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TOEPLITZ OPERATORS, Tm-INVARIANCE

AND QUASI-HOMOGENEOUS SYMBOLS

RAÚL QUIROGA-BARRANCO

Abstract. For a partition k = (k1, . . . , km) of n consider the group U(k) =
U(k1) × · · · × U(km) block diagonally embedded in U(n) and the center Tm

of U(k). We study the Toeplitz operators with Tm-invariant symbols acting
on the weighted Bergman spaces on the unit ball Bn. We introduce the (k, j)-
quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbols as those that are invariant under the
group U(k, j,T) obtained from U(k) by replacing the factor U(kj) with its
center T. These symbols are used to build commutative Banach non-C∗ al-
gebras generated by Toeplitz operators. These algebras generalize those from
the literature and show that they can be built using groups. We describe
the action of such Toeplitz operators on monomials through explicit integral
formulas involving the symbols. We prove that every Toeplitz operator with
Tm-invariant symbol has an associated Toeplitz operator with U(k)-invariant
symbol in terms of which we can describe some properties.

1. Introduction

1.1. Commutative C∗-algebras and beyond. Toeplitz operators acting on Berg-
man spaces on the unit ball Bn in Cn have been an important object of study in
operator theory. Among these operators, the so-called radial Toeplitz operators
appear as a fundamental example since their description in [15] for the case of the
unit disk. Such operators have two possible generalizations to the n-dimensional
case, which are the radial and the separately radial (also known as quasi-elliptic)
Toeplitz operators. Several authors have studied intensively this sort of operators.
Among those references studying either radial or separately radial operators one
can find [1], [4], [6], [11], [13], [14], [16], [17], [22], [27]. An interesting feature of this
sort of operators is that they commute with each other. This fact can be considered
as a source of motivation for the study of the commutativity of Toeplitz operators
as found, for example, in [1], [2], [3], [5], [6], [8], [9], [10], [16]. This naturally
leads to consider commutative C∗-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators. This
is one of the reasons for the importance of proving the existence of commutative
C∗-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators. Another one, is the fact that they
provide concrete examples of commutative algebras (see [4] and [14]).

Radial and separately radial symbols can be defined through the invariance of
suitable groups. When considering special symbols defined by invariance, and for
our setup, one starts with a subgroup H of the automorphism group of Bn. Then,
for every λ > −1, the set L∞(Bn)H (essentially bounded H-invariant symbols)
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yields Toeplitz operators acting on the weighted Bergman space A2
λ(B

n) that gen-

erate a C∗-algebra that we will denote by T (λ)(L∞(Bn)H). It turns out that for
a large list of groups H , the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)H) is commutative. This
technique started with [19] and [20], and was later refined in [10] for Bn as well
as for more general domains. Two particularly interesting cases appear in this
setup. For the unitary group U(n), the symbols in L∞(Bn)U(n) are the so-called
radial symbols. For the subgroup Tn ⊂ U(n) of diagonal matrices, the symbols in
L∞(Bn)T

n

are known as separately radial or quasi-elliptic symbols. These yield the
precise definitions of the symbols mentioned in the previous paragraph. In both
cases, these families of symbols yield Toeplitz operators generating commutative
C∗-algebras on every weighted Bergman space over Bn. We refer to [13] and [19],
respectively, for the corresponding results. The commutativity of such C∗-algebras,
radial and separately radial cases, can be proved using representation theory. This
has been done in [17] by computing the isotypic decompositions (see Section 4 for
the relevant definitions) for the actions on A2

λ(B
n) of the corresponding groups. Be-

sides such computation, one of the main tools used to prove the commutativity is
Schur’s Lemma. This fundamental representation theoretic result can be naturally
applied mostly because the terms of the isotypic decompositions are irreducible
(multiplicity-free decomposition) for these cases.

The next step in this sort of development is to consider algebras generated by
Toeplitz operators of a more general sort in some chosen sense. This can be done in
a variety of ways, as the references cited above show. In this work, we are mostly
interested in considering algebras more general than commutative C∗-algebras using
the methods of groups and their representation theory. On one hand, we will
consider the property of invariance with respect to certain subgroups to obtain
special symbols that yield certain Toeplitz operators. On the other hand, the
Toeplitz operators that we will consider will not all commute with each other, but
a careful choice of some of them will yield commutative Banach algebras. Hence,
we will consider at the same time the commuting and the noncommuting case for
Toeplitz operators, with the former generating commutative algebras that are only
Banach. More precisely, in this work we will consider some particular subgroups
H of U(n) for which the algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)H) is not necessarily commutative,
and we want to still be able to determine non-trivial properties of the Toeplitz
operators with symbols in L∞(Bn)H . It turns out that for such an H , the isotypic
decomposition no longer has irreducible terms (higher multiplicity decomposition).
In particular, Schur’s Lemma is not enough by itself to conclude the commutativity
of suitable Toeplitz operators. Similarly, some tools beyond Schur’s Lemma are
needed to obtain non-trivial properties of individual Toeplitz operators.

1.2. Quasi-homogeneous symbols and Toeplitz operators. There are some
interesting sets of symbols that somehow lie in between the radial and the separately
radial ones: the quasi-radial symbols. These are given as symbols invariant under
the action of the subgroup U(k1)×· · ·×U(km) block diagonally embedded in U(n),
where k = (k1, . . . , km) is a partition of n. We denote such subgroup by U(k) (see
Sections 4 and 5). This subgroup yields commutative C∗-algebras as well (see [24]).

A natural step to consider is to broaden the class of algebras generated by
Toeplitz operators with special symbols. This was the approach used in [24], [5],
[25], [26] and [21] where increasingly larger families of symbols were considered.
We also refer to [6], [9] and [18], where similar notions have been used. All these
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works study the so-called quasi-homogeneous and pseudo-homogeneous symbols of
different sorts. See the observations before Remark 6.3 for detailed definitions. It
is easy to show that, in most cases, such symbols from previous works are invariant
under the group Tm, the center of the group U(k) described above. Such sym-
bols were used before to build commutative Banach algebras generated by Toeplitz
operators, which are not C∗-algebras in the generic case.

Nevertheless, in these previous works some questions were not answered and
some problems remained without being considered.

On one hand, even though symbols invariant under the group Tm have been
used before, only a small family of them has actually been studied. The Toeplitz
operators for the whole collection of Tm-invariant symbols, given by L∞(Bn)T

m

, is
far from understood. We observe that, as proved in Corollary 5.1, the C∗-algebras
generated by Toeplitz operators with symbols in L∞(Bn)T

m

are not commutative
when m < n, on every weighted Bergman space. So one might expect to be a
very difficult problem to describe the properties of general Toeplitz operators with
symbols in L∞(Bn)T

m

. For example, as noted in Subsection 1.1, Schur’s Lemma is
not enough to study the algebra or its individual operators.

On the other hand, the previous works have exhibited, as explained above, some
interesting commutative Banach non-C∗ algebras generated by Toeplitz operators.
Note that, for every subgroup H of U(n), the set of symbols L∞(Bn)H yields
Toeplitz operators that generate Banach algebras which are necessarily C∗. Hence,
it might appear at first that for the known examples of commutative Banach non-
C∗ algebras there is no group H that could characterize them through invariance.
This argument could be further supported by the fact that the Tm-invariant symbols
considered so far (quasi-homogeneous and pseudo-homogeneous symbols from the
previous references) cannot be defined in terms of an H-invariance property for any
group H .

1.3. Quasi-homogeneous symbols, groups and representation theory: main

results. The goal of this work is to provide some solutions to the unresolved mat-
ters described above. To achieve this, we study Toeplitz operators with arbitrary
T
m-invariant symbols. We introduce, as well, a quite general notion of quasi-

homogeneous symbols defined using groups, that basically includes those considered
before, and study the corresponding Toeplitz operators.

Our main tool is representation theory of compact groups. We use the well known
fact that the unitary group U(n) has a natural representation πλ on the weighted
Bergman space A2

λ(B
n) (see Section 3). In particular, we use throughout this work

that, for every closed subgroup H of U(n), the Toeplitz operators with symbols
in L∞(Bn)H are intertwining for the representation πλ|H obtained by restricting
πλ from U(n) to H (see Corollary 3.2). Intertwining operators preserve the terms
of the corresponding isotypic decompositions. This is an important representation
theoretic tool we will use as well throughout our work.

We consider the C∗-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators with symbols in
L∞(Bn)T

m

. The non-commutativity of these C∗-algebras is obtained by exhibiting
some finite dimensional irreducible representations in Corollary 5.1. We compute
the isotypic decomposition of the Bergman spaces A2

λ(B
n) for the representation

πλ|Tm (see Proposition 4.7). Then, we use the intertwining property of Toeplitz
operators with T

m-invariant symbols to prove they are block diagonal for such
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isotypic decomposition (see Proposition 4.10). This block diagonal structure is
explained in (5.3) and (5.4).

By an averaging process that has been used before in similar setups (see for
example [10] and [27]), we assign to every symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn)T

m

a corresponding

quasi-radial symbol â. It turns out that the Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
â

and T
(λ)
a both

preserve the isotypic decomposition of πλ|Tm . As explained through equations (5.2)

and (5.4), T
(λ)
â acts diagonally and T

(λ)
a acts block diagonally on such decomposi-

tion. This leads us to Theorem 5.3, where we prove that the traces of the operators

T
(λ)
â

and T
(λ)
a are the same on the blocks for the isotypic decomposition of πλ|Tm .

This allows us to obtain in Theorem 5.4 a formula for the traces of the blocks of
a Toeplitz operator T

(λ)
a with an arbitrary symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn)T

m

. Such formula
is presented as an integral involving the symbol a. Furthermore, we describe in
Theorem 5.7 the asymptotic behavior and the closure of the space of sequences of

traces of blocks for the Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
a for a ∈ L∞(Bn)T (casem = 1). This

last result applies a corresponding result from [4] for radial symbols. This shows
the usefulness of averaging constructions to obtain information for Tm-invariant
symbols from results for quasi-radial symbols. This sort of argument is of a Lie
theoretic nature through the use of the Haar measure of the group U(k).

Next, we consider the subgroup U(k, j,T) of U(k) obtained by replacing the j-th
factor U(kj) with its center T. See Section 6 for further details. We introduce in
this section the symbols that are U(k, j,T)-invariant, which we call (k, j)-quasi-
radial quasi-homogeneous (see Definition 6.1). They are easy to characterize (see
Lemma 6.2) and turn out to generalize most of the previous notions of quasi-
homogeneous and pseudo-homogeneous symbols from the references mentioned
above (see Remark 6.3 and the preceding observations). Since U(k, j,T) ⊃ Tm,
the Toeplitz operators with (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbols inter-
twine the isotypic decomposition of πλ|Tm . Furthermore, we prove that, up to
isomorphism, such Toeplitz operators admit a tensor product representation where
all the factors are the identity map except for a single factor (see Proposition 6.4).
The proof uses Schur’s Lemma, but goes beyond it by making use of Proposition 4.4
which is based on the characterization of the tensor product of irreducible repre-
sentations. As a consequence we obtain in Theorem 6.6 the mutual commutativity
of Toeplitz operators with (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbols when the
value of j varies.

Theorem 6.6 turns out to be a quite strong generalization of similar results
obtained in other works mentioned above. In these previous works, the results
are obtained through particular computations for each specific type of symbols
considered. In our case, the commutativity is a consequence of the invariance
under suitable groups U(k, j,T), and holds for any symbol once such invariance is
assumed.

As an application, Corollary 6.7 proves the existence of commutative Banach
non-C∗ algebras generated by Toeplitz operators using our (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-
homogeneous symbols. These algebras include all those obtained in the previous
literature using quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbols, but ours are quite more
general because we consider more general symbols.

Besides the fact that we obtain a broader family of commutative Banach algebras,
there are a couple of other advantages in our approach. In the first place, our
proof is uniform and does not depend on a particular type of symbol as it does
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in the previous literature. Second, our proofs and constructions show that the
commutative Banach non-C∗ algebras considered in Section 6, as well as those
from the references mentioned above, can indeed be characterized using groups
through an invariance condition for suitable symbols.

Another advantage of our representation theoretic approach is how relatively
easy it is to obtain the desired results through the use of isotypic decompositions.
However, in the past this has also been tied to the difficulty to obtain explicit for-
mulas that describe the Toeplitz operators with special symbols. Nevertheless, we
are able to obtain in Section 7 a very detailed description of the block structure
of the Toeplitz operators with our (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbols.
More precisely, Proposition 7.1 proves that the blocks of such Toeplitz operators
have a finer block structure given by a matrix that repeats along the diagonal
(see Remark 7.2). Furthermore, we obtain in Theorems 7.3 and 7.6, and Corol-
laries 7.4 and 7.7, explicit formulas for the Toeplitz operators through their action
on the monomial basis. These formulas are given as integrals involving the corre-
sponding symbols. This allows us to obtain in Remark 7.8 an explicit description,
up to unitary equivalence, of all Toeplitz operators with (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-
homogeneous symbols in terms of integral formulas involving such symbols.

From the representation theoretic viewpoint, the proofs of the main results de-
scribed above ultimately depend on Haar measure on compact groups, Schur’s
Lemma, the characterization of tensor products of irreducible representations, the
computation of isotypic decompositions and the general properties of intertwin-
ing operators. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time this variety of
techniques is used to obtain such kind of results dealing with Toeplitz operators.

As for the distribution of this work, Sections 2 and 3 introduce the preliminary
material from analysis and representation theory, respectively. We compute in
Section 4 the isotypic decompositions used in the rest of the work. Sections 5, 6
and 7 contain the main results and their proofs as described above.

Finally, the author wishes to thank the anonymous reviewer whose comments
helped him to greatly improve the presentation of this work.

2. Bergman spaces and Toeplitz operators

On the unit ball Bn of Cn consider the Lebesgue measure dv(z). For every
λ > −1 we denote the weighted measure

dvλ(z) = cλ(1− |z|2)λ dv(z)
where cλ is a normalizing constant. More precisely, we have

cλ =
Γ(n+ λ+ 1)

πnΓ(λ+ 1)
.

These allow us to define for every λ > −1 the weighted Bergman space A2
λ(B

n)
which consist of the holomorphic functions on Bn that belong to L2(Bn, vλ). This
is a well known closed subspace whose orthogonal projection, called the Bergman
projection, is given by

Bλ : L2(Bn, vλ) → A2
λ(B

n)

Bλ(f)(z) =

∫

Bn

f(w) dvλ(w)

(1− z · w)n+λ+1
.
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In particular, the space A2
λ(B

n) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space whose kernel

is Kλ(z, w) = (1− z · w)−(n+λ+1).

For every a ∈ L∞(Bn) the Toeplitz operator T
(λ)
a with symbol a acting on the

weighted Bergman space A2
λ(B

n) is given by the following expression

T (λ)
a (f)(z) = Bλ(af)(z) =

∫

Bn

a(w)f(w) dvλ(w)

(1 − z · w)n+λ+1
.

3. The representations of U(n) on Bergman spaces over Bn

As usual, we will denote by U(n) the group of unitary matrices acting on Cn.
The canonical maximal torus of U(n) is the subgroup Tn of diagonal matrices,
whose elements will be simply written as t = (t1, . . . , tn) where tj ∈ T for every
j = 1, . . . , n. In particular, for every t ∈ Tn and z ∈ Bn, the Tn-action is given by

t · z = (t1z1, . . . , tnzn).

There is a natural and very general representation of U(n) on functions f defined
on Bn given by the expression

A · f = f ◦A−1,

for every A ∈ U(n).
In the first place, this yields a unitary representation πλ : U(n) → U(A2

λ(B
n))

on the weighted Bergman space A2
λ(B

n) given by

πλ(A)(f) = f ◦A−1.

That the map πλ(A) is unitary, for every A ∈ U(n), follows from the fact that the
U(n)-action on Bn preserves the measure vλ. Furthermore, this representation is
continuous in the strong operator topology. Equivalently, the corresponding action
map U(n)×A2

λ(B
n) → A2

λ(B
n) is continuous.

Similarly, we have an action of the group U(n) on the space of symbols L∞(Bn)
by using the same expression

A · a = a ◦A−1.

This action is isometric since ‖A·a‖∞ = ‖a‖∞ for every A ∈ U(n) and a ∈ L∞(Bn).
On the other hand, the unitary representation πλ on A2

λ(B
n) induces an action

of U(n) on the algebra B(A2
λ(B

n)) of bounded operators on A2
λ(B

n) given by

T 7→ πλ(A)Tπλ(A)
−1,

for every T ∈ B(A2
λ(B

n)) and A ∈ U(n).
In the case of Toeplitz operators the following easy to prove result yields a

relationship between two of these actions.

Lemma 3.1. For every symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn) and on every weighted Bergman space
A2

λ(B
n) we have

πλ(A)T
(λ)
a πλ(A)

−1 = T
(λ)
A·a,

for every A ∈ U(n). In other words the map L∞(Bn) → B(A2
λ(B

n)) given by

a 7→ T
(λ)
a is U(n)-equivariant.
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Proof. For every f, g ∈ A2
λ(B

n) we have

〈πλ(A)T (λ)
a πλ(A)

−1f, g〉λ = 〈T (λ)
a πλ(A)

−1f, πλ(A)
−1g〉λ

= 〈aπλ(A)−1f, πλ(A)
−1g〉λ

= 〈πλ(A)−1((A · a)f), πλ(A)−1g〉λ
= 〈(A · a)f, g〉λ = 〈T (λ)

A·af, g〉λ
�

We recall that for a subgroup H of U(n) a symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn) is called H-
invariant if we have a = a ◦ A for every A ∈ H . We will denote by L∞(Bn)H the
space of all essentially bounded H-invariant symbols on Bn.

The corresponding notion for operators is given by the so-called intertwining
operators. More precisely, for a subgroup H of U(n) we say that an operator
T ∈ B(A2

λ(B
n)) intertwines the restriction πλ|H if the condition

Tπλ(A) = πλ(A)T

holds for every A ∈ H . We also say that T is H-equivariant. We will denote by
EndH(A2

λ(B
n)) the algebra of all such intertwining, or H-equivariant, operators.

Since the representation πλ is unitary it follows easily that EndH(A2
λ(B

n)) is a
C∗-algebra. Furthermore, it is well known that EndH(A2

λ(B
n)) is a von Neumann

algebra.
As an immediate consequence of Lemma 3.1 we obtain the next result. It also

uses the well known fact that the assignment a 7→ T
(λ)
a is injective. From now on,

for every subgroup H of U(n), we will denote by T (λ)(L∞(Bn)H) the C∗-algebra
generated by the Toeplitz operators with symbols in L∞(Bn)H .

Corollary 3.2. For a closed subgroup H of U(n) and for every symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn)
the following conditions are equivalent for every λ > −1.

(1) The symbol a is H-invariant, i.e. a belongs to L∞(Bn)H .

(2) The Toeplitz operator T
(λ)
a intertwines the restriction πλ|H , i.e. T

(λ)
a belongs

to EndH(A2
λ(B

n)).

In particular, we have T (λ)(L∞(Bn)H) ⊂ EndH(A2
λ(B

n)).

A remarkable fact is that Toeplitz operators constitute a large subset in the set
of all operators. This holds even when H-equivariance is being considered. That is
the content of the next result which is a consequence of Proposition 6.2 from [10].

Proposition 3.3. For every closed subgroup H of U(n) and for every λ > −1, the
C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)H) is dense in EndH(A2

λ(B
n)) with respect to the strong

operator topology.

As in the previous results, consider a closed subgroup H of U(n). Let us denote
by µ a Haar measure for the group H . Since H is compact, µ is bi-invariant and
finite. Hence, we will assume for simplicity that µ is a probability measure. For

every λ > −1 and for every T ∈ B(A2
λ(B

n)) we consider the operator T̂ defined by

(3.1) 〈T̂ f, g〉λ =

∫

H

〈πλ(A)Tπλ(A)−1f, g〉λ dµ(A),

for every f, g ∈ A2
λ(B

n). The next result is an easy consequence of the definition
provided by (3.1).
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Lemma 3.4. Let H be a closed subgroup of U(n). Then, for every λ > −1,

the assignment T 7→ T̂ given by (3.1) is a linear map that satisfies the following
properties.

(1) For every T ∈ B(A2
λ(B

n)), the operator T̂ belongs to EndH(A2
λ(B

n)). In

other words, T̂ is a bounded intertwining operator for the restriction πλ|H .

Furthermore, we have ‖T̂‖ ≤ ‖T ‖.
(2) If T ∈ EndH(A2

λ(B
n)), then T̂ = T .

Following a similar construction, for every a ∈ L∞(Bn) we denote

(3.2) â(z) =

∫

H

a ◦A−1(z) dµ(A),

for every z ∈ Bn. Then, it is immediately seen that â ∈ L∞(Bn)H . Finally, we
have the next easy to prove fact (see for example [10]).

Lemma 3.5. With the previous notation and for a closed subgroup H of U(n) we
have

T̂
(λ)
a = T

(λ)
â ,

for every λ > −1 and for every a ∈ L∞(Bn).

Remark 3.6. Note that the definitions provided by (3.1) and (3.2) depend on the
subgroup H under consideration. Even though such subgroup is not indicated in

the expressions T̂ and â, it will be either specified in advance or easy to determine
from the context in the rest of this work.

4. Isotypic decompositions

Let H be a closed subgroup of U(n) and V an irreducible H-module. The
isotypic component associated to V for the restriction πλ|H is the sum of all the H-
submodules ofA2

λ(B
n) that are isomorphic to theH-module V . It is well known (see

[7]) that the compactness of H implies that A2
λ(B

n) is the Hilbert direct sum of the
isotypic components of πλ|H . Such direct sum is called the isotypic decomposition
of the restriction πλ|H . We say that the isotypic decomposition, as well as the
representation πλ|H or the H-action, is multiplicity-free if each isotypic component
is in fact irreducible.

We now describe the isotypic decompositions for the representation πλ of U(n)
and its restriction to some of its subgroups. These decompositions will be given in
terms of the space of complex holomorphic polynomials on Cn, which we will denote
by P(Cn), and the subspaces of homogeneous polynomials of degree κ, that we will
be denote by Pκ(C

n) for every κ ∈ N. The elements of P(Cn) can be restricted
to Bn and thus can be considered to be elements of the Bergman spaces. In other
words, we have P(Cn) ⊂ A2

λ(B
n), for every λ > −1. We will use this fact without

further mention in the rest of this work.
We first consider the subgroup Tn.

Proposition 4.1. For every λ > −1, the isotypic decomposition of the restriction
πλ|Tn is given by

A2
λ(B

n) =
⊕

α∈Nn

Czα.

In particular, the isotypic decomposition is multiplicity-free.
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Proof. The Hilbert direct sum follows from the well known fact that the monomials
zα, for α ∈ Nn, are an orthogonal basis of the weighted Bergman space A2

λ(B
n).

On the other hand, for any given α ∈ Nn we have

t · zα = t−αzα

for every t ∈ Tn. Hence, the 1-dimensional space Czα is an irreducible Tn-module
with character t 7→ t−α. In particular, these spaces are inequivalent to each other
as Tn-modules. �

We now state the corresponding result for the group U(n).

Proposition 4.2. For every λ > −1, the isotypic decomposition of the unitary
representation πλ of U(n) is given by

A2
λ(B

n) =
⊕

κ∈N

Pκ(C
n).

Furthermore, the isotypic decomposition of the U(n)-action is multiplicity-free.

Proof. The Hilbert direct sum follows from Proposition 4.1. On the other hand, it
is well known that Pκ(C

n) is an irreducible U(n)-module (see [12] and [17]). For
n ≥ 2, the spaces Pκ(C

n) all have different dimensions and so are inequivalent as
U(n)-modules. The case n = 1 is already covered by Proposition 4.1 since U(1) = T

acting on B
1. �

Some other subgroups of U(n) will be of interest to us. Particularly, those
associated with partitions of n.

Let k = (k1, . . . , km) ∈ Zm
+ be a partition of n. In other words, k1+ · · ·+km = n,

and each kj is a positive integer. Such a partition induces a decomposition

C
n = C

k1 × · · · × C
km .

This yields a corresponding coordinate decomposition such that for z ∈ Cn we have

z = (z(1), . . . , z(m))

where z(j) ∈ Ckj , for every j = 1, . . . ,m. For simplicity, we can always assume that
k1 ≤ k2 ≤ · · · ≤ km. In particular, we can associate to the partition k the smallest
non-negative integer h such that kj = 1 if and only if j ≤ h.

In the rest of this work we consider a fixed partition k ∈ Z
m
+ of n together with

its associated integer h defined above. Also, for every β ∈ Zℓ
+ we use the standard

notation |β| = β1 + · · ·+ βℓ.
For our fixed partition k we will consider the following product of unitary groups

U(k) = U(k1)× · · · ×U(km)

= T
h ×U(kh+1)× · · · ×U(km).

Observe that the group U(k) can be canonically realized as a block diagonal sub-
group of U(n). We will use this realization in the rest of this work.

On the other hand, for every κ ∈ Nm we will denote by Pκ(C
n) the linear span of

the monomials zα such that |α(j)| = κj for all j = 1, . . . ,m. We have the following
easy to prove alternative description of Pκ(C

n).
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Lemma 4.3. Let k ∈ Zm
+ be a partition of n and let κ ∈ Nm be given. Then, a

polynomial p(z) belongs to Pκ(C
n) if and only if for every j = 1, . . . ,m, and every

fixed (z(1), . . . , z(j−1), z(j+1), . . . , z(m)) the polynomial in w ∈ Ckj given by

w 7→ p(z(1), . . . , z(j−1), w, z(j+1), . . . , z(m))

is homogeneous of degree κj. In particular, Pκ(C
n) is an invariant subspace for

the restriction πλ|U(k).

The next realization of the space Pκ(C
n) as an irreducible U(k)-module will be

very useful. This result depends on the characterization of irreducible representa-
tions of a product of groups as an outer tensor product of irreducible representa-
tions. We refer to [7] for further details and definitions.

Proposition 4.4. Let k ∈ Zm
+ be a partition of n. Then, for every κ ∈ Nm the

linear transformation

Uκ :
m⊗

j=1

Pκj
(Ckj ) → Pκ(C

n)

p1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ pm 7→ q(z) = p1(z(1)) . . . pm(z(m))

is an isomorphism of U(k)-modules, where the domain carries the outer tensor
product structure over U(k) = U(k1) × · · · × U(km). In particular, Pκ(C

n) is an
irreducible U(k)-module.

Proof. That Uκ is well defined is a consequence of the usual properties of the tensor
product. On the other hand, Uκ maps

z
α(1)

(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ z
α(m)

(m) 7→ zα,

where α ∈ Nn satisfies |α(j)| = κj for all j = 1, . . . ,m. In other words, it maps a
basis onto a basis, and so Uκ is an isomorphism. Furthermore, it is clear that the
map Uκ is U(k)-equivariant.

Since the U(k)-module
⊗m

j=1 Pκj
(Ckj ) is an outer tensor product of irreducible

modules it follows that it is itself irreducible (see [7]). Hence, Pκ(C
n) is an irre-

ducible U(k)-module as well. �

In the rest of this work, and for every κ ∈ Nm as above, we will freely use the
identification of Pκ(C

n) with the tensor product given by Proposition 4.4.
We now describe the isotypic decomposition for the group U(k).

Proposition 4.5. For every λ > −1, the isotypic decomposition of the restriction
πλ|U(k) is given by

A2
λ(B

n) =
⊕

κ∈Nm

Pκ(C
n).

Furthermore, this isotypic decomposition is multiplicity-free.

Proof. From the definitions we have for every ℓ ∈ N

Pℓ(C
n) =

⊕

κ∈Nm,|κ|=ℓ

Pκ(C
n)

and so the Hilbert direct sum from the statement follows from Proposition 4.2 and
the orthogonality of the monomial basis. Also, Proposition 4.4 shows that such
Hilbert direct sum is a sum of irreducible U(k)-modules.
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Furthermore, by the properties of the outer tensor product of actions (see [7])
and Proposition 4.4, we have Pκ(C

n) ≃ Pκ′(Cn) as modules over U(k) if and only
if κ = κ

′, and so the result follows. �

Remark 4.6. The Hilbert direct sum decomposition from Proposition 4.5 was
used in [26] (see equation (3.1) therein). However, in [26] it is not considered the
fact that this is a multiplicity-free isotypic decomposition for a suitable subgroup
in U(n), as we have proved in Proposition 4.5 for the subgroup U(k).

For our given partition k ∈ Z
m
+ and for every j = 1, . . . ,m, we will denote by

I(j) the identity operator in Ckj , and we will use this notation in the rest of this
work. We consider the subgroup of U(k) defined by

T
m = {(t1I(1), . . . , tmI(m)) | t1, . . . , tm ∈ T}.

In other words, Tm is precisely the center of U(k). Furthermore, with respect to
the natural inclusion U(k) ⊂ U(n) we observe that Tm ⊂ U(k) ∩ Tn, where Tn is
considered as the subgroup of diagonal matrices of U(n). In particular, Tm ⊂ Tn

by these identifications.
From now on, together with our fixed choice of the partition k, we also consider

fixed the subgroups U(k) and T
m obtained through the use of k with the previous

constructions.
We now obtain the isotypic decomposition corresponding to Tm.

Proposition 4.7. For every λ > −1, the isotypic decomposition of the restriction
πλ|Tm is given by

A2
λ(B

n) =
⊕

κ∈Nm

Pκ(C
n).

Proof. The Hilbert direct sum was already obtained in Proposition 4.5.
On the other hand, for a given κ ∈ Nm, if p ∈ Pκ(C

n), then we have

t · p(z) = t−κ1
1 . . . t−κm

m p(z)

for every t ∈ Tm. This follows easily from Lemma 4.3. Hence, Pκ(C
n) is the

space of polynomials that transform under the Tm-action according to the character
defined by −κ. We conclude that Pκ(C

n) is the isotypic component associated to
the character defined by −κ and so the result follows. �

Remark 4.8. We observe that the isotypic decomposition from Proposition 4.7 is
multiplicity-free if and only if dimPκ(C

n) = 1 for every κ ∈ Nm, because Tm is
an Abelian group. And this holds if and only if m = n, which occurs when the
partition k of n is precisely (1, . . . , 1) ∈ Zn

+. It is only in this case that we obtain
a multiplicity-free isotypic decomposition for the restriction πλ|Tm .

We recall that Schur’s Lemma implies that any intertwining operator preserves
the isotypic components and that, in the multiplicity-free case, it acts on them by
a constant multiple of the identity. Hence, as a consequence of Proposition 4.5 we
obtain the next result.

Proposition 4.9. Let λ > −1 and k ∈ Z
m
+ be given. Then, the map defined by

ℓ∞(Nm) → EndU(k)(A2
λ(B

n))

(cκ)κ∈Nm 7→
⊕

κ∈Nm

cκIκ
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is an isomorphism of C∗-algebras, where Iκ is the identity map over Pκ(C
n).

As noted in Proposition 4.7, the isotypic decomposition for the restriction πλ|Tm

is, in general, not multiplicity-free. In this case we obtain the following result.

Proposition 4.10. Let λ > −1 and k ∈ Zm
+ be given. Let us consider the corre-

sponding subgroup Tm of U(n). Then, every T ∈ EndTm(A2
λ(B

n)) satisfies

T (Pκ(C
n)) ⊂ Pκ(C

n)

for every κ ∈ Nm. Furthermore, the map defined by

EndTm(A2
λ(B

n)) →
⊕

κ∈Nm

End(Pκ(C
n))

T 7→
⊕

κ∈Nm

T |Pκ(Cn)

is an isomorphism of C∗-algebras.

Proof. If T ∈ EndTm(A2
λ(B

n)), then Schur’s Lemma and Proposition 4.7 imply that

T (Pκ(C
n)) ⊂ Pκ(C

n)

for every κ ∈ Nm. In particular, we have

T =
⊕

κ∈Nm

T |Pκ(Cn).

Hence, the map in the statement is an injective and well-defined homomorphism of
C∗-algebras.

On the other hand, by definition of the direct sum of C∗-algebras, if we choose

(Tκ)κ∈Nm ∈
⊕

κ∈Nm

End(Pκ(C
n)),

then the operator defined by

T =
⊕

κ∈Nm

Tκ

is a bounded operator of A2
λ(B

n). Furthermore, as noted in the proof of Propo-
sition 4.7, the Tm-action on Pκ(C

n) is given by multiplication by a character. In
particular, the operator T intertwines the Tm-action and so it belongs to the alge-
bra EndTm(A2

λ(B
n)). Since we have T |Pκ(Cn) = Tκ, for every κ ∈ Nm, this proves

the surjectivity of the homomorphism of C∗-algebras. �

The following is an immediate consequence of Propositions 4.9 and 4.10. Note
that the conclusion occurs in a situation where the group Tm is precisely the center
of U(k). In symbols, we have Tm = Z(U(k)).

Corollary 4.11. The center of the C∗-algebra EndTm(A2
λ(B

n)) is the C∗-algebra
EndU(k)(A2

λ(B
n)). In other words, we have

EndU(k)(A2
λ(B

n)) = Z(EndTm(A2
λ(B

n))).
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5. The C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T
m

) and quasi-radial symbols

As in the previous section, we will consider a fixed partition k ∈ Z
m
+ of n. This

partition k also fixes the groups U(k) and Tm defined as before.
We recall (see [24]) that a symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn) is called k-quasi-radial if there is

a measurable essentially bounded function f such that a(z) = f(|z(1)|, . . . , |z(m)|)
for almost every z ∈ Bn. In particular, it is clear that the space of k-quasi-radial
essentially bounded symbols is precisely L∞(Bn)U(k). It was proved in [24] that the
C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)U(k)), generated by Toeplitz operators with k-quasi-radial
symbols, is commutative. In this section, we will establish in this section some
relations between the C∗-algebras T (λ)(L∞(Bn)U(k)) and T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

).
From Corollary 3.2 it follows that T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

) ⊂ EndTm(A2
λ(B

n)), and so
we can apply the map from Proposition 4.10 followed by a projection to obtain the
homomorphism of C∗-algebras given by

πκ : T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T
m

) → End(Pκ(C
n))

T 7→ T |Pκ(Cn)

for every κ ∈ Nm.

Corollary 5.1. For every lambda > −1, the homomorphism

πκ : T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T
m

) → End(Pκ(C
n))

of C∗-algebras defines an irreducible representation of T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T
m

) for every
κ ∈ Nm. In particular, if m < n, i.e. k 6= (1, . . . , 1) ∈ Nn, then T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

)
is not commutative.

Proof. By Proposition 3.3, T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T
m

) is dense in EndTm(A2
λ(B

n)) with re-
spect to the strong operator topology. Using Proposition 4.10, we note that for every
κ ∈ N

m, the projection EndTm(A2
λ(B

n)) → End(Pκ(C
n)) given by T 7→ T |Pκ(Cn) is

surjective and also continuous when both the domain and the target are endowed
with the strong operator topology. It follows that, for every κ ∈ Nm, the algebra
πκ(T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

)) is dense in End(Pκ(C
n)), in the strong operator topology,

and so that πκ is surjective.
If k 6= (1, . . . , 1) ∈ Zn

+, then there is some j0 such that kj0 > 1. It follows that
for every κ ∈ Nm such that κj0 ≥ 1, the space Pκ(C

n) has dimension at least
2. Hence, for such κ, the C∗-algebra End(Pκ(C

n)) is not commutative and so
T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

) is not commutative either by the first part. �

Remark 5.2. An alternative proof to the second claim of Corollary 5.1 can be
obtained from Propositions 3.3 and 4.7. We refer to Theorem 6.4 from [10] for
further details.

We now proceed to obtain a relationship between the Toeplitz operators belong-
ing to the commutative C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)U(k)) and the (in general) non-
commutative C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

). We start by establishing some notation
for the elements on both C∗-algebras. In the rest of this work, and following the
notation of Proposition 4.9, the identity map on Pκ(C

n) will be denoted by Iκ.
As a consequence of Proposition 4.9 and Corollary 3.2, for every λ > −1 and for

every T ∈ T (λ)(L∞(Bn)U(k)) there is a sequence γλ,T ∈ ℓ∞(Nm) such that

(5.1) T =
⊕

κ∈Nm

γλ,T (κ)Iκ, (T ∈ T (λ)(L∞(Bn)U(k))),
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with respect to the isotypic decomposition from Proposition 4.5. In the special case

where T = T
(λ)
a , for a symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k), we will write γλ,a = γ

λ,T
(λ)
a

so that

we have

(5.2) T (λ)
a =

⊕

κ∈Nm

γλ,a(κ)Iκ, (a ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k)).

Similarly, by Proposition 4.10 and Corollary 3.2, for every λ > −1 and for every
T ∈ T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

) we have the decomposition

(5.3) T =
⊕

κ∈Nm

T |Pκ(Cn), (T ∈ T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T
m

)),

where T |Pκ(Cn) can assume any value in End(Pκ(C
n)) (see Corollary 5.1). Corre-

spondingly, for a symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn)T
m

we now have

(5.4) T (λ)
a =

⊕

κ∈Nm

T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn), (a ∈ L∞(Bn)T

m

).

Note that equations (5.1) and (5.2) yield diagonal decompositions, corresponding
to the commutativity of T (λ)(L∞(Bn)U(k)), while equations (5.3) and (5.4) yield
block diagonal decompositions, for the (in general) non-commutative C∗-algebra
T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

). Hence, the next result provides us a way to relate the behavior
of the block diagonal case, for the Toeplitz operators with Tm-invariant symbols, in
terms of the diagonal case, of the Toeplitz operators with k-quasi-radial symbols.

Theorem 5.3. Let k ∈ Z
m
+ be a fixed partition of n, and let Tm and U(k) be the

corresponding subgroups of U(n) defined as before. Let a ∈ L∞(Bn)T
m

be given and
consider the symbol â ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k) defined by (3.2) for H = U(k). Then, for
every λ > −1 we have

tr(T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn)) = tr(T

(λ)
â |Pκ(Cn)),

for every κ ∈ Nm. In particular, in the notation of the decompositions provided by
(5.2) and (5.4) we have

γλ,â(κ) =
tr(T

(λ)
a |Pκ(Cn))

dimPκ(Cn)
,

for every κ ∈ Nm.

Proof. From the decompositions given by (5.2) and (5.4), the Toeplitz operators

T
(λ)
a and T

(λ)
â

preserve the finite dimensional subspace Pκ(C
n), for every κ ∈ Nm.

Let us fix κ ∈ N
m to prove the required identities.
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Choose (fj)j any orthonormal basis for Pκ(C
n). Then, using Lemma 3.5 as well

as (3.1) we have

tr(T
(λ)
â |Pκ(Cn)) = tr(T̂

(λ)
a |Pκ(Cn)) =

dimPκ(Cn)∑

j=1

〈T̂ (λ)
a fj , fj〉λ

=

∫

U(k)

dimPκ(Cn)∑

j=1

〈πλ(A)T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn)πλ(A)

−1fj , fj〉λ dµ(A)

=

∫

U(k)

tr(πλ(A)|Pκ(Cn)T
(λ)
a |Pκ(Cn)πλ(A)

−1|Pκ(Cn)) dµ(A)

= tr(T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn)),

where we have used that µ is a probability measure. This proves the first identity.
The second identity is an immediate consequence of the decompositions given by
(5.2) and (5.4). �

We can use the previous result to obtain a sort of spectral integral formula for
the traces of the blocks of Toeplitz operators with Tm-invariant symbols. This is
the content of the next result. We will use from now the notation

τ(Bl) = {r ∈ R
l
+ | |r| < 1}

for every l ∈ Z+.

Theorem 5.4. Let k ∈ Zm
+ be a fixed partition of n, and let Tm and U(k) be the

corresponding subgroups of U(n) defined as before. For every j = 1, . . . ,m, choose
uj ∈ Ckj unitary vectors. If a ∈ L∞(Bn)T

m

, then for every λ > −1 we have

tr(T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn)) =

2mΓ(n+ λ+ |κ|+ 1)

Γ(λ+ 1)
∏m

j=1 κj !(kj − 1)!
×

×
∫

U(k)×τ(Bm)

a(r1A
−1
1 u1, . . . , rmA

−1
m um)(1− |r|2)λ

× dµ(A)

m∏

j=1

r
2kj+2κj−1
j drj .

for every κ ∈ Nm, where µ denotes the probability Haar measure of U(k).

Proof. For a given symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn)T
m

, and using the notation of Theorem 5.3,
let â ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k) be the corresponding k-quasi-radial symbol. Then, there exist
an essentially bounded measurable function f such that

â(z) = f(|z(1)|, . . . , |z(m)|)

for z ∈ B
n. In particular, for every r ∈ τ(Bm) we have

f(r1, . . . , rm) = â(r1u1, . . . , rmum)

=

∫

U(k)

a(r1A
−1
1 u1, . . . , rmA

−1
m um) dµ(A).
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For the k-quasi-radial symbol â, Lemma 3.1 from [24] shows that

γλ,â(κ) =
2mΓ(n+ λ+ |κ|+ 1)

Γ(λ+ 1)
∏m

j=1(kj + κj − 1)!
×

×
∫

τ(Bm)

f(r1, . . . , rm)(1− |r|2)λ
m∏

j=1

r
2kj+2κj−1
j drj ,

for every κ ∈ Nm. We also have the following well known formula

dimPκ(C
n) =

m∏

j=1

dimPκj
(Cn) =

m∏

j=1

(kj + κj − 1)!

κj !(kj − 1)!
.

On the other hand, from Theorem 5.3 we have

tr(T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn)) = dimPκ(C

n)γλ,â(κ)

for every κ ∈ N
m. Hence, the result is obtained by replacing into the last formula

the expressions for f(r1, . . . , rm), γλ,â(κ) and dimPκ(C
n) obtained above. �

Remark 5.5. We observe that the integral expression from Theorem 5.4 does
not depend on the choice of the unitary vectors uj ∈ Ckj . This can be seen as a
consequence of the bi-invariance of the Haar measure µ of U(k) and the fact that the
group U(kj) acts transitively on the unitary vectors of Ckj , for every j = 1, . . . ,m.

As found in previous works (see, for example, [6], [4] and [14]) it is useful to con-
sider the subspaces of sequences in ℓ∞ spaces associated to diagonalizable Toeplitz
operators. For this reason, we state the following immediate consequence of Theo-
rem 5.3. Note that, even though the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

) is in general not
commutative, the next result provides some information on the asymptotic behavior
of the Toeplitz operators that belong to this C∗-algebra.

Corollary 5.6. With the notation from Theorem 5.3 and of the decompositions
provided by (5.2) and (5.4), for every λ > −1, the following spaces of sequences are
the same.

(1) The space {γλ,a | a ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k)}.
(2) The space of sequences of the form


 tr(T

(λ)
a |Pκ(Cn))

dimPκ(Cn)




κ∈Nm

,

where a ∈ L∞(Bn)T
m

.

The case of radial Toeplitz operators (k = (n) and U(k) = U(n)) is particularly
interesting. This is because the results from [4] (see also [14]) provide very detailed
information on the space of sequences obtained. Using [4] and Theorem 5.3 we
obtain the next result for Toeplitz operators with T-invariant symbols (m = 1).
We recall that the space of bounded slowly oscillating sequences is defined by

SO(N) = {x ∈ ℓ∞(N) | lim
r+1
s+1→1

|xr − xs| = 0}.

We refer to [4], [14] and [23] for further details and properties of this space.
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Theorem 5.7. Let T denote the center of the unitary group U(n). Let us consider,
for every λ > −1, the space of sequences

ST (λ)(T, n) =

{(
κ!(n− 1)!

(n+ κ− 1)!
tr(T (λ)

a |Pκ(Cn))

)

κ∈N

∣∣∣∣ a ∈ L∞(Bn)T

}
.

Then, the C∗-algebra generated by the set ST (λ)(T, n) and the norm closure of

ST (λ)(T, n) in ℓ∞(N) are both equal to SO(N).

Proof. We observe that ST (λ)(T, n) is precisely the space of sequences described
in Corollary 5.6(2) for the case m = 1 and k = (n). It follows from this corollary

that ST (λ)(T, n) coincides with the space of sequences γλ,a where a ∈ L∞(Bn) runs
through all radial symbols. Hence, the result is a consequence of Theorem 5.4 and
Corollary 5.5 from [4]. �

Remark 5.8. The elements of ST (λ)(T, n) can be seen as sequences of normalized
traces of the blocks from the decomposition (5.4), when m = 1, for Toeplitz oper-

ators T
(λ)
a with essentially bounded T-invariant symbols a. The normalization is

given by the dimensions

dimPκ(C
n) =

(n+ κ− 1)!

κ!(n− 1)!

of the subspaces with respect to which the decomposition (5.4) is obtained. Note
that for n > 1, the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T) is non-commutative (see Corol-
lary 5.1) and it is expected to be very complicated to describe. Nevertheless, The-
orem 5.7 provides asymptotic information for the Toeplitz operators that belong to
T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T).

6. Quasi-homogeneous symbols and commutative Banach algebras

As before, we fix a partition k ∈ Zm
+ and the corresponding subgroups U(k) and

Tm of U(n). We now further consider for every j = 1, . . . ,m the subgroup defined
by

U(k, j,T) = U(k1)× · · · × U(kj−1)× TI(j) ×U(kj+1)× · · · ×U(km),

where, as denoted before, I(j) is the identity map on Ckj . In particular, we have

T
m ⊂ U(k, j,T) ⊂ U(k)

for every j = 1, . . . ,m. Hence, it will be convenient to assume, from now on, that
m ≥ 2 to avoid trivial cases. We also note that these inclusions yield the obvious
implications for the invariance of symbols.

As proved in Corollary 5.1, for m < n, the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T
m

) is non-
commutative. However, we will use the subgroups U(k, j,T) to build commutative
Banach subalgebras of T (λ)(L∞(Bn)T

m

) that enlarge the commutative C∗-algebra
T (λ)(L∞(Bn)U(k)). This will be achieved by considering special symbols obtained
from the group U(k, j,T). We now introduce such symbols.

Definition 6.1. With the previous notation a symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn) is called (k, j)-
quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous if it is U(k, j,T)-invariant. We will also say that a
is quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous for the group U(k, j,T).
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Note that the space of essentially bounded (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous
symbols is given by L∞(Bn)U(k,j,T).

For our given partition k, we have considered the decomposition

z = (z(1), . . . , z(m))

defined above for every z ∈ Cn. We will now recall further coordinate decomposi-
tions that will be useful for our purposes. More precisely, for a given z ∈ Cn we
write

rj = |z(j)|, z(j) = rjξ(j),

for every j = 1, . . . ,m, where ξ(j) ∈ Skj and Skj is the unit sphere in Ckj . We also
consider the decomposition given by writing

ξ(j) = t(j) · s(j),

for every j = 1, . . . ,m, where t(j) ∈ Tkj and s(j) ∈ S
kj−1
+ = Skj ∩ R

kj

+ . Note that

the expression t(j) · s(j) is the notation used for the Tkj -action on Ckj . Hence, we
have

z(j) = rjt(j) · s(j),
for every j = 1, . . . ,m. These yield corresponding expressions associated to every
z ∈ Cn given by

ξ = (ξ(1), . . . , ξ(m)) ∈ S
k1 × · · · × S

km ,

t = (t(1), . . . , t(m)) ∈ T
n,

s = (s(1), . . . , s(m)) ∈ Sk1−1
+ × · · · × Skm−1

+ .

In particular, we have

z = (r1ξ(1), . . . , rmξ(m)) = (r1t(1) · s(1), . . . , rmt(m) · s(m)),

for every z ∈ Cn.
It is straightforward to prove the next characterization of the symbols introduced

in Definition 6.1.

Lemma 6.2. With the previous notation, a symbol a ∈ L∞(Bn) is (k, j)-quasi-
radial quasi-homogeneous if and only if the following equivalent conditions hold.

(1) There is a function f ∈ L∞(τ(Bm)× Skj ) that satisfies

f(r, ηξ) = f(r, ξ)

for every r ∈ τ(Bm), ξ ∈ Skj and η ∈ T, such that

a(z) = f(|z(1)|, . . . , |z(m)|, ξ(j)),
for every z ∈ Bn.

(2) There is a function g ∈ L∞(τ(Bm)× S
kj−1
+ × Tkj ) that satisfies

g(r, s, ηt) = g(r, s, t)

for every r ∈ τ(Bm), s ∈ S
kj−1
+ , t ∈ Tkj and η ∈ T, such that

a(z) = g(|z(1)|, . . . , |z(m)|, s(j), t(j)),
for every z ∈ B

n.
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The notions of quasi-homogeneous and pseudo-homogeneous symbols have been
considered before (recall the remarks from the Introduction). We briefly describe
those previous notions and compare them with Definition 6.1. The claims below
are immediate consequences of Lemma 6.2.

A quasi-homogeneous symbol is defined in [24] as a function ϕp,q ∈ L∞(Bn) of
the form

ϕp,q(z) = ξpξ
q
=

m∏

j=1

ξ
p(j)

(j) ξ
q(j)

(j) ,

where p, q ∈ Zn. In [24] the author considers further conditions that allow to obtain
interesting properties for the corresponding Toeplitz operators. More precisely, the
following condition is assumed to hold

|p(j)| = |q(j)|,
for every j = 1, . . . ,m. With this condition, the quasi-homogeneous symbol ϕp,q is
T
m-invariant. Furthermore, for every j = 1, . . . ,m, the symbol given by

z 7→ ξ
p(j)

(j) ξ
q(j)

(j) ,

is (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous. Hence, ϕp,q is a product of quasi-radial
quasi-homogeneous symbols from Definition 6.1 for varying values of j.

On the other hand, in [25] the author defines the k-pseudo-homogeneous symbols
as essentially bounded functions of the form

ψ(z) = b(s(1), . . . , s(m))
m∏

j=1

t
p(j)

(j) ,

for every z ∈ Bn, where p ∈ Zn. As before, further conditions are considered. More
precisely, it is assumed that

b(s(1), . . . , s(m)) =

m∏

j=1

bj(s(j))

|p(j)| = 0, for all j = 1, . . . ,m,

for some functions bj . With these assumptions, the symbol ψ is clearly Tm-
invariant. Furthermore, for every j = 1, . . . ,m, the symbol given by

z 7→ bj(s(j))t
p(j)

(j) ,

is (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous. Again, with the previous assumptions, ψ
is a product of symbols from Definition 6.1.

Finally, in [26] (see also [21]) it is considered the Tm-invariant symbols of the
form

g(z) = a(r1, . . . , rm)

m∏

j=h+1

bj(s(j))cj(t(j))

for every z ∈ Bn. In this case, the functions cj are all assumed to satisfy the
T-invariance condition

cj(ηt(j)) = cj(t(j)),

for all η ∈ T. With this assumption, it is now clear that, for every j = 1, . . . ,m,
the symbol given by

z 7→ bj(s(j))cj(t(j)),
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is (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous, and g is a product of symbols from Defi-
nition 6.1.

Remark 6.3. A consequence of the previous observations is that, for every j =
1, . . . ,m, the quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous and pseudo-homogeneous symbols
considered in the previous literature and that depend only on z(j) (for z ∈ Bn)
are particular cases of the more general (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous sym-
bols from Definition 6.1.

Corollary 3.2 implies that every (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbol a

yields, for every λ > −1, a Toeplitz operator T
(λ)
a that intertwines the representa-

tion πλ|U(k,j,T). Hence, it will be useful to describe the operators intertwining such
representation of the group U(k, j,T).

Proposition 6.4. Let λ > −1, k ∈ Zm
+ and j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} be given. We will

assume that m ≥ 2. If T ∈ EndU(k,j,T)(A2
λ(B

n)), then, for every κ ∈ Nm we have

T (Pκ(C
n)) ⊂ Pκ(C

n),

and there exists a linear map Mλ,T (κ, j) ∈ End(Pκj
(Cn)) such that

T |Pκ(Cn) = Uκ ◦ (I(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(j−1) ⊗Mλ,T (κ, j)⊗ I(j+1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(m)) ◦ U−1
κ

where Uκ :
⊗m

j=1 Pκj
(Ckj ) → Pκ(C

n) is the isomorphism given by Proposition 4.4.

Proof. For simplicity we will assume that j = m, since the general case can be
considered similarly.

Let T ∈ EndU(k,m,T)(A2
λ(B

n)) be given. Since Tm ⊂ U(k,m,T) it follows that T
is Tm-equivariant and by Proposition 4.10 it follows that T (Pκ(C

n)) ⊂ Pκ(C
n) for

every κ ∈ Nm. Hence, we can consider the linear map T̃ = U−1
κ

◦ T ◦ Uκ acting on
the tensor product

⊗m

j=1 Pκj
(Ckj ). By Proposition 4.4, Uκ is U(k)-equivariant and

so it is U(k,m,T)-equivariant as well. It follows that T̃ is an intertwining map for
the U(k,m,T)-action given by the outer tensor product action on

⊗m

j=1 Pκj
(Ckj ).

We now fix κ ∈ Nm. We will consider the partition k
′ = (k1, . . . , km−1) of

n′ = |k′|. Choose (fl)
N
l=1 a basis for Pκm

(Ckm). Then, we have a direct sum
decomposition

(6.1)

m⊗

j=1

Pκj
(Ckj ) =

N⊕

l=1

m−1⊗

j=1

Pκj
(Ckj )⊗ fl.

We observe that the action of the subgroup U(k′) of U(k) on the terms of (6.1) is
given by

A · (p⊗ fl) = (A · p)⊗ fl

for every A ∈ U(k′), p ∈
⊗m−1

j=1 Pκj
(Ckj ) and l = 1, . . . , N . It follows that the

direct sum (6.1) is a decomposition into U(k′)-submodules, which are irreducible
by Proposition 4.4. In fact, these U(k′)-submodules are all isomorphic to the irre-

ducible U(k′)-module
⊗m−1

j=1 Pκj
(Ckj ).

Hence, (6.1) allows us to write T̃ as a linear transformation

T̃ :
N⊕

l=1

m−1⊗

j=1

Pκj
(Ckj )⊗ fl →

N⊕

l=1

m−1⊗

j=1

Pκj
(Ckj )⊗ fl
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which we know that is intertwining for U(k,m,T) and so it is intertwining for the
subgroup U(k′) as well. If we denote by πl the projection into the l-th term of the
direct sum (6.1), it follows from Schur’s Lemma that for every l1, l2 = 1, . . . , N ,
there is a constant cl1l2 ∈ C such that

πl2 ◦ T̃ |⊗m−1
j=1 Pκj

(Ckj )⊗fl1
:
m−1⊗

j=1

Pκj
(Ckj )⊗ fl1 →

m−1⊗

j=1

Pκj
(Ckj )⊗ fl2

is given by

p⊗ fl1 7→ cl2l1p⊗ fl2 ,

for every p ∈⊗m−1
j=1 Pκj

(Ckj ).

Let p ∈⊗m−1
j=1 Pκj

(Ckj ) and f ∈ Pκm
(Ckm) be given, and let us write

f =
N∑

l=1

alfl

for some al ∈ C. Then, we obtain from the previous remarks the following

T̃ (p⊗ f) =
N∑

l1=1

al1 T̃ (p⊗ fl1)

=

N∑

l1,l2=1

al1cl2l1p⊗ fl2

= p⊗




N∑

l1,l2=1

cl2l1al1fl2


 .

We conclude that

T̃ = I(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(m−1) ⊗Mλ,T (κ,m),

where Mλ,T (κ,m) is the element of Endκm
(Ckm) whose matrix is given by the

coefficients cl1l2 with respect to the basic elements fl (l = 1, . . . , N). �

Remark 6.5. The expression for the operators T ∈ EndU(k,j,T)(A2
λ(B

n)) as a
tensor product, up to the isomorphism Uκ, is similar to one obtained in Theorem 5.2
from [26]. However, the expression from [26] is given only for Toeplitz operators,
acting on Fock spaces, with symbols of the form

z 7→ bj(s(j))cj(t(j))

defined on Cn, where cj is T-invariant. Meanwhile, the expression obtained in
our Proposition 6.4 holds for the more general U(k, j,T)-intertwining operators
acting on Bergman spaces. In particular, it also holds for Toeplitz operators, acting
on Bergman spaces, whose symbols are our more general (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-
homogeneous symbols as given in Definition 6.1.

Proposition 6.4 allows to single out the following commuting Toeplitz operators
with special invariant symbols.
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Theorem 6.6. Let k ∈ Zm
+ be a fixed partition of n with m ≥ 2 and let j1, j2 ∈

{1, . . . ,m} be two different indices. Let a, b ∈ L∞(Bn) be given. If a and b are quasi-
radial quasi-homogeneous symbols for the subgroups U(k, j1,T) and U(k, j2,T), re-
spectively, then we have

T (λ)
a T

(λ)
b = T

(λ)
b T (λ)

a

for every λ > −1.

Proof. By Corollary 3.2 we have for every λ > −1

T (λ)
a ∈ EndU(k,j1,T)(A2

λ(B
n)), T

(λ)
b ∈ EndU(k,j2,T)(A2

λ(B
n)).

It follows from Proposition 6.4 that both operators preserve the subspaces Pκ(C
n),

for every κ ∈ Nm, whose Hilbert direct sum is the whole Bergman space A2
λ(B

n).
Furthermore, in the notation of Proposition 6.4 we also have

T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn) =

= Uκ ◦ (I(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(j1−1) ⊗M
λ,T

(λ)
a

(κ, j1)⊗ I(j1+1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(m)) ◦ U−1
κ

T
(λ)
b |Pκ(Cn) =

= Uκ ◦ (I(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(j2−1) ⊗M
λ,T

(λ)
b

(κ, j2)⊗ I(j2+1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ I(m)) ◦ U−1
κ .

The result now follows since j1 6= j2. �

The previous result allows to obtain commutative Banach algebras generated by
Toeplitz operators with quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbols properly chosen.

Corollary 6.7. Let k ∈ Zm
+ be a fixed partition of n with m ≥ 2. For every

j = 1, . . . ,m, let aj be a (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous essentially bounded
symbol. Let us consider the set of symbols

S = L∞(Bn)U(k) ∪ {aj | j = 1, . . . ,m}.
Then, for every λ > −1, the Banach algebra T (λ)(S) generated by the Toeplitz
operators with symbols in S is commutative.

Proof. Let us fix λ > −1. Corollary 3.2 yields

T (λ)
a ∈ EndU(k)(A2

λ(B
n)), for all a ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k)

T (λ)
aj

∈ EndTm(A2
λ(B

n)), for all j = 1, . . . ,m,

which, using Corollary 4.11, implies that

[T (λ)
a , T (λ)

aj
] = 0

for every a ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k) and j = 1, . . . ,m. It is also well known, as observed
before, that

[T (λ)
a , T

(λ)
b ] = 0

for every a, b ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k). On the other hand, Theorem 6.6 shows that

[T (λ)
aj1
, T (λ)

aj2
] = 0

for every j1, j2 = 1, . . . ,m. And so the result follows. �

Remark 6.8. Note that the Banach algebras described in Corollary 6.7 are not

necessarily C∗-algebras. The main reason is that the operator T
(λ)
aj is in general

not normal unless, for example, aj is real-valued.
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7. Toeplitz operators with quasi-homogeneous symbols acting on

monomials

We now consider Toeplitz operators with quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous sym-
bols as given in Definition 6.1 and determine their actions on the monomial basic
elements. We provide a complete description of the blocks in the block diagonal
decomposition obtained from Proposition 6.4. Such description is given in terms of
integral formulas involving the corresponding symbols.

We start by introducing some additional notation on the use of our coordinates.
Following Proposition 6.4, besides our partition k ∈ Nm, with m ≥ 2, we fix an
integer j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. For every z ∈ C

n, we will denote

z
(̂j)

= (z(1), . . . , z(j−1), z(j+1), . . . , z(m)) ∈ C
n−kj .

In particular, for every α ∈ Nn we write

α
(̂j)

= (α(1), . . . , α(j−1), α(j+1), . . . , α(m)) ∈ N
n−kj .

With this notation we can write

zα = z
(̂j)

α
(̂j)z(j)

α(j)

for every z ∈ C
n and α ∈ N

n.
On the other hand, using the partition k of n we define the partition kĵ =

(k1, . . . , kj−1, kj+1, . . . , km) ∈ Z
m−1
+ of n− kj . This yields corresponding decompo-

sitions

w = (w(1), . . . , w(j−1), w(j+1), . . . , w(m)),

for w ∈ Cn−kj , and

β = (β(1), . . . , β(j−1), β(j+1), . . . , β(m)),

for β ∈ Nn−kj . Note that in both cases we are enumerating so that we omit the
component corresponding to (j). This notation will be convenient for our formulas
below. In fact, we relate the decompositions obtained from k and kĵ by fixing the

embedding

C
n−kj =

∏

l 6=j

C
kl →֒ C

n

(w(1), . . . , w(j−1), w(j+1), . . . , w(m)) 7→ (w(1), . . . , w(j−1), 0, w(j+1), . . . , w(m)).

With the notation just introduced, it follows that we have for every κ ∈ N
m the

Hilbert direct sum decomposition

(7.1) Pκ(C
n) =

⊕

α∈N
n−kj

|α(l)|=κl,l 6=j

z
(̂j)

αPκj
(Ckj ).

Note that in this expression, the subspace z
(̂j)

αPκj
(Ckj ) is the linear span of the

monomials of the form z
(̂j)

αz(j)
α′

with α ∈ Nn−kj fixed and α′ running through all

the elements of Nkj with length κj . Also, there is a natural isomorphism

z
(̂j)

αPκj
(Ckj ) → z

(̂j)
βPκj

(Ckj )

z
(̂j)

αp(z(j)) 7→ z
(̂j)

βp(z(j))
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for every α, β ∈ Nn−kj such that |α(l)| = |β(l)| = κl, for l 6= j, and p ∈ Pκj
(Ckj ).

We will use this isomorphism in the rest of this work. In particular, all the terms
in (7.1) are naturally isomorphic as vector spaces.

Recall that, by Proposition 6.4, any operator in EndU(k,j,T)(A2
λ(B

n)) leaves in-
variant the subspace Pκ(C

n), for every κ ∈ Nm. We now obtain some additional
properties for the operators that intertwine the action of U(k, j,T).

Proposition 7.1. Let k ∈ Zm
+ be a fixed partition of n with m ≥ 2 and let

j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} be given. If T ∈ EndU(k,j,T)(A2
λ(B

n)), then, for every κ ∈ Nm,
the operator T preserves the decomposition (7.1). Furthermore, the correspond-
ing induced linear maps acting on the terms of (7.1) do not depend on α. More
precisely, for every κ ∈ Nm the following properties hold.

(1) For α, β ∈ Nn such that |α(l)| = |β(l)| = κl, for all l = 1, . . . ,m, and
satisfying α

(̂j)
6= β

(̂j)
we have

〈T (zα), zβ〉λ = 0,

and so T preserves the terms of the decomposition (7.1).
(2) For α, β ∈ Nn−kj such that |α(l)| = |β(l)| = κl, for all l 6= j, the diagram

z
(̂j)

αPκj
(Ckj )

T
//

��

z
(̂j)

αPκj
(Ckj )

��

z
(̂j)

βPκj
(Ckj )

T
// z

(̂j)
βPκj

(Ckj )

is commutative, where the vertical arrows are given by the natural isomor-
phism described above.

Proof. Let us fix κ ∈ Nm. Note that Proposition 6.4 implies that the operator T
preserves Pκ(C

n).
We observe that, with respect to the isomorphism Uκ from Proposition 4.4, the

direct sum decomposition from (7.1) corresponds to the decomposition

m⊗

l=1

Pκl
(Ckl) =

=
⊕

α∈N
n−kj

|α(l)|=κl

l 6=j

z(1)
α(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ z(j−1)

α(j−1) ⊗Pκj
(Ckj )⊗ z(j+1)

α(j+1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ z(m)
α(m) .

Hence, Proposition 6.4 implies that T |Pκ(Cn) preserves the decomposition (7.1).
This proves (1) by the orthogonality of the monomial basis. Furthermore, the
expression for T |Pκ(Cn) in Proposition 6.4 and the correspondence of the last direct
sum with (7.1) also prove that the diagram from (2) is indeed commutative. �

Remark 7.2. Let us assume the notation from Proposition 7.1 and its proof, and
let us choose T ∈ EndU(k,j,T)(A2

λ(B
n)). Conclusions (1) and (2) of this proposi-

tion can be explained pictorially as follows. For every κ ∈ N
m, there is a linear
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transformation Tκ,j ∈ End(Pκj
(Ckj )) such that T |Pκ(Cn) can be written as

(7.2)

z
(̂j)

α1Pκj
(Ckj ) · · · z

(̂j)
αNPκj

(Ckj )

z
(̂j)

α1Pκj
(Ckj ) Tκ,j · · · 0

T |Pκ(Cn) :
...

...
. . .

...
z
(̂j)

αNPκj
(Ckj ) 0 · · · Tκ,j

where α1, . . . , αN is some enumeration of the multi-indices α ∈ Nn−kj such that
|α(l)| = κl for all l 6= j. We have also considered the natural isomorphism between

z
(̂j)

αPκj
(Ckj ) and Pκj

(Ckj ), for every such α. Hence, the block diagonal structure

of T coming from the fact that it preserves the decomposition

A2
λ(B

n) =
⊕

κ∈Nm

Pκ(C
n)

is even finer, since the block corresponding to each restriction T |Pκ(Cn) is itself a
block diagonal operator constant along the diagonal via the linear transformation
Tκ,j ∈ End(Pκj

(Ckj )).

As noted in Remark 7.2, many of the inner products 〈T (zα), zβ〉λ vanish when
T ∈ EndU(k,j,T)(A2

λ(B
n)) is restricted to the subspaces Pκ(C

n). The next results

compute the rest of the inner products when T = T
(λ)
a for a ∈ L∞(Bn)U(k,j,T) in

terms of the symbol a. We also provide a description of the matrix coefficients

for the linear transformations (T
(λ)
a )κ,j , in the notation of Remark 7.2. In what

follows, we will denote by dξ(l) the measure on Skl obtained from the Riemannian

structure inherited from Ckl .

Theorem 7.3. Let k ∈ Zm
+ be a fixed partition of n with m ≥ 2 and let j ∈

{1, . . . ,m} be given. If a ∈ L∞(Bn) is a (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous
symbol and f is the corresponding function considered in Lemma 6.2(1), then for
every λ > −1 and κ ∈ Nm we have

〈T (λ)
a (zα), zβ〉λ =

2m−1Γ(n+ λ+ 1)α
(̂j)

!

πkjΓ(λ+ 1)
∏

l 6=j(kl + κl − 1)!
×

×
∫

τ(Bm)×S
kj

f(r, ξ(j))ξ(j)
α(j)ξ(j)

β(j)
(1− |r|2)λ

m∏

l=1

r2kl+2κl−1
l drl dξ(j),

for every α, β ∈ Nn such that |α(l)| = |β(l)| = κl, for all l = 1, . . . ,m, that satisfy
α
(̂j)

= β
(̂j)

.

Proof. Let us fix κ, α, β as in the statement. We compute

〈T (λ)
a (zα), zβ〉λ = 〈azα, zβ〉λ =

= cλ

∫

Bn

a(z)|z
(̂j)

α
(̂j) |2z(j)α(j)z(j)

β(j)(1− |z|2)λ dv(z),
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introducing spherical coordinates on each of the factors of Cn =
∏m

l=1 C
kl we have

= cλ

∫

τ(Bm)×
∏

m
l=1 Skl

f(r, ξ(j))
m∏

l=1

r2κl

l

∏

l 6=j

|ξ(l)α(l) |2ξ(j)α(j)ξ(j)
β(j)×

× (1− |r|2)λ
m∏

l=1

r2kl−1
l drl dξ(l)

=
Γ(n+ λ+ 1)

πnΓ(λ+ 1)

∏

l 6=j

∫

Skl

|ξ(l)α(l) |2 dξ(l)×

×
∫

τ(Bm)×S
kj

f(r, ξ(j))ξ(j)
α(j)ξ(j)

β(j)
(1− |r|2)λ

m∏

l=1

r2kl+2κl−1
l drl dξ(j),

and the result follows by substituting the known values for the integrals over Skl

for l 6= j. �

Recall that the canonical orthonormal monomial basis of A2
λ(B

n) is given by

eα(z) =

√
Γ(n+ λ+ |α|+ 1)

α!Γ(n+ λ+ 1)
zα,

where α ∈ Nn. The next result is a consequence of these expressions and of Theo-
rem 7.3.

Corollary 7.4. With the notation of Theorem 7.3 and Remark 7.2, if a ∈ L∞(Bn)
is a (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbol, then, for every κ ∈ Nm, the

coefficients of the linear map (T
(λ)
a )κ,j are given by

〈T (λ)
a (eα), eβ〉λ =

2m−1Γ(n+ λ+ |κ|+ 1)

πkjΓ(λ + 1)
√
α(j)!β(j)!

∏
l 6=j(kl + κl − 1)!

×

×
∫

τ(Bm)×S
kj

f(r, ξ(j))ξ(j)
α(j)ξ(j)

β(j)
(1− |r|2)λ

m∏

l=1

r2kl+2κl−1
l drl dξ(j),

for every α, β ∈ Nn such that |α(l)| = |β(l)| = κl, for all l = 1, . . . ,m, that satisfy
α
(̂j)

= β
(̂j)

.

Remark 7.5. Note that the formula obtained in Corollary 7.4 shows indeed that,

with respect to an orthonormal basis, the matrix of the restriction of T
(λ)
a to

z
(̂j)

αPκj
(Cn) does not depend on α ∈ N

n−kj satisfying |α(l)| = κl, for every l 6= j.

This is in accordance with Proposition 7.1(2). It also corresponds to the expression

(7.2) applied to T = T
(λ)
a .

We now consider the matrix coefficients for the Toeplitz operators with symbols
in L∞(Bn)U(k,j,T) corresponding to their representation in terms of the coordinates
(s, t). We will denote by dt(j) the Haar measure on Tkj with total mass (2π)kj and

with ds(j) the measure on S
kj−1
+ obtained from the Riemannian structure inherited

from Rkj . In particular, we have the measure change of coordinates

dξ(j) = s
1kj
(j) ds(j) dt(j)
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where we denote 1kj
= (1, . . . , 1) ∈ Nkj . We obtain the next results corresponding

to Theorem 7.3 and Corollary 7.4. They are obtained by a change of coordinates
using the previous expression for dξ(j).

Theorem 7.6. Let k ∈ Zm
+ be a fixed partition of n with m ≥ 2 and let j ∈

{1, . . . ,m} be given. If a ∈ L∞(Bn) is a (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous
symbol and g is the corresponding function considered in Lemma 6.2(2), then for
every λ > −1 and κ ∈ Nm we have

〈T (λ)
a (zα), zβ〉λ =

2m−1Γ(n+ λ+ 1)α
(̂j)

!

πkjΓ(λ+ 1)
∏

l 6=j(kl + κl − 1)!
×

×
∫

τ(Bm)×S
kj−1

+ ×T
kj

g(r, s(j), t(j))s(j)
α(j)+β(j)+1kj t(j)

α(j)−β(j)

× (1 − |r|2)λ
m∏

l=1

r2kl+2κl−1
l drl ds(j) dt(j),

for every α, β ∈ Nn such that |α(l)| = |β(l)| = κl, for all l = 1, . . . ,m, that satisfy
α
(̂j)

= β
(̂j)

.

Corollary 7.7. With the notation of Theorem 7.3 and Remark 7.2, if a ∈ L∞(Bn)
is a (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbol, then, for every κ ∈ Nm, the

coefficients of the linear map (T
(λ)
a )κ,j are given by

〈T (λ)
a (eα), eβ〉λ =

2m−1Γ(n+ λ+ |κ|+ 1)

πkjΓ(λ + 1)
√
α(j)!β(j)!

∏
l 6=j(kl + κl − 1)!

×

×
∫

τ(Bm)×S
kj−1

+ ×T
kj

g(r, s(j), t(j))s(j)
α(j)+β(j)+1kj t(j)

α(j)−β(j)

× (1 − |r|2)λ
m∏

l=1

r2kl+2κl−1
l drl ds(j) dt(j),

for every α, β ∈ Nn such that |α(l)| = |β(l)| = κl, for all l = 1, . . . ,m, that satisfy
α
(̂j)

= β
(̂j)

.

Remark 7.8. Let a ∈ L∞(Bn) be a (k, j)-quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbol,

and, for a given λ > −1, consider the Toeplitz operator T
(λ)
a . Following the notation

from Remark 7.2 and recollecting the information from the previous results we can

provide the following description of the Toeplitz operator T
(λ)
a . In the first place,

there is a block diagonal decomposition

(7.3) T (λ)
a =

⊕

κ∈Nm

T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn),

obtained from Proposition 6.4 and Corollary 3.2. For every κ ∈ Nm, let us denote
κĵ = (κ1, . . . , κj−1, κj+1, . . . , κm). Then, for every κ ∈ Nm, the linear transforma-

tion given by the block T
(λ)
a |Pκ(Cn) satisfies the following unitary equivalence

(7.4) T (λ)
a |Pκ(Cn) ≍Mλ,a(κ)⊕ · · · ⊕Mλ,a(κ)︸ ︷︷ ︸

dimPκ

ĵ
(Cn−kj ) times

,
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where the right-hand side is the direct sum of dimPκ
ĵ
(Cn−kj ) identical copies of

the matrix Mλ,a(κ) ∈ MdimPκj
(Ckj )×dimPκj

(Ckj )(C), whose coefficients are given

by the formulas from Corollaries 7.4 and 7.7. More precisely, the coefficients of the
matrix Mλ,a(κ) are given by

(7.5) Mλ,a(κ)α,β =
2m−1Γ(n+ λ+ |κ|+ 1)

πkjΓ(λ+ 1)
√
α!β!

∏
l 6=j(kl + κl − 1)!

×

×
∫

τ(Bm)×S
kj

f(r, ξ(j))ξ(j)
αξ(j)

β
(1− |r|2)λ

m∏

l=1

r2kl+2κl−1
l drl dξ(j)

when the symbol a is expressed in terms of a function f as in Lemma 6.2(1), and
they are given by

(7.6) Mλ,a(κ)α,β =
2m−1Γ(n+ λ+ |κ|+ 1)

πkjΓ(λ+ 1)
√
α!β!

∏
l 6=j(kl + κl − 1)!

×

×
∫

τ(Bm)×S
kj−1

+ ×T
kj

g(r, s(j), t(j))s(j)
α+β+1kj t(j)

α−β

× (1 − |r|2)λ
m∏

l=1

r2kl+2κl−1
l drl ds(j) dt(j),

when a is expressed in terms of a function g as in Lemma 6.2(2). In both cases,
α, β run through all multi-indices in Nkj that satisfy |α| = |β| = κj . The matrices
Mλ,a(κ) appearing with multiplicity dimPκ

ĵ
(Cn−kj ), for every κ ∈ Nm, yield

all the information associated to the Toeplitz operator T
(λ)
a . Such information

is subsumed in equations (7.3), (7.4), (7.5) and (7.6).
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