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THE JORDAN DECOMPOSITION AND KAPLANSKY’S SECOND
TEST PROBLEM FOR HERMITIAN HOLOMORPHIC VECTOR
BUNDLES

BINGZHE HOU AND CHUNLAN JIANG

ABsTrRACT. In 1954, 1. Kaplansky proposed three test problems for deciding
the strength of structural understanding of a class of mathematical objects in
his treatise "Infinite abelian groups", which can be formulated for very gen-
eral mathematical systems. In this paper, we focus on Kaplansky’s second test
problem in a context of complex geometry. Let Hg be a weighted Hardy space

and let Hol(D) be the set of all analytic functions on the unit closed disk D.
The Cowen-Douglas operator theory tells us that each h € Hol(D) induces a
Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle on H2, denoted by Eh(sﬁ)(Q) (Eh(sﬁ)
in brief), where  is some certain connected open subset in C. We show that
the vector bundle Ej (g ) is a push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundle and study the similarity deformation problems of those bundles. Our
main theorem is that if HZ, is a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth,

then for any f € Hol(D), there exist a unique positive integer m and an ana-
lytic function h € Hol(D) inducing an indecomposable Hermitian holomorphic
vector bundle Ej(s,), such that Ey(g,) is similar to e Eh(sg), where h is
unique in the sense of analytic automorphism group action. That could be
seemed as a Jordan decomposition theorem for the push-forwards Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles. Furthermore, we give the similarity classification
of those push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles induced by an-
alytic functions, and give an affirmative answer to Kaplansky’s second test
problem for those objects. As applications, we also give an affirmative answer
to the geometric version and generalized version of a problem proposed by
R. Douglas in 2007, and obtain the Kg-group of the commutant algebra of a
multiplication operator on a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth. In
addition, we give an example to show the setting of polynomial growth con-
dition is necessary, i.e., the related conclusions are possible to be false for the
weighted Hardy spaces of intermediate growth.
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1. INTRODUCTION

An important and standard problem in mathematics is to classify objects in a
category up to some certain equivalence. In 1954, I. Kaplansky proposed three
test problems for deciding the strength of structural understanding of a class of
mathematical objects in his treatise "Infinite abelian groups" [30]. In particular,
the second test problem is that if G and H are abelian groups and G & G is
isomorphic to H & H, is G isomorphic to H? In fact, the questions are very
natural. If a direct sum operation is workable, as noted by Kaplansky himself,
analogues of these problems "can be formulated for very general mathematical
systems". In the context of operator theory, Kaplansky’s second test problem is
that if A and B are bounded linear operators acting on an (infinite-dimensional)
separable Hilbert space H, and A ® A is equivalent to B @ B in a precise sense,
is A equivalent to B? In 1957, R. Kadison and I. Singer [29] first considered the
three test problems for single operators with respect to unitary equivalence. Jordan
standard form plays an important role in the study of matrices and operators. In
1990, K. Davidson and D. Herrero [I3] studied the Jordan form of a bitriangular
operator and then answered the Kaplansky’s test problems for the bitriangular
operators with respect to quasi-similarity. In 1997, E. Azoff [I] also studied the
three test problems in operator algebraic context including unitary equivalence of
von Neumann algebras and similarity equivalence of representations of (non self-
adjoint) matrix algebras. Although classifications for some specific classes have
been obtained, the general Kaplansky’s test problems remain open so far. In the
present paper, we are interested in the Kaplansky’s second test problem in the
context of geometry. Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles over an open set {2 in
the complex plane C naturally admit a direct sum operation. Then, Kaplansky’s
second test problem could be expressed as follows. If F; and E> are Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles over a domain € (a connected open set in C) and
FE, & E; is equivalent to Fs @ E5 in the sense of similarity, is £ equivalent to s in
the sense of similarity? In this paper, we focus on a class of Hermitian holomorphic
vector bundles induced by analytic functions on the unit closed disk. We aim to
provide the "Jordan form" of these Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles, and then
answer the Kaplansky’s second test problem in this geometric context. Moreover,
we could give a similarity classification for these Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundles induced by analytic functions.

Following from the isometric embedding theorem of Calabi [4], every Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles over a domain 2 could be seemed as a sub-bundles in
Q x H, where H is a complex separable Hilbert space. Then, we call two Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles similarity equivalent, if there exists a bounded invert-
ible operator on H which transforms one bundle to the other one. In particular,
M. Cowen and R. Douglas [I2] introduced the eigenvector bundles from a class of
geometric operators. Then, the similarity classification of Hermitian holomorphic
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vector bundles is closely related to the similarity classification of Cowen-Douglas
operators. First of all, let us introduce and review some basic concepts related to
holomorphic vector bundles (we refer to [20], [26] and [12] to see more details).

Let H be a complex separable Hilbert space and £(#) be the set of all bounded
linear operators from # to itself. Let Gr(n,H) be the n-dimensional Grassmann
manifold which is the set of all n-dimensional subspaces of H. For a domain
Q in C, we say that a map g : & — Gr(n,H) is a holomorphic curve on Q, if
there exist n holomorphic H-valued functions 1,72, ..., v, on  such that g(\) =
span{y1(A),v2(A),...,vn(A)} is an n-dimensional subspace for any A € Q. Fur-
thermore, a holomorphic curve g naturally induces a Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundle E() over , defined by

EQ) ={(\x); A€ Qand x € g(\)}.

We say that (2 is the base space of the bundle E(Q), 7 : E(2) — Q is the natural
projection defined by m(\,x) = A, and E(\) £ 771()\) = g()\) is the fibre of the
bundle E(Q2) at A € Q. Given arbitrary A\g € Q. If v : A — H is an H-valued
holomorphic function on some certain neighborhood A of Ag satisfying 0 # () €
g(A) for any A € A, we say + is a holomorphic cross-section of the bundle E(Q) over
Ao. Moreover, if I' is a collection of n holomorphic H-valued functions v1,7v2, ..., Vn
on A such that T'(A\) = {71 (A),72(N), ..., (A\)} is a sequence of linear independent
vectors and spans the fibre E(\) for any A € A, we call T a holomorphic cross-section
frame of the bundle E(£2) over Ag. Obviously, the vector bundle E(2) is Hermitian
holomorphic if and only if for any Ay € €2, there exists a holomorphic frame of the
bundle E()) over Ag. If it does not cause confusion, we could use E instead of
E(Q) in brief.

Let E(§2) and E (Q) be two Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles over a domain
Q induced by two holomorphic curves g : Q — Gr(n,H) and g : Q — Gr(7, H),
respectively. The direct sum of the two vector bundles F(£2) and E () is defined
by

EQ) @ EQ)={(\v); AeQandve E(\) @ E\)}.

Notice that E(Q) @ E(Q) is a (n + 71)-dimensional Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundles over 2 induced by the holomorphic curve g ®g: Q — Gr(n +n,H & ﬁ)

For a bounded linear operator X : H — ﬁ, denote

XEQ) ={(\,X(x)); A€ Qand x € E(\)}.

If there is a bounded invertible linear operator X such that X E(Q) = E(Q), we
say that the two Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles E(2) and E (Q) are similar
and X is a similarity deformation from E(Q) to E (©). In particular, if the above
X is a unitary operator, we say that E(£2) and E (Q) are unitarily equivalent and X
is a unitary deformation. Obviously, if two Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles
are similar, they must have the same dimension.

A bounded linear operator T is said to be invariant on the Hermitian holomorphic
vector bundle E(Q), if for any A € €,

TE(M) C E(N).

We say that the invariant deformation algebra of the vector bundle E(2), denoted
by Liny (E(2)), is the set of all invariant bounded linear operators on the Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundle E(2). It is not difficult to see that L, (F(2)) is a
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Banach algebra. Moreover, if the idempotents in L, (E(£2)) are just the trivial
ones — the zero operator 0 and the identity operator I, the vector bundle F(Q) is
said to be indecomposable, which means E(2) can not be similar to a direct sum
of two non trivial vector bundles.

The vector bundles induced by mappings are usually studied. For instance, the
pull-back bundle is a classical research object. In the present paper, we are inter-
ested in the bundles induced in a push-forwards way. Compared with the pull-back
bundles, well-defined push-forwards bundles usually require more conditions, see
[18] and [17] for examples. Now, we give the definition of push-forwards Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let A be a domain and h be a non-constant analytic function on
A. Suppose that €2 is a domain in h(A). Let E(A) and E() be two Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles over A and 2, respectively. If for each w € ,

E(w) = span{E(\); X € h™'(w)},

then F() is said to be the push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles
induced by h from E(A).

The similarity classification of the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles is nat-
urally an important problem. Notice that similarity equivalence is much stronger
than bundle isomorphism equivalence. As well known, every holomorphic vector
bundle over a domain in C is trivial in the sense of bundle isomorphism. However,
the similarity classification of the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles is very
complicated.

In [I2], M. Cowen and R. Douglas studied the eigenvector bundles of a class of
geometric operators from a complex geometric perspective. This class of opera-
tors, named Cowen-Douglas operators now, connects operator theory and complex
geometry.

Definition 1.2 ([12]). For Q a connected open subset of C and n a positive integer,
let B,,(Q2) denote the set of the operators T in £(H) which satisfy:
(a) QCo(T)={weC: T —wlnot invertible};
(b) Ran(T — wl) = H for every w in €
(¢) Span{Ker(T — wl);w € Q} = H, where Span{-} denotes the closed linear
span of some certain subset of ;
(d) dimKer(T — wI) = n for every w in .

The backward (weighted) shift operator is a fundamental and important example
of Cowen-Douglas operator. More precisely, let Hg be a weighted Hardy space with
Bn+1/Bn — 1 and let Sg be the standard left inverse of the multiplication operator
M, on H%, defined by

Sa(f(z) = 70, for every f(z) € Hj.

Notice that Sg is the backward shift on Hg under the orthogonal base {2*}2°
and Sg € B1(D). Then, each S induces a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle
ESB (D)v

Es,(D) = {(\x); A€ D and x € Ker(Sg — AI)}.
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Furthermore, each analytic function on the closed unit disk will naturally induce
a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle Ej,(s,)(£2), where €2 is a domain in A(D) \
h(T),

Eps5)(2) = {(w,x); w € Qand x € Ker(h(Sp) — wI)}.

In 1978, Cowen and Douglas [I2] gave the unitary classification of B, (Q2) by
Riemann curvature, and they asked whether the ratio of the curvatures is the
similarity invariant. In 1983, Clark and Misra [6] gave a negative answer to this
conjecture, and their counterexample is a backward unilateral shift operator. Up
to now, the similarity classification of Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles and
Cowen-Douglas operators attracts the attention of numerous researchers. For in-
stance, Clark, Misra and Uchiyama studied the operators similar to backward shift
operators in [33], [7], [8] and [4I]. C. Jiang et. al. used the K-theory of Banach alge-
bras to give the similarity classification of holomorphic curves and Cowen-Douglas
operators in a series of articles [22], [23], [21], [25], [26]. More recently, Jiang, Ji
and Keshali [28] gave a geometric similarity invariant for a class of Cowen-Douglas
operators in 2023. Another useful method comes from the techniques in solving
the famous (operator value) Corona Problem. In particular, it plays an important
role of the techniques in Harmonic analysis and measure theory in the article [40] of
Treil and Wick. Then, Kwon and Treil [32] characterized the contractions similar to
the backward shift on the Hardy space. Furthermore, Douglas, Kwon and Treil [15]
characterized the n-hypercontraction backward shift on the vector Bergman space.
However, the similarity classification of Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles or
Cowen-Douglas operators remains problematic.

A natural topic is to study the similarity classification of the Hermitian holomor-
phic vector bundles Ej(s,). It is certainly an important issue in this topic of the
Kaplansky’s second test problem for those Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle
with respect to similarity equivalence. In addition, if the analytic function on the
closed unit disk is an analytic automorphism ¢(z), is E,(s;) similar to Eg,? If
the analytic function on the closed unit disk is a finite Blaschke product B(z) with
order m, is Eg(s,) similar to @;n:l Es,? This is a geometric bundles version of a
problem proposed by R. Douglas [I4] in 2007. Notice that the above questions are
related to the weights of weighted Hardy space Hg For instance, if Hg is just the
classical Hardy space H?, it is well-known that E,(s,) is unitary to Eg,. However,
in general case, F,(s,) is not unitary to Eg, and it is not clear whether they are
similar.

In this paper, we answer the above questions. We give a Jordan decomposi-
tion theorem for the push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles. Fur-
thermore, we give the similarity classification of those push-forwards Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles induced by analytic functions, and give an affirmative
answer to Kaplansky’s second test problem for those objects. In Section 2, we state
the main theory of this paper. We review the weighted Hardy spaces and pro-
pose the concept of polynomial growth, and then we show that the vector bundle
FE}(s,) 1s a push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle and state the main
results. In Section 3, we use base theory and K-theory of Banach algebra (invari-
ant deformation algebra) to prove the main theorems. In the last section, we give
some remarks and applications. More precisely, we discuss the case of intermediate
growth, and as applications, we answer the problem proposed by R. Douglas in 2007
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and obtain the Ky-group of the commutant algebra of a multiplication operator on
a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth.

2. THE STATEMENT OF MAIN THEORY

2.1. Weighted Hardy spaces. Denote by Hol(D) the space of all analytic func-
tions on the unit open disk D. For any f € Hol(ID), denote the Taylor expansion of

f(z) by N
F(2) =" f(k)2".
k=0

In this paper, we introduce the weighted Hardy space from a given weight sequence.
Let 5 = {8k}, be a sequence of positive numbers with o = 1. For k=1,2,---,

write
o = D
Br-1
The weighted Hardy space HE induced by the weight sequence 8 (or w) is defined
by

HE = () = Y Fh)=* S IF)PA} < oo).
k=0 k=0
Moreover, the weighted Hardy space Hg is a complex separable Hilbert space, on
which the inner product is defined by, for any f, g € Hj,

(£,9)mz = Y Brg(k) (k).
k=0

Then, any f € Hg has the following norm

17 g = \/0F Frarg =

In particular, ||2"[| 3 = By for each n € N. Let Hj and Hj, be two weighted Hardy

spaces. If there are positive constants K7 and K such that K71 < 3;,/8, < K3 for
all k € N, then Hj = Hj, and their norms are equivalent, and hence we say that

Hg and Hg/ are equivalent weighted Hardy spaces.
Furthermore, any f € Hg induces a multiplication operator My, defined by
Ms(g)=f-g, for any gEHE.
Define HE® by the set
HZ® ={f(z) € H}; My is a bounded operator from Hj to H3}.
In the present article, we always assume the weight sequence w satisfying

lim wyg = 1.

k—o0
The above condition is natural. The classical Hardy space, the weighted Bergman
spaces, and the weighted Dirichlet spaces are all the weighted Hardy spaces satis-

fying the above condition. In this case, it is not difficult to see that
Hol(D) € Hg® C Hj C Hol(D),

where Hol(D) is the space of all analytic functions on the unit closed disk D.
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Following from the work of Shields [37], to study the multiplication operator
M, on Hg is equivalent to study the forward unilateral weighted shift S{°" on the

classical Hardy space, where S7°" : H? — H? is defined by
STor(2F) = wy 25T, for k=0,1,2,....

Notice that wy — 1 implies the spectrum of S7°", denoted by o(S,), is the unit
closed disk . Then, for any f € Hol(ID), one can see that the analytic function
calculus f(S,,) on H? is corresponding to the multiplication operator My on Hj.

Consequently, we have o(M;) = f(D). Therefore, M; is a bounded operator on
Hg and moreover, M is lower bounded on Hg if and only if f has no zero point in
OD. In addition, S/°" is a right inverse of Sg.

Let H be a complex separable Hilbert space. An algebra A of operators on H
is called strictly cyclic if there exists a vector fy such that Afy = H. Furthermore,
a bounded linear operator T is called strictly cyclic, if the weakly closed algebra
generated by T is strictly cyclic. In particular, the multiplication operator M, is
strictly cyclic on a weighted Hardy space Hg if and only if Hg® = Hg (Proposition
31 in [37]).

Let H? and Hg be two weighted Hardy spaces. Define the linear operator
Top: H2 — Hg by

~

Top(F(2) = 3 LWk forany f(2) = 3 Flk)ek € 2.

k=0

Obviously, the operator T, g is an isometry from H2 to H%
The authors have introduced the growth types of weighted Hardy spaces in a
previous paper [19].

Definition 2.1 ([19]). Let w = {wy};>, be a sequence of positive numbers with
wg — 1.

1) If sup.(k + 1)|wy — 1| < oo, we say that the weighted Hardy space H? is

(1) Dy, ; y g Y sp 5
of polynomial growth.

2) If sup, (k + 1)|wy — 1| = oo, we say that the weighted Hardy space H? is

(2) Dy, ; y g Y sp 5
of intermediate growth.

Remark 2.2. It is easy to see that the condition sup (k + 1)|w, — 1] < oo holds if
and only if there exists a positive number M such that for each k € N,

E+1 E+M+1
T T SWE S
k+M+1 kE+1

Moreover, such weighted Hardy space Hg is said to be of M-polynomial growth.
Roughly speaking, the polynomial growth condition for a weighted Hardy space Hé
implies that £, is controlled by a monomial of (n + 1) as an upper bound and a
monomial of n%rl as a lower bound.

Notice that the classical Hardy space, the weighted Bergman spaces, the weighted
Dirichlet spaces and the Sobolev space are all the weighted Hardy spaces of poly-

nomial growth.
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Notation. For any f= Y. f(k)z* € Hol(D), denote
k=0

F=)=1@ =Y k)=~
k=0

Obviously, f(z) € Hol(D) if and only if f*(z) € Hol(DD).
Denote by Aut(D) the analytic automorphism group on I, which is the set of all
analytic bijections from D to itself. As well known, each ¢ € Aut(DD) is a Mdbius

transformation which could be written as the following form
W 20— 2
o(z) = =2 —= for some # € R and z € D.
1—25z2

Moreover, a Blaschke product B(z) on D with order m is a product of m Mdbius
transformations, i.e.,

B(z)zeie-H i
j=1

where § € R and z; € D for j = 1,---,m. Obviously, B(z) is a Blaschke product
with order m (or a Mobius transformation) if and only if B*(z) is a Blaschke product
with order m (or a Mobius transformation).

2.2. Push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles. Given any h €
Hol(D). Let Q be a connected component of the open set h(D) \ h(T). Obviously,
Q) is a connected open subset in C. Following from basic complex analysis, it is not
difficult to see that for any w € €, the sum of the multiplicities of zeros of h(\) —w
in D is the same integer, denoted by n. From a point view of the Riesz-Dunford
functional calculus for bounded linear operators (see [9] for example), one can see
that the above n is just the Fredholm index of h(Sg) — wI for any w € Q. A
bounded operator T" on a Hilbert space H is said to be Fredholm, if dimKer 7" and
dimKer T* are finite. Moreover, the Fredholm index of T is defined by

ind T = dimKer T — dimKer T".

For convenience, we say that the operator h(Sg) has index n on the domain €.

Notice that the open set (D) \ h(T) may have several connected components
and the operator h(Sg) may have different indices on distinct components. For
example, let A(A) = A% + X + 2, then as shown in Figure [l ~(Ss) has index 1 on
the domain €, (the red domain) and has index 2 on the domain Qs (the yellow
domain).

— )2
h(A) = A2+ A +2 0,

1 0 4

\
|/

(o

82

FIGURE 1. The image of h(\) = A2 + X + 2
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From now on, let h be an analytic function on D and let € be a connected
component in A(D) \ A(T) with index n which is the Fredholm index of h(Sg) on
Q. For a point A € D, if h’/(\) = 0, we say that X is a branched point of h. Denote
by Z(h') the set of all branched points of h. Moreover, let Q = Q\ h(Z(h')). Since
Z(R) is a finite set, Q is also a domain. Notice that for any w € €2, h()\) — w has
just n distinct zeros A1, ..., A\, in D. Moreover, there is a neighborhood V' of w and
neighborhood U; of A; for i =1,...,n such that h : U; — V is bi-holomorphic. So,
we say that (2 is an unbranched domain.

Recall that

Eps5) () = {(w,x); w € Qand x € Ker(h(Sp) —wI)}.

One can see that the vector bundle Ej(s,)(f2) is induced by h from the vector
bundle Es, (D).

Lemma 2.3. Let h € Hol(D) and Q be a domain in h(D) \ h(T). Suppose that the
operator h(Sg) has index n on the domain ). For any given w € §Q, let z; be the
zero points of h(z) —w with multiplicity n; fori=1,...,p, and n1 +...+n, = n.
Then the fibre of Ej(s,) () at w is span{ Ker(Sg — z;1)™; i =1,...,p.}.

Proof. Following from h(z) —w € Hol(D), one can get its inner-outer factor decom-

position
p n;
zi— 2
W) —w=F() ] (1_”) ,
i=1 ¢
where F(z) € (H>)~! (N Hol(D) since h(z) — w has no zeros on T. Then,
p
h(Sp) — wI = F(Sp) [[(X—%Sp) " (21 — Sp)™.
i=1

Since F(Sg) [] (I —7%S3) ™ is a bounded invertible operator, we have

p
i=1
Esy)(w) = Ker(h(Sg) — wl) = span{Ker(Sg — z;I)"; i =1,...,p.}.

O

In particular, if 2 is an unbranched domain, the vector bundle FEj,(s,)(€2) is just
a push-forwards vector bundle induced by A from the vector bundle Eg, (D).

Lemma 2.4 ([27]). Let z1,--- , zm be m distinct points in D. Then the matrix

1 1 . 1
1—]21]2 1—Z122 1—Z123 1—Z1zm
1 1 1 o 1
1—2z221 1—]22]? 1—Z323 1—Z22m
1 1 1 o i
1-z321 1—Z329 1—|z3]? 1—Z32m
1 1 1 o 1
1-Zmz1  1—Zmzz 1—Zmz3 1—|zm|?

s invertible.

Lemma 2.5. Let h € Hol(D) and Q be a domain in h(D) \ (A(T)Jh(Z(R"))).
Suppose that the operator h(Sg) has index n on the domain Q. Then for any
w € Q, the fibre Eh(sﬁ)(w) is an n-dimenstonal vector space and

E(sy)(w) = span{ Es, (2i); 2i € hl(w), i=1,...,n}.
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Proof. Since h(z) — w has n distinct zero points in D, it follows from Lemma
that

Ep(s,)(w) = span{Ker(Ss — z1I); z € h™'(w), i=1,...,n.}
= span{Es,(z); zi € (w), i=1,...,n.}.

Notice that Es,(z;) = {#, A€ C}fori=1,...,n. By Lemma[24 the vectors

{%le, e ,%W} are linear independent and then the fibre Ej,(g,)(w) is an n-

dimensional vector space. (I

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that Hg is the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight
sequence w = {wg 17, with wy — 1. Let B(z) = [[}L, fj';jzz be a Blaschke product
on D with order m. Then B*(Sg) € By, (D) and B*(S3)B(M,) = 1.

Proof. Notice that Sg € B1(D) and B*(z) is also a Blaschke product on D with
order m. Then it is easy to see B*(S3) € B,, (D).

For any o € D, let ¢ (2) = ==. Then, it follows from SgM. = I that

oo

0a(5p)pa(M,) = (@— Sp) (Z(aSﬁ)k> (o = M.)(X —aM.)™!

k=0
=(@- Sp)(—M.)I—-aM,)™*
=1

Since B(z) = [[j~, ¥-,(2), we have

B*(S5)BOM.) = [[ 2, (S8) [ o= (M.) = L
=1 =1

O

Proposition 2.7. Let h € Hol(D) and 2 be a domain in h(D)\ (A(T)JR(Z(R"))).
Then, Eh(sﬁ)(Q) is a push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle induced
by h from the vector bundle Es, (D).

Proof. Suppose that h(S3) has index n on the domain 2. For any wg € , h(z)—wo
has n distinct zero points z7, - -+ ,Z, in D. Then, by Lemma 2.3]

h(Sp) — wol = F(S5)B*(Ss),
where F(z) € (H®)"' (Hol(D) and B(z) = [[\, #2= (B*(2) = [[1, 222).

=1 1-%;2 i=1 1—2;2
By Lemma [2.5] the fibre E},g)(w) is an n-dimensional vector space, more precisely,

1 _ )
Bu(s) (@) = spanfq—ocs 5 €7 (o), i =1, oml

3

Let
"Yi(w) = Z(F(Sﬁ))ikMg <;> (w — wo)k fori=1,---,n.

1—7%2
k=0

Then, each v;(w) is an Hg valued analytic function on a neighborhood A of wy and
{m(w), -,y (w)} are linear independent for every w € A. Since for any w € A
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and any 7 = 1,--- ,n, by Lemma [2.6]
(h(Sp) — wI)(7i(w))
=((h(Sp) = wI) = (w — wo)) (7i(w))

=(F(98)B"(55) — (w — wo)) (Z(F(Sﬁ))_kMg (1 _12_1_2) (w— wO)k>

k=0
:0,

one can see that I' = {y1(w), -+ ,vn(w)} is a holomorphic cross-section frame of
E(Q) over A. Therefore, Ej,(5)(2) is a push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundle induced by h from the vector bundle Eg(DD). O

Remark 2.8. For the above h, one can see that h(Sg) is a Cowen-Douglas operator
on Q. More precisely, h(S3) € B,(Q).

2.3. Main results. Review that Sz € B;(D) and for any domain A in D, it also
holds that Sz € B1(A). That is a property of local rigidity, i.e., locality determines
the whole. The previously mentioned push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundles also have local rigidity.

Lemma 2.9 (Local rigidity). Let hi,hy € Hol(D). Suppose that Ej,(s,)($0) and
Eh,(s4)(Q0) over a domain Qo are similar. Then, hi(D) \ hi(T) = ha(D) \ ho(T)
and for any domain 2 C hy(D) \ hi(T), En,(s,)(Q) and Ep,s,) () are similar.

Proof. Suppose that X is a bounded invertible operator such that X Ej,, (s,)(€0) =
Ehy(s4)(Q0). Let A be a domain contained in hy (o). Since Sz € B1(A), we have
Span{Es,(\); A € A} = Hj. Then, by Lemma[2Z3] we have Span{E},(g,)(w); w €
Qo} = Hj, i = 1,2. Furthermore, X Ey, (5,)(Q0) = Epy(s,)(Qo) implies that for
any w € Qo and any x € Ej, (s,)(w),

Xhi1(Ss)(x) = X (wx) = wX (x) = ha(55) X (x).

Then, we obtain that Xh,(Sg) = ho(Ss)X and consequently hq(D) \ h(T) =
ha(D) \ ha(T). Furthermore, for any w € hi(D) \ h1(T) and any y € Ej,, (s,)(w),

ha(Sp)(X(y)) = X (Sp)(y) = wX(y).

That means X Ej,, (s,)(w) = Ep,(s,)(w). Therefore, for any domain Q C hy(D) \
h1(T), the above X is a similarity deformation from Ej,, (s,)(2) to Ep,(s,)(£2). The
proof is finished. O

When consider the similarity classification problem for the Hermitian holomor-
phic vector bundles induced by analytic functions on D, by the above Lemma 29,
we could write the vector bundle in brief as Ej,(s,) without confusions, or some-
times we could write the vector bundle as Ej,g,)(f2) over some certain domain
in A(D) \ A(T).

In this paper, our aim is to determine whether the two push-forwards Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles Ej,(s,) and Ej,(s,) are similar. In this study, an
analogue of Jordan standard form for push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundle plays a major role.

Main Theorem. (Jordan decomposition) Suppose that H% is a weighted
Hardy space of polynomial growth. Given any f € Hol(D). There exist a unique
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positive integer m and an analytic function h € Hol(D) inducing an indecomposable
Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle Ej,(s,), such that

Epss) ~ @Eh(sﬁ)’
1

where h is unique in the sense of analytic automorphism group action. That means
if there exists another g € Hol(ID) inducing an indecomposable vector bundle Ey (s,
such that

Ef(sy) ~ D Ba(ss):
1

then there is a Mdbius transformation ¢ € Aut(ID) such that g = ho .

Notice that the indecomposable Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle is an ana-
logue of Jordan block and is unique in the sense of analytic automorphism group
action. Furthermore, we give the similarity classification of those push-forwards
Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles induced by analytic functions, and give an
affirmative answer to Kaplansky’s second test problem for those objects.

Theorem A. (Similarity classification) Suppose that Hg is a weighted Hardy
space of polynomial growth. Let hy, hy € Hol(D). Then, the Hermitian holomorphic
vector bundles Ej, (s,) and Ej,(s,) are similar if and only if there are two finite
Blaschke products By and By with the same order and a function h € Hol(D) such
that

hlzhOBl and hQZhOBg,

where the vector bundle Ej,(s,) is indecomposable.

Theorem B. (Answer to Kaplansky’s second test problem) Suppose that
Hj 2 is a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth. Let hy, ho € Hol(D). If the
dlrect sums of the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles Ej, (s,) ® Eh, (s,) and
Ehy(ss) @ Eny(sy) are similar, then Ey (s,) and Ej,(s,) are similar.

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

To prove the main results of this paper, we study the cross-section frames and
invariant deformations for the push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles
in subsection B1] and subsection [3.2] respectively. Then, we give the proof of the
main theorems in subsection 3.3

3.1. Cross-section frames with Riesz base g-normalized coefficients. Sup-
pose that E(Q) is a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle over a domain . Let
Ao € Q and let T(A) = {71(A),72(A),...,7(A)} be a holomorphic cross-section
frame of the bundle E(f2) on a neighborhood A C Q of A\g. Foreachi=1,...,n

write
Z% (A= Xo)

Notice that each ¥;(j) is a vector in the Hilbert space Hg Then, we could write
~i(4) in the following form

o0

Z x])k

k=0
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where c,(j’j ) ecC. Then, we call the sequence of vectors

F2{R0G);i=1,....n, j=1,2,...}

the coeflicients of the cross-section frame I" over Ay, and call the sequence of vectors

§p = {%i(0)/Bj5 i=1,...,n, j=1,2,..}
the B-normalized coefficients of the cross-section frame I'" over A\g. Furthermore,
if §g is a Riesz base, we call I' a cross-section frame over Ao with Riesz base (-
normalized coefficients.
In the present paper, the base theory plays an important role. Let us review
some basic concepts in base theory on Hilbert space firstly (we refer to [34], more
generally, one can see these concepts on Banach space in [35]).

Definition 3.1. Let X = {x,,}52, be a sequence of vectors in a complex separable
Hilbert space H.

(1) The sequence X is said to be a Bessel sequence with bound M if for any
T E€H,

00
D e, za)ul® < M|
n=0

(2) The sequence X is said to be a Riesz-Fischer sequence with bound m if for
each sequence {c,}5°, in ¢? which means the space of square summable
sequences, there corresponds to at least one x € H for which

o0
(x,2,)y =cp, and |z|* > mz len?.
n=0

(3) The sequence X is said to be a Riesz base sequence if X is both a Bessel
sequence and a Riesz-Fischer sequence, i.e., there exist two positive numbers
C7 and C5 such that for any = € H,

Clel? < S [ wadnl? < Callz].
n=0
(4) The sequence X is said to be total, if X spans the whole space H, i.e.,
Span{X} = H.
(5) The sequence X is said to be a Riesz base, if X is a total Riesz base sequence.
(5") There is also an equivalent definition of Riesz base. The sequence X is a
Riesz base if there exists a bounded invertible linear operator V' such that
{V(zn)}S2, is an orthonormal base, i.e., V(z,,) is orthogonal to V(z,,) for
all m #n, and ||V(x,)||=1foralln=0,1,....

Furthermore, following from Bari’s work [2], one can see an equivalent description
of Riesz base by Gram matrix of the sequence. Let X = {z,}72, and 9 = {yn}22,
be two sequences of vectors in a complex separable Hilbert space H. Define

(X, D) = (@5, yi)n)ig-
In particular, the Gram matrix of X on H is defined by
Gramy (X) = (X, X)n = ((xi, 2j)n)ij-

Lemma 3.2. [Theorem 3 in [36] and Proposition 9.13 in [34]] Let X = {x,}52, be
a sequence of vectors in a complex separable Hilbert space H.



14 BINGZHE HOU AND CHUNLAN JIANG

(1) The sequence X is a Bessel sequence with bound M if and only if the Gram
matriz Grama(X) is a bounded operator on (% with bound M.

(2) The sequence X is a Riesz-Fischer sequence with bound m if and only if the
Gram matriz Gramyy(X) is bounded below on €% with bound m.

(3) The sequence X is a Riesz base sequence if and only if the Gram matriz
Gramy(X) acting on €2 is bounded up and below.

(4) The sequence X is a Riesz base if and only if X is total and the Gram matriz
Gramy(X) acting on (2 is bounded up and below.

The sequence X is said to be topologically free if none of them is in the closed
linear span of the others. A sequence X' = {x] }5°, is called the dual system of a
topologically free sequence X if

. / _ 5. A 17 Z:]

Moreover, if X’ C Span{X}, we call X’ the minimal dual system of X. Notice that
the minimal dual system is unique. In particular, if the sequence X spans the whole
space, its dual system is unique.

Lemma 3.3. [Proposition 9.14 in [34]] Suppose that X = {x,}5 is a topologically
free sequence of vectors in a complex separable Hilbert space H and X' = {x},}°2,
is a dual system of X. If the Gram matriz Grama (X') is bounded, then the Gram
matriz Gramy (X) is bounded below. The converse holds if X is the minimal dual
system of X'.

In particular, if X = {z,,}52, is topologically free and spans the whole space H,
the Gram matrix Gramy (X’) is bounded if and only if the Gram matrix Gramy, (X)
is bounded below.

Let ¢ = {e;}{2, be an orthonormal base of H. The sequence X = {z;}%,
naturally induces an infinite dimensional matrix Ae x = ((x;,€;)% )i ;, whose j-th
column represents the vector x; under the orthonormal base €. Then, we have
Gramy (X) = Ay yAe,x. Moreover, one can see that Ag xAex = T if and only if
X’ is the dual syétem of X. Notice that Ag x is just the matrix representation of
the operator, which maps e; to z; for all j, under the orthonormal base &. For
convenience, we also denote the operator by Ag x. Obviously, A¢ x is a bounded
invertible linear operator if and only if X is a Riesz base.

In a weighted Hardy space Hg, it is obvious that €5 £ {2%/3;}°, is an orthonor-

mal base of H3. Now we focus on a finite Blaschke product B(z) = [] 2= which
: J
j=
has m distinct zero points z1,--- , 2z, and z; = 0. Let
Bn
%z{ (i);j:1,2,...,mandn=0,1,2,...}.
1-%z
and

1 B'(z) |
By = ;1 =1,2,... dn=0,1,2,...;.
5 {1_22 /Bn 7.] ) ? ’ma’n n ) ) ) }
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Denote
By 0 0 -+ 0 7
0 B 0 -+ 0
0 0 B -+ 0
Dg=1. = - :
0 0 0 - B
and
-1 _
EIW 0 0 0
0 ﬁhl 0 0
0 0 ﬁilm 0
2
Dg-r @I, = : : : .. : o
: : : o :
0 0 0 Elm

where I,,, is the m x m identity matrix. Then

AGB)‘BL% = D@X&B (D,@—l 4 Im),

B"(z)
1-Z;z°

where the (mn + j)-th column of X is the Taylor coefficients of

Lemma 3.4. Let Hg be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence
w = {wy}32, with wy, — 1. The sequence Bg is total and topologically free in Hg
In fact, B has a unique dual system.

Proof. For j =1,2,...,mand n=0,1,2,..., denote
1 B™(2)

1_Z_jz Bn

fmn4(2) =
and consequently, let
N Fonnes ()
ganrj(Z) = Bj Z %
n=0 n

and & = {gmn+; 152 o. Notice that

B"(z) Bf(z) 1 Bk (z) B"(z) dz
<1—z_iz’1—z_jz>H2_%/BD<1—z_jz).l—z_iz.7
1 1 B"k(z) dz
—%'/wl_g' 7 7

1 BRG)
e el

0, ifn+k
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Then, under the orthonormal base €5 = {27/},
(B, 6) 2

:Agﬁ,ﬁAGBv%B

Z(DB(Dﬁ—2XsB)(DIQ ®L,)) DXy (Dﬁ—l ® 1)

=(Dp @ L) X3 X3 (D1 @ L)

[BoLn 0 0 A0 0 golm 0 0
0 BIL, 0 0 A 0 0 L, 0
=10 0 B, 0 0 A 0 0 Iy
(A 0 0 i
0 A O
=10 0 A )
where
r 1 1 1 1
1—‘21‘2 1—Z7122 1—Zz123 1-Z1zm
1 1 1 1
1—Z221 1—[22]2 1—Z323 1—Z22m
1 1 1 i
A= 1-Z321 1—Z329 1—]|23]? 1—232m
1 1 1
L1—Zm 21 1—Zm 22 1—Zm 23 1—]zm[?
By Lemma [2.4] A is an invertible matrix, and then we may put
A1 0 0
0 A1l 0

Y = (cir) = Aego | 0 0 Al

and let 9 = {yx(2)}22 4,

yr(z) = Zcikﬁ'
i=0 ¢
Then
A*€37@A€Bx%ﬁ = (A@ﬁvﬁA_l)*A%;‘Bﬁ = (A_l)*<%B=®>H§ =1
and consequently ) is a dual system of ‘Bg which implies the sequence Bg is

topologically free.
Let I'(w) = {v;(w)}}2, where

=3 (L.

k=0

By Proposition 2.7, Ep SB)(D) is a push-forwards Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundle induced by B from the vector bundle Es,(D) and I'(w) is a holomorphic
cross-section frame of Ep(g,)(ID). Since the closed linear span of I'(w) is the whole
space Hg, so is the closed linear span of Bg. Thus, the sequence Bs (B) is total.
Furthermore, the sequence 9) is the unique dual system of B3 . (|
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Lemma 3.5. Let Hg be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence w =
{wi}2, with wy, — 1. Denote E = {Bn}gozo, where En = (n+1)8,. Suppose that

B(z) = I ££== is a finite Blaschke product with m distinct zero points z1,- - -,z
=1
and z1 = 0. Then, GmmHg ({g—:}j’fzo) is bounded if and only if GmmH%({g—:}zO:O)

18 bounded.

Proof. Since B(z) is analytic on D and has no zero point on 9D, the multiplication
operator Mp is bounded and lower bounded on Hj. Notice that B'(z) is also

analytic on D and has no zero point on I (Theorem 2.1 in [5], see also [16]). Then
the multiplication operator Mp: is also bounded and lower bounded on H%
Define D,,, D : Hg — Hg by, for any f(z) € HE,

“k+2 -

Dy f(z) = Zwkﬂf(k)zk and Df(z) = el F(k)2~.
k=0 k=0

We could write the two operators D,, and D in matrix form under the orthonormal
base {2¥/8}22, as follows,

wy 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
0 wy 0 0 032 0 0
0 0 ws 0 00 3 0
Dy = : : , D= :
0 0 0 wy, 00 krl

One can see that

<Bi+l Bj+1
B;- ) BVJ H%
1 O = 2
= — S Biti(k).- Bi+i(k)- B
35 ];) (k) (k) - Br
—_— 1 > — —
= BHOBTO)+ s, ¢+ DB R+ DB 5
YT k=1
= T T B BT WA
Y7 k=1
B 1 i+1y/ j+1y/
= (Z+ 1)(]+1)/BZ/B_] <DDw(B )7DDw(BJ )>Hf3
_ ﬂ%ﬂj(DDwMB/Bi, DD, Mp BY) 2

= <DDU;MB/(%)7 DDwMB’( ﬁj )>H§ .
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Gramp: <{MB(%)}°° ) - GramH% ({Bﬂfﬂ} )
n n=0 n n=0

~ Gramy; ({DDwMB,(jg")}OO ) .

n n=0

Then

Since all of the operators D, D,,, Mp and Mp are bounded and lower bounded,
the Gram matrix GramHg({g—"}j’f:O) is bounded if and only if GramHg( g—n}ffzo)
B n n

is bounded. O

Lemma 3.6 (Theorem 7 in [11], in essence). Let B(z) = [] fi;jzz be a finite
j=1

Blaschke product with m distinct zero points z1,--- ,zm and z1 = 0. Suppose that

H? and Hg are two weighted Hardy space satisfying

Qo1 > BkH, forallk=0,1,2,....
Qg Bk

If the Gram matriz GmmH(%({g—:}ZO:O) is bounded, then GmmHg({g—: & ) is also
bounded.

Key Lemma. Suppose that Hé is a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth

m
and B(z) = [] 2== is a finite Blaschke product with m distinct zero points

j:llizjz
z1,+ ,zm and z; = 0. Let
B’n.
%—{ (i);j—1,2,...,mandn—0,1,2,...}
1-7;2

and

1 B'(z) |
By = ;1 =1,2,... dn=0,1,2,...;.
5 {1_22 /Bn 7.] ) ) ’ma’n n ) ) ) }

Then Bg is a Riesz base of Hg Furthermore, Ep(g,) has a cross-section frame
[(w) = {v;(w)}7~, with Riesz base S-normalized coefficients, where

@)=Y (£~

k=0

Proof. By Lemma [3.4] the sequence B is total and topologically free in Hg Fol-
lowing from Lemma[B2] it suffices to prove the Gram matrix Gram H3 ("B) is both
bounded and lower bounded.

Step 1. Boundedness of GramHg(%g).

Assume sup,{(k + 1)|wr, — 1|} < M € N. Let H% be the weighted Hardy space

induced by the weight sequence w = {wy}2,, where wy, = kﬁcl‘ffrl. Let Hé, be the

weighted Hardy space with El’; = (k+1)M. Since

iy ko j+M+1 M m M
lim %5 — im 75 lim Lo 255 I1 L
k— o0 E/;; k—o0 (k + 1)]\4 k—o0 (k + 1)]\4 m’

H % and Hgv, are the same space with two equivalent norms.
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As well known, the Gram matrix Grampg= ({B"}22 ) is bounded for the classical
Hardy space H?. Applying Lemmal[3.5 M times, we obtain that Gram ( gfn 1)
g B
is bounded, and consequently Gram g2 ({g—};‘;o) is bounded. Then, it follows from
3 n

Lemma [3.6] that GramHg({g—:}ff:O) is bounded. Let X = Jg—:}j’fzo. Then,

GramHg(%B)
=(Bp, Bp) 3
x x X X x x
<1752a 1*2_12>H;23 <17§z7 175Z>H§ <1752a 1= >H§
<177 ) 73‘27 >H2 < ji ) :{ >H2 < 73‘27 ) 7%7 >H2
- 20z 1—2z12 3 1—22z7 1—252 3 1—-2252" 1—zp 2 3
X ' X X . X X X
<1fmz’ 175Z>H§ <1fmz’ 175Z>H123 <1fmz’ 1*%2>H§

1-%Z5=

Notice that each multiplication operator M1, 5 =1,2,...,m, is bounded on Hg

Thus, the Gram matrix Gram H? (%Bj) is bounded. In addition, we could obtain that
the Gram matrix Grampz (Bg-1) is also bounded by a similar method, where
.

nB" ,
B = {L_(Z), i=12,....m andn:O,1,2,...}.
1-7%2

Step 2. Lower boundedness of GramHz (%B3).

By Lemma [34], B3 has a unique dual system 2). Then, by Lemma[3.3] it suffices
to prove the boundedness of Gram H3 (2). Review that (in the proof of Lemma [3.4)

AerQJ :Dg(Dﬁ—zX%)(Dﬁ ® Im)DA—l
=Dg-1 X (Dg@1,)D -1,

where
1 1 1 _
1—[z1]2 T—2122 1-Z12m At 0 0
-1 1 .0 _1 -1
1—2z221 1—]22]? 1—Z22m 0 A 0
A= . and Dy-1= | g 0 Al
T—Zmz1  1—Zm22 1-[zm]?

Notice that
GramHz (QJ) :AEB,QJAGBQJ
:(Dﬁle% (Dﬁ X Im)DA—l)*Dﬂ—lX% (Dﬁ X Im)DA—l
:Dz,lGramHgil (Bg-1)Dg-1.
Therefore, by the boundedness of GramH?1 (Bs-1) and D41, we have that the

Gram matrix Gram H3 (9) is bounded.

Thus, Bj is a Riesz base of H% Furthermore, Ep(s,) has a cross-section frame
[(w) = {v;(w)}72, with Riesz base S-normalized coefficients, where

@ =3 (22 ) o

k=0
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Corollary 3.7. Let Hg be a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth. For any
¢ € Aut(D), the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles Es, and E,s,) are similar.

Zo—=Z

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that ¢(z) = 1=, where 0 #+
zo € D. Let B(z) = (2¢(2))* = z¢*(2) and

[ B"(2) 1 B"(z)
%ﬁ_{ Bn ,1_202 Bn

Then, by the Key Lemma, B3 is a Riesz base of Hg Furthermore, let X : Hg — Hg
be the unique Riesz base transformation induced by

X (B;,(i)> _ 1_1ZOZ B;iz) nd X (1 —1z0z B;iz)) _ B;iZ)'

;n—0,1,2,...}.

o0
Consider the cross-section frame y(z) = 3 (2*) w* of Eg, and the cross-section
k=0

frame y,(z) = > (%) WP of E(s,), and the coefficients transformation op-
k=0

erator Y : Hg — H% induced by

*\k
y(zk):% for k=0,1,2,....

Notice that

G R e A (e o R

Then, by the uniqueness of the Riesz base transformation, Y is just the Riesz base
transformation X. Therefore, X is the similarity deformation from the Hermitian
holomorphic vector bundles Eg, to E,s,)- ([l

Lemma 3.8. Let By, (5,)(2) and E,(s,)(Q2) be two similar Hermitian holomorphic

vector bundles over a domain Q). Then, for any analytic function h(z) € Hol(Q),
the push-forwards vector bundles Eon,)(s,) and Enony)(s,) are similar.

Proof. Let X be a similarity deformation from the Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundles Ej,, (s,)(2) to Eny(s,)(82), 1., XEp (545)(A) = Epy(s,)(A) for every A € Q.
Notice that for every w € h(Q) \ (h(9Q)|Jh(Z(R))) such that h(z) — w have m
distinct zero points. Then

Ehony)(ss)(w) = span{ By, (s,)(2i); 2i € i w), i=1,...,m.}
and
Ehons)(s5) (W) = span{ B, (s,)(2i); 2i € Y w), i=1,...,m.}
Hence,
XE(hon)(85) (W) = E(nona)(ss) (@),
which implies X is also a similarity deformation from E(j,on,)(s5) 10 E(hony)(s5)- U

Corollary 3.9. Suppose that Hg is a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth
and B(z) is a finite Blaschke product with order m. Then, Ep(sy) is similar to

@}n:l Es,.
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Proof. Choose wyg € D\ B(Z(B’)). Then, B(z) — wo has m distinct zero points
A, Am. Let
wo — 2 A — 2
z) = and z) = —.
ol2) = T Ve =15
Let B(z) = ¢ o B(z) o 1. Notice that B(z) has m distinct zero points zq, - -« , zm
and z; = 0. Then, by the Key Lemma, Eé(sﬁ) has a cross-section frame I'(w) =

{7j(w)}jL, over 0 with Riesz base S-normalized coefficients. Let € = {e;:/8i; j =
1,---,m, i=0,1,---} be the orthonormal base of @;n:l Hg, where e;; is 2'/f3; in
the j-th HE Furthermore, let X : @;n:l HE — Hg be the linear operator defined by
mapping e;; to 7;(¢)/B;. Then, X is a Riesz base transformation and consequently
it is the similarity deformation from Eé(sﬁ) to @;n:l Es,. Notice that poy(z) = 2.
Then, together with Lemma [B.8 and Corollary 3.7

Ep(ss) ~ Epop(ss) ~ Epobs,) ~ Eo@r, s5) = D Fotss) ~ D Es,-
j=1 j=1

This finishes the proof. ([

3.2. Invariant deformations for a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles.
Now, let us study the invariant deformations for a Hermitian holomorphic vector
bundles. Firstly, we need the following result, which is a generalization of the results
of Thomson [39].

Lemma 3.10 ([39], in essence). Let Hj be the weighted Hardy space induced by
a weight sequence w = {wy}2, with wy — 1. For any h € Hol(D), there exists

a finite Blaschke product B and a function F € Hol(D) such that h = F o B and
{Mh}qu = {MB};qg'

The above conclusion on the Hardy space was obtained in [39]. For more general
results on the Hardy space, see [38] and [I0]. The method in [39] also works on the
weighted Bergman spaces by replacing the reproducing kernel on the Hardy space
by one on the weighted Bergman spaces A2 [27]. Notice that

ok

k(z,w) = Z wﬁ—jk
k=0 "k

is the reproducing kernel of the weighted Hardy space Hg Similarly, we can give a

proof of Lemma [3.10] as the same as the proofin [39] (pp. 524-528), except replacing

the reproducing kernel on the classical Hardy space by one on the weighted Hardy
H2

space Hj.

Lemma 3.11. Let Hg be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence
w = {wy g2y with wy — 1. Then Liny(Es, (D)) = HZ2,. More precisely,
Lino(Es, (D)) ={9(Sp); g€ Hg}.
Proof. For any W € Lin,(Es,), we have WS = SgW since Sg € B1(ID). Then,
Liny(Es,) = {Ss}y>- Recall that the operator T g1 is the isometry from Hj to
E

Hg,l and its inverse operator Tjg-1 3 is the isometry from Hé,l to H%, which are
defined previously. Consider the operator

Tﬁﬁﬁ—lSﬁTﬁ—lﬁﬁ : Hg,l — Hg,l.
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Notice that
Tﬁ7ﬁflSﬂTﬁfl75 == M;.
Then
{Tﬁ,ﬂ*ISBTB*I,ﬂ}}J;I = {M;}}I}l ={M;;9€ HX.}.

Consequently,

{Ss}uz = {Tﬁl,ﬁYTﬁ,ﬁl; Ve {Tﬁ,ﬁlsﬁTﬁl,ﬁ}}zgl}
Tﬁ 15M Tﬁﬁ 1; gEHﬁ }

-
{g ; g€ Hﬁ 1} .
Therefore, L, (Es, (D)) = H O

Lemma 3.12. Let Hﬁ be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence
w = {wy}2, with w, — 1. For any h € Hol(D), there exists a finite Blaschke
product B and a function F € Hol(D) such that h = F o B and Liny(Ep(s,)() =

Einv(EB(Sﬁ)(D))- MO’I’EO’UET, Linv(Eh(SB)) = Tﬂ—17ﬂ {Y*; Y € {MB}/H2 . } T67ﬂ—1.
a—

Proof. By Lemma .10} there exist a finite Blaschke product B and a function
F € Hol(D) such that h = F o B and {My}y. = {Mp}’. . Then, similar to
51 5—1

the proof of Lemma [3.T1] one can see that
{n(S5) Yz = {Tﬁl,ﬁYTﬁ,ﬁl; Ve {Tﬁ,ﬁlh(sﬁ)Tﬁl,ﬁ}}ﬁl}
= {Tﬁl,ﬁYTﬁ,ﬁl; Ve {M;}ngl}
= {Tﬁl,ﬁYTﬁ,ﬁl; Ve {ME}}J;I}

= {Tﬂl)BYTB7ﬂ1; Y € {Tﬁvl@lB(Sﬁ)TBl;B}%{gl}
—(B(S5) 2
Furthermore,
Linv(En(sy)) = {h(SB)}/Hg = {B(SB)}}JE = Lino(EB(sy))-

More precisely,

=Ts14 {Y*; Y e {MB}}fg,l } Ts-1-
[l

Lemma 3.13. Let Hg be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence
w = {wi}72, with wy — 1. Let h € Hol(D). Then Liny(Ep(s,)) has no nontrivial
idempotent if and only if Linv(Eh(SB)) = Linv(Esy).
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Proof. For any finite Blaschke product B(z), it is well-known that {Mp}",.
p—1

has no nontrivial idempotent if and only if B(z) is just a Mdbius transformation.
Then, by Lemma B.I1l and Lemma B.12] Ej(s,) is indecomposable if and only if
Liny(En(s,)) = Hg%,. This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 3.14. Let Hg be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence

w = {wy}32, with wy, — 1. Let hy, ha € Hol(D). Suppose that Ey,(s,) and Ep,(s,)
are indecomposable. Then, Ep,(s,) and Ey,s,) are similar if and only if there
exists a Mdébius transformation ¢ such that he = hy o .

Proof. Suppose that there is a Mobius transformation ¢ such that ho = hy o . It
follows from Corollary [3.7 that E(g,) is similar to Es,. Then, by Corollary [3.8]

Eny(s5) = Ehiop(ss) ~ Eniotd(ss) = Ehi(sg)-

Now, suppose that X is a bounded invertible linear operator on Hg such that

X(Ehl(sﬁ)) = Eny(s5)-
Then,
X Linw(Bnes )X = Lino(Engs,))-
Let
X =T 1 X "Tg-15:H; + — Hj 1.
Then, by Lemma 312
X{Mhl}iqgle_l = {MhQ}}Jﬁ

—1

Since {Mp, 3‘1;71 = {Mhz}}{}1 = {MZ};I}I = Hg°,, there exists a function
g€ Hg'il such that

XM, X' =M,

Then, there exists a function g : D — D in HZ2, and a function v # 0 in H2_
such that X(f) = u- (f og) for any f € H2_,. Similarly, there exists a functlon
¢:D — Din H%, and a function v # 0 in Hg,l such that X ~1(f) = v - (f o)
for any f € H .. Notice that for any f € H7 .,

f=XX"Nf)=Xw-(for))=u-v(g) fog)
and
f X(f)=X"Nu-(fog)=v-u@)- flgov).
(2

If we choose f ) =1, then

Consequently, we have
gov =1 og=Idp.
Then g is an analytic automorphism on . Furthermore, following from
w-(hog)-(fog) = XMy, () = My X(f) = hy-u-(fog) foramy f € H} .
we obtain that
ho =hiog.
The proof is finished. (I
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Lemma 3.15. Let Hg be a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth. Given any

f € Hol(D). Suppose that f = h o B, where h € Hol(D) and B is a finite Blaschke
product with order m such that Lin,(Ef(s,)) = Linv(EB(sy))- Then

Ef(s,) ~ €D Encs)»
1

Linv(En(ss)) = Lino(Es,) and Lin, (En(s,)) is indecomposable.
Proof. By Lemma 3.9 Ep(s,) is similar to @]~ Es,. Then

Ef(sy) ~ En@r, s5) = D Bn(ss)-
1

By Lemma and Lemma [3.T1] one can see that
ﬁinv (Eh(Sﬁ)) - ‘Cinv (ESB) = Hg.il .
Furthermore, by Lemma [3.T3, we have Lin, (Ej(s,)) is indecomposable. O

3.3. Proof of the main theorems. In the study the similarity of bounded linear
operators, K-theory of Banach algebra is a powerful technique, for instance, a
similarity classification of Cowen-Douglas operators was given by using the ordered
K-group of the commutant algebra as an invariant [22] and [23]. The technique of
K-theory is also useful to prove our main theorems. Let us give a quick review for
the K-theory of Banach algebra.

Let A be a Banach algebra and Proj(.A) be the set of all idempotents in A. The
algebraic equivalence "~," is introduced in Proj(.A). Let e and € be two elements
in Proj(A). We say that e ~, € if there are two elements x,y € A such that

zy=e and yxr =c¢.

Let Proj(A) denote the algebraic equivalence classes of Proj(A) under algebraic
equivalence "~,". Let

MOO(A) = U Mn(A)a

where M,,(A) is the algebra of n x n matrices with entries in A. Set

V(A) = Proj(Mu(A)).

Then V/(M,,(A)) is isomorphic to \/(A). The direct sum of two matrices gives a
natural addition in My (A) and hence induces an addition "+" in Proj(Ms(.A))
by

[Pl + (g = [p @ dl,
where [p] denotes the equivalence class of the idempotent p. Furthermore, (\/(A), +)

forms a semigroup and depends on A only up to stable isomorphism, and then
Ko(A) is the Grothendieck group of \/(A).

Theorem 3.16 ([3], see also in [24]). Let T be a bounded operator on a Hilbert
space H. The following are equivalent:
(1) T is similar to Zle EBAl(-m) under the space decomposition H = Ele @HE’“),
where k and n; are finite, A; is strongly irreducible and A; is not similar to
Aj if i # j. Moreover, T™ has a unique strongly irreducible decomposition
up to similarity.
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(2) The semigroup \/({T}') is isomorphic to the semigroup N®)  where N is
the set of all natural numbers {0,1,2,...} and the isomorphism ¢ sends

[I] = nie1 + ngea + - - - + nyeyg,
where {e;}F_, are the generators of N*) and n; # 0.

Corollary 3.17 ([3], see also in [24]). Let Ty and Ts be two strongly irreducible
operators on a Hilbert space H, and T ~ Tl(nl) &) T2(n2). If \V{TY}) is isomorphic
to the semigroup N, then T is similar to Ts.

Following from the preliminaries in the previous subsections, we could prove
Main Theorem now.

Proof of Main Theorem. By LemmaB.I0 and Lemma[3.15, there exists a finite
Blaschke product B with order m and an analytic function h € Hol(D) inducing an
indecomposable Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle Ej (s, such that

Ef(sy) ~ €D Encsy)-
1

Now, suppose that there are two finite Blaschke products B; with order m; and

analytic functions h; € Hol(D) inducing an indecomposable Hermitian holomorphic
vector bundle Ej, (s,), ¢ = 1,2, such that

Ef(sy) ~ D Bnacsy)-
1

mi ma
Notice that € Ej,, (s,) and @ Ep,(s,) are the Hermitian holomorphic vector bun-
1 1

dles induced by the Cowen-Douglas operators G}lhl(Sg) and é ha(Sg) on , re-
1 1
spectively. Then, by

mi ma
@ B, (55)(82) ~ @ Ehy(s5)
1 1

we have

P mi(Sp) ~ P ha(Ss).
1 1
Let T = hy(S)™) @ hy(Sg)(™2). Then,

T ~ hi(Sp) ™).

Since
{h1(Sp) ™Y yy = {Mp: F € Mam, (HF)},

it follows from Lemma 2.9 in [3] or Theorem 6.11 in [24] that
~ 2m ~ oo ~ o0\ Av
V(T Vyz) = N AME™Yyg2) 2\ Mo, (HF)) = \/ (HF) = N.
In addition, since Ej, (s,)(€2) is indecomposable and

{hl(Sﬁ)}}{g = Linv(En, (55));
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h1(Sg) is a strongly irreducible operator and so is ho(Sg). By Corollary BIT, we
have h1(Sg) ~ h2(Sg) and consequently Ej, (s,) ~ Ep,(s,)- Thus, by Lemma [3.14,
there exists a Mobius transformation ¢ such that he = hy o .

Furthermore, notice that for any w € Q

my - dimEp, (5,)(w) = dimEy, (s,)(w) = dimEy, (s,)(w) = ma - dimE, (g, (w).

Since dimEp, (5,)(w) = dimEp,(s,)(w), we have m; = ma. O
Furthermore, we could prove Theorem A and Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem A. Let us prove the sufficiency first. Suppose that there are
two ﬁnitg Blaschke products B; and By with the same order m and a function
h € Hol(D) such that

hlzhOBl and hQZhOBQ,

where Ej,, (s,) and Ej,(s,) are indecomposable Hermitian holomorphic vector bun-
dles. By Main Theorem (or Lemma [BT5]), we have

Eny(sy) ~ D Bn(ss) ~ Ena(sp)-
1

Now we will show the necessity. Suppose that the bundle Ej, (s, is similar to
the bundle Eh2(55). For i = 1,2, write h; = g; o B;, where g; € Hol(ﬁ) and B; is
a finite Blaschke product with order m; such that Lin,(Ey,(s,)) = Lino(EB,(ss))-

By Main Theorem (or Lemma [B.15]), we have

my m2

Eny(sy) ~ @D Egi(s,), and  Enyisy) ~ €D Eguis)s
1 1

where both Ey, (s,) and E,,(s,) are indecomposable. Following from the uniqueness
in Main Theorem, we have m; = mqy and there is a Mobius transformation ¢ €
Aut(D) such that g2 = g1 o p. Consequently,

hy =g20 By = (g10¢)o By =gi0(poBs).
Notice that ¢ o By is also a finite Blaschke product with the same order as Bs. This
finishes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem B. For i = 1,2, it follows from the Main Theorem that, there
exists a unique positive integer m; and an analytic function g; € Hol(D) inducing
an indecomposable vector bundle £y, (s,), such that

En(s5) ~ €D Eau(sy)-
1
Since the direct sums of the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles Ej,, (s,)® Ep, (s4)
and Ep,(s;) © Eh,(s,) are similar, we have

2my 2ma

D Eas0) ~ Eniss) © Enss) ~ Ena(ss) © Enasy) ~ €D Baa(sp)-
1 1
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Following from the uniqueness in Main Theorem, we have 2m; = 2my and there is
a Mobius transformation ¢ € Aut(ID) such that go = g1 o ¢. Therefore,

mi m2
Ehy(s) ~ D Eaiss) ~ D Eaa(ss) ~ Ena(sy)-
1 1

4. SOME REMARKS AND APPLICATIONS

In this section, we give some remarks and applications. One hand, we will discuss
the case of intermediate growth to show the necessity of the setting of polynomial
growth condition. On the other hand, as applications, we answer the problem
proposed by R. Douglas in 2007, and obtain the Ky-group of the commutant algebra
of a multiplication operator on a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth.

Lemma 4.1. Let Hg be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence
w = {wg }72, withwy, — 1. Let ¢ € Aut(D) Suppose that X € L(H) is a similarity
deformation from the vector bundle Eg,(ID) to the vector bundle E,s,) (D). Then,
the multiplication operators M, and M, are similar on H3_,

Proof. Since Sz € B1(ID), we have XS5 = ¢(S5)X and consequently
(Tp,5-1 XTg-1,8)(T,p-195Tp-1,) = (T,5-10(58) Tp-1,6)(T,5-1 X Tg-1,)-
Following from Lemma [B.17] one can see that
(Ts,5-156Tp-1,5)" = M and (T 5-19(98)Tg-1,5)" = M.
Then, for any n =0,1,---,
M (Tpp-1XTp15)" = (T, p-1 XTg-1,5)" M.

Since (T3 -1 XTp-13)* is a bounded invertible linear operator, the multiplication
operators M, and M, are similar on H 2 .. O

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that Hg is the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight

sequence w = {wy}p>, with wy, — 1 Let o(z) = f”;ozz, zo € D, be a Mébius
transformation on D. Denote § = {1 ZOZ <0 88 ={= = ;flz)} > and Fg-1 =
{B{L“pz(}(j) > o- Then, g is a Riesz base of Hﬁ if and only if Fz-1 is a Riesz base
of H2_,.

Proof. Assume that §3 = {— = ﬁn 2120 s a Riesz base of Hj. Then, Fp is a
total sequence in Hé and the infinite dimensional matrix A%ﬁa = DﬁXgDB

a bounded invertible linear operator on ¢, where the n-th column of X5 is the
Taylor coefficients of f_%i. In addition, Ae,5, , = DlnggDﬁ, where §g-1 =
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{ﬂf‘pm(zz) 12 . Notice that {Y 11 zl 2 "(2)}22, is an orthonormal base in the clas-
sical Hardy space H?, i.e., Grampz (S) = (1 — |20/*)I. Then,
AEL%SB—I Aes.55 :(DﬂXéDgl)(DﬂXﬁ'Dgl)

=DpX3XsDy*

=Dp(1 — |2|*)ID}"

=(1— |20|)I.
Consequently, we have that Agﬁgw1 is bounded invertible and so is Ae, 5, -
Applying Lemma again, we obtain that §g-1 is a Riesz base of H 2_.. The

converse could be proven in a similar way. ([l

Recall that if the multiplication operator M, : H2 — H?2 is strictly cyclic, then
B B
H® = H2
B T B
Lemma 4.3. Let Hg be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence w =
w2, with wg — 1, and let = 22 2 €D, be a Mébius transformation
k=1 P = 1-Zpz2
on . Denote § = {1 Zoz o and §g = {I—L_oz “";flz) > - Suppose that the
multiplication operator M, HB — HB is strictly cyclic. If M, is similar to M,
then §g is a Riesz base of HE

Proof. Suppose that T : Hg — H% is a bounded invertible linear operator such that
TM, =M,T. Write f(z) =T(1). Then for any n=0,1,---
T(z") = f(z)¢"(2).

Moreover, according to ¢ o ¢(z) = z, one can see that

T2(2") = T(f(2)9"(2)) = f(2)f(p(2))2",
and consequently T2 is just the multiplication operator M F(2)f(e(z))- Since T? is

a bounded invertible operator, the function f(z)f(¢(z)) is an invertible element in
Hg® = Hj. Then, by f(z) € Hj = H, we have

1 2 (2) c B2

3

Pe)  (fe)fee))? 7

Furthermore,
1

1
—— =T —— | € H3,
) (f2<<p<z>>> 5
that implies f(z) is also an invertible element in Hg®. The bounded invertible linear

operator " maps the orthonormal base {Z- “120  to the Riesz base {ji(z)}(’o

’Vl nZO’

and then the bounded invertible linear operator M S —E the Riesz base
zoz z

{j (z) 122 to the Riesz base {1 = (z)} > o- Therefore, Fps is a Riesz base of

H2 5 O

Now, let us review the weighted Bergman space. Let dA denote the Lebesgue area
measure on the unit open disk D, normalized so that the measure of D equals 1. For
a > 0, the weighted Bergman space A2 is the space of analytic functions on D which
are square-integrable with respect to the measure dA, (z) = (a+1)(1—|2|?)*dA(z).
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As well known, it could be seemed as a weighted Hardy space Hg(a), where ﬂ(()o‘) =1

k -
and for k=1,2,..., ,ga) =11 w§a) with w§a) = jJr];;}Jrl. Since
j=1
g
lim (j+ Dfw!® = 1] = lim (j +1) - —2222L — o
J—0o0 j—o00

j+1
L4/ 572art
every weighted Bergman space A2 satisfies the polynomial growth condition.

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that Hg 1s the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight
sequence w = {wg}2, with wy, — 1. Let ¢(z) = =%, where t € (0,1), be a

Mobius transformation on D. Denote § = {%}?fzo and §g = {ﬁ“’;g’z) >0
If

lim (k +1)(wy, — 1) = —o0,

k—o0

then §g is a Riesz base of Hg

Proof. Firstly, we will show the following Claim.
Claim. For any N € N, there exists My > 0 such that for every n > My,

o™ (llaz, (1+t)N |
l2™Mlaz, ~ 2(1 —t)N-1,/27(2N — 1)

Notice that

NN 2 2N o 1
= ~df
1YY (2112 / T T
1 _ t2 2N 27
/0 1+t2—2tcost9)
42
> (1-1t%) '2 / sin
27 o (L4t —2tcosf)2N
(- 1 ( 1 1 )
o 2r 202N — 1) (1 —1)2@N=1) (1 +¢)2CGN-1)
J (L= 1 t
= or t2N —1) (1 —t)2CN-1)
(182N

2(2N — 1)(1 — ¢)2N-2°
Then, as N — +o0,

NN (1 + t)N
¥ @lle > e e~ +

Following from [31], one can see the unitary representation DJ"{, for the analytic
automorphism group Aut(D) on the weighted Bergman space A%,

DX(g ()= (9" - (fog), feAR, g€ Au(D),

where Aut(D) is the universal covering group of Aut(D).
Then, we have

le™ (2)llaz, = (@' (DY - (¢" 0 w(2))llag, = 12" (" ()| ag,-
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Denote (¢'(2))N =377 ¢ N) z*. There exists K € N such that

K
ST > Z| =—|| N (@)1
k=0

Since w,(CN) — 1, there exists My > 0 such that for every n > My,
n+k
ﬁ’“ - IJ o 2% for k=1,2,... K.
1=n—+1

Then,

B2 M T\ &

le"@llag, _ 12" D lay, i| vy (@iﬁ

This completes the proof of the Claim.
Following from klim (k+1)(wg — 1) = —o0, we may assume all wy, < 1 without
—00

loss of generality and we could obtain the followings.

(I) For any N € N, there exists a positive integer ix such that for any i > iy,
(V)

w; < w;
(II) Furthermore, hm Bn/ BYY) = 0 and then there exists a positive integer
ny > iy such that for any n > ny, Bn/ﬁn N) < Bin-
Consequently, for any n > ny, the followings hold.

(1) If 0 < k < iy, we have

ﬂk Br > 1 S ﬁ;(gN)
Bn B: N) B(N) = H(N)”
N n n

(2) for every iy < k < n, we have
H 1 ﬁ 18
(N) " 5(N)”

b1 VS w; n

Then, for any n > ny and any 0 < k < n, we have

B

(V)
ﬁ>
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Therefore, for any n > ny,

EIRTI 2
T, g

n

n (N)\ 2
> S 1F k) (%)

k=0
0o . ) ﬁ;(cN) 2 00 . )
> EwE (2 ) - S 15
k=0 n k=n+1
le" ()3
N 1.
2712

Together with the above Claim, one can see that the sequence {“" }°° o is not

uniformly bounded. Since M _E is a bounded invertible linear operator on H?2 3

O

the sequence §p = { =7

Theorem 4.5. Let Hg be the weighted Hardy space induced by a weight sequence

w = {wp}p, withwy — 1. Let p(z) = =%, t € (0,1), be a Mdobius transformation

onD. If M, is strictly cyclic on Hg and

lim (k + 1)(w, — 1) = +o0,

k—o0

then the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle Es (D) is not similar to the vector
bundle Esa(SBa)(D)'

Proof. Suppose that the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle ESB*I (D) is similar
to the vector bundle E 5571)(]]])). By Lemma [4.1] the multiplication operators M,

and M, are similar on Hj. Denote § = {f_z%i 1}, 8 = {1_1ZOZ (Z)}n o and
Fp-1 = {ﬂf“"m(zz)}n:o. By Lemma 3] one can see that §s is a Riesz base of Hj.

Furthermore, by Lemma 4.2, §3-1 is also a Riesz base of Hg,l. However, this is a
contradiction to Lemma 4] since klim (k+1)(1/wg — 1) = —oo. This finishes the
—00

proof. O

Lemma 4.6 (Corollary 3 in [37], p 97). If M, is strictly cyclic on H% with weight

sequence w = {wi}32, and if {ar}32, is a decreasing sequence of positive numbers,
then M, is strictly cyclic on HE with weight sequence {a,Wy}32 ;.

Example 4.7. Suppose that p(z) = 1 —=, t € (0,1), is a M&bius transformation
on D. Let wy = %, a = e’ (k+3)— lnz(k”) and w, = apwy, for all k = 1,2,....
Let H % and Hg be the weighted Hardy spaces with weight sequences w = {wy}32,

and w = {wg}72,, respectively.
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It is easy to see that

lim In*(k 4 3) —In®*(k +2) = Jim n(1 + L) - (In(k + 3) + In(k + 2))
—00

— lim In(k +3) + In(k + 2)
k—o0 k+2
=0.
Then, wy, = ’;—ﬁ - en*(k+3)=In*(k+2) 4 | a5 k — 0. Moreover,
lim (k + 1)(wk — 1)
k—o0
T k42 2gs)—m2(k+2)
N
. k42 In2 1.2 k42 k42
-1 k 1 T e In®*(k+3)-In*(k+2) _ MT <2 k 1 L |
Jim ( +)<k+1 ¢ 1) PEE DT
= lim (% +2)- (In?(k +3) — In*(k +2)) + 1
—00
1
=lim(k+2) - In(1+-—=) (In(k+3)+1In(k+2))+1
k—o0 k+2

= klirn In(k+3)+In(k+2)+1
—00
=+ o0.

Notice that (ln2 3:)/ = w < 0 for z > e. The function In®z is concave on
[e, +00). Then for k > 1

In?(k +4) — In*(k 4+ 3) <In®(k + 3) — In*(k + 2),

which implies ay = oln® (k+3)—In (k+2) g decreasing with respect to k. In addition,

M, is strictly cyclic on H% (Example 1 in [37], p 99). Then, by Lemma 6 M, is

strictly cyclic on the weighted Hardy space HE
Therefore, by Theorem 5] the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle Es, (D)
is not similar to the vector bundle E@(Sﬂfl)(D).

Remark 4.8. So far, one can see that each automorphism ¢ induces a similar defor-
mation from the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle Eg, (D) to the vector bundle
Ey(s4)(D) for weighted Hardy spaces with polynomial growth, but it is not true
for weighted Hardy spaces with intermediate growth. So the polynomial growth
condition is indispensable in our main theory.

Our main theorems and related results could also answer some problems proposed
in operator theory and K-theory. One problem was proposed by R. Douglas [I4] in
2007.

Question 4.9 ([I4]). Is Mp on L2(D) similar to M, ® L, on L?(D) ® C™, where
L2(D) is the Bergman space and m is the multiplicity of the finite Blaschke product
B(z)?

Notice that Corollary [3.9]is a positive answer to the geometric bundle version of
Douglas’s problem for weighted Hardy spaces of polynomial growth. Then, together
with Lemma 1] and Theorem 5 we could also answer the generalized version of
Douglas’s problem.
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Corollary 4.10. Let B(z) be a finite Blaschke product with order m on D. Then
Mp ~ @T M, on a weighted Hardy space Hg of polynomial growth, and it is
possibly false for weighted Hardy spaces with intermediate growth.

At the end, we give the Ky-group of the commutant algebra of a multiplication
operator on a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth, which is isomorphic to
the Ky-group of some certain invariant deformation algebra.

Corollary 4.11. Let HE be a weighted Hardy space of polynomial growth, and let
f(2) be an analytic function on D. Then

Ko ({Mf}'Hg) ~ K, (cm(Ef(Sﬂfl))) ~ 7.

Proof. By our Main Theorem, there exists a unique positive integer m and an

analytic function h € Hol(D) inducing an indecomposable Hermitian holomorphic
vector bundle Ej(s,), such that

Ess, ) ~ @ Bues, 1)
1

Then,
{f(Sﬁfl)};I;l = Lino(Ef(s,-1)) = Linw <@ Eh(sal)> - {@ h(Sﬁl)}
1 =1 DL, Hg—l

Since Ej Sy1) is an indecomposable Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle, h(Sg-1)

/

is a strongly irreducible Cowen-Douglas operator on H?2_,. Then, following from
Theorem 2.11 in [22], we have

/

Il
N

Ky (Eim(Ef(sﬁ,l))) = Ko (‘[f(sﬂl)}};;l) = Ko {éh(sﬁl)}
=1

b, HE
By Lemma [3:12]
‘Cim}(Ef(SB,l)) = Tﬁ75—1 {Y*; Y € {Mf}/Hg}Tﬁflﬁ.
Consequently,
{M;}jt[g = Linv (Ef(sﬂ—l))'

Therefore,

Ko (MY ) = Ko (M7} ) = Ko (Lons(Epes, ) = 2.
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