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COMMUTING TOEPLITZ OPERATORS ON CARTAN DOMAINS
OF TYPE IV AND MOMENT MAPS

RAUL QUIROGA-BARRANCO AND MONYRATTANAK SENG

ABSTRACT. Let us consider, for n > 3, the Cartan domain DLV of type IV. On
the weighted Bergman spaces A2 (DLV) we study the problem of the existence
of commutative C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators with special sym-
bols. We focus on the subgroup SO(n) x SO(2) of biholomorphisms of DLV
that fix the origin. The SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant symbols yield Toeplitz oper-
ators that generate commutative C*-algebras, but commutativity is lost when
we consider symbols invariant under a maximal torus or under SO(2). We
compute the moment map ©S©2) for the SO(2)-action on DLV considered as a
symplectic manifold for the Bergman metric. We prove that the space of sym-
bols of the form a = f o u5°®) | denoted by L"O(D%V)“so(%7 yield Toeplitz
operators that generate commutative C*-algebras. Spectral integral formulas
for these Toeplitz operators are also obtained.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a circled bounded symmetric domain D in C"® we define the (weightless)
Bergman space .A?(D) as the space of holomorphic square-integrable functions with
respect to the (normalized) Lebesgue measure dv(z). This turns out to be a closed
subspace of L?(D). Furthermore, A?(D) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space and
the orthogonal projection B : L?(D) — A?(D) is given by integration against the
reproducing kernel. This naturally leads to the so-called Toeplitz operators, which
are bounded operators on A%(D) of the form T, = B o M,, where a € L>(D) is
called the symbol of T,.

Bergman spaces and Toeplitz operators yield concrete examples of a Hilbert
space and a family of operators to study. Furthermore, this setup is quite rich
and not very restrictive. For example, it has been proved in [8] that the Toeplitz
operators are dense in the strong operator topology in the algebra of all bounded
operators. This certainly implies that generically two given Toeplitz operators will
not commute. Nevertheless, it has been found that by selecting suitable families of
symbols the Toeplitz operators will in fact commute. More precisely, if we denote
by 7(S) the unital Banach algebra generated by Toeplitz operators, then for many
choices of & C L*°(D) the algebra T7(S) is in fact a commutative C*-algebra.
Most of the examples of commutative C*-algebras obtained in this way are infinite
dimensional with very complicated structure. We refer to [5] [6, [7, 10, 15} 22| 23]
for a few examples of these facts. Furthermore, even just the problem of finding
commuting Toeplitz operators or studying their commutator has received some
attention. We refer to [1L 2 [ [16], [26] for some works related to these problems.
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For a circled bounded symmetric domain D we have at our disposal its group
Aut(D) of biholomorphisms. For a few years now, it has been known that for
H C Aut(D) a suitably chosen subgroup, the space of H-invariant symbols, denoted
by L*°(D)#, yields a commutative C*-algebra T (L>°(D)*). This phenomenon was
first discovered in [I5] for the unit disk D and the group T of rotations around the
origin. Then, some more recent general results have been obtained for the unit
ball and more general bounded symmetric domains (see the references mentioned
above). In most cases, this requires a quite large subgroup H to obtain commutative
C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators.

Most recently a new technique has been introduced to construct special families
of symbols. The underlying symplectic geometry of the unit ball B" was used in [21]
to build commutative C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators. For the case of
the unit ball B™ it is known that maximal Abelian subgroups of Aut(B") yield, by
the invariance procedure described above, commutative C*-algebras generated by
Toeplitz operators (see [22, 23]). The results from [21] can be seen as providing an
alternative symplectic-geometric interpretation of these results for the unit ball B™.
More precisely, it was proved that, for a maximal Abelian subgroup H C Aut(B")
a symbol a € L*°(B™) is H-invariant if and only if for some function f we can
write a = f o, where ¥ is the moment map for the symplectic H-action on B™.
Hence, one can argue that the existence of commutative C*-algebras generated by
Toeplitz operators associated to a maximal Abelian subgroup H is a consequence
of the underlying symplectic geometry.

On the other hand, for bounded symmetric domains D with rank at least 2
it has been found that the maximal Abelian subgroups H C Aut(D) very rarely
yield commutative C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators, by simply using
the symbols L> (D). This points to the unit ball B", whose rank is 1, as a very
special case. Given the symplectic-geometric explanation of the situation for the
unit ball; it is natural to consider, for bounded symmetric domains with higher
rank, the problem of constructing commutative C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz
operators using moment maps. This is the setup for the main contribution of this
work.

We consider the n-dimensional Cartan domain DLV of type IV. This domain is
defined in Section 2l and we assume in the rest of this work that n > 3 to avoid the
trivial lower dimensional cases. As described above, we have Bergman spaces and
Toeplitz operators on the domain DIV, which we consider for the general weighted
case. The subgroup of biholomorphisms that fix the origin is given by a linear
action of SO(n) x SO(2). This group yields two very important actions. First, we
have its symplectic action on DIV, and second, we have unitary representations 7
on the weighted Bergman spaces (A > n — 1) (see subsection and Section [3
respectively). The maximal tori of SO(n) x SO(2) have dimension |n/2| + 1 and
we choose in subsection 3.2 a (canonical) maximal torus denoted by T, x SO(2).

We state in Theorem B.12] that the C*-algebras 7 (L (DLV)SC(m)xS02)) " cor-
responding to SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant symbols, are commutative, while the C*-
algebras T (L0 (DY) TnxSO(2)) " corresponding to T,, x SO(2)-invariant symbols,
are not commutative. The former claim was already known from [5] but the latter is
new. Note that T,, x SO(2) is a maximal Abelian subgroup of the biholomorphism
group of DIV thus providing an example of the behavior noted above for higher
rank bounded symmetric domains. Recall that the rank of DLV is 2 for every n.
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Theorem also proves that the C*-algebra 7 (L>°(DLV)SO(=1)xS0(2)) s not,
commutative. As noted in RemarkB.I6] the subgroup SO(n—1)xSO(2) is maximal
connected in SO(n) x SO(2). Hence, not even dropping the Abelian property of a
subgroup of SO(n) x SO(2) allows us to obtain commutative C*-algebras generated
by Toeplitz operators by using invariant symbols for a still quite large subgroup.
In Section ] we compute in Theorem [£.4] the moment map for the symplectic
T,, x SO(2)-action on DLV. As a consequence we obtain in Corollary[L.5the moment
map for the SO(2)-action on DIV. In this same section, we consider moment map
symbols for SO(2) as symbols of the form a = f o uS°®)| where f is some function
and £5°®) is the moment map computed in Corollary See also Definition [£.1]
for a more general notion. The space of moment map symbols for SO(2) is denoted
by Lo (DY)
C*-algebra T (L>(DLY) ) is commutative. Furthermore, we also find an
explicit Hilbert direct sum decomposition of A3 (DLY) with respect to which all the

elements of 7 (1> (DLV)“SO@)) are simultaneously diagonalized.
The next problem is to explicitly compute the coefficients that diagonalize a

Toeplitz operator Té’\), in terms of the symbol a, when the symbol belongs to

L> (DLV)“SO@). Such explicit formula is obtained in Theorem Similar formu-
las were obtained in [7], and in fact we use those to obtain ours. The formulas
from [7] require computing square roots for positive elements in the Jordan algebra
associated to DIV. We achieve this in Corollary 5.4l which yields a fairly com-
plicated formula for the square roots. However, the moment map pS°®?) and the
formula for the square roots play together very well to provide the fairly simple
spectral integral formula shown in Theorem This formula and the fact that
the very small subgroup SO(2) yields commutative C*-algebras using its moment
map, highlight the importance of symplectic geometry in the solution of this oper-
ator theory problems. One can safely conjecture that the existence of many of the
known commutative C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators can be explained
by symplectic geometric means.

As for the details of our work, one of our main tools is the use of representation
theory of compact groups. In particular, we compute in Section B] the isotypic de-
compositions for the representation 7y of the group SO(n) x SO(2) on the weighted
Bergman spaces A3 (DLY). We also compute such decompositions for the restric-
tions of my to SO(n — 1) x SO(2), T,, x SO(2) and SO(2). Then, the criterion
provided by Theorem B.I1] allows us to determine the commutativity of the C*-
algebras generated by Toeplitz operators with H-invariant symbols in terms of the
isotypic decomposition of A2 (DLV) corresponding to H.

In Section @] we compute the moment maps of T,, x SO(2) and SO(2). And
in Section [l we prove the main results which, as noted above, involve some com-
putations with Jordan algebras. It is worthwhile to note that the commutativity
of the C*-algebras T(A)(LM(DEZV)“SO(Z)) can be explained by a very peculiar re-
lationship between the groups SO(n) x SO(2) and SO(2). To be more precise,
the moment map £5°® is not only SO(2)-invariant, as it must be by definition,
but also SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant. We use this to obtain the commutativity of
T (L (DLV)“SO@)) (see the proof of Theorem [5.2) and to be able to compute the
spectral integral formulas in Theorem [5.9]

. As one of our main results, we prove in Theorem that the
50(2)
I
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2. THE CARTAN DOMAINS OF TYPE IV

We will denote by DIV the n-dimensional Cartan domain of type IV, which is

given by
DYV ={zeC"||z| <1, 2|z|> <14 |27 2%},

where the elements of C™ are considered from now as columns. It is very well known
that DLV is a circled bounded symmetric domain for every n > 1 (see [20, 25]). For
n = 1, it is easy to see that this domain is the unit disk D, since the second defining
condition is always satisfied in this case. Also, using the arguments found in [20],
it is easy to see that there is a biholomorphism between D}V and D?. On the
other hand, for every n > 3, the bounded symmetric domain DV is irreducible
(see [I1}, 20]). For this reason, we will consider the case n > 3 in the rest of this
work. On the other hand, it is well known that so(4,2) ~ su(2,2) (see [II]) and so
the domain D!V is biholomorphically equivalent to the Cartan domain D, ,. The
latter is defined as the set of complex 2 x 2 matrices Z that satisfy Z*Z < I5.

The connected component of the biholomorphism group of DLV is isomorphic to
SOg(n,2). The proof of this can be found in [T} 20 24]. In particular, [24] shows
that the connected component of the biholomorphism group of DLV is realized
through an action of SOg(n,2) by quadratic fractional transformations. On the
other hand, the maximal compact subgroup SO(n)xSO(2) of SOg(n, 2) acts linearly
on DIV by the expression

(2.1) SO(n) x SO(2) x DIV — DIV
(A t) -z =tAz,

and this action realizes the biholomorphisms of DLV that fix the origin. Note that
we have used the natural isomorphism SO(2) ~ T, where T denotes the unit circle
in C, that comes from the identification C ~ R?. More precisely, we consider the
isomorphism

(2.2) T — SO(2)

0 cos(¥)  sin(¥)
© (— sin(d) cos(9) )’
where ¢ € R. We will use such identifications in the rest of this work.
From the previous remarks, it follows that we have a natural diffeomorphism

DY ~ S0¢(n,2)/SO(n) x SO(2)

that is in fact a biholomorphism for the structure of Hermitian symmetric space for
the quotient on the right. We refer to [I11, 20} 24] for further details. We observe
that SO(n) is a simple Lie group except for n = 2,4. Nevertheless, we recall our
standing assumption n > 3.

In the notation of [25], the domain DIV has genus n, rank 2 and characteristic
multiplicities a = n — 2 and b = 0. In particular, the vanishing of the last value
implies that DLV is a bounded domain with a tube-type unbounded realization.

2.1. Bergman spaces and Toeplitz operators. Let us consider the Lebesgue
measure dv(z) on C" normalized so that v(DLY) = 1. Then, we will denote by
A2(DLV) the (weightless) Bergman space over DIV which consists of the holomorphic
functions that belong to L2(DLY,v). It is well known (see [11}, 25]) that this is a
closed subspace of L?(DV, v) that admits a reproducing kernel. In particular, the
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orthogonal projection B : L2(DLV,v) — A2?(DLV), called the (weightless) Bergman
projection, is given by

B(f)(2) = f(w)K(z, w) do(w),

v
Dn

for every f € L?*(DLY,v) and z € DL, where K is the (weightless) Bergman re-
producing kernel. The results from [12] (see also [18]) imply that the function
K : DIV x DIV — C is given by

n

K(z,w) = (1-22"w+ (2 2)(wTw)) "
Following Section 2.9 from [25], we consider the weighted measure
(1—2z + |27 2|H)A " du(2)

which is finite on DLV precisely for A > n — 1. Hence, for every such )\, we choose
a normalizing constant ¢y > 0 such that the measure

dux(z) = ex(1 = 2|22 + |2 T2} " do(z)

satisfies vy(DLY) = 1. From this, we define for every A > n — 1, the weighted
Bergman space Ai(DLV) as the subspace of holomorphic functions that belong to
L?(DLV,vy). As before, this is a closed subspace of L?(DLY, v,) that admits a repro-
ducing kernel. So that the orthogonal projection, called the Bergman projection,
By : L2 (DY, v,) — A3(DLY) is given by

Ba(f)(z) = (w) K\ (2, w) doa(w),
DLV
for every f € L?>(DIV,v) and z € DLV, where the weighted Bergman reproducing

kernel K : DIV x DIV — C has the expression (see [25])
Kx(z,w) = (1-22"w+ (sz)(wTw))fA.

In particular, the case A = n corresponds to the above weightless case. In other
words, v = v,, A2(DLY) = A2(DLV) and K = K,,.

We note that all the measures vy, for A > n—1 yield the same null subsets. Hence,
we can consider L°>°(DLY) as given for any such measure. For every a € L°>°(DLY)
we define the Toeplitz operator with symbol a acting on A3 (DLY) (for A > n —1)
as the bounded operator T, = T\" € B(A3(DLY)) given by 7Y = By o M,. In
particular, we have

TONE) = [ alw) ) (2 w) dus ),
for every f € A2(DLY) and 2 € DIV.

For a given subspace S C L>(DL), we will denote by 7™ (S) the unital Banach
algebra generated by Toeplitz operators whose symbols belong to S. In this work
we will consider subspaces S that are self-adjoint in L>(DLY). From the elementary
properties of Toeplitz operators it follows that if S is self-adjoint, then 7V (S) is
also the unital C*-algebra generated by Toeplitz operators with symbols in S.
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2.2. The Bergman metric of DIV. We recall (see [11} 20]) that for any bounded
symmetric domain, there is a naturally associated Hermitian metric so that the
biholomorphisms act by isometries. More precisely, for an n-dimensional bounded
symmetric domain D with (weightless) reproducing kernel K this Hermitian metric,
called the Bergman metric, is given by

Z (’“)z](?zk log K(z,2)dz; ® dZg,

where ¢ > 0 is any convemently chosen normalizing constant. We will apply this
construction to our domain DIV.
In the rest of this work, we will denote by A : DIV — C the function given by

(2.3) A(z) =1-=2z2 + |2 2%
In particular, we have Ky(z,z) = A(z)~?, for every z € DIV and A > n — 1. It is
well known that this completely determines the weighted Bergman kernels.

The following result is a consequence of the previous remarks and straightforward

computations. Nevertheless, we show some of these computations since they will
be useful latter on.

Proposition 2.1. For the domain DLV, the Bergman metric is given by

o2
gz = 2n Z 255 log K(z,z)dz; ® dzg

zj(?zk
_ i ik — 22Zk) + 2(2; — 2;(27 2)) (21 — Zk(2 7 2)) dz; ® dz,
A(z)?
7,k=1
for every z € DIV.
Proof. In the first place we have
0 0 n O0A
log K —log A - =
5 oa K (2,2) = —nz_log A(2) = ~ 515 52(2)
2n —
= m(zj - 2j(272)).
And from this it follows that
0? 0 (zj—2i(zTz)
log K =92 it A A
02;0%), og K(2,2) = n(’“)z;C ( A(z)
A(z) (5jk — 2zj2k) + 2(Ej —zj (ZTZ)) (zk — Ek(sz))
= 2n )
A(z)?
which yields the result. (I

We recall some differential geometric notions that will be applied to the domain
DIV. We refer to [T} 20] for further details.

If M is a complex manifold with a Hermitian metric ¢ and complex structure J,
then the associated 2-form w is given by

w(X,)Y)=g9(JX,Y)

for every pair of smooth vector fields in M. In particular, the 2-form w defines a
non-degenerate anti-symmetric bilinear form at every point of M. The complex
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manifold with the Hermitian metric g is called Kéhler if the associated 2-form w is
closed. If this is the case, w is a non-degenerate closed 2-form, and M is called a
symplectic manifold with symplectic form w.

It is well known (see [I1},20]) that any bounded domain with its Bergman metric
is Kihler. We state this in the following result for the domain DLV and also give
the explicit expression for the associated symplectic form.

Proposition 2.2. The domain DY with its Bergman metric g as given in Propo-
sition [21] is a Kdahler manifold. Furthermore, the associated symplectic form is
given by
_ - ARGk = 2257) +2(35 — %(272)) (3 — Za(272))
Wz =1 Z A(z)?

dz; A dz,

for every z € DIV, where A(z) =1 —2|z|> + |2 2|2

n o’

Proof. The first claim was already noted above. With our definition of associated
symplectic form, the formula in the statement follows from the well known fact
(see [20]) that for any Kéahler manifold with metric given by

n
9= Z gjk dzj ® dzy,
Jik=1
the associated symplectic form is given by

n
w=1 Z 95k dzj A dZp.
Jik=1

O

In the rest of this work we will consider DIV both as a Kihler and a symplectic
manifold with the Ké&hler metric g and the symplectic form w given in Proposi-
tions 211 and 2] respectively. We will also use the well known fact that every
biholomorphism of DLV preserves both g and w (see [I1]). In particular, every
biholomorphism of DLV is a symplectomorphism of (DIV, w).

3. THE REPRESENTATION OF SO(n) x SO(2) AND COMMUTATIVITY OF
C*-ALGEBRAS

We will describe in this section, the induced action of SO(n) x SO(2) on the
Bergman spaces from the action given in (Z)). First, we will compute natural
decompositions for the Bergman spaces associated to some subgroups of SO(n) x
SO(2). This will occupy the first subsections. Next, in the last subsection, we
will consider Toeplitz operators with invariant symbols for such subgroups and
determine in which cases those operators generate commutative C*-algebras.

The first thing to note is that a straightforward computation shows that the
function A given in (23] is SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant. Clearly, the Lebesgue measure
is also SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant, and so it follows from the definition of the weighted
measures vy that these have the same invariance under SO(n) x SO(2). Hence, we
easily conclude the following result. Note that one uses the fact that the SO(n) x
SO(2)-action on DLV is complex linear and so holomorphic.
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Proposition 3.1. For every A > n — 1, the action given by
7 1 SO(n) x SO(2) x A2(DLY) — A% (DY)
(ma(A,1) - f)(2) = (A7)
yields a unitary representation that is continuous in the strong operator topology.

One should compare this representation with the holomorphic discrete series
representations of the group SOg(n,2) on the Bergman spaces A3 (D). In fact,
our representation 7y is basically the restriction of an holomorphic discrete series
representation. The only difference is that, in our case, we have dropped a factor
given by a character in SO(2) which is independent of z. This variation does not
change the invariant and irreducible subspaces, but it does simplifies our computa-
tions. On the other hand, these remarks imply the well known continuity claimed
at the end of Proposition [311

In the rest of this section we will describe some decompositions associated to
the representations from Proposition[3.1l Hence, we will recall some basic notation
and refer to standard representation theoretic texts for further details. From now
on we will only consider unitary representations that are continuous in the strong
operator topology.

If H; and Hs are two Hilbert spaces that admit unitary representations m; and
o, respectively, of a Lie group G, then an intertwining map or a G-equivariant
map is a bounded operator T : Hy — Hs such that

Tom(g) =m(g)oT

for every g € G. We say that two such representations are unitary equivalent or
isomorphic over G when there exists an intertwining unitary map from #; onto Hs.
On the other hand, in the case H = H; = Hz and 7 = 72, we denote by Endg(H)
the space of intertwining operators H — H. It is easily seen that Endg(#) is a von
Neumann algebra.

For a unitary representation 7 of a compact group G on a Hilbert space H, a
G-invariant subspace is a closed subspace V' C H so that 7(g)(V) C V for every
g € G. In this case, V is called irreducible over G (or simply irreducible if the
choice of G is clear) when V' does not contain a non-trivial G-invariant subspace.
Then, it is well known (see [3]) that H is the Hilbert direct sum of irreducible
subspaces. Furthermore, one can choose a collection of irreducible representations
7 G x V; = V; (necessarily finite dimensional, by the compactness assumption
on G), for every j € A (A some index set) mutually non-isomorphic over G so that
the following are satisfied.

(1) The sum of all irreducible subspaces V' C H isomorphic over G to V; is a
closed non-zero subspace H;.
(2) There is a Hilbert direct sum decomposition
"=Dn
jEA
which is preserved by m(g) for every g € G. This is called the isotypic
decomposition of the representation of 7 (or of GG), and the subspaces are
called the isotypic components corresponding to 7 (or to G).

With the previous notation, we say that an isotypic decomposition is multiplicity-
free when every isotypic component is irreducible.
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In the rest of this work, for a subgroup H of SO(n) x SO(2) we will denote by
m|m the unitary representation of H obtained by restricting 7y to H. We will now
describe the isotypic decomposition of 7y | g for some subgroups H of SO(n) x SO(2).

3.1. Isotypic decomposition for SO(2). We will denote by P(C™) the space of
(holomorphic) polynomials in C". In particular, we have P(C") C A3(DLY) for
every A > n — 1, since the measure vy is finite in this case. We will also denote by
P™(C™), for every m € N, the subspace of homogeneous polynomials of degree m.
In particular, we have the algebraic direct sum

P(C") = P Pm(C").
m=0

On the other hand, it is well known (see [25]) that the space P(C") is dense in
A2(DLV). In fact, this is a property shared by all weighted Bergman spaces over
circled bounded symmetric domains.

We note that for every p € P™(C™) and ¢ € SO(2) we have

(ma(O)p)(z) = t7"p(2) = X-m()p(2),
where x_,,(t) = t~™ is the character associated to —m. Since the irreducible
representations of SO(2) are 1-dimensional and determined up to isomorphism by
their character, it follows that the subspaces P™(C"), for m € N, are the isotypic
components of the unitary representation mx[go(2). In particular, these subspaces
are mutually orthogonal on every weighted Bergman space.
The previous remarks have proved the following result.

Proposition 3.2. For every A > n — 1, the isotypic decomposition of mx|so(2) is
given by

o0
A DY) = @ ().
m=0
In particular, this isotypic decomposition is not multiplicity-free unless n = 1.

3.2. Isotypic decomposition for SO(n) x SO(2). From the definition of 7y it is
clear that, for every A € SO(n), the operator my (A4, 1) intertwines the representation
Talso(2)- In symbols, we can write

7(SO(n)) C Endgo2) (A3 (D))

Hence, a straightforward application of Schur’s Lemma implies that the unitary
representation m|so(n) preserves the Hilbert direct sum

R0 = PP
m=0

A more elementary proof of this claim is obtained by recalling that SO(n) acts
linearly on DIV, and so its action on Bergman spaces preserves polynomials as
well as their degree when they are homogeneous. At any rate, we conclude that
the isotypic decomposition of mx|so(n)xso(2) is given by a Hilbert direct sum that
refines the one given above.

In order to describe the isotypic decomposition for SO(n) x SO(2) we will recall
the basic theory of irreducible representations through the use of weights. We refer

to [111, [14] for further details.
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We start by describing some of the fundamentals of roots and root spaces. If U
is a compact semisimple Lie group with Lie algebra u, and T is a maximal torus
of U with Lie subalgebra tg, then we can complexify the objects involved to obtain
the so called roots and root spaces. More precisely, let g = u® = u @ iu be the
complexification of u, where i here represents the complex structure associated to
such complexification. Then, t = ty & ity is a Cartan subalgebra of g. For every
a € t*, we denote

9o ={X €g|[H,X]=a(H)X, for every H € t}.

A linear functional « is called a root if both « and g,, are non-zero. In this case, the
space g, is called a root space. It is a well known fact that every root is real-valued
in the subspace tg = ity, and so we identify the set of roots with their restrictions
to tr. In other words, we consider the roots as elements of t;. The next step is
to introduce an order, for which one usually considers the lexicographic order with
respect to some basis. Once this is given, a root is called simple if it is not the sum
of two positive roots.

Let us specialize the above information to the case of SO(n). The first object to
consider is a maximal torus of the group SO(n). For this, we denote for ¥ € R the
matrix

o 1) = ("5 o)

Then, we let T,, be the subgroup of SO(n) consisting of the block diagonal matrices
with size n X n of the form

(3.2) A(0) = diag(R(61), ..., R(6),...)

with @ € RU"/2] and where the diagonal blocks have size 2 x 2, except in the case of
n odd where there is a trailing 1 in the diagonal position (n,n). Here we are using
the notation |z] for the integer part of a real number x. Then, it is well known
that T,, is a maximal torus of SO(n), and it is clear that dim T,, = [n/2]. The Lie
algebra of T,, will be denoted by tg. It follows that T,, x SO(2) is a maximal torus
of SO(n) x SO(2) with Lie algebra ty x s0(2). For the matrix

0 1
the Lie algebra ty consists of matrices with the form
(3.4) diag(b1R(7/2),...,b;R(w/2),...)

with b € RU"/2) and where, similarly to the case of T, the diagonal blocks have
size 2 x 2, except in the case of n odd where there is a trailing 0 in the diagonal
position (n,n).

The complexification of so(n) is the Lie algebra so(n, C) of anti-symmetric com-
plex n x n matrices. For these choices we obtain by complexification the Cartan
subalgebra t =ty @ ity of so(n, C), whose elements are of the form

H(b) = diag(iby R(7/2), ..., ib;R(r/2),...)
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with b € CLl"/2] and the same sort of restrictions imposed above. With this notation,
we define for every j = 1,...,|n/2] the linear functional

ej:t—=C
e;(H (b)) = b;.

Note that these yield a basis for t* and are real-valued on tg. It is well known that
the set of roots of so(n, C) for this choice of Cartan subalgebra is given in terms of
this basis as follows.

o If n = 2/, then the set of roots consists of the linear functionals e; — ey,
(1<j#k<0)and 2(e;+e) (1<) < k<L),
o If n = 2/ + 1, then the set of roots consists of the linear functionals +e;
1<j<{l),ej—er 1<j#k<{)and £(e; +ex) (1 <j<k<O).
On the other hand, with respect to the lexicographic order induced by the basis
given by the functionals e;, the sets of positive and of simple roots are given as
follows.

o If n = 2/, then the set of positive roots consists of the linear functionals
ej ek (1 <j<k<{¢). While the set of simple roots consists of the linear
functionals e; —eq, ..., €01 —ep,ep_1 + €y.

e If n =20+ 1, then the set of positive roots consists of the linear functionals
ejtep (1<j<k<{) ande; (1 <j<{). While the set of simple roots
consists of the linear functionals e; —es, ..., ep_1 — ey, €y.

Similar constructions can be applied to irreducible representations thus yielding
the notion of weights. We will sketch some facts about the theory of weights for
our case, and refer to the standard literature for further details (see [9, [14]).

Let m : SO(n) — GL(V) be an irreducible representation, where V' is a com-
plex vector space and GL(V') is the group of complex linear isomorphisms of V.
We recall that the compactness of SO(n) and the irreducibility of V' imply the
finite dimensionality of V', even if we assume that V is Hilbert from the start.
Differentiation yields a representation p = dr : so(n) — gl(V), in other words an
homomorphism of Lie algebras. By complexifying, we obtain an induced represen-
tation pC : so(n,C) — gl(V). A linear functional A € t* is called a weight if the
subspace

Va={veV|ptX)v=AX)v, for every X € t}

is non-zero, in which case V) is called a weight space, both corresponding to the
representation on V given by either 7 or p®. Let us denote by ®y the set of
weights for the irreducible module V. It is very well known that the elements of
®y, restricted to tg are real-valued and, as with the roots, we will denote such
restrictions with the same symbols. In particular, ®y is considered as a subset of
i and so we can use the order of the latter. More precisely, for any two p1, uz € @y
we consider the order given by

H1 = po == fo — p1 = Q1+ g

for some aq, ..., ax positive roots. It follows from representation theory that any
(finite-dimensional) irreducible representation V' as above admits a unique highest
weight and any two such representations are isomorphic, as SO(n)-modules, if and
only if their highest weights are the same. Furthermore, the highest weight space is
1-dimensional and any (non-zero) of its elements is called a highest weight vector,
In particular, a highest weight vector for V is well defined up to a constant.
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The claims stated above come from what is known as the Highest Weight Theo-
rem, which also provides a complete description of all elements of t; that are highest
weights for some irreducible representation (see [14]).

We will use the previous notation and facts to describe the isotypic components
for the representation mx|so(n)xso(2) on P™(C"). The main object used to achieve
this is the space of harmonic polynomials that we now introduce. For the rest of
this work, it is useful to keep in mind that 2"z = 22 + ... 4 22, for every z € C".
This notation will simplify some of our formulas.

Definition 3.3. Let us define by
AzT2) = 5
= 0z;
the complex holomorphic Laplacian on C™. A polynomial p(z) € P(C") is called

harmonic if it satisfies d(z"2)p(z) = 0. The space of all harmonic polynomials is
denoted by H(C™).

In other words, H(C") is the kernel of the linear map 9(z ' z) : P(C") — P(C").
For such map we clearly have 9(z " 2)(P™(C")) C P™~2(C"), and so it follows that
if we denote by

H™(C™) = H(C™)NnP™(C"),

the space of harmonic polynomials homogeneous of degree m, then we have an
algebraic direct sum

H(C") = P H™(C).
m=0

The next result is a consequence of the theory found in [9] [14]. We provide a sketch
of the proof whose details can be completed easily from basic representation theory.

Proposition 3.4. Let n > 3, be given. Then, for every m € N, the subspace
H™(C™) is an irreducible SO(n)-module with highest weight mey and highest weight
vector (z1 — izg)™.

Proof. Theorem 5.6.11 from [9] states the required irreducibility for SO(n,C).
Hence, a standard unitary trick argument shows that H™(C") is an irreducible
SO(n)-module.

On the other hand, the (straightforward) computations used in the example in
page 277 from [I4] show that (21 — iz2)™ is a weight vector for the SO(n)-module
P™(C™) with weight me;. It is also straightforward to check that (z; — iz9)™ €
H™(C™), and so me; and (z1 —iz2)™ are a weight and a weight vector, respectively,
for H™(C™). Finally, Problem 2 in page 339 from [I4] proves that the weight me;
is the highest weight of H™(C™). We note that this same Problem 2 also shows the
irreducibility of H™(C") over SO(n). O

We proceed to describe the main isotypic decomposition of this subsection. We
recall that if G x H is a product of two compact groups and V', W are modules over
G and H, respectively, then V @ W is a G x H-module in a natural way (see [3]).
This is called the outer tensor product of the corresponding modules.
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Proposition 3.5. For every A > n—1, the isytopic decomposition of Tx|son)xs0(2)
is given by

AOY) =B P HECHET)
m=0 kq,ka€N
k14+2ko=m

Furthermore, this decomposition satisfies the following properties

(1) For every ki, ks € N, the subspace H*' (C™)(2 " 2)*2 is an irreducible SO(n)-
module isomorphic to H*' (C"), and so its highest weight is kye1. A highest
weight vector is given by (21 — iz9)k1 (27 2)F2.

(2) For every ki, ks € N, the subspace H*' (C™)(2 T 2)*2 is an irreducible module
over SO(n) x SO(2) isomorphic to the outer tensor product H* (C") ®
Ch, 42k, , where Ci, 1ok, is the 1-dimensional SO(2)-module defined by the
character X _ (i, 1o, (t) = t~(F1F2k2),

(3) The decomposition is multiplicity-free.

Proof. First we note that, by the very definition of both SO(n) and z 'z, every
polynomial of the form (272)™ is SO(n)-invariant for every m € N. Hence, for
every ki, ks € N, the assignment

HE(CM) = 1M (CM)(2 7 2)"
p(z) = p(2)(z" 2)"
clearly defines a linear map which is SO(n)-equivariant for the representation 7y |son)
on both spaces. Since this is clearly an isomorphism of vector spaces we conclude

that (1) holds.
Consider the assignment

HF(C™) (2T 2)" — HM(C") @ Crysan,
p(2)(z"2)" = p(2) @ 1.
which is clearly a linear isomorphism. Since (z'2)*2 is SO(n)-invariant, it follows
that this linear map is an isomorphism of SO(n)-modules. On other hand, for every
p(z) € HF(C™) and t € SO(2) we have

AL 1) (p(2) (2" 2)k2) = t= Rkl p () (T )P
(I,t) - p(z) ® 1 = p(z) @t~ F1H2h2) = g=Rit2h2) (p(2) @ 1),

and so the last assignment is SO(2)-equivariant as well. We conclude that such
assignment is an isomorphism of SO(n) x SO(2)-modules. This proves (2).

By Problem 11 in page 271 from [14] we have a direct sum decomposition of
vector spaces

er(Cn) _ @ rchl (Cn)(z'l'z)kg
k1+2ko=m

for every m € N. Furthermore, by (2) this is a direct sum of mutually non-
isomorphic irreducible SO(n) x SO(2)-modules, and so the direct sum is orthogonal
for the inner product of any Bergman space A3 (DLY), for A > n—1. By the density
of the polynomials in Bergman spaces, we have the required Hilbert direct sum

decomposition
o0

BOV - B HE)E
m=0 kj,ka€N
k1+2ko=m
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Finally, it follows from (2) that any two terms of such sum are mutually non-
isomorphic over SO(n) x SO(2). This shows (3) and completes the proof. O

We remark that the information about highest weight vectors given above can
also be found in [13].

3.3. Isotypic decomposition for SO(n—1)xSO(2). Let us consider the canonical
upper left corner embedding of SO(n — 1) as a subgroup of SO(n). In particular,
the group SO(n — 1) x SO(2) has a unitary representation on every Bergman space
A2(DLV) by restriction of my. The Hilbert direct sum decomposition of .43 (DLY)
from Proposition is SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant and so it is SO(n — 1) x SO(2)-
invariant as well. However, the terms of such decomposition may no longer be
irreducible when considered as SO(n — 1) x SO(2)-modules, but they will rather
have a direct sum decomposition into irreducible SO(n — 1) x SO(2)-submodules.

For the subgroup SO(n — 1) C SO(n) it is well known how to decompose every
irreducible SO(n)-module as a direct sum of irreducible SO(n — 1)-submodules.
Statements that provide such decompositions are known as branching rules, and
they are often given by describing the submodules in terms of highest weights. For
our case, the most general classical result is the Branching Theorem of Murnaghan
(see Theorem 9.16 from [I4]). A particular case of such branching theorem together
with our Proposition [34] yields the next result.

Proposition 3.6. Let n > 4 be given. Then, for every m € N, the subspace
H™(C™) considered as a module over SO(n — 1) satisfies

er((Cn) ~ @ rHj((Cnfl)

J=0

where each space HI(C"™1) is considered as a SO(n — 1)-module and the isomor-
phism holds over SO(n — 1). Hence, this decomposition is multiplicity-free.

We can now use Propositions and to obtain the isotypic decomposition
for the group SO(n —1) x SO(2). In what follows we will denote by |m ]2 the parity
of m € N, where the latter is defined as either 0 or 1 according to whether m is even
or odd, respectively. We will also use the expression £V to denote the direct sum
of k copies of V', where k € N and V is an irreducible module over some compact
group. As before, C,, denotes the 1-dimensional SO(2)-module corresponding to
the character x_,(t) =t~"™.

Proposition 3.7. Let n > 4 be given. Then, for every A > n — 1, the isotypic
decomposition of Tx|som—1)xso(2) 5 given by the following isomorphism of modules
over SO(n — 1) x SO(2).

200 =@ (|5]- [ 5+ 1)rreecn

m=0 r=0

In particular, this decomposition is not multiplicity-free.

Proof. The isotypic decomposition required is necessarily SO(2)-invariant, and so it
is some refinement of the decomposition obtained in Proposition[3:2} In particular,
it is enough to obtain the isotypic decomposition of P™(C™) by restricting from
SO(n) to SO(n — 1), for which we will use Proposition B.6l
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First we can use the proof of Propositions to conclude that for every m € N
we have the following identities and isomorphisms of modules over SO(n—1)xSO(2)

PrCY = @ HMC)(T)R
k1 ,]CQEN
k1+2ko=m

lm/2]
~ @ H™ 2K (C") @ C,yp

Lm/2) m—2k
~ P P HEHecn
= r=0

where we have used Proposition in the last isomorphism. The isotypic de-
composition is now obtained by counting how many times each H"(C"~1) @ C,,
appears.

For m = 2¢ even, there are £ + 1 terms in the second line above, and these are:
H*(C") @ Cypy - .., HO(C™) @ C,y,. Each such term contains a copy of HO(C" 1) ®
C,,, for a total of £ 4+ 1 occurrences. But only the first ¢ terms contain copies of
HY(C" 1) @ Cy, and H2(C" 1) ® C,p,, which gives ¢ occurrences. In general, for
every j > 1, there is a single copy of each of the terms H*~}(C"~1) ® C,, and
H2(C" 1) ® C,, inside each of HZ(C") ® C,p,...,H¥(C") ® C,,, which yields
¢ — j+ 1 occurrences. We now observe that for » = 25,25 — 1 we have

. V—FIJ B V—F Lm—l—lng
I 2

since m = 2/ is even. Hence, the result follows in this case.

For the case m = 2¢ + 1, a similar argument shows that, for every j > 0, the
terms H?/ (C"') @ C,,, and H¥ 1 (C"') ® C,, have exactly £ — j + 1 occurrences.
Since now m = 2¢ + 1 is odd, we now have for r = 23,25 + 1 that

-2

Hence, the result follows as well in this case. O

3.4. Isotypic decomposition for T,, x SO(2). Recall that T,, x SO(2) denotes the
maximal torus of SO(n) x SO(2) introduced in subsection B2, which has dimension
[n/2] + 1. Tts irreducible representations are 1-dimensional and completely de-
scribed in terms of characters. As before, the isotypic decomposition for the group
T, x SO(2) is a refinement of the one given in Proposition 321 Furthermore, it is
enough to obtain the decomposition of each of the subspaces P"(C™) with respect
to the T,,-action.

The subspace P™(C"™) has a natural basis given by the monomials z* where
a € N” is such that |a| = m. We will replace this basis by another obtained from a
linear change of coordinates. More precisely, we have the following basis for every
subspace P™(C").

(1) If n = 2¢ is even, then a basis for P™(C™) is given by the polynomials

B;

Qo,p(2 Zz; 1 — 1225)% (2251 + i22;)

H'z&

where «, § € N¢ satlsfy |a| + 18] = m.
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(2) If n =20+ 1 is odd, then a basis for P™(C") is given by the polynomials
‘
Gop(2) = [ [ (2251 = 122)) (2251 +1225)% 23, 1) = Gap(2) 2304
j=1
where 2z’ is obtained from z by removing the last coordinate, and o, 3 €
N v € N satisfy |a| + |8 +7 = m.
A straightforward computation (see the proof of Proposition B4 as well as page
277 from [14]) shows that for n = 2¢ and every 6 € R* we have

A(0) - qa,p(2) = e, 5(2)

for every a, 8 € N, where A() € T,, is given as in equation (3.2). We conclude
that gq,p(z) is a weight vector for the T,-action corresponding to the character
X5—a(t) = tP~* under the natural isomorphism T,, ~ T* given by the identifica-
tion (2:2). From the above remarks it follows that for the case of n = 20+ 1 a
corresponding property holds as well. More precisely, ga,5,4(2) is a weight vector
for the T,-action corresponding to the character xs_o(t) = t°~%, again for the
natural isomorphism T,, ~ T*.

On the other hand, SO(2) acts on every subspace P™(C") by the character
X—m(t) = ¢t~™. Hence, we obtain the next result. Recall our assumption n > 3.

Proposition 3.8. Let us identify the mazimal torus T, x SO(2) of SO(n) x SO(2)
with T through the isomorphism obtained from [22), where £ = |n/2]. Then,
for every A > n — 1, the following decompositions into irreducible modules over

T, x SO(2) hold.
(1) For n = 2¢ even we have

A D)) =P Cqa5(2),
m=0 a.ﬂENe
la]+|8]=m
where two terms Cqq,p(z) and Cqor p/(2) are isomorphic over T, x SO(2)
if and only if || + 18] = || + 18| and o — =o' — .
(2) Forn=20+1 odd we have

oo
ADON) =P B Cap,l2),
m=0 o geN* yeN
la|+|8|+y=m

where two terms Cqa,p.~(2) and Cqur g4 (2) are isomorphic over T, X
SO(2) if and only if |a| + |B] + 7 = |&/| + |8+ and a — 5 =a — .
Hence, for both cases the isotypic decompositions are not multiplicity-free.

Proof. The direct sum decomposition and the T,, x SO(2)-invariance of the terms
was proved above. The characterization of the isomorphism type also follows from
the previous discussion since two terms are isomorphic over T,, x SO(2) if and only
if they are isomorphic over both T, and SO(2). The last claim follows from the
assumption n > 3. O

Remark 3.9. We observe that for n = 3, the maximal torus T3 of SO(3) is the
subgroup SO(2) with its canonical upper-left corner embedding. Hence, the case
n = 3 not considered in Proposition 3.7is now included as part of Proposition B.8
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3.5. C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators with invariant symbols.
For every closed subgroup H C SO(n) x SO(2) there is a natural action of H on
L>(DLV) given by

h-a=aoh !,

where a € L*(DLY) and h € H. A symbol a € L®(DLY) is called H-invariant if
it is fixed with respect to this action. We will denote by L°(DLY)# the subspace
of all essentially bounded H-invariant symbols. Note that this subspace is clearly
self-adjoint.

The next result follows from a straightforward computation (see [5]) and our
previous definitions.

Proposition 3.10. Let H C SO(n) x SO(2) be a closed subgroup. Then, for every
A>n—1anda € L>®(DLYY) we have

TN = 7y (h) o TX o 7y (h) !

for every h € H. In particular, the symbol a is H-invariant if and only if Ty‘)
intertwines the representation my|p. Furthermore, we have

TOL> D)) € Endp (A (D}Y)),
for every A >n — 1.

We now obtain a result that can be considered as providing a correspondence
between multiplicity-free restrictions of 7 and commutative C*-algebras generated
by Toeplitz operators with invariant symbols. This result is similar to Theorem 6.4
from [5], but we require an additional condition which is enough for our purposes.
We provide a sketch of the proof, based on the arguments from [5], for the sake of
completeness.

Theorem 3.11. Let H C SO(n) xSO(2) be a closed subgroup such that the isotypic
components of Tx|mg are finite dimensional. Then, for every A > n—1 the following
conditions are equivalent.

(1) The restriction wx|g is multiplicity-free.
(2) The von Neumann algebra Endg (A3 (DL)) is commutative.
(3) The C*-algebra TN (L>°(DV)H) is commutative.

Proof. Consider the isotypic decomposition for 7y |y given by

ADY) =EPH,,
JjEA
where H; is an isotypic component.

If (1) holds, then each subspace H; is irreducible over H. An application of
Schur’s lemma shows that for every T € Endgy (A3 (DL)) we have T(H;) C H;
for every j € A. Furthermore, we can also conclude that for such a 7' we have
T|y,; = cjly, for some ¢; € C and every j € A. Hence, the commutativity of
Endy (A3(DLY)) is immediate, thus showing (2). On the other hand, (2) clearly
implies (3) by Proposition B.I0

If the isotypic decomposition above is not multiplicity-free, then for some j € A
there exists U,V C H; isomorphic irreducible /-modules such that U NV = 0. If
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we choose Ty : U — V any isomorphism over H, then for any matrix A € Msy2(C)

with entries
a b
= (e )

Tr:UaVUaV
u+ v au+ Ty H(v) + cTo(u) + dv,

the map given by

where v € U and v € V| intertwines the H-action. This map can be extended to
an element T4 € Endg (A3 (DLY)) as 0 on the orthogonal complement of U @ V. It
is easy to see that the assignment A +— T4 defines an injective homomorphism of
algebras from Mayo(C) into Endg (A3 (DL)), thus showing that the latter is not
commutative. This proves that (2) implies (1).

Finally, to prove that (3) implies (1), we assume that 7|z is not multiplicity-
free. Hence, in the notation above, there exists an isotypic component #; which
is not irreducible but, by assumption, it is finite dimensional. In particular, for
some m > 2 we have Endg(H;) &~ M, xm(C) as C*-algebras. Choose some non-
normal element M., ., (C), denote by T the corresponding element in End g (#;)
and extend it by 0 on the rest of the isotypic components to obtain a non-normal
element in Endy (A3 (D)) which we will also denote by T. Using the averaging
techniques of Section 6 from [5] we can find a symbol a € L>(DLV)# such that

(T g)n = (T f 9)x
for every f,g € H; (see the proof of Proposition 6.2 from [5]). Since #; is invariant
under any element from Endg (A3 (DL)) it follows that

T|'Hj = ng)\)"?"ljv T*lﬂj = (Ték))*lﬂjv

thus proving that TV € T (L=(DIV)H) is not normal. Since 7 (L>(DIV)H)
is a C*-algebra, it follows that it is not commutative. Hence, (3) implies (1). O

We apply the previous criterion to the subgroups of SO(n) x SO(2) whose isotypic
decompositions were computed in the previous subsections. More precisely, the
next result is a consequence of Theorem [B.11] Propositions [3.2] B.5 B. 7 and B.8 and
Remark [3.91

Theorem 3.12. Assume that n > 3. Then, for every A\ > n — 1, and for the
subgroups specified, the following commutativity properties hold.

(1) The C*-algebra TN (L>°(DLY)SOm*SOQ)) s commutative.
(2) For H either of the subgroups SO(n — 1) x SO(2), T,, x SO(2) or SO(2),
the C*-algebra TN (L>°(DYV)H) is not commutative.
Remark 3.13. If H; C H; are subgroups of SO(n) x SO(2), then we clearly have
L= (DY) € L(DIY)"
and correspondingly we have the inclusion
TO(L*(DIY) ") € TO(L* (D)),

In other words, both the invariance of symbols and the C*-algebra generated
by Toeplitz operators with invariant symbols reverse inclusion with respect to
the subgroup considered. In Theorem BI2] the largest subgroup considered is
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SO(n) x SO(2), which yields the smallest and only (in the statement) commuta-
tive C*-algebra through invariant symbols. The smallest subgroup in that result
is SO(2) for which we obtain the largest of the C*-algebras considered and it is
non-commutative.

The subgroups in between, SO(n—1) x SO(2) and T,, x SO(2), provide invariant
symbols that yield non-commutative C*-algebras. And there are some interesting
facts about these cases.

The subgroup T, x SO(2) is a maximal Abelian subgroup of the biholomor-
phism group of DIV. As noted in [22 23], every maximal Abelian subgroup of the
biholomorphism group of the unit ball B™ yields invariant symbols whose Toeplitz
operators generate commutative C*-algebras. Hence, the previously observed be-
havior for the unit ball does not extend to the domain DLV. We recall that the unit
ball has rank 1 and the domain D!V has rank 2 for every n > 2.

Lemma 3.14. For every n > 3, the subgroup SO(n — 1) x SO(2) is a mazimal
connected subgroup of SO(n) x SO(2).

Proof. We note that it is enough to show that SO(n — 1) is a maximal connected
subgroup of SO(n) whenever n > 3. In the notation of [11], and for the embedding
SO(n — 1) € SO(n) considered, the pair (SO(n),SO(n — 1)) is an irreducible Rie-
mannian symmetric pair since the corresponding quotient yields the sphere S™~1,
an irreducible symmetric space of compact type for n > 3. Hence, Proposition 5.1
in Chapter VIII from [11] implies the maximality of SO(n — 1) in SO(n). O

As a consequence of Theorem [B.12 and Lemma [3.14] we obtain the following
result.

Corollary 3.15. Forn > 3, the subgroup SO(n—1)xSO(2) is a mazimal connected
subgroup of SO(n) x SO(2) such that T (L (DIV)SOM)IxSOQ)) js commutative but
T (L*(DLV)SOM=1xS0Q)) s non-commutative, for every A >mn — 1.

Remark 3.16. As noted in Remark[3. T3] there exist maximal Abelian subgroups of
the group of biholomorphisms of DLV whose corresponding invariant symbols yield
Toeplitz operators that generate non-commutative C*-algebras. In fact, the sub-
group T, xSO(2) is maximal Abelian in SO(n)xSO(2), and we proved that, through
invariance, the latter yields commutative C*-algebras, but the former does not.

We might try to relax the conditions to obtain commutativity. For example,
instead of considering maximal Abelian subgroups we may consider maximal con-
nected subgroups, whether Abelian or not. However, Corollary proves the
existence of a maximal connected subgroup of SO(n) x SO(2) whose invariant sym-
bols yield Toeplitz operators that generate a non-commutative C*-algebra.

On the other hand, we note that T,,, our maximal torus for SO(n), is contained
in SO(n — 1) if and only if n is odd. It is precisely in this case that we have the
inclusion T, x SO(2) € SO(n—1) x SO(2). Hence, for n odd, SO(n—1) x SO(2) is a
maximal connected subgroup of the group SO(n) x SO(2) that furthermore contains
a maximal toral subgroup. So not even both of these conditions, are enough to yield
commutative C*-algebras.

Note however, that we have made no attempt to list the maximal connected
subgroups of SO(n) x SO(2). But, we did exhibit such a subgroup for which we ob-
tain a non-commutative C*-algebra generated by Toeplitz operators. The problem
as to whether some other maximal connected subgroup of SO(n) x SO(2) yields
commutative C*-algebras through invariance remains open in general.
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Remark 3.17. In dimension n = 4, there is one known case for which we do
obtain commutative C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators from invariance
of symbols with respect to a maximal connected subgroup of the isotropy group of
the origin. This is a consequence of the results from [6] and we now proceed to
explain it together with its relation to our current work.

We recall from Section 2] that the domain DLV is biholomorphically equivalent to
DL, in accordance to the isomorphism s0(4,2) ~ su(2,2). For the domain D},
the maximal compact subgroup of biholomorphisms that fix the origin is realized
by the group S(U(2) x U(2)). With the diagonal embedding T? C U(2), a natural
maximal toral subgroup of S(U(2) x U(2)) is given by S(T? x T?). It is known (see [5])
that, through the use of invariant symbols, the former group yields commutative
C*-algebras generated by Toeplitz operators, while the latter subgroup yields non-
commutative ones. However, it was proved in [6] that the symbols invariant under
the subgroup S(U(2) x T?) yield Toeplitz operators generating commutative C*-
algebras. Furthermore, S(U(2) x T?) is easily seen to be a maximal connected
subgroup of the isotropy group at the origin S(U(2) x U(2)) (see [6]) and it clearly
contains the maximal toral subgroup S(T? x T?). Through the biholomorphism
between D}V and D}, , this implies the existence of a maximal connected subgroup
H of SO(4) x SO(2) containing a maximal toral subgroup so that the H-invariant
symbols yield Toeplitz operators generating commutative C*-algebras. This is in
clear contrast with Corollary B.15] so we explain the nature of this subgroup H.

The subgroup H can be described as follows through its Lie algebra. For n = 4,
we have the well known isomorphisms

s0(4) ~ s0(3) ® 50(3) ~ su(2) ® su(2).

Hence, by using our identification SO(2) ~ T, the Lie algebras of the isotropy
subgroups at the origin of D}V and D}, are related by the isomorphism

50(4) ®s0(2) ~ s0(3) ®s0(3) B so(2) ~ su(2) ®su(2) ®so(2),

and the subgroup S(U(2) x T?) has Lie subalgebra su(2) @ s0(2) @ s0(2) naturally
embedded in the third term of the last sequence of isomorphisms. Hence, through
such isomorphisms, the maximal connected subgroup H C SO(4) x SO(2) has Lie
subalgebra b given by

h=50(3) D so(2) Dso(2) Cs0(3) Dso(3)dso(2) ~so0(4) d so(2).

In particular, H is locally isomorphic to SO(3) x SO(2) x SO(2).

On the other hand, the subgroup SO(3) x SO(2) C SO(4) x SO(2) considered
in Corollary (and throughout this work in general) corresponds, at the Lie
algebra level, to the diagonal embedding

50(3) — 50(3) B s0(3) ~ s0(4)
X = (X, X).

This is a consequence of the local equivalence of the pairs of groups (SO(4),SO(3))
and (SO(3) x SO(3),S0(3)) (for the diagonal embedding in the latter) considered
as Riemannian symmetric pairs. Such local equivalence is explained in Example 11
in page 240 from [IT].

Hence, the fact that SO(4) is not simple allows to have enough room to embed

SO(3) in an alternative manner to obtain a maximal connected subgroup H of
SO(4) x SO(2), locally isomorphic to SO(3) x SO(2) x SO(2), containing a maximal
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toral subgroup, and so that the C*-algebras 7 (L>°(D}Y)H) are commutative for
every A > 3. This fact further emphasizes our claim in Remark [3.16 that it remains
open to consider all maximal connected subgroups of SO(n) x SO(2).

4. MOMENT MAPS OF THE TORUS T, x SO(2) AND ITS SUBGROUP SO(2)

In this section we will introduce a type of symbol that can be associated to
actions using the symplectic structure of the domain DLV. This is achieved through
the notion of moment map, which we will compute for the maximal torus introduced
before.

We start by considering a Lie subgroup H of the biholomorphism group of DIV
and by b its corresponding Lie algebra. Then, for every X € §j there is an associated
I-parameter subgroup of biholomorphisms r + exp(rX) whose orbits in DLV we
can differentiate to obtain a vector field on DLV as follows

d
Xg =3l exp(rX) - z,
for every z € DIV. It is a straightforward exercise to show that if X* = (g1,...,gn)
as a C™-valued function, then we have
" 0 0
4.1 Xt = NI S
(1.1) > (955 7157 )

Recall that DIV is a Kihler manifold with symplectic form w given by Propo-
sition We also recall that for a given Lie group H with Lie algebra b, the
adjoint representation of H is a homomorphism Ad = Ady : H — GL(h) ob-
tained by differentiating the conjugation (see [I1]). This induces a representation
Ad* : H — GL(h*) on the dual vector space h* given by Ad*(h) = Ad(h™1)*, the
transpose or dual of Ad(h™1). Also, we will denote by (-,-) the dual evaluation
form between h and h*. We also recall that, from the remarks at the end of subsec-
tion 2.2 if a group H acts biholomorphically on DLV, then the H-action preserves
the symplectic form w of this domain. We now recall the definition of the moment
map of a symplectic action for our setup. We refer to [19] for further details in the
general case.

Definition 4.1. Let H be a Lie subgroup of the biholomorphism group of the
domain DIV, whose Lie algebra is denoted by h. A moment map for the H-action

n

is a smooth map pu = pff : DIV — bh* for which the following properties hold.
(1) For every X € b, the function ux : DIV — R given by
px(z) = (u(2), X)

satisfies dux (u) = w(X*¥, u) for every u tangent to DLV.
(2) The function p is H-equivariant. In other words, we have

plh - z) = Ad™(h)(u(2)),
for every h € H and z € DIV.

For a given smooth function f : DIV — R, the Hamiltonian vector field of f is
the smooth vector field X that satisfies

df(u) = w(X},u)
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for every tangent vector u. This definition generalizes in an obvious manner to any
symplectic manifold. Hence, the first condition given in Definition 1] requires the
Hamiltonian vector field of ux to be X*, for every X € b.

We note that if H is Abelian, then Ad is the trivial homomorphism and so the
second condition in Definition EIlreduces to requiring the H-invariance of y in this
case. Furthermore, for H Abelian, the Lie algebra b is isomorphic to R* where
k = dim H. And we can identify h = R¥ through the choice of some basis so that
(-,-) is precisely the inner product obtained from the chosen basis.

Let us apply the previous constructions to the maximal torus T,, x SO(2). TIts
Lie algebra is given by ty x s0(2) and the Lie algebra tg and its elements have been
described before in [B4). Such description provides a natural basis for to. More
precisely, for £ = |n/2] and every j = 1,...,¢, let us denote

X, = diag(0,...,R(7/2),...,...)

the block diagonal matrix with blocks of size 2 x 2, with R(w/2) appearing in the
j-th position and a trailing 0 at the end when n is odd. As before R(7/2) denotes
the matrix defined in (8:3). We also consider the matrix

Xoi1 = R(n/2) € SO(2).

Then, the elements X7, ..., Xy yield a basis for the Lie algebra tg x s0(2). In the
rest of this work we will identify to x s0(2) = R**! through this basis. In particular,
we will refer to Xi,..., Xp41 as the canonical basis of ty x s0(2). Note that this
yields the identification between ¢y x s0(2) and its dual space described above.
We proceed to compute the moment map for the action of T,, x SO(2) on DLV.
We start by proving an easy equivalent form to obtain a moment map in this case.

Lemma 4.2. Let { = |n/2], and consider the identification to x s50(2) = Rt 0b-
tained from its canonical basis. For a collection of real-valued functions fi,..., fixa
defined on DY consider the map p : DIV — R given by

£+1

pw=_(f1,.--, fex1) = ijXj-
=1

Then, u is a moment map for the action of T,, x SO(2) if and only if the following
conditions are satisfied for every j=1,...,0+1

(1) df] = W(Xgnv ');
(2) fjot=f; for everyt € T, x SO(2).

Proof. Given our current identifications and from the definition of y we have

441

Hx = Z 0;f;
j=1

for every X = 61X1 + -+ + 0p11Xp41. Hence, conditions (1) and (2) from our
statement are precisely the conditions from Definition 1] for the canonical basis.
Then, the claimed equivalence follows from the linear dependence of px and X* as
functions of X. O

The next step is to compute the vector fields on DIV associated to the elements
of tg x 50(2).
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Lemma 4.3. Let { = |n/2], and consider the identification ty x so(2) = R*!
obtained from its canonical basis. For every X € tg X 50(2) of the form

{41
X =) 0;X,
j=1

the induced vector field X* on DLV is given by

4
0 0 0 0
Xt — E . . . .. N
’ = " (22] 9221 Z2J_1322j M 0Z2j-1 oz >

- o _ 0
+ 1041 Z (Zja - Zja—zj),
=1
for every z € DYV In particular, we have for every j =1,...,¢
0 0 0 0
X)) = 2. SV = T
J (Z) 2] 82’2j71 2j-1 822j + 22 822j,1 251 822j

and also
R o _ 0
Xl =13 (Zja_% _Zjaz)’
J=1
for every z € DIV.

Proof. We will follow the notation from Section In particular, we will use the

expressions given by [B.1) and ([B.2)).
As it is well known, we have exp(JR(w/2)) = R(1}), for every ¥ € R. Hence, for

every 6 € R the element X of tg x s0(2) given by
41

X=>0,X;
j=1

satisfies for every r € R
exp(rX) = (A(rd"), efe+1),

where 6’ is obtained from # by removing the last component. It follows that for
n =20+ 1 odd, we have

z1 cos(rby) + zosin(r6;)
—z1 sin(réy) + 29 cos(rby)

225—1 cos(rﬂj) + 225 sin(rGj)

irfpi1 — 2251 Sin(Tej) + 225 COS(THJ) )

exp(rX)-z=e

zo0—1¢08(r0p) + 2zo¢ sin(rby)
—zo¢—18in(r0¢) + 220 cos(rby)
2260+1

for every z € DIV. The case of n = 2/ even is obtained from this expression by
removing the last coordinate. Hence, we conclude the result by differentiating the
previous expression with respect to r at 0 and applying (&.1]). O
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The next result yields a moment map for the action of T,, x SO(2).

Theorem 4.4. For every n > 3, and with respect to the identification to X s0(2) =
R where £ = |n/2|, a moment map for the action of T, x SO(2) on DLV is
given by

T, xS0(2) . DIV REHL

=
J4
1 o _ |2T22 — |2|2
n(z) = Az) jzzll(zzj—lzzj — z2j-1%2j)€; + Wef-i-la
for every z € DIV, where ey, ..., eqp1 is the canonical basis of R“TY, and A(z) =

1+ 2722 — 2|22

Proof. Let us consider the functions f; : DIV — R, for j =1,...,£+ 1, given by

fi(2) = Z(Z2j—122i(_)22j_122j), foriel...t
z
_ e - 2P
ff"l‘l(’z) - A(Z)

By Lemmal[42] it is enough to show that these functions are T,, x SO(2)-invariant
and that

dfj = w(Xt, ),

forevery j=1...,0+1.

Let us consider the invariance property. We observe that the expressions A(z)
and |z z|2—|2|? are both invariant under the group T,, x SO(2). Hence, it is enough
to show that the functions defined on DIV by

fi(2) = Z2j-122j — 22j-1%2;

are T,, X SO(2)-invariant for every j = 1,...,¢. It is clear that these functions are
SO(2)-invariant. Let us consider A(f) € T,, for any given 6 € R*. Then, for every
7=1,...,¢ we have

~

fj (A(Q)Z) = (Zijl COS 93‘ + 224 sin 93‘)(—223‘71 sin 93‘ + Z2j COS GJ)

- (Zijl COSs 93‘ + 225 sin Gj)(—sz,l sin 93‘ + Z24 COS GJ)
= (|22j|2 - |22j*1|2) COS 0j sin 0j + EQj*lej COS2 93‘ — ZQJ',lEQj sin2 0j

+ (|22j_1 |2 — |sz|2) coS 9j sin 6‘]‘ — 22j-1%22j cos® 6‘]‘ + Z2j—122; sin® 6‘]‘
= Zoj-122j — 22j-1%25 = [j(2),

and so the required invariance follows.
It remains to show that condition (1) from Lemma is satisfied by the given

functions. We start by computing the values of the 1-forms w(X ]ﬁ ,+). Without being
explicit about the values of the coefficients g;, obtained in Proposition 2.2 we have

w(X?,-) =1 Z gkldzkAdEl(Xf,-),
k=1
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for every j = 1,...,£ + 1. After replacing the values of X]q from Lemma we

obtain the following expressions where j =1,...,¢
(4.2) W(XE ) = i(Zaj 10k.2i(2) — Fajgnai-1(2)) dz
k=1
+ Y i(225925-1,0(2) — 22j-192;,1(2)) dZx,
k=1
(4.3) (X}?H, )= = Z (Zigri(2) dzi + z1gik (2) dZ).
k=1
Next, we compute df;, for every j = 1,...,¢+4 1. In this case we note that from

the proof of Proposition 2.1l we have

(4.4) an(z) = 5&2%%?2)

From this it follows that for every j =1,...,f and k =1,...,n we have
i(22j92j-1,6(2) — 22j-192;,k(2)) =

= z'szi (Ezjl — szl(ZTZ)> 1295 15— 0 <_Z—2j - sz(ZTZ>>

0z, A(z) 0z, A(z)
_ 0 is ‘2’2] 1 — 225— 1(ZTZ) ins Zoj — Zgj(ZTZ)
oz \ Y A(z) ITTTA®R)
- i iZQjEijl — ’L'ZQJ‘,lEQj 8fJ
T 9% A(z) T om
Since f; is real-valued we also have
0f;

8zk( z) = i(Z2j-19k,2;(2) — Z2j9k,2j-1(2)),

where we have used the Hermitian symmetry of the coefficients g;. The computa-
tion of these partial derivatives together with (4.2) prove that

dfj = w(Xt, ),

for every j =1,... 4.
For the remaining case, we note that ([@4]) yields

zZI— z W
—2gik(2) = % (%i))(—zl))

for every k,l =1,...,n. On the other hand, we have

These computations show that

8ff+1 (2) = — Z z21916(2)
=1

4 IZzI2 272 — |

= TAG fer1(2).

n

=1

8zk
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and since fy41 is real-valued we also have

8(:9)“2:1 (z) = — ;Elgkl(z)'

Hence, using ([A3) we conclude that

dfepr = w(XF, 1,0
And this completes the proof. O

We note that the Lie algebra so(2) naturally identifies with R through its basic
element X,y defined above. Hence, the computations from Theorem [£.4] together
with Lemma 2] yield the next result. The last claim follows from direct inspection.

Corollary 4.5. For every n > 3, and with respect to the identification so(2) = R,
a moment map for the action of SO(2) on DLV is given by

n= MSO(Q) : D;V — R

|27 2% — |22
n(z) = SoD) 5
1412722 —2)z|

for every z € DY Furthermore, this moment map is SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant.

5. TOEPLITZ OPERATORS WITH MOMENT MAPS SYMBOLS FOR SO(2)

In this section we consider special symbols obtained from moment maps. The
most general definition that we will use is the following.

Definition 5.1. Let H be an Abelian subgroup of the biholomorphism group of
DLV. Assume that H has a moment map u!7 : DIV — b*, where h* is the dual space
of the Lie algebra of H. Then, a moment map symbol for H or a pf-symbol is
an essentially bounded function a € L>(DLY) for which there is some measurable
function f so that a = f o uff. The space of all such p#-symbols will be denoted
by L>(DV)r"

5.1. Moment map symbols for SO(2) and commutative C*-algebras. The
main goal of this section, and the work itself, is to construct commutative C*-
algebras generated by Toeplitz operators from the subgroup SO(2) by using moment
map symbols instead of invariant symbols. In other words, we use pS©®-symbols
to obtain commutative C*-algebras. That is the content of the next result. One
should compare this with Theorem where it is proved that SO(2)-invariant
symbols do not yield commuting Toeplitz operators.

Theorem 5.2. Let n > 3 and A > n—1 be arbitrarily given. Then, the C*-algebra
T (L (D;V)“SO(Z)) generated by Toeplitz operators with moment map symbols for
SO(2) is commutative. Furthermore, if a = f o 9@ is a moment map symbol

for SO(2), then, with the notation from Proposition[3Z3, the Toeplitz operator Ty‘)
preserves the Hilbert direct sum decomposition

BOV =@ B HE)E
m=0 kj,ka€N
k1+2ko=m
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and there exist a sequence (Cy ky (f, M) (k1 ka)enz of complex numbers such that
T |agm (eny (2T 2yk2 = Chy g (Fs Nggea (cny (o202 5

for every (k1,ke) € N2. In other words, Ty‘) acts by a multiple of the identity on
each term.

Proof. By Corollary F.5] the moment map pS°(®) for the SO(2)-action is invariant
under the action of the group SO(n)x SO(2). It follows that any given symbol of the
form a = f o uS°?) (a moment map symbol for SO(2)) is SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant.
This implies the inclusion
TO(L> (DY)

uSO@

) C 7—(>\) (LOO (DLV)SO(H) ><SO(2))7

o ) follows from

for every A > n — 1, and the commutativity of 7 (L>°(DLV)#
Proposition

On the other hand, for the symbol a = f o uS°?) as above, Proposition
implies that T/ intertwines the action of SO(n) x SO(2) and so it preserves the
Hilbert direct sum of A3 (DLV) in our statement, because it is the corresponding
isotypic decomposition obtained in Proposition Since such decomposition is
multiplicity-free, the existence of the sequence follows from Schur’s Lemma. (|

In the rest of this work we will compute the coefficients from Theorem

5.2. The Jordan algebra associated to DIV. It is well known that any tube-
type bounded symmetric domain has an associated complex Jordan algebra that
one can use to define several analytic and geometric properties. We refer to [18] [25]
for further details on the general theory. For example, in [7] it was developed a
mechanism to compute the kind of coefficients that appear in Theorem (.2, and
the information needed is given in terms of the associated Jordan algebra struc-
ture. Hence, in this subsection we will compute some of such information to obtain
explicit formulas for the coefficients in Theorem We will provide most of the
required proofs, but we refer to [I'7, [I8] 25] for the well known facts.
For n > 3, every element x € R™ will be decomposed as

x=mx1e1+ 12

where e; is the first canonical basis vector and 2’ = (2o,...,2,)". Then, R"
becomes a Jordan algebra with the product given by

(5.1) zoy= (riy1 +2 -y )er + (13 +p1a’).

It is clear that e; is a unit of this Jordan algebra.
As usual, we denote 22 = x o x, for every € R™. Then, the cone of positive
elements in R™ is defined by

(5.2) Q= {2? |z eR"}°,

the interior of the subset of squares. This cone yields an order < in R™ given by
defining = < y if and only if y — z € Q.

Proposition 5.3. The cone of positive elements of the Jordan algebra R™ satisfies

Q={reR" |z, >0, 2] —2’-2'}.
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Proof. By taking interiors it is enough to prove that z is the square of some element
if and only if 1 > 0 and 22 — 2’ -2’ > 0.
Let us assume that & = 2. Then, we have
i =yi+y -y 20
of —a' - =y )yl -y
=@Wi-y y)»=o.
Conversely, let us consider z € R™ such that 1 > 0 and ,T% —2’-2’ > 0. We need

to prove the existence of y € R™ such that y? = x. This is equivalent to solving for
y the equations

(5.3) vi+y -y =,
(5.4) 291y =’

If 21 = 0, then we necessarily have 2’ = 0, and a solution to (53]) and (&4 is given
by y = 0. If z1 > 0 and 2’ = 0, then a solution is given by y = (v/z,,0,...,0)".
Hence, we will assume that z; > 0 and 2’ # 0. Any solution y must satisfy
y1 # 0. It follows that replacing vy’ = 3.7 the system of equations E3) and @A)
is equivalent to
4yt —dxyi+a’ -2’ =0
21y =7’

We solve for y; the first of these equations by choosing

B a:l—l—\/a:%—x’qz:’
N 2

Y1

which is a well defined positive real number by the choice of z. Correspondingly,

we choose
! !

, x
y = 2— = .
h \/2(3:1—#\/:17%—3:’-33’)

It is now straightforward to check that for such element y we have y? = z. ]

The existence and uniqueness of square roots in 2 is well known. In the next
result we provide an explicit formula for such square roots. Our proof shows the
uniqueness for the sake of completeness.

Corollary 5.4. In the Jordan algebra R™, for every x € §) there exists a unique
y € Q such that y?> = x. This solution will be denoted \/, and it is given by

1+ Jr2 -2 - x
\/E:\/ ! ; 61—|— .
\/2(:101 + i —12' - 2)

Proof. For a given x € €1, let us consider the element y given in the statement.
As noted in the proof of Proposition [5.3 we have y? = x. This choice of y clearly
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satisfies y; > 0. We also have

=x1\/2] — 2 -

Hence, it follows from Proposition [5.3] that y € , and so the existence has been
established.

To establish the uniqueness, we note that it is clear for ' = 0. Hence, we will
assume that 2’ # 0. In this situation, the proof of Proposition (.3 shows that any
y € R™ such that y? = x satisfies

2 / /
2_331:|: i —x' -
Y1 =

2
If we further assume that y € Q, we claim that

2 / /
Ty —\2r]— 2T
£ :

2

Y

Otherwise we would have

/ xl

St
V2 - F 7o)
Hence, the condition y7 — ¢’ -3’ > 0 would yield the inequality
xy — /27— -2 - x -z
2 2(x1 — \/m)’

and using that 22 — 2’ -2’ > 0, this last inequality is easily seen to be equivalent to

\Vat—a ' > >0

which is a contradiction. We conclude that any y €  such that y? = x must satisfy

2:x1+\/x%—:17’~:c’
1 ) )

/

Y

Y

and so we also must have

x1+\/x%—x’~x’
Y1 = 9 .

This implies that uniqueness holds as well as the formula in the statement. O

Let us now construct the complex Jordan algebra associated to DLV. This will
be basically the complexification of the Jordan algebra structure defined for R™
above. However, we will require the correct choice of a real form.

We consider the R-linear map E : R™ — C" given by

(5.5) E(x) = z1e1 +ia/,
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where we use the notation established before. Then, we clearly have the direct
sum C" = E(R") @ iE(R™). In other words, E(R") is a real form of C". Hence,
we can extend the real Jordan algebra structure on R™ to a complex Jordan alge-
bra structure by complexification. A straightforward computation shows that the
corresponding product on C” is given by

(5.6) zow = (z1wy — 2" - w')ey + (z1w’ + w1 2).

As before, for every element z € C", we denote by 2’ the vector in C"~! obtained
from z by dropping the first coordinate. Also, the real form E(R™) defines in C"
an involution z — z* given by the conjugation with respect to such real form. A
simple computation shows that we have

(57) z¥ =7Z1e1 — EI,

for every z € C™.

We will show that C™ with the product and conjugation given above is precisely
the complex Jordan algebra associated to DLV through the theory that establishes
the correspondence between tube-type bounded symmetric domains and complex
Jordan algebras. This fact is basically contained in Example 1.5.37 from [25], but
we will sketch its proof below for the sake of completeness. Further details on such
correspondence between Jordan structures and bounded symmetric domains can be
found in [I8] 17, 25]. We will use some facts and results from these references. We
now state the main correspondence result that we will use, which follows from pages
v-viii and 3.6 from [I8] (see also Subsection 1.9 and Proposition 1.11 from [I7]).
The definitions of the algebraic objects considered in the next results and their
proofs can be found in the references just mentioned.

Proposition 5.5. Let D be a circled bounded symmetric domain in C™ with (weight-
less) Bergman kernel Kp, and consider the coefficients

0*log Kp(z, 2)
¢ oD\ A
(9Zja§kazma§l
where j, k,m,l =1,....n and ¢ > 0 is some normalizing constant. Assume that C"

carries a conjugation v — v* from a given real form. If we define on C™ a triple
product by the expression

Cikmi =

2=0

n
* *
{uwv*w} = E ClikmlujViwmer,

7,k,m,l=1
for every u,v,w € C", then C" becomes the Jordan pair associated to D. Further-
more, if e € C" is a mazximal tripotent, then the assignment
1
(z,w) = zow = i{ze*w}

where z,w € C", defines a Jordan algebra structure on C"™ with unit element e.
This Jordan algebra structure on C" is the Jordan algebra associated to D.

The previous result allows us to identify the Jordan algebra associated to the
domain DLV.

Corollary 5.6. The complex Jordan algebra associated to DLV is obtained by en-
dowing C™ with the product and conjugation given by ([B.0) and (B1).
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Proof. We choose the normalizing constant ¢ = % A lengthy but straightforward

computation shows that the coefficients defined in Proposition are given by
Citmi = 2(6jk0mi — 6jm Okt + Sxmbji).

Note that one can take over from Proposition 2] and its proof to obtain this
expression. Another straightforward computation shows that the triple product
given in Proposition satisfies

1 1
i{ze*{w} = 5{26110} = (zrw1 — 2" - w)er + (1w + wr 2').

Finally, it is easy to prove that e; is maximal tripotent (see Example 1.5.69 from [25]).
Hence, the result follows from Proposition O

5.3. Spectral integral formulas for moment map symbols for SO(2). We
will now apply one of the main results from [7] to our setup to obtain explicit
expressions for the coefficients from Theorem The next result is a restatement
of Theorem 4.11 from [7] for the domain DLV adapted to our current notation.

Theorem 5.7. Let n > 3 and A > n — 1 be given. For any symbol a € L>(DLV)

which is SO(n) x SO(2)-invariant the Toeplitz operator TV preserves the Hilbert
direct sum decomposition from Proposition [3.3, and for every (ki,ks) € N? there
exists a constant cg, k,(a,\) € C such that

Tugk)h_[kl (Cn) (2T z)k2 = Ckq ko (a, )\)IHkl (Cn) (2T z)k2 -
Furthermore, we have

a(B(V))p1(B(x))" p2(E(2)) p2(er — E(x)* ™" dx

Qﬂ(el—Q)
Cky k2 (av )‘) =
p1(E(x))" pa(E(x))*2pa(er — E(z) " dz
Qﬂ(el—Q)
a(E(Vx)) (21 4 22)* (22 — 2 - 2")F2 (1 — 21)? — 2’ - 2) " da
o Qﬁ(el—ﬂ)
(1 4+ x0) (22 — 2/ - 22 (1 —21)? =2’ -2 " da
Qﬂ(el—Q)

for every (ki, ka) € N2, where p1(2) = 21 —iz2 and pa(2) = 2" 2.

Proof. We mainly need to compare the notation from [7] with ours with respect to
Theorem 4.11 of that reference. This will be done exclusively for the case of the
domain DIV.

In the first place, the results from [7] consider the polynomials that yield the
highest weight vectors for the isotypic decomposition in Proposition In our
case, these are precisely p1(2)*pa(2)*2, where (ki,ks) € N2, and in [7] these are
parameterized as p1(2)™ " “2py(2)?2, where a € N? satisfies a1 > ag. A standard
change of parameter show these to be equivalent.

On the other hand, Theorem 4.11 from [7] considers the positive cone in the
complex Jordan algebra associated to the domain DIY. The latter has been proved
to be precisely the one described in Corollary[5.6 This complex Jordan algebra and
its positive cone are related to the Jordan algebra R™ and its corresponding cone
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(given by (1) and (B2)), respectively) through the map E given by (5.5]). Hence,
the first integral formula in the statement is equivalent to that in Theorem 4.11
from [7] by the change of variable E, which clearly preserves the Lebesgue measure.
Note that we have used that F fixes e;.

Hence, the second integral formula follows by substitution. (I

Remark 5.8. Let us consider z € Q. Then, Corollary [5.4] implies that

E(\/E):\/Wr””%_w"x'elﬂ v
2 \/2(.%‘14—\/,%%—1:/-1:/)

From this a simple computation yields

P L A A

2 N
P PR L 1 S

2 N )

It follows that for every x € 2 the following sequence of equivalences hold
E(vz) €D, = |E(V2)? <1, 2EW2)]? < |E(Vz) BE(Vz)]” +1

—=0<z <1, 2zy<a?—a -2/ +1
2

=Ty,

2 —x -2

—=0<z <1, 22 <(1-—m)
= zeQn(eg —N).
This precisely yields the elements x € R™ over which the integral from Theorem [5.7]

is taking place. With the order defined by the cone €2, this condition can be
rewritten as 0 < = < e;.

The next result provides the spectral integral formulas for the Toeplitz operators
with moment map symbols for SO(2).

Theorem 5.9. For everyn >3 and A\ >n —1, let a = f o uS°? € L=(DLY) be

a moment map symbol for SO(2). Then, the Toeplitz operator Ty) preserves the
Hilbert direct sum decomposition from Proposition [33, and for (ki,ks) € N? this
operator acts on H¥1(C™) (2" 2)*2 by a constant cy, k,(f, \) € C given by

Cky k2 (f7 )‘) =

/ f<ﬂ) (x1 4+ x2) (22 — 2’ 22 (1 —21)? — 2" - 2) " da

|z[* —1
0<z<e1

/ (x1 4 20)F (22 — 2’ - 2" )F2 (1 — 21)% — 2’ - 2) " da
0<z<e1

Proof. We observe that for every x satisfying 0 < x < e; and from Remark 5.8 we
have
150 (B(y/7)) = |E(vz)"E(Vz)]? — |E(V7)]?
1+ |E(Va)TE(Vx))? = 2|E(Va))?
2 —a' -2’ —af 2
T+ —a2 -2/ =227 |of2 -1
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Hence, the result follows from Theorem [5.7] O

Remark 5.10. One should compare the integral formulas obtained for SO(n) x
SO(2)-invariant symbols and 1S9 _symbols obtained in Theorems [5.7] and [5.9]
respectively. In view of the expression for F(y/z) from Remark B8, the formula
obtained for a ;89 -symbol is much more simple. This highlights the fact that the
coordinates implicit in the use of moment maps and symplectic geometric are much
more well adapted to the analysis of Bergman spaces and their Toeplitz operators.
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