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Cesaro Operators on Rooted Directed Trees

Mankunikuzhiyil Abhinand, Sameer Chavan, Sophiya S. Dharan,
and Thankarajan Prasad

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we introduce and investigate the notion of the
Ceséro operator C o on a rooted directed tree 7. When 7 is the rooted
tree with no branching vertex, then C' & is unitarily equivalent to the classi-
cal Cesédro operator C on the sequence space £2(N). We prove that for every
narrow rooted directed tree .7, C'& is bounded, with norm bounded above by
twice the width of .7. When the tree is not narrow, this boundedness result no
longer holds. Beyond several spectral properties, assuming 7 is leafless and
narrow, we show that C'& is subnormal if and only if .7 is isomorphic to the
rooted directed tree without any branching vertex. In particular, this demon-
strates that the verbatim analogue of Kriete-Trutt theorem fails in the context
of Ceséro operators on rooted directed trees. Nonetheless, under the same
hypotheses, C' & is always a compact perturbation of a subnormal operator.

1. Introduction

As mentioned in [20], there has been renewed interest in the classical Ceséro
operator Cy first explored in [13] and systematically studied in [3] (for its gen-
eralizations as of late, see [10, 15, 18, 19]). The purpose of this paper is to
discuss yet another generalization of Cy, which is equally motivated by some recent
developments in the graph-theoretic operator theory (see [4, 5, 7, 14]).

Let N,Z,, Z, R and C denote the set of all positive integers, non-negative
integers, integers, real numbers and complex numbers, respectively. For a set X,
card(X) denotes the cardinality of X. For A\g € C and r > 0, let D,(Ag) denote
the open disc {A € C: |\ — X\g| < r}. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and B(H)
denote the C*-algebra of all bounded linear operators on H. For a nonempty subset
M of H, let span M and \/ M denote the linear span and closed linear span of M
in H, respectively. Let T' € B(H). The Hilbert space adjoint of T is denoted by
T*. The notation ker(7T') is reserved for the kernel of T. Let 0,(T), 0, (T) and
o(T) denote the point spectrum, Weyl spectrum and spectrum of T, respectively.
Given S € B(H) and T € B(K), we say that S is essentially equivalent to T if
there exists a unitary operator U : H — K and compact operator K € B(H) such
that S = U*TU + K. For A, B € B(H), let [A, B] = AB — BA denote the cross
commutator of A and B. An operator T € B(H) is called normal if [T*,T] = 0,
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essentially normal if [T*,T] is a compact operator, and hyponormal if [T*,T] > 0.
An operator S € B(H) is said to be subnormal if there exist a Hilbert space K
containing H (an isometric embedding) and a normal operator N € B(K) such that
Nh = Sh for every h € H. Any subnormal operator on a finite dimensional Hilbert
space is normal. The reader is referred to [9] for the basic properties of subnormal
and related operators. It is important to note that, in an infinite-dimensional
separable Hilbert space, the class of essentially normal operators and the class of
operators that are essentially equivalent to subnormal ones do not contain one
another (see [6, Corollaries 1.5.3 & 5.2.3]).

Let £2(N) denote the complex Hilbert space of all square-summable complex
sequences on N. The Cesdro operator Cy is formally defined by

1+ 22 1+ 220+ T3

2, . . ) (1)
It turns out that Cj extends as a bounded linear operator on ¢%(N). Indeed, we
have the following (the reader is referred to [20] for a survey of the various aspects
of the Cesdro operator):

Co(l'l,xg, T3, .. ) = <(E1,

THEOREM 1.1. [13, Theorem 9.8.26], [3, Theorems 1-2], [16, Theorems 1 & 4
and Lemma 1]. The Cesdro operator Cq defines a bounded linear operator on £%(N)
with operator norm equal to 2. Moreover, we have the following statements:

(a) 05(Co) =0, 0(Co) = Da(1),
(b) if 2x(0) = 1 and zx(n) = [I}_, (1 - ]%\), n > 1, then

ker(Clh — AT) = span{zy} if A € Di(1),
0 {0} otherwise,

(¢) Cy is a cyclic subnormal operator.

To introduce the notion of the Cesaro operator on a rooted directed tree, we
briefly recall some terms from graph-theory (the reader is referred to [14] for more
details). A directed graph & = (V,E) is a pair, where V is a nonempty set of
vertices and E is a subset of V x V \ {(v,v) : v € V} of edges. For a sub-

set W of V and n € Z;, we denote Chi(W) = |J {v € V : (u,v) € E} and
ueW

Chi™ (W) = Chi(Chi"~Y(W)). Note that, Chi(v) = Chi({v}) and Chi’™ (v) =
Chi(Chi™™ Y ({v})), where v € V. Any element in the set Chi(v) is called child of
v. If there exists a unique vertex u € V such that (u,v) € E, then u is called the
parent of v and it is denoted by par(v). For an integer k > 1, the k-fold composi-
tion of par with itself is denoted by par®. We will write par®(u) only when u € V
belongs to the domain of par®. We set par’(v) = v for v € V. A vertex v € V
is called the root of 7 if there is no u € V such that (u,v) € E. Let Root(.7)
denote the colletion of all roots of 7. Set V° :=V \ Root(.7). A directed tree is a
connected directed graph & = (V, E) without circuits and each vertex v € V° has
a parent. It turns out that a rooted directed tree has a unique root (see [14, p. 10]).
A directed tree J is called rooted if it has a root. A directed tree .7 = (V, E) is
called locally finite if card(Chi(u)) is finite for all u € V. A leafless directed tree is
a directed tree in which every vertex has atleast one child. A rooted directed tree
is narrow if there exists a positive integer m such that

card(Chi‘™ (root)) < m, n > 0. (2)
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The smallest positive integer m, to be denoted by width(7), satisfying (2) will be
referred to as the width of 7.
Let .7 = (V, E) be a rooted directed tree with root root. Then

V = | | Chi®™(root) (disjoint union) (3)
n=0

(see [14, Proposition 2.1.2]). For each u € V, let dep(u) denote the unique non-
negative integer such that u € Chi‘P() (root). We refer to dep(u) as the depth of
u. Note that for any u € V, par’(u) is defined for j = 0,...,dep(u). For a rooted
directed tree J = (V, E), let V5 = {u € V : card(Chi(u)) > 2} denote the set of
all branching vertices. The branching index of 7, denoted by k., is defined by

(4)

A subtree & = (Vp,Ex) of 7 = (V,E) is called a path if root € Vg and
card(Chig(v)) = 1 for all v € Vg, where Chig(v) denotes the child of v with
respect to the subtree Z2.

o 1+ sup{dep(w) : w € V4} if V is nonempty,
7= 0 otherwise.

REMARK 1.2. Let .7 = (V, E) be a narrow rooted directed tree. Then
(1) Since Chi' (w) C Chi¥+4eP(®)) (root) for any integer j > 0,
sup card(Chi (w)) < oo, w e V.
Jj=20
(2) 7 is locally finite, and if in addition .7 is leafless, then .7 is of finite

branching index. For an example of narrow rooted directed tree, which is
not of finite branching index, see Figure 1.

FIGURE 1. A narrow tree .7 = (V,E), which is not of finite
branching index

All the directed trees in this paper are rooted and countably infinite.

For a nonempty set X, let £2(X) denote the Hilbert space of all square sum-
mable complex functions on X with the standard inner product

(f,9) = f@)g(x), fgel(X).
reX
For each x € X, consider the function e, : X — C defined by

) 1, ify=uz,
es(y) :=
Y 0, otherwise.

Note that the set {e, : * € X} forms an orthonormal basis for ¢2(X). By the
support of f € £?(X), we understand the subset {z € X : f(x) # 0} of X.
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DEFINITION 1.3. Let 7 = (V,E) be a directed tree. We define the linear
operator C'z in ¢2(V) by

D(Cz) = {fe(V):Cafel?(V)},
Caf = Agf, [feD(Cgz), (5)
where A & is the mapping on the functions f : V' — C given by
1 dep(v) ,
Az f)(v) = Y flar(v), weV.

dep(v) +1 =
The operator C' will be called the Cesdro operator on the directed tree 7.

REMARK 1.4. Since the convergence in ¢?(V) yields the pointwise convergence,
Cz is a closed linear operator. If e,, € D(Cz), then

dep(v)
Crew = Y —— dep T Z ew(par? (v))e,
veV 7=0
1
oy Ly wew (6)
Jj=0 dep(w) +7+1 vEChi{P) (w)

Thus, for w € V, e,, € D(C7) if and only if

>, card(Chi% (w))
Jzz;) (dep(w) +j +1)? <0 @

Thus, if 7 is a narrow directed tree, then by Remark 1.2(1), e,, € D(C>).
Assume that e,, € D(Cy) for every w € V. Then D(C's) contains the linear
span of {e, : v € V'}, and hence C's is a densely defined linear operator. Since

1 dep(w)

m Z fparj (w))

7=0

<Cﬂf7 ew>

dep(w)

B <f’ dep )+ 1 Z epar7(w>> feD(Cyg),

we may conclude that e,, € D(C% ) and
dep(w)
C}ew = +1 Z Epari (w (8)

This shows that C% eroot = €root, and consequently, 1€ 0,(C%).

If 7 is the rooted tree with no branching vertex, then C' & is unitarily equivalent
to the classical Cesaro operator Cy on the sequence space ¢2(N).

ExAMPLE 1.5. Consider the directed tree 77 with the set of vertices V := N
and root = 1. We further require that Chi(n) = {n + 1} for all n € N. Note that
ChiY% (n) = {n + j} for n,j € N. Since dep(n) = n — 1 and pari(n) = n — j for
n € Nand 0 < j < n, it follows that for any f € D(Cq,),

1 dep(n)

(Ca f)(n) = dep(n) +1 Z f(par’ (n %Z f()-

7=0
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It turns out that C'g, extends as a bounded linear operator on ¢2(N). Indeed, C'#,
is unitarily equivalent to the Cesdro operator Cy (see (1)). L]

As in the classical case (see Example 1.5), C's extends as a bounded linear
operator on £2(V) provided J = (V, E) is a narrow rooted directed tree. Moreover,
the following main result of this paper provides a variant of Theorem 1.1.

THEOREM 1.6. Let 7 = (V,E) be a narrow rooted directed tree. Then the
Cesdro operator C'z defines a bounded linear operator on (?(V') satisfying

2 < ||IC7]|| € 24/width(T). (9)
Moreover, we have

(a) 0,(Cy) =0 if and only if T is leafless,
(b) any A € D1(1) is an eigenvalue of C%, and if T has at least two paths,
then dimker(C% — M) > 2 for every A € Dy (1)\{1}.

Furthermore, if 7 is a leafless rooted directed tree, then

(c) o(Cz)=D1(1),
(d) Cz is subnormal if and only if T is isomorphic to the directed tree J1,
(e) Co is essentially equivalent to a subnormal operator.

In general, the norm of the Cesdro operator C's could be bigger than 2 (see
Example 3.1). Also, the assumption that .7 is narrow can not be dropped (see
Example 3.2). Parts (a) and (c) are consistent with the classical case (see Theo-
rem 1.1(a)). Part (b) shows that when .7 has a branching vertex, the eigenvalues
of C%, except 1, are no longer simple. Also, as shown in part (d), except for
the directed tree .7 without branching vertices, subnormality of C's fails rather
suprisingly. Nevertheless, the part (e) ensures essential subnormality of Cz.

Our proof of Theorem 1.6 is fairly long and hinges crucially on Theorem 1.1.
It comprises several intermediate results (see Lemmata 2.1-2.6) and will be given
in Section 2. In Section 3, we present two examples and discuss several natural
problems that emerge along the way.

2. Boundedness, spectral properties and subnormality

We begin with the boundedness of the Cesdro operator in case of narrow di-
rected trees.

LemMA 2.1. If F = (V,E) is a narrow rooted directed tree, then Cy is a
bounded linear operator satisfying ||Cz || < 24/width(7).

PROOF. Assume that .7 is a narrow rooted directed tree. We first note that
AP =D 1 - Xenitn oon I f € (V). (10)
n=0

This is a consequence of (3). Assume now that .7 is a narrow rooted directed tree.
For an integer n, let [, denote the cardinality of Chi<">(root). Since 7 is locally
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finite, [,, < oo for all integers n > 0. Let f € £2(V), and note that

D X = > (gma7ET > ')

vEChi{™ (root)

- (L)

veChi{™ (root) J=0

- nilzn:( > f(Parj(v))ev).

J=0 »eChi{™ (root)

+

This combined with |f(w)| < |

=

“ Xchitm (root) lls W € Chi™ (root), implies that

N

IR :
1T Xenoell < =52 X farw)e,
J=0 " v€Chi{™ (root)

LY vewene)”

=0 »eChi{™ (root)

[
n+1 Z Hf ’ XChi<”*j>(root)H'
=0

N

Since 7 is a narrow tree, this yields

00
(10)
||0Tf||2 = Z ”(OTf) : XChi<T">(root)||2
n=0
W)Y (LS 1y’
< (Sup k) ( * XChi{4) (roo )
k20 n=0 n+l 7=0 « (roet

—

g 4W1dth(y) Z Hf : XChi<">(root) H2

n=0

Awidth(7)| f1%,

N

(10)

where the inequality in () follows from Hardy’s inequality (see [12]): If {an }nez,
is a sequence of non-negative real numbers, then

Z(n—!—lzaj) <4Zai.
n=0

n=0 §=0

Since f € (2(V) is arbitrary, this completes the proof. O

We show below that C' has no eigenvalues unless .7 has a leaf.

LEMMA 2.2. Let = (V,E) be a locally finite rooted directed tree. Then
op(Cg) =0 if and only if T is leafless.

PROOF. Assume that .7 is leafless. Suppose for some f € (V) and X € C,
Cazf = Af. Let v € V be a vertex of smallest depth for which f(v) # 0. It follows
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from (5) that
dep(v) 1

Z f(parjv) = Wf(v).

1

M) = dep(v) +1

=0

As a consequence, A = Let v; € Chi(v). Once again by (5),

1
dep(v)+1°

dep(v1) 1

LS fpar (1) = (f(01) + £(0).
§=0

Af(on) = dep(v1) +1

~ dep(vy) +1

However, since A\ = we obtain

1
dep(v)+17

1 1
a1 1) = Gy ) ).

This shows that f(vy) # 0 and f(v1) = f(v)(dep(v) + 1). In view of

k+n+1(k+n) B (k+n+1

k=0,nz21,
kE+1 )’ "

n n

a mathematical induction on n yields a sequence {vy, },>1 such that v,, € Chi(™ (v)
and f(v,) = f(v) (dep(sH”). However, since f € £2(V'), we have > o2 | | f(v,,)]? < 0.
This is not possible unless f(v) = 0, which is contrary to the choice of v. Finally, if

 has a leaf, say, v, then Cge, = mev, that is, 0,(Co) # 0. O

Let us analyze the eigenspectrum of C'%,.

LEMMA 2.3. Let F = (V,E) be a locally finite rooted directed tree. Then
Dy (1) C 0,(C%). Moreover, if 7 has two paths, then every A € D1(1)\{1} is not a
simple eigenvalue. In particular, ||C| > 2.

PrROOF. Let & = (Vp,E%) be any path in 7, where Vo = {v,}nen be
the vertex set of & such that vy = root and Chig(v,) = {vn11}, n € N. It
follows from (8) that C% (¢*(V)) C (V). Define the unitary transformation
U:0?(Vyp) — (2(N) by setting

Uey, =e,, neN. (11)
Note that by (8), for n € N,
1 dep(vn) 1 &
UC%e,, = dep(on) £ 1 jzzzo Uepari(vn) = i ;}ej = Cjen, = CiUe,, .
It follows that
UCH|e(vy) = CoU. (12)

Since every A € Dy(1) is an eigenvalue of C (see Theorem 1.1(b)), A is also an
eigenvalue of C%|p2(v,,). The inclusion 0,(C% |2 (v,)) € 0,(C%) now yields the
first part.

Assume that 7 has two paths and let A € D;(1)\{1}. Note that the eigen-
vector of C§ corresponding to the eigenvalue A does not have finite support (see
Theorem 1.1(b)). By (11) and (12), the eigenvector of C%, corresponding to the
eigenvalue \ does not have finite support. Also, any two paths in .7 can have at
most finitely many common vertices (since if v belongs to the intersection of any
two paths, then so does par?(v) for any 0 < j < dep(v)). Combining these facts,
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we may conclude that there are at least two linearly independent eigenvectors cor-
responding to A. This together with the fact that operator norm is bigger than or
equal to the spectral radius completes now the proof. O

Let & = (V, E) be a locally finite rooted directed tree with root root. Assume
that .7 is of finite branching index. Recall from [8, Proof of Lemma 5.3] that V'
decomposes as

kag—1

vi=( | cnioor)) | ( |i|{vm :n > 0})), (13)
§=0 i=1

where d := card(Chi**?’ (root)) € N, Chi%*7)(root) = {v;0 : i = 1,2,...,d} and
Chi(vi,n) = {Vint1} for all integers n >0, ¢=1,2,...,d.

We now use (13) to see that the Cesdro operator C's is a compact perturbation
of a finite direct sum of the classical Cesédro operator Cy provided the rooted directed
tree .7 is locally finite and of finite branching index.

LEMMA 2.4. Let = (V, E) be a locally finite rooted directed tree with root root.

Assume that T is of finite branching index ko and let d := card(Chi**7’ (root)) <
0o. Then (2(V) decomposes as

CV)=MaH & ®Ha, (14)

where M = \/{e, : v € I_IfzoflChi<j>(root)} is a finite dimensional subspace of
(V) and H; = \{ey,,, :n >0}, i=1,...,d (see (13)). Moreover, with respect to
the decomposition (14), C'z decomposes as

T 0 - 0
A, By -~ 0

Co=|. . .. .| (15)
A; 0 -~ By

where By : H; — H; is essentially equivalent to Co, T : M — M and A; : M — H,;
are bounded linear finite rank operators.

PrOOF. The decomposition (14) is clear from (13). Since Chi(v; ) = {vin+t1}
for all n € N, by (6),

Cz(span{e,,, :n > 0}) Cspan{e,, , :n >0}, i=1,2,...,d.

We claim that the restriction B; of C7 to span {e,, , : n > 0} extends as a bounded
linear operator on H; and this extension is essentially equivalent to Cy. To see that,
fix i =1,...,d, and consider the unitary transformation U; : H; — ¢*>(N) mapping
€, , t0 nth basis vector e, in the standard basis of £2(N), n € N. Note that by (6),
forn € N,

= 1
UiBiev, = Uiev
in E ] 1 E
j=0 dep(vl)n) TI+ vEChI‘D) (v; )

= 1
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Moreover, by (1), Coe,, = Z(;io ﬁenﬂ, n € N. It follows that
(Co — U; B;U)e,, = 3 ks enti
P T kgt D+ 1)

Thus Cy — U; B;U; has the matrix representation 2 := (.1 )m n>0 With

ko .
A = { (kztmt1)(m+1)’ if m > mn,
' otherwise.

It is easy to see that 6(m) = > " am.n, m € N, is a bounded sequence and y(n) =
> o Gm.n, 1 € N, is a null sequence. It now follows from [17, Examples V.17.4]
that 2 is a compact operator. This also shows that B; extends to the bounded linear
operator U} (Cy — 2A)U;. Moreover, since M is finite dimensional, T and A;, i =
1,...,d, are finite rank (bounded) linear operators. This gives the decomposition
(15) of C&. This completes the proof. O

As an application of Lemma 2.3, we see that the closed unit disc centered at
1 is contained in the spectrum of the Cesaro operator. It turns out that actually
equality holds.

LEMMA 2.5. Let F = (V, E) be a leafless, locally finite rooted directed tree of
finite branching index. Then o(Cz) = Dy(1).

PROOF. By assumption, d := card(Chi*?’(root)) < co. Hence, by Lemma 2.4,

C g is essentially equivalent to d-fold direct sum Céd) of Cy. Since Weyl spectrum
is invariant under compact perturbation, we have,

0u(C) = 0, (CSY). (16)

Since Cp is hyponormal and 0,(Cy) = 0 (see parts (a) and (c) of Theorem 1.1),
by [2, Corollary 5.6] (or [9, Proposition 11.4.11]), U(Céd)) = Uw(Céd)). Hence, by
Theorem 1.1(a), O’(C(()d)) = 0(Cp) = Dy(1). This combined with (16) shows that
ow(Cg) = D1(1). However, since 0,(Cs) = 0 (see Lemma 2.2), by [2, Proposition

2.10], 0(Cz) = 0 (Cz) = D1(1). This yields the first part. d

The proof above shows that 0,,(Cs) = D1(1). The same conclusion holds for
the essential spectrum. It turns out except the classical case, there are no subnormal
Ceséaro operators.

LEMMA 2.6. Let 7 = (V,E) be a locally finite rooted directed tree of finite
branching index. If the Cesdro operator Cg is hyponormal, then 7 is isomorphic
to the directed tree 7.

PROOF. Suppose that 7 is not isomorphic to N. This together with (4) implies
that there exists a vertex u € V4 such that dep(u) + 1 = k. For i = 1,2, choose
distinct vertices v; € Chi(u) such that dep(v;) = k. It follows that Chi%’ (v;) =
{v;,;} for some vertices v; ; € V,i=1,2, j > 0. By (6) and (8),

[e’e] 1 1 ko
Coew, =) = 7Cu, Chen, = 1—— | =1,2.
7 ;kgﬂﬂevw 7 @H;%a?(ew i
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It follows that for f = ey, + €4,

oo

1
“ (kg +j+1)%

2 kg
(ko +1)2 (kg +1)%

ICof1? =2

j=

I f11? =

Consequently,

> 4k
C 2 Iy 2_9 7 . 17
ICo £1I* = [C ] g - +J+1 Ty L1 (17)

Now, we consider two cases. If ks = 1, then we have

2

oo 1 T 7
C 2 C* 2:2 - 1= — -~ —-0.2101
ICrIP =l i ;UH)Q 3 "3 :

which clearly shows that C's is not hyponormal in this case. We may now assume
that k& > 1. By the integral test (see [1, Theorem 9.2.6]),

and hence by (17),

2 2k 7 1-ks
2 _ 2 < 1— =2 —— .
107 1P = 10511 < =5 (1= 2 27) <<k9 - 1)2) <0

This shows that C's is not hyponormal in this case also. (I

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.6. The boundedness of C's and the etsimates (9) fol-
low from Lemmata 2.1&2.3. The part (a) follows from Lemma 2.2. The part
(b) is precisely stated in Lemma 2.3. To see the remaining parts, note that if
T is a leafless narrow rooted directed tree, then by Remark 1.2(2), . is of fi-
nite branching index. Parts (c)-(e) are now consequences of Lemmata 2.5&2.6 and
Theorem 1.1(c). O

We conclude this section with a generalization of [11, Main Theorem)].

COROLLARY 2.7. Let 7 = (V, E) be a locally finite rooted directed tree of finite
branching index. Then Cgo is essentially normal.

Proor. By Lemma 2.4,
C7 is essentially equivalent to the d-fold direct sum Céd) of Cy, (18)

where d := card(Chi®*?’(root)) € N. Since Cj is a cyclic subnormal operator (see
Theorem 1.1(c)), by the Berger-Shaw theorem (see [9, Theorem IV.2.1)), [C§, Co] is
a trace-class operator. One may now apply (18) and use the fact that a trace-class
operator is compact. (Il

3. Two examples and concluding remarks

In this short section, we show with the help of an example that there exists a
locally finite rooted directed tree .7 of finite branching index such that the Ceséro
operator C's has norm as big as one may wish.
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ExAMPLE 3.1. For a positive integer k > 2, consider now the directed tree 7
with set of vertices

V. ={0,00}U{(1,5),...,(k,4),: j =1}
and root = (0,0). We further require that Chi(0,0) = {(1,1),...,(k,1)} and
Chi(i,5) = {(i,j+ 1)}, i=1,....k j>1.

J
Since dep(i,j) = j and par'(i,j) = (i,j —1) fori=1,...,k, j > 1and 0 <1 < j, it
follows that for any f € D(Cg,),

,7) = .. ) > 1.
(C)(3) j+1( 1(0,0) +Zfzk) kg1
It is worth comparing the matrix representations of C'z (see Example 1.5) with

that of C'z, (with respect to the ordered basis {e(0,0), €(1,1), €(2,1), €(1,2)5 €(2,2)5 - - -} )

1 0000 1 00 0 0
%%000 %%ooo
o §§%00 o ?0500
a=|1 1 1 1 4 ; =11 1 ¢ L1 o
ottt ot B
5 5 & 5 5 3 3 3

An inspection of these matrices suggests that although both these matrices have
the same set of entries, in the latter case, each branch of the directed tree replicates
a row from C'z more than once with “additional” zeros with a particular pattern
(cf. [18, Eq. (2.5)]).

To estimate the norm of C'z,_, note that by (6),

) k
1
Ca,(e0,0) = €©,0) + Z Tl Z €(i,5)>
i=1 i1

and hence
2 2
ICa (eool” =1+k(Z —1).

In particular, unlike the case of C'z, (see Theorem 1.1), we have ||Cg, || > 2 provided
k > 5. Since the spectral radius of C'z, is always 2 (see Lemma 2.5), C'z, is not
normaloid for k > 5. ]

A careful examination of Example 3.1 shows that for any locally finite rooted
directed tree 7 of finite branching index, the norm of the Cesaro operator Co
satisfies

o0 1 1
|Co|| = sup card(Chi(w ))( Z - 2
wev= j=dep(w)+1 J

It would be interesting to find a handy formula for the norm of C's for a locally
finite rooted directed tree 7 of finite branching index. When C's is normaloid?
Another unanswered question is whether the point spectrum of C% contains any
point from the complement of D4 (1)7
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The following example shows that the assumption that 7 is a narrow directed
tree can not be relaxed.

w22ﬂ

Vo U1 V2

w11 w21 ¥ w31 l‘
FIGURE 2. A rooted directed tree which is not narrow

EXAMPLE 3.2. Let V = {v, : n € Zy} U{w,; : n € Nand1 < j < n}.
Consider the rooted directed tree = (V, E), where E is governed by

Chi(vg) = {v1}, Chi(vy) ={vp+1}U{w,,; :neNand1<j<n},jeN

(see Figure 2). For f € (*(V) and n € Z4, let K, = Y f(v;). Observe that for
i=0
1<j<n,

depth(wn, ;)

! S Fpard (wn,))
§=0

(Cﬁf)(wn,j) = Wm]’)"’l

:niQme%bﬂﬂwD

_ / (wn,j) + K,
n+2 '
Therefore, we see that

n

ICof> = >3
n=1 j=1

Consider the function f € ¢2(V) given by

Flv) = {711 if v=uw,,

f(wn,j) + Kn

n+2 (19)

0 otherwise.

It now follows from (19) that

NS
n=1 j=1

which is divergent. This shows that C' is not a bounded linear operator on 7. m

00 2

QZZn

n=1

K,
n+2

Y

K,
n—+ 2
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Let 7 = (V, E) be a directed tree. For « € [0, 00), set

card(Chi"’ (root))

M, ;= -
7 (j+ 1)~

7 j>o7

and note the following;:

e If C'7 is a bounded linear operator, then by (7), lim;_,o M ; = 0.

e We have seen in Theorem 1.6 that if sup,, Mo ; < oo, then the Cesdro
operator C'o is bounded.

e In Example 3.2, we construct a rooted directed tree with sup,~ M,; < oo
for which C'& is unbounded.

This leads us to ask: under the assumption that there exists some a € (0,1)
for which sup,>o M, ; < oo, is the operator Cz on the rooted directed tree 7
necessarily bounded?
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