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Exercise 1.1
Let H be a Hilbert space and (z,,), C H a weakly convergent sequence with limit € H. Show the
following statements:

a)

||| < liminf ||z,
n—0o0

b) If ||z,| — ||=||, then it holds x,, — x in H strongly.
c) Let (yn)n C H be a strongly convergent sequence in H with limit y. Show that (x,,yn) — (z,y).
Proof:
a) Since (zy,)y is weakly convergent it is also a bounded sequence so that we can extract a subsequence
(z,); such that
lim ||z, || = lim inf ||z, (1.1)
—00 n—oo
Using the inequality of Cauchy—Schwarz results in
|z]* = (z,2) = lim (z,2,) = lim (2, 24,) < ||| Uim |z,,]| = || liminf ||z, (1.2)
n—00 j—o0 Jj—+o0 n—00
b) We can compute

|z — zn|? = (x — 2,2 — 20) = (2,2) — (2, 20) — (Tn, 2) + (Tn, Tp) (1.3)
= ||z + llzall? = (wn, ) = (2, 25) == 0. (1.4)

The second term in (1.4) converges by assumption and the remaining one by definition of weak
convergence.

We can compute

|(@n,yn) = (2,9)| = [(@n,yn) = (@ns y) + (@0, y) = (2,9)] < (@, yn = y)| + (@0 — 2, )] (1.5)

The second term on the right hand side converges to 0 by definition of weak convegerce. The
first term also converges to 0. Indeed, using the inequality of Cauchy—Schwarz, the assumption
on the convergence and the boundednes of weakly convergent sequences we get

n—00

|(@nsYn — Y| < llenl llyn — yll S llyn — yll —— 0, (1.6)

from which the claim follows. |
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Exercise 1.2
Let H be a seperable Hilbert space and {wy,}, C H an orthonormal system of pairwise distinct
elements. Let A: H — H be a compact operator. Show that Aw, — 0 in H strongly.

Proof: Since H is separable we can expand {wy, }, to a Hilberstpace basis {vs}¢ using the method of
Gram—Schmidt. Also, since H is reflexive, we know that weak and weak™ convergence are the same.
Now, let x € H be arbitrary, then x can be represented via

X = ZCg Vy (2‘1)

leN
for constants ¢, € K. Necessary for convergence, the sequecen (¢y)p converges to 0. So it follows
k—
(v, x) = Z colvg, o) = ¢ —5 0. (2.2)
leN

Since x was arbitrary, it follows that {vs}, is weakly convergent to 0 and therefore also {wp}n
as subsequence. Since compact operators map weakly convergent sequences to strongly convergent
sequences, the claim follows.! [ ]

LC.f. [Alt, Lemma 10.2].



Denis Brazke
20. Januar 2020 denis.brazke@uni-heidelberg.de

Exercise 1.3
Let X be a Banach space and A € £(X). In this exercise we want to show that

1 1
: mym _ m|m
Jim [|A™|F, = inf A", (3.1)
in particular, that the limit exists. For this purpose we define the sequence
am, = log ||A™|| x for all m € N. (3.2)

a) Show that antm < an + ap, for all m,n € N.

b) Let n = mgq + r, where n,m,q,r € N and 0 < r < m — 1. Show that

lim sup dn < dm. (3.3)
n—oo TN m
c) Show that
lim % = inf 2" (3.4)

n—oo mn, neN n

and conclude (3.2).

Proof: We denote || - || = - ||x

a) Since the operator norm is submultiplicative, we get for n,m € N

tnm = log [A™T"| < log([[ A" |A™]]) = log(||A™[|) + log([|A™[|) = an + am. (3.5)
b) Let n = gm + r, then we have

An _ Ggm+r 2 Gqm , Or (3.6)

n n n n’

From the subadditivity of the operator norm and the monotonicity of the logarithm we get
agm = log [[A""[| < qlog || A™| = g am, ap <ray, (3.7)

from which follows

q

r

Am r
3.6) < — —. 3.8
o<t Lo val (33)

For fixed m, the parameter r is bounded so that for ¢ — oo we have for the second term a; ;- — 0.

The factor q#-% converges to 1 as ¢ — oo. Altogether, the claim follows.

m

c¢) Since every number n € N has a representation as in b), we see that

. a a . a .a
inf — < = < limsup — < min —~. (3.9)
neN n n g—soo M~ meEN m

Using the sandwich lemma implies the claim. |
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Exercise 1.4
Let X be a Banach space and A € £(X). Show that

1
sup |A| = lim |[|A™|%. (4.1)
AeEa(A) e=re®

Hint: Compute the radius of convergence of the Laurent series of the resolvent with the formula of
Cauchy-Hadamard for Banach space valued functions and argue why the radius of convergence is given
by the spectral radius. Use the analyticity of the resolvent.

Proof: We denote r(A) for the left hand side and write || - || == - [|x’.

Using Theorem 1.10, the sepcturm o(A) is compact, and r(A) is therefore finite. Let A € C and R) be
the resolvent of A with respect to . Using the Neumann series we get for [A| > || A]|

Ry = —+[a+ f; (4. 42)

This is a Laurent series. Our goal is to determine the inner radius of convergence and to show that
this is equal to r(A) as well as the right hand side of (4.1).

If [N > r(A), then R, is analytic and using Theorem 1.10, we know A € p(A). This implies, that the
series (4.2) converges, the inner radius of convergence must therefore be greater or equal than r(A).

On the other hand, R) exists if (4.2) converges. Is A € o(A), then (4.2) does not converge since the
resolvent does not exist. We can therefore find a sequence (\;); C o(A) with |A;| 7 r(A) for j — oo
and Ry, does not exist. So the series in (4.2) does not exist, from which we conclude, that the inner
radius of convergence must be r(A).

To show the identity (4.1), we use the Cauchy—Hadamrd formula

r = limsup | A*|[* = lim ||A"|*, (4.3)
k—o00 k—o0
where in the last equality we used Exercise 1.3. This proves r = r(A). |



