]

1

(t+ 1
m
)k
d〈EB(t)ξ, ξ〉,

which by the monotone convergence theorem and Lemma 4.7 for A implies (use 1{0}(A)ξ =
1{0}(B)ξ = 0)

(1 − δ)−k‖ξ‖2 ≥ 〈fk(A)ξ, ξ〉 =
∫

(0,1]

t−kd〈EA(t)ξ, ξ〉 ≥
∫

(0,1]

t−kd〈EB(t)ξ, ξ〉 = 〈fk(B)ξ, ξ〉.

Therefore 〈fk(B)ξ, ξ〉 ≤ (1−δ)−k‖ξ‖2. Since k ∈ N is arbitrary, again by Lemma 4.7, we obtain
ξ ∈ 1[1−δ,1](B)(H). This shows that 1[1−δ,1](A) ≤ 1[1−δ,1](B).
(ii) =⇒ (i): For each n ∈ N, define hn : [0, 1] → [0, 1] by

hn(t) =

2n−1∑

k=1

1

2n
1[ k

2n ,1](t), t ∈ [0, 1].

Then it holds that 0 ≤ x − hn(x) ≤ 1
2n for every x ∈ [0, 1]. In particular, hn converges

uniformly to the function h : [0, 1] → [0, 1] given by h(x) = x (x ∈ [0, 1]). Therefore, we have
lim
n→∞

hn(A) = A and lim
n→∞

hn(B) = B in SOT. Since hn(A) ≤ hn(B) for every n ∈ N, it holds

that A ≤ B.
Let k ∈ N and δ ∈ (0, 1). Then there is δk ∈ (0, 1) for which 1− δk = (1− δ)

1
k holds, and then

by (ii), we have 1[1−δ,1](A
k) = 1[1−δk,1](A) ≤ 1[1−δk,1](B) = 1[1−δ,1](B

k). Thus, the condition

(ii) with A (resp. B) replaced by Ak (resp. Bk) holds. Therefore, by what we have just shown,
we obtain Ak ≤ Bk. This shows (i). �

Finally, we show that the Paszkiewicz conjecture is true if the usual order is replaced by the
spectral order.

Proposition 4.9. Let T1 � T2 � . . . be a decreasing sequence of spectrally ordered positive
contractions on H. Then the Paszkiewicz conjecture holds for it.



On Paszkiewicz’s conjecture about a product of positive contractions 19

Proof. By Theorem 4.8, we have T j
1 ≥ T j

2 ≥ . . . for every j ∈ N. Let k, n ∈ N. Then
‖Sn+kξ‖ = ‖Tn+kTn+k−1Sn+k−2ξ‖ ≤ ‖T 2

n+k−1Sn+k−2ξ‖ because T 2
n+k ≤ T 2

n+k−1 implies
‖Tn+kη‖ ≤ ‖Tn+k−1η‖ for every η ∈ H . By an induction argument, we obtain

‖Sn+kξ‖ ≤ ‖T 2
n+k−1Sn+k−2ξ‖ ≤ ‖T 3

n+k−2Sn+k−3ξ‖ ≤ · · · ≤ ‖T n
k+1Skξ‖.

Letting n → ∞, we obtain (use TjPk+1 = Pk+1 = Pk+1Tj for j = 1, . . . , k, where Pk+1 =
1{1}(Tk+1))

‖Aξ‖ ≤ ‖Pk+1Skξ‖ = ‖Pk+1ξ‖.
Then we let k → ∞ to obtain

‖Aξ‖ ≤ ‖Pξ‖,
which by ‖Pξ‖ ≤ ‖Aξ‖ implies ‖Aξ‖ = ‖Pξ‖. Then by Proposition 2.2, ξ belongs to the
Paszkiewicz subspace for T1, T2, . . . . This finishes the proof. �

It is known that the spectral order A � B for positive contractions do not necessarily imply
that AB = BA. Thus, the class of all spectrally ordered sequences is strictly larger than the
class of sequences in which all operators commute. We include two examples to complete the
picture.

Example 4.10. Let A =

[
1
3 0
0 0

]

, B =

[
5
6

1
6

1
6

5
6

]

. Then it is easy to see that A,B are positive

contractions with spectral resolutions

A = 1
3 ·
[
1 0
0 0

]

+ 0 ·
[
0 0
0 0

]

, σ(A) = {0, 13},

and

B = 2
3 ·
[

1
2 − 1

2
− 1

2
1
2

]

+ 1 ·
[
1
2

1
2

1
2

1
2

]

, σ(B) = { 2
3 , 1},

Moreover, σ(B −A) = { 4−
√
2

6 , 4+
√
2

6 } and AB 6= BA. We show that A � B. Let c ∈ (0, 1).

If c ∈ (0, 1
3 ], then

1[c,1](A) =

[
1 0
0 0

]

≤ 1 = 1[c,1](B).

If c ∈ (13 ,
2
3 ], then

1[c,1](A) = 0 ≤ 1 = 1[c,1](B).

If c ∈ (23 , 1), then

1[c,1](A) = 0 ≤
[
1
2

1
2

1
2

1
2

]

= 1[c,1](B).

Therefore, A � B holds.

We also remark that the spectral order is closely related to commutativity as is clarified by
the work of Uchiyama (see [9], in particular Theorem 1 therein). On the other hand, the next
example shows that the condition A � B can be satisfied even when A and B are far from
being commutative.

Example 4.11 (Communicated by Masaru Nagisa). Let A,C be positive operators such that
AC 6= CA. Then B = ‖A‖1 + C is a positive operator (A,B can be made contractive by
scaling) satisfying A � B, but AB 6= BA. Indeed, for every k ∈ N, we have

Bk = (‖A‖1 + C)k ≥ ‖A‖k + Ck ≥ Ak.
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[5] E. Kopecká and A. Paszkiewicz, Strange products of projections, Israel J. Math., 219 (2017), pp. 271–286.
[6] T. Ogasawara, A theorem on operator algebras, J. Sci. Hiroshima Univ. Ser. A, 18 (1955), pp. 307–309.
[7] M. P. Olson, The selfadjoint operators of a von Neumann algebra form a conditionally complete lattice,

Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 28 (1971), pp. 537–544.
[8] A. Paszkiewicz, The Amemiya–Ando conjecture falls, arXiv:1203.3354, (2012).
[9] M. Uchiyama, Commutativity of selfadjoint operators, Pacific J. Math., 161 (1993), pp. 385–392.

[10] , Spectral order, real analytic waves and commutativity of selfadjoint operators, Acta Sci. Math.
(Szeged), 62 (1996), pp. 259–269.

Hiroshi Ando, Department of Mathematics and Informatics, Chiba University, 1-33 Yayoi-cho,

Inage, Chiba, 263- 8522, Japan

Email address: hiroando@math.s.chiba-u.ac.jp

Yuki Miyamoto, Department of Mathematics and Informatics, Chiba University, 1-33 Yayoi-cho,

Inage, Chiba, 263- 8522, Japan

Email address: 23wm0119@student.gs.chiba-u.jp


	1. Introduction
	2. The limit operator A=n|Sn| and its truncated version A1,A2,…
	2.1. Truncated product Sn,k
	2.2. The case of fast norm convergence of Tn
	2.3. Uniform spectral gap at 1 for A1,A2,… implies the Paszkiewicz conjecture

	3. Generalized Paszkiewicz conjecture: operator algebraic viewpoint
	4. Remark on the spectral order
	Acknowledgments
	References

