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Abstract

We introduce a new notion of L(n)-hyponormality in order to provide a bridge
between subnormality and paranormality, since 1950s, two notions of operator
theorists are receiving considerable attention. And L(n)-hyponormality is offered
to a criterion. Relationships to other hyponormality notions are discussed in the
context of weighted shift and composition operators.

1. Introduction

This is based on the joint work with I. Jung and J. Stochel and was talked at
RIMS Workshop: Application of Geometry to Operator Theory, which was held at
Kyoto University on October 29-31 in 2008. Some additional results with the detailed

proofs will be appeared in some other journal.

Let H be a separable, infinite dimension, complex Hilbert space and let £(H) be
the set of bounded linear operators on M. Recall that 7" € L(H) is subnormal if and
only if 7. (T™T*f;, fi) > 0 for all fo, f1,---, fn € H and all n € N ([Bra], [Hal]).
To construct a bridge between subnormal and hyponormal operators on H, R. Curto

([Cul)) introduced a n-hyponormality as following.

Definition 1.1. An operator T € L(H) is n-hyponormal if 37, _o (T*T"f;, i) 2 0

for all vafla“' ’anH'

As a parellel definition on Embry’s characterization for subnormal operator (cf.,

[Em]), the E(n)-hyponormality was given in [JLP] as following.

Definition 1.2. An operator T is E(n)-hyponormal if 7. _ o (T*HTHif, ;) >0

4,j=0

for a’]'l fO’fl’" ) ’fn S H.
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Note that the E(n)-hyponormality is weaker than the n-hyponormality ([MP2]).
In particular, if T is F(1)-hyponormal, then T is of class A operator, i.e., |T2| > [T]°
([Fur]). In [JLP] they characterized the E(n)-hyponormality for composition opera-
tors on L? via Radon-Nikodym derivatives. Hence E(n)-hyponormality is a bridge
between subnormal and class A operators. An operator 7" € L(H) is paranormal if
|T2h|| > ||Th||? for an unit vector h € H. It is well-known that every class 4 operator
is paranormal. In [Lam] or [Sto] it was proved that T is subnormal if and only if
Dot (T HTHIf FYNA; > 0forall \;,\; € C,0< 4,5 <n,feH, neN. Hence
we may give the following defintion.

Definition 1.3. An operator T € L(H) is L(n)-hyponormal if for all A;, A; € C,
0<ij<n feH, S0, ITHfPAR, 2 0.

Proposition 1.4. An operator T € L(H) is L({1)-hyponormal operator if and only
if T is paranormal.

Proof. Since T is L(1)-hyponormal operator, using definition, we get

Rl ||Th|?
(e fronye) 20 orstnen

This is equivalent to || T2h|| > ||Th||* for an unit vector A € H. So T is paranormal. W

From above Remark, the notion of L(n)-hyponormalities provides a bridge between
subnormal and paranormal operators.

This note will be organized four sections. In Section 2 we discuss the L(n)-
hyponormality of weighted shifts and prove that every L(n)-hyponormal weighted shift
is n-hyponormal. In Section 3 we give a characterization for composition operator C
on L? corresponding to a nonsingular measurable transformation ¢ whose proof is much
simpler than that of [JLP, Theorem 2.3].

2. L(n)-hyponormal weighted shifts

Let W, be a weighted shift with weight sequence a := {a,}32, of positive real
numbers. Let v =1, v, := ada?---a2_; (n > 1). (The values =, are called sometimes
moments because this sequence {v,} satisfies Stieltjes moment equation when W, is
subnormal.) Then it follows from [MP2] and [Cu2] that W, is n-hyponormal if and .
only if W, is E(n)-hyponormal, also it is equivalent to that the (n+1) x (n+ 1) matrix
[”/i+j+k]0<i+j<n >0forall ke NO = NU{O}

Proposition 2.1. Let W, be a weighted shift with weight sequence a := {a,}%
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(i) W, is n-hyponormal;

(ii) Wy s L(n)-hyponormal.

Proof. Since the implication (i) = (ii) is obvious by definitions, we will prove only
the reverse implication. To do so, we suppose that W, is L(n)-hyponormal. For a

n=0-"
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standard orthonormal basis {ex}p%, in 2, 7 (Wi e;]
0<1,y £n. le.,

2\ >0 forall AL A, € C.

2 2 .2 2 2
12 2a,§ 204,5.(,\4,“é .- (,yk2- : ~ak§n_1
Qg S Te P ] Qg 1qxpya " Q- Qg py
2 2 ) 2 - :
Qe Ot 1 Qg 1 Xy . : >0,
2 2 2 2 2 2
Qi " g1 " pyp T Qg+ Xyom

which is equivalent to

Yk Vk+1 s Ye+n
Yk+1 Yk+2 o Yk+n4l
: . . >0
Ye+n  Yk+n+l 7 VYk+2n—-1

for all n € N. By [Cul], W, is n-hyponormal. B

Let W, be a subnormal weighted shift with a weight sequence a = {a,}%, and
let a(z) : =, 1, z,--- with variable z > 0. Let

LH(n) = {z € (0,00) : Wy(y) is L(n)-hyponormal}, n € NU {oo}.

Then obviously LH(oo) is the set of z € (0,00) such that W, is subnormal op-
erator. By Proposition 2.1, the L(n)-hyponormality of W, is equivalent to the n-
hyponormality. Hence we have the following example.

Example 2.2 ([JL]). Let W, be a subnormal weighted shift whose corresponding
Berger measure has infinite support. Then by [JL], LH(n)\L(n + 1) # @ for all
n € NU {oo}. Especially, let W, be the Bergmann shift with a weight sequence o =
{V(n+1)/(n+2)}2, and let a(z) : VT,+/1/2,+/2/3,--- . Then LH(1) = (0,+/2/3],
LH(2) = (0,3/4], LH(3) = (0,/8/15], LH(4) = (0,/25/48],- - - ,etc., and LH(c0) =
(0,/1/2].

3. L(n)-composition operators

Let (X, A, 1) be a o finite measure space and let ¢ : X — X be a measurable
nonsingular transformation (i.e., A C A and po ¢! « u). We assume that the
Radon-Nikodym derivative h = du o ¢~ /du is in L*® and we define h, = duoT™"/dpu.
The composition operator Cy acting on L? := L2(X, A, u) is defined by Cyf = f o ¢.
The condition h € L™ assures that Cy is bounded.

Theorem 3.1. Let Cy be a composition operator on L? and suppose n € N. Then
the following assertions are equivalent:
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(i) Cy is E(n)-hyponormal:

(if) Cy s L(n)-hyponormal;

(iii) (n + 1) x (n+ 1) matrizc [hiy;(x)]];—9 > 0 for u-almost every x € X.
Proof. (i) = (ii) It is obvious.

(ii) = (iii) For f € L? and for any A\g. A;,- -+, A, € C, we have
0 < SICH AR, = (Z / P ¢>’i+i<x>du> Y
i,j=0 i V-
- (Z/ |f1? (z)dp o ¢—(i+j)) T (Z/ bk hi+j($>d/'5(x)) Aidj.
ij vX i,j=0Y X
For 0 € A with u(o) < oo, if we consider f = x, € L?, then
7 §=0

for all A = (Ag, A1, +-,An) € C*1. Since X is o-finite, we may write X = UnpenXn

with u(X,) < co. For brevity, we let

H,\(.’E) = Z hz+](x))‘zj‘Ja A= (AOa /\13 e :/\n) € (C"H"l

i,j=0

and
Q= {zr € X : Hx(z) > 0}.

Since (3.1) for all ¢ € A with ¢ C X,, was arbitrary, we have that Hy(z) > 0, a.e. [y
on X, and also Q, € A such that u(X\Q,) = 0 for all A € C**!. Consider a countable
dense subset Z of C**1. And set Q := NyezQx. Then

X\Q) = p(Urez(X\2)) < D u(X\22) =0.

AeZ

For A € C™, there exists a sequence {A*)}%°  in C**! with \*) € Z, say AP =
(AP . AP e €t Since Hyw (z) > 0forallz € Qand k € N, obviously Hy(z) > 0
for all z € 2 and A € C"*1. Hence H)(z) > 0 for all A € C**! and z a.e. in X, which
implies that [h;4;(2)]};-0 > 0 for p ae. z € X.

(ii) = (i) See [JLP, Th. 2.3). m
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