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TOEPLITZ OPERATORS ON THE FOCK SPACE WITH QUASI-RADIAL

SYMBOLS

VISHWA DEWAGE & GESTUR ÓLAFSSON

Abstract. The Fock space F(Cn) is the space of holomorphic functions on C
n that are square-

integrable with respect to the Gaussian measure on C
n. This space plays an important role in

several subfields of analysis and representation theory. In particular, it has for a long time been a
model to study Toeplitz operators. Esmeral and Maximenko showed in 2016 that radial Toeplitz
operators on F(C) generate a commutative C∗-algebra which is isometrically isomorphic to the
C∗-algebra Cb,u(N0, ρ1). In this article, we extend the result to k-quasi-radial symbols acting on
the Fock space F(Cn). We calculate the spectra of the said Toeplitz operators and show that the

set of all eigenvalue functions is dense in the C∗-algebra Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) of bounded functions on N

k
0

which are uniformly continuous with respect to the square-root metric. In fact, the C∗-algebra
generated by Toeplitz operators with quasi-radial symbols is Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk).
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1. Introduction

Reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces H of square integrable holomorphic functions on complex do-
mains plays an important role in several subfields of analysis and representation theory [B61].
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Those spaces lead to a very simple form of quantization, [B75a, B75b, EU10, EU11] turning
functions into bounded operators on H, by using Toeplitz operators Tϕ(f) = P (ϕf), where
P is the orthogonal projection onto H. These operators have been studied for a long time,
[BC86, BI12, BL11, BS06, C94].

Since the fundamental work [GV02, GQV06], and then later several authors have studied C∗-
algebras generated by subclasses of bounded symbols asking the question which of them lead to
commutative C∗-algebras as in [DÓQ15, DÓQ18, DÓQ21, DQ18, EM16, GMV13, GKV03, QS11,
QV07a, QV07b, QV08, V08]. In the case of commutative C∗-algebras, the next natural question is
to determine the spectrum and, if possible, determine the Gelfand transform. This is often achieved
by constructing a transform that maps Toeplitz operators to multiplier operators on an L2 space.

In the special case of the unit ball in C
n, it was shown that Toeplitz operators with radial

symbols acting on the Bergman space generate a commutative C∗-algebra as in [GKV03] and
the corresponding C∗-algebra is isometrically isomorphic to the space of bounded sequences that
are uniformly continuous with respect to the logarithmic metric [GMV13]. Toeplitz operators
with radial symbols on the Fock space F(C) generate a commutative C∗-algebra [GV02] which is
isometrically isomorphic to the C∗-algebra Cb,u(N0, ρ1) of bounded sequences that are uniformly
continuous with respect to the square-root metric [EM16]. Furthermore, a more general theory for

weighted Bergman spaces on any bounded symmetric domain was formulated in [DÓQ15], using
representation theory.

In this paper, we consider the C∗-algebra generated by Toeplitz operators with k-quasi-radial
symbols, discussed in [BV12, MSR16, V10a, V10b, QS14, QS15], acting on the Fock space F(Cn).

As an instance of the general theory discussed in [DÓQ15], the generated C∗-algebra is commuta-
tive. We compute the eigenvalue functions of Toeplitz operators with quasi-radial symbols and then
show that they are dense in the space Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk) of bounded functions on N

k
0 that are uniformly

continuous with respect to the square-root metric. As a consequence, the C∗-algebra generated
by Toeplitz operators with k-quasi-radial symbols is isometrically isomorphic to the C∗-algebra
Cb,u(N

k
0, ρk).

We now introduce some notations and recall the following well known facts about the Fock space.

Denote by dλn the Gaussian measure dλn(z) = 1
πn e

−|z|2dz for z ∈ C
n, where dz is the Lebesgue

measure on C
n ≃ R

2n. The Fock space F(Cn) is the Hilbert space of all holomorphic functions on
C
n that are square integrable with respect to dλn,

F(Cn) = L2(Cn, λn) ∩ O(Cn).

The point-evalutation maps f 7→ f(z) are continuous and hence F(Cn) is a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space with the reproducing kernel K given by K(w, z) = Kz(w) = ewz̄, for (z, w) ∈ C

2n

(here z̄w denotes the scalar product w1z̄1 + · · ·+ wkz̄k). Thus for z ∈ C
n and f ∈ F(Cn) we have

f(z) = 〈f,Kz〉
with the inner product of L2(Cn, λn).

The Bergman projection P : L2(Cn) → F(Cn) is given by

Pf(z) = 〈f,Kz〉.
P is a bounded linear operator with ‖P‖ = 1.

Given ϕ ∈ L∞(Cn), we define the Toeplitz operator Tϕ : F(Cn) → F(Cn) by

Tϕf(z) = P (ϕf)(z) =

∫

Cn

ϕ(w)f(w)Kz(w)dλn(w).

As the multiplier operatorMϕ : L2(Cn, λ) → L2(Cn, λ) is bounded of norm ‖ϕ‖∞ and P is bounded,
it follows that Tϕ is bounded and ‖Tϕ‖ ≤ ‖ϕ‖∞. The function ϕ is called the symbol of the Toeplitz
operator Tϕ.
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Grudsky and Vasilevski [GV02] showed that the eigenvalue sequences of radial Toeplitz operators
on F(C) are of the form

γ1,a(m) =
1

m!

∫ ∞

0
a(
√
r)rme−rdr.

We prove that the Toeplitz operators with k-quasi-radial symbols diagonalize with eigenvalue
functions given by

γn ,a(m) =
1

(m + n − 1)!

∫

Rk
+

a(
√
r1, . . . ,

√
rk)r

m+n−1e−(r1+···+rk)dr

for any m ∈ N
k
0 , where n = (n1, . . . , nk).

As a corollary the eigenvalue sequences of radial Toeplitz operators on F(Cn) are of the form

γn,a(m) =
1

(m+ n− 1)!

∫ ∞

0
a(
√
r)rm+n−1e−rdr

which are the (n − 1)th left shift of γ1,a.
To prove eigenvalue function of Toeplitz operators with k-quasi-radial symbols is dense in the

C∗-algebra Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk), we follow some of the ideas in the work by Esmeral and Maximenko [EM16].

Acknowledgements: We sincerely thank the anonymous reviewers for the constructive and pos-
itive feedback.

2. Toeplitz operators with bounded k-quasi-radial symbols

In this section, we introduce quasi-radial symbols and diagonalize the Toeplitz operators with
quasi-radial symbols.

We begin with some notations. Let k ∈ N and let n = n(k) = (n1, . . . , nk) ∈ N
k and let

n = n1+ · · ·+nk. Let C
n = C

n1 ×· · ·×C
nk . We identify z ∈ C

n by z = (z(1), · · · , z(k)) ∈ C
n where

z(j) ∈ C
nj . Consider the group G = Un1×· · ·×Unk

where Uni
are ni×ni unitary matrices. They act

on f defined on C
n by (A1, . . . Ak)f(z) = (A1, . . . , Ak)f(z(1), · · · , z(k)) := f(A−1

1 z(1), . . . A
−1
k z(k))

which is the usual action of matrices we get by considering G as a subgroup of Un. The action
leaves the Gaussian measure dλn(z) = dλn1(z(1)) . . . dλnk

(z(k)) invariant.

Definition 2.1. Let ϕ : Cn → C be measurable. The function ϕ is said to be G-invariant if for all
(A1, . . . Ak) ∈ G and z ∈ C

n we have (A1, . . . Ak)ϕ(z) = ϕ(A−1
1 z(1), . . . A

−1
k z(k)) = ϕ(z).

Define the set of all k-quasi-radial symbols, denoted by L∞(Cn)G, to be the set of all essentially
bounded functions on C

n that are G-invariant. The case k = 1 corresponds to radial symbols
and the case n = k corresponds to separately radial symbols. Now we take into consideration the
C∗-algebra TG generated by Toeplitz operators with symbols in L∞(Cn)G. The main objective of
this section is to diagonalize the Toeplitz operators with symbols in L∞(Cn)G.

2.1. A classification of the class of symbols L∞(Cn)G.

Definition 2.2. Let ϕ : Cq → C be measurable. The function ϕ is said to be,

(1) radial if there exists a measurable function aϕ : R+ → C such that ϕ(z) = aϕ(|z|) for z 6= 0.
(2) Uq-invariant if for all A ∈ Uq and z ∈ C

q we have ϕ(Az) = ϕ(z).

Following lemma is a well-known fact.

Lemma 2.3. The measurable function ϕ : C
q → C is Uq-invariant if and only if there exists

a : R+ → C such that ϕ(z) = a(|z|).
3



Proof. As |Az| = |z| for A ∈ Uq, it follows that any function of the form ϕ(z) = a(|z|) is Uq-
invariant. As z 7→ |z| is continuous it follows that ϕ is measurable if and only if a is measurable.

Assume that ϕ is Uq-invariant. Define aϕ(r) = ϕ(re1). Then aϕ is measurable. Let z ∈ C
q.

Then, as Uq acts transitively on the sphere S2q−1, there exist A ∈ Uq such that Az = |z|e1. Thus
ϕ(z) = ϕ(Az) = ϕ(|z|e1) = aϕ(|z|).

Thus ϕ(z) = aϕ(|z|). �

The following lemma is a consequence of Lemma 2.3.

Lemma 2.4. The measurable function ϕ : C
n → C is G-invariant if and only if there exists

a : Rk
+ → C such that ϕ(z) = a(|z(1)|, . . . , |z(k)|).

2.2. Diagonalization by Schur’s lemma. Let π and σ be unitary representations of a topological
group H. A continuous linear map T : Vπ → Vσ is an intertwining operator if for all A ∈ H
commutating relation Tπ(A) = σ(A)T holds. π and σ are equivalent if there exists an unitary
isomorphism that intertwines π and σ. Finally if π is irreducible and T is an intertwining operator
then Schur’s lemma says that T = λid for some λ ∈ C.

Since the action of G is defined by the action of Uni
on F2(Cni), i = 1, . . . , k, first we consider

the action of Uq on F2(Cq), q ∈ N.
Denote by Pm[Cq] the space of homogeneous holomorphic polynomials on C

q of degree m. Note
that the space of holomorphic polynomials is dense in F(Cq) and any holomorphic polynomial can
be written in a unique way as a direct sum of homogeneous polynomials. In fact the following is
well known and can be found in [Z12].

Lemma 2.5. For α ∈ N
q let pα(z) = zα1

1 · · · zαq
q . Then

‖pα‖2F = α! = α1! . . . αq!

and the collection

{qα =
1√
α!

pα}α∈Nq

forms an orthonormal basis for F(Cq).

Uq acts on functions on C
q by Af(z) = f(A−1z). This action leaves F(Cq) invariant and, as

the measure λq is Uq-invariant, it is a unitary representation denoted by πq. This representation
is reducible. In fact this representation leaves the spaces Pm[Cq] invariant. We denote the corre-
sponding representation by πq

m. The representation πq
m is irreducible. The torus Tid is the center of

Uq and acts by the character z 7→ z−mid. The representations πq
m and πq

k are inequivalent if m 6= k
as can easily be seen as the action of the center is different. The same conclusion follows from the
fact that dm = dimC Pm[Cq] 6= dk if m 6= k for q > 1 and dm = 1 for q = 1. The decomposition of
F(Cq) in irreducible Uq representations is given by F(Cq) =

⊕∞
m=0 P

m[Cq].

Definition 2.6. Let πni be the unitary representations of Uni
, acting on F(Cni), i = 1, . . . , k, as

in the above discussion. The outer tensor product of the representations πpi, denoted πn1⊗· · ·⊗πnk

is defined by

πn1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πnk(A1, . . . Ak) = πn1(A1)⊗ · · · ⊗ πnk(Ak)

for all (A1, . . . Ak) ∈ Un1 × · · · × Unk
= G. Here πn1(A1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ πnk(Ak) is the tensor product of

the operators πni(Ai) acting on the Hilbert spaces F(Cni).

The outer tensor product πn1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πnk is a unitary representation of G acting on F(Cn1) ⊗
· · · ⊗ F(Cnk) = F(Cn). For more details see [FÓ14].

Lemma 2.7. Let ϕ ∈ L∞(Cn)G. Then Tϕ intertwines with πn1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πnk .
4



Proof. Let Ai ∈ Uni
and fi ∈ F(Cni), i = 1, . . . ,m. Notice that

Tϕ(π
n1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πnk)(A1, . . . Ak)f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fk(z) = Tϕf(A

−1
1 z(1), . . . , A

−1
k z(k))

=

∫

Cn

ϕ(w)f(A−1
1 z(1)) · · · f(A−1

k z(k))kz(w)dλn(w)

=

∫

Cn

ϕ(A1w(1), . . . Akw(k))f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fk(w)kz(A1w(1), . . . Akw(k))dλn(w)

(by the change of variable (w(1), . . . w(k)) → (A1w(1), . . . , Akw(k))).

Since

kz(A1w(1), . . . Akw(k)) = eA1w(1)z(1)+···+Akw(k)z(k)

= ew(1)(A∗z(1))+···+w(k)A
∗
k
z(k)

= ew(1)(A−1z(1))+···+w(k)A
−1
k

z(k) (as Ai are unitary)

= k(A−1
1 z(1),...A

−1
k

z(k))
(w)

and ϕ is G-invariant,

Tϕ(π
n1 × · · · ×πnk)(A1, . . . Ak)f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fk(z)

=

∫

Cn

ϕ(w)f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fk(w)k(A−1
1 z(1),...A

−1
k

z(k))
(w)dλn(w)

= (πn1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πnk)(A1, . . . Ak)Tϕf(z). �

Since the tensor product of irreducible representations is irreducible (see Proposition 6.75 in

[FÓ14] for a proof), F(Cn) can be decomposed by irreducible sub-representations of πn1 ⊗· · ·⊗πnk

as

F(Cn) =

∞
⊕

m1,...,mk=0

Pm1 [Cn1 ]⊗ · · · ⊗ Pmk [Cnk ].

Hence if ϕ ∈ L∞(Cn)G, Tϕ|Pm1 [Cn1 ]⊗···⊗Pmk [Cnk ] = γn,ϕ(m)id for some γn ,ϕ(m) ∈ C for all

m = (m1, . . . ,mk) ∈ N
k
0 by Schur’s lemma.

As a consequence of Lemma 2.4, we identify the class of symbols L∞(Cn)G with essentially
bounded functions a : Rk

+ → C and denote the corresponding Toeplitz operator and its spectrum
by Tn ,a and γn ,a.

Since the above decomposition of F(Cn) is multiplicity free and G is compact, the set of all
operators that intertwine with πn1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ πnk , denoted EndG(F(Cn)), is commutative (see in

particular Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 6.4 in [DÓQ15] for more details). Then as a consequence
of Lemma 2.7 we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.8. The C∗-algebra generated by Toeplitz operators with G-invariant symbols is com-
mutative.

2.3. Computing eigenvalue functions. We denote by Sq = {x ∈ R
q+1 | |x| = 1} the q-

dimensional sphere in R
q+1. We denote by σ the unique Uq+1-invariant measure on Sq that satisfy

the polar coordinates formula given by
∫

Rq+1

f(x)dx =

∫ ∞

0

∫

Sq
f(rω)dσ(ω)rqdr

for any f ∈ L1(Rq+1, dx) where dx is the Lebesgue measure on R
q+1. See section 2.7 in [F99] for

more details.
5



Lemma 2.9. Let f ∈ L1(Cq, dz). Then
∫

Cq

f(z)dz =

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2q−1

f(rω)dσ(ω)r2q−1dr.

In particular if f(z) = a(r) is U(q)-invariant then
∫

Cq

f(z)dz = σ(S2q−1)

∫ ∞

0
a(r)r2q−1dr.

We recall the following well known fact:

Lemma 2.10. Let f, g ∈ F2(Cq) and ϕ ∈ L∞(Cq). Then

〈Tϕf, g〉 = 〈ϕf, g〉 = 1

πq

∫

Cq

ϕ(z)f(z)g(z)e−|z|2dz.

In particular for f = g = pα we get

〈Tϕpα, pα〉 =
1

πq

∫

Cq

ϕ(z)
n
∏

j=1

|zj |2αje−|zj |2dz1 · · · dzn.

Proof. Let P : L2(Cq) → F2(Cq) be the orthogonal projection. Then, as g ∈ F2(Cq), we get

〈Tϕf, g〉 = 〈P (ϕf), g〉 = 〈ϕf, g〉. �

The following is well known and can be found for more general situations in [FK94] and other
places. We also point to [F01] for a general discussion on how to integrate polynomials over spheres:

Lemma 2.11. Let pα ∈ Pm(Cq). Then ‖pα|S2q−1‖2 =
2πq

Γ(q +m)
‖pα‖2F . In particular

‖qα|S2q−1‖2 = 2πq

Γ(q +m)
.

Proof. We have pα(rω) = rmp(ω), r > 0. Hence:

‖pα‖2F =
1

πq

∫ ∞

0

∫

S2q−1

|pα(rω)|2dσ(ω)e−r2r2q−1dr

=
1

2πq

(
∫

S2q−1

|pα(ω)|2dσ(ω)
)(

∫ ∞

0
r2m+2q−2e−r2(2rdr)

)

=
1

2πq
‖pα|S2q−1‖2

∫ ∞

0
um+q−1e−udu u = r2, du = 2rdr

=
1

2πq
‖pα|S2q−1‖2Γ(m+ q). �

We recall that the C∗-algebra TG generated by G-invariant bounded symbols is commutative and
acts by scalars on each of the spaces Pm1 [Cn1 ]⊗ · · · ⊗ Pmk [Cnk ].

Theorem 2.12. Assume ϕ ∈ L∞(Cn)G let m = (m1, . . . ,mk) ∈ N
k
0. Then

Tϕ|Pm1 [Cn1 ]⊗···⊗Pmk [Cnk ] = γn,ϕ(m)id = γn,a(m)id

where

γn,a(m) =
1

(m+ n− 1)!

∫

Rk
+

aϕ(
√
r)rm+n−1e−(r1+···+rk)dr1 . . . drk.

where we use the notations
√
r = (

√
r1, . . . ,

√
rk) and 1 = (1, . . . , 1) ∈ N

k.
6



Proof. Assume that ϕ(z) = a(|z(1)|, . . . , |z(k)|) = a(r1, . . . , rk). Let αj ∈ N
nj

0 such that |αj | = mj

and let qαj
∈ Pmj [Cnj ] be the normalized monomials defined in Lemma 2.11. Recall from Lemma

2.11 that

‖qαj
|S2nj−1‖2 = 2πnj

Γ(nj +mj)

and hence
k
∏

j=1

‖qαj
|
S2nj−1‖2 = 2kπn

(m + n − 1)!
.

Let α = (α1, . . . , αk) and define the normalized monomial qα by

qα(z) =

k
∏

j=1

qαj
(z(j)).

Then qα ∈ Pm1 [Cn1 ]⊗ · · · ⊗ Pmk [Cnk ] and hence

γn,ϕ(m) = 〈Tϕqα, qα〉.
As ϕ is G-invariant and bounded we can use polar-coordinates on C

nj , Fubini’s theorem, Lemma
2.4, Lemma 2.10 and the fact that qαj

are homogeneous of order mj, to write

〈Tϕqα, qα〉 =
1

πn

∫

Cn

ϕ(z)|qα(z)|2e−|z|2dz

=
1

πn

∫

Cn1

· · ·
∫

C
nk

a(|z(1)|, . . . , |z(k)|)
k
∏

j=1

|qαj
(z(j))|2e−|z(j)|2dz(1) . . . dz(k)

=
1

πn

∫ ∞

0
· · ·
∫ ∞

0
a(r)

k
∏

j=1

r
2mj+2nj−1
j e−r2j dr1 . . . drk

k
∏

j=1

‖qαj
|
S2nj−1‖2

=
2k

(m + n − 1)!

∫ ∞

0
· · ·
∫ ∞

0
a(r)

k
∏

j=1

r
2mj+2nj−1
j e−r2j dr1 . . . drk

=
1

(m + n − 1)!

∫ ∞

0
· · ·
∫ ∞

0
a(
√
r)

k
∏

j=1

r
mj+nj−1
j e−rjdr1 · · · drk,

where we in the last line used the substitutions u = r2j and hence du = 2rjdrj . �

Corollary 2.13. If n = (n1, . . . , nk) and m = (m1, . . . mk), then

γn,a(m) = γ1,a(m1 + n1 − 1, . . . ,mk + nk − 1) = γ1,a(m+ n− 1).

Note that eigenvalue functions γ1,a given above corresponds to Toeplitz operators with separately
radial symbols. In particular we obtain the following special cases:

Corollary 2.14 (Grudsky and Vasilevski [GV02]). Assume that n = 1

γ1,a(m) =
1

m!

∫ ∞

0
a(
√
r)rme−rdr.

If k = 1, then n = (n) and we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.15. If k = 1 (radial symbols) then

γn,a(m) =
1

(m+ n− 1)!

∫ ∞

0
a(
√
r)rm+n−1e−rdr = γ1,a(m+ n− 1).

7



If n = k, then n = (1, . . . , 1) = 1 and we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.16. If n = k (separately radial symbols) then

γ1,a(m) =
1

m!

∫

Rk
+

aϕ(
√
r)rme−(r1+···+rk)dr1 . . . drk.

Corollary 2.17. If a(r1, . . . , rk) =
∏k

j=1 aj(rj) then

γn,a(m1, . . . ,mk) =
k
∏

j=1

γ1,aj (mj + nj − 1).

3. The space Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk)

In this section we introduce C∗-algebra Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk), the set of all bounded functions on N

k
0 ×N

k
0

that are uniformly continuous with respect to the square-root metric. These are sometimes called
Square root-slowly oscillating functions.

For k ∈ N, let ρk : Nk
0 ×N

k
0 → [0,∞) be given by

ρ(m ,m ′) = |√m1 −
√

m′
1|+ · · ·+ |√mk −

√

m′
k|.

for all m = (m1, . . . ,mk),m
′ = (m′

1, . . . ,m
′
k) ∈ N

k
0 Then ρk is a metric on N

k
0 . The modulus of

continuity with respect to the metric ρk of a function σ ∈ l∞(Nk
0) is the function ωρk,σ : [0,∞) →

[0,∞) given by

ωρk,σ(δ) = sup{|σ(m)− σ(m ′)| : ρ(m ,m ′) ≤ δ}.
Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk) is the set of all bounded functions on N

k
0 that are uniformly continuous with respect

to the square-root metric ρk:
{

σ ∈ l∞(Nk
0) : lim

δ→0
ωρk,σ(δ) = 0

}

.

Cb,u(N
k
0, ρk) is a closed subalgebra of l∞(Nk

0).

Definition 3.1. Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) and let s = (s1 . . . , sk) ∈ N

k
0. We define the left and right

shift operators on Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) with respect to s, denoted τ sL and τ sR respectively, by

τ sLσ(m) = σ(m+ s) and τ sRσ(m) =

{

σ(m− s) ;mi ≥ si ∀ i = 1, . . . , k
0 ; otherwise

for all m = (m1, . . . ,mk) ∈ N
k
0.

Now we present the following two lemmas that will be used in section 6.

Lemma 3.2. Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) and s = (s1 . . . , sk) ∈ N

k
0. Then τ sLσ ∈ Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk).

Proof. Boundedness of τ sLσ follows easily from the boundedness of σ. Let m = (m1, . . . ,mk),

m ′ = (m′
1, . . . ,m

′
k) ∈ N

k
o . By observing the square-root function, we have,

|√mi + si −
√

m′
i + si| ≤ |√mi −

√

m′
i|, for i = 1, . . . k.

Hence ωρk,τ
s

L
σ(δ) ≤ ωρk,σ(δ). �

Lemma 3.3. Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) and s = (s1 . . . , sk) ∈ N

k
0. Then τ sRσ ∈ Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk).
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Proof. Again boundedness of τ sRσ follows from the boundedness of σ. Let s = max{s1, . . . , sk}.
Assume δ <

√
2s −

√
2s− 1 and let m = (m1, . . . ,mk),m

′ = (m′
1, . . . ,m

′
k) ∈ N

k
o such that

ρk(m ,m ′) < δ. Then |√mi −
√

m′
i| <

√
2s −

√
2s− 1 and since

min
j,l∈N0
i,j≤2s

|
√

j −
√
l| =

√
2s −

√
2s − 1,

we have mi,m
′
i > 2s ≥ 2si for all i = 1, . . . , k. Notice that

mi,m
′
i > 2si =

si

1− 1
2

=⇒ 1

2
mi < mi − si,

1

2
m′

i < m′
i − si

=⇒ 1√
2

√
mi <

√
mi − si,

1√
2

√

m′
i <

√

m′
i − si

=⇒ 1√
2
(
√
mi +

√

m′
i) <

√
mi − si +

√

m′
i − si

=⇒ |mi −m′
i|√

mi − si +
√

m′
i − si

<
√
2

|mi −m′
i|√

mi +
√

m′
i

=⇒ |√mi − si −
√

m′
i − si| <

√
2|√mi −

√

m′
i|.

Hence ωρk,τ
s

L
σ(δ) ≤ ωρk,σ(

√
2δ) for all δ <

√
2s −

√
2s − 1. �

The metric ρk can be extended to R
k
+ and we denote the set of all functions on R

k
+ that are

uniformly continuous with respect to ρk by Cb,u(R
k
+, ρk). The following lemma shows that any

σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) can be extended to some f ∈ Cb,u(R

k
+, ρk). We will use this fact in section 5.

Lemma 3.4. Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk). Define f on R

k
+ by

f(x) = fm(x) := σ(m) +

k
∑

l=1

∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}
i1<···<il

ali1,...,il(m)

l
∏

q=1

√
xiq −

√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

where mi = ⌊xi⌋, i = 1, . . . , k and the coefficients ali1,...,il(m) are given by

ali1,...,il(m) =

l
∑

q=0

(−1)l−q
∑

j1,...,jq∈{i1,...,il}
j1<···<jq

σ(m+ ej1 + · · · + ejq)

where ei denotes the standard basis of Nk
0.

Then f ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0, ρk) and f |

Nk
0
= σ. Moreover ‖f‖∞ = ‖σ‖∞.

The function f defined above is motivated by the interpolation formula for the case k = 1, given
by

f(x) = σ(m) + (σ(m+ 1)− σ(m))

√
x−√

m√
m+ 1−√

m

where m = ⌊x⌋ and x ∈ R+. The proof of Lemma 3.4 is a generalization of the proof of Lemma 3.3
in [EM16]. However, the proof depends heavily on combinatorics and induction; we have provided
the proof in the appendix.
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4. Uniform continuity of eigenvalue functions with respect to the square-root

metric

In this section, we show that the set of all eigenvalue functions is a subset of Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk).

Definition 4.1. Let Gn be the set of all eigenvalue functions:

Gn := {γn,a | ϕ ∈ L∞(Cn)G}.

Proposition 4.2. The eigenvalue functions γn,a are bounded functions that are uniformly contin-
uous with respect to the square-root metric ρk, i.e.,

Gn ⊆ Cb,u(N
k
0, ρk).

The boundedness of γn ,a follows from the boundedness of the symbol. We proceed to prove the
uniform continuity of γn,a with respect to the metric ρk. The following lemma is Lemma 4.3 in
[EM16] which is used by Esmeral and Maximenko to prove the above theorem for n = 1. Then we
prove Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.5 which are used to prove Proposition 4.6. Theorem 4.2 follows as
a corollary of Proposition 4.6.

Lemma 4.3. For any m ∈ N,

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

rm

m!
− rm−1

(m− 1)!

∣

∣

∣
e−rdr ≤

√

2

πm
.

As a consequence of the above lemma we prove the following:

Lemma 4.4. For any m,m′ ∈ N0,

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

rm

m!
− rm

′

m′!

∣

∣

∣
e−rdr ≤ 2

√

2

π
|√m−

√
m′|.

Proof. Let m = min{m,m′} and m = max{m,m′}. Notice that

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

rm

m!
− rm

′

m′!

∣

∣

∣
e−rdr ≤

m
∑

i=m+1

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

ri

i!
− ri−1

(i− 1)!

∣

∣

∣
e−rdr

≤
m
∑

i=m+1

√

2

πi
(by Lemma 4.3)

=

√

2

π

m
∑

i=m+1

(
√
i+

√
i− 1)(

√
i−

√
i− 1)√

i

≤
√

2

π

m
∑

i=m+1

2
√
i(
√
i−

√
i− 1)√

i
= 2

√

2

π
|√m−

√
m′|. �

Lemma 4.5. Suppose fi, gi : N0 × R+ → C satisfy
∫

R+
|fi(m, r)|dr,

∫

R+
|gi(m, r)|dr ≤ 1 for

i = 1, . . . , k. Then for all mi,m
′
i ∈ N0,

∫

Rk
+

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

i=1

fi(mi, ri)−
k
∏

i=1

gi(m
′
i, ri)

∣

∣

∣
dr1 · · · drk ≤

k
∑

i=1

∫

R+

|fi(mi, ri)− gi(m
′
i, ri)|dri.
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Proof. Notice that the statement is true for k = 1. Assume the statement is true for k. Then

∫

R
k+1
+

∣

∣

∣

k+1
∏

i=1

fi(mi, ri)−
k+1
∏

i=1

gi(m
′
i, ri)

∣

∣

∣
dr1 · · · drk+1

≤
∫

R+

|fk+1(mk+1, rk+1)− gk+1(mk+1, rk+1)|drk+1

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rk
+

k
∏

i=1

fi(mi, ri)dr1 . . . drk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∫

R+

|gk+1(mk+1, rk+1)|drk+1

∫

Rk
+

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

i=1

fi(mi, ri)−
k
∏

i=1

gi(m
′
i, ri)

∣

∣

∣
dr1 · · · drk

≤
k+1
∑

i=1

∫

R+

|fi(mi, ri)− gi(m
′
i, ri)|dri

by the assumption and because

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

Rk
+

k
∏

i=1

fi(mi, ri)dr1 . . . drk

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
k
∏

i=1

∫

R+

|fi(mi, ri)|dri

≤ 1.

Hence the result holds by induction on k. �

Proposition 4.6. The eigenvalue functions γn,a are Lipchitz with respect to the square-root metric
ρk: There exists Aϕ > 0 such that

|γn,a(m)− γn,a(m
′)| ≤ Aϕρk(m,m′)

for all m = (m1, . . . ,mk),m
′ = (m′

1, . . . ,m
′
k) ∈ N

k
0.

Proof. Define K : N0 × R+ → [0,∞) by K(m, r) = rm

m! e
−r. Then

∫∞
0 K(m, r)dr = 1 and

γ1,a(m) =

∫

Rk
+

aϕ(
√
r1, . . . ,

√
rk)

k
∏

i=1

K(mi, ri)dr1 · · · drk

where 1 = (1, . . . , 1) ∈ N
k. Notice that

|γ1,a(m)− γ1,a(m
′)|

≤ ‖aϕ‖∞
∫

Rk
+

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

i=1

K(mi, ri)−
k
∏

i=1

K(m′
i, ri)

∣

∣

∣
dr1 · · · drk

≤ ‖aϕ‖∞
k
∑

i=1

∫ ∞

0
|K(mi, ri)−K(m′

i, ri)|dri (by Lemma 4.5)

≤ 2

√

2

π
‖aϕ‖∞ρk(m ,m ′) (by Lemma 4.4).
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Hence by Corollary 2.13,

|γn ,a(m)− γn ,a(m
′)| = |γ1,a(m + n − 1)− γ1,a(m

′ + n − 1)|

≤ 2

√

2

π
‖aϕ‖∞ρk(m + n − 1,m ′ + n − 1)

≤ 2

√

2

π
‖aϕ‖∞ρk(m ,m ′).

Therefore the function γn ,a are uniformly continuous with respect to the metric ρk, proving
Theorem 4.2. �

5. Density of G1 in Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk)

In the previous section we showed thatGn ⊆ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk). To show that the C∗-algebra generated

by Gn is Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk), it is enough to show that Gn is dense in Cb,u(N

k
0, ρk) which will be proved in

all generality in section 6. In this section we focus on the case n = 1 = (1, . . . , 1) ∈ N
k. In other

words we will show that G1, the set of eigenvalue functions we get for the case n = 1, is dense
in Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk). Note that in the above case, the Toeplitz operators under consideration are the

Toeplitz operators on F(Ck) with seperately radial symbols.
This discussion is a generalization of the proof of density for the case n = (1), presented in

[EM16].

5.1. Approximation by convolutions. The main goal of this subsection is to prove Proposition
5.6. For this we present a series of propositions and lemmas.

By a change of variable (r1, . . . , rk) → (r21, . . . , r
2
k), we have

γ1,a(m) =

∫

Rk
+

a(r1, . . . , rk)
k
∏

i=1

g(mi, ri)dr1 . . . drk

where g(m, r) = 2r2m+1e−r2

m! . Let h(x) =
√

2
πe

−2x2
.

We have the following lemma from [EM16] (Lemma 6.5).

Lemma 5.1. Let the functions g and h be as above. Then

lim
m→∞

∫ ∞

0
|g(m, r) − h(

√
m− r)|dr = 0.

Let H(x1, . . . , xk) =
∏k

i=1 h(xi) = ( 2π )
k
2 e−2(x2

1+···+x2
k
).

Lemma 5.2. Let ǫ > 0. Then there exists N such that for all mi > N , i = 1, . . . , k

∫

Rk
+

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

i=1

g(mi, ri)−H(
√
m1 − r1, . . . ,

√
mk − rk)

∣

∣

∣
dr1 . . . drk < ǫ.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, there exists N such that for all m > N ,
∫∞
0 |g(m, r) − h(

√
m − r)|dr < ǫ

k .

Also notice that
∫∞
0 g(m, r)dr = 1 and

∫∞
0 h(

√
m − r)dr ≤

∫

R
h(
√
m − r)dr =

∫

R
h(r)dr = 1 for

any m ∈ N0. Then if mi > N , i = 1, . . . , k,
12



∫

Rk
+

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

i=1

g(mi, ri)−H(
√
m1 − r1, . . . ,

√
mk − rk)

∣

∣

∣
dr1 . . . drk

=

∫

Rk
+

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

i=1

g(mi, ri)−
k
∏

i=1

h(
√
mi − ri)

∣

∣

∣
dr1 . . . drk

≤
k
∑

i=1

∫ ∞

0
|g(mi, ri)− h(

√
mi − ri)|dri (by Lemma 4.5)

< k
ǫ

k
= ǫ. �

Let f ∈ L1(Rk, dx) and g ∈ L∞(Rk, dx) where dx denotes the Lebesgue measure on R
k. Recall

that the convolution of f and g, denoted f ∗ g, is given by

f ∗ g(x) = g ∗ f(x) =
∫

Rk

f(x− y)g(y)dy, x ∈ R
k.

The following proposition presents an approximation of the eigenvalue functions by convolutions.

Proposition 5.3. Let a ∈ L∞(Rk
+) and let ǫ > 0. Define H ∗ a, by considering ’a’ as a function

on R
k whose support is R

k
+. Then there exists N such that for all mi > N , i = 1, . . . , k,

|γ1,a(m1, . . . ,mk)− (H ∗ a)(√m1, . . . ,
√
mk)| < ǫ.

Proof. Since support of a is Rk
+,

|γ1,a(m1, . . . ,mk)− (H ∗ a)(√m1, . . . ,
√
mk)|

=
∣

∣

∣

∫

Rk
+

(

k
∏

i=1

g(mi, ri)−H(
√
m1 − r1, . . . ,

√
mk − rk)

)

a(y)dr1 . . . drk

∣

∣

∣

≤ ‖a‖∞
∫

Rk
+

∣

∣

∣

k
∏

i=1

g(mi, ri)−H(
√
m1 − r1, . . . ,

√
mk − rk)

∣

∣

∣
dr1 . . . drk.

Hence the result follows from 5.2 �

Lemma 5.4. Let b ∈ L∞(Rk) and a = χ
Rk
+
b. Let ǫ > 0. Then there exists M such that for all

xi > M , i = 1, . . . , k,

|H ∗ a(x1, . . . , xk)−H ∗ b(x1, . . . , xk)| < ǫ.
13



Proof. Notice that for x = (x1, . . . , xk) ∈ R
k
+,

|H ∗ a(x)−H ∗ b(x)| ≤
∫

Rk

|a(y)− b(y)|H(x− y)dy

≤ ‖b‖∞
∫

Rk\Rk
+

H(x− y)dy

≤ ‖b‖∞
k
∑

j=1

∫

R−

h(xj − yj)dyj

k
∏

i=1
i 6=j

∫

R

h(xi − yi)dyi

= ‖b‖∞
k
∑

j=1

∫

R−

h(xj − yj)dyj

= ‖b‖∞
k
∑

j=1

∫ ∞

xj

h(yj)dyj (by a change of variable).

The lemma holds as
∫∞
xj

h(y)dy approaches zero as xj goes to ∞. �

Proposition 5.5. Let g ∈ Cb,u(R
k) and let ǫ > 0. Then there is b ∈ L∞(Rk) such that

‖H ∗ b− g‖∞ < ǫ.

Proof. Let h̃ denote the bump function (any compactly supported smooth function would suffice)

h̃(ζ) = e
− 1

1−|ζ|2 χB(ζ), ζ ∈ R
k

where B is the open unit ball in R
k. Let h denote the normalized Fourier inverse of h̃, i.e.,

h =
F−1(h̃)

C

where C = ‖F−1(h̃)‖1. Define the approximate identity ht on R
k by

ht(x) =
h(x/t)

t
, x ∈ R

k.

Notice that limt→0 ‖ht ∗ g − g‖∞ = 0. Choose ht0 s.t. ‖ht0 ∗ g − g‖∞ < ǫ. Let l̂ :=
F (ht0 )

F (H) . Then

l̂(ζ) =
h̃(t0ζ)e

|ζ2|/2

C
, ζ ∈ R

k.

Since l̂ is a Schwartz function and F (ht0) = F (H)l̂, ht0 = H ∗ l where l = F−1(l̂). Let b = l ∗ g.
Then b ∈ L∞(Rk) and ‖H ∗ b− g‖∞ = ‖ht0 ∗ g − g‖∞ < ǫ. �

Proposition 5.5 can also be proved using Wiener’s division lemma, as in the proof of Proposition
5.4 in [EM16].

Proposition 5.6. Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) and let ǫ > 0. Then there exists a ∈ L∞(Rk

+) and N such

that for all m = (m1, . . . ,mk) ∈ N
k
0 with mi > N ,

|σ(m)− γ1,a(m)| < ǫ.

Proof. This proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 6.8 in [EM16].
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By Lemma 3.4, there exists g ∈ Cb,u(R
k
+) such that g|

Nk
0
= σ and ‖g‖∞ = ‖σ‖∞. Define g̃ on

R
k by g̃(x1, . . . , xk) = g(x21, . . . , x

2
k). Then g̃ ∈ Cb,u(R

k). Then by Proposition 5.5 there exists

b ∈ L∞(Rk) such that

‖H ∗ b− g̃‖∞ <
ǫ

3
.

Define a on R
k
+ by a = b|

Rk
+
. Then a ∈ L∞(Rk

+). Then by Proposition 5.3 and Lemma 5.4, there

exists N1, N2 such that for all mi > N1, i = 1, . . . , k

|γ1,a(m1, . . . ,mk)− (H ∗ a(√m1, . . . ,
√
mk)| <

ǫ

3

and for all mi > N2,

|H ∗ a(√m1, . . . ,
√
mk)−H ∗ b(√m1, . . . ,

√
mk)| <

ǫ

3
.

Then for all m = (m1, . . . ,mk) with mi > N = max{N1, N2}
|γ1,a(m)− σ(m)| ≤ |γ1,a(m)− (H ∗ a)(√m1, . . . ,

√
mk)|

+ |H ∗ a(√m1, . . . ,
√
mk)−H ∗ b(√m1, . . . ,

√
mk)|

+ ‖H ∗ b− g̃‖∞
<

ǫ

3
+

ǫ

3
+

ǫ

3
= ǫ. �

5.2. The density of G1 in Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk). The proof of density (Theorem 5.9) requires induction

on k. Hence to indicate dependency on k, we identify G1 by G
k
1
and γ1,a by γk

1,a as needed in this
subsection.

Lemma 5.7. Let k > 1 and assume G
k−1
1

is dense in Cb,u(N
k−1
0 , ρk−1). For i = 1, . . . , k and

mo ∈ N0, define the set Ki(m0) ⊂ N
k
0

Ki(m0) = {m = (m1, . . . ,mk) ∈ N
k
0 | mi = m0}.

Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) and let ǫ > 0. Then there exists a ∈ L∞(Rk

+) s.t.

‖σχKi(m0) − γk1,a‖∞ < ǫ.

Proof. Identify Ki(m0) with N
k−1
0 by the map

pi,m0
: (m1, . . . ,mi−1,mo,mi+1 . . . ,mk) 7→ (m1, . . . ,mi−1,mi+1, . . . ,mk).

Define σm0
: Nk−1

0 → C by

σm0(m1, . . . ,mk−1) = σχKi(m0)(p
−1
i,m0

(m1, . . . ,mk−1)).

Then σm0 ∈ Cb,u(N
k−1
0 , ρk−1). By the assumption there is b ∈ L∞(Rk−1

+ ) s.t.

‖σm0 − γk−1
1,b ‖ <

ǫ

2
.

Since χ{m0} ∈ Cb,u(N0, ρ1), there is c ∈ L∞(R+) s.t.

‖χ{m0} − γ1,c‖ < ‖b‖∞
ǫ

2
.

Now define a ∈ L∞(Rk
+) by

a(x ) = b(x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . , xk)c(xi) ∀ x ∈ R
k
+.
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Then γk
1,a(m) = γk−1

1,b (pi(m))γ1,c(mi) for all m ∈ N
k
0 . Let ν ∈ Cb,u(N

k
0, ρk) be defined by ν(m) =

γk−1
1,b (pi(m))χ{m0}(mi) for all m ∈ N

k
0 . Then

‖σχKi(m0) − γk
1,a‖∞ ≤ ‖σχKi(m0) − ν‖∞ + ‖ν − γk

1,a‖∞
≤ ‖σm0 − γk−1

1,b ‖∞ + ‖γk−1
1,b ‖∞‖γ1,c − χ{m0}‖∞

<
ǫ

2
+ ‖b‖∞

ǫ

2‖b‖∞
= ǫ. �

Lemma 5.8. Let k > 1 and assume G
k−1
1

is dense in Cb,u(N
k−1
0 , ρk−1). Let KN ⊂ N

k
0 be defined

by
KN := {m = (m1, . . . ,mk) ∈ N

k
0 |mi ≤ N for some i}

Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) and let ǫ > 0. Then there exists a ∈ L∞(Rk

+) s.t.

‖σχKN
− γ1,a‖∞ < ǫ.

Proof. For i = 1, . . . , k and j = 0, 1, . . . , N , let the sets Ki(j) be as defined in Lemma 5.7. Then
there exists σ(i,j) ∈ Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk) s.t. σ(i,j)χKi(j) = σ(i,j) and

σχKN
=

k
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=1

σ(i,j).

The functions σ(i,j) can be constructed by considering σχKi(j) and removing up to finitely many

points from its support. By Lemma 5.7, there exists a(i,j) ∈ L∞(Rk
+) s.t.

‖σ(i,j) − γ1,a(i,j)‖∞ <
ǫ

kN
.

Define a ∈ L∞(Rk
+) by a =

∑k
i=1

∑N
j=1 a(i,j). Then γ1,a =

∑k
i=1

∑N
j=1 γ1,a(i,j) and

‖σχKN
− γ1,a‖∞ ≤

k
∑

i=1

N
∑

j=1

‖σ(i,j) − γ1,a(i,j)‖∞(5.1)

< kN
ǫ

kN
= ǫ. �

Theorem 5.9. G1 is dense in Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk).

Proof. The proof is by induction on k. The result for k = 1 was proved in [EM16]. Assume the
result is true for k − 1. Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk) and let ǫ > 0. By Proposition 5.6 there is N and

b ∈ L∞(Rk
+) s.t. for all m ∈ N

k
0 with mi > N ,

|σ(m)− γ1,b(m)| < ǫ

2
.

By the induction hypothesis and Lemma 5.8, there exists c ∈ L∞(Rk
+) s.t.

‖(σ − γ1,b)χKN
− γ1,c‖ <

ǫ

2
.

Let a = b+ c. Then γ1,a = γ1,b + γ1,c and

‖σ − γ1,a‖∞ = ‖(σ − γ1,b)χKc
N
+ (σ − γ1,b)χKN

− γ1,c‖∞
≤ ‖(σ − γ1,b)χKc

N
‖∞ + ‖(σ − γ1,b)χKN

− γ1,c‖∞
< sup

m∈Nk
0

mi>N ∀i

|σ(m)− γ1,b(m)|+ ǫ

2

<
ǫ

2
+

ǫ

2
= ǫ. �
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6. The C∗-algebra generated by Gn

In this section we prove the density theorem in all generality: the C∗-algebra generated by Gn ,
where n = (n1, . . . , nk), is the C

∗-algebra Cb,u(N
k
0, ρk). We already noticed that γn ,a ∈ Cb,u(N

k
0 , ρk)

in Proposition 4.2. Recall the shift operators in definition 3.1. Following lemma is a restatement
of Corollary 2.13

Lemma 6.1. The eigenvalue function γn,a is the (n− 1)th left shift of γ1,a, i.e.,

γn,a = τn-1L γ1,a.

Proposition 6.2. The set of eigenvalue functions Gn is dense in the C∗-algebra Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) for

any n = (n1, . . . , nk) ∈ N
k
0.

Proof. Let σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) and let ǫ > 0. By Lemma 3.3, σ′ := τn−1

R σ ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk). Also G1 is

dense in Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) by Theorem 5.9. Hence there exists a ∈ L∞(Rk

+) such that ‖σ′ − γ1,a‖∞ < ǫ.
Then

‖σ − γn ,a‖∞ = ‖τn−1

L σ′ − τn−1

L γ1,a‖∞
= ‖τn−1

L ‖‖σ′ − γ1,a‖∞ < ǫ.

as ‖τn−1
L ‖ < 1. �

It follows that the C∗-algebra generated by Gn is the C∗-algebra Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk).

7. A comparison of Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk) with Cb,u(N0, ρ1)⊗ · · · ⊗ Cb,u(N0, ρ1)

In this section we compare the C∗-algebra Cb,u(N
k
0, ρk) with the C∗-tensor product Cb,u(N0, ρ1)⊗

· · · ⊗ Cb,u(N0, ρ1).
By Corollary 2.17 and the density of G1 in Cb,u(N0, ρ1), we have the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Let

G̃n = {γn,a|a ∈ L∞(R+)⊗ · · · ⊗ L∞(R+)}.
Then G̃n is dense in Cb,u(N0, ρ1)⊗ · · · ⊗ Cb,u(N0, ρ1).

We have the inclusions

Cb,u(N
k−1
0 , ρk−1)⊗ Cb,u(N0, ρ1)

ik−֒→ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk).

In fact

Cb,u(N0, ρ1)⊗ · · · ⊗ Cb,u(N0, ρ1) −֒→ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk).

However, the above inclusions are not necessarily isomorphisms. We present a counter example
for k = 2.

7.1. A counter example. Here we construct a counter example to show that Cb,u(N
2
0, ρ2) is

strictly larger than Cb,u(N0, ρ1)⊗ Cb,u(N0, ρ1). Let

Ii : [
√
i,
√
i+ π) ; i ∈ N0.

Define g : N2
0 → C by

g(i, j) = sin(
√

j −
√
i)χIi

(
√

j) ; (i, j) ∈ N
2
0.

Lemma 7.2. Let g be the function defined above. Then g ∈ Cb,u(N
2
0, ρ2).
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Proof. Clearly g is bounded. First we show that if |√j −√
j′| < π,

|g(i, j) − g(i, j′)| < |
√

j −
√

j′|.
If

√
j,
√
j′ /∈ Ii,

|g(i, j) − g(i, j′)| = 0 < |
√

j −
√

j′|.
W.l.o.g. assume

√
j ∈ Ii. Then

√
j′ ∈ (

√
i− π,

√
i+ 2π) as |√j −√

j′| < π. Note that if
√
j′ ∈ Ii,

sin(
√
j′ −

√
i) = g(j′, i) and if

√
j′ ∈ (

√
i− π,

√
i) ∪ (

√
i+ π,

√
i+ 2π), sin(

√
j′ −

√
i) < 0. Hence

|g(i, j) − g(i, j′)| ≤ | sin(
√

j −
√
i)− sin(

√

j′ −
√
i)|

≤ |
√

j −
√

j′|
as required. Next we prove that if |

√
i−

√
i′| < π,

|g(i, j) − g(i′, j)| < |
√
i−

√
i′|.

If
√
j /∈ Ii ∪ Ii′ , |g(i, j) − g(i′, j)| = 0 < |

√
i −

√
i′|. W.l.o.g., assume that

√
j ∈ Ii. Then√

j ∈ (
√
i′ − π,

√
i′ + 2π) as |

√
i−

√
i′| < π. Therefore

|g(i, j) − g(i′, j)| ≤ | sin(
√

j −
√
i)− sin(

√

j −
√
i′)|

≤ |
√
i−

√
i′|,

proving the inequality.
Now notice that for all (i, j), (i′ , j′) ∈ N

2
0 such that ρ2((i, j), (i

′ , j′)) < π,

|g(i, j) − g(i′, j′)| ≤ |g(i, j) − g(i′, j)| + |g(i′, j)− g(i′, j′)|
≤ |

√
i−

√
i′|+ |

√

j −
√

j′|
< ρ2((i, j), (i

′, j′)),

proving that g ∈ Cb,u(N
2
0, ρ2). �

Definition 7.3. If X is a locally compact Hausdorff space and if A is a C∗-algebra equipped with
‖ · ‖A, let Cb(X,A) be the set of all continuous bounded functions f : X → A equipped with the
norm ‖ · ‖∞ given by

‖f‖∞ = sup
x∈X

‖f(x)‖A.

It is well known that Cb(X,A) is C∗-algebra. Recall that a subset of a topological space is said
to be precompact if its closure is compact. The following theorem from Williams [W03] describes
a criterion to check whether an element in the C∗-algebra Cb(X,A) belongs to the possibly smaller
C∗-algebra Cb(X)⊗A. We will use the Theorem 7.4 to show that g /∈ Cb,u(N0, ρ1)⊗ Cb,u(N0, ρ1).

Theorem 7.4 (Williams [W03]). If X is a locally compact Hausdorff space and if A is a C∗-
algebra, then f ∈ Cb(X,A) is in Cb(X)⊗A if and only if the range of f , R(f) := {f(x) : x ∈ X},
is precompact.

In order to use Theorem 7.4 we present several lemmas about g. The proof of Lemma 7.5 is
trivial as N0 has discrete topology and g is bounded.

Lemma 7.5. Let g be the function defined above. Define g̃ : N0 → Cb,u(N0, ρ1) by

g̃(i) = g(i, ·).
Then g̃ ∈ Cb(N0, Cb,u(N0, ρ1)).

Lemma 7.6. Let g̃ : N0 → Cb,u(N0, ρ1) be defined as in Lemma 7.5. Then ‖g̃(i)‖∞ ≥ 1
2 for all

i ∈ N0.
18



Proof. Notice that for all i ∈ N0 and for all p ∈ N,

√

i+ p−
√

i+ p− 1 ≤ 1 <
2π

3

because
√
i+ p−√

i+ p− 1 attains its maximum when i+ p = 1. Fix i ∈ N0. Then the sequence
{√i+ p}∞p=1 contains a point in any interval of length 2π

3 and, in particular, it contains a point in

(
√
i+ π

6 ,
√
i+ 5π

6 ). Denote that point by
√
i+ p0. Then

√
i+ p0 −

√
i ∈ (π6 ,

5π
6 ) and

‖g̃(i)‖∞ ≥ |(g̃(i))(i + p0)|
= sin(

√

i+ p0 −
√
i)

≥ 1

2
.

�

Lemma 7.7. Let g̃ : N0 → Cb,u(N0, ρ1) be defined as in Lemma 7.5. Then the range of g̃ is not
precompact.

Proof. Whenever |√i1 −
√
i2| > π, Ii1 ∩ Ii2 = ∅ and hence

‖g̃(i1)− g̃(i2)‖∞ = max{‖g̃(i1)‖∞, ‖g̃(i2)‖∞} ≥ 1

2
.

Thus there exits a sequence {g̃(is)}∞s=1 s.t. ‖g̃(is1) − g̃(is2)‖∞ ≥ 1
2 whenever s1 6= s2. It follows

that the range of g̃ is not totally bounded and hence it is not precompact. �

By Lemma 7.5, Lemma 7.7, and Therorem 7.4, we have that g /∈ Cb,u(N0, ρ1)⊗Cb,u(N0, ρ1). Also
by Lemma 7.2, g ∈ Cb,u(N

2
0, ρ2). Hence we have the following proposition.

Proposition 7.8. Cb,u(N
2
0, ρ2) is strictly larger than Cb,u(N0, ρ1)⊗ Cb,u(N0, ρ1).

8. Appendix: The proof of Lemma 3.4

In this appendix, we present the proof of Lemma 3.4. It is easy to see that f |
Nk
0
= σ , from the

definition of f .

8.1. The uniform norm of f . To show that ‖f‖∞ = ‖σ‖∞, we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 8.1. Let s ∈ N and let ai ∈ (0, 1) for all i = 1, . . . , s Then

1 +
s
∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,s}
i1<···<il

l
∏

q=1

aiq ≥ 0
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Proof. Notice that the statement is true for s = 1. Assume the result is true for s. Then

1 +
s+1
∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,s+1}
i1<···<il

l
∏

q=1

aiq = 1 +
s
∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,s}
i1<···<il

l
∏

q=1

aiq

− as+1

(

1 +

s
∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,s}
i1<···<il

l
∏

q=1

aiq

)

= (1− as+1)

(

1 +

s
∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,s}
i1<···<il

l
∏

q=1

aiq

)

≥ 0. �

Hence the statement is true by induction on s.

Note that fm can also be written as

fm(x ) = σ(m)B0(x ,m) +
∑

j1,...,js∈{1,...,k}
j1<···<js

σ(m + ej1 + · · ·+ ejs)Bj1,...,js(x ,m)

where

Bj1,...,js(x ,m) =

s
∏

p=1

√
xjp −

√
mjp

√

mjp + 1−√
mjp

(

1+

k−s
∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}\{j1,...,js}
i1<···<il

l
∏

q=1

√
xiq −

√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

)

and

B0(x ,m) = 1 +
k
∑

l=1

(−1)l
∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}
i1<···<il

l
∏

q=1

√
xiq −

√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

.

The coefficients Bj1,...,js(x ,m) are computed by summing the products

(−1)l−s
l
∏

q=1

√
xjq −

√
mjq

√

mjq + 1−√
mjq

over {i1, . . . , il} such that i1 < · · · < il and {j1, . . . , js} ⊂ {i1, . . . , il}.
Consider the sum

B0(x ,m) +
∑

j1,...,js∈{1,...,k}
j1<···<js

Bj1,...,js(x ,m).

Let l ∈ N and let i1, . . . , il ∈ {1, . . . , k} such that i1 < · · · < il. Note that (−1)l−s
∏l

q=1

√xiq−
√miq√

miq+1−√
miq

is a term in Bj1,...,js(x ,m) whenever {j1, . . . , js} ⊂ {i1, . . . , il}. Therefore in the above sum, the

coefficient of
∏l

q=1

√
xiq−

√
miq√

miq+1−√
miq

is given by

l
∑

s=0

(−1)l−s

(

l

s

)

= (1− 1)l = 0.
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Hence
B0(x ,m) +

∑

j1,...,js∈{1,...,k}
j1<···<js

Bj1,...,js(x ,m) = 1.

Also, if x ∈∏k
i=1[mi,mi + 1), Bj1,...,js(x ,m) ≥ 0 by Lemma 8.1 and hence

|fm(x )| ≤ ‖σ‖∞
(

B0(x ,m) +
∑

j1,...,js∈{1,...,k}
j1<···js

Bj1,...,js(x ,m)

)

= ‖σ‖∞.

Therefore ‖f‖∞ = ‖σ‖∞ as f |
Nk
0
= σ.

8.2. Some useful lemmas. The following lemma is quite useful in the proofs that follow.

Lemma 8.2. Let l, s ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Suppose i1, . . . , il ∈ {1, . . . , k} such that i1 < · · · < il. Then

al+1
i1,...,s,...,il

(m) = ali1,...,il(m+ es)− ali1,...,il(m)

Proof. To keep the notations simple, we will assume s > il and we label s by il+1.

al+1
i1,...,il+1

(m) =
l+1
∑

q=0

(−1)l+1−q
∑

j1,...,jq∈{i1,...,il+1}
j1<···<jq

σ(m + ej1 + · · ·+ ejq )

= (−1)l+1σ(m) +

l
∑

q=1

(−1)l+1−q

(

∑

j1,...,jq∈{i1,...,il}
j1<···<jq

σ(m + ej1 + · · ·+ ejq)

+
∑

j1,...,jq−1∈{i1,...,il}
j1<···<jq−1

σ(m + ej1 + · · · + ejq−1 + eil)

)

+ σ(m + ei1 + · · ·+ eil)

= −
l
∑

q=0

(−1)l−q
∑

j1,...,jq∈{i1,...,il}
j1<···<jq

σ(m + ej1 + · · ·+ ejq)

+
l+1
∑

q=1

(−1)l+1−q
∑

j1,...,jq−1∈{i1,...,il}
j1<···<jq−1

σ(m + eil + ej1 + · · ·+ ejq−1)

= −ali1,...,il(m) +

l
∑

q=0

(−1)l−q
∑

j1,...,jq∈{i1,...,il}
j1<···<jq

σ((m + eil) + ej1 + · · · + ejq)

= ali1,...,il(m + el+1)− ali1,...,il(m).

�

Notice that f is defined on
∏k

i=1[mi,mi + 1) by fm . But the following lemma allows f to be

defined on
∏k

i=1[mi,mi + 1] by fm .

Lemma 8.3. Let x ∈ R
k
+, m ∈ N

k
0 and let s ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Suppose ⌊xi⌋ = mi for all i. Then

f(x+ (1− xs)es) = fm(x+ (1− xs)es).
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Proof. Note that the sth coordinate of x + (1− xs)es is ms + 1. Therefore

fm(x + (1− xs)es) = σ(m) +

k−1
∑

l=1

∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}\{s}
i1<···<il

ali1,...,il(m)

l
∏

q=1

√
xiq −

√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

+ a1s +

k
∑

l=2

∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}
s∈{i1,...,ik}
i1<···<il

ali1,...,il(m)

l
∏

q=1
iq 6=s

√
xiq −

√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

= σ(m + es) +

(

k−1
∑

l=1

∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}\{s}
i1<···<il

(ali1,...,il(m) + al+1
i1,...,s,...,il

(m))

×
l
∏

q=1

√
xiq −

√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

)

by reindexing the last summand and because σ(m) + a1s = σ(m + es). Also,

ali1,...,il(m) + al+1
i1,...,s,...,il

(m) = ali1,...,il(m + es)

by Lemma 8.2. Then

fm(x + (1− xs)es) = σ(m + es) +
k−1
∑

l=1

∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}\{s}
i1<···<il

ali1,...,il(m + es)
l
∏

q=1

√
xiq −

√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

= fm+es(x + (1− xs)es)

= f(x + (1− xs)es).

The second equality in the above computation holds as the sth coordinate of x + (1 − xs)es is
ms + 1 and hence any term in fm+es(x + (1 − xs)es) indexed by {i1, . . . , il} would vanish if s ∈
{i1, . . . , il}. �

As a consequence of above lemma, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 8.4. Let m ∈ N
k
0 and let x ∈∏k

i=1[mi,mi + 1]. Then

f(x) = fm(x).

Lemma 8.5. Let l ∈ N and let ai, bi ∈ C such that |ai|, |bi| ≤ 1 for all i = 1, . . . , l. Then

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

l
∏

i=1

ai −
l
∏

i=1

bi

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
l
∑

i=1

|ai − bi|.
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Proof. Clearly, the result holds for l = 1. Assume that the result is true for l. Then by triangle
inequality,

∣

∣

∣

l+1
∏

i=1

ai −
l+1
∏

i=1

bi

∣

∣

∣
≤ |al+1 − bl+1|

∣

∣

∣

l
∏

i=1

ai

∣

∣

∣
+ |bl+1|

∣

∣

∣

l
∏

i=1

ai −
l
∏

i=1

bi

∣

∣

∣

≤ |al+1 − bl+1|+
∣

∣

∣

l
∏

i=1

ai −
l
∏

i=1

bi

∣

∣

∣

≤
l+1
∑

i=1

|ai − bi|.

Hence, the result is true by induction on l.
�

8.3. The uniform continuity of f with respect to the square-root metric. Let x ,x ′ ∈ R
k
+

s.t. ρk(x ,x
′) < δ. Let m = (m1, . . . ,mk) and m ′ = (m′

1, . . . ,m
′
k) where mi = ⌊xi⌋ and m′

i = ⌊x′i⌋
for i = 1, . . . , k.
Case I. Assume x′i ∈ [mi,mi+1] for all i. Then by Corollary 8.4

|f(x )− f(x ′)| ≤
k
∑

l=1

∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}
i1<···<il

|ali1,...,il(m)|

×
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

l
∏

q=1

√
xiq −

√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

−
l
∏

q=1

√

x′iq −
√
miq

√

miq + 1−√
miq

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
k
∑

l=1

∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}
i1<···<il

|ali1,...,il(m)|
l
∑

q=1

∣

∣

√
xiq −

√

x′iq
∣

∣

√

miq + 1−√
miq

by Lemma 8.5.
Fix l ∈ {1, . . . , k} and i1, . . . , il ∈ {1, . . . , k} s.t. i1 < · · · < il.

If
√

miq + 1−√
miq ≥

√
δ for all q = 1, . . . , l,

|ali1,...,il(m)|
l
∑

q=1

|√xiq −
√

x′iq |
√

miq + 1−√
miq

≤ |ali1,...,il(m)| lδ√
δ

≤ 2ll‖σ‖∞
√
δ

as |ali1,...,il(m)| ≤ 2l‖σ‖∞.

Assume
√

miq + 1−√
miq <

√
δ for some q ∈ {1, . . . , l}. W.l.o.g. assume

√

mil + 1−√
mil <

√
δ.
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If l ≥ 2,

|ali1,...,il(m)|
= |al−1

i1,...,il
(m + eil)− al−1

i1,...,il
(m)|

≤
∑

j1,...,jq∈{i1,...,il−1}
q∈{0,...,l−1}

|σ(m + ej1 + · · · + ejq + eil)− σ(m + ej1 + · · ·+ ejq )|

≤ 2l−1ωρk,σ(
√
δ).

Hence

|f(x )− f(x ′)| ≤
k
∑

l=1

∑

i1,...,il∈{1,...,k}
i1<···<il

2l−1lmax{2‖σ‖∞
√
δ, ωρk,σ(

√
δ)}

= Ak max{2‖σ‖∞
√
δ, ωρk,σ(

√
δ)}

where Ak = k!
∑k

l=1
2l−1

(l−1)!(k−l)! .

Case II. Suppose x′i /∈ [mi,mi + 1] for some i. Define p = (p1, . . . , pk),p
′ = (p′1, . . . , p

′
k) ∈ N

k
0 by

pi = mi + 1, p′i = m′
1 if xi < x′i

pi = mi, p′i = m′
1 + 1 if xi > x′i

pi = mi = m′
i = p′i if xi = x′i

for i = 1, . . . k. Then pi ∈ [mi,mi + 1] and p′i ∈ [m′
i,m

′
1 + 1] for all i. Hence by case I and because

ρk(p,p
′) ≤ ρk(x ,x

′) < δ,

|f(x )− f(x ′)| ≤ |f(x )− f(p)|+ |σ(p)− σ(p ′)|+ |f(p ′)− f(x ′)|
≤ 2Ak max{2‖σ‖∞

√
δ, ωρk,σ(

√
δ)}+ ωρk,σ(δ).

In both cases,

|f(x )− f(x ′)| ≤ 2Ak max{2‖σ‖∞
√
δ, ωρk,σ(

√
δ)}+ ωρk,σ(δ).

Therefore f ∈ Cb,u(N
k
0 , ρk). This completes the proof of Lemma 3.4.

Data availability: Data sharing not applicable to this article as no datasets were generated or
analysed during the current study.

References

[B75a] F.A. Berezin, General concept of quantization. Comm. Math. Phys. 40 (1975), 153–174.
[B75b] F.A. Berezin, Quantization in complex symmetric spaces. Math. USSR-Izv. 9 (1975), 341–379.
[B61] V. Bargmann, On a Hilbert space of analytic functions and an associated integral transform I. Comm. Pure

Appl. Math. 14 (1961), 187–214.
[BC86] C. Berger, L. Coburn, Toeplitz operators and quantum mechanics. J. Funct. Anal. 68 (1986), 273–299.
[BI12] W. Bauer, H. Issa, Commuting toeplitz operators with quasi-homogeneous symbols on the Segal–Bargmann

space, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 386 (2012), 213–235.
[BL11] W. Bauer, Y.J. Lee, Commuting toeplitz operators on the Segal–Bargmann space. J. Funct. Anal. 260 (2011),

460–489.
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