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EXAMPLES OF CYCLIC POLYNOMIALLY BOUNDED

OPERATORS THAT ARE NOT SIMILAR TO

CONTRACTIONS

MARIA F. GAMAL’

Abstract. A question if a polynomially bounded operator is similar

to a contraction was posed by Halmos and was answered in the nega-

tive by Pisier. His counterexample is an operator of infinite multiplicity,

while all its restrictions on invariant subspaces of finite multiplicity are

similar to contractions. In the paper, cyclic polynomially bounded op-

erators which are not similar to contractions and are quasisimilar to

C0-contractions or to isometries are constructed. The construction is

based on a perturbation of the sequence of finite dimensional operators

which is uniformly polynomially bounded, but is not uniformly com-

pletely polynomially bounded, constructed by Pisier.

1. Introduction

Let H be a Hilbert space, and let T : H → H be an operator on H. T is
called polynomially bounded, if there exists a constant M such that

(1.1) ‖p(T )‖ ≤M‖p‖∞ for every polynomial p.

The smallest constant M which satisfies (1.1) is denoted by Mpb(T ) and is
called the polynomial bound of T . If T is not polynomially bounded, then
Mpb(T ) = ∞.

For a natural number n a n×n matrix can be regarded as an operator on
ℓ2n, its norm is denoted by the symbol ‖ · ‖L(ℓ2n). For a family of polynomials
[pij]

n
i,j=1 put

‖[pij ]ni,j=1‖H∞(ℓ2n)
= sup{‖[pij(z)]ni,j=1‖L(ℓ2n), z ∈ D}.

For an operator T on H and a family of polynomials [pij ]
n
i,j=1 the operator

[pij(T )]
n
i,j=1 acting on the space ⊕n

j=1H is defined. T is called completely
polynomially bounded, if there exists a constant M such that

(1.2)
‖[pij(T )]ni,j=1‖ ≤M‖[pij ]ni,j=1‖H∞(ℓ2n)

for every family of polynomials [pij]
n
i,j=1.

The smallest constant M which satisfies (1.2) is denoted by Mcpb(T ) and is
called the complete polynomial bound of T . If T is not complete polynomially
bounded, then Mcpb(T ) = ∞.

An operator T is called a contraction if ‖T‖ ≤ 1. The following criterion
for an operator to be similar to a contraction is proved in [Pa]:
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An operator T is similar to a contraction if and only if Mcpb(T ) < ∞,
and

Mcpb(T ) = inf{‖X‖‖X−1‖ : ‖XTX−1‖ ≤ 1},
where the operators X are invertible.

The question if a polynomially bounded operator is similar to a contrac-
tion was posed by Halmos [H] and was answered in the negative by Pisier
[Pi]. The counterexample is an appropriate Foguel–Hankel operator. Recall
that Γ is a (vector-valued) Hankel operator if and only if S∗

kΓ = ΓSn, where
1 ≤ n, k ≤ ∞, Sn is the unilateral shift of multiplicity n. A Foguel–Hankel
operator is an operator of the form

(
S∗
k Γ
O Sn

)
,

where 1 ≤ n, k ≤ ∞, Γ is a Hankel operator. There exists a Hankel operator
Γ such that the operator

T =

(
S∗
∞ Γ
O S∞

)

is polynomially bounded and is not similar to a contraction [Pi]. Since
µS∞ = ∞, µT = ∞, where µT is the multiplicity of the operator T .

On the other hand, if 1 ≤ n < ∞ or 1 ≤ k <∞, and Γ is a Hankel oper-

ator, then the Foguel–Hankel operator

(
S∗
k Γ
O Sn

)
is polynomially bounded

if and only if it is similar to a contraction [DP, Theorem 4.4 and Corollary
4.5], [Pe, Theorem 15.1.2], see references in [DP] and in [Pe] to the history
of the question. Therefore, if a Foguel–Hankel operator T is polynomially
bounded, and if M is an invariant subspace of T such that µT |M <∞, then
T |M is similar to a contraction, even if T is not similar to a contraction, see
Lemma 1.3 below for the proof.

The purpose of this paper is to construct a polynomially bounded operator
T such that T is not similar to a contraction and µT = 1, that is, T is cyclic.
The main result of the paper is Theorem 7.1, where a polynomially bounded
operator T is constructed such that T is not similar to a contraction and
there exist quasiaffinities X and Y , an outer function g ∈ H∞, and a cyclic
C0-contraction T0 such that XT = T0X, Y T0 = TY , and XY = g(T0).
This result allows us to construct polynomially bounded operators that are
not similar to contractions and are quasisimilar to cyclic absolutely contin-
uous isometries: to the unilateral shift, to the bilateral shift, to absolutely
continuous cyclic reductive unitary operators (Section 2). In particular, we
provide a negative answer to Question 18 from [K]: “if the polynomially
bounded operator T is quasisimilar to a unitary operator, is T similar to
a contraction?”. (Recall that if the polynomially bounded operator T is a
quasiaffine transform of a singular unitary operator, then T is similar to this
unitary operator, see [M], [AT], or [K, Theorem 17].)

The main construction is based on a perturbation of the sequence {RN}N
of finite dimensional operator RN such that

sup
N
Mpb(RN ) <∞ and sup

N
Mcpb(RN ) = ∞,

from [DP] and [Pi], see (5.8) below.
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We need the following notation and definition.
A(D) is the disk algebra, and H∞ is the Banach algebra of all analytic

bounded functions in D. The uniform norm on D is denoted by the symbol
‖ · ‖∞.

For w ∈ D put

(1.3) βw(z) =
w − z

1− wz
, z ∈ D.

Clearly, βw ◦ βw(z) = z for every z ∈ D, and for every ϕ ∈ H∞ we have
ϕ ◦ βw ∈ H∞, ‖ϕ ◦ βw‖∞ = ‖ϕ‖∞, and if ϕ ∈ A(D), then ϕ ◦ βw ∈ A(D).

Since polynomials are dense in A(D) in the uniform norm, polynomials in
(1.1) and (1.2) can be replaced by functions from A(D). Let σ(T ) ⊂ D, and
let w ∈ D. Then the operator βw(T ) = (w − T )(I − wT )−1 is well defined,
p(βw(T )) = (p ◦ βw)(T ), and it is easy to see that

(1.4) Mpb(βw(T )) =Mpb(T ) and Mcpb(βw(T )) =Mcpb(T ).

The following proposition is simple, but important in our construction.

Proposition 1.1. Let {TN}N be a family of operators such that sup
N

‖TN‖ <∞.

Put T = ⊕NTN . ThenMpb(T ) = sup
N
Mpb(TN ) andMcpb(T ) = sup

N
Mcpb(TN ).

Proof. Since ‖T‖ = supN ‖TN‖ and p(T ) = ⊕Np(TN ) for every polynomial
p, we have that ‖p(T )‖ = supN ‖p(TN )‖. Therefore, the equality for Mpb

is fulfilled. Denote by HN the spaces on which TN act. Let [pij ]
n
i,j=1 be

a family of polynomials. The operator R = [pij(T )]
n
i,j=1 acts on the space

K = ⊕n
j=1⊕N HN . Rewriting this space as K = ⊕N ⊕n

j=1HN we obtain that

R = ⊕N [pij(TN )]ni,j=1. Therefore, ‖[pij(T )]ni,j=1‖ = supN ‖[pij(TN )]ni,j=1‖,
and we conclude that the equality for Mcpb is fulfilled. �

Corollary 1.2. Let {TN}N be a family of operators such that σ(TN ) ⊂ D for
every index N , and let {wN}N ⊂ D. Suppose that supN ‖βwN

(TN )‖ < ∞,
where βwN

are defined in (1.3). Put T = ⊕NβwN
(TN ). Then Mpb(T ) =

supN Mpb(TN ) and Mcpb(T ) = supN Mcpb(TN ).

Proof. The corollary follows from Proposition 1.1 and the equalities (1.4).
�

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, it is shown how to con-
struct operators quasisimilar to isometries and having given compressions
on their semi-invariant subspaces (not for arbitrary given compressions).
Sections 3 and 4 contain preliminary results concerning functions and oper-
ators, respectively. Most of them, excepting maybe Theorem 3.8, are simple
or known, and are given to achieve a complete exposition. In Section 5 the
sequence of finite dimensional operators from [DP], [Pi] is described, because
the knowledge of the structure of these operators is needed to construct an
appropriate perturbation of them. In Section 6 the perturbation of the se-
quence of finite dimensional operators described in Section 5 is constructed.
Then this perturbation is used to construct a cyclic polynomially bounded
operator which is not similar to a contraction (Corollary 6.4). This operator
is quasisimilar to a C0-contraction, but the author doesn’t know if the prod-
uct of intertwining quasiaffinities is an outer function of this C0-contraction.
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In Section 7 an additional construction is given that guarantees the exis-
tence of such a function. It allows to apply the results of Section 2 to a
C0-operator constructed in Section 7.

In the rest part of Introduction, the needed notation and definitions are
given, and Lemma 1.3 is formulated and proved.

Let H be a (complex, separable) Hilbert space, and let M be a (linear,
closed) subspace. By IH and PM the identical operator on H and the
orthogonal projection from H onto M are denoted, respectively.

Let T and R be operators on Hilbert spaces H and K, respectively, and let
X : H → K be a linear bounded transformation such that X intertwines T
and R, that is, XT = RX. If X is unitary, then T and R are called unitarily
equivalent, in notation: T ∼= R. If X is invertible, that is, X has a bounded
inverse X−1, then T and R are called similar, in notation: T ≈ R. If X is
a quasiaffinity, that is, kerX = {0} and closXH = K, then T is called a
quasiaffine transform of R, in notation: T ≺ R. If T ≺ R and R ≺ T , then
T and R are called quasisimilar, in notation: T ∼ R.

The multiplicity µT of an operator T acting on a space H is the minimum
dimension of its reproducing subspaces:

µT = min{dimE : E ⊂ H,
∞∨

n=0

T nE = H}.

An operator T is called cyclic, if µT = 1. Let M be an invariant subspace
of T , that is, M is a subspace of H such that TM ⊂ M. It is well known
and easy to see that

(1.5) µP
M⊥T |

M⊥
≤ µT ≤ µT |M + µP

M⊥T |
M⊥

and

(1.6) µT ≥ dimker T ∗

(see, for example, [Ni, II.D.2.3.1]). It follows immediately from the definition
of quasiaffine transform that if T ≺ R, then µR ≤ µT .

D is the open unit disk, T is the unit circle, H2 is the Hardy space on
D, H∞ is the Banach algebra of all bounded analytic functions in D. The
unilateral shift S of multiplicity 1 is the operator of multiplication by the
independent variable on H2. For an inner function θ ∈ H∞ the subspace
θH2 is invariant for S, put

(1.7) Kθ = H2 ⊖ θH2 and Tθ = PKθ
S|Kθ

.

If T is a polynomially bounded operator, then T = Ta ∔ Ts, where Ta
is an absolutely continuous polynomially bounded operator, that is, a H∞-
functional calculus is well-defined for Ta, and Ts is similar to a singular
unitary operator, see [M] or [K]. In this paper, absolutely continuous poly-
nomially bounded operators are regarded. An absolutely continuous poly-
nomially bounded operator T is called a C0-operator, if there exists ϕ ∈ H∞

such that ϕ(T ) = O, see [BP]; if a C0-operator is a contraction, it is called a
C0-contraction, see [SFBK]. For an inner function θ, Tθ is a C0-contraction,
because θ(Tθ) = O.

For a cardinal number n, 0 ≤ n ≤ ∞, H2
n is the orthogonal sum of n

copies of H2, and the unilateral shift Sn is the operator of multiplication
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by the independent variable on H2
n. It is well known and easy to see that

Sn ∼= ⊕n
l=1S and µSn = n.

Lemma 1.3. Let 1 ≤ n, k ≤ ∞ be cardinal numbers, and let Γ: H2
n → H2

k
be an operator such that S∗

kΓ = ΓSn (that is, Γ is a Hankel operator). Put

T =

(
S∗
k Γ
O Sn

)
,

T acts on H2
k ⊕ H2

n. Suppose T is polynomially bounded, and M is an
invariant subspace for T such that µT |M < ∞. Then T |M is similar to a
contraction.

Proof. Put M1 = (H2
k ⊕ {0}) ∨ M and T1 = T |M1 . It follows from the

definition of the multiplicity that µT1 ≤ µT |
H2

k
⊕{0}

+µT |M. Since T |H2
k⊕{0} =

S∗
k and µS∗

k
= 1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ ∞ (see, for example, [Ni, Lemma II.D.2.4.20]),

we obtain that µT1 <∞. Put N = M1 ⊖ (H2
k ⊕{0}). Then N ⊂ {0} ⊕H2

n,
SnN ⊂ N , and PNT1|N = Sn|N . Put Γ1 = Γ|N . Then

T1 =

(
S∗
k Γ1

O Sn|N

)

and S∗
kΓ1 = Γ1Sn|N .

By (1.5), µPNT1|N ≤ µT1 < ∞. Therefore, there exists n1, 1 ≤ n1 < ∞,
such that Sn|N ∼= Sn1 . Thus,

T1 ∼=
(
S∗
k Γ2

O Sn1

)
,

where Γ2 is such that S∗
kΓ2 = Γ2Sn1 . Since n1 < ∞, T1 is similar to a

contraction by [DP, Theorem 4.4]. Since T |M = T1|M, T |M is similar to a
contraction, too. �

2. Construction of operators quasisimilar to isometries

The following definition and notation will be used in this section. An
operator T is called power bounded, if supn≥1 ‖T n‖ < ∞. For an operator
T , let {T}′ denote the commutant of T , that is, the algebra of all operators
that commute with T .

The following lemma is very simple, therefore, its proof is omitted.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose H0, K0, H1, K1 are Hilbert spaces, Y0 : H0 → K0,
Y1 : H1 → K1, Z : H1 → K0 are operators. Put

Y =

(
Y0 Z
O Y1

)
.

Then
(i) if Y0 and Y1 are quasiaffinities, then Y is a quasiaffinity;
(ii) if Y is a quasiaffinity, then clos Y1H1 = K1;
(iii) if Y0 is invertible and Y is a quasiaffinity, then Y1 is a quasiaffinity.

The following proposition will be applied to construct an example of a
polynomially bounded operator, which is not similar to a contraction and is
a quasiaffine transform of S.
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Proposition 2.2. Suppose H, K, M are Hilbert spaces, T0 : H → H,
R0 : K → K, V : M → M, Y0 : H → K, K : K → M, Z : H → M are
operators. Moreover, suppose Y0T0 = R0Y0. Put A = V Z − ZT0 +KY0,

T =

(
V A
O T0

)
, R =

(
V K
O R0

)
, and Y =

(
IM Z
O Y0

)
.

Then Y T = RY . If R and T0 are power bounded, then T is power bounded.
If R and T0 are polynomially bounded, then T is polynomially bounded.

Proof. The equality Y T = RY is a straightforward consequence of the
definition of T , R, and Y and the equality Y0T0 = R0Y0. For a polyno-
mial p set A(p) = PMp(T )|H and K(p) = PMp(R)|K. From the equality
Y p(T ) = p(R)Y writing in the matrix form it is easy to see that

p(T ) =

(
p(V ) A(p)

O p(T0)

)
, and A(p) = p(V )Z − Zp(T0) +K(p)Y0.

Now suppose that R and T0 are polynomially bounded. Since p(V ) =
p(R)|M, we have ‖p(V )‖ ≤Mpb(R)‖p‖∞, and the estimate ‖K(p)‖ ≤Mpb(R)‖p‖∞
follows from the definition of K(p). Also, ‖p(T0)‖ ≤ Mpb(T0)‖p‖∞. There-
fore,

‖A(p)‖ ≤Mpb(R)‖p‖∞‖Z‖+ ‖Z‖Mpb(T0)‖p‖∞ +Mpb(R)‖p‖∞‖Y0‖

=
(
(Mpb(R) +Mpb(T0))‖Z‖+Mpb(R)‖Y0‖

)
‖p‖∞.

Since ‖p(T )‖ ≤
√
3max(‖p(V )‖, ‖A(p)‖, ‖p(T0)‖), we obtain that

‖p(T )‖ ≤
√
3max

(
Mpb(R), (Mpb(R)+Mpb(T0))‖Z‖+Mpb(R)‖Y0‖,Mpb(T0)

)
‖p‖∞.

Thus, if R and T0 are polynomially bounded, then T is polynomially bounded.
If we suppose only that R and T0 are power bounded, then the proof of

the power boundedness of T is the same. �

Corollary 2.3. Suppose θ ∈ H∞ is an inner function, Kθ = H2 ⊖ θH2,
Tθ = PKθ

S|Kθ
, Kθ = PθH2S|Kθ

, H is a Hilbert space, T0 : H → H, Y0 : H →
Kθ, Z : H → θH2 are operators. Moreover, suppose Y0T0 = TθY0. Put
A = S|θH2Z − ZT0 +KθY0,

T =

(
S|θH2 A
O T0

)
and Y =

(
IθH2 Z
O Y0

)
.

Then Y T = SY . If Y0 is a quasiaffinity, then Y is a quasiaffinity. If T0 is
polynomially bounded, then T is polynomially bounded. If T0 is not similar
to a contraction, then T is not similar to a contraction.

Proof. Put M = θH2, V = S|θH2 , K = Kθ, K = Kθ, R0 = Tθ, and apply
Proposition 2.2. Then R = S, therefore, Y T = SY . By Proposition 2.2,
the polynomially boundedness of T0 implies the polynomially boundedness
of T . If Y0 is a quasiaffinity, then Y is a quasiaffinity by Lemma 2.1 (i). If T
is similar to a contraction, the same holds for the compression of T to any
semi-invariant subspace, in particular, for T0. Therefore, if T0 is not similar
to a contraction, then T is not similar to a contraction. �
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Proposition 2.4. Suppose θ ∈ H∞ is an inner function, T is the operator
from Corollary 2.3, and Y0 from Corollary 2.3 is a quasiaffinity. Then T ∼ S
if and only if there exist a quasiaffinity X0 : Kθ → H and an outer function
g ∈ H∞ such that T0X0 = X0Tθ and Y0X0 = g(Tθ).

Proof. The “if” part. Put K(g) = PθH2g(S)|Kθ
, W = K(g) − ZX0, and

X =

(
g(S)|θH2 W

O X0

)
.

Since g is outer, g(S)|θH2 is a quasiaffinity, and X is a quasiaffinity by
Lemma 2.1 (i). It remains to prove that XS = TX. Writing this equality
in matrix form, it is easy to see that it is sufficient to prove the equality

(2.1) g(S)|θH2Kθ +WTθ = S|θH2W +AX0.

Using the definition of W and A we obtain that

g(S)|θH2Kθ +WTθ = g(S)|θH2Kθ +K(g)Tθ − ZX0Tθ,

and

S|θH2W +AX0 = S|θH2K(g) − S|θH2ZX0 + S|θH2ZX0 − ZT0X0 +KθY0X0

= S|θH2K(g) − ZT0X0 +Kθg(Tθ).

Using the equality T0X0 = X0Tθ, we infer that (2.1) is equivalent to the
equality

g(S)|θH2Kθ +K(g)Tθ = S|θH2K(g) +Kθg(Tθ).

But this equality follows from the equality g(S)S = Sg(S) written in the
matrix form.

The “only if” part. Suppose that a quasiaffinity Y is from Corollary
2.3, and X : H2 → θH2 ⊕ H is a quasiaffinity such that XS = TX. Since
Y X ∈ {S}′, there exists a function g ∈ H∞ such that Y X = g(S), and, since

Y X is a quasiaffinity, g is outer. Writing X =

(
X1 W
X2 X0

)
with respect to

the decompositions of the spaces H2 = θH2⊕Kθ and θH
2⊕H and regarding

the equality Y X = g(S) with respect to these decompositions, we obtain
that Y0X0 = g(Tθ) and Y0X2 = O. Since kerY0 = {0}, we conclude that

X2 = O. Thus, X =

(
X1 W
O X0

)
. By Lemma 2.1 (ii), closX0Kθ = H. Since

ker g(Tθ) = {0}, from the equality Y0X0 = g(Tθ) we conclude that kerX0 =
{0}. From the equality XS = TX we conclude that X0Tθ = T0X0. �

Remark 2.5. The conditions T0X0 = X0Tθ and Y0T0 = TθY0 guarantee
that Y0X0 ∈ {Tθ}′, consequently, there exists a function ϕ ∈ H∞ such that
Y0X0 = ϕ(Tθ). The condition that X0 and Y0 are quasiaffinities guarantees
that the inner factor of ϕ is coprime with θ. For every f ∈ H∞ such that
the inner factor of f is coprime with θ one can regard f(Tθ)Y0 instead of Y0,
because f(Tθ)Y0 is a quasiaffinity which intertwines Tθ with T0. Also, for
every h ∈ H∞ the equality (fϕ)(Tθ) = (ϕf + θh)(Tθ) holds. But there exist
functions ϕ and θ such that ϕ is coprime with θ and the function ϕf + θh
is not outer for every f , h ∈ H∞, see [No] for (it seems the first) example
of such functions ϕ and θ.
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Now we see that to construct a polynomially bounded operator T such
that T ≺ S and T is not similar to a contraction, it is sufficient to construct a
polynomially bounded operator T0 such that T0 ∼ Tθ for some inner function
θ, and T0 is not similar to a contraction. This is done in Corollary 6.4. To
construct a polynomially bounded operator T such that T ∼ S and T is not
similar to a contraction, it is sufficient to construct a polynomially bounded
operator T0 such that T0 ∼ Tθ for some inner function θ, T0 is not similar
to a contraction, and there exist quasiaffinities X0 and Y0 and an outer
function g ∈ H∞ such that T0X0 = X0Tθ, Y0T0 = TθY0, and Y0X0 = g(Tθ).
This is done in Theorem 7.1. The function g is from Lemma 3.4. The
operator Z from Proposition 2.2 can be zero in both cases. The operator
Z was considered to show that the choice of Z does not allow to avoid the
condition on the existence of an outer function g such that Y0X0 = g(Tθ) in
this construction.

Put χ(z) = z, z ∈ T. Let U be the bilateral shift of multiplicity 1, that
is, the operator of multiplication by χ on L2(T). U has the following form
with respect to the decomposition L2(T) = H2 ⊕H2

−:

(2.2) U =

(
S K
O S∗

)
,

where S is the unilateral shift of multiplicity 1, K : H2
− → H2 acts by the

formula Kχ−n = 0, n ≥ 2, Kχ−1 = χ0, S∗ : H
2
− → H2

− acts by the formula

S∗χ
−n = χ−n+1, n ≥ 2, S∗χ

−1 = 0.
The following propositions will be applied to construct an example of a

polynomially bounded operator, which is not similar to a contraction and is
quasisimilar to U .

Proposition 2.6. Suppose H is a Hilbert space, and T1 : H → H and
Y1 : H

2 → H are operators such that Y1S = T1Y1. Put x0 = Y1χ
0, A : H2

− →
H, Aχ−1 = x0, Aχ

−n = 0, n ≥ 2,

T =

(
T1 A
O S∗

)
and Y =

(
Y1 O

O IH2
−

)
.

Then Y U = TY .
If T1 is power bounded, then T is power bounded. If T1 is polynomially

bounded, then T is polynomially bounded.

Proof. Clearly, Y1K = A. From this equality and (2.2) we conclude that
Y U = TY . Note that

T ∗ =

(
(S∗)

∗ A∗

O T ∗
1

)

with respect to the decomposition H2
− ⊕H. Applying Proposition 2.2 with

T0 = T ∗
1 , R0 = S∗, V = (S∗)

∗, Y0 = Y ∗
1 , Z = O, K∗ instead of K and A∗

instead of A, and taking into account that R = U∗, we obtain the conclusion
of Proposition 2.2 for T ∗, and, consequently, for T . �

Proposition 2.7. Suppose g ∈ H∞ is an outer function, H is a Hilbert
space, T1 : H → H is an operator, Y1 : H

2 → H and X1 : H → H2 are
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quasiaffinities such that Y1S = T1Y1, X1T1 = SX1, and X1Y1 = g(S). Let
T and Y be defined as in Proposition 2.6. Put K(g) = PH2g(U)|H2

−
and

X =

(
X1 K(g)

O g(S∗)

)
.

Then X and Y are quasiaffinities such that Y U = TY , XT = UX, and
XY = g(U).

Proof. Since g is outer, g(S∗) is a quasiaffinity. By Lemma 2.1 (i), X and
Y are quasiaffinities. The equality Y U = TY is proved in Proposition 2.6.
Using the matrix forms of U , T , and X, and the equality X1T1 = SX1, it is
easy to see that the equality XT = UX follows from the equality

(2.3) X1A+K(g)S∗ = SK(g) +Kg(S∗).

We show that X1A = g(S)K. Indeed, for n ≥ 2 we have that Aχ−n = 0
and Kχ−n = 0. Furthermore, X1Aχ

−1 = X1x0 = X1Y1χ
0 = g, and

g(S)Kχ−1 = g(S)χ0 = g. To prove (2.3) it remains to note that SK(g) +
Kg(S∗) = g(S)K + K(g)S∗, and this equality follows from the equality
g(U)U = Ug(U) written in the matrix form. The equality XY = g(U)
can be easily obtained from the definitions of X and Y and the matrix form
of g(U). �

Corollary 2.8. Suppose T1 satisfies the conditions of Proposition 2.7, and
T is defined in Proposition 2.7. If T1 is polynomially bounded, then T is
polynomially bounded. If T1 is not similar to a contraction, then T is not
similar to a contraction.

Proof. The assertion about polynomial boundedness is proved in Proposition
2.6. The assertion about similarity to a contraction follows from the same
reasons as at the end of the proof of Corollary 2.3. �

The following lemma shows that there exist polynomially bounded oper-
ators that are quasisimilar to cyclic reductive unitaries and are not similar
to contractions. A function g in the example will be g(z) = exp(−(1+z

1−z )
α),

z ∈ closD \ {1}, 0 < α < 1, see Lemma 3.4. The interested readers can find
sets σ satisfying the condition of the lemma themselves.

Lemma 2.9. Suppose T is an operator, and X and Y are quasiaffinities
such that Y U = TY , and XT = UX. Since XY ∈ {U}′, there exists a
function g ∈ L∞ such that XY = g(U). Let σ ⊂ T be a measurable set
and let δ > 0 be such that |g| ≥ δ a.e. on σ. Put M = clos Y L2(σ), where
L2(σ) = {h ∈ L2 : h = 0 a.e. on T \ σ}. Then

(2.4) T |M ≈ U |L2(σ)

and PM⊥T |M⊥ ∼ U |L2(T\σ). If T is power bounded and is not similar to a
contraction, then PM⊥T |M⊥ is not similar to a contraction.

Proof. Clearly, TM ⊂ M, and

closXM = closXY L2(σ) = clos g(U)L2(σ) = L2(σ).

Put

Xσ = X|M : M → L2(σ) and Yσ = Y |L2(σ) : L
2(σ) → M.
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Then Xσ and Yσ are quasiaffinities. Since XσYσ = g(U)|L2(σ) is invertible,
we conclude that Xσ and Yσ are invertible. Since XσT |M = U |L2(σ)Xσ,
(2.4) is proved.

Put T1 = PM⊥T |M⊥ , X1 = PL2(T\σ)X|M⊥ , and Y1 = PM⊥Y |L2(T\σ). It
is easy to see that X1T1 = U |L2(T\σ)X1 and Y1U |L2(T\σ) = T1Y1. By Lemma
2.1 (iii), X1 and Y1 are quasiaffinities. By [B, Corollary 2.2] applied to
T ∗ we have that T ≈ U |L2(σ) ⊕ T1. If T1 is similar to a contraction, we
conclude that T is similar to a contraction. Also, to show that T is similar
to a contraction, if T1 is similar to a contraction, [C, Corollary 4.2] can be
applied. �

3. Preliminaries: function theory

For λ ∈ D denote by bλ a Blaschke factor: bλ(z) =
|λ|
λ

λ−z
1−λz

, z ∈ D. Note

that

(3.1) bλ ◦ βw = ζw,λbβw(λ), where ζw,λ ∈ T.

Recall that βw is defined in (1.3).

The following lemma is very simple, but useful.

Lemma 3.1. Let {BN}N be a sequence of finite Blaschke products. Then
there exists a sequence {rN}N such that 0 < rN < 1 and for every sequence
{wN}N ⊂ D such that |wN | ≥ rN there exists a sequence {ζN}N ⊂ T such
that the product

∏
N ζNBN ◦ βwN

converges.

Proof. Denote by ΛN the set of zeros of BN , then BN =
∏

λ∈ΛN
bkλλ , where

1 ≤ kλ < ∞ is the multiplicity of λ. For wN ∈ D put ζN =
∏

λ∈ΛN
ζ
kλ
wN ,λ,

where ζwN ,λ are from (3.1), then ζNBN ◦ βwN
=
∏

λ∈ΛN
bkλβwN

(λ). Let {ηN}N
be a sequence such that ηN > 0 and

∑
N ηN < ∞. Since |βw(λ)| → 1 when

|w| → 1 and ΛN is finite, there exists 0 < rN < 1 such that
∑

λ∈ΛN
kλ(1 −

|βw(λ)|) ≤ ηN for w ∈ D, |w| ≥ rN . Let wN ∈ D, and let |wN | ≥ rN . Then
∑

N

∑

λ∈ΛN

kλ(1− |βwN
(λ)|) ≤

∑

N

ηN <∞,

that is, the product
∏

N

∏
λ∈ΛN

bkλβwN
(λ) =

∏
N ζNBN ◦ βwN

converges. �

The following lemma is a particular case of [SFBK, VI.1.6]. Also, it can
be proved in a straightforward manner.

Lemma 3.2. Let w ∈ D. Put

Uw : H2 → H2, (Uwh)(z) =
(1− |w|2)1/2

1− wz
(h ◦ βw)(z), z ∈ D, h ∈ H2,

where βw is defined in (1.3). Then Uw is unitary, Uw = U−1
w , UwKθ◦βw = Kθ

and Uw|Kθ◦βw
Tθ◦βw = βw(Tθ)Uw|Kθ◦βw

for every inner function θ ∈ H∞,
where the space Kθ and the operator Tθ are defined in (1.7).

The following lemma can be easily proved by induction. Therefore, its
proof is omitted.
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Lemma 3.3. There exist functions cnk : D → C such that supD |cnk| < ∞
for every n ≥ 1, 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, and for every analytic function g : D → C

and every w ∈ D

(3.2) (g ◦ βw)(n)(z) =
n−1∑

k=0

g(n−k)(βw(z))
cnk(w)

(1 − wz)2n−k
.

Namely, c10(w) = |w|2 − 1, cn+1,0(w) = (|w|2 − 1)cn0(w),

cn+1,k(w) = (|w|2 − 1)cnk(w) + (2n − k + 1)wcn,k−1(w), 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1,

cn+1,n(w) = (n+ 1)wcn,n−1(w).

We need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. There exists an outer function g ∈ H∞ such that g(n)(r) → 0
when r ∈ (0, 1), r → 1, for every n ≥ 0.

Proof. Let 0 < α < 1, put g(z) = exp(−(1+z
1−z )

α), z ∈ D. It is easy to prove
by induction that

g(n)(z) = g(z)

κ(n)∑

l=1

anl

(1 + z

1− z

)γnl

(1− z)ηnl , z ∈ D,

where κ(n) < ∞, anl, γnl, ηnl ∈ R. Therefore, g(n)(r) → 0 when r ∈ (0, 1),
r → 1, for every n ≥ 0. In [Ni, Example I.A.4.3.7, p.71] it is proved that
g ∈ H∞ and g is outer. �

Lemma 3.5. Suppose Λ ⊂ D is finite, 1 ≤ kλ < ∞ for every λ ∈ Λ, and

B =
∏

λ∈Λ b
kλ
λ . Then there exists C > 0 which depends on B such that

dist(ϕ,BH∞) ≤ C max
λ∈Λ,0≤k≤kλ−1

|ϕ(k)(λ)| for every ϕ ∈ H∞.

Proof. Recall that for the Blaschke productB the space KB and the operator

TB on KB are defined by (1.7). Put uλk(z) = B(z)
(z−λ)k

, z ∈ D, λ ∈ Λ,

1 ≤ k ≤ kλ. Then {uλk}λ∈Λ,1≤k≤kλ is a basis of KB , and, since dimKB <
∞, there exist an invertible operator X on KB and an orthonormal basis
{eλk}λ∈Λ,1≤k≤kλ of KB such that Xuλk = eλk, λ ∈ Λ, 1 ≤ k ≤ kλ. Let
ϕ ∈ H∞. Then

Xϕ(TB)X
−1eλk =

k−1∑

l=0

ϕ(l)(λ)

l!
eλ,k−l, λ ∈ Λ, 1 ≤ k ≤ kλ,

therefore, there exists C1 > 0 which depends on
∑

λ∈Λ kλ only such that

‖Xϕ(TB)X−1‖ ≤ C1 maxλ∈Λ,0≤k≤kλ−1 |ϕ(k)(λ)|. Thus,
‖ϕ(TB)‖ ≤ ‖X‖‖X−1‖C1 max

λ∈Λ,0≤k≤kλ−1
|ϕ(k)(λ)|.

By Nehari’s theorem, dist(ϕ,BH∞) = ‖ϕ(TB)‖. �

Lemma 3.6. Suppose B is a finite Blaschke product, and a, γ ∈ (0, 1). Then
there exists r ∈ (0, 1) such that |(B ◦ βw)(z)| ≥ γ for z, w ∈ D, |z| ≤ a,
r ≤ |w|, where βw is defined in (1.3).
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Proof. Set B =
∏

λ∈Λ b
kλ
λ , where Λ ⊂ D is a finite set, and 1 ≤ kλ < ∞ for

every λ ∈ Λ. Put κ =
∑

λ∈Λ kλ.
It is easy to see from (3.1) that

1− |(bλ ◦ βw)(z)|2 =
(1− |βw(λ)|2)(1− |z|2)

|1− βw(λ)z|2
.

From this equality and the relations |βw(λ)| → 1 when w ∈ D, |w| → 1, we
have that |(bλ ◦βw)(z)| → 1 when w ∈ D, |w| → 1 uniformly on {z : |z| ≤ a}
for every λ ∈ D. Therefore, for every λ ∈ D there exists rλ ∈ (0, 1) such that

|(bλ ◦ βw)(z)| ≥ γ1/κ for z, w ∈ D, |z| ≤ a, rλ ≤ |w|. Put r = maxλ∈Λ rλ.
Then

|(B ◦ βw)(z)| =
∏

λ∈Λ

|(bλ ◦ βw)(z)|kλ ≥
∏

λ∈Λ

(γ1/κ)kλ = γ

for z, w ∈ D, |z| ≤ a, r ≤ |w|. �

Proposition 3.7. Suppose C > 0, Λ ⊂ (0, 1) is finite, 1 ≤ kλ < ∞ for

every λ ∈ Λ, B =
∏

λ∈Λ b
kλ
λ , ϕ, g ∈ H∞, ϕ(λ) 6= 0 for every λ ∈ Λ, and

g(k)(r) → 0 when r ∈ (0, 1), r → 1, for every k ≥ 0. Then there exists r0,
0 < r0 < 1, such that for every w ∈ [r0, 1) there exists f ∈ H∞ such that
g ◦ βw − fϕ ∈ BH∞ and dist(f,BH∞) ≤ C, where βw is defined in (1.3).

Proof. We have g ◦ βw − fϕ ∈ BH∞ if and only if

(3.3) (g ◦ βw)(n)(λ) = (fϕ)(n)(λ) for every λ ∈ Λ, 0 ≤ n ≤ kλ − 1.

Put

ϕλnk =
n!

k!(n − k)!
ϕ(n−k)(λ), 0 ≤ k ≤ n, 0 ≤ k ≤ kλ − 1,

ϕλnk = 0, 0 ≤ n ≤ k − 1 ≤ kλ − 1.

Then (3.3) is equivalent to

(3.4) {ϕλnk}kλ−1
n,k=0 · {f (k)(λ)}

kλ−1
k=0 = {(g ◦ βw)(n)(λ)}kλ−1

n=0 .

Since {ϕλnk}kλ−1
n,k=0 is a lower triangular matrix, and ϕλnn = ϕ(λ), 0 ≤ n ≤

kλ − 1, det{ϕλnk}kλ−1
n,k=0 = ϕ(λ)kλ 6= 0 for λ ∈ Λ, therefore, the matrix

{ϕλnk}kλ−1
n,k=0 is invertible. Put Φλ = ({ϕλnk}kλ−1

n,k=0)
−1, then (3.4) is equivalent

to

(3.5) {f (k)(λ)}kλ−1
k=0 = Φλ · {(g ◦ βw)(n)(λ)}kλ−1

n=0 .

Since Λ is a finite set and kλ < ∞, for every w ∈ D there exists a function
f ∈ H∞ which satisfies (3.5). By Lemma 3.5, there exists C1 which depends

on B only such that dist(f,BH∞) ≤ C1maxλ∈Λ,0≤k≤kλ−1 |f (k)(λ)|. Since
Λ ⊂ (0, 1), βw(λ) ∈ (−1, 1), if w ∈ (0, 1), and βw(λ) → 1 when w ∈ (0, 1),
w → 1. From (3.2) and the condition on g we conclude that

‖{(g ◦ βw)(n)(λ)}kλ−1
n=0 ‖ → 0 when w → 1, w ∈ (0, 1),

for every λ ∈ Λ. Therefore, we infer from (3.5) that for every λ ∈ Λ there

exists rλ ∈ (0, 1) such that ‖{f (k)(λ)}kλ−1
k=0 ‖ ≤ C/C1, if w ∈ [rλ, 1). Now

r0 = maxλ∈Λ rλ < 1 satisfies to the conclusion of the proposition. �
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The following theorem is the main result of this section. The condition
(3.6) from the theorem is the generalized Carleson condition, see [Ni, The-
orem II.C.3.2.14, p.164].

Recall that βw is defined in (1.3).

Theorem 3.8. Suppose C > 0, g ∈ H∞, and g(k)(r) → 0 when r ∈ (0, 1),
r → 1, for every k ≥ 0. Furthermore, suppose BN are finite Blaschke
products with zeros from (0, 1), ϕN ∈ H∞, ϕN (λ) 6= 0 for every λ ∈ D

such that BN (λ) = 0, for every index N . Then there exist δ > 0 and
sequences of wN ∈ (0, 1), of ζN ∈ T, and of ψN ∈ H∞ such that the product∏

N ζNBN ◦ βwN
converges,

(3.6)
∣∣∏

N

ζN (BN ◦ βwN
)(z)

∣∣ ≥ δ inf
N

|(BN ◦ βwN
)(z)| for every z ∈ D,

g − ψN · ϕN ◦ βwN
∈ (BN ◦ βwN

)H∞, and dist(ψN , (BN ◦ βwN
)H∞) ≤ C.

Proof. Denote by {r1N}N a sequence from Lemma 3.1 applied to {BN}N ,
and by r2N a quantity from Proposition 3.7 applied to C, BN , ϕN , and g.
Put rN = max(r1N , r2N ).

Let γn ∈ (0, 1) be such that δ =
∏

n γn converges, put δN =
∏N

n=1 γn. We
construct the sequence {wN}N such that wN ∈ [rN , 1) by induction. Let
w1 ∈ [r1, 1) be arbitrary. Clearly, |(B1 ◦ βw1)(z)| ≥ δ1|(B1 ◦ βw1)(z)| for
every z ∈ D. Suppose that wn ∈ [rn, 1), 1 ≤ n ≤ N , are such that
(3.7)

|θN (z)| ≥ δN inf
1≤n≤N

|(Bn◦βwn)(z)| for every z ∈ D, where θN =

N∏

n=1

Bn◦βwn .

Since θN is a finite Blaschke product, there exists a ∈ (0, 1) such that

(3.8) |θN (z)| ≥ γN+1 for every z ∈ D, |z| ≥ a.

We have from (3.8) that

(3.9) inf
1≤n≤N

|(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)| ≥ γN+1 for every z ∈ D, |z| ≥ a.

By Lemma 3.6, there exists wN+1 ∈ [rN+1, 1) such that

(3.10) |(BN+1 ◦ βwN+1
)(z)| ≥ γN+1 for every z ∈ D, |z| ≤ a.

We show that
(3.11)
|(θN ·BN+1◦βwN+1

)(z)| ≥ γN+1δN inf
1≤n≤N+1

|(Bn◦βwn)(z)| for every z ∈ D.

We consider four cases.
First case: a ≤ |z| < 1, inf1≤n≤N+1 |(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)| = inf1≤n≤N |(Bn ◦
βwn)(z)|. By (3.7) and (3.9),

|(θN ·BN+1 ◦ βwN+1
)(z)| ≥ γN+1δN inf

1≤n≤N
|(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)|

= γN+1δN inf
1≤n≤N+1

|(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)|.

Second case: a ≤ |z| < 1, inf1≤n≤N+1 |(Bn ◦βwn)(z)| = |(BN+1 ◦βwN+1
)(z)|.

By (3.8),

|(θN ·BN+1◦βwN+1
)(z)| ≥ γN+1|(BN+1◦βwN+1

)(z)| = γN+1 inf
1≤n≤N+1

|(Bn◦βwn)(z)|.
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Third case: |z| ≤ a, inf1≤n≤N+1 |(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)| = inf1≤n≤N |(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)|.
By (3.7) and (3.10),

|(θN · BN+1 ◦ βwN+1
)(z)| ≥ |(BN+1 ◦ βwN+1

)(z)|δN inf
1≤n≤N

|(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)|

≥ γN+1δN inf
1≤n≤N

|(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)| = γN+1δN inf
1≤n≤N+1

|(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)|.

Fourth case: |z| ≤ a, inf1≤n≤N+1 |(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)| = |(BN+1 ◦ βwN+1
)(z)|. By

(3.7) and (3.10),

|(θN · BN+1 ◦ βwN+1
)(z)| ≥ |(BN+1 ◦ βwN+1

)(z)|δN inf
1≤n≤N

|(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)|

≥ |(BN+1 ◦ βwN+1
)(z)|δNγN+1 = γN+1δN inf

1≤n≤N+1
|(Bn ◦ βwn)(z)|.

Since δN+1 = γN+1δN and 0 < δN < 1, the relation (3.11) is proved.
Thus, (3.7) is proved by induction for all N . Let N → ∞ in both parts of
(3.7), then (3.6) follows. By Lemma 3.1, there exists a sequence ζN ∈ T

such that the product
∏

N ζNBN ◦ βwN
converges.

Let fN be functions from Proposition 3.7 applied to C, BN , ϕN , and g,
with w = wN . Put ψN = fN ◦ βwN

. Then ψN ∈ H∞, g − ψN · ϕN ◦ βwN
∈

(BN ◦ βwN
)H∞ and dist(ψN , (BN ◦ βwN

)H∞) = dist(fN , BNH
∞) ≤ C. �

4. Preliminaries: Jordan operators

For N ≥ 1 and λ ∈ D define the operator TN,λ : C
N+1 → C

N+1 acting by

the formula TN,λe0 = λe0, TN,λen = λen + en−1, 1 ≤ n ≤ N , where {en}Nn=0

is an orthonormal basis of CN+1. It is well known that TN,λ ≈ TbN+1
λ

, but

‖TN,λ‖ ≤ 1 if and only if λ = 0.

Lemma 4.1. Let N ≥ 1, and let ε > 0. Then there exists δ > 0 such that
for every λ ∈ D, |λ| < δ, there exists an operator X : CN+1 → KbN+1

λ
such

that XTN,λ = TbN+1
λ

X, ‖X‖ ≤ 1 + ε, and ‖X−1‖ ≤ 1 + ε, where the space

KbN+1
λ

and the operator TbN+1
λ

are defined in (1.7).

Proof. Put

hn(z) = bN+1
λ (z) (1−|λ|2)1/2(1−λz)n

(z−λ)n+1 , z ∈ D, and cnk = n!
k!(n−k)!

λ
n−k

(1−|λ|2)n ,

0 ≤ k ≤ n, 0 ≤ n ≤ N . Then {hn}Nn=0 is an orthonormal basis of KbN+1
λ

.

Put

X : CN+1 → KbN+1
λ

, Xen =

n∑

k=0

cnkhk.

Then X has the upper triangular form in the orthonormal bases {en}Nn=0

and {hn}Nn=0. Also, XTN,λ = TbN+1
λ

X. To see that, put un = Xen, then

un(z) = bN+1
λ (z) (1−|λ|2)1/2

(z−λ)n+1 , z ∈ D, therefore, TbN+1
λ

u0 = λu0, TbN+1
λ

un =

λun + un−1, 1 ≤ n ≤ N .
Let D be a diagonal matrix with the elements cnn, 0 ≤ n ≤ N , put A =

X −D, then (D−1A)N+1 = O, therefore, X−1 =
∑N

n=0(−1)n(D−1A)nD−1.

Also, ‖D‖ = 1
(1−|λ|2)N

, and ‖D−1‖ = 1. If 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, then cnk → 0

when |λ| → 0, and, since A is a finite matrix with elements cnk and 0, then
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‖A‖ → 0 when |λ| → 0. Since ‖X‖ ≤ ‖D‖+ ‖A‖ and ‖X−1‖ ≤∑N
n=0 ‖A‖n,

‖X‖ → 1 and ‖X−1‖ → 1 when |λ| → 0. Therefore, there exists δ > 0 such
that if |λ| < δ then ‖X‖ ≤ 1 + ε, and ‖X−1‖ ≤ 1 + ε. �

Suppose H is a Hilbert space, and N ≥ 1. Define the shift operator SHN

on ⊕N
n=0H as following:

(4.1) SHN =




O IH . . . O O

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
O O . . . O IH
O O . . . O O


 .

Note that SN+1
HN = O, and SN

HN 6= O. Also, µSHN
= dimH.

Corollary 4.2. Suppose H is a Hilbert space, d = dimH < ∞, {ej}dj=1

is an orthonormal basis of H, {λj}dj=1 ⊂ D, the operator D : H → H acts
by the formula Dej = λjej , 1 ≤ j ≤ d. Furthermore, suppose N ≥ 1,

and put T = ⊕N
n=0D + SHN . Then T ≈ ⊕d

j=1TbN+1
λj

. Moreover, let ε > 0,

and let δ be from Lemma 4.1 applied to N and ε. If |λj | < δ for every

1 ≤ j ≤ d, then there exists an operator X : ⊕N
n=0 H → ⊕d

j=1KbN+1
λj

such

that XT = (⊕d
j=1TbN+1

λj

)X, ‖X‖ ≤ 1 + ε, and ‖X−1‖ ≤ 1 + ε.

Proof. We have H = ⊕d
j=1Cej , therefore, ⊕N

n=0H = ⊕d
j=1 ⊕N

n=0 Cej. The

spaces ⊕N
n=0Cej are invariant for T , and T |⊕N

n=0Cej
= TN,λj

. Thus, T =

⊕d
j=1TN,λj

, and it remains to apply Lemma 4.1. �

Lemma 4.3. Suppose H is a Hilbert space, d = dimH <∞, {ej}dj=1 is an

orthonormal basis of H, {λj}dj=1, {νj}dj=1 ⊂ D, the operators D : H → H,
D⋆ : H → H act by the formulas Dej = λjej , 1 ≤ j ≤ d, D⋆ej = νjej ,
1 ≤ j ≤ d. Let N ≥ 1, and let A : ⊕N

n=0 H → ⊕N
n=0H be an arbitrary

operator. Put B =
∏

d

j=1 b
N+1
λj

bN+1
νj . Put T0 = ⊕N

n=0D + SHN and T1 =

⊕N
n=0D⋆ + S∗

HN . Define the operator T on the space ⊕N
n=0H ⊕ ⊕N

n=0H as
follows:

T =

(
T1 A
O T0

)
.

If λj 6= λk, νj 6= νk for j 6= k, and λj 6= νk for every 1 ≤ j, k ≤ d, then
T ≈ TB, where TB is defined in (1.7).

Proof. Put p(z) =
∏

d

j=1(z − λj)
N+1. Then p(T0) = O, p(T1) has bounded

inverse, because λj 6= νk for every 1 ≤ j, k ≤ d and T1 acts on a finite
dimensional space, and

p(T ) =

(
p(T1) A0

O O

)
,

where A0 is an appropriate operator. Put Y0 = p(T1)
−1A0 and Y =(

I Y0
O I

)
. The equality Y T = (T1 ⊕ T0)Y follows from the definition of Y

and the equality p(T )T = Tp(T ) writing in matrix form. Thus, T ≈ T1⊕T0.
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By Corollary 4.2, T0 ≈ ⊕d
j=1TbN+1

λj

and T1 ≈ ⊕d
j=1TbN+1

νj
. Since B is a fi-

nite Blaschke product and all λj , νk are pairwise distinct, we conclude that
T ≈ TB . �

5. Preliminaries: Foguel–Hankel operators with truncated

shifts

We introduce the following notation (see [DP], Sec. 1.3]):

V =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, C =

(
0 0
1 0

)
, I2 =

(
1 0
0 1

)
, D(a, c) =

(
a 0
0 c

)
, a, c ∈ C.

For N ≥ 1 put

(5.1) CNj = V⊗j ⊗C⊗ I
⊗N−j
2 , 0 ≤ j ≤ N,

and for the families {al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0 ⊂ C put

(5.2) D({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0) = D(a0, c0)⊗ . . .⊗D(aN , cN )

and
(5.3)

Dj({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0)

= D(a0, c0)⊗ . . .⊗D(aj−1, cj−1)⊗D(cj , aj)⊗D(aj+1, cj+1)⊗ . . .⊗D(aN , cN ),

0 ≤ j ≤ N.

Here A⊗j denotes the tensor product of j copies of A. CNj, D({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0)

and Dj({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0) are 2N+1 × 2N+1 matrices, that is, operators on

C
2N+1

, and D({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0) and Dj({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0), 0 ≤ j ≤ N , are

diagonal with respect to the standard basis in C
2N+1

. From the equalities

VD(a, c) = D(a, c)V, I2D(a, c) = D(a, c)I2 and CD(a, c) = D(c, a)C

we conclude that

(5.4) CNjD({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0) = Dj({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0)CNj, 0 ≤ j ≤ N.

Lemma 5.1. For every 0 < δ < 1 there exist families {al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0 ⊂
(0, δ1/(N+1)) such that the elements of a diagonal matrix D({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0)
are from (0, δ) and are pairwise distinct.

Proof. The elements of a diagonal matrix D({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0) are the prod-
ucts of N+1 factors, each of which is equal to al or cl for some l, 0 ≤ l ≤ N .
Therefore, if 0 < al < δ1/(N+1) and 0 < cl < δ1/(N+1) for 0 ≤ l ≤ N , then
the elements of a diagonal matrix D({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0) are from (0, δ).

The choice of {al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0 ⊂ (0, δ1/(N+1)) is such that the elements

of a diagonal matrix D({al}Nl=0, {cl}Nl=0) are pairwise distinct by induc-
tion. Base of induction: a0 6= c0. Suppose 1 ≤ n ≤ N , and suppose

that {al}nl=0, {cl}n=0 ⊂ (0, δ1/(N+1)) are such that the elements {dk}2
n+1

k=1
of the matrix D(a0, c0) ⊗ . . . ⊗ D(an, cn) are pairwise distinct. Let an+1,

cn+1 ⊂ (0, δ1/(N+1)) be such that cn+1 < an+1dk for all k, 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n+1.
The elements of D(a0, c0) ⊗ . . . ⊗ D(an+1, cn+1) are an+1dk and cn+1dk,
1 ≤ k ≤ 2n+1. It is easy to see that {al}n+1

l=0 and {cl}n+1
l=0 satisfy the induc-

tional assumption again. �
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Suppose H is a Hilbert space, N ≥ 1, and Aj : H → H, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , are
operators. Define a Hankel operator Γ({Aj}Nj=0) on ⊕N

j=0H as follows:

(5.5) Γ({Aj}Nj=0) =




O O . . . O AN

O O . . . AN AN−1

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
O AN . . . AN−1 A1

AN AN−1 . . . A1 A0



.

Put Γ(k, {Aj}Nj=0) = Γ(Ak, . . . , AN ,O, . . . ,O), 0 ≤ k ≤ N . Then

(5.6)

S∗
HNΓ({Aj}Nj=0) = Γ({Aj}Nj=0)SHN and Γ({Aj}Nj=0)S

k
HN = Γ(k, {Aj}Nj=0),

where SHN is defined in (4.1).

Define the operator QN ({Aj}Nj=0) on
⊕N

j=0H⊕⊕N
j=0H as follows:

(5.7) QN ({Aj}Nj=0) =

(
S∗
HN Γ({Aj}Nj=0)

O SHN

)
.

Operators from (5.7) are analogs of Foguel–Hankel operators (truncated
shifts are used in the construction instead of the forward and backward
shifts). We will call such operators “truncated” Foguel–Hankel operators in
this paper. It is easy to see that

(QN ({Aj}Nj=0))
N+2 = O and (QN ({Aj}Nj=0))

N 6= O.

(Note that (QN ({Aj}Nj=0))
N+1 = O if and only if AN = O). Also,

µQN ({Aj}Nj=0)
≥ µSHN

= dimH.

The following is proved in [DP, Theorem 3.1 and Remark 3.6], see also
[Pi], [Pe, Ch.15.3]. Let {αNj}Nj=0 ⊂ C. Put

(5.8) RN ({αNj}Nj=0) = QN ({αNjCNj}Nj=0),

where QN is defined in (5.7), and CNj are defined in (5.1). The operator

RN acts on
⊕N

j=0C
2N+1 ⊕⊕N

j=0C
2N+1

. Then

Mpb(RN )2 ≤ 3(4 sup
1≤n≤N+1

n2
N∑

j=n−1

|αNj |2 + 1)

and

Mcpb(RN )2 ≥ 1

4

N+1∑

j=1

j2|αN,j−1|2.

Thus, if {αNj}Nj=0, N ≥ 1, are such that

(5.9) sup
N

sup
1≤n≤N+1

n2
N∑

j=n−1

|αNj |2 <∞ and sup
N

N+1∑

j=1

j2|αN,j−1|2 = ∞,

then supN Mpb(RN ) < ∞ and supN Mcpb(RN ) = ∞. For example, one can

take αNj = αj = (j + 1)−3/2, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , for every N .

Let {αNj}Nj=0 ⊂ C, N ≥ 1, satisfy (5.9), and let RN = RN ({αNj}Nj=0) be

defined in (5.8). By Proposition 1.1, R = ⊕NRN is polynomially bounded
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and is not similar to a contraction. The minimal function of R is the least
common multiple of the minimal functions of RN , that is, of χN+2 or χN+1,
where χ(z) = z, z ∈ D, therefore, the zero function. Thus, R is not a C0-
operator. Let {wN}N ⊂ D be such that

∑
N (N + 2)(1 − |wN |) < ∞. Set

B =
∏

N b
N+2
wN

and R = ⊕NβwN
(RN ), where βw is defined in (1.3) and bw is

a Blaschke factor. By Corollary 1.2, R is polynomially bounded and is not
similar to a contraction. Also, B(R) = O. But µR ≥ µβwN

(RN ) = µRN
≥

2N+1 for every N (see (1.5) and (1.6)), therefore, µR = ∞.

6. Perturbation of “truncated” Foguel–Hankel operators

Before formulating the main result of this section, we introduce the fol-
lowing notation. Set qn(λ, ν) =

∑n−1
k=0 λ

n−1−kνk, n ≥ 1, λ, ν ∈ C, q0 = 0. If

λ 6= ν, then qn(λ, ν) =
λn−νn

λ−ν . Furthermore,

λn + qn(λ, ν)ν = qn+1(λ, ν),

(6.1)

n!
k!(n−k)!(λ

n−k + qn−k(λ, ν)ν) =
n!

k!(n−k)!qn+1−k(λ, ν)

= (n+1)!
k!(n+1−k)!qn+1−k(λ, ν)− n!

(k−1)!(n+1−k)!qn+1−k(λ, ν), 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose N ≥ 1, 0 < δ < 1, p is (an analytic) polynomial, and
p̂(n) = 0 for 0 ≤ n ≤ N + 1. Then

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n) n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(λ, ν)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
(k+1)(k+2)

(1−δ)(k+3) δ‖p‖∞

for λ, ν ∈ C, |λ| ≤ δ, |ν| ≤ δ, 0 ≤ k ≤ N .

Proof. We have
∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n) n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(λ, ν) =

1
k!

p(k)(λ)−p(k)(ν)
λ−ν , if λ 6= ν,

and ∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n) n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(λ, λ) =

1
k!p

(k+1)(λ).

If 0 < δ < 1 and |λ| < δ, |ν| < δ, λ 6= ν, then
∣∣∣∣
p(k)(λ)− p(k)(ν)

λ− ν

∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup
|z|≤δ

|p(k+1)(z)| ≤ sup
|z|≤δ

|p(k+1)(z)− p(k+1)(0)|

≤ sup
|z|≤δ

|p(k+2)(z)|δ ≤ (k + 2)!δ

(1− δ)(k+3)
‖p‖∞ for 0 ≤ k ≤ N,

because p(k+1)(0) = 0 for 0 ≤ k ≤ N .

If λ = ν, the conclusion of the lemma follows from the estimate of p(k+1)

above. �

The following theorem is the main result of this section.
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Theorem 6.2. Suppose N ≥ 1, H is a Hilbert space, D, D⋆, Dj , Aj are
operators on H such that DjAj = AjD, and D⋆, Dj for 0 ≤ j ≤ N are
simultaneously diagonalizable with respect to some orthonormal basis. Define
the operators R and T on the space

⊕N
n=0H⊕⊕N

n=0H as follows:

R = QN ({Aj}Nj=0) =

(
S∗
HN Γ({Aj}Nj=0)

O SHN

)

and

T = R+
⊕N

n=0D⋆ ⊕
⊕N

n=0D =

(⊕N
n=0D⋆ + S∗

HN Γ({Aj}Nj=0)

O
⊕N

n=0D + SHN

)
,

where Γ({Aj}Nj=0) is defined in (5.5) and SHN is defined in (4.1). For a
polynomial p put

R(p)=P⊕N
n=0 H⊕{0}p(R)|{0}⊕⊕N

n=0 H
and T(p)=P⊕N

n=0 H⊕{0}p(T )|{0}⊕⊕N
n=0 H

,

that is, R(p) and T(p) are the operators from the right upper corner in the
matrix forms of p(R) and p(T ), respectively.

Let ε > 0. Then there exists δ > 0 which depends on N , {Aj}Nj=0, and ε,

such that if ‖D⋆‖ < δ and ‖Dj‖ < δ, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , then

‖T(p) −R(p)‖ ≤ ε‖p‖∞ for every polynomial p.

Proof. Recall that χ(z) = z, z ∈ D. To simplify notation set S = SHN ,
K⋆ = ⊕N

n=0D⋆, K = ⊕N
n=0D, T(n) = T(χn), R(n) = R(χn). We have T(0) =

R(0) = O and T(1) = R(1) = Γ({Aj}Nj=0).

Since S∗K⋆ = K⋆S
∗ and SN+1 = O,

(6.2) (S∗ +K⋆)
n =

min(n,N)∑

k=0

n!
k!(n−k)!K

n−k
⋆ (S∗)k.

If the operators Lj on H are such that DjLj = LjD, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , then

(6.3) Γ(n, {Lj}Nj=0)K = Γ(n, {DjLj}Nj=0) for n ≥ 0.

Also, for arbitrary operators Lj on H, 0 ≤ j ≤ N ,

(6.4) Kk
⋆Γ(n, {Lj}Nj=0) = Γ(n, {Dk

⋆Lj}Nj=0) for n ≥ 0, k ≥ 0.

From the equality R(n) =
∑n−1

k=0(S
∗)n−1−kΓ({Aj}Nj=0)S

k and (5.6), taking

into account that SN+1 = O, we obtain that
(6.5)

R(n) = Γ(n− 1, {nAj}Nj=0), 1 ≤ n ≤ N + 1, and R(n) = O, n ≥ N + 2.

Since D⋆ and Dj for 0 ≤ j ≤ N are simultaneously diagonalizable with
respect to some orthonormal basis, we have that D⋆Dj = DjD⋆, 0 ≤ j ≤ N ,
therefore, qn(D⋆,Dj) is well defined and (6.1) is fulfilled for D⋆ and Dj

instead of λ and ν. We prove by induction that

(6.6) T(n) =

min(n−1,N)∑

k=0

Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0), n ≥ 1.
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Base of induction: if n = 1, then (6.6) is clearly fulfilled. Assume that
(6.6) is fulfilled for some n, 1 ≤ n ≤ N . We have from (5.6), (6.1), (6.2),
(6.3), and (6.4) that

T(n+1) = (S∗ +K⋆)
nΓ({Aj}Nj=0) + T(n)(S+K)

=

( n∑

k=0

n!
k!(n−k)!K

n−k
⋆ (S∗)k

)
Γ({Aj}Nj=0)

+
n−1∑

k=0

Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0)(S+K)

=

n∑

k=0

Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!D

n−k
⋆ Aj}Nj=0)+

n−1∑

k=0

Γ(k+1, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0)

+

n−1∑

k=0

Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)DjAj}Nj=0)

= Γ({Dn
⋆Aj}Nj=0)+Γ({qn(D⋆,Dj)DjAj}Nj=0)+Γ(n, {Aj}Nj=0)+Γ(n, n{Aj}Nj=0)

+

n−1∑

k=1

Γ

(
k,
{(

n!
k!(n−k)!D

n−k
⋆

+ n!
(k−1)!(n−k+1)!qn−k+1(D⋆,Dj) +

n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Dj

)
Aj

}N

j=0

)

= Γ({qn+1(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0) + Γ(n, {(n + 1)Aj}Nj=0)

+
n−1∑

k=1

Γ(k, { (n+1)!
k!(n+1−k)!qn+1−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0)

=

n∑

k=0

Γ(k, { (n+1)!
k!(n+1−k)!qn+1−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0).

Thus, (6.6) for 1 ≤ n ≤ N + 1 is proved. Now assume that (6.6) is proved
for some n, n ≥ N + 1. Acting as in the case 1 ≤ n ≤ N + 1, and taking
into account that Γ(N, {Lj}Nj=0)S = O for arbitrary operators Lj on H, we
obtain that

T(n+1) =

N∑

k=0

Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!D

n−k
⋆ Aj}Nj=0)

+
N−1∑

k=0

Γ(k + 1, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0)

+
N∑

k=0

Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)DjAj}Nj=0)

= Γ({Dn
⋆Aj}Nj=0) + Γ(qn(D⋆,Dj)DjAj}Nj=0)

+

N∑

k=1

Γ

(
k,
{(

n!
k!(n−k)!D

n−k
⋆

+ n!
(k−1)!(n−k+1)!qn−k+1(D⋆,Dj) +

n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Dj

)
Aj

}N

j=0

)
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=

N∑

k=0

Γ(k, { (n+1)!
k!(n+1−k)!qn+1−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0)

(we apply (6.1)).
We infer from (6.5) and (6.6) that

T(n) = R(n) +
n−2∑

k=0

Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0), 2 ≤ n ≤ N + 1.

Since ‖Γ{Lj}Nj=0)‖ ≤∑N
j=0 ‖Lj‖ for arbitrary operators Lj, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , we

have that

(6.7)

‖T(n) −R(n)‖ ≤
n−2∑

k=0

‖Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0)‖

≤
n−2∑

k=0

N∑

j=k

n!
k!(n−k)!‖qn−k(D⋆,Dj)‖‖Aj‖, 2 ≤ n ≤ N + 1.

If 0 < δ < 1 and ‖D⋆‖ < δ, ‖Dj‖ < δ, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , then ‖qn−k(D⋆,Dj)‖ <
(N + 1)δ for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 2, 2 ≤ n ≤ N + 1. We infer from (6.7) then there
exists a constant C which depends on N and ‖Aj‖, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , such that

(6.8) ‖T(n) −R(n)‖ ≤ Cδ for every n, 2 ≤ n ≤ N + 1,

if 0 < δ < 1 and ‖D⋆‖ < δ, ‖Dj‖ < δ, 0 ≤ j ≤ N .
For a polynomial p put

p1N =

N+1∑

n=0

p̂(n)χn and p2N =
∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n)χn.

We infer from (6.8) that

‖T(p1N ) −R(p1N )‖ =

∥∥∥∥
N+1∑

n=2

p̂(n)(T(n) −R(n))

∥∥∥∥

≤
N+1∑

n=2

|p̂(n)|‖T(n) −R(n)‖ ≤
N+1∑

n=2

‖p‖∞Cδ = NCδ‖p‖∞,

that is, there exists a constant C1 which depends on N and ‖Aj‖, 0 ≤ j ≤ N ,
such that

(6.9) ‖T(p1N ) −R(p1N )‖ ≤ C1δ‖p‖∞
for every polynomial p, if 0 < δ < 1 and ‖D⋆‖ < δ, ‖Dj‖ < δ, 0 ≤ j ≤ N .

We infer from (6.5) that R(p2N ) = O for every polynomial p. From (6.6)
we have

T(p2N ) =
∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n)T(n) =
∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n)

N∑

k=0

Γ(k, { n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj}Nj=0)

=

N∑

k=0

Γ
(
k,
{ ∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n) n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj

}N

j=0

)
,
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therefore,

(6.10)

‖T(p2N )‖ ≤
N∑

k=0

∥∥∥∥Γ
(
k,
{ ∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n) n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)Aj

}N

j=0

)∥∥∥∥

≤
N∑

k=0

N∑

j=k

∥∥∥
∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n) n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)

∥∥∥‖Aj‖.

Denote by λl and νjl the eigenvectors of D⋆ and Dj , 0 ≤ j ≤ N (recall
that D⋆ and Dj for 0 ≤ j ≤ N are simultaneously diagonalizable with
respect to some orthonormal basis). We have
(6.11)∥∥∥∥

∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n) n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(D⋆,Dj)

∥∥∥∥ = sup
l

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≥N+2

p̂(n) n!
k!(n−k)!qn−k(λl, νjl)

∣∣∣∣,

where 0 ≤ k ≤ N . From (6.10), (6.11), and Lemma 6.1 we conclude that
there exists a constant C which depends on N and ‖Aj‖, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , such
that

(6.12) ‖T(p2N )‖ ≤ Cδ‖p2N‖∞
for every polynomial p, if 0 < δ ≤ 1/2, ‖D⋆‖ < δ and ‖Dj‖ < δ, 0 ≤
j ≤ N . There exists a constant c (which does not depend on N) such that
‖p2N‖∞ ≤ c logN‖p‖∞ for every polynomial p, N ≥ 2 [T, 13.4.3]. We
conclude from (6.12) that there exists a constant C2 which depends on N
and ‖Aj‖, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , such that

(6.13) ‖T(p2N )‖ ≤ C2δ‖p‖∞
for every polynomial p, if 0 < δ ≤ 1/2 and ‖D⋆‖ < δ, ‖Dj‖ < δ, 0 ≤ j ≤ N .

Finally, if 0 < δ ≤ 1/2 and ‖D⋆‖ < δ, ‖Dj‖ < δ, 0 ≤ j ≤ N , then from
(6.9) and (6.13)

‖T(p) −R(p)‖ = ‖T(p1N ) −R(p1N ) + T(p2N )‖
≤ ‖T(p1N ) −R(p1N )‖+ ‖T(p2N )‖ ≤ (C1 + C2)δ‖p‖∞

for every polynomial p. Put δ = ε/(C1 + C2). The theorem is proved. �

Theorem 6.3. There exist sequences of operators {TN}N and of finite
Blaschke products {BN}N with zeros from (0, 1) such that sup

N
Mpb(TN ) <∞,

sup
N
Mcpb(TN ) = ∞, and TN ≈ TBN

.

Proof. Let {αNj}Nj=0, N ≥ 1, satisfy (5.9), and let RN = RN ({αNj}Nj=0) be

defined in (5.8). Then supN Mpb(RN ) < ∞, and there exists a sequence of

families of polynomials [pNij ]
2N+1

i,j=1, N ≥ 1, such that

(6.14) ‖[RN,(pNij )]
2N+1

i,j=1‖ ≥ CN‖[pNij ]
2N+1

i,j=1‖H∞(ℓ2
2N+1 )

, where CN → ∞,

here RN,(p) are defined for RN as in Theorem 6.2 (see [DP, Theorem 3.1]).
Let a sequence {εN}N be such that εN > 0 and

(6.15) C = sup
N

2N+1εN <∞.
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Applying Lemma 4.1 to N and εN and Theorem 6.2 to N , RN , and εN we
obtain a sequence {δN}N such that δN satisfies the conclusion of Lemma
4.1 and Theorem 6.2 for every N . Let {aNl}Nl=0 and {cNl}Nl=0 be from

Lemma 5.1 applied to δN . Put DN = D({aNl}Nl=0, {cNl}Nl=0), and DNj =

Dj({aNl}Nl=0, {cNl}Nl=0), 0 ≤ j ≤ N , where D and Dj are defined in (5.2)

and (5.3), respectively. Denote the eigenvalues of DN by λNl, 1 ≤ l ≤ 2N+1.
By Lemma 5.1, λNl ∈ (0, δN ) and λNl 6= λNk, l 6= k. Also, DNj are diagonal

with respect to the standard basis in C
2N+1

, and the elements of DNj are
from (0, δN ). Let νNl ∈ (0, δN ) be such that νNl 6= νNk for l 6= k, and
νNl 6= λNk for all l, k, 1 ≤ k, l ≤ 2N+1. Denote by DN⋆ the diagonal oper-

ator with respect to the standard basis on C
2N+1

, with the eigenvalues νNl.

Put BN =
∏2N+1

l=1 bN+1
λNl

bN+1
νNl

and

TN = RN +
⊕N

n=0DN⋆ ⊕
⊕N

n=0DN .

By Lemma 4.3, TN ≈ TBN
.

Put TN0 = ⊕N
n=0DN + S

C2N+1N
and TN1 = ⊕N

n=0DN⋆ + S∗
C2N+1N

. By

Corollary 4.2 applied to TN0 and TN1 there exist operators XN0 and XN1

such that
XN0TN0 = (⊕2N+1

l=1 TbN+1
λNl

)XN0, XN1TN1 = (⊕2N+1

l=1 TbN+1
νNl

)XN1, ‖XN0‖ ≤ 1 +

εN , ‖X−1
N0‖ ≤ 1 + εN , ‖XN1‖ ≤ 1 + εN , and ‖X−1

N1‖ ≤ 1 + εN . Therefore,

(6.16) Mpb(TN0) ≤ (1 + εN )2 and Mpb(TN1) ≤ (1 + εN )2.

By Theorem 6.2,

(6.17) ‖TN,(p) −RN,(p)‖ ≤ εN‖p‖∞ for every polynomial p.

From (6.16) and (6.17) we conclude that supN Mpb(TN ) <∞.
From (6.15) and (6.17) we have that

(6.18)∥∥[TN,(pNij ) −RN,(pNij)]
2N+1

i,j=1

∥∥ ≤ 2N+1 sup
1≤i,j≤2N+1

‖TN,(pNij ) −RN,(pNij)‖

≤ 2N+1εN sup
1≤i,j≤2N+1

‖pNij‖∞ ≤ C
∥∥[pNij]

2N+1

i,j=1

∥∥
H∞(ℓ2

2N+1 )
.

If CN > C, then from (6.14) and (6.18)

‖[TN,(pNij )]
2N+1

i,j=1‖ ≥ ‖[RN,(pNij )]
2N+1

i,j=1‖ − ‖[TN,(pNij ) −RN,(pNij)]
2N+1

i,j=1‖

≥ (CN −C)‖[pNij ]
2N+1

i,j=1‖H∞(ℓ2
2N+1 )

,

therefore, supN Mcpb(TN ) = ∞. �

Corollary 6.4. There exist an operator T and a Blashcke product B with
zeros from (0, 1) such that T is polynomially bounded, T is not similar to a
contraction, and T ∼ TB, where TB is defined in (1.7).

Proof. Let {TN}N and {BN}N be the sequences of operators and of finite
Blaschke products with zeros from (0, 1) from Theorem 6.3. By Lemma 3.1,
there exists a sequence {wN}N ⊂ (0, 1) such that B =

∏
N ζNBN ◦ βwN

converges, and BN ◦ βwN
are pairwise coprime.
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Put T = ⊕NβwN
(TN ). By Lemma 3.2, βwN

(TN ) ≈ βwN
(TBN

) ∼= TBN ◦βwN
,

therefore, T ∼ TB . By Corollary 1.2, T is polynomially bounded, and T is
not similar to a contraction. �

Applying Corollary 2.3 to the operator T from Corollary 6.4, one can
obtain a polynomially bounded operator T such that T ≺ S, and T is not
similar to a contraction. Denote by X and Y quasiaffinities such that Y T =
TBY and XTB = TX. By [SFBK, Theorem X.2.10], there exists a function
ϕ ∈ H∞ such that Y X = ϕ(TB). The constructions of the operators RN

from [DP] and of the operator T from Corollary 6.4 are explicit, therefore,
the quasiaffinities X and Y and a function ϕ can be computed, but the
author cannot do it. Also, since T is polynomially bounded and T ≺ S, it
follows from [BP] that T ∼ S if and only if µT = 1. But the author cannot
compute µT.

7. The construction of quasisimilar operators such that the

product of intertwining quasiaffinities is an outer function

of operators

Theorem 7.1. There exist an operator T : H → H, a Blashcke product
B with zeros from (0, 1), an outer function g ∈ H∞, and quasiaffinities
X : H → KB, Y : KB → H, such that T is polynomially bounded, T is not
similar to a contraction, XT = TBX, Y TB = TY , and XY = g(TB), where
TB is defined in (1.7).

Proof. Let {TN}N and {BN}N be the sequences of operators and of finite
Blaschke products with zeros from (0, 1) from Theorem 6.3, respectively. Let
C > 0 be fixed. Denote by HN the finite dimensional spaces on which TN
acts. There exists invertible operators XN : HN → KBN

, YN : KBN
→ HN

such that XNTN = TBN
XN , YNTBN

= TNYN , ‖XN‖ ≤ C, ‖YN‖ ≤ C.
By [SFBK, Theorem X.2.10], there exist functions ϕN ∈ H∞ such that
XNYN = ϕN (TBN

). Note that ϕN (λ) 6= 0 for every λ ∈ D such that
BN (λ) = 0, for every index N .

Let g be from Lemma 3.4. Applying Theorem 3.8 to C, g, sequences of
BN and of ϕN we obtain δ > 0 and sequences of wN ∈ (0, 1), of ζN ∈ T and
of ψN ∈ H∞ which satisfy the conclusion of Theorem 3.8. Put

B =
∏

N

ζNBN ◦ βwN
and T = ⊕NβwN

(TN ).

By Theorem 6.3 and Corollary 1.2, T is polynomially bounded, and T is not
similar to a contraction.

Put UN = UwN
|KBN◦βwN

: KBN◦βwN
→ KBN

, where Uw is defined in

Lemma 3.2. Then UN is unitary, and UNTBN◦βwN
= βwN

(TBN
)UN . Put

X1N = U−1
N (ψN ◦ βwN

)(TBN
)XN and Y1N = YNUN .

Then

X1NβwN
(TN ) = TBN ◦βwN

X1N , Y1NTBN◦βwN
= βwN

(TN )Y1N ,

X1NY1N = g(TBN ◦βwN
), ‖X1N‖ ≤ C2, ‖Y1N‖ ≤ C,
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and X1N and Y1N are quasiaffinities. Indeed, XNβwN
(TN ) = βwN

(TBN
)XN

and YNβwN
(TBN

) = βwN
(TN )YN . Therefore,

X1NβwN
(TN ) = U−1

N ψN (βwN
(TBN

))βwN
(TBN

)XN

= U−1
N βwN

(TBN
)ψN (βwN

(TBN
))XN = TBN◦βwN

U−1
N ψN (βwN

(TBN
))XN

= TBN◦βwN
X1N .

Also,

Y1NTBN◦βwN
= YNUNTBN◦βwN

= YNβwN
(TBN

)UN = βwN
(TN )Y1N .

Furthermore,

(ψN◦βwN
)(TBN

)XNYN = (ψN◦βwN
)(TBN

)ϕN (TBN
) = (ϕN ·ψN◦βwN

)(TBN
).

Since g − ψN · ϕN ◦ βwN
∈ (BN ◦ βwN

)H∞, we have that g ◦ βwN
− ϕN ·

ψN ◦ βwN
∈ BNH

∞, therefore, (ϕN · ψN ◦ βwN
)(TBN

) = (g ◦ βwN
)(TBN

) =

g(βwN
(TBN

)). Thus, X1NY1N = U−1
N g(βwN

(TBN
))UN = g(TBN ◦βwN

). By
Nehari’s theorem,

‖X1N‖ ≤ ‖(ψN ◦ βwN
)(TBN

)‖‖XN‖ ≤ C dist(ψN ◦ βwN
, BNH

∞)

= C dist(ψN , (BN ◦ βwN
)H∞) ≤ C2.

Clearly, ‖Y1N‖ = ‖YN‖ ≤ C. Since X1NY1N = g(TBN ◦βwN
) and g is outer,

X1NY1N is a quasiaffinity, and, since Y1N is invertible, we conclude that
X1N is a quasiaffinity.

We have KB =
∨

N KBN◦βwN
. Define a linear mapping J : KB → ⊕NKBN◦βwN

by the formula J
∑

N xN = ⊕NxN , where xN ∈ KBN◦βwN
, the cardinality

of the set of N such that xN 6= 0 is finite. Since {BN ◦ βwN
}N satisfy

the condition (3.6), J is expanded on KB , is bounded and invertible (its in-
verse is bounded) [Ni, Theorems II.C.3.1.4 and II.C.3.2.14]. Since the spaces
KBN◦βwN

are invariant for T ∗
B , it is easy to see that JT ∗

B = (⊕NTBN◦βwN
)∗J .

Define the following operators:

Z : ⊕N HN → KB , Z = J−1(⊕NY
∗
1N ),

W : KB → ⊕NHN , W = (⊕NX
∗
1N )J.

It is easy to see that Z and W are quasiaffinities. Also,

(7.1) ZT ∗ = T ∗
BZ, WT ∗

B = T ∗W, and ZW = g∗(T
∗
B),

where g∗(z) = g(z), z ∈ D. Indeed,

ZT ∗ = J−1(⊕NY
∗
1N )
(
⊕N (βwN

(TN ))
)∗

= J−1
(
⊕NY

∗
1N (βwN

(TN ))∗
)

= J−1(⊕NTBN◦βwN
)∗(⊕NY

∗
1N ) = T ∗

BJ
−1(⊕NY

∗
1N ) = T ∗

BZ.

Also,

WT ∗
B = (⊕NX

∗
1N )JT ∗

B = (⊕NX
∗
1N )(⊕NTBN◦βwN

)∗J

=
(
⊕N (βwN

(TN ))∗
)
(⊕NX

∗
1N )J = T ∗W.

Furthermore,

ZW = J−1(⊕NY
∗
1N )(⊕NX

∗
1N )J = J−1

(
⊕N (X1NY1N )∗

)
J

= J−1g∗
(
⊕N (TBN ◦βwN

)∗
)
J = g∗(T

∗
B).

The conclusion of the theorem follows from (7.1). �
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