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ABSTRACT. We analyze the notion of Bishop’s property (3) to obtain some
new concepts. We describe some conditions in terms of these concepts for an
operator to have its essential spectrum (spectrum) contained in the essential
spectrum (spectrum) of every operator quasisimilar to it. A subfamily of such
operators is proved to be dense in L(H).

1. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

The concept of quasisimilarity of linear operators was introduced by B. Sz-Nagy
and C. Foias [1] in 1967. Quasisimilarity is an equivalent relation weaker than
similarity. Similarity preserves the spectrum and essential spectrum of an operator,
but this fails to be true for quasisimilarity. Suppose that .S L T. What condition
should be imposed on S and T to insure the equality relation o.(S) = o.(T) (c(S) =
o(T))? A list of results have been announced along this line. We would like to
recall that Yang [2] proved that two quasisimilar M-hyponormal operators have
equal essential spectra and M. Putinar [3] proved that two densely similar tuples
of operators having Bishop’s property () ([4]) have equal essential spectra.

However, the foregoing works paid more attention to the equality of essential
spectra and spectra than the inclusion relations among them, and the methods
applied formerly to different families of operators were varied. We are now going
to seek some general conditions for a bounded linear operator S € L(H) to have its
essential spectrum (spectrum) contained in that of every operator quasisimilar to
it. We call such an operator S a (Q) ((P)) operator, denoted as S € (Q) (S € (P)).

Of course, if both S and T € (Q) ((P)) and S & T, then S and T have equal
essential spectra (spectra).

The results in [2], [3] motivate us to analyze Bishop’s property (8). It is
well known that the subdecomposability of an operator T is equivalent to hav-
ing Bishop’s property (5) [5]. In section 2, we “localize” the property (8) of an
operator S to obtain the concepts A(S), E1(S), E2(S), C1(S), C2(S) as defined be-
low and discuss their mutual relations and the relations between them and the
spectral structure of S. In section 3, we establish certain sufficient conditions for
(Q) ((P), etc.) operators (Theorems 1,2). We then give a number of corollaries and
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examples to exhibit the applications of the above theorems. It is shown that the
family (@) ((P), etc.) contains many familiar operators. A subfamily (Q2) of (Q)
is proved (Theorem 3) to be norm-dense in L(H).

Let H denote an infinite-dimensional separable complex Hilbert space, and let
L(H) denote the set of all bounded linear operators on H. For T € L(H),
a(T), p(T), 0.(T) and o,.(T) denote the spectrum, resolvent set, essential spec-
trum and right essential spectrum of T respectively. Write

pe(T) =C\ 0e(T), pre(T) = C\ 0,.(T), C = complex plane,

ppr(T)={Ae€C; R(T —\) isclosed}, o,(T)=C\ p,(T),

pr(T) ={A € C; R(T — \) = H},

»(T)={X\ € C; T — X is semi-Fredholm},

op(T') = the set of all eigenvalues of T,

v(T) = dimKerT, u(T) = dimR(T)*,

Hpn(T)={AeC; v(T—X) =m, p(T =X =n} (mn=0,1,---,00),

Y (T) = pp(T) N Hyy n(T) (myn=0,1,---,00), 0.(T)=0(T)N Hpo(T).

Suppose A € C, T € L(H). X is called a regular point of the operator T if
| Pker(r—p) — Pxer(r—x) |l — 0 (@ — A), where Pys denotes the orthogonal projection
onto the subspace M of H. 77(T') denotes the set of all regular points of T, 75(T") =
C\ 77(T). For every set-valued function B(-) : L(H) — 2%, write B"(T) = B(T) N
7(T), B*(T) = B(T)\ 7 (T). By [6], ¥"(T) is an open set and 1*(T") consists of
isolated points only.

Suppose T, S € L(H). T is called a dense (injective, quasiaffine) transform of
S if there exists a dense-ranged (injective, dense-ranged and injective) operator

nj

A € L(H) such that AT = SA. We denote it as T' s (T 245, 7% 8). Tis
said to be densely (injectively, quasi-) similar to S if T A g A (T mi, g,
7, 7T%855% T) and it is denoted as T’ &g (T (e S, TA S). Notice that, Vz € C,

TﬂSﬁu(T—z)Su(S—z),

T 8 = u(T —2) 2 (S — 2),

TAS—= (T —2)=v(S—2), (T —z) = u(S - z).

(Q)={S € L(H); 0c(S) C oe(T), ¥T % 8},

(P) ={S € L(H); o(S) C o(T), VT ~ S},
(P)in; ={S€LH); 0(5) Co(T), S =-T)},
(P) ={S € LH); o(S) C o(T), ¥T -2 S},
(Q)ar = {S € L(H); 0.(S) C 0.(T), VT L S}.

2. LOCALIZATION OF BISHOP’S PROPERTY (03)

Bishop’s property () was first introduced in [4]. It can be defined as follows.
O(U,H) denotes the Fréchet space of all H-valued analytic functions on the open
set U C C with the topology defined by uniform convergence on every compact
subset of U.

Definition 1. T' € L(H) is said to have Bishop’s property (3) (denoted by T' € (5))
if the mapping ar : O(U,H) — O(U,H), f +— (T'—=z)f is injective and has closed
range on every open subset U of C.

We are now going to “localize” Bishop’s property (5) (with respect to A € C).
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Definition 2. Suppose T'€ L(H), A € C. Then

A e A(T) <% 35 > 0 such that for U = O\, &), 0 < ¢’ <0, apy is injective,

A€ E(T) <L 35 > 0 such that for F = O\, 40")~, 0 < ¢’ <4, ar pe has closed
range,

A € Ex(T) <L 35 > 0 such that for U = O(N,9"), 0 < ¢ <9, ap,, has closed
range,

A e Ci(T) <L 35 > 0 such that for F = O(N,0")7, 0 < ¢ < 4, the spectral
manifold Hp(F) = {z € H; 3f € O(F°,H), x = (T — 2)f(2) (¢ € F°)} is closed
(without assuming that T has the single-valued extension property, cf. [7]),

A e Cy(T) <L 35 > 0 such that for U = O(\,¢"), 0 < d' <6, Hp(U®) is closed.

Definition 3. Suppose that T' € L(H). Then

T € (4) ((Br), (Ba), (Ch), (C2)) <5 A(T) (Ex(T), Ex(T), Ci(T), Co(T)) =
C,

Te(E) <L V open set U C C, a,.,, has closed range,

T e (O) <LV closed set F C C, Hrp(F) is closed.

With (E1)N(E2) abbreviated as (Ey Es), etc., it is clear that (8) = (AE), (E) C
(ElEg), (C) C (Cng)

We notice also that

T € (A) <= T has the single-valued extension property,

T € (AC) < T satisfies Dunford’s condition C' ([7], [8]).

Proposition 1. Suppose T € L(H). Then p(T) C A(T)NE1(T)NEx(T)NCL(T)N
Co(T).

Proof. Suppose A € p(T'). We only need to show that A € E;(T), the rest is obvious
from the above definitions.

Take any § > 0 such that O(\,8)~ C p(T). Suppose that FF = O()\,¢')7, 0 <
0 < é,and fn, gn € OFH), (T —2)fn =gn, gn — g € O(F°, H).

Take a Cauchy domain U’ D o(T), U’ C F¢. fu(z) = (T — 2)"'gn(2) (z €
Fe\ o(T)), where g,(z) converges uniformly on dU’. It follows that f,(z) con-
verges uniformly on OU’. By the principle of maximum modulus, f,(z) converges
uniformly on U’ and hence on every compact subset of F¢. Hence f, — f €
O(F°,H), (T —2)f(z) =g(2) (z € F°) and the conclusion A € E;(T) follows. O

Proposition 2. Suppose T € L(H). Then (1) E2(T) C Co(T), (2) E1(T) C
(& (T) C A(T)

Notice that FEo(T) C Co(T), E1(T) C C1(T) is obvious. The proof of C1(T) C
A(T) is a simple modification of that of (C) C (A) in [7, Th.2] and we omit it.
Proposition 3. Suppose that H = Hy ® Ho, T; € L(H;), i = 1,2, T =T1 ®
T5. Then A(T) = A(Tl) N A(Tg), EJ(T) = EJ(Tl) N Ej(TQ), CJ(T) = CJ(Tl) N
C;(Ty), j=1,2.

This is obvious from the definitions.

Proposition 4. (8) = (E) = (E1E;) = (AE;) = (CE) = (CEy) C (C) =
(C201) = (AC) = (AC3) C (A).
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Proof. (1) (E) C (C) Obvious from the definitions.

(2) (AE3) C (E). Suppose that T' € (AE2), U open, fn, gn, g0 € O(U,H), g, —
go, (T — 2)fn(2) = gn(2) (z € U). Let A € U. By the definition of (Es), there
exists § > 0, V.= 0O(\9) Cc U, f, € OV.H), (T —2)f,(2) = go(z) (z € V).
Since T' € (A), there is a unique f € O(U,H), f(z) = f,(2) (z € V) and hence
(T—2)f(z) =g0(2) (z € U) and T € (E).

(3) (ACy) C (C). The argument is similar to (2).

(4) Other relations follow from (1),(2),(3) and Proposition 2. O

Proposition 5. Suppose T € L(H), A € C.

(1) If X € po (T)\ V3, oo (T), then X € A(T) = A ¢ 0,(T)° < 3Im, 0 <m <
oo, and § > 0 such that O’()\, 0) =0\ 0)\ {\} Cvom(T);

(2) A(T) N pr(T) C p(T).

Proof. (1) Suppose that X € p,, (T)\¥3, (T). The statement that A ¢ 0,(T)° <
30 < m<oo, 6>0, O\0) C zZJOm( ) is obvious from the structure of the
spectrum of T' € L(H).

Now suppose that A € 0, (T)° 1 py, (T)\ 3, o (T) = (0 (T)° 16T, (T)) U (T)° N
¥*(T)). Tt is to be shown that A ¢ A(T). We assume that A = 0.

Suppose that A € ap(T)Oﬁp; (T'). Let P be the orthogonal projection onto KerT',
T' € L(H), T'|gryr =0, T'|g(r) is the inverse of T|ge,ro. It is clear that 7T =
I — P, PT" =0. Let P(z) denote (I —2T")"P (|z| < 61). A simple calculation
shows that P(z)? = P(z) is a projection, R(P(z)) = Ker(I — P(z)) D Ker(T — z).
Making use of the regularity of A (i.e. Pger(r—z) — Pker = P (2 — 0)) we can
verify the existence of §', 0 < ¢’ < d1, such that Ker(T' — z) = R(P(2)) (]z] < ¢').

Take any = € KerT = R(P), = # 0, and f(2) = P(2)z = (I — 2T")"'Pz. Then
f e OWUH), U=0(0,75), f(0)=P0)x =Px =z #0. But (T —2)f(z) =
(T'—2)P(z)x=0 (2 € U). Hence A\=0¢ A(T).

Suppose 0 € 0,(T)° N *(T). By [6, Th.3.3], there exists H; € LatT, T; =
Ty, i=1,2, H=H & Hy, T=T1 ®To, 0 € "(T1) No,(T1)°, o(T2) = {0}.
Hence 0 ¢ A(T}) and Proposition 3 implies that 0 ¢ A(T).

(2) Suppose that A € A(T) N p-(T) No(T). Then there exists § > 0, O(A,d) C
op(T)°. This contradicts (1) and hence A(T) N p.(T) C p(T). O

3. CONDITIONS FOR (@) AND (P) OPERATORS

Proposition 6. Suppose that S, T € L(H), T%S. Then pre(T)NES(S) C ppy(S).

Proof. (1) Suppose first that A € p7 (T) N E2(S). We may assume that A = 0.
By [6], there exists a neighborhood U; of 0 such that

(i) w(T —z2)=p(T)=m < oo (2 € Uy).

Analogous to the proof of Proposition 5,(1) , we may define Q, 17", Q(z) € L(H)
such that

@ = orthogonal projection onto R(T)J‘,

T'Q=0, TT' =1-Q, ||2T"]| <1 (2 € Uy = 0(0, 62)),
Q(z) = QU — =1")7"

Q(:)H = QH = R(T)" (z € Ua),

(i)
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and show by a simple calculation that
Q(2)* =Q(2), I - Q) = (T = 2)T"(I - 21") 7",
(I -Q(z)HC (T -2)H (z € Us).
Suppose that z € Us = Uy N Us. It follows from (i), (ii) that
codim(I — Q(z))H = dimQ(2)H = (T — z) = codim(T — 2)H < oco.
But codim(I — Q(2))H = codim(T — z)H + dim((T — z)H & (I — Q(z))H), hence
(iii) (T-—2H=(I-Q(2))H (2 € Us).

(2) By hypothesis, there exist A, B € L(H), A, B having dense ranges such
that AT = SA, BS =TB.

For every u € H, z € Us, we have
u=Q)u+ I —Q()u=Q(=)u+ (T —z)fulz)
where f,(z) =T'(I — 2T")"'u, f, € O(Us,H). This implies that
) Au = AQ(z2)u+ A(T — 2) fu(z)
(iv) = AQ(2)u+ (S — 2)Afu(z) (2 € Us, u € H).
(3) For every = € H, there exists u, € H (n = 1,2,--+), Au, — x (n — 00).
We are going to show that AQ(z)u, converges too.
Q(2)BAu = Q(2)BAQ(2)u + Q(2)(T — 2) BAfu(2)
= Q(2)BAQ(2)u (by (iii)) (2 € Us,u € H).
Let ¢, = Q(z)BA|gu (z € Us). Since dimQH < oo,
¢.QH = ¢.QH = Q(z)BAH D Q(2)BAH = Q(z)H = QH,

i.e. ¢, is surjective and has an inverse 1, continuous with respect to z on Us. It
then follows that there exists U = O(0,60) C Us and M; > 0 such that

sup [|Q(2)|| < M1, sup|[¢.| < M.
zeU zeU

(v)

By (v), we have, Yu € H,
Q(2)u =19.0.Q(2)u =19,Q(2)BAu,

1Q()ull < 9=l - 1RGN - [|1B - [[Au] < M| Aul| - (z € U)

where M = M?||B||. Hence Q(z)u,, converges uniformly on U when n — oo and
AQ(z)upn — g(z) uniformly on U, g € O(U,H), g(z) € AQH.

(4) (iv) implies that (S — z)Afu, (2) — © — g(z) = h(z) uniformly on U, h €
O(U,H).

Since A = 0 € E5(S), there exists 6’ > 0 such that V' = 0(0,0") C U and
(S — 2)O(V,H) is closed. It follows that h € (S — 2)O(V,H), i.e. there exists
f € O(V,H) such that

h(z) = (S = 2)f(2),
z=g(z)+(5-2)f(2),
z=g(0)+ Sf(0), g¢(0)e AQH.



490 LIN CHEN AND YAN ZIKUN

Since z € H is arbitrary, H/SH is isomorphic to a subspace of the finite-
dimensional space AQH, dimH/SH < oo. This implies that SH is closed (cf.
[9, Chap.4]), i.e. A=0 € p,(s).

(5) Suppose A = 0 € ps.(T). By [6, Th3.3], there exist subspaces H;y, Hy of
H,H = Hy + Ho,dim Hy < 00,0(T|g,) = {0},0 € pl.(T|x,). Applying the above
reasoning to T and T, , we can derive that, for every x € H, there exist x; €
AH,, x5 € AH,,g(0) € AQH,, f(0) € H such that

z=1x1+ 22 =g(0) + Sf(0) + z2.
Since dim(AQH; + AHs) < oo, dim H/SH < oo, SH is closed, A=0€ p,(5). O

Proposition 7. Suppose that S, T € L(H), T A", S. Then p(T) N Cy(S) C
pr(S) C pp (S).

Proof. Suppose that A, S, T € L(H), R(A) is dense, AT = SA, A=0¢€ p(T)N
Cs(S).

Ve € H, there exists u, € H, Au, — x (n — o0). Since 0 € p(T), there
exists 6 > 0 such that U = O(0,0) C p(T) and f, = (T — z)"tu,, € O(U,H), u
(T—2)fu(2), Auyp = A(T—2) fn(2) = (S—2)Afn(2) (2 € U), hence Au,, € Hg(U®).
It follows from 0 € C5(S) that Hg(U*®) is closed for sufficiently small U and hence
x = lim Au,, € Hs(U®), i.e. there exists f € O(U,H), x = (S — 2)f(2) (z € U).
Therefore S is surjective and A = 0 € p,.(5). O

Proposition 8. Suppose that S, T € L(H), S — Mo N e C1(S) and Hs(O(X,9))
# {0} (0 >0). Then A € o(T).

Proof. Suppose S, T, X satisfy the above hypothesis. By the definition of C;(5),
there exists &’ > 0 such that Ms = Hg(O(),6)) is closed for every 8, 0 < & < &',
and hence Ms # {0}, Ms € LatS. By [10, Theorem 2.5], it follows that o(S|azs) N
o(T) # 0. But o(S|a;,) € O(A,0) ([7, Prop. 3]) and § may be arbitrarily small,
hence A € o(T). O

Lemma 1 ([11, Th.1])). If S, T € L(H), S L T, then every connected component
of 0.(S) intersects o.(T).

Define
G1(S)={r€0,(5):30>0,0<m+n<oo,v(S—z)=m,uS—z2)=n,z¢
O\ 8)},
GO( )={A€0,(5):30>0,u(S—2)=v(S—2)=0,2€ O()\0)},
Fi(S)={A€0o,(5):30 >0,0<m<00,0<n<oo,ulS—A =m+n,
(S z)=n,z € 0 (\0)},
Fo(8) = 0, (S) N {2 € C: (S — 2) = 0},

J(S)—o( yN{ze€C:v(S—2)=0}°

Theorem 1. Suppose that S € L(H).

) Go(S) C Ca(S) = S € (P),

) G ( ) € Ca(5),G1(5) C Ex(S) = 5 € (Q),
) S €(A),Fo(S) C Ca(S) = S € (P)
4) S € (A), Fi(5) C Ex(S) = S € (Q)
)

Hs(O(p,0)) #{03(6 > 0, u € 0(5)),

dr
putig)
dr
~
J

Ut

(1
(2
(3
(
(

(’ S) CCi(S) = S € (P)ins-
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Proof. (1) Suppose that T € L(H),T < S,Go(S) € Cx(S).
p(T)No(S) = p(T)NGo(S) C p(T)NC2(S) N0, (S) Cpp(S)No,(S)=0

by Proposition 7, hence ¢(S) C o(T), S € (P).
(2) Suppose that T € L(H),T L S,Go(S) C C2(S), G1(S) C E(S),
g

p(T)Nou(S) C p(T)Na(S) =0 by (1),

PL(T) N 0(T) N 0(S) € pulT) N G1(S) © polT) 1 Ea(S) M, (S)
Cpp,(S)YNo,(S)=10 by Proposition 6
so that p(T) No.(S) = 0.

If e p3(T) N oe(S), then O(u,d) \ {u} C pL(T) C pe(S) for some 6 > 0 and
{p} would be a connected component of o.(S) contained in p.(7T'), a contradiction
with Lemma 1. Tt follows that p3(T) No.(S) =0, too.

It follows that o.(S) C 0.(T), S € (Q).

(3) Suppose that T' € L(H),T 4, 8.8 € (A), Fo(S) € C2(S) and X € p(T).
Then u(S — z) = u(T — z) = 0 for z € some neighbourhood of .

If A€ o,(5), then A € Fy(S) N p(T) C p(T) N Ca(S) C p,(S) (by Proposition
7), a contradiction. Hence A € p,, (S) and it follows from A € A(S) and Proposition
5,(1) that A € p(S),S € (P)ar.

(4) Suppose that T € L(H),T % S,5 € (A), Fy(S) C Ey(S) and A € pe(T).
Then there exist § > 0 and integers m,n such that 0 < m,n < oo, u(S — A) =
wT =X =m+n,u(S—2)=uT -z =n,ze€ O'(\J). Notice that A € A(S).

If A €o,(5), then A € p.(T) N F1(S) C pe(T) N Ex(S) C p,(S) by Proposition
6, a contradiction, and hence A € p,(S). It follows from Proposition 5,(1) that
A€ pe(8); pe(T) C pe(5), S € (Q)éj

inj

(5) Suppose T' € L(H),S —> T and the hypothesis is true. Then
p(T)YNa(S)=p(T)NJ(S) Cp(T)NCL(S)Na(S) Cp(T)Na(T)=10

by Proposition 8, and hence ¢(S) C o(T'), S € (P) O

ing -
—

The conditions of Theorem 1 are not necessary (see Example 1 below). We may
weaken these conditions. The following theorem presents an example.

Theorem 2. If S € L(H) and
G1(8) € [ (0e(R) N (B2(R) U B2 (R)")),
RS
Go(S) € [ (a(R) N (Ca(R) U Co(R)")),
RS
then S € (Q) (M* denotes {z€ C:Z e M} for M C C).
Proof. Suppose that T € L(H),T < S. Then we have

p(T)Na(S) = p(T)NGo(S) C [ | (p(T) No(R) N Ca(R))]

RAT

ul J () no(R7) n Ca(R)))"

R*AT+



492 LIN CHEN AND YAN ZIKUN

Now, for every R L,
p(T)NCy(R)No(R) C p(T)Np,(R)No(R) (by Proposition 7)
C p(R)No(R) =10,

hence p(T) N o(S) = 0. Similarly pZ(T) No(T) No.(S) = 0.
We see then that pf(T") C pe(S), pe(T) C pe(S) and S € (Q). O

Corollary 1. If S € L(H),S or S* € (Es), then S € (Q).
Corollary 2. If S or S* € (Cs), then S € (P); if S € (C), then S € (P)
Corollary 3. If S is subdecomposable, then S € (Q)ar, S € (P)ar-

dr
—

The operators mentioned in Corollaries 1 and 3 include many familiar opera-
tors such as decomposable, spectral, subscalar, M-hyponormal, semihyponormal
operators, operators with totally-disconnected spectrum, Riesz operators, etc.

The family (Q) has, of course, a much larger population.

Example 1. Let S; be the operator given in [1] which is quasisimilar to the simple
bilateral shift U and whose spectrum is equal to the closed unit disk D. Let So
be a normal operator with o(Ss) = 0.(S2) =D, S =8, B Sy, T =U @ S,. We
obviously have ' < S and

o(S1) = 0e(S1) = 0¢(51) = D,

EQ(Sl) U EQ(ST) U 02(51) U OQ(ST) cC \ D (by PI‘OpOSitiOH 6),

E5(S)U Eo(S*) UCy(S) U Cy(S*) € C\ D (by Proposition 3).
Hence S, S* are not (8), (F2) or (C3) operators and fail to satisfy the conditions
of Theorem 1, but G1(S) = 0, Go(S) C o(T) N Co(T) = D so that S € (Q) by
Theorem 2.

Example 2. (1) If S is decomposable, then S € (P) n; .
(2) If S is decomposable, T € (C), S % T, then o(S) = o(T).

Proof. (1) If S is decomposable, then Hg(O(u,d)) # {0} (u € o(S), 6 > 0),
S € (B) C (C1). Hence S € (P)in; (Theorem 1,(5)).
(2) S € (P)inj by (1); T € (P)ar by Corollary 2; hence S > T = o(S) =
o(T). |
(Q) operators may be divided into two subfamilies:
S € (Q1) <% S € (Q) and there exists T L S, 0.(T) # 0.(S),
S € (Q) <% S € (Q) and 0. (T) = 0.(S) (VT 2 S).
Example 3. If S € L(H) is an algebraic operator, T L S, then T is also an

algebraic operator and S, T € (Q) (since their spectra are finite), o.(T) = 0.(5).
It follows that algebraic operators are (Q2) operators.

In [12], D. Herrero proved in fact that (Q2) and (Q)° = L(H) \ (Q) are both
dense in L(H). We are now going to show that (Q1) is also dense in L(H).

Lemma 2. {T € L(H); G1(T)U Go(T) = 0} is dense in L(H).

Proof. [13, Theorem 2.5] told us that simple model operators are dense in L(H).
A simple model operator T is defined to be an operator similar to an elemen-
tary operator. It follows from the spectral structure of elementary operators that
G1(T)UGy(T) =0. |



BISHOP’S PROPERTY (3) AND QUASISIMILAR OPERATORS 493

Lemma 3 ([12, Lemma 2]). IfT, Q@ € L(H), € > 0, 0(Q) C 0(0,¢/5), then there
exist T, € L(H), C € L(H), such that ||T — T¢|| < e, T: is similar to (A + Q) & C,
where A € C, o(A+ Q) lies in the unbounded component of p(C).

Theorem 3. (Q1) is dense in L(H).

Proof. Suppose that T € L(H), ¢ > 0 and U denotes the simple bilateral shift.
By Lemma 3, there exist T, € L(H) and X € L(H), X invertible such that
T —T.|| <e/2, XT.X = (A + (¢/11)U) @ C; here A + (¢/11)U € L(Hy), C €
L(Hy), H= Hy & Hs, o(\+ (¢/11)U) C the unbounded component of p(C).

By Lemma 2, there exists 77 € L(Hz) such that G1(T"\UGo(T") = 0, ||T'-C| <
(e/2)(JIX 71X~ We can still require that o(\ + (¢/11)U) C the unbounded
component of p(T”).

Let 7" = X((A + (¢/11)U) @ T")X 1. Since G1(T") = 0, Go(T") = X +
(e/11)0D C Ca(T"), it follows that T” € (Q) (Theorem 1,(2)) and we have

IT" =T < |T = Te|| + || T = T'|| < % +HlC-TNX[IX7 <e.
Let S7 denote the operator quasisimilar to U in Example 1. Then
S=N\+(E/1)S)aeT A1,
0e(8) # ae(T") (since 0¢(S1) # oe(V)),
and hence T” € (Q1). O
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