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Intertwining by Non-Zero Operators
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ER& oTF31t4 s B(H) z&bd. Stampfli- Wadhwa
@ [1] « hgponormaﬁ‘ﬂﬁ % 0 X935k v & 5 dominantfE
REeE AL . — it e Ritnam- Fug‘e‘de theorem &
AL E. toffr, T, W. SeBWMH) iz :Roll&
ERR L E, | |
i@ : TW=WS, T& hyponormal =S &
cohyponormal £ ¥ 3. Wt dense ranget
Bew, T normal o, |
:off#s M. Radjabalipour L3 : Theorem
3]s, tERHCABR Nk e o EAKE T trMhypo-
normol S ™codominontor £ e RMers s, ¥ 1 TR
2w, T, S =1 s%kfevzx, Tk dominant, S&co
M-hyponormal & 1 c coffiBe®x £,
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o hRo B, LR oL 0o Intertwin-
m%tﬁibﬁmﬂ%%&%ﬁibztvaé,

82. I¥dominatEAEQER LGSO 3,

Ex . TeBMH)uftBorxeCrTu T,
(TDIHc (T-A1)*H &3 £ 3 v &, dominant & i 3,
okt rftEoleCrTre. EofMy 06> 2.
NzOxeHrHuz, J(T-2IFx b M JCT-AT)x|
SHEFILeRErhs i< Rmsnzns, £LIE
o¥MrH-2, IvcaxreCildL ., Ma< Mo 2
T & M-hyponormal £n5 . hyponormalfEfz s | -

hyporormolfER & n cr 26 3.
TR0 EE] vr. Qv wiERE v Intertwin

ing 4 5 dominant TEA & % o M-hgponormal FR% o
normo.l direct summandss® z 3.

EEL. T, W, SeBH), TW=WSr3s3,
2202, Twdominont, S COM-hyponormal z, Wi
#hEoQeonwfElirdsa, Zars T, Swlodn

% normol direct, summonds &6 =, |
O ker W*® (kerW*) 2 T=-T.®T,
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ker W® (kerW) 2 S=S,®S, 2632, <21,
Ta, S 3 normal &3,

©)  HErW o normol 5. kerW ® (ker W)™
2, T=ToeT,6 S=50S, cha.

(BEM) TW=WS&y, (WH) & TokfZEP
PEBH2 . &= (WH) v&dz, W T H— 6%
Wix=Wx (xeH) zEXT3LE, Wie B(H &)
s dense mngefts, (TRYW =W S ez, -z
¢ odjoint sy, SFWH = (TIeY'W* v 53,

L= W) eks Wt & —L 5 Wx=Wx
(Le &) ZERINR L= (WH) =z, (SIL)W. =
W2(Tle ), WaeB(&, L) 8. 1:1, dense ranges
¢ >. o< zHBe adjombk en i, (TIS)WE = WiSIL)!
c63. TleeB(8) s dommant, (SHe) e BW) i
co M- hyponormal | WeB(L &) l:1 . dense
range k4 > 25 L4 Theorem 3 @l sy Tlg
(SH ) i normal (452 SYz 6 normal 262 ),
&2, LU lemma 2 Juén, &, Ltz
T, Sk reduce 35, 6= CherW)' L= (ker W)
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X, W normal 55, kerW = ker W 2283

ANGCEVAR N (G |
(SEEAKR Y )

Remark 1. &B& 1 (6] cRIERE ofTHIEHE
ERAw 7 —®E2 7E Rtnom Fuglede theorem & sEBAL
E, COFHREIEEC s ERE v R 15
ZntzkﬁnﬁépLﬂL?EBﬁQu,ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ
BeRo ¢ @ n sl 2, EEL Q) 13 [ The
orem 2 ) o -l oh s, EE Wt posibive, S #nor-
mol o &, TH EEEHL £,

x1., [4: CdroHangr 2 ). E¥| ofRkEe0 T
. ker WHERERT s, S normal o6 5.

C(EER) EELE Y, S=S,@S., S-Sl
Sy normol L5135, kerWis So RRET reducin%
- Sub%pace z, S M—hgponmrma\" 25585, SlkerW
& normol &5 . &5 TS = (S lkerW)’ ¢ normal ris,
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Remark 2. M. Radjobalipour k& 5% 1
OIERRIFEMEITH Y, DR s 5.

R2., EBloREOT T, kerW* rHBRIT
(R1cWw dense range & %> ) 51, T normal =
$%. t LW dense range &4 5, 5S4 coisometry®
51, TR utarytds,

(GEBA) ERIFUT=TeT s, 22
1T, To 1’ normal T, Ti = T‘ kerW?* , kerW* T Tao BB
KTk reducing subspace v%4. &~ 2, Ti i normal
iy, T normal vdd. R, W4 dense range &
Ki5, S#rcoisometry k35, Toks (6) &£y TW=
WS e85, [5: Theorem 1 1 ¥y | T3 coisometry
5. T normol s A5, T3 unitary o i

Fagan,

(EEEAR Y )

Remark 3. &2 T, S+ dominont 0k 3
BRILEY, ZET, TF 4 dominont &4 nonnor-
mulTER&ET #5445 (2],
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3. EBloRkREoTz. T. Siz nontrivial
reducing subspoce &% 2.

(EEe) W dense range &z, R2& Y
T 13 normal z&3. W " dense range BRI,
EE1 &Y ker W 8 T o nontrivial reducing subspoce
s, ReWRH1:1l#as, ELI&y 5=5, 13 nor-
malzead. Wol:l zonves, EE[s9, kerWs
S @ nontrivial reducing subspoce ki,

CEIERR Y )

EEO., XoZ-oXKwhiEzes.
(1) EE1.
(2) T, W, SeBMH), TW=WSctd
5. T# dominant , S # coM-hypo-
normal ., W i 1: 1 z dense range
EfSed, T, S normol 65,
L4 ! Theorem 3 () 1.
(3)  TeB(K) % dominant, S*e BH)
- EM-hyponormol 4. TW=WS5
(WeBR(H, K)Y) a5, TW=WS
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ZH3. Lb6].,

CafBA) (1) »s (2), (3) #5(2) &
RERF+DTH 3,

FUomk (1) 8REL, T, W, S (2) ok
EEIETENLT A, 20r 3, kerW= kerW={0} =
HaHs, EF1s&Y, T=To S=5.8n0mol s s,

i (3) #fREL, T, W, S okttt
HEdtnrds, TW=WSe&aahs, (DsyTW=
WSsBA, [5: Theorem 1] & ELBR A< BRIz L [
%213 T M-hyponormol ©h s T & & 13 2 v MRS,
5 T l4: Theorem 2 1 &y, dnvcoxrxe CRHAL
¢ (T-xID)(T->1) 2 D° (Dz0) w&a,
i, DBFRAIER>0 kL D= & TT-TT]
coHn, Tdominant tHa 85, 2orsDr0 ek
ProFuiFan tk 3L<RETVWA, THIFET O nor-
molity &&okLzus. $ESW = WT =243 15,
[1:Theorem 1] &9 S 13 nomol €85,

' CaEBA& Y )

W I3EE| P_.T A dominont, S# Co M~h_gpo—
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normad kwd BHEN FeFzekew [ 51 Theorem 2]
R n3zricsy . T poranormol contraction, § #

coisomebry 't NYIL>cLgnbds,
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