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CONDITIONS IMPLYING THE NORMALITY OF ∗-PARANORMAL

OPERATORS IN THE CLOSURE OF AN -OPERATORS

G. RAMESH AND SHANOLA S. SEQUEIRA

Abstract. In this article, we first prove the existence of an invariant subspace for a norm

attaining ∗-paranormal operator. Then give a representation for ∗-paranormal operators

in the closure of absolutely norm attaining operators and further study a few sufficient

conditions for the normality of such operators. Finally, we discuss Toeplitz and Hankel

∗-paranormal operators in the closure of absolutely norm attaining operators on the Hardy

space.

1. Introduction

One of the attractive areas of research in operator theory is the study of non-normal

operators. The class of non-normal operators includes hyponormal, paranormal operators,

etc., and are studied extensively in the literature [4, 10, 14, 28]. Another important class of

non-normal operators is the class of ∗-paranormal operators. A bounded linear operator T

on a Hilbert space H is said to be ∗-paranormal if

‖T ∗x‖2 ≤ ‖T 2x‖‖x‖, x ∈ H.

S.C. Arora and J.K. Thukral initiated the study of ∗-paranormal operators [1]. Later

on, this class received a lot of attention with the development of Weyl’s theorem [12, 13].

A study on more generalized classes containing ∗-paranormal operators is also done (see

[19, 20, 29] for more details). In [29], the authors gave an example of an invertible ∗-
paranormal operator whose inverse is not ∗-paranormal. But this is not true for paranormal

operators, as the inverse of an invertible paranormal operator is paranormal [14]. This shows

that even though both classes contain hyponormal operators they do not coincide. This

makes the study on ∗-paranormal operators as interesting as the study on other classes of

non-normal operators.

It is well known that a compact hyponormal operator is normal [4, 28], as well as a

compact paranormal operator is normal [18]. Further, a compact ∗-paranormal operator

is also normal [19]. That means under the assumption of compactness, these non-normal

operators become normal. Hence it is natural to ask the following question:

Question 1.1. Under what assumptions, does a non-normal operator become normal?

This question is also motivated by the results of Berberian [4], Putnam [17], Qiu [18], and

Stampfli [28], where they discussed some conditions implying the normality of paranormal
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and hyponormal operators, which include the countability of the spectrum, spectrum with

area measure zero, etc. Hence it is interesting to answer Question 1.1 for ∗-paranormal

operators also by replacing compactness with a weaker property namely absolutely norm

attaining property.

Throughout the article, let H,H1,H2 denote infinite dimensional complex Hilbert spaces

and B(H1,H2) denote the Banach space of all bounded linear operators from H1 into H2.

If H1 = H2 = H, then we denote B(H1,H2) by B(H).

Definition 1.2. [7, Definitions 1.1, 1.2] An operator T ∈ B(H1,H2) is called norm attaining

if there exists a unit vector x ∈ H1 such that ‖T‖ = ‖Tx‖. If T |M : M → H2 is norm

attaining for every non-zero closed subspace M of H1, then T is called an absolutely norm

attaining or AN -operator.

This class contains compact operators, isometries and partial isometries with finite dimen-

sional null space. The set of norm attaining and absolutely norm attaining operators from

H1 to H2 are denoted by N (H1,H2) and AN (H1,H2), respectively. We denote N (H,H)

by N (H) and AN (H,H) by AN (H). For a recent account of the theory of AN -operators,

we refer to [7, 16, 21, 30]. The right shift operator on l2 is ∗-paranormal and an isometry.

So every absolutely norm attaining ∗-paranormal operator need not be normal. Hence the

author in [3] was successful in giving a representation of ∗-paranormal AN -operators, and

some conditions under which they become normal.

Similar to the concept of the norm of an operator, we have the concept of minimum

modulus which is defined by

m(T ) := inf{‖Tx‖ : x ∈ H1, ‖x‖ = 1}.

Analogous to norm attaining and absolutely norm attaining operators, we have the following

classes of operators.

Definition 1.3. [8, Definitions 1.1, 1.4] An operator T ∈ B(H1,H2) is called minimum

attaining if there exists a unit vector x ∈ H1 such that m(T ) = ‖Tx‖. If T |M : M → H2

is minimum attaining for every non-zero closed subspace M of H1, then T is called an

absolutely minimum attaining or AM-operator.

The sets of all minimum attainining and absolutely minimum attatining operators from

H1 to H2 are denoted by M(H1,H2) and AM(H1,H2), respectively and when H1 = H2 =

H, we write M(H,H) := M(H) and AM(H,H) := AM(H). This class contains finite

rank operators, isometries and partial isometries with finite dimensional null space. We

refer to [2, 8, 11] for more information on these operators.

In this article, we examine Question 1.1 with respect to a larger class, namely the operator

norm closure of AN -operators. This class includes both AN -operators and AM-operators.

In addition, AN -operators have the same operator norm closure as AM-operators. Also,

the closure of AN -operators neither contains nor is contained by the class of norm attaining

operators. All of these details are available in [23]. In addition, this class contains operators

whose essential spectrum is a singleton set, such as quasinilpotent operators and Gaussian
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Covariance operators [5]. The results of this article generalise the conclusions of [3], however

the methodologies employed in[3] are different.

In the first step of this investigation, we demonstrate the existence of an invariant sub-

space for a norm attaining ∗-paranormal operator distinct from the one discussed in [3].

Then, we offer a representation of a ∗-paranormal operator in AN (H) that generalises the

representation of hyponormal operators in [25]. As a result, we obtain the following.

(1) Representation of ∗-paranormal AM-operators.

(2) Representation of ∗-paranormal AM-operators.

We further show that any invertible ∗-paranormal operator in AN (H) is normal and give

a few more conditions for normality. All these results are discussed in section 2.

Finally, in section 3, we show that a ∗-paranormal Toeplitz operator in AN (H2) is a

scalar multiple of an isometry and a ∗-paranormal Hankel operator in AN (H2) is normal,

where H2 is the Hardy space of the unit circle of the complex plane.

In the remaining part of this section, we give all the necessary definitions and results

required to develop the article.

1.1. Preliminaries. For any T ∈ B(H1,H2), the adjoint operator T ∗ ∈ B(H2,H1) is de-

fined by

〈Tx, y〉 = 〈x, T ∗y〉, ∀x ∈ H1, y ∈ H2.

Now, we define the notion of the spectrum of an operator which generalizes the concept of

eigenvalues of a matrix. If T ∈ B(H), then the spectrum is defined by

σ(T ) := {λ ∈ C : T − λI is not invertible in B(H)}.

The spectrum of T is decomposed as the disjoint union of the point spectrum σp(T ) :=

{λ ∈ C : T − λI is not one-one in B(H)}, the residual spectrum σr(T ) := {λ ∈ C :

T − λI is one-one but R(T − λI) 6= H} and the continuous spectrum σc(T ) := σ(T ) \
(σp(T ) ∪ σr(T )).

We say T ∈ B(H) is normal if TT ∗ = T ∗T , self-adjoint if T = T ∗, and positive if it is

self-adjoint and 〈Tx, x〉 ≥ 0. A positive operator T ∈ B(H) is denoted by T ≥ 0.

If T ∈ B(H1,H2), we call |T | = (T ∗T )1/2 as the modulus of T . For T ∈ B(H1,H2) there

exists a unique partial isometry W ∈ B(H1,H2) with N(W ) = N(T ) such that T = W |T |.
This is called the polar decomposition of T .

Let R(T ) and N(T ) be the range and nullspaces of T ∈ B(H1,H2), respectively. We say

T to be a finite rank operator if R(T ) is finite dimensional and T to be a compact operator

if, for any bounded set B of H1, T (B) has a compact closure. We denote the set of all finite

rank and compact operators from H1 to H2 by F(H1,H2) and K(H1,H2), respectively. If

H1 = H2 = H, then K(H1,H2) = K(H) and F(H1,H2) = F(H).

If M is a closed subspace of H, then M⊥ denotes the orthogonal complement of M , PM

denotes the orthogonal projection onto M and IM denotes the identity operator on M ,

respectively. Let T ∈ B(H). A closed subspace M of H is called invariant under T ∈ B(H)

if T (M) ⊆ M and is said to be reducing if both M and M⊥ are invariant under T .
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For a detailed study of the basic definitions and results in operator theory, we refer to

[9, 26].

Definition 1.4. [9, Definiton 4.1, Page 358] For T ∈ B(H), the essential spectrum of T

is defined by σess(T ) = σ(π(T )), where π : B(H) → B(H)/K(H) is the canonical quotient

map.

In the case of a self-adjoint operator, the above definition of the essential spectrum

coincides with the following description.

Theorem 1.5. [26, Theorem VII.11, Page 236] Let T = T ∗ ∈ B(H). Then λ ∈ σess(T ) if

and only if one or more of the following conditions hold.

(1) λ is an eigenvalue of T with infinite multiplicity.

(2) λ is the limit point of σp(T ).

(3) λ ∈ σc(T ).

For T ∈ B(H), let π00(T ) denote the set of all isolated eigenvalues of T with finite

multiplicity. For a self-adjoint operator T , σ(T ) \π00(T ) = σess(T ). For various equivalent

definitions of the essential spectrum of a self-adjoint operator, we refer to [27].

For T ∈ B(H), the essential minimum modulus of T [6] is defined by

me(T ) = inf{λ : λ ∈ σess(|T |)}.

Let H = H1 ⊕ H2 and T ∈ B(H). Let Pj be the orthogonal projection on H with

range Hj, j = 1, 2. Then T =

(

T11 T12

T21 T22

)

, where the operator Tij : Hj → Hi is given by

Tij = PiTPj |Hj
, i, j = 1, 2. Moreover, T (H1) ⊆ H1 if and only if T12 = 0 and H1 reduces T

if and only if T12 = 0 and T21 = 0 (see [9] for more details).

Next, we define a few classes of non-normal operators.

Definition 1.6. If T ∈ B(H), then T is called

(1) hyponormal if ‖T ∗x‖ ≤ ‖Tx‖, x ∈ H.

(2) paranormal if ‖Tx‖2 ≤ ‖T 2x‖‖x‖, x ∈ H.

(3) ∗-paranormal if ‖T ∗x‖2 ≤ ‖T 2x‖‖x‖, x ∈ H.

For a detailed study of these classes of operators, we refer to [1, 4, 10, 12, 14, 28, 29].

The following result is an equivalent definition of a ∗-paranormal operator.

Theorem 1.7. [1, 12] Let T ∈ B(H). Then T is ∗-paranormal if and only if

T ∗2T 2 − 2kTT ∗ + k2I ≥ 0 for all k > 0.

2. Representation and normality of ∗-paranormal operators

In this section, we deduce a representation of ∗-paranormal operators in AN (H).

Let M := {x ∈ H : ‖Tx‖ = ‖T‖‖x‖}. Then by [21, Lemma 3.1], we have M =

N(‖T‖2I − T ∗T ) = N(|T | − ‖T‖I).
In the next result, we discuss about powers of ∗-paranormal operators.
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Theorem 2.1. If T ∈ N (H) is ∗-paranormal, then T n ∈ N (H) for all n ≥ 1.

Proof. As T ∈ N (H), there exists a non-zero x ∈ H such that ‖Tx‖ = ‖T‖‖x‖. This is

equivalent to T ∗Tx = ‖T‖2x. Hence, we have

(2.1) ‖T‖4‖x‖2 = ‖T ∗Tx‖2 ≤ ‖T 3x‖‖Tx‖ ≤ ‖T‖‖T 2x‖‖Tx‖ ≤ ‖T‖2‖Tx‖2 = ‖T‖4‖x‖2.

From the above inequalities, we get ‖T 2x‖ = ‖T‖‖Tx‖ = ‖T‖2‖x‖ and ‖T 3x‖ = ‖T‖‖T 2x‖ =

‖T‖3‖x‖.
Following the similar steps as above, we conclude that ‖T nx‖ = ‖T‖n‖x‖ for all n ∈ N.

As ‖T n‖ = ‖T‖n for all n ∈ N, we get that T n ∈ N (H) for all n ∈ N. �

The above result need not be true if the condition of ∗-paranormality is dropped.

Example 2.2. Let T : ℓ2(N) → ℓ2(N) be defined by

T (x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (x2,

(

1− 1

3

)

x3,

(

1− 1

4

)

x4, . . . ), ∀(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) ∈ ℓ2(N).

Then

T 2(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (

(

1− 1

3

)

x3,

(

1− 1

3

)(

1− 1

4

)

x4, . . . ), ∀(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) ∈ ℓ2(N),

T ∗(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (0, x1,

(

1− 1

3

)

x2,

(

1− 1

4

)

x3, . . . ), ∀(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) ∈ ℓ2(N),

T ∗T (x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (0, x2,

(

1− 1

3

)2

x3,

(

1− 1

4

)2

x4, . . . ), ∀(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) ∈ ℓ2(N),

and

T 2∗T 2(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (0, 0,

(

1− 1

3

)2

x3,

(

1− 1

3

)2(

1− 1

4

)2

x4, . . . ), ∀(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) ∈ ℓ2(N).

Since 1 = ‖T ∗(1, 0, 0, . . . )‖2 � 0 = ‖T 2(1, 0, 0, . . . )‖, we get that T is not ∗-paranormal.

Next,

‖T‖ = sup

{

1,

(

1− 1

n

)

: n ≥ 3

}

= 1 = ‖T (0, 1, 0, 0, . . . )‖

Hence T ∈ N (ℓ2(N)). Also,

‖T 2‖ = sup

{(

1− 1

3

)

,

(

1− 1

n

)(

1− 1

n+ 1

)

: n ≥ 3

}

= 1.

Since 1 is not an eigenvalue of T 2∗T 2 by [7, Corollary 2.4], we get T 2 /∈ N (ℓ2(N)).

Remark 2.3. From Theorem 2.1, it is evident that if T ∈ N (H) is ∗-paranormal, then

{x ∈ H : ‖T nx‖ = ‖T‖n‖x‖, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . } 6= {0}.

In [3], the author showed the existence of an invariant subspace for a ∗-paranormal norm

attaining operator by proving the following result.
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Proposition 2.4. If T ∈ N (H) is ∗-paranormal, then M∗ = N(|T ∗| − ‖T‖I) 6= {0} and

M∗ ⊆ M . Moreover M∗ is invariant under T .

Next we show that M itself is invariant under T .

Theorem 2.5. If T ∈ N (H) is ∗-paranormal, then M is invariant under T . Moreover if

M is finite dimensional, then M reduces T .

Proof. As T ∈ N (H), we have M 6= {0}. If x ∈ M , then ‖Tx‖ = ‖T‖‖x‖. From inequalities

(2.1), we get ‖T 2x‖ = ‖T‖‖Tx‖. This implies Tx ∈ M .

Clearly T |M
‖T‖ is an isometry. If M is finite dimensional, then T |M = ‖T‖U , where U ∈

B(M) is unitary. Hence by [20, Theorem 2.6], M reduces T . �

Now, we mainly concentrate on giving a representation for ∗-paranormal operators in

AN (H). We first quote a few important results regarding positive operators in AN (H)

which will be used recurrsively in this article.

Proposition 2.6. If T ∈ AN (H) is positive, then T is diagonalizable.

Theorem 2.7. [23, Theorem 4.6] Let T ∈ B(H) be positive. Then T ∈ AN (H) if and only

if σess(T ) is a singleton set.

Let T ∈ AN (H) be positive and σess(T ) = {α}, where α ≥ 0. Then σ(T ) ⊆ [m(T ), α) ∪
[α, ‖T‖]. It is clear that me(T ) = α.

Proposition 2.8. Let T ∈ AN (H) be ∗-paranormal such that ‖T‖ is an eigenvalue of |T |
with infinite multiplicity. Let M = N(|T | − ‖T‖I). Then

T =

M M⊥

( )‖T‖V A M

0 B M⊥
,

where V ∈ B(M) is an isometry and A ∈ B(M⊥,M), B ∈ B(M⊥) are such that V ∗A = 0,

A∗A+B∗B ≤ ‖T‖2IM⊥ and (‖T‖4 + k2)IM⊥ − 2kBB∗ ≥ 0 for all k > 0.

Proof. Let T = W |T | be the polar decomposition of T . Since T ∈ AN (H), by [23, Lemma

3.14] and Theorem 2.7, we have |T | ∈ AN (H) and σess(|T |) is a singleton set. As ‖T‖ is

an eigenvalue of |T | with infinite multiplicity, M 6= {0} and σess(|T |) = {‖T‖}.

‖T‖β1

...β5β4β3β2

Figure 1. Spectral Diagram of |T | ∈ AN (H)

Hence by Theorem 2.5, we get M is invariant under T . Also, for all x ∈ M ,

Wx =
W |T |x
‖T‖ =

Tx

‖T‖ ∈ M.
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So M is also invariant under W . Moreover M ⊆ N(|T |)⊥ = N(W )⊥.

Therefore, with respect to H = M ⊕M⊥, W and |T | can be written as follows.

W =

M M⊥

( )

V V1 M

0 V2 M⊥
, |T | =

M M⊥

( )‖T‖IM 0 M

0 T1 M⊥
,

where V is an isometry on M , V1 = PMWPM⊥ |M⊥ and V2 = PM⊥WPM⊥ |M⊥ and T1 =
n
⊕

i=1

βjIN(|T |−βjI), where π00(|T |) = {βj}ni=1 for some n ∈ N ∪ {∞}. If π00(|T |) = ∅, then

|T | = ‖T‖I and hence T = V |T | = ‖T‖V .

If π00(|T |) 6= ∅, then

T =

M M⊥

( )‖T‖V A M

0 B M⊥
,

where A = V1T1 and B = V2T1. Since T ∗T = |T |2, we get

(

‖T‖2V ∗V ‖T‖V ∗A

‖T‖A∗V A∗A+B∗B

)

=

(

‖T‖2IM 0

0 T 2
1

)

.

Comparing the above two matrices,we get V ∗A = 0 and A∗A+B∗B = T 2
1 =

m
⊕

j=1

β2
j IN(|T |−βjI) ≤

‖T‖2IM⊥ .

Moreover,

TT ∗ =

(

‖T‖V A

0 B

)(

‖T‖V ∗ 0

A∗ B∗

)

=

(

‖T‖2V V ∗ +AA∗ AB∗

BA∗ BB∗

)

,

and

T ∗2T 2 =

(

‖T‖2V ∗2 0

‖T‖A∗V ∗ +B∗A∗ B∗2

)(

‖T‖V 2 ‖T‖V A+AB

0 B2

)

=

(

‖T‖4IM ‖T‖3V ∗A+ ‖T‖2V ∗2AB

‖T‖3A∗V + ‖T‖2B∗A∗V 2 ‖T‖2A∗A+ ‖T‖A∗V ∗AB + ‖T‖B∗A∗V A+B∗A∗AB +B∗2B2

)

=

(

‖T‖4IM 0

0 ‖T‖2A∗A+B∗A∗AB +B∗2B2

)

.

From Theorem 1.7, we have T is ∗-paranormal if and only if T ∗2T 2 − 2kTT ∗ + k2I ≥ 0

for all k > 0. Substituting, we get
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0 ≤ T ∗2T 2 − 2kTT ∗ + k2I

=

(

(‖T‖4 + k2)IM − 2k(‖T‖2V V ∗ +AA∗) −2kAB∗

−2kBA∗ ‖T‖2A∗A+B∗A∗AB +B∗2B2 − 2kBB∗ + k2IM⊥

)

From the (4, 4) entry of the above matrix, we have

‖T‖2A∗A+B∗(A∗A+B∗B)B − 2kBB∗ + k2IM⊥ ≥ 0 for all k > 0.

As A∗A+B∗B ≤ ‖T‖2IM⊥ , we get

(2.2) ‖T‖4IM⊥ − 2kBB∗ + k2IM⊥ ≥ 0 for all k > 0.

�

Remark 2.9. (1) By (2.2), it follows that BB∗ ≤ ‖T‖2IM⊥.

(2) In Proposition 2.8, if π00(|T |) is finite, then M⊥ is finite dimensional and A ∈
B(M⊥,M), B ∈ B(M⊥,M⊥) are finite rank operators.

Theorem 2.10. Let T ∈ AN (H) be ∗-paranormal. Then there exists Hilbert spaces H0,

H1 and H2 such that H = H0 ⊕H1 ⊕H2 and T can be written as

(2.3) T =

H0 H1 H2








V0 0 0 H0

0 λV A H1

0 0 B H2

,

where

(1) σess(|T |) = {λ}, λ ≥ 0.

(2) H0 =

n
⊕

i=1

N(|T | − αiI), where (λ, ‖T‖] ∩ σ(|T |) = {αi}ni=1 for some n ∈ N ∪ {∞},

H1 = N(|T | − λI) and H2 = (H0 ⊕H1)
⊥.

(3) V0 =

n
⊕

i=1

αiUi, where Ui ∈ B(N(|T | − αiI)) is unitary for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n, n ∈

N ∪ {∞}.
(4) V ∈ B(H1) is an isometry if H1 6= {0} and A ∈ B(H2,H1), B ∈ B(H2) are such

that V ∗A = 0, A∗A+B∗B ≤ λ2IH2
and (λ4 + k2)IH2

− 2kBB∗ ≥ 0 for all k > 0.

Proof. To obtain the required conclusions, we apply Theorems 2.7 and 1.5 to |T |. As

T ∈ AN (H), by [23, Lemma 3.14], we have |T | ∈ AN (H) . Hence by Theorem 2.7, we have

σess(|T |) is a singleton set, say {λ}, λ ≥ 0. So (λ, ‖T‖] ∩ σ(|T |) is at most countable say

{αi}ni=1 for some n ∈ N∪ {∞} and [m(T ), λ)∩ σ(|T |) is also at most countable say {βj}mj=1

for some m ∈ N ∪ {∞} . Note that αj < αi and βi < βj , whenever i < j.

Let H0 =

n
⊕

i=1

N(|T | − αiI), H1 = N(|T | − λI) and H2 =

m
⊕

j=1

N(|T | − βjI). If (λ, ‖T‖] ∩

σ(|T |) = ∅, then H0 = ∅ and if [m(T ), λ) ∩ σ(|T |) = ∅, then H2 = {0}.
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α1
λ

β1

.....β5β4β3β2 . . . . . . .α5 α4 α3 α2

Figure 2. Spectral Diagram of |T | ∈ AN (H)

Without loss of generality, let α1 = ‖T‖. As T is ∗-paranormal, by Theorem 2.5, we have

N(|T |−α1I) is invariant under T and T
α1

is an isometry on N(|T |−α1I). As α1 ∈ π00(|T |),
we have N(|T |−α1I) is finite dimensional. Hence N(|T |−α1I) reduces T and T |N(|T |−α1I) =

α1U1, where U1 is unitary on N(|T | − α1I). Next define T1 = T |N(|T |−α1I)⊥ . Then T1 is

a ∗-paranormal operator and ‖T1‖ = α2. By continuing the same process as above, we

get H0 reduces T and T |H0
=

n
⊕

i=1

αiUi, where Ui is a unitary operator on N(|T | − αiI),

i = 1, 2, . . . , n, n ∈ N ∪ {∞}.
Now, T2 = T |H⊥

0

is a ∗-paranormal operator with ‖T2‖ = λ. Then we have the following

cases.

Case(1): λ is an eigenvalue of |T | of infinite multiplicity: By Proposition 2.8, T2 can be

written as

(2.4) T2 =

H1 H2
( )

λV A H1

0 B H2

,

where V ∈ B(H1) is an isometry and A ∈ B(H2,H1), B ∈ B(H2) are such that V ∗A = 0,

A∗A+B∗B ≤ λ2IH2
and (λ4 + k2)IH2

− 2kBB∗ ≥ 0 for all k > 0. Hence

(2.5) T =

H0 H1 H2








V0 0 0 H0

0 λV A H1

0 0 B H2

Subcase (a): If λ is not a limit point of σ(|T |), then both H0, H2 are finite dimensional

and V0, A and B are finite rank operators.

Subcase (b): If λ is a limit point of σ(|T |), then either H0 or H2 or both are infinite

dimensional depending on {αi} and {βj} are finite or infinite.

Case(2): λ is an eigenvalue of |T | of finite multiplicity: In this case, λ is the limit point

of σ(|T |). Moreover, N(|T | − λI) reduces T . Hence A = 0 and V is a unitary operator on

H1. So T can be written as
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(2.6) T =

H0 H1 H2








V0 0 0 H0

0 λV 0 H1

0 0 B H2

and B satisfies the conditions as in Case(1). Further, Subcases (a) and (b) of Case (1)

also hold here.

Case(3) : λ is the limit point of σ(T ) but not an eigenvalue with infinite multiplicity:

Then H1 = {0}, in turn V = 0 and A = 0. In this case,

(2.7) T =

H0 H2
( )

V0 0 H0

0 B H2

Further, either H0 or H2 or both are infinite dimensional depending on {αi} and {βj}
are finite or infinite.

If m(T ) = λ = ‖T‖, then T = ‖T‖V . �

Remark 2.11. If T ∈ K(H) is ∗-paranormal, then T ∈ AN (H) and σess(|T |) = {0}.
Hence by Theorem 2.10, we get A = B = 0 and T is normal. So every ∗-paranormal

compact operator is normal.

In [3], the author has given a representation of ∗-paranormal AN -operators. Here we

give a representation of ∗-paranormal AN -operators which is a particular case of Theorem

2.10.

Theorem 2.12. If T ∈ AN (H) is ∗-paranormal, then T has the following representation.

(2.8) T =

H0 H1 H2








V0 0 0 H0

0 λV A H1

0 0 B H2

,

where

(1) σess(|T |) = {λ}, λ ≥ 0.

(2) H0 =

n
⊕

i=1

N(|T | − αiI), where (λ, ‖T‖] ∩ σ(|T |) = {αi}ni=1 for some n ∈ N ∪ {∞},

H1 = N(|T | − λI) and H2 = (H0 ⊕H1)
⊥ is finite dimensional.

(3) V0 =
n
⊕

i=1

αiUi, where Ui ∈ B(N(|T | − αiI)) is unitary for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n, n ∈

N ∪ {∞}.
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(4) V ∈ B(H1) is an isometry if H1 6= {0} and A ∈ B(H2,H1), B ∈ B(H2) are finite

rank operators such that V ∗A = 0, A∗A+B∗B ≤ λ2IH2
and (λ4+k2)IH2

−2kBB∗ ≥
0 for all k > 0.

Proof. By [30, Corollaries 2.10,2.11], we have T ∈ AN (H) if and only if |T | ∈ AN (H).

Now by [21, Theorem 2.4], we have |T | ∈ AN (H) if and only if σess(|T |) is a singleton set

and [m(T ),me(T ))∩σ(|T |) contains only finitely many eigenvalues of |T |. So by the similar

steps as in Theorem 2.10, we get the required representation. �

Remark 2.13. We note that in Theorem 2.12, the space H2 is finite dimensional, which

guarantees that the operators A and B have finite rank, which is not the case in [3].

Since AM-operators are contained in AN (H), using Theorem 2.10, the following repre-

sentation of AM-operators is obtained.

Theorem 2.14. If T ∈ AM(H) is ∗-paranormal, then T has the following representation.

(2.9) T =

H0 H1 H2








V0 0 0 H0

0 λV A H1

0 0 B H2

,

where

(1) σess(|T |) = {λ}, λ ≥ 0.

(2) H0 =
n
⊕

i=1

N(|T | − αiI), where (λ, ‖T‖] ∩ σ(|T |) = {αi}ni=1 for some n ∈ N is finite

dimensional, H1 = N(|T | − λI) and H2 = (H0 ⊕H1)
⊥.

(3) V0 =
n
⊕

i=1

αiUi is a finite rank normal operator, where Ui ∈ B(N(|T | − αiI)) is

unitary for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n, n ∈ N ∪ {∞}.
(4) V ∈ B(H1) is an isometry if H1 6= {0} and A ∈ B(H2,H1), B ∈ B(H2) are such

that V ∗A = 0, A∗A+B∗B ≤ λ2IH2
and (λ4 + k2)IH2

− 2kBB∗ ≥ 0 for all k > 0.

Proof. By [11, Theorem 5.14], we have T ∈ AM(H) if and only if |T | ∈ AM(H). Now by

[2, Theorem 3.10], |T | ∈ AM(H) if and only if σess(|T |) is a singleton set and (me(T ), ‖T‖]∩
σ(|T |) contains only finitely many eigenvalues of |T |. So by the similar steps as in Theorem

2.10, we get the required representation. �

Next, we want to give a representation of T ∈ AN (H) when T ∗ is ∗-paranormal.

Corollary 2.15. If T ∈ AN (H) is such that T ∗ is ∗-paranormal, then T ∗ ∈ AN (H).

Proof. As T ∈ AN (H), by [23, Theorem 3.15], we have T ∗T ∈ AN (H) and by Theorem

2.7, σess(T
∗T ) = {λ} for some λ ≥ 0.

By [15, Theorem 6, Page 173], it is well known that σess(T
∗T ) \ {0} = σess(TT

∗) \ {0}.
If λ = 0, then T ∗T ∈ K(H), so is TT ∗. Hence in this case, σess(T

∗T ) = σess(TT
∗).
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So let us consider λ 6= 0. If 0 ∈ σess(TT
∗), then by [26, Theorem VII.11, Page 236] either

0 is an eigenvalue of TT ∗ of infinite multiplicity or it is the limit point of σ(TT ∗).

If 0 is an eigenvalue of TT ∗ of infinite multiplicity, then N(T ∗) is infinite dimensional as

N(TT ∗) = N(T ∗). By the ∗-paranormality of T ∗, we have N(T ∗) ⊆ N(T ∗2) ⊆ N(T ) =

N(T ∗T ). Hence 0 ∈ σess(T
∗T ), which is a contradiction to λ 6= 0.

If 0 is a limit point of σ(TT ∗), then there exists a sequence {λn} ⊆ σ(TT ∗)\{0} such that

λn → 0 as n → ∞. Since σ(TT ∗) \ {0} = σ(T ∗T ) \ {0}, we get 0 ∈ σess(T
∗T ) contradicting

our assumption. Therefore σess(T
∗T ) = σess(TT

∗). Hence by [25, Theorem 4.13], it follows

that T ∗ ∈ AN (H). �

Corollary 2.16. Let T ∈ AN (H) be such that T ∗ is ∗-paranormal. Then there exists

Hilbert spaces H0,H1,H2 such that H = H0 ⊕H1 ⊕H2 and T can be written as

(2.10) T =

H0 H1 H2








V0 0 0 H0

0 λV 0 H1

0 A B H2

,

where

(1) σess(|T ∗|) = {λ}, λ ≥ 0.

(2) H0 =

n
⊕

i=1

N(|T ∗| −αiI), where (λ, ‖T‖]∩ σ(|T ∗|) = {αi}ni=1 for some n ∈ N∪ {∞},

H1 = N(|T ∗| − λI) and H2 = (H0 ⊕H1)
⊥.

(3) V0 =

n
⊕

i=1

αiUi, where Ui ∈ B(N(|T ∗| − αiI)) is unitary for all i = 1, 2, . . . , n,

n ∈ N ∪ {∞}.
(4) V ∈ B(H1) is a co-isometry if H2 6= {0} and A ∈ B(H1,H2), B ∈ B(H2) are such

that V A∗ = 0, AA∗ +BB∗ ≤ λ2IH2
and (λ4 + k2)IH2

− 2kB∗B ≥ 0 for all k > 0.

Proof. The proof follows by Corollary 2.15 and Theorem 2.10. �

Proposition 2.17. If T =

(

C A

0 B

)

is hyponormal, then A∗A + B∗B − BB∗ ≥ 0 and

C∗C ≥ CC∗ +AA∗. In particular, C is hyponormal.

Proof. By the definition of hyponormality of T , we have

0 ≤ T ∗T − TT ∗

=

(

C∗C − CC∗ −AA∗ C∗A−AB∗

A∗C −BA∗ A∗A+B∗B −BB∗

)

Since the (1,1) and (4,4) entries of the matrix are positive, hence we get the required

result. �

In [25], a similar kind of representation is also given for hyponormal operators in AN (H).

This need not imply every ∗-paranormal operator in AN (H) is hyponormal.
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Example 2.18. Let T : ℓ2(N) → ℓ2(N) be defined by

T (x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (0, x1,
√
2x2, 2x3, 2x4, . . . ), ∀(xn) ∈ ℓ2(N)

and S : ℓ2(N) → ℓ2(N) be defined by

S(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (0,
√
2x1, x2, 2x3, 2x4, . . . ), ∀(xn) ∈ ℓ2(N).

Then

T ∗(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (x2,
√
2x3, 2x4, 2x5, . . . ), ∀(xn) ∈ ℓ2(N)

and

S∗(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (
√
2x2, x3, 2x4, 2x5, . . . ), ∀(xn) ∈ ℓ2(N).

Also,

T ∗T (x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (x1, 2x2, 4x3, 4x4, . . . ), ∀(xn) ∈ ℓ2(N),

S∗S(x1, x2, x3, . . . ) = (2x1, x2, 4x3, 4x4, . . . ), ∀(xn) ∈ ℓ2(N).

Clearly ‖T ∗x‖ ≤ ‖Tx‖ for all x ∈ ℓ2(N), but ‖S∗(0, 1, 0, . . . )‖ ≥ ‖S(0, 1, 0, . . . )‖. Hence

T is hyponormal and S is not hyponormal, but S is ∗-paranormal by [29, Example 1]. Also,

σess(T
∗T ) = σess(S

∗S) = {4}. Hence by Theorem 2.7, T ∗T, S∗S ∈ AN (H) which in turn

implies T, S ∈ AN (H) [23, Theorem 3.15].

Let {en} be the standard orthonormal basis of ℓ2(N). Clearly M = N(|T | − ‖T‖I) =

N(S − ‖S‖I) = span{e3, e4, . . . }. Then

T =

M M⊥

( )

2R A1 M

0 B1 M⊥
S =

M M⊥

( )

2R A2 M

0 B2 M⊥
,

where R(x1, x2, . . . ) = (0, x1, x2, . . . ) for all (xn) ∈ M ,

A1(x1, x2) = (
√
2x2, 0, . . . ) for all (x1, x2) ∈ M⊥, B1(x1, x2) = (0, x1) for all (x1, x2) ∈

M⊥.

A2(x1, x2) = (x2, 0, . . . ) for all (x1, x2) ∈ M⊥, B2(x1, x2) = (0,
√
2x1) for all (x1, x2) ∈

M⊥.

By Proposition 2.17, we have ‖A1x‖2 ≥ ‖B∗
1x‖2 − ‖B1x‖2 for all x ∈ M⊥. But 1 =

‖A2e2‖2 < ‖B∗
2e2‖2 − ‖B2e2‖2 = 2.

Next we look at some sufficient conditions implying the normality of ∗-paranormal oper-

ators in AN (H).

Theorem 2.19. Let T ∈ AN (H) be a ∗-paranormal operator. If T is invertible, then T is

normal.

Proof. Let X denote the set of all ∗-paranormal operators in B(H). Then X = ∩k>0{T :

T ∗2T 2 − 2kTT ∗ + k2I ≥ 0} is a closed set. Hence the set of all ∗-paranormal operators in

AN (H) is closed. As the set of all invertible operators in B(H) is open, if T ∈ AN (H)

is an invertible, ∗-paranormal operator, there exists a sequence of invertible ∗-paranormal
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AN -operators {Tn} such that Tn → T in the operator norm. By [3, Theorem 3.14], we have

Tn is normal for all n ∈ N. Hence T is normal. �

We further improve Theorem 2.19 as follows:

Corollary 2.20. Let T ∈ AN (H) be a ∗-paranormal operator. If N(T ) = N(T ∗), then T

is normal.

Proof. If T ∈ AN (H) is compact, then by [19, Theorem 4.6], T is normal. If T is not

compact, then by [23, Corollary 3.8], N(T ) is finite dimensional and R(T ) is closed. As

N(T ) = N(T ∗), we have N(T ) reduces T . Hence

T =

N(T ) N(T )⊥
( )

0 0 N(T )

0 T1 N(T )⊥
,

where T1 ∈ AN (N(T )⊥) is an invertible, ∗-paranormal operator. Hence by Theorem 2.19,

T1 is normal which in turn implies that T is normal. �

Corollary 2.21. Let T ∈ AN (H) be a ∗-paranormal operator. If dim N(T ) = dim N(T ∗),

then T is normal.

Proof. If T is ∗-paranormal, then N(T ) ⊆ N(T 2) ⊆ N(T ∗). So dim N(T ) = dim N(T ∗)

implies that N(T ) = N(T ∗). Hence by Corollary 2.20, T is normal. �

Corollary 2.22. (1) If T ∈ AN (H) be a ∗-paranormal operator with dim N(T ) = dim

N(T ∗), then T is normal.

(2) If T ∈ AM(H) be a ∗-paranormal operator with dim N(T ) = dim N(T ∗), then T

is normal.

3. ∗-paranormal Toeplitz and Hankel operators in AN (H2)

In this section, we discuss a few results on concrete operators like Toeplitz and Hankel

operators because of their application in many fields. Toeplitz and Hankel operators in

AN (H2) are described in [22, 24]. In this context, we investigate such operators with the

additional assumption of ast-paranormality.

Let L2 denote the space of all square integrable functions on the unit circle T in the

complex plane with respect to the normalized Lebesgue measure µ. For any essentially

bounded measurable function ϕ ∈ L∞ on the circle, we have the Laurent operator Lϕ :

L2 → L2 defined by

Lϕf(z) = ϕ(z)f(z), ∀f ∈ L2, z ∈ T.

Let H2 denote the closed subspace of L2 consisting of all those functions with vanishing

negative Fourier co-efficients. The Laurent operator gives rise to two more operators called

the Toeplitz operator Tϕ : H2 → H2 defined by

Tϕf = PLϕf for all f ∈ H2,
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and the Hankel operator Hϕ : H2 → H2 defined by

Hϕf = J(I − P )Lϕf for all f ∈ H2,

where P is the orthogonal projection of L2 onto H2 and J is the unitary operator on L2

defined by J(z−n) = zn−1, n = 0,±1,±2, . . . . It is well known that ‖Lϕ‖ = ‖Tϕ‖ = ‖ϕ‖∞.

We prove that a ∗-paranormal Toeplitz operator in AN (H2) is a scalar multiple of an

isometry and a ∗-paranormal Hankel operator in AN (H2) has to be normal.

Theorem 3.1. Let ϕ ∈ L∞. If Tϕ ∈ N (H2) is ∗-paranormal, then Tϕ is a scalar multiple

of an isometry.

Proof. From Remark 2.3, we have

{f ∈ H2 : ‖T nϕ f‖ = ‖Tϕ‖n‖f‖, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , } 6= {0}.

Hence by [31, Theorem 6], Tϕ is a scalar multiple of an isometry . �

Remark 3.2. Let ϕ ∈ L∞ be such that Tϕ ∈ N (H2). Then Tϕ is ∗-paranormal if and only

if Tϕ is a scalar multiple of an isometry.

By [23], it is well-known that the class of norm attaining operators neither contains

the closure of AN -operators nor contained in it. Hence we characterize all ∗-paranormal

Toeplitz operators in AN (H2).

Corollary 3.3. Let ϕ ∈ L∞. If Tϕ ∈ AN (H2) is ∗-paranormal, then Tϕ is a scalar multiple

of an isometry.

Proof. Let Tϕ ∈ AN (H2). Since ‖Tϕ‖ = ‖ϕ‖∞ for all ϕ ∈ L∞, there exists a sequence of

∗-paranormal AN -Toeplitz operators {Tψn
} such that Tψn

converges to Tϕ in the operator

norm. Since {Tψn
} ⊆ N (H2), by Theorem 3.1, we have Tψn

= αnTϕn , where Tϕn is an

isometry for all n ∈ N and αn ∈ C. As T ∗
ψn

Tψn
= |αn|2 converges to T ∗

ϕTϕ, we get {αn}n∈N
is bounded and hence it has a convergent subsequence which converges to some α ∈ C.

Hence T ∗
ϕTϕ = |α|2. This implies that Tϕ is a scalar multiple of an isometry. �

Remark 3.4. Let ϕ ∈ L∞ be such that Tϕ is ∗-paranormal. Then Tϕ ∈ N (H2) if and only

if AN (H2).

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 3.1 and Corollary 3.3. �

For Hankel operators we have the following result.

Theorem 3.5. Let ϕ ∈ L∞. If Hϕ ∈ N (H2) is ∗-paranormal, then Hϕ is normal.

Proof. By Remark 2.3 and [31, Theorem 7], it follows that Hϕ is normal. �

Remark 3.6. Let ϕ ∈ L∞ be such that Hϕ ∈ N (H2). Then Hϕ is ∗-paranormal if and

only if Hϕ is normal.

Corollary 3.7. Let ϕ ∈ L∞. If Hϕ ∈ AN (H2) is ∗-paranormal, then Hϕ is normal.
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Proof. Let Hϕ ∈ AN (H2). As ‖Hϕ‖ ≤ ‖ϕ‖∞ for all ϕ ∈ L∞, there exists a sequence of ∗-
paranormal AN -Hankel operators {Hϕn} such that {Hϕn} converges to Hϕ in the operator

norm. As {Hϕn} ⊆ N (H2), by Theorem 3.5, we have Hϕn is normal for all n ∈ N. Hence

Hϕ is normal. �

Remark 3.8. Let ϕ ∈ L∞ be such that Hϕ is ∗-paranormal. Then Hϕ ∈ N (H2) if and

only if Hϕ ∈ AN (H2).

Proof. The proof follows from Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.7. �
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