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Abstract

This paper presents significant contributions to the study of operators with countable, continuous, and
hybrid spectra, with applications across both finite-dimensional and infinite-dimensional contexts, par-
ticularly in non-Hermitian (non-self-adjoint) systems. For finite-dimensional operators, a new concept
of analogous matrices is introduced, where two matrices are deemed analogous if they share the same
projector and nilpotent structures. This perspective highlights structural equivalences beyond simple
spectral similarities. To aid in classifying such matrices, a graph-based representation of these projec-
tors and nilpotent elements is developed, offering both visual and computational insights. Addition-
ally, the paper calculates the number of distinct families of analogous matrices based on matrix size,
providing a fundamental tool for matrix classification. The paper also extends the spectral mapping
theorem to multivariate functions of matrices, incorporating both Hermitian and non-Hermitian matri-
ces. With functions assumed to be holomorphic, this generalized theorem expands the applicability of
spectral theory to a wider class of operators. The framework established for finite-dimensional matrices
is further extended to infinite-dimensional settings, including countable spectrum operators, enhancing
understanding of operator behavior in broader contexts. For continuous spectrum operators, the paper
advances von Neumann’s spectral theorem for self-adjoint operators to include a larger class of spectral
operators, accommodating both self-adjoint and non-self-adjoint cases. This expansion provides a uni-
fied spectral framework that generalizes spectral decomposition, allowing the spectral mapping theorem
to be applied in diverse cases. Furthermore, analogous to finite dimensions, the concept of analogous
operators is introduced for continuous spectrum operators, enhancing operator classification. For oper-
ators with hybrid spectrum—comprising both discrete and continuous elements—analogous properties
and spectral mapping are also explored.

Index terms— Functional calculus, spectral mapping theorem, Hermitian matrix, self-adjoint operators,
graph representation, projector, nilpotent, Jordan decomposition.

1 Introduction

Spectral analysis of operators is crucial in mathematics because it provides deep insights into the structure
and behavior of linear operators, particularly through the study of their spectra (the set of eigenvalues and
corresponding eigenspaces) [1,2f]. This analysis generalizes concepts like diagonalization and eigenvalues
from finite-dimensional matrices to infinite-dimensional spaces, enabling us to solve various functional and
differential equations. In quantum mechanics, for instance, operators represent physical observables, and
their spectra correspond to possible measurement outcomes. Spectral theory helps predict system behavior,
solve linear PDEs, and provides foundational tools in areas like harmonic analysis and probability theory [|3~
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In science and technology, spectral analysis plays a key role in diverse fields such as signal processing,
image compression, and machine learning. In signal processing, for example, the Fourier transform is
an application of spectral theory, decomposing signals into their frequency components. In engineering,
eigenvalue problems appear in vibration analysis and stability studies, while in machine learning, techniques
like Principal Component Analysis (PCA) rely on spectral methods to reduce data dimensions, identify
patterns, and improve computational efficiency [6]. Spectral methods are also essential in network analysis,
where the spectrum of the graph Laplacian reveals information about the structure and dynamics of complex
networks [7]].

In an excellent physics review [8]], the authors provides a comprehensive exploration of the foundations
and applications of non-Hermitian physics in both classical and quantum systems. It begins by introducing
key concepts from non-Hermitian linear algebra, such as Jordan normal form, biorthogonality, exceptional
points, pseudo-Hermiticity, and parity-time (PT) symmetry. These mathematical tools are fundamental for
understanding phenomena unique to non-Hermitian systems. The review then discusses various classical
systems—such as photonics, mechanics, and acoustics—that simulate non-Hermitian wave physics, high-
lighting phenomena like unidirectional invisibility, enhanced sensitivity, and coherent perfect absorption.
In the quantum realm, the review explains how non-Hermitian operators describe open quantum systems
using approaches like the Feshbach projection and quantum trajectory. These frameworks are applied to a
wide range of physical systems, from atomic and molecular physics to nuclear physics, where phenomena
such as quantum resonances, superradiance, and the quantum Zeno effect are also discussed. The review
also covers the emerging field of band topology in non-Hermitian systems, offering a complete classifica-
tion and examples. Additionally, topics like nonreciprocal transport, speed limits, and nonunitary quantum
walks are explored, demonstrating the broad relevance of non-Hermitian physics across multiple scientific
domains. All these fascinating studies in physics related to non-Hermitian systems are grounded in either
non-Hermitian matrices (finite dimensions) or non-self-adjoint operators (infinite dimensions).

This paper introduces several important contributions to the study of countable spectrum (include both
finite-dimensional and infinite-dimesional operators), continous spectrum, and hybrid spectrum operators,
with a focus on developing new frameworks for analyzing matrices and operators, especially in the context of
projectors and nilpotents. For finite-dimensional matrices, the paper proposes a novel concept of analogous
matrices, where two matrices are considered analogous if they share the same projectors and nilpotent
structures. This concept provides a new lens through which to view matrix equivalence, emphasizing their
internal structures rather than just their spectra. Building on this, the paper presents a graph representation of
these shared projectors and nilpotent elements, enabling a visual and computational way to classify matrices
within the same family of analogous matrices. Another major contribution is the enumeration of the total
number of different families of analogous matrices, given the matrix size, which provides a foundational
result for understanding matrix classification.

Furthermore, the paper extends the spectral mapping theorem to functions with multivariate matrix in-
puts, allowing for both Hermitian and non-Hermitian matrices as arguments. The functions are assumed
to be holomorphic and represented by infinite series, extending classical results into a more general, mul-
tivariate setting. This result is particularly valuable for applications where matrix inputs are not limited to
Hermitian matrices, broadening the applicability of spectral theory in physics and other domains. Analo-
gous properties and spctral mapping theorem for finite-dimensional operators are also extended to countable
infinite-dimensional operators.

For continous spectrum operators, the paper first extends the von Neumann spectral theorem for self-
adjoint operators by deriving the spectral mapping theorem for a broader class of spectral operators, which
includes both self-adjoint and non-self-adjoint operators. This extension generalizes the spectral decompo-
sition concept, allowing the spectral mapping theorem to apply to operators beyond the self-adjoint case,
accommodating a wider variety of spectral types while still preserving many of the core spectral proper-
ties established in the self-adjoint framework. The result is a unified spectral framework that encompasses



the von Neumann spectral theorem as a specific case within this broader setting, thereby expanding the
applicability of spectral theory to include non-self-adjoint operators as well. Additionally, analogous to
the finite-dimensional case, the paper introduces the concept of analogous operators for continous spectral
operators and studies their properties, expanding the understanding of operator equivalence beyond finite-
dimensional settings. Lastly, the paper presents the multivariate spectral mapping theorem for continous
spectral operators, where the inputs are several continous spectrum operators of holomorphic functions, and
the results hold for both self-adjoint and non-self-adjoint operators. Finally, we consider hybrid spectrum
operators, where spectrum is composed by discrete set and continous set. Analogous properties and spctral
mapping theorem for hybrid operators operators are also explored.

A key remark made in the paper is that while the resolvent approach is the traditional method for the
spectral mapping theorem (via functional calculus), our proposed method based on projectors and nilpotents
(Jordan Decomposition) offers significant advantages [2/94/10]. The resolvent approach falls short in captur-
ing the nilpotent structure of operators, especially in identifying generalized eigenspaces and Jordan blocks,
which are essential for understanding nilpotent behavior. This limitation becomes especially pronounced
when the eigenvalue is zero, making it challenging to detect or analyze nilpotency. In contrast, our projec-
tor and nilpotent method directly addresses these gaps, providing a more complete framework for spectral
analysis of countable spectrum (include both finite-dimensional and infinite-dimesional operators), conti-
nous spectrum, and hybrid spectrum operators. Furthermore, our approach effectively accommodates the
spectral analysis of noncommutative operators, expanding the scope of tools available for complex operator
behavior.

In Section [2| we begin by reviewing the Jordan decomposition for square matrices, followed by a dis-
cussion of analogous operator properties, an exploration of finite-dimensional operator type enumeration,
and the establishment of the spectral mapping theorem for multivariate square matrices. Section [3|extends
the concepts of analogous operators and the spectral mapping theorem to countable infinite-dimensional
operators. In Section 4] we begin with the study of analogous continuous spectrum operators and establish
the multivariate spectral mapping theorem for continuous spectrum operators. Finally, Section [3] presents
analogous properties and the spectral mapping theorem for hybrid spectrum operators.

2 Finite-Dimensional Operators

The section is organized as follows:
* Section [2.1|reviews the Jordan decomposition for square matrices.

* Section 2.2)introduces the concept of “Analogous Operators” between square matrices and discusses
their properties.

* Section [2.3]explores the enumeration of analogous operator families for matrices with given dimen-
sion.

* Section[2.4pstablishes a spectral mapping theorem for multivariate square matrices.

2.1 Jordan Decomposition Review

The Jordan decomposition, also known as the Jordan canonical form or Jordan normal form, is a mathe-
matical concept used in linear algebra to simplify the representation of matrices. It expresses a matrix in
a nearly diagonal form, making it easier to analyze and understand the matrix’s properties, particularly for
matrices that are not diagonalizable.



We review the following important concepts. A Jordan Block with dimension m x m and the eigenvalue
A, denoted by J,,,(\), can be expressed by

A1 0 0
0 A 1 0
JnN) =11 ¢ o )
00 P
00 o A,

where A is a scalar (an eigenvalue of the original matrix), and the off-diagonal elements are either O or 1.

The algebraic multiplicity of an eigenvalue Ay of a matrix X refers to how many times Ay appears as
a root of the characteristic polynomial of X. If )i, is an eigenvalue, the algebraic multiplicity, denoted by
a,(fA), is the power (or count) of )\, in the factorization of the characteristic polynomial, i.e., det(X — A I )=0,
where I is the identity matrix of the same size as X. On the other hand, the geometric multiplicity of an
eigenvalue A\ of a matrix X, denoted by a,(fG), is the dimension of the eigenspace associated with \y. If the
eigenspace of Ay is defined as: Null(X — A\iI), where Null(X — AgI) refers to the null space (or kernel)
of the matrix (X — AgI). The dimension of this null space gives the geometric multiplicity of .

Jordan decomposition theorem says that we can decompose a square matrix X € C™*™ as [11]:

(@)
K o
X =U|PPIm.w|U™ 2)
k=1 i=1
where U € C™*™ is an invertible matrix, and a,(CG) is the geometry multiplicity with respect to the k-th
eigenvalue \;. We have the following relationships about a,(CA) and a,(CG):
K
doa = m, )
k=1
and
al®
A
domii = oy, “)
i=1

We have the following lemma about Jordan decomposition.

Lemma 1 Given a matrix X € C™*™, we can express it by

K of K of
X = ) > MPuit) > Nii )
k=1 1i=1 k=1 1=1

where Py, ; € C™*™ is the projector matrices with respect to the eigenvalue \i, and i-th dimensoin of the
null space Null( X — A\ I); and Ny ; € C™*™ is the nilpotent matrices with respect to the eigenvalue \j,
and i-th dimensoin of the null space Null( X — A\ I).



Proof: Since each Jordan Block with dimension my, ; X my, ; and the eigenvalue A, denoted by Jmk,i (&),
can be expressed by

M 10 - 0
0O X 1 -+ 0
I (M) = -
0 0 - X 1
0 0 -+ 0 X s X
= Ak'Imk,i + Jmkz’ ©)

where I, . is an identity matrix with the dimension my, ; X my,;, and Jy,, , is a off-diagonal matrix with
the dimension my, ; X my,; such that

01 0 0
0 0 1 0
Toe = |05 : (7)
o0 -+~ 0 1
oOoo0 .- 0 O

My s XM
We construct the identity matrix I, ; with the dimension m X m as

el
K ai./>

Ly = @Dk K6 )L, ,, @®)

k'=14=1

where 6(a, b)=0 if a#b, and §(a, b)=1 if a=b. Similarly, we also construct the off-diagonal matrix J with
the dimension m x m as

N
Jni = é é} Sk, K)S(i! )Ty, - 9)
k'=1=1
Let P}, ; be constructed by
P, = VI,V ! (10)
and
N = VJ., vl (11)

From Eq. (2), we have Eq. (3).
Finally, we have to show that matrices Py ; are projector matrices and matrices [Ny ; are nilpotent ma-
trices. Because we have

Py Py i = Py 6(k,k)o(i,), 12)
and
K of
ZZPM =1 (13)
k=1 i=1

Therefore, matrices Py, ; are projectors as they are orthogonal and complete. On the other hand,

Ni; #0,and NM' =0, (14)

532

where £ € N and ¢ < my, ;. This shows that matrices IV}, ; are nilpotent matrices. ]



2.2 Analogous Matrices and Their Properties

We will introduce a new concept, named as Analogous Operators, between two square matrices and its
properties in Section In Section a graph representation method is proposed to demonstrate a
family of matrices which are analogous.

2.2.1 Analogous Operators

In linear algebra, when two matrices share the same Jordan form but differ in eigenvalues, it reveals an in-
triguing mathematical relationship. Both matrices possess the same generalized eigenvector structure—with
identical Jordan block arrangements, dimensions, and chain lengths. This means that the underlying geo-
metric relationships in both matrices remain unchanged, even though their eigenvalues differ. The geometric
multiplicity and algebraic multiplicity remain identical, preserving the fundamental structure of the trans-
formation. However, the matrices differ in how the eigenvector chains are scaled, as eigenvalues represent
the stretching or compression along corresponding eigenspaces.

This insight motivates us to explore new notions of analogous matrices that go beyond simple similarity.
If two matrices can have the same underlying structure yet exhibit different behaviors in terms of scaling,
we might design new frameworks to classify matrices based on their geometric and algebraic traits, but with
flexibility in eigenvalue-based transformations. Such a notion could help us understand systems that share
core dynamics but differ in specific physical or theoretical properties.

Given two matrices X and Y with the same size m X m and the same number of distinct eigenvalues

A for k= 1,2,..., K, we say that the matrix X is analogous to the matrix Y with respect to the ratios
[c1,¢2,...,cx] €CKand ¢; # 0fork =1,2,..., K, denoted by X oc[lcjl"; k] Y, if these two matrices
X and Y can be expressed by
K o
X =U|PpPIn.w|U,
k=1 i=1
K o
Y = VPP I (are) | VT (15)
k=1 i=1

We will have the following properties about two analogous matrices X and Y given by the relationship
X Y Y

[c1,c2,0cx] T

U,v
[e1,¢2,0.,¢K]

Proposition 1 Two analogous matrices X and'Y given by the relationship X Y, then, these

two matrices X and'Y have the same rank.

Proof: From Eq. (I3), we know that the number of zero-valued eigenvalues of the matrix X should be equal
to the number of zero-valued eigenvalues of the matrix Y. O

The next proposition is to show that the similar relationship between two matrices is the special case of
the proposed analogous relationship.

Uyv

[1,1,....1] Y, then, these two

Proposition 2 Two analogous matrices X andY given by the relationship X
matrices X and'Y are similar.



Proof: Since we have

(G)
K o
X = U|@DIn.w |0,
k=1 i1=1
K o
Y = VPP In. Axx) |V (16)
k=1 1=1

therefore, we can obtain the matrix Y from the matrix X by
vUu'xuv-!t = v. (17)

O
The next proposition is about the commutative condition of two analogous matrices.

Proposition 3 Two analogous matrices X and Y are given by the relationship X oc[lcjl’li2 k] Y, then,

these two matrices X and'Y are commute under the conventional matrix multiplication.

UuU

Proof: Becuase two analogous matrices X and Y are given by the relationship X Xles oo ] Y, we have

(G)
K &

X =U|PPJIn.w|U!

k=1 =1

Kak Kak

= > NP+ > > N, (18)

k=1 i=1 k=1 1=1
and
(G)
k

Ty s (ck X k) Ut
1

[0}

=1 1=

e Kag

K
= chk)\kpm-l-zzl\fm (19)

k=11:=1 =1:i=1

K
Y:U@
k
G
k

Besides, we also have the following relations among Py ; and IN}, ; from Eq. (I0) and Eq. (TI):

PPy = Pyid(k,k)o(i, 1),
Py iy Ny; = NpiPyiy = N6k k)6, 1),
NiiNwy = Ngo(kK)s(i,i). (20)
Then, we have
K O‘k K O‘k
XY = > > aMPui+ > Ny
k=1 i=1 k=1 i=1
K Ozk K O‘k
+2 D MeNki+ )Y NE;
k=1 1=1 k=1 1=1
=YX (21)



O
The next proposition is to show that the proposed analogous relationship between X and Y provided

by X <V Y is an equivalence relation.
[81762,...,61{]

U\v

[617627“"61{}

Proposition 4 The relationship X Y is an equivalence relation.

Proof: Given the matrices X,Y and Z with the following formats:

(G)
K
X =U @@me()‘k) U_la
k=1 i=1
K o
Y =V @ @ Jmk,i(ck)\k) V_lv
k=1 i=1
K af
Z = W[ DD I (dX) | W, 22)
k=1 i=1
we have
X OC[I{,{{..J] X, (reflexive)
U, v V.U .
X OC[Cl,CQ ..... CK] Y, andY O([l/cl,l/cg,._,,l/cK} X (Symmetrlc)
uyv VW
X Xiey eacxc] Y, andY Xl ex dafeamdze Jexc] VA
= X oc&%w dx] Z (transitive) (23)
O
The next proposition is to show the matrix determinant relationship between two analogous matrices.
Proposition 5 Given two analogous matrices X and 'Y provided by the relationship X o(&"?2 k] Y
with
K o
X =U @@Jmm()‘k) U_la
k=1 i=1
K o
Y = VPP I (ar) |V (24)
k=1 i=1
we have
det(Y)
det(X) = Y BTN (25)
(1)
k=1
Proof: Because we have
Ko
det(X) = H A (26)
k=1



and
K
det H Cl )\ k y (27)

this proposition is proved by comparing Eq. (26) and Eq. (27). O
The next proposition is to show the matrix trace relationship for two analogous matrices.

Proposition 6 Given two analogous matrices X and 'Y provided by the relationship X oc[c’v Y with

CyevnsC]
K of
X = (@0 |v,
k=1 i=1
K o
Y = VPP Im.(ch) | VTH (28)
k=1 i=1
we have
Trace(X) = cTrace(Y) (29)
Proof: Because we have
K
Trace(X) = Y aiVx, (30)
and
K
Trace(Y) = Y afMe, (31)
this proposition is proved by comparing Eq. and Eq. (31). O

The next proposition is to show the relationship of characteristic polynomials between two analogous
matrices.

Proposition 7 Given two analogous matrices X and'Y provided by the relationship X oc[U’V Y with

CyCyeeeC]
K o
X =U|PPIm.w|UT,
k=1 i=1
K o)
Y = VPP Im.(cx) |V (32)
k=1 =1
we have
X
CPx(a) = CPy (%), (33)

where CP x is the characteristic polynomial of the matrix X and CPvy is the characteristic polynomial of
the matrix Y .

Proof: Since two polynomials CP x and CPy have roots that share the same scalar ratio ¢, it suggests a
proportional relationship c between the roots of the polynomials. U



2.2.2 Graph Representation of Projectors and Nilpotents in Finite-Dimensional Operators

To represent the algebraic structure of projectors and nilpotents for matrices come from the same analogous
family, we can formulate a graph where the nodes correspond to the elements Py ;, Ny ;, and 0, while
the edges capture the interactions among Py, ; and Ny ;. The relations described in Eq. (20) provide the
foundation for defining both the nodes and the edges. Such graph, named as Analogous Structure Graph
(ASG), will be used to represent the whole family of analogous matrices since they share the same elements
of Py ; and Ny ;.

We begin with graph node representation. Each element P, ;, IN}, ;, and 0 corresponds to a node in the
graph:

* P, ;: Represents a projection operator that behaves according to the Kronecker delta conditions. It
will have a self-loop as PQZ.:Pkﬂ-.

* N} ;: Represents a nilpotent matrix operator with specific degrees of nilpotency, i.e., IV, ,f ; 7 0 for

¢ < my,; and N, ,f ;=0 for £ > my ;. Thus, Ny ; is linked to O as it becomes the zero operator after
reaching the maximum nilpotency degree.

* 0: The zero matrix, which can be interpreted as an absorbing node for any operator becoming zero.
Edges between the nodes will reflect the multiplication rules described in Eq. (20):

* PPy =P ;0(k,k")d(i,7'): This relation indicates that P}, ; only interacts with itself, forming self-
loops on nodes corresponding to Py ;, with no direct edges between different Py, ; and Py ;» unless
k=K andi=7.

* Py i'Ny ;=N Py y=Ny,;6(k,k")0(i,i'): These interactions define edges between N ; and Py ;,
forming directional edges where N}, ; maps to Py ;, provided the Kronecker delta condition is satis-
fied.

* NjiNy y=NZ.5(k,k")5(i,4'): This equation illustrates that Ny ; interacts with itself with the nilpo-
tency condition indicating that higher powers of [Ny ; eventually map to 0.

The resulting graph will be a directed graph with nodes Py ;, Ny ;, and 0, where:
* P, ; has self-loops due to their self-multiplication properties.
* NN} ; will be mapped to O finally once it reaches its maximum degree of nilpotency, which is my, ;.

* No direct edges between Py ; and P} ; or between different IV}, ; unless the Kronecker delta condi-
tions k = k' and ¢ = ¢’ are satisfied.

Figures [I] and [2] demonstrate the relationships among the projection and nilpotent matrices in a structured
manner, allowing for a visual and analytical exploration of their algebraic interactions.

Example [T|below is provided to show an Analogous Structure Graph (ASG) for an analogous family of
matrices with dimension 4 x 4.

10



Figure 1: The graph representation of projectors and their transitions.
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Figure 2: The graph representation of nilpotants and their transitions.

Example 1 Suppose we are give the following matrx X as

823 —-191 0.09 -2.14
3.32 273 073 —1.59
143 -0.23 227 —-0.66
3.06 —-1.18 —-1.18 1.77

1 2 3 4 2 000 -0.11 -0.05 045 0.07

_ 014 3 03 00 -0.16 0.14 -0.36 0.30 (34)
2 011 00 51 -0.52 0.59 009 0.11 |’
3 4 1 2 0 00 5 0.7 =05 0 —0.25

then, we have the parameters: K = 3, a? = ag =1, and oeg = 2 for such Jordan form. From Lemma
we have

3 af 3 af
X = D> MPeit) D> Nui (35)
k=1 1i=1 k=1 i=1

Step 1: Projection Matrices Py, ;
Projection matrices Py, ; correspond to the Jordan blocks. Since the problem specifies different a,?, we
construct each block accordingly.

12



1 23 4\ /1 0 0 0\ /-0.11
P110143)0000 —0.16
! 2 01 1o 00 0]]|-052
3412/ \0oo0o00/ \075

~0.11 —0.04 0.45 0.07

B 0 0 0 0

~ | -023 —0.09 091 0.14]"

—0.34 —0.14 1.36 0.20
123 4\ /0 0 0 0\ /—0.11
P, _ |01 43|01 00016
! 2 01 1o 00 0]]|-052
3412/ \0oo0o00/ \o075

—0.32 027 —0.72 0.59

| -016 014 —0.36 0.30

- 0 0 0 0

—0.63 0.54 —1.45 1.18

For ag} = 2, we need two projection matrices, P31 and P3 5.

S =N

Py,

wW N o -

—1.57
—2.09
—0.52
—0.52

2

)

W N O -

1
0
4

3
2.25
0.75

1.5

== e W
— W

[\

1.77
2.36
0.59
0.59

o= s W
N = W

-2
—-1.5
-0.5

-1

Step 2: Nilpotent Matrices Ny ;
The nilpotent matrices N, ; correspond to the generalized eigenvectors in each Jordan block. They

N1 =

)

satisfy the property that N, ,gz = 0.

o O o o

o O O O

o O O o

0 00O —0.11
0 000 —0.16
0 010 —0.52
0 000 0.75
0.27 0.34
0.36 0.45
0.09 0.11 )"
0.09 0.11
0 00O —0.11
0 000 —0.16
0 00O —0.52
0 001 0.75
-1
—0.75
—0.25
—0.5

cooo
co oo

2

=

|
cooco

13

—0.05

—0.05

—0.05

—0.05

o O O O

0.14
0.59
-0.5

0.14
0.59
-0.5

0.14
0.59
-0.5

0.14
0.59
-0.5

o O O O

o O O O

045  0.07
—0.36  0.30
0.09 0.11
0 —025
045  0.07
—0.36  0.30
0.09 0.11
0 —025
(36)
045  0.07
—0.36 0.30
0.09 0.11
0 —025
045  0.07
—0.36 0.30
0.09 0.11
0 —025
(37)

(38)



For ozg = 2, the nilpotent matrix N3 1 can be non-zero.

225 —15 0 —0.75 000 0
3 -2 0 -1 000 0

Nst = 1075 —05 0 —025)" ™20 0 0 o (39)
0.75 —0.5 0 —0.25 000 0

Step 3: Example Matrix X
Using the decomposition formula, we have

X =MPi1+XPy1+A3P51+ A3P32+ N1+ Na1+ N3i+ N3o

Then, we have analogous structure graph for the matrix X with the following graph data
* Nodes are P11, Py 1, P31, P32, N1 1, No1, N3 1, N32 and 0.

» Edges are Py 1, Py, P31, P32, N1 1, No1, N3 1, and N3 .

* Nodes transision by edges:

Node P ;: Pﬁl =Pi1, PLiN11=Ni1Pi1= Ny,
Node P, ;: P22,1 =P, P,1No1 = No1P>1 = Nojy,
Node Ps 1: Pg%l = P51, P31 N31 = N31P51 = N3,
Node P35: P§y = P35, P33N3y = N3P0 = Nap,
Node N11: N11 =0, PL1N11=N11P11 =Ny,
Node N21: No1 =0, P,1No1 = No1P>1 = Noj,
Node N3 1: N??,l =0, P31N31 = N31P31 = N3j,
Node N33: N3 =0, P32N39 = N32P39 = N3s.

o N & U KR W~

2.3 Enumeration of Finite-Dimensional Operator Types

In this section, we will evaluate the number of analogous families for a given matrix with the dimension m.
We begin by defining two counting functoins Py (m) and P(m). The function P (m) will return the number
of the following integer solutions of x1, 2, ... xk:

r1+2xo+ ... = M, (40)

where m is a nonnegative natural number with 27 > z9 > ... > x and x; > 1. The function Py (m)
will return the number of partitions of m into k parts. For all m, we have P1(m) = 1. We also have the
following recurrence relation for Py (m):

Pp(m) = Pr(m—k)+Pr_1(m—1). (41)

On the other hand, we will define the function P(m) to evaluate the number of the following integer
solutions of x1, xo, ... xy:

1 +2xo+ ... = M, (42)

14



where k =1,2,..., mwithz; > x2 > ... > 2} and z; > 0. By comparing the counting relations between
Eq. @0) and Eq. (@2) Then, we have

m
P(m) = Y Pi(m). 43)
k=1
Recall we have the following relatonships about oz](CA) and a,gG):
K
> = m, (44)
k=1
and
ol©)
me; = ol (45)
i=1

For a m x m matrix with K distinct eigenvalues and their algebraic multiplicities a,(CA) for k =
1,2,..., K, we can count the number of different Jordan bocks by (multiplication principal) via Eq. @3]

K
[1P (o). (46)
k=1

Because the value of K can be ranged from 1 to m, the number of analogous families for a given matrix
with the dimension m can be expressed by (addition principal)

i 3 ﬁp(a,(j‘)> . (47)

K=1 f a(A):mkzzl
k=1 k
(A) ) S o)
Note that there are P (m) valid solutions of o, ” in ) oy ~ = m.
k=1

2.4 Spectral Mapping Theorem for Multivariate Finite-Dimensional Operators

In this section, we will establish spectral mapping theorem for multivariate finite-dimensional operators. We
adopt power series method used in [8]], however, they did not provide condition when those functions can be
expressed by power series approach.

2.4.1 Single Variable

= .
We consider a single-variable complex function f(z) = »_ a;z" represents a power series. The conditions
i=0
under which this series is valid, i.e., when it converges and defines a well-behaved function, depend on the
radius of convergence of the power series [|12].
The radius of convergence, R determines the region within which the series converges. It is given by the

formula:

1 .
B= limsup v/ |a| (48)

1— 00
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or equivalently, using the root test or ratio test:

1
— = lim

R 1—00

i1
a;

(49)

if the limit exists. The function f(z) = Z a;%' represents a power series that converges within a disk of

radius R, determined by the root test glven by Eq. (@38)) or ratio test given by Eq. (49). The series defines an
analytic function inside the disk |z| < R.

Theorem 1 Given an analytic function f(z) within the domain for |z| < R, a matrix X with the dimension
m and K distinct eigenvalues Ay, for k = 1,2, ..., K such that

Kak Kak

= D> APty Y N (50)

k=1 i=1 k=1 i=1
where |\;| < R, then, we have

G
K ( )

) = 3 ZfAkPm+Z 5 f e 51)

=1 q=1

Proof: Recall we have
Pkﬂ'Pkl,il = Pkﬂé(k,k’)d(z,z’),
Py iNip; = NpiPyi = N6k k)o(i,7),
NiiNyy = Nio(kk)o(i, ). (52)

Because f(z) is an analytic function, we have

f(X) = ) aX'
=0

¢
K of K of

- a3 wne X3

k=1 i=1 k=11=1

OOKak

=1 Zzzae )\ksz+Nkz)

(=0 k=1 i=1
K af o ¢
= 2000 g PN
k=1i=1 (=
ay

l
1= Oqu

K [%S)
= ZZZ af)\ksz+Z )\e qu N

k=1 i=1 ¢=0

i [of s

— Z Zf)\kP;”jLZ > il )"“ N,‘jz . (53)

=1 ¢q=1

where we apply Eq. in =; and =y, and f(@(z) = Z agt! ,,z:Z 7 in =,. O
€=q
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2.4.2 Multiple Variables

Let f(z1,22,...,2,) be a function of n complex variables z1, 2, . .., z,. A multivariate power series ex-
pansion around a point (typically the origin) is of the form:

[e.9]

f(z1, 22,0 0,2n) = Z iy g in 222 20 (54)

11,02,...,in=0

where the coefficients a;, ;, . 4, are constants, and the exponents i1, i, . . ., ¢, are non-negative integers.
The power series converges within a certain domain in C™. The convergence is generally within a
polydisk or domain of convergence, defined by:

D(R1,R2,... ,Rn) = {(2’1,2’2,. . .,Zn) eC": ’21| < Rl, |2’2‘ < RQ,...,|Zn| < Rn}, (55)

where R, R, ..., R, are positive real numbers called the radius of convergence in each direction.

The multivariate radius of convergence for each variable can be determined similarly to the single-
variable case, using a generalization of the ratio or root test. For instance, for each variable z;, the series
must satisfy:

limsup %/|ai,iy.. 4, | (56)

z]—><>o
The function f(z1, 22,...,2,) must be analytic (holomorphic) in each variable within the region of
convergence. This means that for each fixed set of values of 29, 23, . .., 2, the function f is analytic in 21,

and similarly for all other variables. This property is called separate analyticity.
We first consider spectral mapping theorem for two input matrices in Theorem

Theorem 2 Given an analytic function f(z1, z2) within the domain for |z1| < Ry and |z2| < Ro, the first

matrix X1 with the dimension m and K distinct eigenvalues \y, for k1 = 1,2, ..., K1 such that
K, kl K, akl
Xio= 3> > MaPuat Y Y Nia (57)
k1=1i1=1 ki=111=1

where |\g,| < Ri, and second matrix Xo with the dimension m and K distinct eigenvalues A, for
ko =1,2,..., K5 such that

O‘kQ
Z Z Ao Py i + Z Z Ny o) (58)
ko=11i2=1 ko=11i2=1

where |\, | < Ra.
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Then, we have

(G) (G)
K1 Kz %k

FXL,X) = > ) > Z F ks Aky) Pry iy Py i
k1=1ko=1121=14i2=1

(G) (G)
K1 Kz %k %ky Mkg,ia—

( b
D33 o Sudilp Np
ki=1ko=1i1=14i2=1 ¢go2=1

() 4(C)
Ki Ky “ki %ky Mg~

55035 30 i Sl A PR N P,
ki=1ko=141=1i2=1 qi1=1

(G) ( )
Ko %k kg My ig =1 Mig,ip—

D303 31 D S Al LT v

ki=1ko=1i1=14i2=1 q1=1 g2=1 q: QZ
Proof: Recall we still have
Py, iy Py i = Py i 0(k1, k7)0(i1, 7)),
P, 1, Nkh = Nk1,i1Pk’1,i/1 = Nkl,ilé(kla kll)é(zbzll)a
Ny Nig o = N, 0(k1, K)o (i, 7). (60)
sz, PkQ,zg = Pk27i25(k27 ké)é(Z% Z,2)7
Pk’ Nkz, = Nkz,iQPk’Q,ié = Nk27i25(k27 ké)d(’tz,zé),
NiyiyNig o, = NP, i,6(ka, ky)0(iz, ih). (61)

18



Because f(z) is an analytic function, we have

o
l y4
f(X1, Xp) = Z ag 0, X7 X?
£1=0,£2=0
41
[o.¢]
= > e Z Z Mk P iy + Z Z N i
£1=0,02=0 k1=1v1=1 ki=111=1
1)
K> kQ Ko kz
| 22 D AP+ D D Nioi
ko=112=1 ko=11i2=1
G
00 Ki %k akQ
Y4
=1 Z gy 05 Z Z ()‘klpkl,h + Nkhil) ' Z Z )‘k2Pk2712 + N, 22)
£1=0,02=0 ki=1i71=1 ko=112=1
(G) (G)
K1 Ka % %k My ,iq —1 0
_ : Li—q1 pli—aq1 gyt
CEEYY S | B e,
k1=1ko=111=112=141=0,5=0 q1=0
mk2,i2—1 E |
2: 32 92 pl2—q2 nNF92
X Z q2!(g2 _ q2) )\ PkQ 12 Nk27i2
q2=0
(G) (G)
5 Yk kg Mgy ,ip —1
_ 1 41 51—q1 l1—q1 p\Fq1
CEEEY Y s |GR e Y R,
k1—1k2—111—112—lél—0£2 0 q1*
Mg ,ig ™
la—q2 pl2—q2 n7Q2
X )\ k212+ Z _ ))\ Pk212N27l2
2 q2
q2=1
(G) (G)
K, Ky %k %k
=2 > DD D FO%k M) P Proiy
ki=1ko=1i1=142=1
(@) (@
B 8 e e e )
19 2 . q2
IS Z T Paa N,
k1i=1ko=1i1=1i3=1 g¢2=1 ’
K K: I(eG) IE:G) mg
1 2 1 2 10017
N f‘“’ )\kl,)\kg)N P
kl ’Ll k2712
k1i=1ko=1i1=11i9= q1=1
(G) ( )
« —1m
K; Ko Tk k1,11 ko,ig (q1,92) /\
’ k1> Ak
155055 35 M S SIEE- LR RIVIPYA 6
q!lgo! 1,81 2,12
ki=1ko=1li1=1li2=1 q1=1 q2=1

where we apply Eq. and Eq. in =; and =», and following relations about the partial derivatives of
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f(Zl, 22) in =9.

W02l 4y o

F2) (21, 29) = Z

o
—=—z
Z fo — ! 1 72 ’
£1=0 l2=g2 ( 2 QQ)
— = 60! g
F ) = 303 G L T,
41=¢11 €2=0 1= q)
gy 5261'62 l1—q1 _l2—q2
f(ql"n) 21,%29) = z z . (63)
( ) ZEZ (01— q)!(ly — g2)! ™ 2
q1 £2=q2
0
Before we present the spectralmapping theorem for any number of input matrices, we have to introduce
several special ntations. Given r positive integers q1, g2, . . . , ¢, we define a,;(q1, . . ., ¢r) to be the selection
of these r arguments ¢, . . ., ¢, to kK arguments, i.e., we have
ali(qla"'vqr) - {QL17qL27"'7QL,§}~ (64)
We use Ind(a(q1, - - ., qr)) to obtain indices of those x positive integers {q,,, G, - - - ; G, }» i.€., we have
Ind(ok(q1y---5qr)) = {t1,02, -t} (65)

We use a(q1,-..,qr) = 1 torepresent g,, = 1,q,, = 1,...,q,. = 1. We also use

m ; — 1 to represent my, 1,m —1,....mp ; —1.
*Ind (o (a0 I (o (ay....ar) P Fusbo ™ Fig i AL

We are ready to present Theorem [3|about spectral mapping theorem for  matrices.

Theorem 3 Given an analytic function f(z1, 22, ..., zy) within the domain for |z;| < Ry, and the matrix
X with the dimension m and K distinct eigenvalues \y, for k; = 1,2, ..., K; such that
K kl K akz
= 2.2 MPuat D0 D Nua (66)
ki=1%4=1 ki=14=1

where | \,| < Ry forl =1,2,...,r
Then, we have

f(Xla"'aXT> =
(G G
akl)’ a’(ﬁr)
Z Z f()‘klv"'a)‘kr)Pklﬂ'l"'Pkr’iT
kl_ =ky=111=...=1,=1
@ (@) m ‘ !

Ky @y Oy o] “Indian oy ar) Ind(antar . ar)

- Z > X X
=kr=1i1=.=ir=1 k=1 a,(q1,.,qr) o (@1ar)=1
r
fam(qlm--vqT)(Akn’...,Ak;r) % H
@'t q.,!
s g ag
ﬁ:Ind(am(qlaanT‘)) Y= Nkﬁ ZB
B;ﬁlnd(an(qlvn’qT))vY Pkﬁv
a,EG) Oé,(cG) My ip — Loy Mgy i —1
K, 1 - 15817 o e T )
f(Q17 »qr ()\kl’ ce Akr) q1 qr
+ Z Z Z al g Nklvil T Nkmir ©7
ki=..=kr=111=...=ip=1 a==qr=1

where we have
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. > is the summation running over all selection of cv.(qu1, - - ., qr) given k;

an(‘]lv”v‘lr)
o fonlqigr) (M1, - .., \n) represents the partial derivatives with respect to variables with indices 11, 2, . . .
and the orders of derivatives given by q,,, .y, - - - , Q..

Proof: The proof follows directly from Theorem [2] with the remaining steps consisting primarily of routine
notational manipulations. O

3 Countable Infinite-Dimensional Operators

3.1 Jordan Decomposition for Countable Infinite-Dimensional Operators

In this section, we consider a square matrix with countable infinite dimension X € C°°*°°, which can be
expressed by

[ele] O‘](gG)
X =U|PPIn.w|U (68)
k=1 i=1
where U € C°°* is an invertible infinite-dimensional matrix, and oz,(CG) is the geometry multiplicity with
respect to the k-th eigenvalue )\;. We have the following relationship about a,gA) and a,(CG):
ol
A
Smg = . (69)
i=1

We have the following lemma about Jordan decomposition for countable infinite-dimensional operators.

Lemma 2 Given a square infinite dimensional matrix X € C°°*>°, we can express it by

0o of 0o ay
X = > MPuit) ) N (70)
k=1 1:=1 k=1 1=1

where Py, ; € C**> is the projector matrices with respect to the eigenvalue A, and i-th dimensoin of the
null space Null( X — \iI); and Ny, ; € C*** is the nilpotent matrices with respect to the eigenvalue \j,
and i-th dimensoin of the null space Null( X — A\ I).

Proof: Since each Jordan Block with dimension my, ; X my, ; and the eigenvalue A, denoted by Jmk,i (&),
can be expressed by

e 10 - 0
0 A 1 - 0
I, (Ae) = |+ 1
0 0 Ap 1
0 0 0 k M, XM 4
= MLy, + oy (71)
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where I, . is an identity matrix with the dimension my, ; X my,;, and Jy,, , is a off-diagonal matrix with
the dimension my, ; X my,; such that

o1 0 --- 0
0O 0 1 0
s = |0 0 0 : (72)
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 O

My s XM
We construct the identity matrix I, ; with the dimension co x oo as

(G)

o0 ak/
Ii = @ Pk, K)o, i), ,, (73)

k'=14i'=1

where 0(a, b)=0 if ab, and §(a, b)=1 if a=b. Similarly, we also construct the off-diagonal matrix J with
the dimension oo X oo as

N
Joi = é é} S(ky K)3(8) Ty - (74)
k'=14=1
Let Py ; be constructed by
P, = VI,V ! (75)
and
N.; = VJ., vl (76)

From Eq. (68), we have Eq. (70).
Finally, we have to show that matrices Py ; are projector matrices and matrices [Ny ; are nilpotent ma-
trices. Because we have

Py Py i = Py 6(k,k)é(i,), (77)
and
OCG
o0 k
Y>> Py=1 (78)
k=1 i=1

Therefore, matrices P, ; are projectors as they are orthogonal and complete. On the other hand,
Ni;#0,and N =0, (79)

where £ € N and £ < my, ;. This shows that matrices IV}, ; are nilpotent matrices. [l
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3.2 Analogous Infinite-Dimensional Matrices and Their Properties

In this secion, we will extend those results from Section [2.2]to infinite-dimensional matrices.

Given two matrices X and Y with the same size co X oo and the same number of distinct eigenvalues
A for k = 1,2,...,00, we say that the matrix X is analogous to the matrix Y with respect to the ratios
[c1,¢9,...] € C>®and ¢; # 0 for k = 1,2,. .., denoted by X o<[[£1’7‘227_”] Y, if these two matrices X and Y
can be expressed by

(G)
Qe
X =U|@PIn.w|UT
k=1 i=1

G
ooagc)

Y = VPP T (cre) |V (80)

k=1 =1

We will have the following properties about two analogous matrices X and Y given by the relationship
X oV oy,
[e1,c2,.]
UV

Proposition 8 Two analogous matrices X and'Y given by the relationship X Xles o

matrices X andY have the same rank.

] Y, then, these two

Proof: From Eq. (80), we know that the number of zero-valued eigenvalues of the matrix X should be equal
to the number of zero-valued eigenvalues of the matrix Y. g

The next proposition is to show that the similar relationship between two infinite-dimensional matrices
is the special case of the proposed analogous relationship.

U,v

Proposition 9 Tiwo analogous infinite-dimensional matrices X and'Y given by the relationship X X, ]

Y, then, these two infinite-dimensional matrices X and'Y are similar.

Proof: Since we have

a<G)
X = U @ é Jmk,i ()\k‘) U_la
k=1 i=1

G
ooa;(c)

Y = VPP Im. x|V (81)

k=1 =1

therefore, we can obtain the matrix Y from the matrix X by
vU-'Xuv-!t = Y. (82)

O
The next proposition is about the commutative condition of two analogous infinite-dimensional matrices.

Proposition 10 Two analogous infinite-dimensional matrices X and'Y are given by the relationship
X Zfiz ] Y, then, these two infinite-dimensional matrices X and 'Y are commute under the conven-
tionalJ matrix multiplication.
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Proof: Becuase two analogous infinite-dimensional matrices X and Y are given by the relationship

X oYY Y, we have
[c1,¢2,..5CK]

(G)
x =U|6p @ T ) | U!

k=1 i=1
0 ak 0 ak
= > > MPei+ > Ny, (83)
k=1 i=1 k=1 i=1

and

(&)
oo
Y = U|PP Im.(cex ) | U
k=1 1=1

fe’e) ak fe’e) ak
= > > aMPrit+ YD Ni (84)
k=1 i=1 k=1 i=1

Besides, we also have the following relations among Py ; and N}, ; from Eq. and Eq. (706):

Pk,iPk",i’ = Pk,lé(k7 k/)5(27 il)?
Py i Ny; = NpiPyiy = N6k, k)o(i,1),
NiiNwy = Ng0(kK)s(i,i). (85)
Then, we have
0 e O‘k
XYy = Zchkksz+Zch)\kal
k=1 i=1 k=1 i=1
e O‘k 0o O‘k
+2 D MeNki+ )Y NE;
k=1 1=1 k=1 i=1
= YX (86)

O
The next proposition is to show that the proposed analogous relationship between X and Y provided

by X oc[gl"; ] Y is an equivalence relation.

U,v
[01)627-“701(]

Proposition 11 The relationship X Y is an equivalence relation.
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Proof: Given the infinite-dimensional matrices X, Y and Z with the following formats:

X

we have

U,U
X111,
UV
[e1,e2,..]
UV
[e1,e2,..]

=

P

(@)
X
v @ @ Jmk,i()\k‘) U,
k=1 i=1
(@
v @ @ T (CrAk) v
k=1 i=1
e’} OCLG)
W | D P T (AN | W, ©
k=1 i=1
X, (reflexive)
Y, and ¥ OC[‘II)chl,l/C2,...] X (symmetric)
VA%
Y, and Y O([d1/017d2/62,...] A
X O‘[Z{‘;VQ ] Z (transitive) 35)
]

The next proposition is to show the matrix determinant relationship between two analogous infinite-

dimensional matrices.

Proposition 12 Given two analogous matrices X and'Y provided by the relationship X oc[(gl"(; ] Y with
al®
X =U @@Jmm(/\k) U717
k=1 i=1
00 Oégge)
Y = VPP I (ar) | VT (89)
k=1 i=1
we have
det(Y
det(X) ~ ( <A>> (90)
()
k=1
Proof: Because we have
SO
det(X) = A", C2)
k=1
and
o (A)
det(Y) =[] (cxde)* (92)
k=1



this proposition is proved by comparing Eq. (91) and Eq. (92). g
The next proposition is to show the matrix trace relationship for two analogous infinite dimensional
matrices.

Proposition 13 Given two analogous infinite dimensional matrices X and Y provided by the relationship

X oc[U’V Y with
¢,c,...]

) CV/(CG)
X =U|PPIm.w|UT,
k=1 i=1
00 aim
Y = V|PPIm.(cx) |V (93)
k=1 i=1
we have
Trace(X) = cTrace(Y) (94)
Proof: Because we have
o0
Trace(X) = Z a,(gA)/\k, (95)
k=1
and
[e.9]
Trace(Y) = Z a,(gA)c)\k, (96)
k=1
this proposition is proved by comparing Eq. (93)) and Eq. (96). O

3.3 Graph Representation of Projectors and Nilpotents in Infinite-Dimensional Operators

The graph representations in Figures[[]and[2] can be extended to incorporate infinite projectors and nilpotent
elements, providing a structured visualization that facilitates both visual and analytical exploration of their
algebraic interactions.

3.4 Asymptotic Size of Analogous Operator Types

In this section, we consider the asymptotic size of analogous operator types when the dimension approaches
to infinity. We have the followin theorem that applies the results from Section [2.3]

Theorem 4 Consider finite dimensional matrices with the dimensions m x m and K (fixed) distinct eigen-
(A _ m

values such that K < m. If we assume that o " = J, asymptotically, the total number of analogous
families for such matrices is

i K
[expirf\ﬁf/w] | o7
K

where m — 0.
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Proof: From Eq. (7)), the total number of analogous families for such matrices becomes

K " K m
Ple) = TP (%)
H A H K
k=1 k=1
=m0
exp(my/ 22
~ | V3KZ (98)

4/3m ’
K

where we apply approximation formula in ~/2; for the partition function P (%) [113]. U

3.5 Spectral Mapping Theorem for Multivariate Countable Infinite-Dimensional Operators
In this section, we will establish spectral mapping theorem for multivariate countable infinite-dimensional
operators.

3.5.1 Single Variable

Theorem 5 Given an analytic function f(z) within the domain for |z| < R, a square infinite-dimensional
matrix X with infinite distinct eigenvalues \, for k = 1,2, ... such that

[e'e] ak 00 ak
= DD WP+ Nui (99)
k=1 1=1 k=1 1=1

where |\;| < R, then, we have

(G) O‘k mkz
f(x Z ZfAkP;“JrZ > f ol (100)

i=1 ¢g=1
Proof: Recall we have
Pk‘,iPk",i’ - Pk,ld(k7 k/)é(Z, il)?
Py i Nip; = NpiPyiy = Npi6(k,k)o(i,1),
NiiNwy = Ngo(kK)s(i,i). (101)
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Because f(z) is an analytic function, we have

fX) = ) ax’
=0

[e's) 00 O‘k 00 O‘k ‘
= 2o 22 MNPt ) D N
=0 k=1 i=1 k=11i=1
[ Be’s) O‘k
=1 > > ar(MPri+ Niy)'
=0 k=1 i=1
(o) akG oo /L
399 S )
k=1 i=1 (=0 q= Oq
fe’e) akG [e'e]
= 222 amPkﬁZ ' i PN
k=1 1=1 (=0
( Oé( m
[e’e} k ki f )\k
= ) ZfAkPkﬁZ 2 - (102)
k=1 | =1 i=1 ¢q=1
where we apply Eq. (I0I)) in =; and =5, and f(9)(z) = Z “"g' z 7in =,. O
€=q

3.5.2 Multiple Variables

We first consider spectral mapping theorem for two input matrices in Theorem [6]

Theorem 6 Given an analytic function f(z1, z2) within the domain for |z1| < Ry and |z2| < Ro, the first
matrix X1 with distinct eigenvalues A\, for ki = 1,2, ... such that

akl a’ﬂ
= Y P+ Y Y N (103)
ki=111=1 ki=111=1

where |\, | < R1, and second matrix X with distinct eigenvalues Ay, for ko = 1,2, ... such that

ozk2 O‘kz
= Y WPt XY Nuw (104)
ko=112=1 ko=112=1

where |\, | < Ra.
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Then, we have

G) (G)
agl) ang

(X1, Xo) Z Z Z Z SNy s Ak ) Py iy P iy
ki=1ko=1171=11i2=1

(G) (G)
0o Yky Fhg Mkgin—

( b
D3 Suetelp, g,
k1i=1ko=1i1=142=1 q2=1

(G) (G)
kg Mky,ig —

503030 i o M ded v B,
ki=1ko=1t1=1li2=1 q1=1

oG (@
k1 kg Mkq,iqg 1 Mkg ig—

D303 3 Dl S Al LT PV I

ki=1ko=1i1=14i2=1 q1=1 g2=1 q: QZ
Proof: Recall we still have
Pkl,' Pk’ = Pk1,i15(k17k/1)6(i1>i,1)7
P 1 Nkh = Nk1,i1Pk’1,i/1 = Nkl,ilé(kl? kll)é(zbzll)a
NiyinNi gy = Ni i, 0k, k)8 (i, 6y). (106)
Py, i, PkQ,ZQ = Pk27i25(k27 ké)é(Z% Z,2)7
Pk’ Nk27 = Nkz,iQPk’Q,ig = Nk27i25(k27 ké)d(z% 2/2)>
NioisNiy gy, = Niyi,0(k2, k3)8(iz, i5). (107)
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Because f(z) is an analytic function, we have

(o)
l y4
f(X1, Xp) = Z ag 0, X7 X?
£1=0,£2=0
41
00 Oékl akl
S SICTTA B SD SEE N Sb SRV
£1=0,£2=0 ki=111=1 ki=1i1=1
1)
OékQ akz
A S P+ S Y N
ko=112=1 ko=11i2=1
00 a’% akQ
Y4
=1 Z gy 05 Z Z )‘klpkl,h + Ni, i) Z Z )‘k2Pk2712 + N, 22)
£1=0,£2=0 ki=111=1 ko=11i9=1
(G) (G)
Yy Yk My ,iq —1 00
_ 1 l—q1 pli—q1 ny@1
SD D5 ) ol RPN [ S T
=1ky=1141=1i2=1£1=0,6,=0 q1=0 ' '
mk2,i2—1 E '
9!
X Z l(g ) )\62 QQ Plf; zzq2 ngj 12
poo 2@
(G) (&)
Oy Oy Mgy ,ip —1
_ 4 pth b—q pli—q1 g
302055 35 ol DIFIE TR e N
k1—1k2—111—112—lél—0£2 0 q1*
Mg ,ig ™
la—q2 pl2—q2 n7Q2
X )\ k212+ Z _ ))\ Pk212N27l2
2 q2
q2=1
(G) (&)
Oékl OékQ

=2 Z Z > Fkrs M) Pry iy Pro iy

k1=1ko=1%1=112=1

(G) (G)
Ay Xy Mg, in

X —q2) (Megs A

k1> ko) .
Z IDIDS Z T Paa N,
1=1ko=1i1=11i3=1 go2=1 ’

(@) (S
0o Mk Yky My

q1, )\ )\
+ZZZZ§:“ Bt N P
ki=1ko=1i1=11i2= =1

NeE) a(G)
ki Qkg Miyp,ip —1 My iy

50330 Sl D Al LT B IV a0

ki=1ko=1i1=14i2=1 ¢q1=1 qo=1 ql Q2

where we apply Eq. and Eq. (I07) in =; and =2, and following relations about the partial derivatives
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of f(z1,22) in =9:

_ “agy e la! g g
ooz = 3 5 b pgen

l1= sz q2 2_q2
ag, ¢, 41!
f(lef)(Zl’Zg) — Z Z €£17£2 1: gl Q1Z£2’
1—q)!
£1= Q1f2 0
f(quQ)(Zl ZQ) — Z Z CLKI £2£1'€2 Z€1 q12£2 q2 (109)
’ (61— q)!(la — g2)! ! 2
li=q1 l2=q2

O
We are ready to present Theorem [/|about spectral mapping theorem for r infinite dimensional matrices.

Theorem 7 Given an analytic function f(z1,z2, ..., zy) within the domain for |z;| < Ry, and the matrix
X with distinct eigenvalues Ay, for k; = 1,2, ... such that

OCG OCG
fe'e) ky o) ky
Xi o= YD MPuit Y ) Ne (110)
ki=14=1 ki=174=1
where |\, | < Ryforl =1,2,...,r
Then, we have
f(X1,..., X,) =
G G
o, ..ol
Z > fOwise Ak Pryis - Pr,
=..=k,=1141=...=t=1
@) (@) my, -1
00,00 Oy %, pq Indaw(a,....ar)) Ind(ar(ar ,....ar))
+ Z > X Z
=..=k,=141=..=ir=1 k=1 ak(q1,....qr) rk(q1,sqr)=1
T
fom(QI7-..7QT)()\k1’ o AR) y H
| | |
a,'q,! . q,! as
B=Ind(a(q1,....qr)), Y = NkB ig
B#Ind(aﬂ(qlv“uq?“))’y PkB;LB
O‘im 0‘1(@@ Moy iqg —Lyees Mg i —1
Q,...,00 17 ke 1,01 [ARE) rotr
f(ql,---7q7»)()\k17 M) .
+ Y > > R N, UNEL (1)
ki=..=k,=11i1=...=i=1 q1=...=qr=1

Proof: The proof follows directly from Theorem [6] with the remaining steps consisting primarily of routine
notational manipulations. O

4 Continous Spectrum Operators

4.1 Spectral Mapping Theorem for Continous Spectrum Operators

In this section, spectral mapping theorem for continous spectrum operators and its functional calculus will be
presented. We will focus in discussing spectral operators [14]]. We first introduce the following Theorem [§]
about the spectral decomposition.
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Theorem 8 Given a spectral operator X, we can express it by

X = /)\dEX(A)Jr / (X —AI)dEx()\), (112)
Aeo(X) A€o (X)

where o(X) is the spectrum of the operator X, i.e., the eigenvalue set of the operaor X.

Proof: From [14], we have the spectrum of X identical to the spectrumof [ AdEx()), then, we have
Aeo(X)
the following decomposition

X = / MEx(N\) + Nx, (113)
Ao (X)
where Ex () is the spectral measure with respect to the eigenvalue A\, and Nx is the nilpotent part of the

operator X.
Therefore, we have

Nx = X- / AEx(\)
Ao (X)
~ X / dEx(\) — / MAEx(\)
Ao (X) A€o (X)
= / (X = AI)dEx(N), (114)
A€o (X)

where we apply the property I = [ Ex(\) in =;. This thoerem is proved. g

Aeo(X)

Lemma [3| below will give relationships among dEx and (X — A )dEx () which will be used to
establish the functional calculus for the operator X.

Lemma 3 We have the following relationships for a spectral operator X :

dEx(\dEx(N) = dEx(N\S(\N), (115)
(X — A[)dEx(\)(X — NI)dEx(\) = (X — MXI)2dEx (\)3(\, \), (116)

dEx(N)(X — M\)dEx(\) = (X — A)dEx(\)dEx(X)
— (X — A)dEx(\)3(\,N). (117)

Proof: Let the spectrum of the operator X be decomposed by the following disjoint Borel sets:
K
oX) = |Jow (118)
k=1

We define Nx (0y) as

Nx (o) = /(X—)\I)dEX()\). (119)

AEoy
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Also, we also define Ex (o)) as
Ex(op) = / dEx ()). (120)
AEoy

From the spectral measure properties with respect to oy, we have

Ex(op)Ex(ow) = Ex(op)d(k, k),

X
Ex(or)Nx(ow) = Nx(ow)Ex(ok)
= Nx(op)d(k, k),
Nx(ox)Nx (o)) = Nx(op)d(k, k), (121)

This lemma is proved by applying a limiting process as K — oo. g

Theorem [9] below is the main result of this section. Our functional calculus formula for spectral oper-
ators provides a more detailed elaboration compared to the functional calculus formulas given by [|14}/15],
as we offer a more precise characterization of the degree of the nilpotent part corresponding to different
eigenvalues.

Theorem 9 Given an analytic function f(z) within the domain for |z| < R, a spectral operator X with the
following spectral decomposition

X - / MEx(\) + / (X — M) dEx()\), (122)
A€o (X) Ao (X)

where |\| < R for A € o(X), then, we have

ml g
FX) = / FOVAEx(N) + / S qq'()\)(X—)\I)quX()\), (123)
Aeo(X) reo(x) 971 '

where my is a positive integer to measure the degree of nilpotency with respect to the eigenvalue )\, i.e.,

#0 ifq<my.
X — \D)E 124
(X ~ AI)1dEx()) {:0 o (124)

Proof:
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Because f(z) is an analytic function, we have

FX) = > aX’
=0

[e.e]

= ) a /)\dEX(A)Jr / (X —M)dEx(\)
=0 co(X) Aeo(X)

.S / ar MEx(\) + (X — M) dEx (V)"
=0, cq(x)

o /L

agl) _ 3
- / szﬂ dEx(N)]1[(X — MI)dEx (\)]?

=0

00 V4
= / >, adexm]uz(”w[dE WX = ADdEx (V)]

(l—q
reo(x) =0 )
(ESOIBY!
- FNdEx(A) + (X — AD)TdEx (M)
Aeo(X g=1 ¢
ma b £(q)
/ fovax+ [ e aneamx . (125)
A€o (X) reo(x) 1 .
where we apply Lemmain =) and =5, and f(@(z) = 3 (;[2)' 2671 in =,. O
l=q

4.2 Analogous Continous Spectrum Operators and Their Properties

In Section [2.2.1] we explore concepts related to analogous matrices and their properties. In parallel, we
introduce analogous operators based on Theorem [§]

Given two spectral operators X and Y, we say that X is analogous to Y with respect to the invertible
operator U and a ratio function ¢(\), where ¢(A) # 0 for A € o(X). This relationship, denoted by
X ocg()\) Y, holds if X and Y can be expressed as following:

X - / MEx (V) + / (X — AT dEx(\) | ,
co(X) Ao (X)

Y - U / c(MAEx()) + / (X — N dEx(\) | UL (126)
€o(X) Aea(X)

We will have the following properties about two analogous operators X and Y given by the relationship
X ocg()\) Y.

Proposition[I4]is to show that the similarity relationship between two operators is the special case of the
proposed analogous relationship.
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Proposition 14 Two analogous operators X and 'Y given by the relationship X ocg)\)zl Y, then, these
two operators X and'Y are similar.

Proof: Since we have

X - / MEx (M) + / (X — AT)dEx()) | |
€a(X) A€a(X)

Y = U / 1 x MdEx(\) + / (X —1xA)dEx(\) U (127)
co(X) A€o (X)

therefore, we can obtain the operator Y from the operator X by

UXu—'!' =v. (128)

The next proposition is about the commutative condition for two analogous operators.

Proposition 15 Two analogous operators X and'Y are given by the relationship X o<g( N Y, then, these
two operators X and'Y are commute under the multiplication.

Proof: Becuase two analogous operators X and Y are given by the relationship X ocg( N Y, we have

X - / MEx(\) + / (X — M) dEx(\) |, (129)
AEa(X) Aeo(X)
and
Y = I / c(MMEx (M) + / (X —c(MNM)dEx(\) | I71. (130)
co(X) Aeo(X)

Moreover, from Lemma[3] we have

Xy - / CVA2dEx ()) + / MX — ()M dEx (\)
Aeo(X) Aco(X)
+ cOVA (X — ) dEx (\) + / (X = AI) (X — c(A)AT) dEx (\)
Aeo(X) Ao (X)
_ vx (131)

O
The next proposition is to show that the proposed analogous relationship between X and Y provided
by X oci{)\) Y is an equivalence relation.

Proposition 16 The relationship X ocg(/\) Y is an equivalence relation.
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Proof: Given the operators X, Y and Z with the following formats:

X = / MEx()) + / (X — AI)dEx()) | |
Mo (X) Aeo(X)

Y = U / el (VAEx (M) + / (X — ey (WAL dEx (V) | UL,
Ea(X) Ao (X)

Z =V / ca(MMEx (\) + / (X —co(MA) dEx(\) | V7! (132)
Ea(X) Aea(X)

we have

X O(;(/\)—l X, (reflexive)
X ocg()\) Y,andY ocgz/\l),l X (symmetric)

U Uu-lv
X Xy () Y,andY Xem(A)/er (M) Z
— X ocg(/\) Z (transitive) (133)

4.3 Spectral Mapping Theorem for Multivariate Continous Spectrum Operators

We first consider spectral mapping theorem for two input operators in Theorem [I0]

Theorem 10 Given an analytic function f(z1, z2) within the domain for |z1| < Ry and |z2| < Ra, the first
operator X1 decomposed by:

X = / MdEx, (A1) + / (X1 —AMI)dEx, (A1), (134)
)\160'(X1) /\1€U(X1)
where |\1| < Ry, and second operator Xy decomposed by:
X, = / NodEx,(A) + / (X2 — AoT) dEx,(\a). (135)
)\QEO'(XQ) )\260’(X2)

where |\2| < Ra.
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Then, we have

f(X).Xy) = / / O, A2)dEx, (\)dEx, (M)
A€o (X1) A€o (Xa2)
T2 () )\ A
MET(X1) A€o (Xz) T !
)\ ,A
. s D00 ¢ e (B, )

A Ea(X1) Aaco(Xy) N1

my, —1my,—1

+//ZZ

A€o (X1) A2€o(X2) a=1 g2=1

Tl (X1 D" dBx, () (Xz = A )" dBx, (). (136)

Proof: From Lemma[3] we have the following relationships for a spectral operator X:

dEXl (Al)dEX1 ()‘3) - dEX1 ()‘1)5()‘17 )‘/1)7
(X1 = MI)dEx, (M) (X1 — MI)dEx, (X)) = (X1 — MI)?dEx, (A)6(A1, A1),

dEx,(\)(X1 — MD)dEx, (M) = (X1—MI)dEx,(\dEx, (N,
= (X1 - MDdEx, (M)S(A1, N)). (137)

Similarly, we also have the following relationships for a spectral operator X:

dEXz ()‘Q)dEXQ ()‘,2) = dEX2 ()‘2)5(>‘27 )‘/2)7
(Xa — MoD)dEx, (32)(Xs — Ny,I)dEx,(Ny) = (X5 — AoI)2dEx,(\2)5( A2, \y),

dEx,(\))( X2 — MoI)dEx,(\2) = (X3 — AI)dEx,(\)dEx,(N\,)
= (X2 — AT)dEx,(\2)5(A2, \y). (138)
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Because f(z1, 22) is an analytic function, we have

F(X1,X2) = ) aneX)'Xy
01=0,05=0
2
= Z Apy 0o / AldEXI ()\1) + (Xl - >\1I) CZ.EX1 (Al)
61=0,£2=0 L eo(X1) A Ea(X))
Lo
X / AdEx,(X2) + / (X2 = AoI) dEx, (A2)
260(X2) )\QEO'(XQ)
— Y ann| [ OudBx () + (X - D) dBx, ()"
£,=0,£2=0 A€a(X1)
X / (MadEx,(A2) + (Xo — XoI) dEx, (X2))"™
)\QEO'(XQ)
SR
A €o(X1) A€o (X2) £1=0,£2=0
i, 1 Ny _
1 01— 01—
X — AT (dEx, (M) T (X1 = MI)dEx, (\))"
qlzzo q1!(€1_q1)! 1 ( X1( 1)) (( 1 1 ) Xl( 1))
- N .
2 L ¢
X 7)\2q2dE X)) ((Xy — N I)dEx, (A
g:o PRISSPST (dEx,(A2)) (X2 = A I)dEx,(X2))" }
SR
AE(X1) Aoco(Xo) (1=0:£2=0
x X (@Bx, ()"
my, —1
+ gl AT (dBx, (M) T (X = M)dEx, (M)”
=1 !l —q)!
x [ X (dBx, (\)"
m>\2—1
+ D 7! 52_(]2 — AT (dEx, (M) (X — AeI)dEx; (M2))® }
g2=1
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-, / / £ M) dEx, (A)dEx, (A2)
/\160’(X1)>\260’(X2)
My —

( aq2 )\ 7A
+ / / Z f ! 2)dEJX1 ()\1) (X2 — )\2I)q2 dEXz()‘Q)
AM€Ea(X1) A€o (X2) g2=1

((117*) )\ 7A
N / 3 fq(lllﬂ (X1 — MI)" dEx, (\)dEx,(\)

(X1 —MI)" dEx, (A1) (X2 — A I)? dEx, (X2), (139)

where we apply Eq. (I37) and Eq. (I38) in =1, and =2, and following relations about the partial derivatives
of f(z1,22) in =o:

_ ag el g e
f( 742)(217Z2) — Z Z 1,62 €1Z22 3

BES 052 q2 62 B q2
lq!
f(lh;*) (217 ZQ) — Z Z Z£1f2 1 Kl —q1 252’
li=q1 la= 0 ! (11
£1105!
(q17q2) 21.2 — ael ZQ 1-42- Zgl q1 ZKQ Q2 (140)
d (21, 22) ZZ Z (01— q)! by — g2)! ™ ?
1=q1 ¢2=q2
g
We are ready to present Theorem[I1] about spectral mapping theorem for r spectral operators.
Theorem 11 Given an analytic function f(z1, zo, . . . , z,) within the domain for |z;| < Ry, and the operator
X decomposed by:
X = [ nEx)+ [ - ADdEx (). (141)

)\ZGO'(XZ) )\lEO'(Xl)

where | \|| < Ry forl=1,2,...,r
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Then, we have
F(X1, ., X)) =

/ FO oo A )AEx, (A1) - dEx, (A)
A€a(X1) Ar€a(Xy)

>

ME(X1)  Ar€o(Xy) BT en(anar)

-1

>

an(qlw"’qr):l

my
( Ind(am(tn 44444 ar))

T

fertanar) (X N, " H
@'t !

Y)
B=Ind(a(q1,1r)),Y =(X5—2sI)"P dEx 5 (A5)
B#INd(a(q1,...,4r)), Y =dEx 5 (Ag)
my, —1,...,my, —1
. / A Z A f(ql,...,(Ir)(Al, )
alq!

A€o(Xq) Ar€o(Xy) qQ=..=q=1
X (X1 — )\1[)‘11 dEX1 ()\1) (XQ — )\QI)‘D dE.XQ()\2) e (XT _ )\rI)qT dEXTO\r), (142)

where we have

. > runs over all k selections of q1, . .., qr by a.(qu,...,q);
ar(qis-qr)
°m —1=my —1,....my —1;
Mnd(an(ay . ar)) A e
o fonlqiar) (A1, ..., Ay) represents the partial derivatives with respect to variables with indices 1, L2, . . .
and the orders of derivatives given by q,,, G, - - - , Q.-

Proof: The proof follows directly from Theorem[I0] with the remaining steps consisting primarily of routine
notational manipulations. U

S Hybrid Spectrum Operators

Operators that have both discrete and continuous eigenvalues arise in several physical and mathematical
contexts, particularly in quantum mechanics, spectral theory, and differential operators on non-compact
domains. Operators with mixed spectra often appear in systems where there is a combination of confined
(bounded) and unbounded regions, or where localized perturbations create bound states in an otherwise
continuous spectrum. The resulting mixed spectra reflect both discrete states (e.g., bound states or modes)
and a continuous range of states (e.g., free or scattering states), common in many physical and mathematical
settings. In this section, we examine spectral properties of operators that feature both discrete eigenvalues
and continuous spectra.

5.1 Spectral Mapping Theorem for Hybrid Spectrum Operators

In this section, spectral mapping theorem for hybrid operator and its functional calculus will be presented.
We still focus in discussing spectral operators. We first introduce the following Theorem about the
spectral decomposition.
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Theorem 12 Given a spectral hybrid operator X, we can express it by

X = ) MNFx()+ / MEx (\)

Ai€oq(X) Moo (X)
+ Y (XM Fx(\)+ / (X — M) dEx ()), (143)
Ai€oq(X) AEoe(X)

where Fx ()\;) are the projectors corresponding to the eigenvalue \;, 04(X) and o.(X) are sets of the
discrete eigenvalues and continous spectra of the operator X, respectively.

Proof: From [[14]], we have the spectrum of X identical to the spectrum of

> NFx(N)+ / MEx(\), (144)

Ai€ogq(X)

then, we have the following decomposition

X = ) MNFx()+ / MEx(\) + Nx, (145)
Ai€oq(X) Moo (X)

where Nx is the nilpotent part of the operator X.
Therefore, we have

Nx = X—| Y XMNFx(A / AMEx ()
Ai€oq(X) Aeoe(X)

- X Z Fx(\) + / dEx(\)| — Z AiFx (A;) + / AEx ()

Ai€oa(X) Aeoe(X) Ai€oa(X) Aeoe(X)
= Y (X-ADEx(+ [ (X-ADdEx(N), (146)
Ai€oq(X) Aeoe(X)

where we apply the property

1= ¥ Fx(0+ / dEx (M) (147)

Ai€oa(X) AEoe(X)

in =1. This thoerem is proved. 0
Lemmafd]below will give relationships among F'();), (X — \I) Fx (\;),dEx (\) and (X —AI)dEx (\)
which will be used to establish the functional calculus for the operator X.

Lemma 4 We have the following relationships for a spectral operator X :

Fx(M\i)Fx (M) = Fx(Mi)d(Ai, Air), (148)
(X =MD Fx(\)(X — M) Fx (Ay) = (X = NI)?Fx (X)5(hi, Air), (149)
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FxOu)(X =MD Fx(\) = (X — M) Fx (M) Fx (M)

= (X = NI Fx(Xi)d(Nis Ar). (150)
Fx(\i)dEx(\) = dEx(\)Fx(\)=0
Fx(A\i)(X = A)dEx(A) = (X —A)dEx(\)Fx(A\;) =0
(X = NI) Fx(\)dEx(A) = dEx(A) (X — NI) Fx(\) =0
(X = NI) Fx (Ai)(X — AI)dEx (A) (X = A)dEx(\) (X = NI) Fx(N\) =0.  (151)

Proof: Since )\;, \; and the neighborhood region around A are exclusive, this Lemma follows from the
proof in Lemma O
Theorem 13| below is the main result of this section.

Theorem 13 Given an analytic function f(z) within the domain for |z| < R, a spectral operator X with
the following spectral decomposition

X = Y AR+ [ MBEx(Y

Ai€oa(X) A€o (X)
+ > (X =MD Fx(\)+ (X — M) dEx(\), (152)
Ai€oq(X) AEae(X)

where |\i| < R for \; € 04(X) and |\| < R for A\ € 0.(X), then, we have

X)) = S fOwFx / FNAEx(N)

Ai€oq(X) AEae(X)

(X — AI)%dEx ()\), (153)

where my, is a positive integer to measure the degree of nilpotency with respect to the eigenvalue \;, i.e.,

0 ifg<my,
(X =MD Fx () 470 Fa<ma (154)
=0 ifg=my;
and m, is a positive integer to measure the degree of nilpotency with respect to the eigenvalue )\, i.e.,
0 ifg<my,
(X — A)7dEx()) 70 g <m (155)
=0 ifg=>my.

Proof:
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Because f(z) is an analytic function, we have

fX) = > ax’
=0

= Y| X a0+ [ adExO)
=0

Ai€oa(X) Ao (X)

+ Y (X =MD Fx(\)+ / (X —AI)dEx()\)
Ai€oq(X) A€o (X)

=1 i! > ar(NFx (M) + (X = M) Fx (\))'

(=0 | \;€aq(X)

. / a¢ (AEx () + (X — M) dEx (\))!

A€o (X)

oo 4
= [ A B () (X~ ADAEX (V)
Aeoo(X) (=09=0 e =a)

oo /L
! 2.2 qw/f'qﬂz [Fx ()] 7 [(X = M) Fx ()]

00 V4
= / >, [aN [dEx (V)] + q!(Z‘”fq)V 1[dEx (M) (X - AI)dEXW]

Aeoo(X) =0 g=1
¢
agl! _
+ aeX [Fx ()] +Y WV TFx (M) T (X = M) Fx (M)
Ai€oq(X) £=0 =1 4 q
ALY
= [ |raEx() + X = AL)EX ()
AEoe(X) g=1
™y F@O()
+ Y [FOOFx(\) + Y (X = M) Fx ()
A€og(X) =1 7
(ESOISY!
- [ saEx)+ N AL aBx ()
Ao (X) Aeon(X) 971 '
+ > FOODFx (M) + Z ) Fx (N, (156)
Xi€oq(X) Ai€og(X) q=1
o]
where we apply Lemmaand Lemmain =) and =5, and f(@(z) = 3 ;“f]'),zg 7 in =s. O
t=q
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5.2 Analogous Hybrid Spectrum Operators and Their Properties

Given two hybrid spectrum operators X and Y, we say that X is analogous to Y with respect to the
invertible operator U, a sequence of complex numbers [cl] # 0 and a ratio function c¢()), where c(\) # 0
for A € 0.(X). This relationship, denoted by X oc[c le(n) Y, holds if X and Y can be expressed as
following:

X = > AiFx(X / MEx (\)

Ai€oq(X) Ao (X)

b X-ADFx)+ [ (X -ADdBx(). |,
Ai€oq(X) AEoe(X)

Y = U| Y cXFx(\)+ / cMAEx (N
Ai€oa(X) A€o (X)

b (X -aADEx()+ [ (X - cWADdBx(, | UL ash)
)\iEO'd(X) )\EO'C(X)

We will have the following properties about two analogous hybrid spectrum operators X and Y given
by the relationship X oc[lc]i} () Y. Proposition is to show that the similarity relationship between two
hybrid spectrum operators is the special case of the proposed analogous relationship.

Proposition 17 Two analogous hybrid spectrum operators X and'Y given by the relationship X O<[1] (V=1

Y, then, these two hybrid spectrum operators X and'Y are similar.

Proof: Since we have

X = > AFx(N) + / MEx (\)

Y = U| Y 1xMFx(\)+ / 1 x MEx()\)
)\ieo'd(X) )\GO_C(X)

+ > (X —1x NI Fx (M) + / (X —1x X)dEx()\), |UL.  (158)
Ai€oq(X) Ao (X)
therefore, we can obtain the operator Y from the operator X by
Uxu' =Y. (159)

O
The next proposition is about the commutative condition for two analogous hybrid spectrum operators.
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Proposition 18 Two analogous hybrid spectrum operators X and'Y are given by the relationship X oc[c Le(V)
Y, then, these two hybrid spectrum operators X and'Y are commute under the multiplication.

Proof: Becuase two analogous hybrid spectrum operators X and Y are given by the relationship X oc[IC 1)
Y, we have

X = > NFx(M)+ / MEx ()
Ai€oa(X) A€o (X)
+ Y X-ADFxO)+ [ (X -ADdEx(N, |, (160)
)\ZEO'd(X) )\EO’C( )

and

Y = I > aMFx(\)+ / c(MAEx ()

Ai€oq(X) AEae(X)

Y (X - e Fx(\) + / (X — A dEx(N), | T1. (161)
Ai€oa(X) AEoe(X)

Moreover, from Lemma[3|and Lemma 4] we have

XY = / c NN dEx(\) + / AMX — (M) dEx(N)

Ao (X) A€o (X)

- / c(MA (X = M) dEx(\) + / (X = AI) (X — ¢(MA) dEx ()
Aeoe(X) A€o (X)

+ Y aNFx(\)+ D (X — M) Fx(\)
i EUd(X) i EO'd(X)

+ > aM(X=NDFx(N)+ Y (X = NI (X — e Fx (\)
Xi€og(X) Xi€og(X)

= YX (162)

0
The next proposition is to show that the proposed analogous relationship between X and Y provided
by X oc[lc]ﬂ () Y is an equivalence relation.

Proposition 19 The relationship X oV Le(\) Y is an equivalence relation.

les
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Proof: Given the operators X, Y and Z with the following formats:

X = > AiFx(N) + / MEx (\)
)\iGG'd(X) )\EO'C(X)

+ ) (X —MID)Fx(\)+ / (X —AI)dEx(\), |,
Ai€oa(X) Aeoe(X)

Y = U| Y cilFx(\)+ / cl(MAEx ()
Ai€oa(X) AEae(X)

Y (X —end) Fx (M) + / (X — cl(WAD) dEx (V), | U,
Ai€oq(X) Aeoe(X)

Z = V| > aNFx()+ / ca(MAEx (N)
Ai€oq(X) Ao (X)

+ > (X =) Fx(N) + / (X — (WA dEx(N), | V™' (163)

Ai€oa(X) A€o (X)
we have
X O(£17i:1701()\):1 X, (reflexive)
X ch,i,cl(/\) Y, andY occi%C ()1 X (symmetric)
X OCg’i,cl(,\) Y,andY aczz/gm( N/er(A) 7
= X OCZ;J_7CQ()\) Z (transitive) (164)

O
The next proposition is to show the Fredholm determinant of a operator X, denoted by detp (X)), of the
trace-class operators, a special case of spectral operators, for two analogous operators.

Proposition 20 Given two analogous trace-class operators X and'Y provided by the relationship

X oc[cl]z 12, Ywith

X = (i AiEx (Ai) + i (X = \T) EX()\z‘)> :

=1 =1
Y = U (i cNEx (M +§: X — ;M) Ex () )) Ut (165)
=1
we have
detp(Y) = ﬁ(ucm)
i=1
2 detp(X) @ [ci] (166)
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Proof: Because we have

o0
detp(Y) = [ +eaN), (167)
i=1
and
o0
dete(Y) = JJ(1+N), (168)
i=1
this proposition is proved by comparing Eq. and Eq. (168). O

The next proposition is to show the trace relationship for two trace-class operators.

Proposition 21 Given two analogous trace-class operators X and'Y provided by the relationship X o<[
Y with

[

X = <i NEx(\) —|—i(X —\NI) EX()\@')) )

=1

oo
Y = (Z aMEx (M) + Y (X —aNd) Ex (A )) U (169)
=1
we have
Trace(X) = cTrace(Y) (170)
Proof: Because we have
oo
Trace(X) = > A, (171)
and
[e.@]
Trace(Y) = > ch;, (172)
i=1
this proposition is proved by comparing Eq. (171]) and Eq. (172). O

5.3 Spectral Mapping Theorem for Multivariate Hybrid Operators

We first consider spectral mapping theorem for two input hybrid operators in Theorem [I4]

Theorem 14 Given an analytic function f(z1, z2) within the domain for |z1| < Ry and |z2| < Ra, the first
hybrid operator X1 decomposed by:

X1 = > AiFx(A)+ / MdEx (A)
A1,:€0q(X) A Eae(X)
+ > (X = d) Fx (M) + / (X = AMI)dEx (A1), (173)
M,i€0a(X) MEae(X)
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where |\1 ;| < Ry and || < Ry, and the second hybrid operator X decomposed by:

X, = Z Ao iF'x (Ao;) + / XdEx (\2)
AQ,iEUd(X) )\QEO'C(X)
+ > (X = dod) Fx (M) + / (X = AI) dEx (A2), (174)
)\2 'LEO'd(X >\2EO'C(X)

where |>\2,i| < Ry and |)\2| < Ro.
Then, we have

F(X1, X2) = / / FO A2)dEx, (\)dEx, (Aa)
)\1€UC(X1)>\2€UC(X2)

,q2 A ’A
[ > fqilz)dExxAl) (X5~ )™ dEx, (M)
A €Eoe(X1) Aa€oc(X2) g2=1

q1,— )\,)\
. / Z ialey P00 2) (DD dEx, (M)dEx, (%)
MEoe(X1) Ae€oe(Xa) BT !
m)\l—lmAQ—l
N DY
AleUC(Xl))\QEUC(XQ) qg1=1 g2=1

(a1,a2) () DY
TR0 (3, D)™ dBx, (0) (Xa = AD)™ dEx, (%)

q1'q2!
+ Y. FOLA)dEx, (M) Fx;(M2)
A €oe(X1) A2,i€04(X2)
"2 ) (A Aa)
: 1, A2
+ > > TdExl(Al)(X2—)\27z‘I)q2FX2(/\2,z‘)

A€oe(X1) A2i€0a(X2) =1

q1,— )\ 7)\ i
+ / Z Z f 1, A2 ) (Xl — )\1[)'11 dEX1 ()\1)FX2 ()\270
A €oe(X,) A2€0a(X2) a1=1

mx,— Mxp i

+/zzz

)\1€UC(X1) )\QZEO'd(XQ) q1= 1 q2= 1
f(fI1:‘12)()\17 A2
q1'qo!

(Xl — )\1I)q1 d.EX1 ()\1) (X2 — /\271‘1)(]2 FX2 ()\271‘)
(175)
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+ Z / f()\Li,)\Q)FXl ()\l,i)dEXQ ()‘2)
a(

)\11 Xl)AQEO’g(XQ)
Mg »q2 )\ i )\
D DS MF&(MZ)(XQ = oI)® dEx, (%)
A1,i€04q (Xl))\QEO'C(XQ) g2=1 q2:
m)\ll—l
oA OYEIP)
+ Z / Z f;l,l’Q)(XH — A" Fx, (M)dEx,(A2)

FLaa2) (\y ;) Ag)
q1!g2!

D S i A2 Fx, (M) Fx, (Ma)

A1 iEUd(Xl) Ao iEO'd(XZ)

(X1 — Al’iI)ql FX1 ()\112‘) (Xg — /\21)q2 dEX2 (/\2)

)‘22

+ Z Z Z f —,q2) )\1 27)\2 Z)FX1 ()\1 z) (X2 . /\2 zI)q2 FXQ()\Q,i)

A1,i€0q(X1) A2,i€04(X2) q2=1

)\I’L

7 )\ z,/\ i
+ Z Z Z f Lis M) (X1 = A D)™ Fx, (A1) Fx, (Mo)
A1,i€0q(X1) A2€oq(X2) @1=1

may Ll —1

LD DD

)\1’¢€a‘d(X1)/\2,7;€Ud(X2) =1 go=1
Fa2) (X 5, Agy)
q1'qo!

(X1 = A D) Fx, (A1) (X2 — Ao 1) Fx, (M2y) (176)

Proof: From Lemma 3| we have the following relationships for the continous spectrum part of the operator
X 1.

dEX1 (Al)dEX1 ()‘,1) = dEX1 ()‘1)5()‘17 )‘/1)7

(X1 — MI)dEx, (M) (X1 — N,I)dEx, (X;) = (X1 — M I)2dEx, (A\)5(M, N,

dEx,(\)(X1 — MD)dEx, (M) = (X1—MIdEx,(\dEx, (\))
= (X1 - MDdEx, (M)S(A, ). (177)

Similarly, we also have the following relationships for the continous spectrum part of the operator Xs:

dEXz ()‘Q)dEX2 ()‘,2) = dEX2 ()‘2)5()‘27 )‘/2)7

(X3 — MoI)dEx, (\2) (X2 — MyI)dEx, (Xy) = (X3 — Ao T)2dEx, (A2)5 (A2, Ab),
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dEx,(\,)( X2 — MoI)dEx,(\2) = (X2 — AI)dEx,(\)dEx,(N\,)
= (X3 — MDdEx, (A2)5(A2, \p). (178)

From Lemma[4] we have the following relationships for the discrete spectrum part of the operator X:

Fx, (Al)FX1 ()‘,1) = Fx, (Al)é()‘la >‘/1)a
(X1 = M) Fx, (M) (X1 = NI Fx, (\) = (X1 = MI)*Fx, (M)3(A, Ay),

Fx,(\)(X1 = MDFx, (M) = (X —/\11) L (AN Fx, (M)

= (X1 —MID)Fx,(A1)6(A1, \)). (179)
FX1( 1)dEX1()‘> = dEX1 (A)FX1()‘1) =0
Fx, (7)) (X1 — M)dEx, (}) (X1 — M)dEx, (\)Fx, (X)) =0
(Xl—)\I)FXI( )AdEx,(A) = dEx,(\) (le)\iI)FXl()\-)ZO
(X1 = NI) Fx, (X)) (X1 — AIAEx, (A) = (X1 — A)dEx, (A) (X1 — M) Fx, (X)) = 0(180)

Similarly, we also have the following relationships for the discrete spectrum part of the operator Xo:

Fx,(A2)Fx,(\y) = dFx,(A2)d(A2, A3),
(X2 — Ad) Fx, (A2) (X2 = M) Fx, (Ny) = (X2 — doI)* Fx, (A\2)3(A2, Ay),

Fx,(\)(X2 = XaI)Fx,(A2) = (Xa—XaI)Fx,(\)Fx,(Xs)

= (X2 — XaI)Fx,(A2)d (A2, Ag). (181)
Fx,(Xi)dEx,()) dEx,(A)Fx,(Xi) =0
Fx,(\i) (X2 — AI)dEx,(A) = (X3 — Al)dEx,(A)Fx,(A) =0
(X2 = NI) Fx,(Ai)dEx,(A) = dEx,(A) (X2 = NI) Fx,(A) =0
(X9 — NI) Fx,(\) (X2 — M)dEx,(\) = (Xo2— M )dEx,(\) (X2 — NI)Fx,(\;)=0(182)
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Because f(z1, 22) is an analytic function, we have

o0

[(X1,X2) = Z afl,bengQ
£1=0,£2=0
= Z ag, 0 Z MiFx (M) + / MdEx (A1)
£1=0,02=0 A1,i€04(X) A Eoe(X)
121
+ ) (X =) Fx (M) + (X —\I)dEx(\)
)\1,¢€Ud(X) >\1€0'C(X)
x Z A2,iFx (A2,i) + / AdEx ()2)
/\Q,iGO'd(X) /\QEUC(X)
13
+ Z (X — )\2711) Fx()\gﬂ') + / (X — /\QI) dEX()\2)
A2,i€04(X) A2€0e(X)

=y ael,zz{ Yo QwiFx (M) + (X1 = M) Fx, (M)

£1=0,02=0 A,i€0q(X1)

+ / (MdEx, (M) 4 (X1 — MI) dEx, (A\))"
A€oe(X1)

X |: Z (A2,iFx, (M2y0) + (Xo — M) Fxy (ha;))"
)\QViEUd(XQ)
+ / (MadEx,(X2) + (X2 — Mo I) dEx, (X2))"™
A2€oc(X2)

S R

A1 €0e(X1) Aa€oe(Xo) (1=0:62=0

_m>\1 —1

A Z
X 7)\1 q1 dE A 191 (X M IDAE A a
qlz:() !l — q1)! (dEx; (M) (X1 —MIdEx, (M)
_m)\g_l 01 -
2: Y] ’
X 7)\2 q2 dE A 2= (X, — \oI)dE A
QQZO @2!(l2 — g2)! (dEx,(A2))” ™ (X2 = doI)dEx,(A2))™ }

+ / i {%ez

Al‘iead(XI)AQEUC(XQ) £1=0,£5=0
_m>‘1,7ﬁ_1 [ |
1- ¢ 0 —
X )\1qu )\illh X—)\iIF )\iql
qlzo (b —q)! (Fx, (A1) (X1 1iD)Fx, (A1) ]

—1
b! o~ qgl l2—q2 . 4
8 qz::O Bl — a2 ()P (X2 = RD)dEx; (42) ] }




+ / > i {%,eg

A Coe(X1) M2i€0a(X2) (1=0,62=0

s, 1
X - 2\ (dE A a1 (X, — \DAE )
Ewwrmw (@Ex,(A)" ™" (X1 = MD)dEx, (M)
[y, —1
: 12y o .
X 2 2T (Fx, (Mo )R ((Xg — Mo I) Fx, (Mg))%
g%m%—@ﬂﬂ<&”” (X2 = X0,iD) Fx, (V2,) }

LYY Y {

)\Liéad(xl) AQ’ieUd(XQ) 61:0,62:0

— _
’ /! _ _
X i (P ) (X = D P, ()"
L n=0 . ' a
I -
x| > m)‘%—% (Fx,(A2))27% (X2 = Ao, d) Fx, (Aa,1)) ™ }7 (183)
- q2:0 . . -

where we apply relationships given by Eqs (I77)-(I82) in =; and =5. The remaining steps in this theorem
follow the same method as Theorem [10l ]
We are ready to present Theorem [I5]about spectral mapping theorem for  spectral hybrid operators.

Theorem 15 Given an analytic function f(z1, z2, . . ., 2, ) within the domain for |z;| < Ry forl =1,2,...,r,
and the operator X decomposed by:

X = ) MiFx(A)+ / NAEx (\)
Ai€0q(X) A Eoe(X)
+ Y (X = NI Fx(\y) + / (X = NI) dEx (A), (184)
A,i€04(X) NET(X)

where |\ ;| < Ryand |\)| < Ry forl =1,2,...,r.
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Then, we have

f(X,..., X)) = . .
{M}Z{ . [{Al,ie?xxl)} . {AT,ie}im)}f ({A;l} . {1})

A1€0(X1) Ar€oe(Xr)
iy =1
{ Ind(am(cﬂ ----- ar)) }

" { FX1(>\1,¢)} o {FXT(AM) }
dE’X1 ()\1) dEXT (Ar)
Mnd o (a1 o))

S [{Al,ie%xl)}...{”eadxr}z Z ( 3

My e f K=1 a ar(qis-,qr)=1
{ A1 }’ { Ap } )\1€GC(X1) )\TEUC(XT) K '

- A1 Aryi
fa’ﬁ(qlr"?qf) < )\11’1}’ ey ):‘Z}>

Q! !

q
IS
X H Y)]
(XB Agil ) BFXﬁ()\BJ)}

B=Ind(a.(q1,.qr)),Y = {

-----

( 5—Agl ) BdEXﬁ()\B)

Ind(an(qu,mar)), Y ={ X5 00
B£Ind(ak(q1,....ar) {dEXB(Mﬁ}

m S —1,....,m -1
> > -1} iy
+ Z [{)\Me(rd(xl)} .. {)\MEUd(XT)} Z

f I I
Bk MEoe(X1) Ar€oe(Xr)
A K >\'r7l
fla) ()0 (30
C.h! : QT!

o (X1 =AD" Fx, (M) [ (X = AD)™ Fx, (M) (185)

(X1 =MD" dEx, (M) (X, = NI dEx, (M) ||
where the summation will run over all 2" summands (combinations) of AL e Aril

A1 Ar

{10

2 AL, nd
Each summand will be used to select corresponding term in {*lze“d(xl)} { 7} { )\n (anlars o)) }
Ind(ar(a;,....ar))

Aledc(xl)
(X528, D) Fx;(N\s.i)\ fFx,(\si)y s Fx, (M) >\z T Fx, (M) _
{(Xﬁ “As1)PdBx, )\ﬁ)} {dEf( } {dE)l( () } { l deEXl (AS }Wherel—l,Q,...,r.

Proof: The proof follows directly from Theorem[14] with the remaining steps consisting primarily of routine
notational manipulations. U
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