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Abstract. In this article we obtain some positive results about theterice of a com-
mon nontrivial invariant subspace fid-tuples of not necessarily commuting operators
on Banach spaces with a Schauder basis. The concept of j@stnijpotence plays a
basic role. Our results complement recent work by Kodiélaf@] Ptaki[B].
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1. Introduction

Let T be a continuous linear operator defined on a separable BapackX. Let us say
thatT is cyclic if x € X such that

Linear SpafT"x: x € X}

is dense irX.
On the other hand, we said thitis locally quasinilpotent at € X if

lim || T"x||¥" = 0.
n—oo0

The notion of local quasinilpotence was introduced.in [1ptdain nontrivial invariant
subspaces for positive operators.

Positive results abouwt-tuples of operators with a nontrivial common invariant-sub
space have been obtainedlii |24, 7,8]. In this article, vierekthe results of Abramovich
et al [ to the case of not-necessarily commuthgduples of continuous linear operators.

To extend these results it will be essential to introduce ribdon of joint local
quasinilpotence foN-tuples of operators (not necessarily commuting). Thelt®som-
plement the results obtained [ [1].

The main result of this paper appeargsand is stated as follows:

Theorem 3.1.Let T = (Ty,...,Tn) be a N-tuple of continuous linear operators. If T is
positive with respect to a cone C anglC exists such that T is joint locally quasinilpo-
tent at %, then there exists a common nontrivial invariant subspac@ fe- (Ty, ..., Tn).

Moreover, using this theorem we deduce new results on matdommon invariant
subspaces faX-tuples of operators (see Theorem 3.2, Corollary 3.3). Wecanclude
this article with a section including open problems andtertdirections.
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2. Joint local quasinilpotence

It is easy to see that ifTy,...,Tny) are N commuting operators and they are locally
quasinilpotent axg € X, then the compositions, ... Ti,;1 <i; <Nforall j € {1,...,m}
and allme N, are locally quasinilpotent &b. In fact the intersection of the sets

Qr, = {x€ X, suchthatT; is locally quasinilpotent ax},

is a common invariant manifold.
However if Ty, ..., Ty are not commuting, the problem becomes more complicated.

Example.Let Ty, To be two operators on the Hilbert spdgelefined in the following way:

€e_1, ifn>2 1
Tien = 7 Toen = —€ny1,
1€n { 0, if ne1 26€nh nen+1

where(en)nen is the canonical basis of.
The operatorsT; and T, are locally quasinilpotent ag for eachk > 2, since

T = 0 for eachn > k, and therefore Iimm|\Tf@||% = 0. On the other hand,
Tzna( = W]Werprk, hence

1/n

1 1/n
:Aﬂk<uk+n~«k+n_n) =0
and thereford; andT, are locally quasinilpotent & for eachk > 2.
However,T; T, andT,T; are not locally quasinilpotent at for eachk > 2. Indeed, since

TiToex = {6k,
1 n
(&) =

On the other hand, we knoWs Ty = ;e and hence lim e || (ToTy) e[| V" = X5 #0.

LetT = (Ty,...,Tn) be anN-tuple of continuous linear operators on a Banach space
not necessarily commuting. Let us denotelythe collection of all possible products of
nelements in.

H n
lim |Tfe]

1/n
1
= #0.

lim [|(ToT2)"e||*" = lim
n—co n—co

DEFINITION 2.1.

LetT = (Ty,...,Tn) be anN-tuple of continuous linear operators on a Banach spauet
necessarily commuting. Then, we will say tffais uniform joint locally quasinilpotent
atxg € X if

; 1/n
lim max(|Sx)|*" = 0.

The notion of uniform joint local quasinilpotence is closgtlated with the joint spec-
tral radius defined by Rota and Strang [9]. We can get morerimdition about spectral
theory in several variables ihl[7].

Although the results of this article are formulated undertiipothesis of uniform joint
local quasinilpotence, nevertheless, sometimes it wilpbssible to replace the above-
mentioned hypothesis by the following weaker property.
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DEFINITION 2.2.

LetT = (Ty,...,Tn) be anN-tuple of continuous linear operators on a Banach space
Then we will say thaT is joint locally quasinilpotent atp € X if

lim [ Tiy T, Tiyxol " = O,

foralliy,...,ine {1,...,N}.

The difference between the concept of uniform joint locahsjnilpotence and joint
local quasinilpotence is the lack of uniformity. Next we seene properties of both con-
cepts.

PROPOSITION 2.3.

Let T=(Ti,...,Tn) be an N-tuple of continuous linear operators on a Banach spac
and let us suppose that T is uniform joint locally quasinigud at % € X\{0}. Then for
all polynomial p of m variablesuch that 0, ...,0) = 0 we have that

lim [|p(Ti,,... Ti) 0" = 0,

where j € {1,...,N};j € {1,...,m}, that is the operator {§T,,...,Ti,) is locally
quasinilpotent at x

Proof. Fix € > 0. Let us suppose thit N is the number of summands of the polynomial
p, and let us denote by< R the maximum of the modulus of the coefficientgoflhen,
sinceT = (Ty,...,Tn) is uniform joint locally quasinilpotent aty, there existsip € N
such that
€
max||Sx||¥" < =
SET’)‘(” lI7 < ck

for all n> ng.
Now, taking into account that the polynomfahas no independent term, for alb> ng,

Ip(Tw ., To) 0l /" < (K'e" max] Sl) " < e.

which proves the desired result. ]

Remark2.4. In fact the condition on the polynomia(8) = 0 is a necessary condition in
the proof of Proposition 2.3. Indeed, [Etbe the forward shift defined on the sequences
spacel, by Fe, = %%H. for alln> 1. It is easy to see that the operator F is not
locally quasinilpotent a¢; (wherel denotes the identity operator).

Definitions 2.1 and 2.2 are the natural extensions of thenatf local quasinilpotence
for N-tuples of continuous linear operators. In fact, let us deno

Q... = {X € X: (T1...Tn) is joint locally quasinilpotent aty }

and let us denote bYQy, 7, the set of all uniform joint locally quasinilpotent vectors
for (Ty,...,Tn). Then, we have the following result.
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PROPOSITION 2.5.

Let T = (Ti,...,Tn) be an N-tuple of continuous linear operators on a Banach ep§c
then the sets UQ v, and Qr, .1, are common invariant manifolds by,T.., Tn.

Proof. Clearly,x € Qr,.. 1, implies thatA x € Qr, 1. Now letx,y € Qr, 7, and fixe > 0.
Then, there exists som® such that|Ti, ... Ti,x|| < €" and||Ti,...Ti,y|| < &" for each
i1,...,in € {1,...,N} and eacm > ny. Therefore,

[Ty T XN < (T Ty Tkl + [T Ty Ty )Y < 26

for alln> 0. Thereforex+y € Qr,.. 7, and soQr, .. T, is a vector manifold.
Fix xo € Qr,.. 1y and letTyxo € Q.. 1. Then

ntl

i 1
lim [ Ti, ... Ty (Tioxo) [ /7 = lim (|[T, ... Tiy Tioxol| 1) "% =0

lim
n—oo
foreach; € {1,...,N};j e Nandforeaclk e {1,...,N}. ThereforeQr, T, isacommon
invariant manifold forTy, ..., Tn. Similar proof follows for the seUQy, v, and hence
we omit it. ]

.....

Q.1 # X (UQq,_7, # X respectively), theQr, 7, (UQy, v, respectively) is a com-
mon nontrivial closed invariant subspace Tar..., Ty. As far as the invariant subspace
problem is concerned, we need only consider the two extreamesQr, . 1, = X and

Qr,..w = {0}

3. Main results

Let X be a Banach space with a Schauder basis. We say thaflT = (Ty,...,Tn) is
positive with respect to the cone

CZ{ZIJ'XJ‘Z t] 20}
=

if Tj(C) cCforall je{1,...,N}.
Let us see the main result of this paper.

Theorem 3.1.Let T = (Ty,...,Ty) be an N-tuple of continuous linear operators on a
Banach space with a Schauder basis such that TTy,...,Ty) is positive with respect
to the cone Cand let us suppose thap ¥ C exists such that E (Ty,...,Ty) is joint
locally quasinilpotent aty. Then there exists a common nontrivial invariant subspace f
T=(Tq,...,Tn).

Proof. Let (xn) be a Schauder basis of the Banach spéemsd let(f,) be the sequence
of coefficient functionals associated with the basig.

Assume thafl = (Ty,...,Ty) is joint locally quasinilpotent at somg € C\ {0}, i.e.,
iMn e || iy - - TiYol|Y" = 0withij € {1,...,N} forall j € N. Let us suppose thatyo =0
for alli € {1,...,N}. ThenNN, ker(T;) is a common nontrivial invariant subspace for
eachTy,..., Tn. Thus, we can suppose thByo # O for someig € {1,...,N}. By an
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appropriate scaling ofp, we can assume that9x, < yo andTj x # 0 for somek and
someig € {1,...,N}.

Now letP: X — X denote the continuous projection onto the vector subspaergted
by x defined byP(x) = fx(x)x«. Clearly, 0< P(x) < x holds for each & x € X. We claim
that

PTi,...Tixxk =0 (1)

for eachm > 0. To see this, fixm > 0 and letPT;, ... Ti X« = ax, for some nonnegative
scalara > 0. SinceP is a positive operator and the composition of positive ojpesds a
positive operator, it follows that

0<a™=(PT,... Tim) "™ < (Tiy - i) "Xk < (Tiy - - Tirn) "Yo-

Let us observe that the following inequality is not true hessathe norm is not monotone
a"|[x|l < ||(Ti, ... Tin)"yol|. However, if we use the fact thdg is a positive linear func-
tional, we conclude that

0<a"= fu(a™) < fi((Ti, ... Tim)"Vo)-
Consequently, & a” < || fy[/||(Ti, ... Tin)"Yol|, and so
O<a < [fill¥™I(Tiy-.. Tin) "yl /"

From Definition 2.2 we know lifse ||(Ti, - - - Tin) Yo ¥/ = 0. Thus we deduce that =
0, and condition[{1) must be true.
Now let us consider the linear subspacef X generated by the set

{Ti; ... T meN;i; € {1,...,N} forall j € N}.

Clearly, Y is invariant for eachl;; j € {1,...,N} and, since G% Ti;x € Y for some
io € {1,...,N}, we see thaty # {0}. From [Q) it follows thatf (T, ... Ti X)* =
P(Ti,...Tixx) = 0, therefore fy(Ti,... Ti,x) for eachiy,...,im. This implies that
fk(y) = 0 for eachy € Y, and consequentlyi(y) = 0 for ally € Y, that is,Y # X. The
latter shows thaY is a common nontrivial closed invariant subspace for theatpes
Tj;j € {1,...,N}, and the proof is complete. a

Let T1,..., Ty be joint locally quasinilpotent operators & € C. Then we can add
arbitrary weights to each matrix representing the opesatar .., Ty and still guarantee
the existence of a common nontrivial closed invariant sabsp

Remark3.2.

(a) First, letus observe that(y,...,Tn) is joint locally quasinilpotent at it is possible
to obtain a closed invariant subspdednontrivial) invariant also for every positive
operatorA such thatAT, = TiAfor all i € {1,...,N}. Indeed, the above proof follows
considering the closed subspace generated by

{AT,... T, meN;ij e {1,...,N}
V j € N, A positiveAT; = TA(Vi)}.
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(b) On the other hand, let us mention that the subspace geadhim the above theorem
is in fact an invariant nontrivial ideal.

In the following theorem, positivity is with respect to thene generated by the
Schauder basis of the Banach space.

Theorem 3.3. Let X be a Banach space with a Schauder basis. Assume thatthi& m
A= (a}‘j) defines a continuous operatog for all k € {1,...,N}, such that the N-tuple
T = (T4,...,Tn) is joint locally quasinilpotent at a nonzero positive vectet (vvikj ) ke
{1,...,N} be N-double sequences of complex numbers. If the weighteitesag, =
(wkak);k € {1,...,N} define continuous operators & € {1,...,N}, then B,...,By
have a common nontrivial closed invariant subspace.

Proof. Let (xn) be a Schauder basis of the Banach spgand let( f,) be the sequence of
functional coefficients associated with the bgsjg. Assume that the operators ..., Ty
satisfy limhe || Tiy - .- TinYol|¥" = 0;ij € {1,...,N}; j € N for some positive nonzero vec-
tor yp. An appropriate scaling gf shows that there existsatisfying O< x < yp. Letus
suppose thafyx = 0 for allk € {1,...,N}, then an easy argument shows tBgt; =0
forallke {1,...,N}, andN}_, ker(By) is a nontrivial closed invariant subspace (here we
assume thaBy # 0 for allk € {1,...,N}). Thus, we can suppose tI&jx # O for some

ig € {1,...7N}.

Now, let us denote by: X — X, the positive projection defined B(x) = f;(X)x.
Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we can establish @t .. T, x; = O for each
me N, whereij € {1,...,N} for all j € N. In particular, we havé (T, ... T, x) = 0 for
eachi,...,im. Consequently, for eaam € N and for each positive operat8r X — X
satisfying 0< S< T, ... Tj,,, we have

0< fi(S%) < fi(Tiy...Tiyx) =0. 2
Next, let us consider the vector subspaogenerated by the set
{Sx: such thaSsatisfies < S< T, ... Tj,, for someiy,...,im}.

ClearlyY is invariant for each operat®; k € {1,...,N} satisfying 0< R¢ < Ti. Also,
from (@) it follows that

fily)=0

forally €Y, thatis,Y # X. The latter shows that is a nontrivial closed vector subspace
of X. LetAX;k € {1,...,N} now be the operators defined by

A (xj)=afx; and Af(xm)=0 form# j.

SinceAﬁ- satisfy 0< Aikj < Acforallke {1,...,N}, it follows thatY is invariant for each
one of the operatoﬁ,—‘j . Therefore, the vector subspacés invariant under the operators

=3 20
i=1j=

However, the sequence of operat(®);k € {1,...,N} converges in the strong operator
topology toBy. ThereforeBy(Y) C Y and, thus, the operatoBs, ..., By, have a common
nontrivial closed invariant subspace. ]
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COROLLARY 3.4.

Let X be a Banach space with a Schauder basis. Assume thabs$iter@ matrices A=

(a}j— ) define continuous operators on which are joint locally quasinilpotent at a nonzero
positive vector. If the continuous operatotg X — X are defined by the matriceg F
(ti'j) satisfying ,l; = 0 whenever ﬁ = 0, then the operators have a common nontrivial
closed invariant subspace.

4. Concluding remarks and open problems

The notion of uniform joint local quasinilpotence is usetessively in [$] to obtain com-
mon nontrivial invariant subspaces. Both concepts, jainal quasinilpotence and uni-
form joint local quasinilpotence, play an important rold¢he search of common nontriv-
ial invariant subspaces.

Our conjecture is that both sets are equal in majority of dses.

On the other hand, it would be interesting to extend the tes@lTheorems 3.1 and 3.3
for the case oN-tuples of positive operators defined on a Hausdorff topokdgrector
space, where the partial order is defined by means of a Magkisgghbasis.
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