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RADIAL-LIKE TOEPLITZ OPERATORS ON CARTAN DOMAINS

OF TYPE I

RAÚL QUIROGA-BARRANCO

Abstract. Let DI

n×n
be the Cartan domain of type I which consists of the

complex n×n matrices Z that satisfy Z∗Z < In. For a symbol a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n
)

we consider three radial-like type conditions: 1) left (right) U(n)-invariant

symbols, which can be defined by the condition a(Z) = a
(

(Z∗Z)
1

2

)

(a(Z) =

a
(

(ZZ∗)
1

2

)

, respectively), and 2) U(n) × U(n)-invariant symbols, which are

defined by the condition a(A−1ZB) = a(Z) for every A,B ∈ U(n). We prove
that, for n ≥ 2, these yield different sets of symbols. If a satisfies 1), either
left or right, and b satisfies 2), then we prove that the corresponding Toeplitz

operators Ta and Tb commute on every weighted Bergman space. Furthermore,
among those satisfying condition 1), either left or right, there exist, for n ≥ 2,
symbols a whose corresponding Toeplitz operators Ta are non-normal. We use
these facts to prove the existence, for n ≥ 2, of commutative Banach non-C∗

algebras generated by Toeplitz operators.

1. Introduction

The theory of Toeplitz operators acting on Bergman spaces has proven to be
a very interesting and active line of research. A very general, and at the same
time accessible, setup is given by choosing a circular bounded symmetric domain
D where we can consider Bergman spaces A2

λ(D) and Toeplitz operators acting on
them. This can be done for every λ > p− 1, where p is the genus of D (see [33]).

An approach to the study of Toeplitz operators is achieved by considering the
algebras that they generate when the symbols are restricted to some particular
sets. For example, for some subset S ⊂ L∞(D), one studies the features of the
unital Banach algebra generated by the Toeplitz operators, acting on A2

λ(D), whose

symbols belong to S. From now on, we will denote by T (λ)(S) such unital Banach
algebra. It turns out that, in many cases, the right choice of set of symbols S yields
commutative algebras, or at least some setup where studying the commutativity of
Toeplitz operators is quite interesting. We refer to [1, 2, 3, 6, 8, 9, 23, 29, 36] for
just a few examples of this fact.

For a circular bounded symmetric domainD, the group of biholomorphismG acts
transitively and provides a tool to select special sets of symbols. More precisely, for
any closed subgroup H of G, we can consider the set of essentially bounded symbols
that are H-invariant. We will denote by L∞(D)H the space of such H-invariant
symbols. This has allowed to prove the existence of a variety of commutative
C∗-algebras of the form T (λ)(L∞(D)H). Such algebras have shown to be very
interesting and complicated in some cases. We refer to [10, 11, 27, 28] for some
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2 RAÚL QUIROGA-BARRANCO

general constructions of commutative C∗-algebras obtained with these techniques
for the n-dimensional unit ball Bn as well as general irreducible bounded symmetric
domains.

Although the general setup of arbitrary bounded symmetric domains is quite
important, the case of radial symbols on the unit disk D can still be considered
as particularly interesting. We recall that a ∈ L∞(D) is called radial if and only
if a(z) = a(|z|), for every z ∈ D. Besides the references mentioned above, we
can also refer to [5, 12, 14, 16, 22, 25, 26, 30, 34, 35] for examples of research on
Toeplitz operators with radial symbols and some generalizations to the unit ball
Bn. From these references we would like to highlight [22] where it was discovered
the importance of Toeplitz operators with radial symbols. It was first proved there
that for any radial symbol a on the unit disk D, the Toeplitz operator Ta acting
on the (weightless) Bergman space A2(D) can be diagonalized with respect to the
natural monomial basis. In other words, such Toeplitz operator Ta with radial
symbol a preserves the Hilbert direct sum

(1.1) A2(D) =
⊕

n∈N

Czn,

thus providing its diagonal form. In particular, any Toeplitz operator with radial
symbol is normal. Furthermore, it follows that the C∗-algebra generated by Toeplitz
operators with radial symbols is commutative (see [15, 17]).

We note that a symbol a ∈ L∞(D) is radial if and only if a(tz) = a(z) for every
t ∈ T and z ∈ D. In other words, the space of radial symbols on the unit disk is
given by L∞(D)T, for the T-action on D by rotations around the origin. This action
realizes the isotropy at the origin of the biholomorphisms of D.

A natural problem is to generalize to higher dimensions the notion of radial
symbols and to study the features of the corresponding Toeplitz operators. This
has already been considered for the n-dimensional unit ball Bn. In particular, radial
symbols were studied in [14], separately radial symbols (also known as quasi-elliptic
symbols) have been studied in [25, 27], and in other references several variations
of these have been considered, for example, [12, 26, 34, 35]. In all these previous
works, the corresponding Toeplitz operators have also been studied and used to
construct commutative Banach and C∗-algebras.

Our main goal here is to consider an alternative generalization, to higher dimen-
sions, of the notion of radial symbol from the unit disk D. More specifically, for the
Cartan domains of type I we introduce three possible generalizations of the notion
of radial symbols in D. We study the corresponding Toeplitz operators and obtain
some commutative Banach algebras that they generate.

We recall that, for every n ≥ 1, the Cartan domain DI
n×n of type I is the domain

of matrices Z ∈ Mn×n(C) that satisfy Z∗Z < In. We note that this defining
condition is equivalent to ZZ∗ < In. Also observe that for n = 1 we recover the
unit disk D.

Given the obvious similarity in the definitions of D and DI
n×n, one might guess

that a natural generalization of a radial symbol a for DI
n×n can be given by the

condition

(1.2) a(Z) = a
(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)
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for every Z ∈ DI
n×n. Alternatively, we can also consider the condition

(1.3) a(Z) = a
(
(ZZ∗)

1

2

)

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n.

On the other hand, since the radial symbols in D are those invariant by the
biholomorphism subgroup fixing the origin, we can consider the corresponding con-
dition for DI

n×n. As noted in subsection 2.1, the biholomorphisms fixing the origin

in DI
n×n are realized by the linear action of U(n)×U(n) given by

(A,B) · Z = AZB−1

where A,B ∈ U(n) and Z ∈ DI
n×n. Hence, we can consider a third condition for a

symbol a in DI
n×n, which is

(1.4) a(A−1ZB) = a(Z)

for every A,B ∈ U(n) and Z ∈ DI
n×n. In some sense, we can consider these three

conditions as yielding radial-like symbols on the domain DI
n×n. Note that, for

n = 1, these three conditions are clearly equivalent and correspond to the actual
radial symbols on D.

However, it turns out that, for n ≥ 2, the three conditions (1.2), (1.3) and
(1.4) are non-equivalent by pairs. To prove this, we introduce in Proposition 3.1
and Corollary 3.3 a sort of polar coordinates similar (but not the same) to those
considered in Section 3.4 from [19] (see Remark 3.4). Then, Proposition 3.5 provides
a polar coordinates description of the U(n)×U(n)-invariant symbols, i.e. those
satisfying (1.4). On the other hand, we prove in Proposition 3.8 and Corollary 3.11
(see also Remark 3.10) that conditions (1.2) and (1.3) are equivalent to requiring the
symbol a to be invariant under the action of the factors U(n)L = U(n)× {In} and
U(n)R = {In} ×U(n), respectively. For this reason, we call the symbols satisfying
(1.2) left U(n)-invariant, and we call those satisfying (1.3) right U(n)-invariant (see
subsection 3.2). We also provide a polar coordinates description of both of them
in Proposition 3.12. These results allow us to show that, for n ≥ 2, all three of the
above conditions on a symbol a are different (see Remarks 3.13 and 3.14). This
will actually bring some richness that allows to construct special Toeplitz operators
and Banach algebras.

Hence, our next step is to study the Toeplitz operators whose symbols satisfy
one of the three conditions mentioned above. Again, we take as model to generalize
the case of the unit disk D. More precisely, we proceed to generalize the Hilbert
direct sum decomposition (1.1). For this, we note that the latter is precisely the
decomposition into irreducible subspaces for a natural T-action on the Bergman
space A2(D).

We consider in subsection 2.3 a natural unitary representation πλ of U(n)×U(n)
on the weighted Bergman space A2

λ(D
I
n×n). Then, we obtain in Theorem 4.10 a

Hilbert direct sum which is U(n)×U(n)-invariant and that reduces to (1.1) for
n = 1 in the weightless case. There is a corresponding result for the actions of
U(n)L and of U(n)R which is obtained in Theorem 4.13. In all these cases we
provide a precise description of the terms in the Hilbert direct sums as modules
over the corresponding groups. This turns out to be fundamental since for all three
cases the Hilbert direct sum is exactly the same, and can only be distinguished by
the unitary actions on the terms of the corresponding groups. In fact, it is the notion
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of isotypic decomposition from representation theory that allows us to distinguish
between the three actions (see Section 4 for further details and definitions).

Furthermore, we prove in Proposition 4.2 a criterion for a C∗-algebra of the form
T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
H), where H ⊂ U(n)×U(n) is a closed subgroup, to be commuta-

tive. This result is applied by testing whether or not an isotypic decomposition is
multiplicity-free (see Section 4 for definitions and further details). This allows us
to prove in Theorem 4.11 that the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)×U(n)) is com-

mutative. Such result was already obtained in [10, 11]. However, as noted in
Remark 4.12 our proof provides more information that can be used to find explicit
diagonal forms of the corresponding Toeplitz operators.

In contrast with the case of U(n)×U(n)-invariance, the left and right U(n)-
invariant symbols yield non-commutative C∗-algebras. This is proved in Theo-
rem 4.14, where we show that T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)L) and T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)R)

are not commutative. Nevertheless, we are able to prove in Theorem 4.19 that these
algebras centralize each other (see also Corollary 4.20). This is a very interesting
phenomenon: conditions (1.2) and (1.3), which generalize radial symbols on D,
yield symbols whose Toeplitz operators respectively generate two non-commutative
(for n ≥ 2) C∗-algebras that centralize each other. In particular, some degree of
commutativity is still present for n ≥ 2.

These results are possible due to the detailed information provided by the isotypic
decompositions obtained for the three groups considered. It also allow us to prove
in Theorem 4.15, for n ≥ 2, the existence of symbols a satisfying either (1.2) or

(1.3) for which the corresponding Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
a are not normal. This is

again in contrast with the behavior observed in the case of the unit disk, where
every radial symbol always yields normal Toeplitz operators.

This variety of symbols whose Toeplitz operators are non-normal lead to the
existence of some interesting Banach algebras generated by Toeplitz operators. The
main results in this regard are Theorems 4.17 and 4.22, and Corollary 4.21 (see
also Remark 4.23). In all cases by choosing suitable left and right U(n)-invariant
symbols, one obtains, in the case n ≥ 2, Banach non-C∗ algebras generated by
Toeplitz operators.

The main tool from representation theory that we used is based on the rela-
tionship that exist between the representations of U(n) and GL(n,C). Such rela-
tionship comes from the fact that the latter is the complexification of the former
(see Lemma 4.3 and the remarks that follow). From this, a detailed analysis of the
well known representation of GL(n,C) ×GL(n,C) on polynomials over Mn×n(C),
reviewed in Section 4, provides the means to compute the required isotypic decom-
positions of Bergman spaces.

The author would like to respectfully dedicate this work to the memory of Jörg
Eschmeier, with whom he had the fortune to share an interest on Toeplitz operators
acting on higher dimensional domains.

2. Cartan domains of type I

As observed in the introduction, we will denote by DI
n×n the domain of complex

n×n matrices Z that satisfy Z∗Z < In. We recall that this condition is equivalent
to ZZ∗ < In (see [19]). It is well known that DI

n×n is an irreducible circled bounded

symmetric domain. The most elementary case is given by DI
1×1 = D, the unit disk

in the complex plane C.
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The domain DI
n×n is clearly n2-dimensional. Furthermore, this domain has rank

n, genus 2n and its characteristic multiplicities are a = 2 and b = 0. In particular,
it has an unbounded tube-type realization. We refer to [33] for the definitions and
proofs of these claims.

Let us consider the pseudo-unitary group of matricesM ∈ GL(2n,C) that satisfy
the condition M⊤In,nM = In,n where In,n is the block diagonal 2n × 2n matrix
In,n = diag(In,−In). The group of such matrices M will be denoted by U(n, n),
and it yields the linear isometries of the Hermitian form on C2n defined by the
matrix In,n.

2.1. The biholomorphism group of DI
n×n. It is well known that the biholomor-

phism group of DI
n×n is realized by the following action of U(n, n)

U(n, n)×DI
n×n → DI

n×n(
A B
C D

)
· Z = (AZ +B)(CZ +D)−1,

where A,B,C,D have size n × n. We refer to [20, 24] for the details of this fact.
Furthermore, this action is transitive and the isotropy subgroup that fixes the origin
is the subgroup U(n)×U(n) block diagonally embedded in U(n, n). In other words,
we have the injective homomorphism of Lie groups

U(n)×U(n) → U(n, n)

(A,B) 7→
(
A 0
0 B

)
,

that we will consider from now on. In particular, the group of biholomorphisms of
DI
n×n that fix the origin is given by the linear action

U(n)×U(n)×DI
n×n → DI

n×n

(A,B) · Z = AZB−1.

Hence, we have a representation of DI
n×n as a homogeneous space given by

DI
n×n ≃ U(n, n)/U(n)×U(n).

However, we note that this representation comes from an action that is not effective.
We recall that an action is called effective if the identity element is the only one
acting trivially. In this case, it is easy to see that, for every t ∈ T, the element
(tIn, tIn) ∈ U(n)×U(n) acts trivially on DI

n×n. One way to avoid this situation is
by considering matrices with determinant 1. More precisely, we consider the groups

SU(n, n) = U(n, n) ∩ SL(2n,C)

S(U(n) ×U(n)) = {(A,B) | det(A) det(B) = 1},
with the corresponding actions on DI

n×n. These new groups continue to realize the
whole biholomorphism group and the isotropy subgroup at the origin, respectively,
and thus yield the representation

DI
n×n ≃ SU(n, n)/S(U(n)×U(n)).

Even in this case there are elements of SU(n, n) that act trivially, but now they
form a finite group, which is enough to deal with most situations.

We will be mainly interested in the biholomorphisms of DI
n×n that fix the origin,

which we just saw that come from the actions of either of the groups U(n)×U(n)
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or S(U(n)×U(n)). For our purposes, it will be more useful to consider the former
subgroup rather than the latter. One reason is that this will make more natural
to work with two actions of the group U(n). More precisely, from now on we will
refer to the left and the right U(n)-actions which are given respectively by

(2.1) Z 7→ AZ, Z 7→ ZB−1,

for A,B ∈ U(n) and Z ∈ DI
n×n. To simplify our notation we will denote

(2.2) U(n)L = U(n)× {In}, U(n)R = {In} ×U(n),

and so the left and right U(n)-actions are given by the actions of U(n)L and U(n)R,
respectively. Note the actions of the three groups U(n)×U(n), U(n)L and U(n)R
extend naturally to linear actions on Mn×n(C), which we will use latter on.

For n = 1, we have U(1) = T, and the left and right U(1)-actions yield the same
collection of biholomorphisms on the unit disk D: the rotations around the origin.
However, for n ≥ 2, the group U(n) is reductive with 1-dimensional center and its
semisimple part is SU(n) which is in fact simple. The left and right U(n)-actions
have in common only the transformations of the form

Z 7→ tZ

where t ∈ T. In other words, if A,B ∈ U(n) satisfy AZ = ZB, for all Z ∈ DI
n×n,

then A = B = tIn for some t ∈ T. Since DI
n×n is open in Mn×n(C), this claim is an

easy linear algebra exercise. In particular, for n ≥ 2, the left and right U(n)-actions
on DI

n×n are not the same.
In the rest of this work, the actions of either U(n)×U(n), U(n)L or U(n)R will

be considered both on DI
n×n andMn×n(C). As noted above, such actions are linear

on Mn×n(C).

2.2. Bergman spaces and Toeplitz operators on DI
n×n. Let us denote by

dv(Z) the Lebesgue measure on Mn×n(C) normalized by the condition v(DI
n×n) =

1. The (weightless) Bergman space on DI
n×n is the subspace of holomorphic func-

tions on DI
n×n that belong to L2(Mn×n(C), v), and such subspace will be denoted

by A2(DI
n×n). It is very well known that A2(DI

n×n) is a closed subspace and a re-

producing kernel Hilbert space whose kernel is the function K : DI
n×n×DI

n×n → C

given by

K(Z,W ) = det(In − ZW ∗)−2n.

We refer to [19, 33] for the details of this fact as well as for the claims made in this
subsection.

For every λ > 2n− 1, we consider the measure given by

det(In − ZZ∗)λ−2n dv(Z),

which is in fact finite on DI
n×n. We let cλ > 0 be the constant such that the measure

dvλ(Z) = cλ det(In − ZZ∗)λ−2n dv(Z),

satisfies vλ(D
I
n×n) = 1. Then, the weighted Bergman space corresponding to a

given weight λ > 2n − 1 is the subspace of holomorphic functions that belong to
L2(DI

n×n, vλ). We denote this subspace with A2
λ(D

I
n×n) which is, as before, closed

and a reproducing kernel Hilbert space. In this case the kernel is the function
Kλ : DI

n×n ×DI
n×n → C given by

Kλ(Z,W ) = det(In − ZW ∗)−λ.
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Note that for λ = 2n we recover the weightless Bergman space.
The Bergman projection associated to the Bergman space A2

λ(D
I
n×n) is the pro-

jection Bλ : L2(DI
n×n, vλ) → A2

λ(D
I
n×n) given by

Bλ(f)(Z) =

∫

DI

n×n

f(W )Kλ(Z,W ) dvλ(W ),

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n.

The above remarks lead to the so-called Toeplitz operators. More precisely, for
a function a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n), called a symbol, the Toeplitz operator with symbol a is

the bounded operator T
(λ)
a = Ta ∈ B(A2

λ(D
I
n×n)) given by

T (λ)
a (f)(Z) = Bλ(af)(Z) =

∫

DI

n×n

a(W )f(W )Kλ(Z,W ) dvλ(W )

= cλ

∫

DI

n×n

a(W )f(W ) det(In −WW ∗)λ−2n dv(W )

det(In − ZW ∗)λ
,

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n.

2.3. A unitary action on Bergman spaces. The normalized Lebesgue measure
dv(Z) introduced before is obtained from a corresponding Hermitian inner product
on Mn×n(C). Up to our normalization, such inner product is given by

(Z,W ) 7→ tr(ZW ∗),

which is clearly invariant under the action of U(n)×U(n) on Mn×n(C). It follows
that the U(n) ×U(n)-action preserves the normalized Lebesgue measure dv(Z).
Furthermore, since the function Z 7→ det(In − ZZ∗)λ−2n, defined on DI

n×n, is
clearly U(n)×U(n)-invariant, it follows that the measure dvλ(Z) is U(n)×U(n)-
invariant as well.

From the previous discussion it follows that, for every λ > 2n − 1, we have a
unitary representation given by

U(n)×U(n)× L2(DI
n×n, vλ) → L2(DI

n×n, vλ)

((A,B) · f)(Z) = f(A−1ZB),

which is continuous in the strong operator topology. Furthermore, this action
clearly leaves invariant the Bergman space A2

λ(D
I
n×n). We will denote by πλ this

unitary representation of U(n)×U(n) on A2
λ(D

I
n×n).

We note that corresponding properties hold for the subgroups U(n)L and U(n)R.
More precisely, the restrictions πλ|U(n)L and πλ|U(n)R are unitary representations
as well. In words, the left and right U(n)-actions define unitary representations on
each weighted Bergman space.

3. Invariant symbols

Given the unitary action of U(n) ×U(n) on A2
λ(D

I
n×n) introduced in subsec-

tion 2.3 it is useful to consider symbols that are invariant under this group and its
subgroups U(n)L and U(n)R. This will yield special types of Toeplitz operators.
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3.1. Symbols invariant under U(n)×U(n). We note that there is a natural
action of the group U(n)×U(n) on the symbols a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n) given by

((A,B) · a)(Z) = a(A−1ZB)

for every (A,B) ∈ U(n)×U(n) and for every Z ∈ DI
n×n. A symbol a will be

called U(n)×U(n)-invariant if it is invariant under this action, in other words if it
satisfies

(A,B) · a = a

for every (A,B) ∈ U(n)×U(n). We will denote by L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n) the space of
all U(n)×U(n)-invariant symbols. More generally, for every closed subgroup H ⊂
U(n)×U(n), we will denote by L∞(DI

n×n)
H the space of symbols a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n)
that satisfy

h · a = a,

for every h ∈ H . These are also called H-invariant symbols.
For every z ∈ C

n we will denote by D(z) the diagonal matrix whose diagonal
entries are given by the components of z. In particular, the collection of matrices
D(t) with t ∈ Tn is precisely the subgroup of diagonal matrices of U(n). The
assignment t 7→ D(t) yields an isomorphism between Tn and the diagonal subgroup
of U(n). From now on we will identify these groups through such assignment.

From linear algebra (see also [19]) it follows that for every Z ∈ Mn×n(C) there
exist U, V ∈ U(n) and x ∈ Rn satisfying x1 ≥ · · · ≥ xn ≥ 0 such that

(3.1) Z = UD(x)V.

This representation is not unique, since for every t ∈ T
n we can rewrite it as

(3.2) Z = UD(x)V = UD(t)D(x)D(t)V,

where we still have UD(t), D(t)V ∈ U(n).
In the rest of this work we will denote by Mn×n(C)

× the subset of matrices
Z ∈ Mn×n(C) such that ZZ∗ is positive definite with all of its eigenvalues of
multiplicity one. We recall that the eigenvalues of ZZ∗ and Z∗Z are exactly the
same, so we can use Z∗Z instead of ZZ∗ in the definition of Mn×n(C)

×. We also
note thatMn×n(C)

× ⊂ GL(n,C), and that both of these sets are open conull dense
in Mn×n(C). For n = 1, we have M1×1(C)

× = GL(1,C) = C
× = C \ {0}, the

multiplicative group of non-zero complex numbers, hence our notation.
It is easy to prove that for every Z ∈Mn×n(C)

× the representation (3.1) is unique
up to the alternative representations given by (3.2). This follows, for example,
from the computations found in Section 3.4 of [19]. We can use these remarks to
obtain coordinates on Mn×n(C) almost everywhere that are well-defined up to the
ambiguity given by (3.2).

On the product U(n)×U(n) we consider the Tn-action given by

t · (U, V ) = (UD(t), D(t)V ),

where U, V ∈ U(n) and t ∈ Tn. Let us denote by
−→
Rn

+ the subset of elements x
belonging to Rn that satisfy x1 > · · · > xn > 0. We define the smooth map

ϕ : U(n)×U(n) ×−→
R
n
+ →Mn×n(C)

×(3.3)

ϕ(U, V, x) = UD(x)V.

The next result shows that ϕ parameterizes the open setMn×n(C)
× as the manifold

U(n)×U(n)×−→
R
n
+ up to the Tn-action given above, thus providing coordinates for
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Mn×n(C) that are defined almost everywhere and up to such action. Furthermore,
it yields an alternative description, up to diffeomorphism, of the set Mn×n(C)

× in
terms of the groups under consideration. We recall that a submersion is a surjective
smooth map whose differential at every point is also surjective. We refer to [21]
for the notion of principal fiber bundle, but we note that the properties established
below provide one possible definition.

Proposition 3.1. The smooth map ϕ : U(n) ×U(n)×−→
Rn

+ →Mn×n(C)
× given by

(3.3) satisfies the following properties.

(1) ϕ is a smooth submersion.

(2) The Tn-action on U(n)×U(n)×−→
Rn

+ is proper and free.

(3) For every Z ∈Mn×n(C)
×, the fiber ϕ−1(Z) is a T

n-orbit.

In other words, U(n) ×U(n)×−→
R
n
+ is a principal fiber bundle over Mn×n(C)

× with
projection ϕ and structure group Tn. In particular, we have an induced diffeomor-
phism

ϕ̂ : (U(n)×U(n))/Tn ×−→
R
n
+ →Mn×n(C)

×

ϕ̂([U, V ], x) = UD(x)V,

where (U(n)×U(n))/Tn denotes the quotient by the Tn-action on U(n)×U(n)
given above, and [U, V ] denotes the class of (U, V ) ∈ U(n)×U(n) in such quotient.

Proof. The properness of the Tn-action is clear from the compactness of this group,
and the freeness of the action is a consequence of the freeness of left and right
translation actions on groups. This proves (2).

The uniqueness of the representation (3.1) up to the alternatives given by (3.2)
prove that, for every Z ∈Mn×n(C)

×, the fiber ϕ−1(Z) is precisely a T
n-orbit. This

proves (3).
Clearly the map ϕ is smooth, so it remains to show that its differential at every

point is surjective. We note that both the domain and range of ϕ admit natural left
and right U(n)-actions which thus define diffeomorphisms. For the domain, these
actions are given, respectively, by

U · (A,B, x) = (UA,B, x), (A,B, x) · V = (A,BV, x).

Since ϕ is clearly equivariant for both of these actions, it is enough to prove that

dϕ(In,In,x) is surjective for every x ∈ −→
Rn

+. A straightforward computation using
the multi-linearity of the product of matrices implies that

dϕ(In,In,x)(A,B, v) = AD(x) +D(x)B +D(v),

for every (A,B, v) ∈ u(n)× u(n)×Rn. We will prove that the image of such linear
map has real dimension 2n2 = dimR(Mn×n(C)).

If there exist A,B ∈ u(n) such that AD(x) + D(x)B = 0, then applying the
adjoint we also have D(x)A + BD(x) = 0, because x ∈ R

n. Hence, for every j, k
we have

ajkxk = −xjbjk, xjajk = −bjkxk,
and this clearly yields

(x2j − x2k)ajkbjk = 0.
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Since xj > xk > 0 for every j > k, we conclude that both A,B are diagonal and
A = −B. It follows that the linear map u(n)× u(n) →Mn×n(C) given by

(3.4) (A,B) 7→ AD(x) +D(x)B,

has real n-dimensional kernel, and so its image has real dimension 2n2 − n.
Now let us assume that there exist A,B ∈ u(n) and v ∈ Rn such that

AD(x) +D(x)B = D(v).

Since both x, v ∈ Rn, we also have

D(x)A +BD(x) = −D(v),

and these yield the identities

ajkxk + xjbjk = δjkvj , xjajk + bjkxk = −δjkvj ,
which for j 6= k give the same equations obtained above. We conclude again that
A = −B and that these are diagonal matrices. Hence, for some y ∈ Rn we have
A = D(iy) and the previous identities reduce to

0 = D(iy)D(x) −D(x)D(iy) = D(v),

which implies that v = 0. Hence, the n-dimensional image of the map v 7→ D(v) is
complementary to the image of the map (3.4). This proves that the image of the
map dϕ(In,In,x) has real dimension 2n2 and so it is surjective.

The rest of the claims now follow from the definition and properties of principal
fiber bundles. �

We will use the previous result to introduce coordinates in DI
n×n which, as before,

will be defined almost everywhere and up to a Tn-action.
First we state the next result which is an immediate consequence of the condition

Z∗Z < In that defines DI
n×n.

Lemma 3.2. For a given Z ∈ Mn×n(C), and with respect to the representation
Z = UD(x)V from (3.1) we have: Z ∈ DI

n×n if and only if 1 > x1 ≥ · · · ≥ xn ≥ 0.

We will denote by
−−−→
(0, 1)n the set of all x ∈ Rn such that 1 > x1 > · · · > xn > 0.

The next result is a consequence of Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 3.2. We note that
the set DI

n×n ∩Mn×n(C)
× is an open conull dense subset of the domain DI

n×n. For
simplicity we will use the same notation ϕ̂ for the map introduced in Proposition 3.1
that now considers the domain DI

n×n.

Corollary 3.3. In the notation of Proposition 3.1 the map given by

ϕ̂ : (U(n) ×U(n))/Tn ×
−−−→
(0, 1)n → DI

n×n ∩Mn×n(C)
×

ϕ̂([U, V ], x) = UD(x)V,

is a diffeomorphism.

Remark 3.4. It is an easy exercise to verify that the diffeomorphism ϕ̂ considered
in Proposition 3.1 and Corollary 3.3 yields, for n = 1, the usual polar coordinates
on M1×1(C)

× = C× and DI
1×1 ∩M1×1(C)

× = D \ {0}, respectively. To see this, we
note that there is natural isomorphism

(U(1)×U(1))/T ≃ T,
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of Lie groups. Hence, the diffeomorphism ϕ̂ gives, in both cases, a natural gener-
alization of polar coordinates for arbitrary n ≥ 2. These coordinates are basically
equivalent to those considered in Section 3.4 from [19]. However, both polar coor-
dinates, ours and the ones found in [19], use different parameterizing spaces.

We now use the coordinates provided by the previous discussion to obtain the
next characterization of the U(n)×U(n)-invariant symbols.

Proposition 3.5. Let a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n) be given. Then, the following conditions are

equivalent.

(1) The symbol a satisfies

a(U−1ZV ) = a(Z)

for every U, V ∈ U(n) and Z ∈ DI
n×n ∩Mn×n(C)

×.

(2) For every U, V ∈ U(n) and x ∈
−−−→
(0, 1)n we have a(UD(x)V ) = a(D(x)).

(3) The function a ◦ ϕ defined on U(n)×U(n) ×
−−−→
(0, 1)n depends only on the

factor
−−−→
(0, 1)n

(4) The function a ◦ ϕ̂ defined on (U(n) ×U(n))/Tn ×−−−→
(0, 1)n depends only on

the factor
−−−→
(0, 1)n.

Proof. From the definitions of ϕ and ϕ̂, we clearly have that (2), (3) and (4) are
equivalent. Also, it is immediate that (1) implies (2).

Let us assume that (2) holds. Let Z ∈ DI
n×n ∩Mn×n(C)

× be given and consider
its decomposition Z = UD(x)V as given in (3.1), so that in particular we have

x ∈ −−−→
(0, 1)n. Then, for every U1, V1 ∈ U(n) we have

a(U−1
1 ZV1) = a(U−1

1 UD(x)V V1) = a(D(x)) = a(UD(x)V ) = a(Z),

and this implies (1). �

Remark 3.6. We recall that a symbol a ∈ L∞(D) is radial if and only if we have

a(z) = a(|z|) = a(|t1zt2|) = a(t1zt2)

for all z ∈ D and t1, t2 ∈ T, which trivially recovers condition (2) from Proposi-
tion 3.5. Furthermore, using Remark 3.4 on polar coordinates, the first identity
above is also trivially equivalent to (4) of the same proposition. As noted before,
in this case M1×1(C)

× = C×.

3.2. Left and right U(n)-invariant symbols. We recall the left and right U(n)-
actions on the domain DI

n×n given by (2.1), which correspond to the actions of
the subgroups U(n)L and U(n)R, defined in (2.2), respectively. These allow us to
consider two additional families of invariant symbols. A symbol a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n)
will be called left U(n)-invariant if it is invariant under the U(n)L-action, in other
words if we have

a(UZ) = a(Z),

for every U ∈ U(n) and for every Z ∈ DI
n×n. Similarly, the symbol a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n)
will be called right U(n)-invariant if it is invariant under the U(n)R-action, which
is now equivalent to

a(ZV ) = a(Z),

for every V ∈ U(n) and for every Z ∈ DI
n×n. In particular, we can alternatively

speak of U(n)L-invariant symbols and U(n)R-invariant symbols, respectively. The
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space consisting of the former will be denote by L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L , while the space

consisting of the latter will be denoted by L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R .
Let us denote by Pos(n,C) the cone of positive definite Hermitian elements of

Mn×n(C). We recall the following elementary fact from linear algebra.

Lemma 3.7. For every Z ∈ GL(n,C) there exist unique elements U, V ∈ U(n) and
P,Q ∈ Pos(n,C) such that

Z = UP = QV.

Furthermore, we have P = (Z∗Z)
1

2 and Q = (ZZ∗)
1

2 .

In the notation of Lemma 3.7 and from now on, we will refer to the expressions
Z = UP and Z = QV as the left and right polar decompositions, respectively. The
next result provide a characterization of left and right U(n)-invariant symbols in
terms of these decompositions. We recall that GL(n,C) is open conull dense in
Mn×n(C) and so DI

n×n ∩GL(n,C) has the same properties with respect to DI
n×n.

Proposition 3.8. For any symbol a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n), the following properties hold.

(1) If a satisfies

a(Z) = a
(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n, then a is U(n)L-invariant. Conversely, if a is U(n)L-

invariant, then we have

a(Z) = a
(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n ∩GL(n,C).

(2) If a satisfies

a(Z) = a
(
(ZZ∗)

1

2

)

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n, then a is U(n)R-invariant. Conversely, if a is U(n)R-

invariant, then we have

a(Z) = a
(
(ZZ∗)

1

2

)

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n ∩GL(n,C).

Proof. If a satisfies the displayed identity in (1) of the statement, then for any given
U ∈ U(n) we have

a(UZ) = a
(
((UZ)∗(UZ))

1

2

)
= a

(
(Z∗U∗UZ)

1

2

)
= a

(
(ZZ∗)

1

2

)
= a(Z)

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n, which proves the U(n)L-invariance of a.

If a is U(n)L-invariant, and we choose Z ∈ DI
n×n ∩ GL(n,C) with left polar

decomposition Z = U(Z∗Z)
1

2 , then we have

a(Z) = a
(
U(Z∗Z)

1

2

)
= a

(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)
,

thus completing the proof of (1). The proof of (2) is similar. �

Remark 3.9. For n = 1, we have |z| =
√
zz =

√
zz for every z ∈ DI

1×1 = D. This
yields the trivial fact that, for a symbol a, left and right T-invariance are mutually
equivalent, and also equivalent to the condition a(z) = a(|z|) for every z ∈ D. Note
than in this case we have GL(n,C) = C

×.
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Remark 3.10. For a given symbol a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n) let us consider the symbol

â = χEa.

where we take E = DI
n×n ∩ GL(n,C). In other words, â redefines a as 0 on the

closed null subset of singular matrices in DI
n×n. If Z ∈ DI

n×n is singular, then the

matrix (Z∗Z)
1

2 is singular as well and so we have â(Z) = 0 = â
(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)
. Since the

U(n)L-action leaves invariant the subset E, it follows that if a is U(n)L-invariant,
then â is U(n)L-invariant as well.

We conclude from these observations and Proposition 3.8 that a is U(n)L-
invariant if and only if

â(Z) = â
(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)

for every Z ∈ DI
n×n, and not just for Z ∈ DI

n×n ∩ GL(n,C). In other words, any

symbol a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n) can be redefined outside the U(n)L-invariant open conull

dense subset DI
n×n ∩ GL(n,C) so that its U(n)L-invariance is equivalent to the

condition

a(Z) = a
(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)

to hold for every Z ∈ DI
n×n. On the other hand, we note that for continuous

symbols this equivalence is immediate from the density of DI
n×n ∩ GL(n,C) in

DI
n×n, in which case there is no need to redefine any of the values of a.
We also note that similar remarks hold for U(n)R-invariant symbols.

As a consequence of Remark 3.10 we obtain the next result.

Corollary 3.11. Up to the identification of symbols that are equal almost every-
where, the left and right U(n)-invariant symbols are given as follows.

L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L = {a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n) | a(Z) = a

(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)
for every Z ∈ DI

n×n},
L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)R = {a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n) | a(Z) = a
(
(ZZ∗)

1

2

)
for every Z ∈ DI

n×n}.
Straight from the definition of invariance we have

L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n) = L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L ∩ L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R .

In particular, the space L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n) is a subspace of both L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L

and L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R . As noted in Remark 3.9, these three spaces are all the same
for n = 1. However, we will show that for n ≥ 2 there are plenty of both left and
right U(n)-invariant symbols that are not U(n)×U(n)-invariant. We achieve this
through the next result which corresponds to Proposition 3.5. As noted above, we
will consider that two given functions are the same if they agree almost everywhere.

Proposition 3.12. Let a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n) be a given symbol. Then, the following

conditions are equivalent.

(1) The symbol a is left (right, respectively) U(n)-invariant.
(2) The function ([U, V ], x) 7→ a ◦ ϕ̂([U, V ], x) = a(UD(x)V ) defined on the set

(U(n) ×U(n))/Tn×−−−→
(0, 1)n is independent of U (independent of V , respec-

tively).

(3) There is a measurable function f defined on (Tn\U(n)) ×
−−−→
(0, 1)n (defined

on (U(n)/Tn)×−−−→
(0, 1)n, respectively) such that

a ◦ ϕ̂ = f ◦ ρ
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where ρ is given by ([U, V ], x) 7→ ([V ], x) (given by ([U, V ], x) 7→ ([U ], x),
respectively).

In particular, the assignment

f 7→ f ◦ ρ ◦ ϕ̂−1

establishes a one-to-one correspondence between either L∞((Tn\U(n)) × −−−→
(0, 1)n)

or L∞((U(n)/T n) × −−−→
(0, 1)n), and the U(n)L-invariant or U(n)R-invariant sym-

bols, respectively, where ρ is either of the assignments ([U, V ], x) 7→ ([V ], x) or
([U, V ], x) 7→ ([U ], x), respectively.

Proof. We will only consider the case of left U(n)-invariance since the other case is
proved similarly.

If a is U(n)L-invariant, then we have

a ◦ ϕ̂([U, V ], x) = a(UD(x)V ) = a(D(x)V ) = a ◦ ϕ̂([In, V ], x),

and so it follows immediately that (1) implies (2).
Let us assume that (2) holds. For every V ∈ U(n) and its corresponding class

[V ] ∈ U(n) we define

f([V ], x) = a ◦ ϕ̂([In, V ], x) = a(D(x)V ),

for every x ∈ −−−→
(0, 1)n. From the definition of the corresponding quotients it is clear

that [In, V ] = [In, V1] implies [V ] = [V1]. Furthermore, if [V ] = [V1], then there
exist t ∈ Tn such that V = D(t)V1 and we have

a(D(x)V ) = a(D(x)D(t)V1) = a(D(t)D(x)V1) = a(D(x)V1),

where we have used (2) in the last identity. It follows that f is a well defined

function on Tn\U(n) × −−−→
(0, 1)n. Also, using any measurable section of ρ it is easy

to see that f is measurable. This proves (3).
Let us now assume that (3) holds. Hence, we have

a(UD(x)V ) = a ◦ ϕ̂([U, V ], x) = f([V ], x) = a ◦ ϕ̂([In, V ], x) = a(D(x)V )

for every U, V ∈ U(n) and x ∈
−−−→
(0, 1)n. Hence, for every Z ∈ DI

n×n ∩Mn×n(C)
×

with decomposition Z = UD(x)V as in (3.1) and U1 ∈ U(n) we have

a(U1Z) = a(U1UD(x)V ) = a(D(x)V ) = a(UD(x)V ) = a(Z).

This proves the U(n)L-invariance of a on a conull subset of DI
n×n which, according

to our convention, is enough to conclude (1).
For the last claim it is enough to recall from Corollary 3.3 that ϕ̂ is a dif-

feomorphism from (U(n) ×U(n))/Tn × −−−→
(0, 1)n onto the open conull dense subset

DI
n×n ∩Mn×n(C)

× of DI
n×n, and so it has a smooth inverse. �

Remark 3.13. We note that condition (3) from Proposition 3.12 for the left U(n)-
invariant case yields the commutative diagram

DI
n×n

a // C

(U(n)×U(n))/Tn ×−−−→
(0, 1)n //

ϕ̂

OO

(Tn\U(n))×−−−→
(0, 1)n

f

OO
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where the lower horizontal arrow is given by the assignment

([U, V ], x) 7→ ([V ], x).

And for the right U(n)-invariant case it yields the commutative diagram

DI
n×n

a // C

(U(n)×U(n))/Tn ×−−−→
(0, 1)n //

ϕ̂

OO

(U(n)/Tn)×−−−→
(0, 1)n

f

OO

where the lower horizontal arrow is given by the assignment

([U, V ], x) 7→ ([U ], x).

Remark 3.14. By comparing Propositions 3.5 and 3.12, we observe that the

U(n)×U(n)-invariant symbols correspond to functions defined on
−−−→
(0, 1)n, while

the left and right U(n)-invariant symbols correspond to functions defined on either

(Tn\U(n))×
−−−→
(0, 1)n or (U(n)/Tn)×

−−−→
(0, 1)n, respectively. The first factor is in both

cases a manifold with real dimension n(n − 1). In fact, both manifolds are easily
seen to be diffeomorphic through the assignment [U ] 7→ [U−1], so one can work
with either once this identification has been considered.

For n = 1, this manifold is just a point, which corresponds to the equivalence of
the invariance with respect to the three groups involved. However, for n ≥ 2, the
manifold has positive dimension and Proposition 3.12 proves the existence of plenty
of either left or right U(n)-invariant symbols that are not U(n)×U(n)-invariant.
More precisely, there are as many of such symbols as elements in L∞(Tn\U(n)). In
particular, there are plenty of symbols that are either left or right U(n)-invariant
but not both.

4. Toeplitz operators with invariant symbols

The principal tool to obtain our results will be representation theory. Hence, we
recall some notions and refer to [7, 13, 20] for further details and proofs.

If H is a compact Lie group, then a unitary representation of H on a Hilbert
space H is a strong topology continuous linear action π : H ×H → H. In this case,
we also say that H is an H-module. For K a closed subspace of H we will say that
K is H-invariant, or an H-submodule, if π(g)(K) = K for every g ∈ H . If K is
H-invariant and its only H-invariant subspaces are 0 and K itself, then K is called
irreducible. It is known that, since H is compact, all the irreducible H-modules
are finite dimensional and every H-module, finite dimensional or not, is a Hilbert
direct sum of irreducible H-modules.

If H1 and H2 are two given H-modules, with corresponding representations π1
and π2, then a bounded operator T : H1 → H2 such that T ◦π1(h) = π2(h) ◦T , for
every h ∈ H , is called an intertwining operator. If there is a unitary intertwining
operator H1 → H2, then we say that the H-modules are isomorphic. As usual this
yields an equivalence relation. For H = H1 = H2, the algebra of all intertwining
operators is denoted by EndH(H), and it is a von Neumann algebra.

We will denote by Ĥ the family of all equivalence classes of irreducible H-
modules. We now state our main abstract tool from representation theory of com-
pact groups.
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Proposition 4.1. Let H be a compact group with a unitary representation on a

Hilbert space H. For every equivalence class [K] ∈ Ĥ let us denote by

H[K] =
∑

{W ⊂ H |W is an H-submodule in the class of [K]}.
Then, the following properties hold.

(1) For every [K] ∈ Ĥ, the subspace H[K] is a (closed) H-submodule of H. This
is called the isotypic component of H associated to the class [K].

(2) There is a Hilbert direct sum

H =
⊕

[K]∈Ĥ

H[K].

This is called the isotypic decomposition of H as an H-module. If T belongs
to EndH(H), then T preserves this Hilbert direct sum.

(3) The von Neumann algebra EndH(H) is commutative if and only if for every

[K] ∈ Ĥ the isotypic component H[K] is either 0 or irreducible. If this is the
case, then we say that the isotypic decomposition is multiplicity-free, and
every T belonging to EndH(H) acts by a constant multiple of the identity
on each isotypic component.

4.1. Invariance with respect to closed subgroups. We are interested on the
unitary representations πλ (for λ > 2n − 1) of the group U(n)×U(n) on the
weighted Bergman spaces A2

λ(D
I
n×n), as well as on the restrictions πλ|U(n)L and

πλ|U(n)R (see subsection 2.3). However, for simplicity, in this subsection we will
consider any closed subgroup H ⊂ U(n)×U(n). Then there is a correspondence
between H-invariant symbols and intertwining Toeplitz operators. We recall from
Section 3 that a symbol a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n) is H-invariant if and only if a ◦ h = a for

every h ∈ H , and that the family of all such symbols is denoted by L∞(DI
n×n)

H .
We also denote by πλ|H the restriction of the representation πλ to H .

We recall that for a set S ⊂ L∞(DI
n×n) of symbols we denote by T (λ)(S) the

unital Banach algebra generated by Toeplitz operators with symbols in S and acting
on A2

λ(D
I
n×n), where the weight λ > 2n− 1. In particular, for any closed subgroup

H ⊂ U(n)×U(n), the algebra T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

H) is a C∗-algebra. This is a well

known consequence of the fact that L∞(DI
n×n)

H is conjugation invariant.
The next proposition is the main tool from representation theory that we will

use in the setup of Toeplitz operators. Similar results can be found in [10], but
we will use the one below that requires a simplified proof which is enough for our
purposes. Furthermore, our particular statement will provide some useful tools.

Proposition 4.2. If H ⊂ U(n)×U(n) is a closed subgroup, then the following
holds for every λ > 2n− 1.

(1) A symbol a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n) is H-invariant if and only if T

(λ)
a is intertwining

for πλ|H . In other words, we have

T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

H) ⊂ EndH(A2
λ(D

I
n×n)).

(2) For every T ∈ EndH(A2
λ(D

I
n×n)) and any finite dimensional πλ|H-invariant

subspace W ⊂ A2
λ(D

I
n×n), there exists a symbol a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n)
H such that

〈Tf, g〉λ = 〈T (λ)
a f, g〉λ

for every f, g ∈W .
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(3) If all the isotypic components associated to πλ|H are finite dimensional,
then the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
H) is commutative if and only if the

isotypic decomposition of the restriction πλ|H is multiplicity-free.

Proof. The proof of (1) is an easy exercise that uses the formula

〈T (λ)
a f, g〉λ = 〈af, g〉λ,

for every f, g ∈ A2
λ(D

I
n×n), together with the fact that πλ is unitary.

To prove (2), let T and W be given as in its statement. Theorem 2 from [18]
proves the existence of a symbol a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n) such that

〈Tf, g〉λ = 〈T (λ)
a f, g〉λ

for every f, g ∈ W . Let us consider the symbol given by

â(Z) =

∫

H

a(h−1 · Z) dh,

where dh is the probability Haar measure of H . Clearly â belongs to L∞(DI
n×n)

H ,
as a consequence of the left and right invariance of the Haar measure for compact
groups. Then, we can compute as follows for every f, g ∈ W

〈T (λ)
â
f, g〉λ = 〈âf, g〉λ

=

∫

DI

n×n

∫

H

a(h−1 · Z)f(Z)g(Z) dh dvλ(Z)

=

∫

H

∫

DI

n×n

a(Z)f(h · Z)g(h · Z) dvλ(Z) dh

=

∫

H

〈aπλ(h)−1f, πλ(h)
−1g〉λ dh

=

∫

H

〈T (λ)
a πλ(h)

−1f, πλ(h)
−1g〉λ dh

=

∫

H

〈Tπλ(h)−1f, πλ(h)
−1g〉λ dh

=

∫

H

〈Tf, g〉λ dh = 〈Tf, g〉λ,

where we have used the properties of T ,W and a. This proves (2) for the symbol â.
For (3) we first observe that (1) implies that the commutativity of the C∗-algebra

T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

H) follows from that of EndH(A2
λ(D

I
n×n)), which occurs when πλ

is multiplicity-free.
Conversely, let us assume that πλ is not multiplicity-free. Let us choose a non-

irreducible isotypic componentW of πλ which, by assumption, is finite dimensional.
Then, there exist T1, T2 ∈ EndH(A2

λ(D
I
n×n)) that necessarily preserveW and whose

restrictions to W do not commute with each other. By (2), there exist symbols
a1, a2 ∈ L∞(DI

n×n)
H such that

〈Tjf, g〉λ = 〈T (λ)
aj
f, g〉λ

for every f, g ∈ W , and j = 1, 2. By (1) and Proposition 4.1(2), the Toeplitz opera-

tors T
(λ)
a1 and T

(λ)
a1 preserveW as well, because the latter is an isotypic component.

It follows that
T1|W = T (λ)

a1
|W , T2|W = T (λ)

a2
|W ,
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which implies that T
(λ)
a1 and T

(λ)
a1 do not commute with each other and so the

C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

H) is not commutative. �

Propositions 4.1 and 4.2 lead us to find the isotypic decompositions of the
U(n)×U(n)-action and the left and right U(n)-actions to determine the commuta-
tivity of the algebras generated by Toeplitz operators whose symbols are invariant
under such actions.

4.2. Toeplitz operators with U(n)×U(n)-invariant symbols. Let us denote
by P(Mn×n(C)) the vector space of polynomials onMn×n(C), and by Pd(Mn×n(C))
the subspace of those that are homogeneous of degree d. Then, we have an algebraic
direct sum

P(Mn×n(C)) =
∞⊕

d=0

Pd(Mn×n(C))

which is invariant with respect to transformations of the form Z 7→ tZ for every
t ∈ T. Since these transformations belong to the U(n) ×U(n)-action, they induce
a unitary representations on the weighted Bergman spaces. Furthermore, it is well
known that P(Mn×n(C)) is dense in every weighted Bergman space A2

λ(D
I
n×n)

(see [33]). Hence, for every λ > 2n−1, we have a Hilbert direct sum decomposition

(4.1) A2
λ(D

I
n×n) =

∞⊕

d=0

Pd(Mn×n(C))

that corresponds to the isotypic decomposition of the T-action just described. More
precisely, every subspace Pd(Mn×n(C)) is the isotypic component associated to the
character χ−d(t) = t−d of T.

Since the U(n)×U(n)-action is linear, it follows that it preserves the Hilbert
direct sum (4.1). Hence, to obtain a decomposition of A2

λ(D
I
n×n) into irreducible

U(n)×U(n)-submodules it is enough to do so for each term of (4.1). We will
achieve this by using representation theory for the group GL(n,C).

The next result establishes an equivalence between representations of suitable
complex and compact Lie groups, which justify our passage from U(n) to GL(n,C).
It is well known from representation theory as part of the so-called Weyl’s unitary
trick. Hence, we provide a sketch of the proof and refer to [13, 20] for further
details.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be a connected complex Lie group and H a closed subgroup.
Assume that the Lie algebra of G satisfies g = h ⊕ ih, where h is the Lie algebra
of H. If π : G → GL(W ) is a finite dimensional complex representation, then the
following properties hold.

(1) If W0 ⊂ W is a (complex) subspace, then W0 is G-invariant if and only if
it is H-invariant.

(2) The representation π is irreducible if and only if π|H is irreducible.

Furthermore, if πj : G → GL(Wj), for j = 1, 2, are two given finite dimensional
representations, thenW1 ≃W2 as G-modules if and only ifW1 ≃W2 as H-modules.

Proof. Clearly (1) implies (2), so we will prove the former.
It is obvious that G-invariance of a subspace implies its H-invariance. So we

consider an H-invariant subspace W0 and show that it is G-invariant.
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Let dπ : g → gl(W ) be the induced representation on Lie algebras obtained by
differentiation. In particular, we have a commutative diagram

g
dπ //

��

gl(W )

��
G

π // GL(W )

where the vertical arrows are the corresponding exponential maps. Since π(h)(W0) =
W0 for every h ∈ H , it follows that

π(exp(rX))(w) ∈ W0

for every X ∈ h, w ∈W0 and r ∈ R. Hence, differentiation with respect to r yields
dπ(X)(W0) ⊂W0 for every X ∈ h. Since W0 is complex, dπ is complex linear and
g = h⊕ ih this implies that dπ(X)(W0) ⊂W0 for every X ∈ g. We conclude that

exp(dπ(X))(w) =
∞∑

j=0

dπ(X)j

j!
(w) ∈ W0

for every X ∈ g and w ∈ W0. The above commutative diagram now implies that

π(exp(X))(W0) = exp(dπ(X))(W0) =W0

for every X ∈ g. Since G is connected it is generated by exp(g) and this yields the
G-invariance of W0.

To prove the last claim, note that the non-trivial part is showing thatW1 ≃W2 as
H-modules implies W1 ≃W2 as G-modules. Let T :W1 → W2 be an isomorphism
of H-modules. In particular, we have

T ◦ π1(h) = π2(h) ◦ T,
for every h ∈ H . As before, taking h = exp(rX) and differentiating with respect
to r we obtain

T ◦ dπ1(X) = dπ2(X) ◦ T,
for every X ∈ h. But this implies that the same identity holds for every X ∈ g since
T , dπ1 and dπ2 are complex linear. Using the series expansion of the exponential
of linear maps we conclude that

T ◦ exp(dπ1(X)) = exp(dπ2(X)) ◦ T,
for every X ∈ g. Commutative diagrams similar to the one used above imply that

T ◦ π1(exp(X)) = π2(exp(X)) ◦ T,
for every X ∈ g. Since G is connected it is generated by exp(g) and we conclude
that T is an isomorphism of G-modules. �

Lemma 4.3 clearly applies to G = GL(n,C) and H = U(n). This will allow
us to describe isotypic decompositions involving U(n) in terms of the irreducible
representations of GL(n,C). For this reason, we will recall some of the properties
of the irreducible rational representations of GL(n,C). This will be enough for our
purposes. We refer to [13] for further details, definitions and proofs of the results
and claims found in the rest of this subsection.

Let us denote by C×n the subgroup of diagonal matrices in GL(n,C). In par-
ticular, we have T

n = U(n) ∩ C
×n, the subgroup of diagonal matrices in U(n).
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Then, the Lie algebra of C×n is Cn and the Lie algebra of Tn is iRn, both consid-
ered as spaces of diagonal matrices. In other words, we will use from now on the
embeddings

C
n →֒ gl(n,C), C

×n →֒ GL(n,C),

of Lie algebras and Lie groups, respectively, both given by the assignment z 7→ D(z).
Note that a corresponding remark applies for the Lie group U(n).

Let π : GL(n,C) → GL(W ) be a rational representation of GL(n,C), where W
is a finite dimensional complex vector space. Then, for every µ ∈ Cn∗, the complex
dual space of Cn, we will denote

W (µ) = {w ∈W | dπ(X)(w) = µ(X)w, for every X ∈ C
n}.

If W (µ) 6= 0, then this subspace is called a weight space and the functional µ
is called a weight, both associated to W as GL(n,C)-module. If we denote by
X(W ) the set of weights for the GL(n,C)-module W , then it is well known (see
Section 3.1.3 from [13]) that W is the direct sum of its weight spaces

W =
⊕

µ∈X(W )

W (µ).

A particular, case is given by the adjoint representation of GL(n,C)

Ad : GL(n,C) → GL(gl(n,C))

Ad(g)(X) = gXg−1,

whose differential is well known to be the adjoint representation of gl(n,C)

ad : gl(n,C) → gl(gl(n,C))

ad(X)(Y ) = [X,Y ].

The collection of non-zero weights for the adjoint representation of GL(n,C) is
called the set of roots and it will be denoted by Φ.

Let {ej}nj=1 be the canonical basis of the dual space Cn∗ of Cn. In other words,
we define ej(z) = zj, for every z ∈ Cn. Recall that Cn is being identified with the
subspace of diagonal matrices in Mn×n(C). Then, it is easily seen that the set of
roots for GL(n,C) is given by

Φ = {ej − ek | j, k = 1, . . . , n, j 6= k}.
We note that the functionals {ej}nj=1 are real valued on R

n. Hence, we can identify
its real span with the dual space Rn∗ of Rn. In particular, we will consider from
now on Φ ⊂ Rn∗, and also that ej ∈ Rn∗ for every j = 1, . . . , n. The lexicographic
order with respect to the ordered basis e1, . . . , en yields a partial order on Rn∗. We
will denote by Φ+ the set of positive roots with respect to this order. In particular,
we now have

Φ+ = {ej − ek | 1 ≤ j < k ≤ n}.
As before, let us consider any given finite dimensional rational representation

π : GL(n,C) → GL(W ). Then, we define the root order in X(W ) by

µ1 ≺ µ2 ⇐⇒ µ2 − µ1 = α1 + · · ·+ αm for some α1, . . . , αm ∈ Φ+.

We note that the same constructions and properties considered so far apply to
the Lie group SL(n,C) and its Lie algebra sl(n,C) without any essential change.
The only modification that has to be done is to replace the diagonal subgroup
C

×n of GL(n,C) by the subgroup C
×n
0 of z ∈ C

×n such that z1 · · · · · zn = 1.
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Correspondingly, the Lie algebra of C×
0 is the subspace Cn0 of z ∈ Cn such that

z1 + · · · + zn = 0. One advantage of considering the subgroup SL(n,C) is that it
is semisimple (for n ≥ 2) and we have at our disposal the Theorem of the Highest
Weight for Lie algebras (see Section 3.2.1 from [13]). This allows us to obtain the
next result. We sketch the additional arguments required to obtain the needed
statement for the Lie group SL(n,C) from the results found in [13]. Note that for
a finite dimensional rational representation π of either GL(n,C) or SL(n,C) (the
cases under consideration) the theory of weights is obtained from the representation
dπ of either gl(n,C) or sl(n,C), respectively.

Proposition 4.4. The finite dimensional rational representations of SL(n,C) sat-
isfy the following properties.

(1) If π : SL(n,C) → GL(W ) is an irreducible finite dimensional rational repre-
sentation, then there exists a unique weight µW ∈ X(W ) such that µ ≺ µW
for every µ ∈ X(W ) \ {µW }. The weight µW is called the highest weight
of W .

(2) If πj : SL(n,C) → GL(Wj), for j = 1, 2, are two irreducible finite dimen-
sional rational representations, then W1 ≃ W2 as SL(n,C)-modules if and
only if µW1

= µW2
. In other words, two such irreducible representations

are equivalent if and only if they have the same highest weight.

Proof. The existence of highest weights for the noted irreducible representations is
a consequence of Corollary 3.2.3 from [13], thus proving (1).

Let us consider two representations π1 and π2 as in (2). If W1 and W2 are
isomorphic as SL(n,C)-modules, then differentiation proves that they are isomor-
phic as sl(n,C)-modules. From the definitions it is easy to see that this implies
X(W1) = X(W2), and so we conclude that µW1

= µW2
.

We now assume that µW1
= µW2

. Then, Theorem 3.2.5 from [13] implies that
W1 ≃ W2 as sl(n,C)-modules. Let T : W1 → W2 be an isomorphism of sl(n,C)-
modules. Then, we have

T ◦ dπ1(X) = dπ2(X) ◦ T,
for every X ∈ sl(n,C). At this point we can repeat the arguments found at the
end of the proof of Lemma 4.3 to show that T is an isomorphism of SL(n,C)-
modules. �

The fundamental dominant weights (see [13]) for the group SL(n,C) are the
linear functionals given by the restrictions

ωj = (e1 + · · ·+ ej)|Cn
0

for every j = 1, . . . , n − 1, which belong to Cn∗0 , the dual space of Cn0 ⊂ sl(n,C).
Note that the restriction of e1 + · · ·+ en to Cn0 is 0.

The set of dominant weights for the group SL(n,C) is given by (see Section 3.1.4
from [13])

P++(SL(n,C)) =

n−1⊕

j=1

Nωj .

With this notation, the next result is a consequence of Section 3.1.4 and Theo-
rem 5.5.21 from [13].
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Corollary 4.5. The set P++(SL(n,C)) is precisely the collection of the highest
weights of the irreducible rational representations of the group SL(n,C). In partic-
ular, there is a one-to-one correspondence between the family of equivalence classes
of irreducible rational representations of SL(n,C) and the set P++(SL(n,C)). Such
correspondence assigns to every equivalence class the highest weight of any of its
elements.

Remark 4.6. For every µ ∈ P++(SL(n,C)) we will denote by Wµ a SL(n,C)-
module with highest weight µ. In particular, Wµ is well defined up to an iso-
morphism of SL(n,C)-modules. Thus, the inverse of the correspondence stated in
Corollary 4.5 is given by µ 7→ [Wµ].

We will now use the previous constructions and follow Section 5.5.4 from [13] to
describe the irreducible rational representations of GL(n,C). The set of dominant
weights of the group GL(n,C) is the set P++(GL(n,C)) of elements µ ∈ C

n∗, the
dual space of Cn ⊂ gl(n,C), that can be written as

(4.2) µ = m1e1 + · · ·+mnen,

where m1 ≥ · · · ≥ mn and mj ∈ Z for every j = 1, . . . , n.
For every µ ∈ P++(GL(n,C)) given by the expression (4.2) we will consider the

element of P++(SL(n,C)) given by

(4.3) µ0 = (m1 −m2)ω1 + · · ·+ (mn−1 −mn)ωn−1.

With the previous notation, the next result describes the irreducible rational
representations of GL(n,C). This is basically a restatement of Theorem 5.5.22
from [13].

Proposition 4.7. There is a one-to-one correspondence between the set of domi-
nant weights P++(GL(n,C)) and the equivalence classes of irreducible rational rep-
resentations of GL(n,C). This correspondence assigns to every µ ∈ P++(GL(n,C))
an irreducible rational representation πµ : GL(n,C) → GL(Wµ) that satisfies the
following properties, where µ has the representation given by (4.2).

(1) The restriction πµ|SL(n,C) is an irreducible representation of SL(n,C) with
highest weight µ0 given by (4.3).

(2) The restriction πµ|C×In yields the representation of the diagonal subgroup
C× ≃ C×In ⊂ GL(n,C) given by the action on Wµ through the character
z 7→ zm1+···+mnIn.

We will use the previous constructions to study suitable representations of U(n).
Hence, the following result will be very useful.

Lemma 4.8. With the notation of Proposition 4.7, for every µ ∈ P++(GL(n,C))
the irreducible representation πµ : GL(n,C) → GL(Wµ) restricted to U(n) is ir-
reducible as well. In other words, Wµ is an irreducible U(n)-module for every
µ ∈ P++(GL(n,C)). Furthermore, if µ1, µ2 ∈ P++(GL(n,C)) then Wµ1 ≃Wµ2 as
U(n)-modules if and only if µ1 = µ2.

Proof. Lemma 4.3(2) implies the first part of the statement. The second part of
the statement follows from Proposition 4.7 and the last claim of Lemma 4.3. In
both cases, to apply Lemma 4.3 we take G = GL(n,C) and H = U(n). �
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The representation πλ of U(n)×U(n) on P(Mn×n(C)) has a natural extension
to the representation

GL(n,C)×GL(n,C)× P(Mn×n(C)) → P(Mn×n(C))

(A,B) · p(Z) = p(A−1ZB),

which clearly preserves Pd(Mn×n(C)) for every d ∈ N. Furthermore, the in-
duced representation of GL(n,C)×GL(n,C) on each of these subspaces is rational
(see [13]). We will now describe its decomposition into irreducible submodules.
First, we recall some properties of representations of a product of groups and ten-
sor products that we will use freely. We refer to [7, 13] for further details and
proofs.

Recall that for two given Lie groups H1, H2 and corresponding finite dimensional
modules W1,W2, the tensor product W1 ⊗W2 admits a natural representation of
H1 ×H2. If both W1 and W2 are irreducible, then W1 ⊗W2 is irreducible as well.
Furthermore, if W1,W

′
1 andW2,W

′
2 are finite dimensional irreducible modules over

H1 and H2, respectively, then W1 ⊗W2 and W ′
1 ⊗W ′

2 are isomorphic over H1 ×H2

if and only if W1 ≃W ′
1 and W2 ≃W ′

2 over H1 and H2, respectively.
We now recall the definition of a special type of dominant weight that appears in

the representation of GL(n,C)×GL(n,C) on the space of polynomials given above.
A dominant weight µ will be called non-negative if m1 ≥ · · · ≥ mn ≥ 0, where µ is
given by (4.2). In this case we will write

|µ| = m1 + · · ·+mn,

and we call |µ| the size of µ. Let us denote by P (n) the set of all non-negative
dominant weights of GL(n,C), and by Pd(n) the subset of those with size d ∈ N.
In particular, we have Pd(n) ⊂ P (n) ⊂ P++(GL(n,C)) for every d ∈ N. Then, the
next result is obtained using Theorem 5.6.7 from [13].

Proposition 4.9. For every µ ∈ P (n) there is a GL(n,C) ×GL(n,C)-submodule
Pµ(Mn×n(C)) of P(Mn×n(C)) such that the following properties are satisfied.

(1) For every d ∈ N we have a direct sum decomposition

Pd(Mn×n(C)) =
⊕

µ∈Pd(n)

Pµ(Mn×n(C))

which is GL(n,C)×GL(n,C)-invariant.
(2) For every µ ∈ P (n), the spaces Pµ(Mn×n(C)) and W

µ∗ ⊗Wµ are isomor-
phic as GL(n,C) × GL(n,C)-modules, where Wµ is the GL(n,C)-module
given by Proposition 4.7 and Wµ∗ is its dual GL(n,C)-module. In particu-
lar, the direct sum in (1) is the isotypic decomposition for the GL(n,C) ×
GL(n,C)-action and it is multiplicity-free.

(3) The algebraic direct sum

P(Mn×n(C)) =
⊕

µ∈P (n)

Pµ(Mn×n(C))

is the isotypic decomposition for the GL(n,C)×GL(n,C)-action, and it is
multiplicity-free.

Proof. Claims (1) and (2) follow directly from Theorem 5.6.7 from [13]. The di-
rect sum in (3) and its invariance is clear. On the other hand, for any two given
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summands Pµ1(Mn×n(C)) and Pµ2(Mn×n(C)) the action of the subgroup

{(zIn, z−1In) | z ∈ C
×} ≃ C

×

of GL(n,C)×GL(n,C) on them is given by the characters

χ−2|µ1|(z) = z−2|µ1|, χ−2|µ2|(z) = z−2|µ2|,

since they are subspaces of P |µ1|(Mn×n(C)) and P |µ2|(Mn×n(C)), respectively. It
follows from this together with (1) and (2) that the direct sum in (3) consists of mu-
tually non-isomorphic irreducible GL(n,C)×GL(n,C)-submodules. This completes
the proof of (3). �

As a consequence, we obtain the next result for Bergman spaces.

Theorem 4.10. For every λ > 2n− 1, we have a Hilbert direct sum

A2
λ(D

I
n×n) =

⊕

µ∈P (n)

Pµ(Mn×n(C)).

which is the isotypic decomposition for the U(n)×U(n)-action. Furthermore, for
every µ ∈ P (n) the subspace Pµ(Mn×n(C)) is isomorphic to Wµ∗⊗Wµ as a module
over U(n)×U(n). In particular, this U(n)×U(n)-action is multiplicity-free.

Proof. Lemma 4.3(2) and Proposition 4.9(2) imply that for every µ ∈ P (n) the
subspace Pµ(Mn×n(C)) is irreducible and isomorphic to Wµ∗ ⊗ Wµ, both over
U(n)×U(n). The last claim of Lemma 4.3 and Proposition 4.9(3) imply that
all such subspaces are mutually non-isomorphic over U(n)×U(n). Note that we
applied Lemma 4.3 to the case G = GL(n,C)×GL(n,C) and H = U(n)×U(n).

It follows that, for every d ∈ N, the direct sum

Pd(Mn×n(C)) =
⊕

µ∈Pd(n)

Pµ(Mn×n(C))

from Proposition 4.9(1), is the isotypic decomposition for the U(n) ×U(n)-action.
In particular, this sum is orthogonal with respect to any U(n)×U(n)-invariant
inner product.

The previous arguments and (4.1) imply that the sum in the statement is indeed
a Hilbert direct sum. The rest of the claims of the statement follow as well from
the previous remarks. �

Theorem 4.10 yields the following result. It provides an alternative proof to some
of the results from [11].

Theorem 4.11. For any λ > 2n − 1, the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n))

acting on A2
λ(D

I
n×n) is commutative. Furthermore, every operator belonging to

T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n)) preserves the Hilbert direct sum from Theorem 4.10 and
acts by a constant multiple of the identity on each of its summands.

Proof. By Theorem 4.10, the restriction πλ|U(n)×U(n) is multiplicity-free and so

Proposition 4.1(3) implies that EndU(n)×U(n)(A2
λ(D

I
n×n)) is commutative. Hence,

the first claim follows from Proposition 4.2(1) applied to H = U(n)×U(n). The
second claim follows from Proposition 4.1(3) and Proposition 4.2(1). �
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Remark 4.12. The commutativity claim from Theorem 4.11 was proved in [11]
for the domain DI

n×n among others. However, the corresponding isotypic decompo-
sition was not explicitly computed in [11]. Hence, Theorems 4.10 and 4.11 together
add information that can be used to study with more detail the operators belonging
to the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)×U(n)).

4.3. Toeplitz operators with left and right U(n)-invariant symbols. Let
us now consider the left and right U(n)-actions on the weighted Bergman spaces
A2
λ(D

I
n×n) for every λ > 2n− 1. These actions correspond to the subgroups U(n)L

and U(n)R, respectively, of U(n)×U(n). In particular, the Hilbert direct sum from
Theorem 4.10 is invariant under both the left and right U(n)-actions. However, as
we will show, the terms of such direct sum are no longer irreducible for them.

The next result yields the previous claims by describing the isotypic decomposi-
tions for the restrictions πλ|U(n)L and πλ|U(n)R .

Theorem 4.13. For every λ > 2n− 1, the Hilbert direct sum

A2
λ(D

I
n×n) =

⊕

µ∈P (n)

Pµ(Mn×n(C)),

is the isotypic decomposition for both the left and right U(n)-actions. More pre-
cisely, for every µ ∈ P (n), the subspace Pµ(Mn×n(C)) is an isotypic component
for both the left and right U(n)-actions. Furthermore, these decompositions satisfy
the following properties.

(1) For the representation πλ|U(n)L on A2
λ(D

I
n×n) we have an isomorphism of

U(n)-modules

A2
λ(D

I
n×n) =

⊕

µ∈P (n)

Pµ(Mn×n(C)) ≃
⊕

µ∈P (n)

dimWµ⊕

j=1

Wµ∗,

obtained from the fact that, for every µ ∈ P (n), the subspace Pµ(Mn×n(C))
is isomorphic, as U(n)L-module, to the sum of dimWµ copies of the U(n)-
module Wµ∗.

(2) For the representation πλ|U(n)R on A2
λ(D

I
n×n) we have an isomorphism of

U(n)-modules

A2
λ(D

I
n×n) =

⊕

µ∈P (n)

Pµ(Mn×n(C)) ≃
⊕

µ∈P (n)

dimWµ⊕

j=1

Wµ,

obtained from the fact that, for every µ ∈ P (n), the subspace Pµ(Mn×n(C))
is isomorphic, as U(n)R-module, to the sum of dimWµ copies of the U(n)-
module Wµ.

In particular, for n ≥ 2, the restricted representations πλ|U(n)L and πλ|U(n)R are
not multiplicity-free.

Proof. The Hilbert direct sum holds by Theorem 4.10 and it is left and right U(n)-
invariant as noted above. To prove the rest of the statement we will only consider
the left U(n)-action since the case of the right U(n)-action can be handled similarly.

Let µ ∈ P (n) be given. By Theorem 4.10 there is an isomorphism

T : Pµ(Mn×n(C)) →Wµ∗ ⊗Wµ
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of U(n)×U(n)-modules. In particular, T is an isomorphism of U(n)L-modules.
Note that the U(n)L-module structure on the target is given by

U · (w∗ ⊗ w) = (U · w∗)⊗ w,

for every U ∈ U(n), w∗ ∈ Wµ∗ and w ∈ Wµ. Hence, for every w ∈ Wµ \ {0} the
subspace Wµ∗ ⊗w is a U(n)L-submodule naturally isomorphic to the U(n)-module
Wµ∗. If we choose a basis w1, . . . , wdimWµ of Wµ, then we conclude that

Wµ∗ ⊗Wµ =
dimWµ⊕

j=1

Wµ∗ ⊗ wj ≃
dimWµ⊕

j=1

Wµ∗

is a decomposition into irreducible U(n)L-submodules, where the indicated isomor-
phism is over U(n). These remarks and T yield the isomorphism of U(n)-modules

Pµ(Mn×n(C)) ≃
dimWµ⊕

j=1

Wµ∗.

On the other hand, for every µ1, µ2 ∈ P (n), we have Wµ1∗ ≃ Wµ2∗ if and only
Wµ1 ≃ Wµ2 , where both isomorphisms are considered over U(n). By Lemma 4.3
(for G = GL(n,C) and H = U(n)) and Proposition 4.7 such conditions are also
equivalent to µ1 = µ2.

The previous arguments show that the subspace Pµ(Mn×n(C)), where µ ∈ P (n),
is an isotypic component for the U(n)L-action. They also prove the claims in (1).

Finally, let us assume that n ≥ 2. Then, it is well known that the group U(n)
has infinitely many irreducible representations of the form Wµ, for some µ ∈ P (n),
and so that dimWµ ≥ 2. For example, if d ∈ N, then we have de1 ∈ P (n)
and W de1 ≃ Pd(Cn)∗ as U(n)-modules, and so dimW de1 ≥ 2 for d ≥ 1. Since
Pµ(Mn×n(C)) is the sum of dimWµ irreducible U(n)-modules, we conclude that
the isotypic decomposition for πλ|U(n)L is not multiplicity-free. �

We now obtain the next result for Toeplitz operators whose symbols are left or
right U(n)-invariant but not necessarily both.

Theorem 4.14. For every n ≥ 2 and λ > 2n − 1, both of the unital C∗-algebras
T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)L) and T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)R) are not commutative. However,

every operator belonging to either of these algebras preserve the Hilbert direct sum
from Theorem 4.13.

Proof. We only consider T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L), since the other algebra can be
treated similarly. Note that we are assuming that n ≥ 2 and λ > 2n− 1.

Theorem 4.13 shows that the restriction πλ|U(n)L is not multiplicity-free and
that its isotypic components are finite dimensional. Thus, it follows from Propo-
sition 4.2(3) that the C∗-algebra T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)L) is not commutative. The

second claim follows from Proposition 4.2(1) and Proposition 4.1(2) applied to the
subgroup H = U(n)L. �

We now show that the non-commutativity of the C∗-algebras from Theorem 4.14
is quite strong. It will also be useful in constructing commutative Banach algebras
generated by Toeplitz operators that are non-C∗.

Theorem 4.15. Let us assume that n ≥ 2. Then, for every λ > 2n− 1, there exist

a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L and b ∈ L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R such that the Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
a

and T
(λ)
b are not normal.
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Proof. We will consider only the case of the subgroup U(n)L, since the case of
U(n)R is proved similarly.

By Theorem 4.13, the isotypic decomposition for πλ|U(n)L is not multiplicity-
free. Hence, there exist µ ∈ P (n) such that the subspace Pµ(Mn×n(C)) is not
irreducible over U(n)L. Furthermore, by the claims in Theorem 4.13(1) it follows
that

EndU(n)L(Pµ(Mn×n(C))) ≃Mm×m(C)

as C∗-algebras, where m = dimWµ ≥ 2. Let A ∈Mm×m(C) be some matrix which
is not normal. This yields an operator TA ∈ EndU(n)L(Pµ(Mn×n(C))) which is not
normal either. Extend TA by zero in the rest of the terms of the Hilbert direct sum
from Theorem 4.13 to obtain an operator T ∈ EndU(n)L(A2(DI

n×n)) such that

T |Pµ(DI

n×n
) = TA.

By Proposition 4.2(2) there exist a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L such that

〈Tf, g〉λ = 〈T (λ)
a f, g〉λ

for every f, g ∈ Pµ(Mn×n(C)). As we have done previously, Propositions 4.1 and

4.2 imply that the Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
a and (T

(λ)
a )∗ = T

(λ)
a preserve the subspace

Pµ(Mn×n(C)).
From the previous remarks we conclude that

T (λ)
a |Pµ(Mn×n(C)) = T |Pµ(Mn×n(C)) = TA

(T (λ)
a )∗|Pµ(Mn×n(C)) = T ∗|Pµ(Mn×n(C)) = T ∗

A,

and so that T
(λ)
a is not normal. �

Remark 4.16. The arguments used in the proof of Theorem 4.15 are easily seen
to imply some stronger properties. More precisely, if we consider the subspace of
A2
λ(D

I
n×n) given by

W =

k⊕

j=1

Pµj (Mn×n(C))

for a finite family of elements µ1, . . . , µk ∈ P (n), then for every operator T ∈
EndU(n)L(W ) ⊂ EndU(n)L(A2

λ(D
I
n×n)) there exist symbols a ∈ L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)L

and b ∈ L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R such that

T (λ)
a |W = T = T

(λ)
b |W .

In particular, for every µ ∈ P (n), the homomorphism of C∗-algebras given by

T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

H) → EndH(Pµ(Mn×n(C)))

T 7→ T |Pµ(Mn×n(C)),

is surjective when H is taken to be either U(n)L or U(n)R.

4.4. Commutative Banach algebras generated by Toeplitz operators. In
this subsection we will use both left and right U(n)-invariant symbols to obtain
commutative Banach algebras generated by Toeplitz operators that are not C∗-
algebras.

Our first examples are stated in the next result, which is a consequence of the
existence of some special non-normal Toeplitz operators proved in Theorem 4.15
(see also Proposition 3.8 and Remark 3.10).
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Theorem 4.17. Let us assume that n ≥ 2. Then, for every λ > 2n−1 the following
holds.

(1) There exists a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n) that satisfies a(Z) = a

(
(Z∗Z)

1

2

)
, for almost

every Z ∈ DI
n×n, such that the unital Banach algebra generated by T

(λ)
a is

commutative and non-C∗. In particular, the unital C∗-algebra generated by

T
(λ)
a is not commutative.

(2) There exists a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n) that satisfies a(Z) = a

(
(ZZ∗)

1

2

)
, for almost

every Z ∈ DI
n×n, such that the unital Banach algebra generated by T

(λ)
a is

commutative and non-C∗. In particular, the unital C∗-algebra generated by

T
(λ)
a is not commutative.

We will also obtain commutative Banach algebras that contain the C∗-algebra
T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)×U(n)) as well as Toeplitz operators with left and right U(n)-

invariant symbols. For this, we will use the next elementary auxiliary result.

Lemma 4.18. Let H be a Lie group with an irreducible unitary representation π
on a Hilbert space H. Then, the following properties are satisfied.

(1) The von Neumann algebra generated by π(H) is the algebra B(H) of all
bounded operators on H.

(2) If K is a Hilbert space, and πL is the unitary representation of H on H⊗K
given by

πL(h)(u⊗ v) = (π(h)(u)) ⊗ v

for every h ∈ H, u ∈ H and v ∈ K, then the von Neumann algebra generated
by πL(H) consists of all the operators of the form T ⊗ IK where T ∈ B(H).

Proof. By Schur’s Lemma, the commutant π(H)′ is the algebra CIH. Hence,
the von Neumann algebra generated by π(H) is given by π(H)′′ = B(H). This
proves (1). Hence, (2) follows from (1) and the elementary properties of tensor
products (see Corollary 1.5 in Chapter IV of [32]). �

We now obtain a centralizing result for the C∗-algebras considered in Theo-
rem 4.14. It will be used to prove the existence of commutative Banach algebras
as noted before. Nevertheless, this result is interesting by itself.

Theorem 4.19. For every λ ≥ 2n− 1, the C∗-algebras T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L) and

T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R) centralize each other. More precisely, we have

ST = TS

for every S ∈ T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L) and T ∈ T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R).

Proof. By Proposition 4.2(1) it is enough to prove the result for the von Neumann
algebras EndU(n)L(A2

λ(D
I
n×n)) and EndU(n)R(A2

λ(D
I
n×n)). Since both of these al-

gebras preserve the Hilbert direct sum from Theorem 4.13, it suffices to prove the
result for the algebras EndU(n)L(Pµ(Mn×n(C))) and EndU(n)R(Pµ(Mn×n(C))), for
every µ ∈ P (n). By Theorem 4.10, for every µ ∈ P (n) we have

Pµ(Mn×n(C)) ≃Wµ∗ ⊗Wµ,

as U(n)×U(n)-modules. So the result finally reduces to showing that for every µ ∈
P (n), the von Neumann algebras EndU(n)L(W

µ∗⊗Wµ) and EndU(n)R(W
µ∗⊗Wµ)

centralize each other.



RADIAL TOEPLITZ ON TYPE I 29

Since, both Wµ and Wµ∗ are irreducible U(n)-modules, Lemma 4.18 shows that
EndU(n)L(W

µ∗ ⊗Wµ) and EndU(n)R(W
µ∗ ⊗Wµ) consist precisely of maps of the

form T ⊗IWµ and IWµ∗ ⊗S, respectively, where T ∈ End(Wµ∗) and S ∈ End(Wµ).
This clearly completes the proof. �

From the proof of Theorem 4.19 we obtain the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 4.20. For every λ > 2n− 1, the von Neumann algebras of intertwining
operators EndU(n)L(A2

λ(D
I
n×n)) and EndU(n)R(A2

λ(D
I
n×n)) are the commutant of

each other.

As a consequence of Theorems 4.17 and 4.19 we obtain the following example of
a commutative Banach algebra generated by Toeplitz operators.

Corollary 4.21. Let us assume that n ≥ 2. For any given λ > 2n − 1, let
a, b ∈ L∞(DI

n×n) be symbols such that a and b satisfy (1) and (2) from Theo-

rem 4.17, respectively. Then, the unital Banach algebra generated by T
(λ)
a and T

(λ)
b

is commutative and non-C∗. In particular, the unital C∗-algebra generated by these
two Toeplitz operators is not commutative.

Finally, we prove the existence of a commutative Banach algebra with a quite
large set of generators which are Toeplitz operators. As before, for n ≥ 2, the
existence of the non-normal Toeplitz operators from the statement is guaranteed
by Theorem 4.15. We recall that for a set of symbols S, we denote by T (λ)(S) the
unital Banach algebra generated by the Toeplitz operators with symbols in S.
Theorem 4.22. Assume that n ≥ 2. For a given λ > 2n − 1, choose symbols

a ∈ L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L and b ∈ L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R such that the Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
a

and T
(λ)
b are not normal, and let

S = L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n) ∪ {a, b}.
Then, the Banach algebra T (λ)(S) is commutative and non-C∗. In particular, the
unital C∗-algebra generated by S is not commutative.

Proof. To prove the commutativity of the given Banach algebra T (λ)(S), it is

enough to show that for every pair of symbols ϕ, ψ ∈ S the Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
ϕ

and T
(λ)
ψ commute with each other. If ϕ, ψ both belong to L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)×U(n),

then this follows from Theorem 4.11. If {ϕ, ψ} = {a, b}, then the claim follows from
Theorem 4.19.

Let us now assume that ϕ ∈ L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n) and that ψ is either a or b.
In particular, ψ is either left or right U(n)-invariant. By Theorems 4.11 and 4.14,

both Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
ϕ and T

(λ)
ψ preserve the Hilbert direct sum

A2
λ(D

I
n×n) =

⊕

µ∈P (n)

Pµ(Mn×n(C)),

and the operator T
(λ)
ϕ acts by a constant multiple of the identity on each term.

Hence, the Toeplitz operators T
(λ)
ϕ and T

(λ)
ψ commute with each other. This proves

that T (λ)(S) is commutative.

Since T
(λ)
a and T

(λ)
b are not normal their adjoints do not belong to T (λ)(S).

Hence, T (λ)(S) is not C∗ and so the unital C∗-algebra generated by S is not
commutative. �
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Remark 4.23. For n ≥ 2, and with our current notation, if we choose non-normal
operators S ∈ T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)L) and T ∈ T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)R), then the

unital Banach algebra generated by T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n)) together with S, T
is commutative, it is not C∗, and the unital C∗-algebra generated by such operators
is not commutative. The proof is the same one used to obtain Theorem 4.22. This
provides some more general commutative Banach non-C∗ algebras generated by
Toeplitz operators.

We also note that, if we take

S = L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)×U(n) ∪ {ψ},

where ψ ∈ {a, b} and a, b are as in Theorem 4.22, then the Banach algebra T (λ)(S)
satisfies the same conclusions from such theorem. This yields additional examples of
commutative Banach non-C∗ algebras generated by Toeplitz operators. Of course,
we can as well consider an even more general example given by the Banach algebra
generated by T (λ)(L∞(DI

n×n)
U(n)×U(n)) together with some non-normal operator

in either T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)L) or T (λ)(L∞(DI
n×n)

U(n)R).
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