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ON THE METRIC OF THE JET BUNDLE AND SIMILARITY ON WEIGHTED

DIRICHLET SPACES

KUI JI, SHANSHAN JI, HYUN-KYOUNG KWON, AND JING XU

Abstract. In general, it is more difficult to formulate a sufficient condition for similarity than a

necessary condition. We give sufficient conditions for a Cowen-Douglas operator with a positivity

condition to be similar to the backward shift operator on weighted Dirichlet space. This condition

involves the holomorphic jet bundle of the eigenvector bundle of the operator.

1. Introduction

Let L(H) denote the algebra of bounded linear operators on a complex separable Hilbert space H.

Recall that operators T and S in L(H) are unitarily equivalent (T ∼u S) if there is a unitary operator

U such that T = U∗SU . An operator T is similar to S (T ∼s S) if there is a bounded invertible

operator X satisfying T = X−1SX. The problem of finding unitary or similarity invariants on an

infinite-dimensional space H is no simple task. An effective approach to study the problem is to make

use of operator models given in [1, 2, 4–6, 18, 21, 43, 47, 48, 51], where the shift operators on certain

reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces are regarded as universal operators.

Let D denote the open unit disk in the complex plane C and let f(z) =
∞∑
n=0

f̂(n)zn be the Taylor

expansion of a holomorphic function f on D. For each real number k, we consider a corresponding

reproducing kernel Hilbert space Hk defined by

Hk :=

{
f ∈ Hol(D) : ‖f‖2Hk

=

∞∑

n=0

(n+ 1)k|f̂(n)|2 < ∞
}
.

Note that we obtain well-known reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces by substituting different values for

k: k = 1 gives the Dirichlet space D (or D1), for k ∈ (0, 1), we have the weighted Dirichlet spaces Dk,

k = 0 yields the Hardy space H2(D), and k = −1 results in the Bergman space L2(D). The backward

shift operator M∗
z on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space Hk belongs to the class B1(D) introduced

by Cowen and Douglas in [13, 14]. Given an open connected subset Ω of C, the Cowen-Douglas class

Bn(Ω) of rank n, is defined as

Bn(Ω) = {T ∈ L(H) : (1) Ω ⊂ σ(T ) = {w ∈ C : T − w is not invertible},
(2) dim ker (T − w) = n for w ∈ Ω,

(3)
∨

w∈Ω
ker (T − w) = H, for a closed linear span

∨
,

(4) ran (T − w) = H for w ∈ Ω}.
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Every operator in Bn(Ω) can be realized as the adjoint of the multiplication operator on a reproducing

kernel Hilbert space consisting of holomorphic functions on Ω∗ = {w ∈ C : w ∈ Ω}. Moreover, the

study of a Cowen-Douglas operator T ∈ Bn(Ω) involves the Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle ET
and the curvature function KET defined to be

ET = {(w, x) ∈ Ω×H : x ∈ ker(T − w)}, π(w, x) = w,

and

KET (w) = − ∂

∂w

(
h−1
ET

(w)
∂hET (w)

∂w

)
,

where hET (w) = (〈γj(w), γi(w)〉)ni,j=1 denotes the metric associated with a holomorphic frame {γ1, . . . , γn}
for ET . It is shown in [13] that the operators T and S in Bn(Ω) are unitarily equivalent if and only

if their complex bundles ET and ES are equivalent as Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles. They

also proved that the curvature and its covariant derivatives form a complete set of unitary invari-

ants. However, the similarity classification problem is much more complex and has not yet been fully

resolved.

For operators T and S in B1(D), each having D as a K-spectral set, the Cowen-Douglas conjecture

([13], §4.35) states that T is similar to S if and only if lim
|w|→1

KT (w)/KS(w) = 1, where KT denotes

the curvature of ET . Clark and Misra gave a positive result in [10], confirming that the conjecture is

sufficient for the class of Toeplitz operators considered in [12]. Subsequently, they in [11] introduced

a weighted backward shift operator to show that the conjecture is unnecessary, and found that the

ratio of the metrics associated with Hermitian holomorphic line bundles is a better similarity invariant

than the ratio of the curvatures, which is the main point of the note. In addition, Clark and Misra

showed that the backward shift operator T , with ‖T‖ ≤ 1, is similar to the backward shift operator

Sα with weight sequence
{
[(n+ 1)/(n + 2)]α/2

}
n≥0

if and only if the ratio aw :=
hET

(w)

hESα
(w) of the metric

is bounded and bounded from 0 ([11], Theorem 1). In the third section of this note, we will use the

ratio of metrics and the operator realization of holomorphic vector bundles to provide necessary and

sufficient conditions for the similarity of the backward shift operators on the Hardy space and the

weighted Bergman space.

There have been some new developments in the past four decades on the similarity problem for the

weighted backward shift operators on the spaces Hk [15, 26, 27, 30, 33, 34, 39, 42, 57]. Uchiyama

used a holomorphic frame of Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles to show the similarity between

a contraction and the backward shift operator on the Hardy space [55]. Douglas, Treil and the

third author gave a necessary and sufficient condition for an n-hypercontraction to be similar to the

backward shift operator on a weighted Bergman spaces by using the trace of the curvature [16, 38].

Sarkar and the first author described the similarity of backward shift operators on weighted Bergman

spaces using Hilbert modules [29]. The third author gave a necessary condition for the similarity of

the backward shift on the Dirichlet space [37]. Note that the original Cowen-Douglas conjecture does

not include the backward shift operator in the Dirichlet space and operators similar to it, see Remark

2 in [11]. In this note, we introduce holomorphic jet bundle, which is closely related to holomorphic

vector bundles, to consider the similarity of the backward shift operators on the weighted Dirichlet

spaces.
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In brief, there have been three different approaches to dealing with the similarity problem of oper-

ators. The first is a geometric approach used in [16, 24, 37, 38] which gives an explicit formulation of

similarity in terms of the trace of the curvature. The second approach is algebraic and it describes

the similarity of the direct sum of strongly irreducible operators [8, 31, 32]. The third approach is

due to Shields in [49] in which a necessary and sufficient condition for the similarity of weighted shift

operators is presented using weight sequences.

In [40], Lin considered the operator realization problem of when a function f ∈ H∞(D) gives rise

to a Cowen-Douglas operator and proved that the tensor product ET ⊗ES from operators T ∈ Bm(D)

and S ∈ Bn(D) is indeed a Hermitian holomorphic eigenvector bundle over D of some Cowen-Douglas

operator in Bnm(D). We are interested in using the geometric quantities of the Hermitian holomorphic

eigenvector bundle associated with a Cowen-Douglas operator to characterize similarity. In particular,

we will use the metric of the Hermitian holomorphic eigenvector bundle and associated holomorphic

jet bundles to give a similarity criteria.

The paper is organized as following. Section 2 fixes the notation and executes some preliminaries.

Section 3 deals with some extension results, Theorem 3.4 and Proposition 3.6, which are given in terms

of the tensor product of holomorphic vector bundles and the holomorphic vector bundles induced by

the defect operator corresponding to the n-hypercontraction. Section 4 shows two sufficient conditions

for operator T ∈ L(H) to be similar to the backward shift operatorsD∗
α on the weighted Dirichlet space

Dα, namely Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.9, the techniques used for these results are the jet bundles of

holomorphic complex bundles and the properties of multiplier algebras in weighted Dirichlet spaces.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Multipliers. Given a reproducing kernel Hilbert space HK of holomorphic functions on D with

reproducing kernel K, the multiplier algebra of HK is the set of φ ∈ Hol(D) defined as

Mult(HK) = {φ ∈ Hol(D) : φf ∈ HK whenever f ∈ HK}.

It follows from the closed graph theorem that if φ is a multiplier of HK , then Mφ, the multiplication

operator by φ, is a bounded linear operator on HK and

‖φ‖Mult(HK) = ‖Mφ‖ = sup
‖f‖HK

=1
‖Mφf‖HK

= sup
‖f‖HK

=1
‖φf‖HK

.

Since 〈f,M∗
φK(·, w)〉HK

= 〈Mφf,K(·, w)〉HK
= φ(w)f(w) = 〈f, φ(w)K(·, w)〉HK

for any f ∈ HK ,

M∗
φK(·, w) = φ(w)K(·, w), w ∈ D,

and ‖φ‖∞ ≤ ‖Mφ‖ = ‖φ‖Mult(HK).

For the Hardy space H2(D) and the Bergman space L2(D),

Mult(H2(D)) = Mult(L2(D)) = H∞(D).

For the multiplier algebra of the weighted Dirichlet space Dα for α ∈ (0, 1], it is well-known that

Mult(Dα) $ H∞(D). In fact, it is even proven in [17, 50] that Mult(Dα) $ H∞(D) ∩ Dα.

Given separable Hilbert spaces E1 and E2, the space HK ⊗ E1 can be seen as a space of holo-

morphic functions f : D → E1 with Taylor series f(z) =
∞∑
n=0

f̂(n)zn, where {f̂(n)}∞n=0 ⊂ E1 and
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∞∑
n=0

‖f̂(n)‖2E1
‖zn‖2HK

< ∞. A multiplier from HK ⊗ E1 to HK ⊗ E2 is an operator-valued function

Φ : Ω → L(E1, E2) such that for every f ∈ HK ⊗E1, Φf ∈ HK ⊗E2. The multiplication operator MΦ

is also one such that given f ∈ HK ⊗E1, MΦf ∈ HK ⊗E2. Then for every f ∈ HK ⊗E1 and g ∈ E2,

〈f,M∗
ΦK(·, w) ⊗ g〉HK⊗E1 = 〈MΦf,K(·, w)⊗ g〉HK⊗E2

= 〈Φ(w)f(w), g〉E2

= 〈f(w),Φ(w)∗g〉E1

= 〈f,K(·, w) ⊗ Φ(w)∗g〉HK⊗E1 .

The multiplication operator has the following important property given in [3]:

Theorem 2.1. Let Φ : D → L(E1, E2) be an operator-valued function. If Φ ∈ Mult(HK⊗E1,HK⊗E2),

then

M∗
Φ(K(·, w) ⊗ g) = K(·, w) ⊗Φ(w)∗g, w ∈ D, g ∈ E2.

Conversely, if Φ : D → L(E1, E2) and the mapping K(·, w) ⊗ g 7→ K(·, w) ⊗ Φ(w)∗g extends to a

bounded operator X ∈ L(HK ⊗ E2,HK ⊗ E1), then Φ ∈ Mult(HK ⊗ E1,HK ⊗ E2) and X = M∗
Φ.

It is clear now that any multiplier Φ is bounded and holomorphic, that is, Φ ∈ H∞
E1→E2

(D), where

H∞
E1→E2

(D) is the space of bounded analytic functions defined on D whose function values are bounded

linear operators from a Hilbert space E1 to another one E2. When Mult(HK) = H∞(D), then

Mult(H⊗ E1,HK ⊗ E2) = H∞
E1→E2

(D).

Since a bounded linear operator on the Hardy space commuting with the operator of multiplication

by z is given by the multiplication operator by a function ϕ ∈ H∞(D) with norm ‖ϕ‖∞, the corona

problem is closely related to the multipliers on the reproducing kernel Hilbert space of analytic func-

tions (see [7, 56]). The original corona problem posed by Kakutani in 1941 asks whether the unit disk

D is dense in the maximal ideal space of H∞(D). The question was later answered in the affirmative

by Carleson in [9]. In [23], Hörmander introduced a new and a much simpler method for solving

the problem which was popularized by Wolff (see [20, 45]). There have been many versions of the

operator corona theorem given by Fuhrmann, Rosenblum, Tolokonnikov, Uchiyama, and Vasyunin

[19, 46, 53, 54]. In particular, we have the following result by Fuhrmann [53]:

Theorem 2.2. For an operator-valued function F ∈ H∞
E1→E2

(D) with dimE1 < ∞ and dimE2 = ∞
such that

F ∗(w)F (w) ≥ δ, w ∈ D,

for some δ > 0, there exists a function G ∈ H∞
E2→E1

(D) satisfying

G(w)F (w) ≡ IE1 , w ∈ D.

One can consider other multiplier algebras. For a weighted Dirichlet space Dα for α ∈ (0, 1],

Mult(Dα) is a Banach algebra under the norm ‖φ‖Mult(Dα) = ‖Mφ‖ for f ∈ Mult(Dα). In the work

[36], Kidane and Trent proved the corona theorem for Mult(Dα) for α ∈ (0, 1]. Let {fi}∞i=1 ⊂ Mult(Dα)
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and F = (f1, f2, . . .). Define a row operator MR
F :

∞⊕
1
Dα → Dα by

MR
F ((h1, h2, . . .)

T ) =

∞∑

i=1

fihi,

where (h1, h2, . . .)
T ∈

∞⊕
1
Dα. Similarly, define a column operator MC

F : Dα →
∞⊕
1
Dα by

MC
F (h) = (f1h, f2h, . . .)

T , h ∈ Dα.

A result that we will later need concerning these row and column operators is as follows and is due

to Kidane and Trent [36]:

Theorem 2.3. Let MC
F ∈ L

(
Dα,

∞⊕
1
Dα

)
. Then MR

F ∈ L
(

∞⊕
1
Dα,Dα

)
and

∥∥MR
F

∥∥ ≤
√
10
∥∥MC

F

∥∥ .

The following corona theorem for Mult(Dα) is also proven in [36]:

Theorem 2.4. Let {fi}∞i=1 ⊂ Mult(Dα). Assume that
∥∥MC

F

∥∥ ≤ 1 and 0 < δ2 ≤
∞∑
i=1

|fi(w)|2 for all

w ∈ D. Then there exists a positive number Cα < ∞ and {gi}∞i=1 ⊂ Mult(Dα) such that

∞∑

i=1

figi = 1 and
∥∥MC

G

∥∥ ≤ Cα

δ4
.

2.2. Model theorem. The original model theorem states that a contraction T ∈ L(H) with lim
j→∞

‖T jh‖ =

0 for all h ∈ H is unitarily equivalent to the backward shift operator restricted to some co-invariant

subspace of a vector-valued Hardy space [18, 45, 48, 51]. Numerous analogues have been proposed in

[1, 2, 4–6, 43, 44]. In particular, we mention the model involving the backward shift on the Hardy

space, weighted Bergman space, and weighted Dirichlet space given by Sz.-Nagy-Foiaş [51], Agler

[1, 2], and Müller [43], respectively. The result has been previously used by Douglas, Treil and the

third author to give a necessary and sufficient condition for the similarity to the backward shift on

the Hardy space [38] and the weighted Bergman space [16]. Subsequently, the third author to give a

necessary condition for the similarity to the backward shift on the Dirichlet space [37].

If n is a positive integer, then an n-hypercontraction is an operator T with
k∑

j=0
(−1)j

(k
j

)
(T ∗)jT j ≥ 0

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ n. In addition, we denote DT :=

(
n∑

j=0
(−1)j

(n
j

)
(T ∗)jT j

)1/2

as the defect operator of

the n-hypercontraction T .

We denote Mn as a Hilbert space with the reproducing kernel Kn(z, w) = 1
(1−wz)n for z, w ∈ D,

where n is a positive integer. As can be easily checked, different function spaces correspond to different

n’s: the Hardy space for n = 1 and the weighted Bergman spaces for n ≥ 2. The vector-valued space

Mn,E for a separable Hilbert space E can be defined as previously. The forward shift Sn,E on Mn,E

is defined as Sn,Ef(z) = zf(z), and the backward shift operator S∗
n,E is its adjoint. We are ready to

state the following theorem by Agler [1, 2].

Theorem 2.5. For T ∈ L(H), there exist a Hilbert space E and an S∗
n,E-invariant subspace N ⊆

Mn,E such that T ∼u S∗
n,E|N if and only if T is an n-hypercontraction and lim

j→∞
‖T jx‖ = 0 for all

x ∈ H.
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Consider the vector-valued l2 space with components from a Hilbert space E with orthonormal

basis {ei}∞i=0. The backward shift S∗
α,E ∈ L(l2 ⊗ E) with a weight sequence {αi}i≥1 is defined by

S∗
α,Ee0 = 0 and S∗

α,Eei = αiei−1, i ≥ 1.

Setting bi =
i∏

j=1
α−2
j for i ≥ 1, we have the following theorem by Müller [43], where we assume

α1 ≥ α2 ≥ · · · > 0:

Theorem 2.6. Let T ∈ L(H) satisfy
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2bs ≤ 1. Then there exist a Hilbert space E and a

subspace N ⊂ l2 ⊗ E with S∗
α,EN ⊂ N such that T ∼u S∗

α,E|N .

For general unilateral shift operators, the work of Shields given in [49] is quite extensive. The

result that we need the most in this note is the following, which easily shows that the backward shift

operators on the Hardy space, the weighted Bergman spaces, and the weighted Dirichlet spaces are

not similar.

Theorem 2.7. Let T1 and T2 be unilateral weighted shifts with weight sequences {αi}i≥1 and {βi}i≥1,

respectively. Then T1 ∼s T2 if and only if there exist constants C1 and C2 such that for every positive

integer l,

0 < C1 ≤
∣∣∣∣
αkαk+1 · · ·αl

βkβk+1 · · · βl

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C2

for all 1 ≤ k ≤ l.

3. Similarity in the class Bm(D)

In this section, we study Cowen-Douglas operators whose associated Hermitian holomorphic eigen-

vector bundles possess a tensor structure. A relationship between the corresponding metric matrix

and similarity will be given. Let E be a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle over D of rank n. One

can form the metric matrix h(w) = (〈γj(w), γi(w)〉)ni,j=1 using a holomorphic frame {γ1, . . . , γn} of E .
Denote by {σi}ni=1 an orthonormal basis for Cn and let

E =
∨

w∈D

{γi(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}.

Now define an operator-valued function F ∈ H∞
Cn→E(D) such that

F (w)σi = γi(w), 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Lemma 3.1. The following statements are equivalent:

(1) F is left-invertible in H∞
Cn→E(D).

(2) There exist constants C1 and C2 such that

0 < C1In ≤ h(w) ≤ C2In, w ∈ D.

(3) For every 1 ≤ i ≤ n, ‖γi(w)‖ is uniformly bounded on D and there exist constants A1 and A2

such that

0 < A1 ≤ det h(w) ≤ A2, w ∈ D.
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Proof. In proving the implications, we use the well-known fact that for the eigenvalues {λi(w)}ni=1 of

the metric matrix h(w) = (〈γj(w), γi(w)〉)ni,j=1,

n∑

i=1

λi(w) =

n∑

i=1

‖γi(w)‖2, w ∈ D.

(1) ⇒ (2): Since F is left-invertible in H∞
Cn→E(D), there is a G ∈ H∞

E→Cn(D) such that

G(w)F (w) = ICn , w ∈ D.

It is then obvious that C1 = 1/‖G‖2. Next, since ‖γi(w)‖, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, are uniformly bounded on D,

C2 = n sup{‖γi(w)‖, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}.
(2) ⇒ (1): Since 0 < C1In ≤ h(w) ≤ C2In,

C1 ≤ λi(w) ≤ C2 and 0 < nC1 ≤
n∑

i=1

‖γi(w)‖2 =

n∑

i=1

λi(w) ≤ nC2,

so that the function F ∈ H∞
Cn→E(D) satisfies

F (w)∗F (w) = (〈γj(w), γi(w)〉)ni,j=1 ≥ C1, w ∈ D.

Then by Theorem 2.2, there exists a function G ∈ H∞
E→Cn(D) such that

G(w)F (w) = ICn , w ∈ D.

(2) ⇒ (3): Since 0 < C1In ≤ h(w) ≤ C2In,

C1 ≤ λi(w) ≤ C2 and
n∑

i=1

‖γi(w)‖2 =
n∑

i=1

λi(w) ≤ nC2,

so that each ‖γi(w)‖, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, is uniformly bounded on D and

0 < Cn
1 ≤ det h(w) =

n∏

i=1

λi(w) ≤ (nC2)
n, w ∈ D.

(3) ⇒ (2): Since h(w) is positive definite and there exists some A > 0 such that ‖γi(w)‖2 ≤ A for

every 1 ≤ i ≤ n and w ∈ D,

λi(w) ≥ 0,

n∏

i=1

λi(w) ≤ (nA)n, and h(w) ≤ nAIn.

We claim that C := inf
w∈D

{λi(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n} > 0. If not, we assume, without loss of generality that

inf
w∈D

λ1(w) = 0. Then there is a Cauchy sequence {wk}∞k=1 ⊂ D such that lim
k→∞

λ1(wk) = 0. This

implies that
n∏

i=2
λi(wk) → ∞ as k → ∞, which is obviously contradictory to ‖γi(w)‖2 ≤ A. Thus,

0 < CIn ≤ h(w) ≤ nAIn for every w ∈ D. �

For the Cowen-Douglas conjecture, Clark and Misra noted in [11] that the ratio aw of the metrics

is more suitable as a similarity invariant for the Cowen-Douglas operator. For operators T ∈ Bm(D)

and S ∈ Bm(D), if ET = ES ⊗ E for some Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle E over D, then the

metrics of these holomorphic vector bundles satisfy hET = hES ⊗ hE . In particular, when ET and

ES are holomorphic line bundles, the ratio of their metrics is the metric of holomorphic line bundle

E , and thus aw := hE(w) =
hET

(w)

hES
(w) . From the model theorems given in [1, 2, 4, 43–45, 52] and
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the operator theoretic realization in [40], we know many operators whose associated holomorphic

eigenvector bundles possess a tensor structure. Now provide detailed proof of the Cowen-Douglas

operator with n-hypercontraction possessing this property, which was proposed in [2].

Lemma 3.2. If T ∈ Bm(D) is an n-hypercontraction, then there exists a Hermitian holomorphic

vector bundle E over D of rank m such that ET and ES∗
n
⊗ E are equivalent as Hermitian holomorphic

vector bundles, where S∗
n is the backward shift operator on Mn.

Proof. Since T ∈ L(H) is an n-hypercontraction and
∨

w∈D
ker (T−w) = H, we have that lim

j→∞
‖T jx‖ = 0

for all x ∈ H. From Theorem 2.5, T is unitarily equivalent to the restriction of S∗
n,E to an invariant

subspace N of Mn,E for some Hilbert space E, that is, there exists a unitary operator V : H → N
defined as

V x =

∞∑

k=0

zk

‖zk‖2Mn

⊗DTT
kx

such that N = ranV , E = ranDT and V T = (S∗
n,E|N )V , where DT is the defect operator of the

n-hypercontraction T. One of the main results in [13], Theorem 1.14, shows that two Cowen-Douglas

operators are unitarily equivalent if and only if their induced holomorphic complex bundles are equiv-

alent as Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles. Therefore, for a holomorphic frame γ = {γ1, . . . , γm}
of ET , we have that

V γi(w) =
∞∑

k=0

zk

‖zk‖2Mn

⊗DTT
kγi(w) =

∞∑

k=0

zk

‖zk‖2Mn

⊗DTw
kγi(w) = Kn(z, w)⊗DTγi(w), 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

and the eigenvector bundle ker(S∗
n,E|N −w) =

∨{Kn(·, w)DTγi(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ m}. From the eigenvector

subspaces

ker(T − w) =
∨

{γ1(w), . . . , γm(w)} and ker(S∗
n − w) =

∨
{Kn(·, w)}

are analytically dependent on w ∈ D, we can say the same for the subspace EDT
(w) =

∨{DTγi(w) : 1 ≤
i ≤ m}. So EDT

= {(w, x) ∈ D×E(w) : x ∈ EDT
(w)} is am-dimensional Hermitian holomorphic vector

bundle over D with the natural projection π, π(w, x) = w, and {DT γ1, . . . ,DT γm} is a holomorphic

frame of EDT
. Hence, ET and ES∗

n
⊗EDT

are equivalent as Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles. �

For the n-hypercontraction T ∈ Bm(D), let EDT
be the holomorphic complex bundle induced by

the defect operator DT of T , which has the following definition.

Definition 3.3. If T ∈ Bm(D) is an n-hypercontraction and γ = {γ1, . . . , γm} is a holomorphic frame

of ET , we said EDT
= {(w, x) ∈ D× EDT

(w) : x ∈ EDT
(w)} is a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle

over D of rank m induced by the defect operator DT of T , where EDT
(w) =

∨{DT γi(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ m}.

For the n-hypercontraction in B1(D), Theorem 1 in [11] and Theorem 3.4 in [25] show that the ratio

of the metrics of holomorphic line bundles is a similarity invariant for the backward shift operators on

the Hardy space and the weighted Bergman spaces. More generally, for the similarity of operators in

Bm(D), we use the multiplier algebra and Lemma 3.2 to give the following theorem, the main theorem

of this section, concerns a similarity criteria for n-hypercontraction T ∈ Bm(D) by using the metric

hEDT
of the holomorphic complex bundle EDT

:
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Theorem 3.4. Let T ∈ Bm(D) be an n-hypercontraction, then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The operator T is similar to the backward shift operator S∗
n,Cm on Mn,Cm .

(2) There exist constants C1 and C2 such that the metric matrix hDT
(w) of EDT

in some holomor-

phic frame satisfies

0 < C1Im ≤ hEDT
(w) ≤ C2Im, w ∈ D.

(3) There exists a holomorphic frame γ̃ = {γ̃1, . . . , γ̃m} of EDT
such that each ‖γ̃i(w)‖ is uniformly

bounded on D, and there are constants A1 and A2 such that the metric matrix hDT
(w) under

holomorphic frame γ̃ satisfies

0 < A1 ≤ dethEDT
(w) ≤ A2 w ∈ D.

Proof. Since T ∈ Bm(D) is an n-hypercontraction, by Lemma 3.2, we know that

EDT
= {(w, x) ∈ D× EDT

(w) : x ∈ EDT
(w)}

is a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle over D of rank m, {DTγ1, . . . ,DTγm} is a holomorphic

frame of EDT
for every holomorphic frame γ = {γ1, . . . , γm} of ET , and ET ∼u ES∗

n
⊗ EDT

. Since the

equivalence (2) ⇔ (3) was already explained above in Lemma 3.1, it remains to show (3) ⇒ (1) ⇒ (2)

in order to complete the proof.

(3) ⇒ (1): Using the assumption that ‖DT γi(w)‖, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, are uniformly bounded on D, we first

define a function F ∈ H∞
Cm→E(D) by

F (w)(σi) = DTγi(w), 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where {σi}mi=1 is an orthonormal basis of Cm and E =
∨

w∈D
{DT γi(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ m}. Then by Lemma

3.1, there exists a function G ∈ H∞
E→Cm(D) such that

G(w)F (w) = ICm w ∈ D.

Next we let F#(w) := F (w) and G#(w) := G(w) and note that

(F#)∗ ∈ H∞
E→Cm(D) = Mult(Mn,E ,Mn,Cm) and (G#)∗ ∈ H∞

Cm→E(D) = Mult(Mn,Cm ,Mn,E).

Then from Theorem 2.1, we know that for 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

M∗
(F#)∗(Kn(·, w)⊗ σi) = Kn(·, w)⊗ F#(w)(σi) = Kn(·, w)⊗ F (w)(σi) = Kn(·, w)⊗DTγi(w),

and

M∗
(G#)∗M

∗
(F#)∗(Kn(·, w)⊗σi) = M∗

(G#)∗(Kn(·, w)⊗F (w)(σi)) = Kn(·, w)⊗G(w)F (w)(σi) = Kn(·, w)⊗σi.

Hence,

M∗
(G#)∗M

∗
(F#)∗ = IMn,Cm

.

Since Mn,Cm =
∨

w∈D
{Kn(·, w) ⊗ σi : 1 ≤ i ≤ m} and the operator M∗

(F#)∗
is left-invertible, we

conclude that ran M∗
(F#)∗

=
∨

w∈D
{Kn(·, w)⊗DTγi(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ m}. Therefore, the operator

X := M∗
(F#)∗ : Mn,Cm →

∨

w∈D

{Kn(·, w)⊗DTγi(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ m}
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is invertible and for every w ∈ D,

X(ES∗

n,Cm
(w)) = (ES∗

n
⊗ EDT

)(w).

Considering the composite of the unitary operator V , shown Lemma 3.2, with X, we see that the

invertible operator X−1V satisfies (X−1V )ET (w) = ES∗
n,Cm

(w) for all w ∈ D. It follows that T is

similar to S∗
n,Cm.

(1) ⇒ (2): Since T ∼s S∗
n,Cm and ET ∼u ES∗

n
⊗ EDT

, there exists a bounded invertible operator X

such that

X(ES∗

n,Cm
(w)) = (ES∗

n
⊗ EDT

)(w), w ∈ D.

Thus, for some holomorphic frame {γ̃1, . . . , γ̃m} of EDT
, we have

(3.1) X(Kn(·, w)⊗ σi) = Kn(·, w)⊗ γ̃i(w), 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where {σi}mi=1 is an orthonormal basis of Cm. Since X is bounded, ‖γ̃i(w)‖ is uniformly bounded on

D for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and then

hEDT
(w) = (〈γ̃j(w), γ̃i(w)〉)mi,j=1 ≤ C2Im, w ∈ D,

for some C2 > 0.

Now define a function F ∈ H∞
Cm→E(D) as

F (w)σi = γ̃i(w), 1 ≤ i ≤ m,

where E =
∨

w∈D
{γ̃i(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ m}. Obviously, the function F# defined on D as F#(w) := F (w) is

such that (F#)∗ ∈ Mult(Mn,E,Mn,Cm). By Theorem 2.1,

(3.2) M∗
(F#)∗(Kn(·, w)⊗ σi) = Kn(·, w)⊗ F#(w)(σi) = Kn(·, w)⊗ F (w)(σi) = Kn(·, w)⊗ γ̃i(w),

and ran M∗
(F#)∗

=
∨

w∈D
{Kn(·, w) ⊗ γ̃i(w) : 1 ≤ i ≤ n}. From Mn =

∨
w∈D

Kn(·, w), (3.1) and (3.2), we

see that X = M∗
(F#)∗

. Since X is invertible, for every h = λKn(·, w) ∈ Mn, λ ∈ C, g ∈ Cm, and

w ∈ D, there exists a constant δ > 0 such that

〈X∗X(h ⊗ g), h ⊗ g〉 =
〈
M(F#)∗M

∗
(F#)∗(h⊗ g), h ⊗ g

〉
= ‖h‖2〈F ∗(w)F (w)g, g〉 ≥ δ2‖g‖2‖h‖2.

It follows that hEDT
(w) = F ∗(w)F (w) = (〈γ̃j(w), γ̃i(w)〉)mi,j=1 ≥ C1Im for all w ∈ D and C1 := δ2. �

Theorem 2.4 in [16] and Theorem 2.3 in [24] use the curvature of the holomorphic complex bundles

to characterize the similarity of n-hypercontraction. Next, we give the following brief and concise

proof using Theorem 3.4:

Corollary 3.5. Let T ∈ B1(D) be an n-hypercontraction. Then T is similar to the backward shift

operator S∗
n on Mn if and only if there exists a bounded subharmonic function ϕ over D such that

KS∗
n
(w) −KT (w) =

∂2

∂w∂w
ϕ(w), w ∈ D.

Proof. Since T ∈ B1(D) is an n-hypercontraction, by Lemma 3.2, there exists a Hermitian holomorphic

line bundle EDT
over D such that ET ∼u ES∗

n
⊗ EDT

.

If T is similar to S∗
n, there is a bounded invertible operator X such that

X
(
ES∗

n
(w)
)
=
(
ES∗

n
⊗ EDT

)
(w), w ∈ D.
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Therefore, there exist constants C1, C2, and a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-section γ of EDT

satisfying

XKn(·, w) = Kn(·, w)⊗ γ(w) and 0 < C1 ≤ ‖γ(w)‖2 ≤ C2, w ∈ D.

Hence,

KS∗
n
(w)−KT (w) =

∂2

∂w∂w
log ‖γ(w)‖2 =

‖γ(w)‖2 ∂2

∂w∂w‖γ(w)‖2 − ∂
∂w‖γ(w)‖2 ∂

∂w‖γ(w)‖2
‖γ(w)‖4 ≥ 0.

To complete the proof, one sets ϕ(w) := log ‖γ(w)‖2 on D.

For the other implication, we first note that since ET ∼u ES∗
n
⊗ EDT

and KT = KS∗
n
+KEDT

. Then

∂2

∂w∂w
ϕ(w) =

∂2

∂w∂w
log ‖γ(w)‖2

for bounded subharmonic function ϕ on D and a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-section γ of EDT
.

Now, u(w) := log
(
‖γ(w)‖2

eϕ(w)

) 1
2
is a real-valued harmonic function, and letting φ := eu+iv ∈ Hol(D),

where v is the harmonic conjugate of u, we see that

|φ(w)| = eu(w) =

(‖γ(w)‖2
eϕ(w)

) 1
2

.

Then eϕ(w) =
∥∥∥ 1
φ(w)γ(w)

∥∥∥
2
and 1

φγ is a holomorphic cross-section of EDT
. Since ϕ is bounded on D,

there are constants C1 and C2 such that

0 < C1 ≤ eϕ(w) =

∥∥∥∥
1

φ(w)
γ(w)

∥∥∥∥
2

≤ C2, w ∈ D,

and therefore by Theorem 3.4, T ∼s S
∗
n. �

Two Cowen-Douglas operators are unitarily equivalent if and only if their corresponding holomor-

phic complex bundles are equivalent as Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles. It is known from

[40] that many holomorphic complex bundles with tensor products correspond to the Cowen-Douglas

operator. Therefore, we use holomorphic complex bundles to describe the similar classification of the

Cowen-Douglas operators and obtain the following proposition, whose proof is similar to Theorem 3.4,

so the proof is omitted.

Proposition 3.6. Let T ∈ Bm(D) and M∗
z be the backward shift operator on reproducing kernel Hilbert

space HK with Mult(HK) = H∞(D). If ET ∼u EM∗
z
⊗E for some Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle

E over D of rank m, then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) The operator T is similar to the backward shift operator M∗
z,Cm on HK,Cm.

(2) There exist constants C1 and C2 such that the metric hE(w) of E in some holomorphic frame

satisfies 0 < C1Im ≤ hE (w) ≤ C2Im for any w ∈ D.

(3) There exists a holomorphic frame γ = {γ1, . . . , γm} of E such that each ‖γi(w)‖, 1 ≤ i ≤ m, is

uniformly bounded on D, and there are constants A1 and A2 such that the metric hE (w) under

the holomorphic frame γ satisfies 0 < A1 ≤ det hE(w) ≤ A2 for any w ∈ D.

In Proposition 3.6, if the metric of the holomorphic complex bundle E under a holomorphic frame is

a polynomial for |w|2, with each coefficient being a non-negative real number, then we can construct
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many contractive operators similar to the backward shift operators on the Hardy space or the weighted

Bergman spaces. This provides positive support for Theorem 1 in [11].

4. Similarity on weighted Dirichlet spaces

Shields, in [49], provided a necessary and sufficient condition for the similarity of backward shift

operators on Hilbert space using weight sequences. From [28, 40], we know when a tensor product

of Hermitian holomorphic vector bundles corresponds to a bounded linear operator. The goal of this

section is to use the holomorphic jet bundle to describe the similarity of the backward shift operator

on weighted Dirichlet spaces.

Let E be a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle over D and γ be a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-

section of E . For k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , we associate to E a (k+1)-dimensional Hermitian holomorphic vector

bundle Jk(E) called the holomorphic k-jet bundle of E . The work [13, 22, 35] are good references for

k-jet bundles.

Suppose that for each w in D, γ(w), γ
′

(w), γ(2)(w), . . . , γ(k)(w) are independent. The k-jet bundle

Jk(E) of the bundle E has an associated holomorphic frame Jk(γ) = {γ, γ′

, γ(2), . . . , γ(k)}. The metric

hE (w) = 〈γ(w), γ(w)〉 for E induces a metric Jk(hE)(w) for Jk(E) of the form

Jk(hE )(w) =




hE(w)
∂
∂whE (w) · · · ∂k

∂wkhE (w)
∂
∂whE(w)

∂2

∂w∂whE (w) · · · ∂k+1

∂wk∂w
hE(w)

...
...

. . .
...

∂k

∂wkhE(w)
∂k+1

∂w∂wkhE (w) · · · ∂2k

∂wk∂wkhE(w)




.

Throughout the section, we denote by D∗
α and D∗

α,E the backward shift operators on weighted

Dirichlet space Dα and the space Dα,E , respectively, where α ∈ (0, 1] and E is a separable Hilbert

space. The reproducing kernel of Dα is Kα(z, w) =
∞∑
i=0

ziwi

(i+1)α , z, w ∈ D. In particular, D∗
1 and D1

are also denoted as D∗ and D, respectively. Following the notations and ideas of Müller in [43],

the Theorem 2.6, we use the following lemma to demonstrate how to construct a defect operator

corresponding to operator T ∈ L(H) with
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1 such that an operator T is unitary equivalent

to the restriction of D∗
α,E on some invariant subspace.

Lemma 4.1. Let T ∈ L(H) and
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1 for some constant α ∈ (0, 1]. Then there exist a

Hilbert space E and an D∗
α,E-invariant subspace N ⊆ Dα,E such that T ∼u D∗

α,E |N .

Proof. Let b0 = 1, c0 = 1, and for k ≥ 1, bk = 1
(k+1)α , and ck = −

k−1∑
j=0

cj
(k−j+1)α , then for any fixed

positive integer l ≥ 1,
l∑

i=0
bicl−i = 0. Obviously, −b1 = c1 < 0. Without losing generality, assume that

−bi ≤ ci < 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. Then by the assumption
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1 and Lemma 2.1 in [43], we

know that 0 ≥ ck ≥ −bk for every k ≥ 1, which gives
〈(

∞∑

k=0

ck(T
k)∗T k

)
x, x

〉
≥ ‖x‖2 +

∞∑

k=1

ck‖T k‖2‖x‖2 ≥ ‖x‖2 −
∞∑

k=1

‖T k‖2
(k + 1)α

‖x‖2 ≥ 0, x ∈ H.
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Hence,
∞∑
k=0

ck(T
∗)kT k is a positive operator.

Next, we define an operator V : H → N by

V x =

∞∑

n=0

zn

‖zn‖2Dα

⊗DTT
nx, x ∈ H,

where N = ran V and DT =

(
∞∑
k=0

ck(T
k)∗T k

)1/2

. Since the orthonormal basis for the space Dα is
{
en = zn√

(n+1)α

}

n≥0

, setting E := ran DT , we have for every x ∈ H,

‖V x‖2 =
∞∑

n=0

bn

〈(
∞∑

k=0

ck(T
k)∗T k

)
T nx, T nx

〉
=

∞∑

l=0

(
‖T lx‖2

∑

n+k=l

bnck

)
= ‖x‖2

and

V Tx =
∞∑

n=0

zn

‖zn‖2Dα

⊗DTT
n+1x =

∞∑

n=1

zn−1

‖zn−1‖2Dα

⊗DTT
nx = D∗

α,E

(
∞∑

n=0

zn

‖zn‖2Dα

⊗DTT
nx

)
= D∗

α,EV x.

Hence, T ∼u D∗
α,E|N for the D∗

α,E-invariant subspace N ⊂ Dα,E . �

Similar to the definition of the defect operator of n-hypercontraction in Section 2, to prevent

confusion, we still denote DT =

(
∞∑
k=0

ck(T
k)∗T k

)1/2

as the defect operator of the operator T with

∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1. Then we have the following lemma from Lemma 4.1, whose proof is omitted.

Lemma 4.2. Let T ∈ B1(D) be an operator with
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1 for some constant α ∈ (0, 1], and let γ

be a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-section of ET . Then EDT
= {(w, x) ∈ D× EDT

(w) : x ∈ EDT
(w)}

is a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle over D with the natural projection π, π(w, x) = w, where

EDT
(w) =

∨{DT γ(w)}.
Moreover, ET ∼u ED∗

α
⊗ EDT

and DTγ is a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-section of EDT
.

The ratio of the metrics on holomorphic line bundles, as derived in the previous section, serves as

a similarity invariant for the backward shift operators on the Hardy space and the weighted Bergman

space. However, whether this extends to weighted Dirichlet remains unclear. In what follows, we give

a sufficient condition for certain bounded linear operators to be similar to backward shift operator

D∗
α on weighted Dirichlet space Dα, derived through the holomorphic jet bundle.

Theorem 4.3. Let T ∈ B1(D) and
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1 for some constant α ∈ (0, 1]. If there exist constants

c2 > c1 > 0 satisfy

c1 ≤ hEDT
(w) < trace J1(hEDT

)(w) ≤ c2, w ∈ D,

for the metric hEDT
of EDT

and EDT
(w) ⊂ Cn for some n > 0, then T ∼s D

∗
α.

Proof. Since T ∈ B1(D) satisfies
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1 for some constant α ∈ (0, 1], by Lemma 4.1 and

Lemma 4.2, we obtain that ET ∼u ED∗
α
⊗ EDT

for the holomorphic line bundle EDT
induced by the

defect operator DT .
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Now, a holomorphic function f ∈ Dα can be represented as a power series

f(z) =

∞∑

i=0

aiz
i, where ‖f‖2Dα

=

∞∑

i=0

(i+ 1)α|ai|2 < ∞.

Since ‖zf‖2Dα
=

∞∑
i=0

(i + 2)α|ai|2 ≤ 2
∞∑
i=0

(i + 1)α|ai|2 < ∞, z ∈ Mult(Dα). From [41], φ ∈ H∞(D) is in

Mult(Dα) if and only if there is a constant d > 0 such that

∫

D
|f(z)|2|φ′

(z)|2(1− |z|2)1−αdA(z) ≤ d‖f‖2Dα
, f ∈ Dα,

where dA is the normalized area measure. Setting φ(z) = z, we have

(4.1)

∫

D
|f(z)|2(1− |z|2)1−αdA(z) ≤ d‖f‖2Dα

, f ∈ Dα.

By assumption, the metric J1(hEDT
) of the 1-jet bundle J1(EDT

) satisfies

(4.2) c1 ≤ hEDT
(w) < trace J1(hEDT

)(w) ≤ c2, w ∈ D,

for some constants c2 > c1 > 0, where hEDT
denotes the metric obtained from a non-vanishing

holomorphic cross-section γ of EDT
. Furthermore, since EDT

(w) ⊂ Cn for some n > 0, there is an

orthonormal basis {ei}ni=1 of the Hilbert space E =
∨

w∈D
γ(w) such that γ(w) =

n∑
i=1

γi(w)ei. From

(4.2),

(4.3)

c1 ≤ hEDT
(w) =

n∑

i=1

|γi(w)|2 <

n∑

i=1

|γi(w)|2+
n∑

i=1

|γ′

i(w)|2 = hEDT
(w)+

∂2

∂w∂w
hEDT

(w) ≤ 2c2, w ∈ D.

By (4.1) and (4.3), we have for every f ∈ Dα,

(4.4)

∫

D
|f(z)|2|γ′

i(z)|2(1− |z|2)1−αdA(z) ≤ 2c2

∫

D
|f(z)|2(1− |z|2)1−αdA(z) ≤ 2dc2‖f‖2Dα

.

This shows that {γ1, . . . , γn} ⊂ Mult(Dα) and that ‖Mγi‖ = ‖γi‖Mult(Dα) < ∞ for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

We next define an operator-valued function F : D → L(C, E) by

F (w)(1) = γ(w).

Then for every f ∈ Dα, MF f = fγ and

‖MF ‖2 = sup
‖f‖Dα 6=0

‖MF f‖2Dα,E

‖f‖2Dα

= sup
‖f‖Dα 6=0

n∑
i=1

‖fγi‖2Dα

‖f‖2Dα

≤
n∑

i=1

‖Mγi‖2 < ∞,

that is, F ∈ Mult(Dα,Dα,E). For γi ∈ H∞(D), 1 ≤ i ≤ n, let γi(z) :=
∞∑
j=0

ai,jz
j and γ̃i(z) :=

∞∑
j=0

ai,jz
j.

Then using (4.3) and (4.4), we deduce that for every w ∈ D, |γ̃i(w)|2, |γ̃′

i(w)|2 ≤ 2c2 and

∫

D
|f(z)|2|γ̃′

i(z)|2(1−|z|2)1−αdA(z) ≤ 2c2

∫

D
|f(z)|2(1−|z|2)1−αdA(z) ≤ 2dc2‖f‖2Dα

, f ∈ Dα, 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
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Thus {γ̃1, . . . , γ̃n} ⊂ Mult(Dα) and (F#)∗ ∈ Mult(Dα,E ,Dα) for F
#(w) = F (w). Since 1 ∈ Mult(Dα),

γi ∈ Mult(Dα), and
n∑

i=1
|γi(w)|2 ≥ c1 > 0 for every w ∈ D, by Theorem 2.4, there are functions

{g1, . . . , gn} ⊂ Mult(Dα) such that
n∑

i=1
gi(w)γi(w) = 1 for every w ∈ D.

We now define a function G : D → L(E,C) by

G(w)h :=

n∑

i=1

gi(w)hi,

where h =
n∑

i=1
hiei ∈ E. It is easy to see that G ∈ Mult(Dα,E ,Dα) and (G#)∗ ∈ Mult(Dα,Dα,E) for

G#(w) = G(w). Hence, by Theorem 2.1, for the reproducing kernel Kα(z, w) =
∞∑
n=0

znwn

(n+1)α of Dα,

M∗
(F#)∗(Kα(·, w)⊗ 1) = Kα(·, w)⊗ F#(w)(1) = Kα(·, w)⊗ F (w)(1) = Kα(·, w)⊗ γ(w),

and therefore,

M∗
(G#)∗M

∗
(F#)∗(Kα(·, w)⊗1) = M∗

(G#)∗(Kα(·, w)⊗F (w)(1)) = Kα(·, w)⊗
n∑

i=1

gi(w)γi(w) = Kα(·, w)⊗1,

so that using the fact that Dα =
∨

w∈D
Kα(·, w), we conclude that M∗

(G#)∗
M∗

(F#)∗
≡ IDα . Moreover, if

we let N :=
∨

w∈D
{Kα(·, w)⊗γ(w)}, then since the operator M∗

(F#)∗
is left-invertible, ran M∗

(F#)∗
= N .

Hence, the operator X := M∗
(F#)∗

: Dα → N is a bounded invertible operator satisfying

X(ED∗
α
(w)) = (ED∗

α
⊗ EDT

)(w), w ∈ D.

Finally, by combining ET ∼u ED∗
α
⊗ EDT

, we conclude that T ∼s D
∗
α. �

In Theorem 4.3, the ratio of the metrics of holomorphic line bundles ET and ED∗
α
is the metric of

the holomorphic line bundle EDT
induced by the defect operator DT , that is, hEDT

=
hET

hD∗
α

. Letting

HK is a Hilbert space with diagonal reproducing kernel K(z, w) =
∞∑

m,n=0
am,nz

mwn, which means that

for all n 6= m, am,n = 0. From this, the similarity classification of holomorphic complex bundles and

the similarity of backward shift operators on non-diagonal reproducing kernel Hilbert space can be

obtained.

Corollary 4.4. Let E1 and E2 be Hermitian holomorphic line bundle over D and E1 ∼u ED∗
α
⊗ E2. If

there exist constants c2 > c1 > 0 and a metric hE2 of E2 satisfy

c1 ≤ hE2(w) < trace J1(hE2)(w) ≤ c2

and E2(w) ⊂ Cn for some positive integer n > 0, then E1 ∼s ED∗
α
.

Example 4.5. Let T ∈ B1(D) and ET ∼u ED∗
α
⊗ E for some Hermitian holomorphic line bundle E

over D. If the metric hE of E satisfies hE (w) = 1+
n∑

i=0
|φi(w)|2 for polynomials φ1, . . . , φn, and positive

integer n, then ET ∼s ED∗
α
, that is, T ∼s D

∗
α.

Given the discussion in this section, we use holomorphic line bundles to provide a necessary and

sufficient for certain operators to be similar to backward shift operators on weighted Dirichlet spaces.
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Proposition 4.6. For an operator T ∈ B1(D), if there exists a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle E
over D such that ET ∼u ED∗

α
⊗ E, then T ∼s D

∗
α if and only if ED∗

α
⊗ E ∼s ED∗

α
.

If the reproducing kernel of a Hilbert space HK is of the form K(z, w) =
∞∑

m,n=0
am,nz

mwn, where,

for some n 6= m, am,n 6= 0, then Theorem 2.7 cannot be used to determine similarity. The following

example is a good illustration of how one can use Theorem 4.3 to conclude similarity:

Example 4.7. Let M∗
z be the backward shift operator on Hilbert space HK with reproducing kernel

K(z, w) = 2 + z + w + 2zw + (z + w)

∞∑

n=1

2n+ 1

n(n+ 1)
znwn

+(z2 + w2)
∞∑

n=0

znwn

n+ 1
+

∞∑

n=0

4n2 + 15n + 13

(n+ 1)(n + 2)(n + 3)
zn+2wn+2, z, w ∈ D.

Then M∗
z ∼s D

∗.

Proof. Since the reproducing kernel of Dirichlet space D is K1(z, w) =
∞∑
i=0

ziwi

i+1 , z, w ∈ D, we obtain

that K(z, w) = K1(z, w) ·
[
1 + (1 + z + z2)(1 + w + w2)

]
. Then there exists a Hermitian holomorphic

line bundle E over D such that EM∗
z
= ED∗ ⊗ E , and a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-section γ of E

satisfies ‖γ(w)‖2 = 1 + |1 + w + w2|2. Therefore, the metric hE (w) = ‖γ(w)‖2 of E satisfies

1 ≤ hE(w) < traceJ1(hE )(w) ≤ 19, w ∈ D.

Hence the conclusion can be derived from Theorem 4.3. �

In Theorem 4.3, the condition that EDT
(w) ⊂ Cn for some integer n > 0 was necessary. A natural

question is whether the result also exists when n = ∞. The following example answers the question

in the affirmative:

Example 4.8. Let M∗
z be the backward shift operator on Hilbert space HK with reproducing kernel

K(z, w) =
∞∑

n=0

(
n∑

i=0

1

(i+ 1)(n − i+ 1)2

)
znwn, z, w ∈ D.

Then there is a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle E = {(w, γ) : w ∈ D, γ(w) ∈ E(w)} with the

natural projection π, π(w, γ) = w, such that EM∗
z
= ED∗ ⊗ E and ‖γ(w)‖2 =

∞∑
n=0

1
(n+1)2

|w|2n, where
E(w) = ∨ γ(w).

From the relationship between the weight sequence and the reproducing kernel of Hilbert space, we

obtain that the weight sequence of M∗
z is

{
αn =

√
an−1

an

}

n≥1
, where an =

n∑
i=0

1
(i+1)(n−i+1)2

. Since the

weight sequence of D∗ is
{
βn =

√
n+1
n

}
n≥1

, we have that
n∏

i=1
βi

/ n∏
i=1

αi =
√

(n+ 1)an ≥ 1.

Now, to prove from Theorem 2.7 that M∗
z is similar to D∗, we only need to prove that lim

n→∞
(n +

1)an = c for some constant c.

From lim
n→∞

[
n∑

k=1

1
k − lnn

]
= g for the Euler-Mascheroni constant g, we obtain that

lim
n→∞

n+ 1

(n+ 2)2

n+1∑

k=1

1

k
= 0, lim

n→∞

n+ 1

(n+ 2)2

n+1∑

k=1

1

n+ 2− k
= 0, and lim

n→∞

n+ 1

n+ 2

n+1∑

k=1

1

(n+ 2− k)2
=

π2

6
.
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Therefore,

lim
n→∞

(n+ 1)an = lim
n→∞

(n+ 1)

(
n+1∑

k=1

1

k(n+ 2− k)2

)

= lim
n→∞

(n+ 1)

n+1∑

k=1

[
1

(n+ 2)2
1

k
+

1

(n+ 2)2
1

n+ 2− k
+

1

n+ 2

1

(n+ 2− k)2

]

=
π2

6
.

Next is another major theorem in this section, as Theorem 4.3, we provide another criterion for the

similarity of backward shift operators in the weighted Dirichlet space when n = ∞.

Theorem 4.9. Let T ∈ B1(D) and
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1 for some constant α ∈ (0, 1]. If there is a non-

vanishing holomorphic cross-section γ of EDT
such that for some δ > 0,

(4.5) δ ≤ ‖γ(w)‖2E ≤
∞∑

i=1

‖γi‖2Mult(Dα)
< ∞, w ∈ D,

where γ(w) =
∞∑
i=1

γi(w)ei, E =
∨

w∈D
γ(w), and {ei}∞i=1 is an orthonormal basis of E, then T ∼s D

∗
α.

Proof. Denoting by Kα(z, w) =
∞∑
i=0

ziwi

(i+1)α , z, w ∈ D, the reproducing kernel for the space Dα, we have

for every f ∈ Dα and φ ∈ Mult(Dα),

〈f,M∗
φKα(·, w)〉 = 〈Mφf,Kα(·, w)〉 = φ(w)f(w) = 〈f, φ(w)Kα(·, w)〉,

and therefore, ‖φ‖∞ ≤ ‖Mφ‖ = ‖φ‖Mult(Dα). Let γ be a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-section of

EDT
satisfying (4.5). If we assume without loss of generality that

∞∑
i=1

‖γi‖2Mult(Dα)
≤ 1, then

‖γ(w)‖2E =
∞∑

i=1

|γi(w)|2 ≤
∞∑

i=1

‖γi‖2∞ ≤
∞∑

i=1

‖γi‖2Mult(Dα)
≤ 1, w ∈ D.

We next define an operator-valued function F : D → L(C, E) by

F (w)(1) = γ(w).

Then F ∈ H∞
C→E(D) and the multiplication operator MF : Dα → Dα,E satisfies

(MF f)(z) = F (z)f(z) = f(z)⊗ γ(z).

Moreover, for every f ∈ Dα,

‖f ⊗ γ‖2Dα⊗E =

∞∑

i=1

‖fγi‖2Dα
=

∞∑

i=1

‖Mγif‖2Dα
≤ ‖f‖2Dα

∞∑

i=1

‖Mγi‖2 = ‖f‖2Dα

∞∑

i=1

‖γi‖2Mult(Dα)
≤ ‖f‖2Dα

.

It follows that F ∈ Mult(Dα,Dα,E).

Now let F#(w) := F (w) and hence, (F#)∗ ∈ Mult(Dα,E ,Dα). If we denote by MC
γ the column

operator from Dα to
∞⊕
1
Dα defined by

MC
γ (f) = (γ1f, γ2f, · · · )T = f ⊗ γ, f ∈ Dα,
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then MF = MC
γ and

‖MC
γ ‖ = ‖MF ‖ = sup

‖f‖Dα 6=0

‖MF f‖Dα,E

‖f‖Dα

= sup
‖f‖Dα 6=0

‖f ⊗ γ‖Dα,E

‖f‖Dα

≤ 1.

Since ‖γ(w)‖2E =
∞∑
i=1

|γi(w)|2 ≥ δ > 0, by Theorem 2.4, we obtain functions {gi}∞i=1 ⊂ Mult(Dα) such

that
∞∑
i=1

gi(w)γi(w) = 1 for any w ∈ D. Moreover, the column operator MC
G : Dα →

∞⊕
1
Dα defined by

MC
G (f) = (g1f, g2f, · · · )T , f ∈ Dα,

is bounded and again from Theorem 2.3, we know that the row operator MR
G :

∞⊕
1
Dα → Dα is bounded

as well.

Finally, we define an operator-valued function G̃ : D → L(E,C) by

G̃(w)(h) =

∞∑

i=1

gi(w)hi, h =

∞∑

i=1

hiei ∈ E.

Then the operator M
G̃
: Dα,E → Dα defined by

MG̃f = G̃f, f ∈ Dα,E,

is such that ‖MG̃‖ ≤ ‖MR
G‖ < ∞, so that MG̃ is bounded and G̃ ∈ Mult(Dα,E ,Dα). Since MC

G is

bounded, (G̃#)∗ ∈ Mult(Dα,Dα,E), where G̃#(w) = G̃(w). Proceeding similarly as in the proof of

Theorem 4.3, we obtain an invertible operator X such that X(ED∗
α
(w)) = (ED∗

α
⊗ EDT

)(w), and since

ET ∼u ED∗
α
⊗ EDT

, T ∼s D
∗
α as claimed. �

The condition
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

(s+1)α ≤ 1 in Theorem 4.9 ensures that the Hermitian holomorphic line bundle ET
acquires a tensor product structure. The natural question arises, what type of operator corresponds to

a Hermitian holomorphic complex bundle with a tensor product structure in the unitarily equivalent

sense? We will give a precise answer, distinct from the condition
∞∑
s=1

‖T s‖2

s+1 ≤ 1, through the following

example.

Example 4.10. Let M∗
z be the backward shift operator on the Hilbert space HK with reproducing

kernel K(z, w) =
∞∑
n=0

anz
nwn, z, w ∈ D, where an =

∑
i + j5 = n

i, j ∈ N

1
(i+1)(j+1)8

for n ∈ N. We have that

{√
anz

n
}
n≥0

is an orthonormal basis of HK and
{√

an−1

an

}

n≥1
is the weight sequence of M∗

z . After

calculations, we obtain that

(4.6) K(z, w) =
∞∑

n=0




∑

i+ j
5
= n

i, j ∈ N

1

(i+ 1)(j + 1)8


 znwn =

(
∞∑

i=0

ziwi

i+ 1

)


∞∑

j=0

zj
5
wj5

(j + 1)8


 .
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If M∗
z satisfies

∞∑
s=1

‖M∗s
z ‖2

s+1 ≤ 1, then

〈(
I −

∞∑

s=1

M s
zM

∗s
z

s+ 1

)
x, x

〉
= ‖x‖2 −

∞∑

s=1

‖M∗s
z x‖2

s+ 1
≥
(
1−

∞∑

s=1

‖M∗s
z ‖2

s+ 1

)
‖x‖2 ≥ 0, x ∈ HK .

It follows that
∞∑
s=1

Ms
zM

∗s
z

s+1 ≤ I, and then an−1
2an−1−· · ·− 1

n+1a0 ≥ 0 for any positive integer n. However,

for a2 =
515
1536 , a1 =

129
256 and a0 = 1, we have that a2 − 1

2a1 − 1
3a0 =

515
1536 − 1

2 × 129
256 − 1

3 = −1
4 < 0. This

means that M∗
z does not satisfy

∞∑
s=1

‖M∗s
z ‖2

s+1 ≤ 1.

Setting E is a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle over D with a non-vanishing holomorphic cross-

section γ satisfying ‖γ(w)‖2 =
∞∑
j=0

|w|2j
5

(j+1)8 , then from (4.6), EM∗
z
∼u ED∗ ⊗ E for the backward shift

operator D∗ on the Dirichlet space D. Let E =
∨

w∈D
γ(w) and {ek}∞k=0 be an orthonormal basis of

E, then γ(w) =
∞∑
k=0

γk(w)ek for γk(w) = wk5

(k+1)4
. For any holomorphic function f ∈ D with Taylor

expansion f(z) =
∞∑
n=0

f̂(n)zn, there is ‖f‖2D =
∞∑
n=0

(n + 1)|f̂(n)|2 < ∞. Therefore, for γkf, k ≥ 0, we

have that γk(z)f(z) =
∞∑
n=0

f̂(n)
(k+1)4 z

n+k5 , and then

‖γkf‖2D =

∞∑

n=0

(n+ k5 + 1)

∣∣∣∣∣
f̂(n)

(k + 1)4

∣∣∣∣∣

2

=
1

(k + 1)8

[
∞∑

n=0

(n+ 1)|f̂(n)|2 +
∞∑

n=0

k5|f̂(n)|2
]

≤
[

1

(k + 1)8
+

1

(k + 1)5

]
‖f‖2D.

It follows that ‖γk‖2Mult(D) ≤ 1
(k+1)8

+ 1
(k+1)5

≤ 2
(k+1)2

, Hence,

1 ≤ ‖γ(w)‖2E =
∞∑

k=0

|γk(w)|2 ≤
∞∑

k=0

‖γk‖2∞ ≤
∞∑

k=0

‖γk‖2Mult(D) ≤
π2

3
, w ∈ D.

Using the proof of Theorem 4.9, we obtain that M∗
z ∼s D

∗.

From Example 4.10, we demonstrate that the weighted backward shift operator M∗
z does not satisfy

the condition
∞∑
s=1

‖M∗s
z ‖2

s+1 ≤ 1. Furthermore, using Shields’ result, Theorem 2.7, it is not straightforward

to verify that M∗
z is similar to D∗. Now, let’s consider an example of a Hilbert space with a non-

diagonal reproducing kernel. The proof, being similar to that of Example 4.10, is omitted here.

Example 4.11. Let M∗
z be the backward shift operator on Hilbert space HK with reproducing kernel

K(z, w) = 1 +
5

8
zw + (z + w)

∞∑

n=1

1

8n
znwn +

∞∑

n=2

(
n+1∑

i=1

1

i(n+ 2− i)3
+

1

8(n − 1)

)
znwn, z, w ∈ D.

Then M∗
z ∼s D

∗.
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We close this section with a proposition that shows that if a Hermitian holomorphic complex bundle

with a tensor product satisfies the given conditions, there exists a corresponding bounded linear

operator in B1(D). This establishes the operator realization of the tensor product of holomorphic

complex bundles.

Proposition 4.12. Let E be a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle over D, and let γ be a non-vanishing

holomorphic cross-section of E. Suppose that E =
∨

w∈D
γ(w), and {ei}∞i=0 is an orthonormal basis of

E. If

δ ≤ ‖γ(w)‖2E ≤
∞∑

i=0

‖γi‖2Mult(Dα)
< ∞, w ∈ D,

for γ(w) =
∞∑
i=0

γi(w)ei and some constant δ > 0, then there exists operator T ∈ B1(D) such that

ET = ED∗
α
⊗ E and T ∼s D

∗
α.

Concluding remarks

Recall the Cowen-Douglas conjecture is that for operators T and S in B1(D) having D as a K-

spectral set, T is similar to S if and only if lim
|w|→1

KT (w)/KS(w) = 1. In [10, 11], Clark and Misra

constructed examples to show that the Cowen-Douglas conjecture is false and claimed that the ratio

of the metrics can be a better indication of similarity than the ratio of the curvatures. Meanwhile,

supporting example are provided in Theorem 1 of [11]. Theorem 3.4 and Proposition 3.6 in this note

are positive results supporting the claim made by Clark and Misra. Then a natural question is, which

Cowen-Douglas operator’s similarity invariant is the ratio of the metrics?

Every Cowen-Douglas operator is unitary equivalent to the adjoint of a multiplication operator

on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space consisting of holomorphic functions. For Hardy space and

weighted Bergman spaces, Theorem 1 in [11], Theorem 3.8 in [55], Theorem 3.4 in [25], Theorem 3.4

and Proposition 3.6 suggest that, under certain conditions, the ratio of the metrics is a similarity

invariant of the backward shift operator on these spaces. In particular, for the n-hypercontraction

T ∈ B1(D), from Theorem 0.1 in [38], Theorem 2.4 in [16], Theorem 2.3 in [24], and Theorem 3.4,

we obtain that the operator T is similar to S∗
n on reproducing kernel Hilbert space Mn if and only

if aw := hET (w)/hES∗
n
(w) is bonded and bounded from 0 if and only if the curvature KEDT

of the

holomorphic line bundle EDT
induced by the defect operator DT satisfies KEDT

= − ∂2

∂w∂wϕ(w) for

some bounded subharmonic function ϕ defined on D.

Clark and Misra constructed two contraction backward shift operators in 2.5 of [11], such that the

ratio of the metrics of the holomorphic line bundles associated with operators is bounded and bounded

from 0, but they are not similar. This indicates that the ratio of metrics is not a similarity invariant

for all backward shift operators on the Hilbert space of diagonal reproducing kernels. However, the

following question is unknown:

Question 1. Is the ratio of the metrics of holomorphic line bundles a similarity invariant of the

backward shift operator on the weighted Dirichlet space?

The similarity invariant of backward shift operators on weighted Dirichlet spaces cannot be obtained

from the previous statements about Hardy space and weighted Bergman spaces. The main reason
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weighted Dirichlet spaces differ from Hardy space and weighted Bergman spaces in Question 1 is

that the multiplier algebra of weighted Dirichlet spaces is not equal to H∞(D). For the similarity

of backward shift operators on weighted Dirichlet spaces, assuming that the ratio of the metrics is

bounded and bounded from 0, we introduce new tools such as holomorphic jet bundles and provide

two sufficient conditions in Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.9, respectively. Meanwhile, as shown in

Example 4.8 and Example 4.10, it is challenging to construct a backward shift operator that satisfies

the following two conditions: (1) the ratio of the metric of the holomorphic line bundle induced by

the operator to the metric of the holomorphic line bundle associated with the backward shift operator

on Drichilet space is bounded (or unbounded or tends to 0 as |w| → 1); (2) the operator is not similar

to the backward shift operator on Drichilet space.
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