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NAYAK’S THEOREM FOR COMPACT OPERATORS
B V RAJARAMA BHAT AND NEERU BALA

ABSTRACT. Let A be an m x m complex matrix and let A1, Aa, ..., Ay, be the eigenvalues of
A arranged such that [A1| > [Az| > -+ > |\, ] and for n > 1, let sgn) > sg") > ... > 5™ he
the singular values of A™. Then a famous theorem of Yamamoto (1967) states that
. n)yL .
Jim (s§)% =\, VI<j<m.

Recently S. Nayak strengthened this result very significantly by showing that the sequence
of matrices |A™|% itself converges to a positive matrix B whose eigenvalues are A1, ||,
.+, |Am|. Here this theorem has been extended to arbitrary compact operators on infinite di-
mensional complex separable Hilbert spaces. The proof makes use of Nayak’s theorem, Stone-
Weirstrass theorem, Borel-Caratheodory theorem and some technical results of Anselone and
Palmer on collectively compact operators. Simple examples show that the result does not
hold for general bounded operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

The main aim of this paper is to study convergence of a sequence of positive bounded linear
operators of the form (|77"*/™), where T is a compact operator on a separable Hilbert space
H. Sequences of this form are of essential importance in spectral theory as seen from the
classical spectral radius formula.

For m > 1, any complex matrix A = [a;;]1<ij<m 1S considered as an operator on the
finite dimensional Hilbert space C™ in the usual way. By spectral radius formula we know
that lim,, . ||A™ » exists and equals to the spectral radius of A. A well-known result of
Yamamoto goes much further. Let A\, Ao, ..., \,, be the eigenvalues of A. We assume that
Al > [Xo| = > A Forn > 1, let s > s{” > ... > s be the singular values of A™.
Then the main theorem of Yamamoto [14] states that

. ()L .
nh_)rgo(sj )r =1\, V1I<j<m.

The spectral radius formula is the special case with j = 1. In [I3], S. Nayak proved a spatial
version of Yamamoto’s theorem. In fact, he showed that the sequence of matrices (|A™[)# con-
verges to a positive matrix B, whose eigenvalues are [A{|, | s, ... |A\y|. From this Yamamoto’s
result follows as a simple corollary.

Yamamoto tried to extend his results to compact operators on infinite dimensional separable
Hilbert spaces and obtained some partial results in [15]. A satisfactory extension was got by
Davis [7]. Presently we extend Nayak’s result to compact operators and show that for any
compact operator A, (|A"|)% converges in norm to a positive operator B, whose spectrum

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 47A10,47B06,47B07.

Key words and phrases. Compact operator, singular value, spectrum, norm convergence.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.16994v1

2 B V RAJARAMA BHAT AND NEERU BALA

is {|A] : A € 0(A)}. The proof is considerably different from that of [I3] Theorem 3.8], for
technical reasons.
Section 2 contains some introductory material and some basic tools which we are going to
need. One specific concept we will use is the notion of collectively compact operators.
Section 3 contains the main result generalizing Nayak’s theorem to compact operators.
We also provide some examples to show that the result does not hold for general bounded
operators even if relax the convergence to strong or weak operator topology.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let #(H) be the space of all bounded operators on a complex separable Hilbert space H.
For any bounded operator T', ran(7") and ker(7T") will denote the range and the kernel of T’
respectively. For any vector space M, dim(M) will denote the dimension of M.

To begin with we recall a case of Holder-McCarthy inequality.

Proposition 2.1. [I2] Theorem 1.4, Page 5| Let S € B(H) be a positive operator. Then
(S"x,z) < (Sz,x)"
for all 0 < r <1 and every unit vector x € H.

As a special case of the above result, we get that
(1) (7", ) < (|T"a, )"
for every T' € A(H) and unit vector x € H. This inequality plays a crucial role in the study
of limits of (|7"*/™).

One of the key ingredient of our proof is the notion of collectively compact sets of operators.
This has been extensively studied in the literature: See [2] 3] for more details. We say, a set
K C B(H) is collectively compact if and only if the set {Kz : K € K, ||z|| < 1} has compact
closure. Originally the notion of collectively compact set of operators was introduced to study

approximate solution of integral equations in [4]. Various properties of such sets are studied
in [1L [5]. We simply recall the results we are going to need.

Proposition 2.2. [2, Proposition 2.1] Let T, T, € #B(H) for n € N. Then the following are
equivalent.

(1) (T,,) converges to T in SOT and (1T,,) is collectively compact.
(2) (T,,) converges to T in SOT and (T,, — T') is collectively compact, and T is compact.

Proposition 2.3. [2| Proposition 2.2] Let T, T,, € B(H) for n € N. If (T,)) converges to T
in norm topology and each T,, — T is compact then (T,, — T) is collectively compact.

In the following we are quoting only a relevant part of [2, Theorem 3.4].

Proposition 2.4. [2, Theorem 3.4] Let T, T, € B(H) for n € N. If (T,,) converges to T in
strong operator topology, (T,, —T) is collectively compact and each T, is self-adjoint then (T),)
converges to T" in norm.
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The following statement can be found in [I], just prior to Theorem 2.1.

Proposition 2.5. [1] Assume {K,,,, : n >} is collectively compact for each m € N and
{Kmn} converges in norm to some bounded operator K,, uniformly in n, as m tends to co.
Then {K,, : n > 1} is collectively compact.

We also need the following classical result from complex analysis.

Theorem 2.6. [II, Theorem 3.1, Page 338] (Borel-Caratheodory theorem). Let g be an
analytic function on a disk of radius R centered at zero in the complex plane. Suppose 0 <
r < R. Then

R+r
sup |g(2)] < sup Re g(z) +
jz|<r =T |z|<R R—r

19(0)].

It is very important for our analysis to keep track of the multiplicities of eigenvalues of
a compact operator A. If X is a non-zero eigenvalue of A, then we consider the ‘algebraic
multiplicity’ of A, which is the dimension of F)(A), the root-space spanned by generalized
eigenvectors with eigenvalue \ :

E\(A) :=span{z : (A —\)"z =0, for some r > 1}.

We know that this space is finite dimensional. Throughout the article, eigenvalues of compact
operators would always be considered with this multiplicity. The theorem of Davis [7] is an
ingredient for our proof, and it uses this multiplicity. For self-adjoint compact operators
algebraic multiplicity is same as the geometric multiplicity (dimension of the corresponding
eigenspace).

Note that, if A is an isolated point of o0(A), then we can define the Riesz projection of A
corresponding to the isolated point {\} as

Py = L (6 — A)~tds,
2T Jp
where I' is a closed contour around {A} separating {\} from o(A)\{\}. Then dim(ranP,) is
equal to the algebraic multiplicity of A (see Page 26, [9] for more details.)

We enumerate the non-zero eigenvalues of a compact operator A as, Aj, Ao, ..., with |A;| >
|A2| > - -+, where each non-zero eigenvalue is repeated with its algebraic multiplicity. If this
collection is finite, say has size M, then by convention we take \; = 0 for ¢« > M. We will call
any such sequence as an eigen-sequence of A. For a compact operator A, the multiplicity of
0 is defined as the dimension of {x : lim,,_,., A"z = 0}. It is to be noted that the multiplicity
of 0 may not be accounted for in the sequence (A1, Ao, .. .), even if 0 is an eigenvalue. For this
reason calling ()\;) enumerated as above as eigen-sequence of A is slight abuse of notation.

3. MAIN RESULTS

Following Nayak [13] for any bounded operator 7" on H and non-negative scalar r, define
the following set:

V(T,r) = {x € H : limsup(|T"|z, z)"/" < r}.
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We have this definition for arbitrary bounded operators, but we would be using it mostly for
compact operators. Our first result yields that the set V (7', 7) is a subspace for every r > 0
and also gives a relation between the eigenspace of T" and V (T, r).

Proposition 3.1. Let T € B(H). Then we have the following.
(1) V(T,r) is a subspace of H for r > 0.
(2) If X\ is an eigenvalue of T, then ker(T — XI) C V(T,r) for every r > ||
(3) For a self adjoint operator T, if X is an isolated point of o(T') with |\ = r, then
ranPy C V(T,r+€) for any e > 0, where Py is the Riesz projection of T' corresponding
to the isolated point \.

Proof. Let r > 0.
(1) Suppose x,y € V(T,r) and « # 0 is a scalar. Then
lim sup(|T" |z, ax)/™ =limsup |a| ™ (|T" |z, z) /"
<lim |oo|¥™ lim sup(|T"|z, )1/
<r.
We also have,
lim sup(|T"|( + y), = +y)'/"
<limsup ((|T"z, z) + (|T"|z,y) + (| T"[y, =) + (| T"|y, y))""
<limsup (|77, 2) + 217" e, ) (7,9 + (1771, 9)) "
=limsup ((|T"z, )% + (| T"|y, y)"/?)

< max {limsup(|T"|z, )™ lim sup(|T™|y, y)l/"}
<r.

2/n

The second last inequality follows from [I3, Lemma 2.2]. Hence V(T',7) is a subspace
of H.
(2) Let z € ker (T'— AI). Then

(T |z, )™ <[ T || el
=[|T" ] ]
=|Alll]*/".

Hence lim sup(|T" |z, x)'/™ < |\| < r for every r > |A|.
(3) This follows directly from [§, Page 582, 25]. O

For a positive operator T' € Z(H), the renowned spectral theorem ensures that there exists
a projection valued measure £ supported on [0, ||7’||] such that

177l
T = / ANdE.
0
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Now, we observe a relationship between the subspaces V (T, 7) and the spectral projections
of T.

Proposition 3.2. Let T € B(H) be a positive operator. Forr > 0, suppose A, is the largest
spectral value of T less than or equal to r. Then

(2) V(T,r)=V(T,\.) = ran(E[0, \,]),
where E s the spectral measure corresponding to the operator T'.

Proof. By spectral theorem for positive operators, we know that
17l 17l
T:/ AdE and T":/ N'dE, for n € N.
0 0

Let 2 € H be a non-zero vector. We claim that lim sup(7™z, z)*/" = § if and only if J is the
smallest value in [0, ||T'||] satisfying (E(6, ||T||]z, x) = 0.
Let ¢ be the smallest value in [0, || T||] satisfying (E(0, || 7|}z, z) = 0. Then

(T, 2) = /0 (B 1)

5

§5"/ d(Ez,x)
0

<o"[l]*.

Consequently, lim sup(1™"z, z)'/" < 6.
Let € > 0 be arbitrary. Then (E(0 — €, d]x, ) # 0, otherwise § is not the smallest value in
[0, [|T°||] satistying (E(0, ||T||]x,z) = 0. Thus

5
(T"z, ) :/0 N'd{Ex, x)

5
2/ N'd(Ez, x)
5

—€

>(0 —e)"(E(6 — €, 6z, ).
Since lim,, . (E(0 — €, 8]z, 2)Y/™ = 1, we have lim sup(T"z, 7)™ > § — e. Thus
lim sup(T"z, )" > 6,

and consequently lim sup(7"z, z)"/™ = §. If lim sup(T"x, )/ = §, then arguing on similar
lines as above, we get that (E(9, | T]|]z,z) = 0.

Let » > 0 and A, be the largest spectral value of T' less than or equal to r. By definition
of V(T',r), we have V(T,\,) C V(T,r). To get the reverse inequality, suppose x € V(T,r).
By the previous claim, we know that lim sup(7"xz, 2)'/" = 5\, where )\ is the smallest spectral
value of T satisfying (E(X, || T[]z, z) = 0. Since z € V(T,r), we have A < r. Also, A < A,.
Thus = € V(T,\) C V(T, \,). Hence V(T,r) = V(T, \,).

We know that x € V(T,\,) if and only if (E(\,, ||T||]z,z) = 0. Since E(A., ||T]|]] is an
orthogonal projection, we have (E(A., ||T||]z, ) = 0 if and only if x € ran (E£[0, A,]). Hence
V(T,\.) = ran(E[0, \,]). O
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In above results, for a given T € Z(H) we have studied the spaces V (T, r) for r > 0. Now,
we go the reverse way and show that these spaces can be used to identify the operator.

Proposition 3.3. Let T1,T, € B(H) be two positive operators. If V(Ty,r) = V(Ty, 1) for
every r > 0, then Ty =T5.

Proof. Let Ey and E, be spectral measures of 77, Ty respectively. We assume that V(T},7) =
V(Ty,r) for every r > 0. By Proposition B2 we have
ran( £ [0, a1]) = ran(Es0, as)),

where a; and ay are largest spectral values of 77 and 75 less than equal to r, respectively.
We have to show that a; = as. On the contrary, assume that a; < as. If a3 < 7 < as, then
V (T, 7) = V(Ts,as), where ay < as is a spectral value of 7. We have

ran(FEs[0, as]) = ran(E4[0,a41)) = V(Th,r) = V(T1,7) = V(Ts,7) = ran(Es[0, as)),

which is a contradiction. Thus a; = ay and consequently ran(Fi[0,a;]) = ran(Es[0,a4]).
Hence Ey[0,7] = E1[0,a1] = Es[0,a1] = E»[0,as] = E»|0,r] for every » > 0. This implies
T1 - TQ. |:|

In the following, we focus our attention on a compact operator A on a separable Hilbert
space H. We want to show the norm convergence of the sequence {|A™|% : n > 1}. It is often
convenient to assume that ||A|| < 1. This is possible in view of the following observation.

Lemma 3.4. Let A € B(H) be any operator and let ¢ > 0 be a scalar. Then the sequence
(|A™|/™) is norm convergent if and only if (|(cA)"|*/™) is norm convergent. Moreover, in such

a case,
lim |(cA)"Y™ = |¢| lim |A™Y™.
n—o0 n—o0
Proof. This is clear, as |(cA)"|'/™ = |c||A™|'/", for n € N. O
Consider

Ca : set of all norm limit points of (JA"|*/™).

Our first task is to show that (4 is non-empty and consists of positive compact operators.
This is accomplished by making use of the notion of collective compactness. Subsequently,

1/n

we will show that all limit points of {|A™|'/" : n > 1} are equal, that is, (4 is singleton and

the whole sequence converges to this limit point.

Theorem 3.5. Let A € B(H) be a compact operator with ||A| < 1. Then the set {|A™*/™ :
n € N} is collectively compact.

Proof. Let {e; : i € N} be an orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space H. Then A admits an
infinite matrix representation (a;;) with respect to the basis. Define

. . A, 0
Am = (aij)id:l and Am = |: 0 0:| .
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As in the proof of Theorem 2 of [I5], we have (A,,) converges to A in the norm topology.
Then it follows that (A”)) converges in norm topology to A" for every n. We claim that this
convergence takes place uniformly in n.

Since ||A]| < 1, we have ||A,,|| < 1. Using analytic functional calculus, we know that

n n 1
Az, — A7) =
T

/ A A= Ap) ™ = (A=A d)\H
T
<sup|A["[(A = A,) 7t = (A= A)7Y|
AeT
=sup||(A — An) 1A — AN = A7,
AET

where T is the unit circle centered at the origin with radius 1. We observe that || A,,|| < ||A]|
and consequently,
1 1

IO = Am) T = 1= A AR 7 < < :
1= Al = 1= [l A]

for every A € T. Now, we have
1
(1 —1[lAl)?
which implies that (Al) converges to A™ in norm topology, uniformly in n, as m tends to oc.
This proves our claim.
Now for n € N,
[ A Ay, — AT A <[JAAT, — ATAL | + AT AL, — AT AT
<[JA% — AT+ [| A5, — A"
<2 A7, — A"

|Ar — A" < | A, — A|| for every n € N,

From the inequality above, we conclude that || A" A" — A*" A™|| converges to 0 uniformly in
n. Consider any analytic polynomial p. Using analytic functional calculus, we have

*N AN *NoAN ]'
(A7 AR — p(A™ A" || =5 —

211

<Ipllsonll (X — A AR) AR AL, — A AM[[[(A = A™A™)

[ - agan) - - A*"A"rl]dAH

[Pl o0 5
(1—1[A[})?
where ||p||cop = sup{|p(z)| : |2| < 1}. In the above computations, the last inequality follows
from the fact that [|A*"A"|| < ||A|*® < ||A]| for n € N and using the following inequality.
1 1
[(A— A A™) 7 = [|(1 = AtAA™) Y| < — < , for A e T.
1— HA* A= 1= [l A]l

for A € T. Hence,

A similar calculation implies that [[(A — Afr AR ) 7| < — ”A”

XN AN XN AN p o0 XN AN XN AN
®) oAy - p(am )] < It g, - .



8 B V RAJARAMA BHAT AND NEERU BALA

Now, we claim that [|(Azr A% )2 — (A A™)Y/20|| converges to 0 uniformly in n. To prove
this, fix 0 < € < 1. We define f,(z) = |2|"/?" for z € 2D, where 2D is the closed unit disc of
radius 2, around the origin. Clearly, it is a continuous function on a compact Hausdorff space.
Then the Stone-Weierstrass approximation theorem implies that there exists a trigonometric
polynomial, p,, such that ||f, — ppllsc,2p := sup{|(fn — pn)(2)| : |2] <2} < §. Note that p, is
a trigonometric polynomial in z, means that it is of the form, a,(z) + b,(2), where a,, b, are
usual polynomials. Define pg ) for 7=1,23,4by

PV (2) = pul2); PP (2) = pu(2); PP (2) = pu(2); 2P (2) = pu(2).

Observe that for z € 2D,

fa(2) = fu(2) = fu(2) = fu(2).
It follows that || f, — Pnllecon = [|fn — pSf)Hoo,gD for 1 < j < 4. Consequently, taking ¢, =
1 24 (4)
4 j:lpn I
€

||.fn - qn||oo,2]]]> = ||fn _pn||oo,2]]]> < 4

It is clear that || f|/cc.2p = 2. Hence

€

n

From the definition of gy, it is clear that it is of the form ¢,(2) = g,(2) + gn(2), Where g,

is a polynomial with real coefficients. Then by Borel-Caratheodory Theorem (see Theorem
2.6) for r =1 and R = 2,

HQnHoo,21D> <2+

sup |gn(z)| < 2sup QH(Z) + 3|gn(0)|'
|z|<1 |z]<2

Observe that Qn(o) = gn(o) + gn(o) = 29n(0) Hence |gn(0)| = %|Qn(0)| < %anHOOQD <1+ §
Consequently, we have [|g,|loep < 2(2+$) +3(1+ %) <8.

Note that A" A" and A*" A" are self-adjoint operators for m,n € N. By continuous func-
tional calculus for self-adjoint operators, we have ¢, (A" A" ) = 2g, (A A" ) and ¢, (A™A") =
2¢g,(A*™A™). Then by equation (B]),

[[(AG AR — (A A2 =] fu(Afr AT — fu( A A

<N (A AR) = (AL AR) |+ 2l gn (A7 AL — gn(A™ A
+ llgn(A™A") = fu(A™A")]|

1gn|loo,p
<2||fn — dnlloop +2 S| A AR — AT AT
(1= [lA[)?

m

<2_E + L|
T4 (1 —[Al)?
Thus ||(AT A" )Y/20 — (A A™)1/27| converges to 0 uniformly in n. In other words, {|A”,
converges to |A”|%, uniformly in n as m tends to co.
By Nayak’s theorem for matrices [I3], we know that (] A% |'/") converges to some positive
finite rank operator B,,. Consequently, Proposition gives that {|A" |/ — B,, : n € N}
is collectively compact for each m. Then Proposition implies that {|A™|Y" : n € N} is

1
!
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collectively compact for each m and hence Proposition 2.5 implies that {|A"[*/™ : n € N} is
collectively compact. 0

Lemma 3.6. Let A € B(H) be a compact operator with |Al| < 1. Then the set (4 of norm
limit points of (|A™|Y/™) is non-empty and consists of positive compact operators.

Proof. Let A € %(H) be a compact operator. Then |||A"|Y/"|| < ||A]| for n € N. By
[10, Theorem 5.1.3, Page 306] (|A"|*/") has a WOT convergent subsequence, say (] A™|*/™)
converging to B in WOT.

We claim that (]A™|"/™) converges to B in norm. Since |A™ |/ converges to B is WOT,
we have |A[1/2(|A™|1/"r) converges to |A|Y2B in SOT and |A|(|]A™|Y/™) converges to |A|B
in norm by [6, Page 81]. By taking adjoint, we get that (|A™|'/"*)|A| converges to B|A| in
norm.

Let = € ker(]A]). Then |A™ |2 = 0 for every k € N and consequently (Bz,z) = 0. Since
B is a positive operator, we have Bx = 0. As a result, we get that ker(|A|) C ker(B).

Let y € H, and y = y; + yo, where y; € ker(|A|) and y, € Tan(|A]). For € > 0, there exist
2 € H such that [jyo — [A|2]| < 5. Then

[| A" [Vmey — By|| =|[|A™ [V (y1 4+ y2) — B(yr + )|
=||| A" | yy — Buys|
<[ | A | gy — | A | Al 2o || 4 ||| A [V | Al 2y — Bl A|z2]|

+[|B|A|z2 — Bya|
2€
=5t [|A™ /™| Alz, — B A|z].

We know that (|A™|'/"|A|) converges to B|A| in norm, thus by above calculation, we get
| A™ |V converges to B in SOT.

By Theorem 3.5, we know that {|A™|'/"#} is collectively compact and Proposition 2.2 (2),
implies that {|A™["/™ — B} is collectively compact and B is compact. Now, Proposition 2.4
gives that {|A™|'/"} converges to B in the norm topology. O

Lemma 3.7. Let A € B(H) be a compact operator with ||A|| < 1. Then for B € (4,
V(A,r) CV(B,r) forr>0.

Proof. As B is a limit point of (]A"|'/"), there exists a subsequence, say (|A™|'/™) converging
to B. Suppose 0 # x € V(A,r) for r > 0 and p € N. Then

(BPz,z) = 1i}£ﬂ<|Ank [P/, ).
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If we choose ny > p, then by Proposition 2.1l we have

[l

2p
7Lk

(BPx, ) <lHm(]A™ |z, z)/"

[
< limsup (| A" |z, 2)?"||z||?
<r?||||*.

Thus lim sup(BPz, 2)'/? < r. Hence z € V(B, r). O

In the following we see that the spectrum of operators in (4 is determined by the spectrum
of A.

Lemma 3.8. Let A € B(H) be a compact operator with ||Al| < 1, and let B € (4. Then
o(B)={|M: e a(A)}.

For A # 0, dim ker(B — |\|I) is equal to the sum of the algebraic multiplicity of n € o(A) for

which |n| = |\l

Proof. There is a subsequence (| A™|'/™) converging to B. Let (sl(-")) and (6;) be eigensequences
of |A"|'/™ and B, respectively. Observe that as these are positive operators eigen-sequences
are uniquely determined. By [9, (b), Page 123], we know that

‘sg”ﬂ — 5| < |ljAm Y — B]|, for i € N.

()

This implies s; ' converges to d; as [ — oo for every i € N. By [7], we know that

s™ 5 |Ai] as n — oo,
for every ¢ € N. As a result, we get §; = |\;| for every ¢ € N. Since B, A are compact operators,
0 is in their spectrum anyway. Hence o(B) = {|\| : A € 0(A)}.
Note that the multiplicity of any ¢; is same as the sum of the algebraic multiplicities of \;

for which |\;| = 9;. As a result dimker(B — 6;]) is equal to sum of the algebraic multiplicity
of \; € 0(A) for which |\;| = §;. This proves the second part. O

A simple consequence of Lemma is that the only limit point of (JA"|*/") is singleton
zero for a compact quasinilpotent operator, for example Volterra operator.

Lemma 3.9. Let A € AB(H) be a compact operator with o(A) = {0}. Then (4 = {0}.
Moreover, lim sup(|A™|z, 2)/™ = 0 for every x € H.

Proof. The first part is clear from the previous result. The second part follows from the
following computations. For non-zero x € H, we have

lim sup(| A"|a, )"/ < limsup [[|A"]a |||z ] /"

1/n 1/n

=limsup || A"z " [|2||
<lim sup ]|A"H1/"||:c]|2/" = 0.

The last inequality holds because spectral radius of A is zero. 0
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Finally we are in a position to state and prove our main theorem.

Theorem 3.10. Let A € B(H) be a compact operator. Then the sequence (|A™|Y/™) converges
in norm to a positive compact operator B, where for r > 0,

ker(B —rl) = {x € H : limsup(|A"|z, 2)"/" = r} U{O}
Further, (|A"|)%) converges to 0 if and only if A is quasi-nilpotent, that is, o(A) = {0}.

Proof. Making use of Lemma [B.4], in the following we assume [|A|| < 1.
First we will show that if B € (4, then

V(A,r)=V(B,r) for r > 0.

By Proposition B3] this will show that (4 is singleton. By Lemma 3.7, we already know that
V(A,r) CV(B,r) for every r > 0. Let (\;) be an eigen-sequence of A. Note that for non-zero
x € H, we have

(A |, ) < A" || || < AR ]2 = sa (AT P

By [7], we get that limsup(|A"|x,z)"/" < |\| for non-zero vector x € H. As a result,
V(B,|A1]) = H = V(A,|A1]), where the first equality follows from Proposition Suppose

(Al = [Ae] = -+ = [Ai | and [Aj | < [Aq, |- Then VI(B, [Aj]) = VI(B, |\]) = H = V(A [M]) =
V(A |\]) for 1 <j <iy.
Now, assume that |A;, 11| = [Nija2] = -+ = [\, |. We claim that V (B, |\,]) = V(A, [\y,])-

Consider a real number 7 such that |[A\;,41| < 7 < |A;|. Let P, be the Riesz projection
corresponding to the operator A defined by

1

r— 5 _-
2mi Jr,

(lu’ - A)_ldlu’7

where integration is taken over the circle centered at the origin with radius r. By [8, Page
582,25], we have

lim sup (| A"z, )™ < limsup |A"z||"/™ < r for z € ranP,.

Hence ranP, C V(A,r) and consequently dim V(A,r)* < dimkerP, = i;. Note that as B is
a positive compact operator, H = kerB @ & ker(B — |\;|1) and by Proposition B2l we
i=1,7#0

have
dim(V(B,r))* = dim(V (B, |\i,|)") = dimker(B — [\ |I) = 4 > dim(V (A, r)5).
By Lemma B.7] we know that V(A,r) C V(B,r) and consequently
dim(V(B,r)*) < dim(V (A, r)b).

This implies that dim(V(B,r)*) = dim(V(A,r)*). Now from V(A4,7) C V(B,r), we get
V(B,r) = V(A,r). Since |A\g| = |A\;,| for iy +1 < k < iy, we have V(B,r) = V(B,|\]) =
VI(B,|\,|) = V(A1) D V(A |A,]) = V(A |M]) for iy +1 < k < ip. Let & € V(B,|\y,]).
Then = € V(B,r) for every |\, 11| <7 < |A\y], as a result x € V (A, r). Taking limit r going
to |A\;,|, we get that x € V(A, |\;,]) and this proves our claim that V(B,|\;,|) = V(A, |A\y,]).
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Continuing the same procedure, we get that V (A, |\|) = V(B, |\|) for every non-zero A. Also,
observe that ker(B — |\1) = {z € H : limsup(|A"|z, 2)*/™ = |A|} J{0}.

We claim that, if A = 0, then V(B,0) = kerB = {x € H : limsup(|A"|z,z)'/" = 0} =
V(A,0). If limsup(|A"|x, )'/" = 0, then lim inf (] A" |2, 2)'/" = 0 and as a result the following
limit exists and

lim(|A"|z, )™ = 0.

By Proposition Bl (Bz, ) = lim(|A™|"/"x, x) = 0. Hence x € ker(B). On the other hand,
if y € ker(B) and lim sup{|A"|y, y)*/™ = |\| # 0, then we know that 2 € ker(B—|\|I), which
is a contradiction.

Suppose By, By € (4. Then

V(B1,r)=V(A,r)=V(By,r), r>0.

Proposition implies that By = B,. Thus (]A"|'/") has a unique norm limit point, say B.
We know that any WO limit point of this sequence is also a norm limit point. From the
sequential WOT compactness of the unit ball of Z(H), it follows that (JA"|*/™) converges to
B. By Lemma and the spectral theorem for positive compact operators, we have

B = Z 5E(5a
s=[)|, for some ieo(4)
where Ej is orthogonal projection onto ker(B — §I) = {x € H : limsup(|A”|z, z)'/" =
5y u{0}. O

If we drop the condition that the operator is compact then the above result does not hold.
The following example illustrates this.

Example 3.11. Let L be the left shift operator on £*(N) defined by
L(zy,19,...) = (29, 13,...) for (z1,2,,...) € (*(N).

Then L™ L™ = P,, where P, is the orthogonal projection on the space span{e; : i > n}, where
{e, : m € N} is the standard orthonormal basis for ¢2(N). Consequently (|[L"[*/") = (P,)
converges to zero in SOT but not in the norm topology.

Example 3.12. Consider an operator 7' on (?(N) defined on the standard basis (e;)iey of
*(N) by

e ifi=1;
e . .
Te; = sty ifi =27

2e;11 otherwise.

Note that T'is a weighted shift with weights less than or equal to 2 and hence T is a bounded
linear operator. To have more clarity about the operator T', we give an expended form of the
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operator 1" and its adjoint:
T
T(Z’l,l’g,...) = (0 2 T3, —% 21’5,21’6,21'7, 2 2[[’9,...) 5
T2

2727 23’
T*(l’l,IQ,...) (2 2 23, 27,21’10,...) .

2 T4y =3 225'6,2.]}'7,2.]}'8,
Observe that (7%)"T™ is diagonal for every n. Then by Simple computations, it follows that

€1 €1 e
|T|€1 = 5’ |T2|1/261 — 5’ |T3|1/3€ o 21/3’ |T4|1/4 — 5’
and for n > 2,
T2 orrey = G [T |Pre; = 2
2371 2
As a result
n 1
(|T° _1|ﬁ61,€1> = — — 1,
9371
<|T2 |2nel761> == 5 — 5

In other words the sequence ({|T™|"/™e,, e;)) has two subsequences converging to two different

points, and hence the sequence is not convergent. Consequently, (|7™|'/™) is not convergent
in WOT.
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