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Abstract

We present and study commutative Banach algebras generated by

Toeplitz operators with generalized quasi-radial pseudo-homogeneous

symbols acting on the Bergman space over the unit ball. We develop

the Gelfand theory of these algebras and give some structural informa-

tion about them. In particular, we provide a description of the radical

of these algebras. This paper generalizes and completes the results

from previous works related to Toeplitz operators with quasi-radial

quasi-homogeneous symbols.

1 Introduction

Let Bn denote the unit ball of Cn and for λ > −1 consider the Bergman
space A2

λ(B
n), defined as the subspace of analytic functions of L2(Bn, dvλ),

where
dvλ(z) = cλ(1− |z|2)λdv(z)

is a probability measure with cλ a normalizing constant given by (1) and dv
the standard Lebesgue measure. Let Bλ be the orthogonal projection from
L2(Bn, dvλ) onto the Bergman space A2

λ(B
n). Given a bounded measurable

function ϕ ∈ L∞(Bn), we define the Toeplitz operator with symbol ϕ by

Tϕf = Bλ(ϕf), f ∈ A2
λ(B

n).

The study of algebras generated by Toeplitz operators have been an inter-
esting and important part of mathematics in the recent years. Since not much
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can be said about these algebras in all its generality, one usually considers
Toeplitz operators whose symbols satisfy special properties.

As it turns out, the underlying geometry of Bn is related to the structure
of Toeplitz algebras. Indeed, as it was shown in [7], given a maximal abelian
subgroup of biholomorphisms of Bn, the set of all bounded measurable sym-
bols invariant under this group gives rise to commutative C∗ algebras on the
Bergman space A2

λ(B
n) for every weight parameter λ > −1.

Afterwards and quite unexpectedly, it was shown in [4,5,9–12] that some
sets of symbols, subordinated to the above maximal abelian subgroups, in-
duce Banach algebras of operators that are commutative for every weighted
Bergman space A2

λ(B
n) and such that the C∗ algebra generated by them is

no longer commutative.
These algebras represent an interesting object of study and the main tool

to obtain structural information from them is the Gelfand theory. A first
step towards the understanding of these algebras was done in [1–3], where
the authors studied Banach algebras generated by Toeplitz operators with
quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbols.

In this paper introduce a generalized version of these symbols and study
the structure of the corresponding commutative Banach algebras by means of
the Gelfand theory. In particular, we describe the radical of these algebras,
a problem which had remained open in the previous works.

In Section 2 we fix some notations, introduce the spaces and objects to
be used and recall some important facts from previous works. In Section 3
we consider a generalization of the quasi-homogeneous symbols introduced
in [9] and describe the action of the induced Toeplitz operators. The unital
Banach algebra generated by these operators is studied in Section 4.

In Section 5 we present some of the main results of this paper. We describe
the maximal ideal space and the Gelfand transform of the corresponding
algebra.

As an application of these results, in Section 6 we briefly present a cri-
terion to decide whether these algebras are spectral invariant and in Section
7 we describe the radical of these algebras, generalizing and extending the
results from [1–3].
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2 Preliminaries

Let Bn be the unit ball of Cn. Let A2
λ(B

n) be the classical weighted Bergman
space with parameter λ > −1 defined as the space of analytic functions of
L2(B

n, dvλ), where
dvλ(z) = cλ(1− |z|2)λdv(z),

is a probability measure with dv being the usual Lebesgue measure in Bn

and cλ a normalizing constant given by

cλ =
Γ(n+ λ+ 1)

πnΓ(λ+ 1)
. (1)

We will denote the inner product of A2
λ(B

n) by 〈·, ·〉A2
λ(B

n) or simply 〈·, ·〉, if
there is no confusion.

It is well known that A2
λ(B

n) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space and
that the normalized monomials (eα)α∈Zn

+
form an orthonormal basis, where

eα(z) =

√
Γ(n+ |α|+ λ+ 1)

α!Γ(n+ λ+ 1)
zα. (2)

We will simply write A2(Bn) := A2
0(B

n) for the unweighted Bergman
space.

Let Bλ : L2(B
n, dvλ) → A2

λ(B
n) be the orthogonal projection called the

Bergman projection. For a function ϕ ∈ L∞(Bn), we define the Toeplitz
operator Tϕ with symbol ϕ by

Tϕ(f) = Bλ(ϕf), f ∈ A2
λ(B

n).

For a given integer m ∈ {1, . . . , n} we choose a tuple k = (k1, . . . , km) ∈
Zm
+ with k1 ≤ k2 ≤ . . . ≤ km and k1 + · · ·+ km = n.

We write Cn = Ck1 × · · · × Ckm and let

z = (z(1), . . . , z(m)) ∈ Cn, with z(j) = (zj,1, . . . , zj,kj) ∈ Ckj .

In general, given any n-tuple u, we will write

u = (u1, . . . , un) = (u(1), . . . , u(m)),

with
u(j) = (uj,1, . . . , uj,kj), j = 1, . . . , m,
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and

u1,1 = u1, u1,2 = u2, . . . , u1,k1 = uk1
u2,1 = uk1+1, u2,2 = uk2+2, . . . , u2,k2 = uk1+k2, . . . , um,km = un.

We represent each coordinate of z ∈ Bn in the form

zj,l = |zj,l|tj,l,

where tj,l belongs to the torus T = S1. For each portion z(j) of z ∈ Cn,
j = 1, . . . , m we introduce its “common” radius

rj =
√

|zj,1|2 + · · ·+ |zj,kj |2

and represent the coordinates of z(j) in the form

zj,l = rjsj,ltj,l, where l = 1, . . . , kj

and
s(j) = (sj,1, . . . , sj,kj) ∈ S

kj−1
+ ,

where S
kj−1
+ = Skj−1 ∩R

kj
+ . That is, S

kj−1
+ denotes the set of elements of the

unit sphere in Rkj with non-negative entries.
A bounded measurable function a = a(z), z ∈ Bn is called k-quasi-radial

if it depends only on r1, . . . , rm.
For each j ∈ {1, . . . , m} let cj ∈ L∞(S

kj−1
+ × Tkj ) be a function invariant

under the action of T on Tkj given by g · t(j) = (gtj,1, . . . , gtj,kj), g ∈ T, t(j) ∈
Tkj . That is,

cj(s(j), g · t(j)) = cj(s(j), t(j)), ∀(s(j), t(j)) ∈ S
kj−1
+ × Tkj , g ∈ T. (3)

We call such functions cj generalized pseudo-homogeneous. We note that
this idea generalizes that of quasi-homogeneous and pseudo-homogeneous
functions presented in [9] and [12], respectively.

Indeed, we obtain the pseudo-homogeneous functions by letting cj(s(j), t(j)) =

bj(s(j))t
p(j), where bj is a bounded measurable function defined on S

kj−1
+

and p(j) ∈ Zkj is such that |p(j)| = pj,1 + · · · + pj,kj = 0 obtain the quasi-
homogeneous functions if, in addition, we let

bj(s(j)) = s
|pj,1|
j,1 · · · s|pj,kj |j,kj

.
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2.1 The algebra Tλ(L∞
k−qr)

We recall and reproduce some facts and definitions from [1], [2] and [9] that
will be necessary.

The action of a Toeplitz operator with a k-quasi-radial symbol is given
by the following lemma.

2.1 Lemma ( [9, Lemma 3.1]). Given a k-quasi-radial function a = a(r1, . . . , rm),
we have

Taz
α = γa,k,λ(α)z

α, α ∈ Zn
+,

where

γa,k,λ(α) = γ̃a,k,λ(|α(1)|, . . . , |α(m)|)

=
2mΓ(n+ |α|+ λ+ 1)

Γ(λ+ 1)
∏m

j=1(kj − 1 + |α(j)|)!

∫

τ(Bm)

a(r1, . . . , rm)(1− |r|2)λ

×
m∏

j=1

r
2|α(j)|+2kj−1

j drj,

where τ(Bm) denotes the base of Bm as a Reinhardt domain, that is,

τ(Bm) = {(r1, . . . , rm) ∈ Rm
+ : r21 + · · ·+ r2m ≤ 1}.

Let Tλ(L
∞
k−qr) be the C∗-algebra generated by all Toeplitz operators with

k-quasi-radial symbols. This is an infinitely generated algebra, whose ele-
ments are diagonal operators with respect to the orthonormal basis {eα}α∈Zn

+

such that their eigenvalue sequences depend only on the tuples (|α(1)|, . . . , |α(m)|).
By identifying each operator in Tλ(L

∞
k−qr) with its sequence of eigenvalues

we may interpret this space as an algebra bounded sequences indexed by Zm
+ .

Moreover, in [1, 3] it was shown that Tλ(L
∞
k−qr) can be embedded into a

smaller algebra of slowly oscillating (in a certain sense) sequences.
For each κ = (κ1, . . . , κm) ∈ Zm

+ consider the finite dimensional subspace
Hκ of A2

λ(B
n) defined by

Hκ := span{eα : α ∈ Zn
+, |α(j)| = κj , j = 1, . . . , m}. (4)

For each j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and d ∈ Z+, we define the subspace of A2
λ(B

n):

H
(j)
d = span{eα : |α(j)| = d} ⊂ A2

λ(B
n).
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The following relations hold, where all sums are orthogonal

Hκ =
m⋂

j=1

H(j)
κj
, H

(j)
d =

⊕

κj=d

Hκ, and A2
λ(B

n) =
∞⊕

|κ|=0

Hκ.

Let Pκ and Q
(j)
d denote the orthogonal projections of A2

λ(B
n) onto Hκ and

H
(j)
d , respectively. We note that

Pκ =

m∏

j=1

Q(j)
κj

and Q
(j)
d =

⊕

κj=d

Pκ.

2.2 Theorem ( [1–3]). Let λ > −1. For all κ ∈ Zm
+ , j ∈ {1, . . . , m},

and all d ∈ Z+, the orthogonal projections Pκ and Q
(j)
d belong to the algebra

Tλ(L
∞
k−qr).

Let M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr)) be the compact set of maximal ideals of Tλ(L

∞
k−qr). We

describe a stratification of M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr)) presented in [1, 2].

Consider tuples θ = (θ1, . . . , θm) ∈ {0, 1}m with entries 0 and 1. We
write 1 := (1, . . . , 1) ∈ {0, 1}m =: Θ, and denote by θC = 1 − θ the tuple
complementary to θ.

Then, with Jθ = {j ∈ {1, . . . , m} : θj = 1}, we introduce

Zθ
+ =

⊕

j∈Jθ

Z+(j),

where Z+(j) denotes a copy of Z+ indexed by j. Thus, its elements will be
tuples of the form

κθ = (κj1, . . . , κj|θ|), jp ∈ Jθ.

For each θ ∈ Θ we define a set Mθ of multiplicative functionals by

Mθ =

{
µ ∈M(Tλ(L

∞
k−qr)) : µ(Q

(j)
d ) =

{
0 for all d ∈ Z+, if θj = 0.

1 for some d ∈ Z+, if θj = 1.

}
.

Thus Mθ is the set of all functionals in M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr)) that are reached by

nets {κα}α in Zm
+ such that καj tends to infinity if and only if θj = 0.

All sets Mθ are disjoint and

M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr)) =

⋃

θ∈Θ

Mθ.
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Moreover, M1 can be identified with Zm
+ in a natural way, and one can

easily see that all functionals from M∞ := M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr))\M1 map compact

operators of the algebra Tλ(L
∞
k−qr) to zero.

We recall as well that for each µ ∈Mθ, with θ 6= 1, there is a unique tuple
κθ ∈ Zθ

+ (representing the "finite coordinates" of µ) such that µ(Q
(j)
κj ) = 1

for all j ∈ Jθ. This implies the following further decomposition of Mθ into
disjoint sets

Mθ =
⋃

κθ∈Z
θ
+

Mθ(κθ),

where Mθ(κθ) = {µ ∈Mθ : µ(Q
(j)
κj ) = 1 for all j ∈ Jθ}.

3 Generalized pseudo-homogeneous symbols

For every j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, let

dµj = (2π)−kj
dtj,1
itj,1

× · · · × dtj,kj
itj,kj

be the invariant measure of Tkj . We also denote by dµ the invariant measure
of Tn, which clearly satisfies

dµ = dµ1 × · · · × dµm.

3.1 Lemma. Let cj be a generalized pseudo-homogeneous symbol as before.

If p(j) ∈ Zkj with |p(j)| 6= 0 and s(j) ∈ S
kj−1
+ , then

∫

T
kj

cj(s(j), t(j))t
p(j)
(j) dµj = 0.

Proof. Let g ∈ T be arbitrary. Consider the change of variables t′(j) = g · t(j).
By the invariance of cj and of the measure we have

∫

T
kj

cj(s(j), t
′
(j))(t

′
(j))

p(j)dµj(t
′
(j)) = g|p(j)|

∫

T
kj

cj(s(j), t(j))(t(j))
p(j)dµj(t(j)).

Thus either the integrals are zero or |p(j)| = 0.
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Given p(j) ∈ Zkj we denote by p̃(j) the element of Zn = Zk1 × · · · × Zkm

given by
p̃(j) = (0, . . . , 0, p(j), 0, . . . , 0).

Here the tuple p(j) is located at the j-position.
For a positive integer p we define the set

∆p = {(r1, . . . , rp) ∈ R
p
+ : r1 + · · ·+ rp ≤ 1}.

Imitating the calculations from the proof of Lemma 3.2 from [12] and using
the above lemma we describe the action of a Toeplitz operator with k-quasi-
radial quasi-homogeneous symbols:

3.2 Proposition. Let a be a k-quasi-radial function and c =
∏m

j=1 cj. Then:

1. For any α, β ∈ Zn
+, 〈Tac(zα), zβ〉 = 0 if |α(j)| 6= |β(j)| for some j ∈

{1, . . . , m}.

2. For every p ∈ Zn with |p(j)| = 0, j = 1, . . . , m, we have

〈Tac(zα), zα+p〉

=
Γ(n+ |α|+ λ+ 1)

Γ(λ+ 1)
∏m

j=1 Γ(|α(j)|+ kj)

×
∫

∆m

a(
√
r1, . . . ,

√
rm)

m∏

j=1

r
|α(j)|+kj−1

j (1− (r1 + . . .+ rm))
λdr1 · · ·drm

×
m∏

j=1

Γ(|α(j)|+ kj)∏kj
ℓ=1 Γ(αj,ℓ + pj,ℓ + 1)

∫

∆kj−1

ĉ(s
1/2
(j) , p(j))

kj−1∏

ℓ=1

s
αj,ℓ+

1
2
pj,ℓ

j,ℓ

× (1− (sj,1 + . . .+ sj,kj−1))
αj,kj

+ 1
2
pj,kjdsj,1 · · ·dsj,kj−1,

where s
1/2
(j) = (s

1/2
j,1 , . . . , s

1/2
j,kj

) and ĉj(s(j), p(j)) is the p(j) Fourier coeffi-

cient of cj(s(j), t(j)) given by

ĉj(s(j), p(j)) =

∫

T
kj

cj(s(j), t(j))t
−p(j)
(j) dµj(t(j)), p(j) ∈ Zkj .

Fixing a symbol cj and letting the other ones be the constant function 1
in the above proposition we get:
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3.3 Corollary. Let j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and consider the Toeplitz operator Tcj ,
where cj is given as before. If |α(j)| 6= |β(j)| or α(j′) 6= β(j′), then 〈Tcjzα, zβ〉 =
0. Otherwise, for α ∈ Zn

+ and p(j) ∈ Z
kj
+ we have

〈Tcjzα, zα+p̃(j)〉

=
Γ(|α(j)|+ kj)∏kj

ℓ=1 Γ(αj,ℓ + pj,ℓ + 1)

∫

∆kj−1

ĉ(s
1/2
(j) , p(j))

kj−1∏

ℓ=1

s
αj,ℓ+

1
2
pj,ℓ

j,ℓ

× (1− (sj,1 + . . .+ sj,kj−1))
αj,kj

+ 1
2
pj,kjdsj,1 · · · dsj,kj−1.

It follows from these expressions that for any k-quasi-radial function a,
the operators Ta and Tcj , j = 1, . . . , m pairwise commute and

Ta
∏m

j=1 cj
= Ta

m∏

j=1

Tcj .

On the other hand, using the same notation, it follows from Propositions
3.2 and 3.3 that the operators Tcj , acting on A2

λ(B
n) =

⊕∞
κ∈Zm

+
Hκ, can be

decomposed as a direct sum

Tcj =
⊕

κ∈Zm
+

Tcj |Hκ,

whereas the operator Ta acts as a constant multiple of the identity operator
on each of these subspaces:

Ta =
⊕

κ∈Zm
+

γa(|κ1|, . . . , |κm|)I|Hκ.

Furthermore, we note that by (2),

‖zα+p̃(j)‖/‖zα‖ =
√
(α(j) + p(j))!/α(j)!.

Thus, normalizing the monomials in Corollary 3.3, we see that the action of
Tcj depends only on the (j)-portion of the involved elements. That is, it does
not depend on the other kj’s nor on the weight parameter λ. This suggests
us to analyze these operators as follows.

9



Consider the tensor product of weightless Bergman spaces
⊗m

j=1A2(Bkj )
and let

U : A2
λ(B

n) →
m⊗

j=1

A2(Bkj )

be the unitary operator such that

U(eα) = e(1)α(1)
⊗ . . .⊗ e(m)

α(m)
, α ∈ Zn

+,

where e
(j)
α(j) denotes the canonical α(j)-basic monomial of A2(Bkj ), j = 1, . . . , m.

Since the symbols cj depend by definition only on the portion z(j), we can
associate to them in the obvious way unique measurable functions defined
on Bkj . To avoid notation we will write cj for both of these functions.

By the above results and observations, we obtain

Tcj = U∗(I ⊗ · · · ⊗ Tj ⊗ · · · ⊗ I)U,

where Tj denotes the Toeplitz operator with symbol cj acting on the Bergman
space A2(Bkj ). In particular, we have

sp(Tcj ) = sp(Tj).

Moreover, if for every d ∈ Z+ and j ∈ {1, . . . , m} we define H
(j)
d as the

finite-dimensional subspace of A2(Bkj ) given by

H
(j)
d = span{e(j)α(j)

: |α(j)| = d},

then we also have

Tj =
⊕

d∈Z+

Tj |H(j)
d

, j = 1, . . . , m. (5)

Note that U(H
(j)
d ) = A2(Bk1) ⊗ · · ·H(j)

d ⊗ · · · ⊗ A2(Bkm) and U(Hκ) =
H

(1)
κ1

⊗ · · · ⊗H
(m)
κm

.
Let d = (Tλ(L

∞
k−qr), c1, . . . , cm) and let Tλ(d) be the unital Banach al-

gebra generated by the operators from Tλ(L
∞
k,qr) and by Tc1 ,. . . ,Tcm . By

our above observations, Tλ(d) is a commutative Banach algebra for every
weight parameter λ > −1 and, as it was observed in the previous works
regarding quasi-homogeneous and pseudo-homogeneous symbols, the corre-
sponding C∗-algebras generated by Tλ(d) is in general non-commutative, in
general.
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4 The algebra T (c1, . . . , cm)

Note that, by (5), the operator Tj decomposes into a direct sum of operators
acting on finite-dimensional spaces. Therefore we can use the same arguments
as in Section 3 from [8] and obtain similar conclusions as the results therein.
Thus we have:

4.1 Proposition. The point spectrum of Tj is given by

sppt(Tj) =
⋃

d∈Z+

sp(Tj |H(j)
d

).

Given a bounded set S in CN , we will denote its polynomially convex hull
as Ŝ.

4.2 Proposition. The spectrum of Tj is given by

sp(Tj) = sppt(Tj) ∪ ess-sp(Tj).

and furthermore

ŝp(Tj) = sppt(Tj) ∪ êss-sp(Tj).

4.3 Proposition. If ζ is an accumulation point of sppt(Tj), then ζ ∈ ess-sp(Tj).

For each j = 1, . . . , m, we will assume that for every ζ ∈ ess-sp(Tj) there

is a sequence of unimodular vectors (g
(j)
ζ,k)k such that g

(j)
ζ,k ∈ H

(j)
k and

lim
k→∞

‖(Tj − ζI)g
(j)
ζ,k‖ = 0. (6)

This condition holds whenever the functions cj can be continuously ex-

tended to the closed unit ball Bkj . We describe briefly how to see this. Note
that this construction simplifies the calculations from Section 3 of [2] (for
the case m = 1), where the reproducing kernel of a much larger space was
considered.

For each j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and d ∈ Z+ let K
(j)
d (z, w) denote the reproducing

kernel of H
(j)
d . By the multinomial theorem we have

K
(j)
d (z, w) =

∑

|α(j)|=d

e(j)α(j)
(z)e

(j)
α(j)(w) =

(kj + d)!

kj !d!
〈z, w〉d, z, w ∈ Bkj ,
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and thus ‖K(j)
d (·, w)‖2 = (kj+d)!

kj !d!
|w|2d. We denote the corresponding normal-

ized reproducing kernels by

k
(j)
d (z, w) =

K
(j)
d (z, w)

‖K(j)
d (·, w)‖

, z, w ∈ Bkj .

4.4 Proposition. Let c be a continuous function on Bkj invariant under the
action of T, (that is, such that c(g · z) = c(z), for all z ∈ Bkj , g ∈ T). Then
for every w ∈ Bkj\{0} we have

c(w/|w|) = lim
d→∞

〈Tck(j)d (·, w), k(j)d (·, w)〉,

where Tc denotes the Toeplitz operator with symbol c acting on A2(Bkj). In
particular

lim
d→∞

‖(Tc − c(w/|w|)I)k(j)d (·, w)‖ = 0.

Proof. It follows from similar arguments as in [8, Propositions 3.5 and 3.6],
estimating the corresponding integrals in Bkj instead of B2.

If cj can be continuously extended to Bn, then ess-sp(Tj) = cj(∂B
n), and

thus by the above proposition we get condition (6), as claimed.
For each j ∈ {1, . . . , m} let Tj be the unital Banach algebra gener-

ated by the single operator Tcj and M(Tj) its maximal ideal space. Analo-
gously let T (c1, . . . , cm) the Banach algebra generated by T1, . . . , Tm and let
M(T (c1, . . . , cm)) be its maximal ideal space. Note that the mapping

M(T (c1, . . . , cm)) ∋ ψ 7−→ (ψ|T1, . . . , ψ|Tm) ∈M(T1)× · · · ×M(Tm)

is a continuous injection and that thus M(T (c1, . . . , cm)) can be identified
with a subset of M(T1)× · · ·×M(Tm). Reasoning as in Section 4.1 from [8],

one can easily see that M(Tj) = ŝp(Tcj ).

4.5 Corollary. Let j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and ζ ∈ ŝp(Tj)\êss-sp(Tj). Then the set

D = {d ∈ Z+ : ζ ∈ sp(Tj |H(j)
d

)}

is finite.
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Proof. If D were not finite, then there would be an increasing sequence
of integers (nk)k and a sequence of normalized eigenfunctions (fnk

)k with
Tjfnk

= ζfnk
and fnk

∈ H
(j)
nk

, for all k ∈ Z+. However, this would imply
ζ ∈ ess-sp(Tj).

4.6 Proposition. We have

M(T (c1, . . . , cm)) =M(T1)× · · · ×M(Tm) = ŝp(Tc1)× · · · × ̂sp(Tcm).

Proof. We only need to prove the inclusion ⊃. By the properties of the
polynomially convex hull we have

̂sp(Tc1)× · · · × sp(Tcm) = ŝp(Tc1)× · · · × ̂sp(Tcm).

Since M(T (c1, . . . , cm)) is polynomially convex, it suffices to show that

sp(Tc1)× · · · × sp(Tcm) ⊂M(T (c1, . . . , cm)).

Let thus (ζ1, . . . , ζm) ∈ sp(Tc1)× · · · × sp(Tcm).

For each j = 1, . . . , m define the sequence (g
(j)
ζj ,k

)k in Aλ(B
kj ) as follows:

If ζj ∈ ess-sp(Tj), let (g
(j)
ζj ,k

)k be a sequence such that (6) holds. Otherwise,

ζj ∈ sppt(Tj) and thus then there is d ∈ Z+ such that ζj ∈ sppt(Tj |H(j)
d

). In

this case we choose (g
(j)
ζj ,k

)k to be a constant sequence g
(j)
ζj ,k

= vζj , where vζj

is a eigenvector in H
(j)
d such that ‖vζj‖ = 1 and Tjvζj = ζjvζj .

Since UTcjU
∗ = I ⊗ · · · ⊗ Tj ⊗ · · · ⊗ I, we have

〈UTcjU∗(g
(1)
ζ1,k

⊗ · · · ⊗ g
(m)
ζm,k), g

(1)
ζ1,k

⊗ · · · ⊗ g
(m)
ζm,k〉 = 〈Tjg

(j)
ζj ,k
, g

(j)
ζj ,k

〉A2(Bkj ),

which converges to ζj (in fact it equals ζj if ζj ∈ sppt(Tj)) as k → ∞.
Therefore, for any polynomial T in Tc1, . . . , Tcm we can define ψ(T ) by

the rule

ψ(T ) = lim
k→∞

〈UTU∗(g
(1)
ζ1,k

⊗ · · · ⊗ g
(m)
ζm,k), g

(1)
ζ1,k

⊗ · · · ⊗ g
(m)
ζm,k〉.

By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, this function can be extended to a multi-
plicative functional acting on the whole space T (c1, . . . , cm) and since ψ(Tj) =
ζj, this functional corresponds to the point (ζ1, . . . , ζm).
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5 Gelfand theory of Tλ(d)
Let T̃λ(d) be the dense non-closed subalgebra of Tλ(d) which consists of all
sums of the form ∑

ρ∈F

DγρT
ρ1
c1

· · ·T ρm
cm ,

whereDγρ are operators from Tλ(L
∞
k−qr) and F is a finite subset of Zm

+ . For the
sake of brevity, given a multi-index ρ ∈ Zm

+ we will write T ρ := T ρ1
c1 · · ·T ρm

cm .
Furthermore, we will continuously write ζ for (ζ1, . . . , ζm).

Let M(Tλ(d)) be the maximal ideal space of the algebra Tλ(d). By con-
struction, Tλ(d) is generated by the algebras Tλ(L

∞
k−qr) and T (c1, . . . , cm)

and hence, as in the previous section, the assignment

Φ: M(Tλ(d)) → M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr))×M(T (c1, . . . , cm)),

given by
Φ(ψ) = (ψ|Tλ(L∞

k−qr
), ψ|T (c1,...,cm))

is continuous and injective, and thus we can identify M(Tλ(d)) with a subset
of

M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr))×M(T (c1, . . . , cm)) =

=M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr))× ŝp(Tc1)× · · · × ̂sp(Tcm).

We recall the decomposition of M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr)) into disjoint sets

M(Tλ(L
∞
k−qr)) =

⋃

θ∈Θ


 ⋃

κθ∈Z
θ
+

Mθ(κθ)


 . (7)

5.1 Lemma. Let ψ = (µ, ζ) ∈ M(Tλ(d)) such that µ ∈ Mθ(κθ) for some
θ ∈ Θ and κθ ∈ Zθ

+. Then ζj ∈ sp(Tj|H(j)
κj

) for every j ∈ Jθ.

Proof. According to Section 2.1, we have ψ(Q
(j)
d ) = µ(Q

(j)
d ) = 0 for every

index j and d ∈ Z+, unless θj = 1 and d = κj , in which case ψ(Q
(j)
d ) =

µ(Q
(j)
d ) = 1.
Let j ∈ Jθ and let P be the characteristic polynomial of Tj|H(j)

κj

. Then

P (Tcj)Q
(j)
κj = 0, and hence we have

P (ψ(Tcj)) = ψ(P (Tcj)) = ψ(P (Tcj)Q
(j)
κj
) = 0,

14



from which it follows that

ψ(Tcj) ∈ sp(Tj|H(j)
κj

).

5.2 Lemma. Let ψ = (µ, ζ) ∈ M(Tλ(d)) such that µ ∈ Mθ(κθ) for some

θ ∈ Θ and κθ ∈ Zθ
+. Then ζj ∈ ̂ess-sp(Tcj ) for every j ∈ JθC.

Proof. Suppose there is some j ∈ JθC such that ζj ∈ M(Tj)\ ̂ess-sp(Tcj ). By
Proposition 4.2 and Corollary 4.5, this means that ζj ∈ sppt(Tj) and the set

D = {d ∈ Z+ : ζj ∈ sp(Tj|H(j)
d

)}

is finite. Consider the orthogonal projection P =
⊕

d∈DQ
(j)
d and note that

ψ(P ) = 0.
Let w ∈ C be such that ζj /∈

⋃
d∈D sp(Tj|H(j)

d

) + w. One easily sees that

̂sp(Tcj + wP ) = êss-sp(Tcj + wP ) ∪ sppt(Tcj + wP )

= êss-sp(Tcj) ∪
⋃

d∈Z+\D

sp(Tj|H(j)
d

) ∪
[⋃

d∈D

sp(Tj|H(j)
d

) + w

]
,

and so ζj /∈ ̂sp(Tcj + wP ). But then we have the contradiction

ζj = ψ(Tcj) = ψ(Tcj + wP ) ∈ ̂sp(Tcj + wP ).

5.3 Lemma. Let θ ∈ Θ and κθ ∈ Zθ
+. Consider the sets Dj given by

Dj =

{
sp(Tj|H(j)

κj

), j ∈ Jθ,

ess-sp(Tj), j ∈ JθC .

Then we have Mθ(κθ)×D1 × · · · ×Dm ⊂M(Tλ(d)).
Moreover, if ψ ∈ Mθ(κθ)×D1 × · · · ×Dm, then there is a net (gα)α such

that
lim
α

‖(T − ψ(T )I)gα‖ = 0.

Proof. Let ψ = (µ, ζ1, . . . , ζm) ∈ Mθ(κθ) × D1 × · · · × Dm. Consider a net
(κα)α in Zm

+ such that µ = limα κα. Suppose that Jθ = {j1, . . . , j|θ|} and
κθ = (κj1 , . . . , κj|θ|).
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Since ζj ∈ sp(Tj) for each j, we can define the sequences (f
(j)
ζj ,k

)k as in

the proof of Proposition 4.6. If j ∈ Jθ, we can assume that (κα)j = κj for all

α and that f
(j)
ζj ,k

∈ H
(j)
(κθ)j

for each k.
Thus we have

lim
k→∞

‖(Tj − ζj)f
(j)
ζj ,k

‖ = 0,

for each j = 1, . . . , m.
Using the same directed set of indices α we define a net (gα)α by

gα = U∗(f
(1)
ζ1,κ1

α
⊗ · · · ⊗ f

(m)
ζm,κm

α
) ∈ Hκα.

Then we have

lim
α

‖(Tcj − ζj)gα‖ = 0, j = 1, . . . , m,

and, since Dγ(gα) = γ(κα)gα,

lim
α

‖(Dγ − µ)gα‖ = lim
α

|γ(κα)− µ| = 0.

Thus, by these properties, for an operator A ∈ T̃λ(d) of the form A =∑
ρ∈F DγρT

ρ we get

lim
α

‖(A− ψ(A))gα‖ = lim
α

‖(A−
∑

ρ∈FA

γρ(κα)ζ
ρ)gα‖ = 0.

We can extend this formula to the whole algebra Tλ(d) and, in particular,
we can define the functional

ψ(T ) = lim
α
〈Tgα, gα〉, T ∈ Tλ(d),

obtaining thus a multiplicative functional, corresponding to the point (µ, ζ).

5.4 Theorem. The compact set of maximal ideals M(Tλ(d)) of the commu-
tative Banach algebra Tλ(d) coincides with the set

M :=
⋃

θ∈Θ


 ⋃

κθ∈Z
θ
+

Mθ(κθ)×Mθ,κθ,1 × · · · ×Mθ,κθ,m


 ,
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where

Mθ,κθ,j =

{
sp(Tj|H(j)

κj

), j ∈ Jθ,

êss-sp(Tj), j ∈ JθC.

The Gelfand transform is generated by the following mapping of elements

of T̃λ(d):

A :=
∑

ρ∈FA

DγρT
ρ 7−→

∑

ρ∈FA

Dγ(µ)ζ
ρ.

Proof. We prove the inclusion M ⊂ M(Tλ(d)). The other inclusion follows
from Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2.

Fix some θ ∈ Θ and κθ ∈ Zθ
+ and consider the sets D1, . . . , Dm as in

Lemma 5.3. By this lemma, Mθ(κθ)×D1 × · · · ×Dm ⊂M(Tλ(d)).

Write D = D1 × · · · × Dm. Then we clearly have D̂j = Mθ,κθ,j and

D̂ = D̂1×· · ·×D̂m, and thus we need to prove that Mθ(κθ)×D̂ ⊂M(Tλ(d)).
Let (µ, ζ) be an element of the left-hand side set in this inclusion. By the

definition of the polynomial convex hull and Lemma 5.3, for any operator

A ∈ T̃λ(d) of the form A =
∑

ρ∈FA
DγρT

ρ we have

|
∑

ρ∈FA

γρ(µ)ζ
ρ| ≤ sup

z∈D
|
∑

ρ∈FA

γρ(µ)z
ρ| ≤ sup

ϕ∈Mθ(κθ)×D

|ϕ(A)| ≤ ‖A‖.

Therefore, there is a well-defined bounded multiplicative functional ψ on

T̃λ(d) given by

ψ(A) =
∑

ρ∈FA

γρ(µ)ζ
ρ, A =

∑

ρ∈FA

DγρT
ρ ∈ T̃λ(d).

This functional extends then to a multiplicative functional on Tλ(d), which
corresponds to the point (µ, ζ1, . . . , ζm).

6 Spectral invariance

Let B be a Banach algebra of operators acting on A2
λ(B

n). We say that
B is spectral invariant if each operator from B invertible in L(A2

λ(B
n)) is

invertible in B. In this case, the spectrum of an operator T in B, denoted by
σB(T ), equals its spectrum in the C∗-algebra L(A2

λ(B
n)).
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6.1 Proposition. The algebra Tλ(d) is inverse closed if and only if sp(Tcj )
is polynomially convex for every j = 1, . . . , m.

Thus, in this case,
σTλ(d)(T ) = sp(T ),

for every T ∈ Tλ(d).

Proof. Suppose that sp(Tcj ) is polynomially convex for every j = 1, . . . , m.
Let T ∈ Tλ(d) be invertible in the C∗-algebra L(A2

λ(B
n)) and let T−1 be its

inverse.
By Lemma 5.3 and Theorem 5.4, for every ψ ∈ M(Tλ(d)) there is a net

of normalized vectors (gα)α such that

lim
α

‖(T − ψ(T )I)gα‖ = 0, T ∈ Tλ(d).

Thus we have

1 = 〈T−1Tgα, gα〉 = ψ(T )〈T−1gα, gα〉+ 〈T−1(T − ψ(T )I)gα, gα〉,

where the second summand converges to zero. In particular, ψ(T ) 6= 0 and,
thus, T is invertible in Tλ(d).

Conversely, suppose that Tλ(d) is spectral invariant. Then

σTλ(d)(Tcj ) = sp(Tcj),

but, by Theorem 5.4, σTλ(d)(Tcj) = ŝp(Tcj ).

7 The radical of Tλ(d)
In this section we will assume that cj , regarded as a function defined on Bkj ,

can be continuously extended to the closed unit ball of Bkj . By Proposition
4.4 and the remarks after it, this stronger condition implies (6). Furthermore,
as is well known, in this case the operators Tj acting on A2(Bkj ) commute
with their respective adjoints Tj

∗ modulo a compact operator.
Given j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and κ ∈ Zm

+ we will write

Q̃(j)
κj

=
⊕

0≤d≤κj

Q
(j)
d .
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Thus Q̃
(j)
κj maps the Bergman space A2

λ(B
n) onto

⊕
ρ∈Zm

+ ,0≤ρj≤κj
Hρ. More-

over, we note that

UQ
(j)
d U∗ = I ⊗ · · · ⊗Q

(j)
d ⊗ · · · ⊗ I,

where Q
(j)
d is the orthogonal projection from A2(Bkj ) onto H

(j)
d . Similary we

have
UQ̃(j)

κj
U∗ = I ⊗ · · · ⊗ Q̃(j)

κj
⊗ · · · ⊗ I,

where Q̃
(j)
κj is the orthogonal projection from A2(Bkj ) onto

⊕
0≤d≤κj

H
(j)
d .

In particular, the projections Q̃
(j)
κj strongly converge to the identity oper-

ator on A2(Bkj ), as κj → ∞, and if T is an operator in A2
λ(B

n) such that,
for some compact operator K ∈ K(A2(Bkj )), we have UTU∗ = I⊗· · ·⊗K⊗
· · · ⊗ I, being K in the j-position, then Q̃

(j)
κj T converges in norm to T , as

κj → ∞.

Given {j1, . . . , jL} ⊂ {1, . . . , m} and the projections Q̃
(j1)
dj1
, . . . , Q̃

(jL)
djL

, we

define
P1 = Q̃

(j1)
d1

(8)

and inductively

Pℓ+1 = Q̃
(jℓ+1)
djℓ+1

− Q̃
(jℓ+1)
djℓ+1

(P1 + · · ·+ Pℓ), ℓ = 1, . . . , L− 1. (9)

7.1 Lemma. The projections Pℓ, ℓ = 1, . . . , L, are mutually orthogonal and
the space generated by the union of its ranges equals the space generated by
the union of the ranges of Q̃

(j1)
dj1
, . . . , Q̃

(jL)
djL

.

Proof. It follows from the fact that if Q1 and Q2 are commuting orthogonal
projections acting on a Hilbert space, then Q1 and Q2 −Q2Q1 are mutually
orthogonal projections and the space generated by the union of its ranges
equal the space generated by the union of the ranges of Q1 and Q2.

It will be useful to consider algebras defined similarly as the algebra Tλ(d),
but "omitting" some of the generators Tcj . We formalize this as follows.

Let θ ∈ Θ. We denote by T θ
λ the Banach algebra generated by Tλ(L

∞
k−qr)

and the operators Tcj if θj = 1. We also denote by T̃ θ
λ the non-closed dense

subalgebra generated by those elements, consisting of finite sums of finite
products of the generators.
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We will denote by ǫj the m-tuple with its j-th entry equal 1, being 0 the
other ones. So, given θ ∈ Θ and j ∈ Jθ, the tuple θ− ǫj equals θ except that
its j-th entry is zero.

Let J θ be the closed ∗-ideal in L(A2
λ(B

n)) generated by all operators of
the form U∗(I ⊗ · · · ⊗ Kj ⊗ · · · ⊗ I)U , where j ∈ Jθ and Kj is a compact
operator acting on A2(Bkj ). Since we are assuming the symbols cj to be
continuous at the boundary of Bkj , we have [Tcj , T

∗
cj
] ∈ J θ for every j ∈ Jθ.

Consider now the C∗-algebra (T θ
λ )

∗ generated by T θ
λ . By construction,

the C∗-algebra

(̂T θ
λ )

∗ := (T θ
λ )

∗/J θ

is commutative. Reasoning as in the remarks preceding Lemma 6.11 from [2],
consider the canonical projection

πθ : T θ
λ −→ T θ

λ /J θ ∩ T θ
λ

and note that

T θ
λ /J θ ∩ T θ

λ
∼= (T θ

λ + J θ)/J θ ⊂ ((T θ
λ )

∗ + J θ)/J θ ∼= (̂T θ
λ )

∗.

As in the proof of that lemma, the multiplicative functionals from (̂T θ
λ )

∗

can be applied to the elements of T θ
λ via πθ, from which we conclude:

7.2 Lemma. It holds
Rad(T θ

λ ) ⊂ J θ ∩ T θ
λ .

Given j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and d ∈ Z+, let nj,d = | sp(Tj|H(j)
d

)| and suppose

that sp(Tj|H(j)
d

) = {ζj,d1 , . . . , ζj,dnj,d
} (we are considering the eigenvalues without

repetition).
We define the polynomials

hj,d1 (X) = X − ζj,d1 ,

hj,d2 (X) = (X − ζj,d1 )(X − ζj,d2 ),

...

hj,dnj,d
(X) = (X − ζj,d1 ) · · · (X − ζj,dnj,d

).

We can use these polynomials to decide whether the algebra Tλ(d) is
semi-simple.
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7.3 Proposition. The algebra Tλ(d) is semi-simple if and only if every ma-
trix Tj|H(j)

d

, j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, d ∈ Z+, is diagonalizable in the sense that its

Jordan canonical form is diagonal.

Proof. Suppose every matrix Tj|H(j)
d

is as stated. If there is 0 6= T ∈
Rad(Tλ(d)), then there is κ ∈ Zm

+ such that T |Hκ 6= 0.
Our hypothesis implies that for every j ∈ {1, . . . , m} there is a linear (not

necessarily orthonormal) basis for H
(j)
κj formed by normalized eigenvectors of

Tj. Thus the corresponding tensor products form a linear basis for U(Hκ).
One can easily see that for every such tensor product v and an operator
S ∈ Tλ(d) we have S(U∗(v)) = ψ(S)U∗(v), where ψ is the multiplicative
functional defined by

S 7−→ 〈S(U∗(v)), U∗(v)〉,

corresponding to some point (κ, ζ) ∈ M(Tλ(d)), where ζ ∈ sppt(T1|H(1)
κ1

) ×
· · ·×sppt(Tm|

H
(m)
κm

). Since T |Hκ 6= 0, there is such a tensor v with T (U∗(v)) 6=
0, but then we have the contradiction T (U∗(v)) = ψ(T )U∗(v) = 0.

Conversely, if there are some j ∈ {1, . . . , m} and d ∈ Z+ such that Tj|H(j)
d

fails to be diagonalizable, then by Theorem 5.4

Rad(Tλ(d)) ∋ Q
(j)
d hj,dnj,d

(Tj|H(j)
d

) 6= 0.

As in previous works, one step towards the description of the radical is

the description of the subalgebra T̃λ(d) ∩ Rad(Tλ(d)).
Taking an element from this algebra and supposing that it is mapped to

zero by all multiplicative functionals from Theorem 5.4, one sees that it lies
in the non-closed ideal generated by operators of the form

Dγ

⊕

d∈FL

Q
(j)
d hj,dnj,d

(Tcj ), (10)

where Dγ ∈ Tλ(L
∞
k−qr) is such that γ(µ) = 0 for any µ ∈Mθ with θj = 0 and

FL = {d ∈ Z+ : | sp(Tj|H(j)
d

)| ≤ L}, L ∈ Z+.

Since FL could be infinite, it is not clear in general whether such an
operator always belong to Tλ(d), however it does for all known cases. We
present some of these:
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7.4 Proposition. Assume that one of the following conditions holds:

1. m = 1,

2. All matrices Tj|H(j)
d

are nilpotent,

3. For each j ∈ {1, . . . , m}, the number of distinct eigenvalues nj,d of the
matrix Tj|H(j)

d

tends to infinity as d → ∞.

Then T̃λ(d)∩Rad(Tλ(d)) is the non-closed algebra generated by all operators
of the form (10).

Proof. We prove the first case. The two other cases follow from similar
calculations.

If m = 1, then we have only one generator T := T1 = Tc1 and H
(1)
d =

H
(1)
d = Hd. Let A ∈ T̃λ(d) ∩Rad(Tλ(d)) and suppose that A =

∑L
ℓ=0DγℓT

ℓ.

For d ∈ Z+ we note that A|Hd
is of the form A =

∑L
ℓ=0 γℓ(d)T

ℓ.
Let (d, ζ) ∈ M(Tλ(d)) with d ∈ Z+. By Theorem 5.4 we have ζ ∈

sp(T1|Hd
) and thus 0 = (d, ζ)(A) =

∑L
ℓ=0 γℓ(d)ζ

ℓ imply that
∑L

ℓ=0 γℓ(d)X
ℓ =

pd(X)h1,dn1,d
(X), for some polynomial pd. Note that pd(X) = 0 whenever

n1,d > L and so we can write

A =
⊕

d∈Z+

Q
(1)
d A =

⊕

d∈Z+

Q
(1)
d pd(T )h

1,d
n1,d

(T ) = p(T )
⊕

d∈FL

Q
(1)
d h1,dn1,d

(T )|Hd
,

where FL = {d ∈ Z+ : | sp(T |Hd
)| ≤ L} and p(T ) =

⊕
d∈FL

pd(T ) can be
written as a is a finite sum of finite products of T and diagonal operators not
necessarily belonging to Tλ(L

∞
k−qr) but still constant on all subspaces Hd.

Finally, applying the condition (µ, ζ)(A) = 0 for all functionals with
µ ∈ M(0) = M(Tλ(L

∞
k−qr))\Z+ and ζ ∈ êss-sp(T ) (according to Theorem

5.4), one easily sees that indeed p(T ) ∈ T̃λ(d), being a sum of operators of
the form DγT

ℓ, where each Dγ is compact.

We show now that, as in all previously known cases, T̃λ(d) ∩Rad(Tλ(d))
is dense in Rad(Tλ(d)). We remark that this holds in general and not only

for the cases where T̃λ(d) ∩ Rad(Tλ(d)) is explicitly known.
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7.5 Lemma. Let A ∈ T̃ θ
λ . Then there are operators Sj,d

nj,d
(A) ∈ T̃ θ

λ , and

Sj,d
ℓ (A) ∈ T̃ θ−ǫj

λ (that is, Tcj does not appear in this polynomial expression),

ℓ = 0, 1, . . . , nj,d − 1, such that Sj,d
nj,d

(A)hj,dnj,d
(Tcj) ∈ T̃ θ

λ ∩ Rad(T θ
λ ) and

Q
(j)
d A = Sj,d

nj,d
(A)hj,dnj,d

(Tcj )

+ Sj,d
nj,d−1(A)h

j,d
nj,d−1(Tcj )

· · · (11)

+ Sj,d
1 (A)hj,d1 (Tcj)

+ Sj,d
0 (A).

Proof. Suppose that A =
∑

ρ∈F DγρT
ρ, with F a finite subset of Zm

+ . Then
A = h((Dγρ)ρ∈F , Tc1 , · · · , Tcm), where h is the polynomial in |F |+m variables

h((Yρ)ρ∈F , X1, . . . , Xm) =
∑

ρ∈F

YρX
ρ,

where Xρ = Xρ1
1 · · ·Xρm

m . (We note that, indeed, h does not depend on
the variables Xj for j /∈ Jθ). By applying several times the division algo-
rithm for polynomials in the variable Xj, we can construct unique functions

gj,d0 , gj,d1 , . . . , gj,dnj,d
such that

h((Yρ)ρ∈F , X1, . . . , Xm) = gj,dnj,d
((Yρ)ρ∈F , X1, . . . , Xm)h

j,d
nj,d

(Xj)

+ gj,dnj,d−1((Yρ)ρ∈F , X1, . . . , X̂j, . . . , Xm)h
j,d
nj,d−1(Xj)

+ · · ·
+ gj,d1 ((Yρ)ρ∈F , X1, . . . , X̂j, . . . , Xm)h

j,d
1 (Xj)

+ gj,d0 ((Yρ)ρ∈F , X1, . . . , X̂j, . . . , Xm).

(Here X̂j indicates that Xj does not appear on the corresponding expres-
sion). By successively evaluating this expression in the points of sp(Tj|H(j)

d

) =

{ζj,d1 , . . . , ζj,dnj,d
} we find that the functions gj,dℓ are polynomials for 0 ≤ ℓ ≤

nj,d − 1. In particular, gj,dnj,d
((Yρ)ρ∈F , X1, . . . , Xm)h

j,d
nj,d

(Xj) is also a polyno-

mial. Furthermore, one easily sees that gj,dnj,d
((Yρ)ρ∈F , X1, . . . , Xm) is bounded

on each compact set of C|F |+m and, being a rational function, it is then also
a polynomial.
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We obtain the formula from the lemma by evaluating this polynomials in
the corresponding operators letting Sj,d

ℓ (A) = Q
(j)
d gj,dℓ ((Dγρ)ρ∈F , Tc1, · · · , Tcm),

for ℓ = 0. . . . , nj,d.

Finally, by Theorem 5.4, one can see that Sj,d
nj,d

(A)hj,dnj,d
(Tcj ) ∈ T̃ θ

λ ∩
Rad(T θ

λ ).

7.6 Lemma. Consider a tensor product of Hilbert spaces H1⊗· · ·⊗HM and
let j ∈ {1, . . . ,M}. Let w and w′ be fixed vectors in Hj with ‖w‖ = ‖w′‖, let
s be a sum of tensors of the form

v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vj−1 ⊗ w ⊗ vj+1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vM

and let s′ be equal s but changing in every summand w by w′. Then ‖s‖ =
‖s′‖.

Proof. Suppose that s =
∑

i∈I v
1
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ vj−1

i ⊗ w ⊗ vj+1
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ vMi and

s′ =
∑

i∈I v
1
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ vj−1

i ⊗ w′ ⊗ vj+1
i ⊗ · · · ⊗ vMi . Then

‖s‖2 =
∑

i∈I,i′∈I

〈v1i , v1i′〉 · · · 〈w,w〉 · · · 〈vMi , vMi′ 〉

=
∑

i∈I,i′∈I

〈v1i , v1i′〉 · · · 〈w′, w′〉 · · · 〈vMi , vMi′ 〉 = ‖s′‖2.

We recall that the image of the projection Q
(j)
d is the closed span of all

basic elements eα such that |α(j)| = d and that, by construction, we have

eα = U∗(e
(1)
α(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ e

(m)
α(m)), for every α ∈ Zn

+.

For a function g ∈ H
(j)
d with ‖g‖ = 1 we define the space H(j)(g) as the

closed span of all functions of the form

U∗(e(1)α(1)
⊗ · · · ⊗ e(j−1)

α(j−1)
⊗ g ⊗ e(j+1)

α(j+1)
⊗ · · · ⊗ e(m)

α(m)
).

Thus, for example, H
(j)
d =

⊕
|α(j)|=dH

(j)(e
(j)
α(j)).

For a fixed tuple α(j) ∈ Z
kj
+ we define the operator

R(j)
α(j),g

: H(j)(e(j)α(j)
) −→ H(j)(g)

given by the extension of the assignment

R(j)
α(j),g

(eβ) = U∗(e
(1)
β(1)

⊗ · · · ⊗ e
(j−1)
β(j−1)

⊗ g ⊗ e
(j+1)
β(j+1)

⊗ · · · ⊗ e
(m)
β(m)

),
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for every β ∈ Zn
+ such that β(j) = α(j). We note that, by Lemma 7.6, we

have ‖R(j)
α(j),g(f)‖ = ‖f‖ for every f ∈ H(j)(e

(j)
α(j)).

Moreover, every f ∈ H
(j)
d can be written in the form of an orthogonal

sum f =
∑

|α(j)|=d fα(j)
, where fα(j)

∈ H(j)(e
(j)
α(j)). Hence we have

‖f‖2 =
∑

|α(j)|=d

‖fα(j)
‖2 =

∑

|α(j)|=d

‖R(j)
α(j),g

(fα(j)
)‖2.

7.7 Lemma. Using the notations from Lemma 7.5, the assignments A 7−→
Sj,d
ℓ (A) from T̃ θ

λ into Q
(j)
d T̃ θ−ǫj

λ are linear functions for ℓ = 0, . . . , nj,d − 1

and there are positive constants Cj,d
ℓ such that

‖Sj,d
ℓ (A)‖ ≤ Cj,d

ℓ ‖A‖, A ∈ T̃ θ
λ , ℓ = 0, . . . , nj,d − 1.

Thus the functions Sj,d
ℓ can be extended to the closed algebra Q

(j)
d T θ

λ . In
particular, the assignment A 7−→ Sj,d

nj,d
(A)hj,dnj,d

(Tcj) is also a linear continuous
function, which can also be extended to this algebra.

Proof. We proceed by induction on ℓ. Let g ∈ H
(j)
d be a unimodular eigen-

vector such that Tjg = ζj,d1 g and f ∈ H
(j)
d and we write as before f =∑

|α(j)|=d fα(j)
, where fα(j)

∈ H(j)(e
(j)
α(j)

), for every α(j) with |α(j)| = d.

By construction we have

hj,dℓ (Tcj )R
(j)
α(j),g

(fα(j)
) = 0, ℓ = 1, . . . , nj,d

and thus by (11) we get

Sj,d
0 (A)(R(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

)) = Q
(j)
d AR(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

).

Moreover, since the operator Tcj does not appear in the expression of

Sj,d
0 (A), we observe that Sj,d

0 (A)(fα(j)
) ∈ H(j)(e

(j)
α(j)) and

R(j)
α(j),g

(Sj,d
0 (A)(fα(j)

)) = Sj,d
0 (A)(R(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

)).

In particular, by Lemma 7.6,

‖Sj,d
0 (A)(fα(j)

)‖ = ‖Sj,d
0 (A)(R(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

))‖ = ‖Q(j)
d AR(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

)‖.
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We set

Cj,d
0 = dim(H

(j)
d )1/2 =

∣∣∣
{
α(j) ∈ Z

kj
+ : |α(j)| = d

}∣∣∣
1/2

.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we have

‖Sj,d
0 (A)f‖2 = ‖

∑

|α(j)|=d

Sj,d
0 (A)(fα(j)

)‖2

≤ (Cj,d
0 )2

∑

|α(j)|=d

‖Sj,d
0 (A)(fα(j)

)‖2

= (Cj,d
0 )2

∑

|α(j)|=d

‖Q(j)
d AR(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

)‖2

≤ (Cj,d
0 )2‖A‖2

∑

|α(j)|=d

‖R(j)
α(j),g

(fα(j)
)‖2

= (Cj,d
0 )2‖A‖2

∑

|α(j)|=d

‖fα(j)
‖2

= (Cj,d
0 )2‖A‖2‖f‖2.

Since f was arbitrary, we conclude ‖Sj,d
0 (A)‖ ≤ Cj,d

0 ‖A‖. In particular, the
assignment A 7→ Sj,d

0 (A) is a well-defined linear and bounded function.
Now suppose we have constructed the constants Cj,d

ℓ′ with the desired
properties for ℓ′ = 0, 1, . . . , ℓ < nj,d − 1. Using the decomposition from

Lemma 7.5, we define the application S ′ acting on Q
(j)
d T̃ θ

λ by

S ′(A) = Q
(j)
d A− Sj,d

0 (A)− · · · − Sj,d
ℓ (A)hj,dℓ (Tcj )

= Sj,d
nj,d

(A)hj,dnj,d
(Tcj ) + · · ·+ Sj,d

ℓ+1(A)h
j,d
ℓ+1(Tcj),

for every A ∈ Q
(j)
d T̃ θ

λ .

By induction hypothesis, S ′ is continuous with ‖S ′‖ ≤ 1+Cj,d
0 +· · ·+Cj,d

ℓ .

Reasoning similarly as before, let g ∈ H
(j)
d be an unimodular eigenvector such

that Tjg = ζj,dℓ+2g and f ∈ H
(j)
d with f =

∑
|α(j)|=d fα(j)

, as above.

Since

Q
(j)
d S ′(A)R(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

) = Sj,d
ℓ+1(A)(ζ

j,d
ℓ+2 − ζj,dℓ+1) · · · (ζ

j,d
ℓ+2 − ζj,d1 )R(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

)

26



and the operator Tcj does not appear in the expression of Sj,d
ℓ+1(A), we can

use similar arguments as in the case ℓ = 0 and obtain

‖Sj,d
ℓ+1(A)f‖2 ≤ (Cj,d

0 )2|ζj,dℓ+2 − ζj,dℓ+1|−2 · · · |ζj,dℓ+2 − ζj,d1 |−2

×
∑

|α(j)|=d

‖Q(j)
d S ′(A)(R(j)

α(j),g
(fα(j)

))‖2

≤ (Cj,d
ℓ+1)

2‖A‖2‖f‖2,

where

Cj,d
ℓ+1 = |ζj,dℓ+2 − ζj,dℓ+1|−1 · · · |ζj,dℓ+2 − ζj,d1 |−1Cj,d

0

[(
1 + Cj,d

0 + · · ·+ Cj,d
ℓ

)]1/2
.

The next corollary helps us understand what the operators from the rad-
ical Rad(T θ

λ ) look like on the spaces H
(j)
d .

7.8 Corollary. If T ∈ Rad(T θ
λ ), then there are unique operators S(T ) ∈

clos(T̃ θ
λ ∩ Rad(T θ

λ )) and Sj,d
ℓ (T ) ∈ Rad(T θ−ǫj

λ ), ℓ = 0, . . . , nj,d − 1, such that

Q
(j)
d T = S(T )

+ Sj,d
nj,d−1(T )h

j,d
nj,d−1(Tcj)

· · ·
+ Sj,d

1 (T )hj,d1 (Tcj )

+ Sj,d
0 (T ).

Here S represents the extension of the map A 7−→ Sj,d
nj,d

(A)hj,dnj,d
(Tcj ) from

Lemma 7.5 to the algebra Q
(j)
d T θ

λ .

Proof. By the previous lemma, the maps Sj,d
ℓ are continuous and so we obtain

the formula from the lemma by approximating T with elements of the dense
subalgebra T̃ θ

λ .

By Lemma 7.5, we clearly have S(T ) ∈ clos(T̃ θ
λ ∩Rad(T θ

λ )). Thus we only

need to show that Sj,d
ℓ (T ) ∈ Rad(T θ−ǫj

λ ), ℓ = 1, . . . , nj,d − 1. Note that for

such ℓ we have Q
(j)
d Sj,d

ℓ (T ) = Sj,d
ℓ (T ). In particular, ψ(Sj,d

ℓ (T )) = 0 for every
functional ψ = (µ, ζ) ∈ M(Tλ(d)) such that µ is reached by a net (κα) such
that καj does not converge to d. Hence it suffices to prove that ψ(Sj,d

ℓ (T )) = 0
where ψ = (µ, ζ) ∈ M(Tλ(d)) and µ is reached by a net (κα) with κα = d.
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Denote by Mj,d the set of all such multiplicative functionals ψ. By Theorem
5.4, if (µ, ζ) ∈ Mj,d, then ζj ∈ sp(Tj|H(j)

d

).

We proceed by induction. Consider first the case ℓ = 0. Let ψ = (µ, ζ) ∈
Mj,d and let ζ ′ be equal ζ with the possible exception that ζ ′j = ζj,d1 . Then

hj,dℓ (ζ ′j) = 0, for any ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , nj,d}, and thus for the functional ψ′ = (µ, ζ ′)

we have ψ′(Sj,d
0 (T )) = ψ′(Q

(j)
d T ) = 0.

Since Sj,d
0 (T ) ∈ T θ−ǫj

λ , the operator Sj,d
0 (T ) does not depend on the op-

erator Tcj . Then ψ(Sj,d
0 (T )) does not depend on ζj and hence ψ(Sj,d

0 (T )) =

ψ′(Sj,d
0 (T )) = 0.

Suppose we have proved that ψ(Sj,d
ℓ (T )) = 0 for every ψ ∈ Mj,d and

0 ≤ ℓ < L < nj,d − 1.

Then, by subtracting the first L−1 summands in the expression forQ
(j)
d T ,

we see that the operator

TL = S(T ) + Sj,d
nj,d−1(T )h

j,d
nj,d−1(Tcj) + · · ·+ Sj,d

L (T )hj,dL (Tcj)

belongs to Rad(T θ
λ ).

Let ψ = (µ, ζ) ∈ Mj,d and define ψ′ = (µ, ζ ′) where ζ ′ equals ζ with the

possible difference that ζ ′j = ζj,dL+1. Therefore we have

(ζj,dL+1 − ζj,dL ) · · · (ζj,dL+1 − ζj,d1 )ψ′(Sj,d
L (T )) = ψ′(TL) = 0.

Since, once again, ψ(Sj,d
L (T )) does not depend on ζj , we conclude that

ψ(Sj,d
L (T )) = ψ′(Sj,d

L (T )) = 0.

Now we are able to prove the main result of this section.

7.9 Theorem. Let θ ∈ Θ. Then T̃ θ
λ ∩ Rad(T θ

λ ) is dense in Rad(T θ
λ ).

Proof. We proceed by induction on |θ|.
Suppose |θ| = 0. In this case T θ

λ = Tλ(L
∞
k−qr), which is a C∗-algebra and

then Rad(T θ
λ ) = {0}, from which the claim follows.

As induction hypothesis assume that T̃ θ
λ ∩ Rad(T θ

λ ) is dense in Rad(T θ
λ )

for every θ ∈ Θ such that |θ| ≤ m′ < m.
Let θ ∈ Θ with |θ| = m′ + 1 and let T ∈ Rad(T θ

λ ). By Lemma 7.2, we
have T ∈ J θ and therefore there is some operator T ′ ∈ J θ with ‖T −T ′‖ < ε
and

T ′ =
∑

j∈Jθ

Q̃(j)
κj
Sj,
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for some operators Sj ∈ L(A2
λ(B

n)) and κj ∈ Z+.
Let Pj , j = 1, . . . , m, be the projections defined by (8) and (9). By Lemma

7.1 we have T ′ =
∑

j∈Jθ PjT
′. Define now the projection P0 = I −

∑
j∈Jθ Pj .

Note that this is the orthogonal projection from A2
λ(B

n) onto the orthogonal

complement of the space generated by the images of the operators Q̃
(j)
κj , j ∈

Jθ.
Then we have

T ′ = (I − P0)T
′ and P0T

′ = 0,

and thus

‖T − (I − P0)T‖ = ‖P0T‖ = ‖P0(T − T ′)‖ ≤ ‖T − T ′‖ < ε.

Therefore, it suffices to show that

(I − P0)T =
∑

j∈Jθ

PjT ∈ clos
(
T̃ θ
λ ∩ Rad(T θ

λ )
)
.

Since the projections Pj are mutually orthogonal, each operator PjT is in

the radical and, by the definition of Pj, can be written in the form AQ̃
(j)
κj T

for some A ∈ T̃ θ
λ . Thus we are done if we show that

Q
(j)
d T ∈ clos

(
T̃ θ
λ ∩ Rad(T θ

λ )
)
,

for every 0 ≤ d ≤ κj and j ∈ Jθ.
Fix some j and d as above. By Corollary 7.8, we have

Q
(j)
d T = S(T ) + Sj,d

nj,d−1(T )h
j,d
nj,d−1(Tcj) + · · ·+ Sj,d

1 (T )hj,d1 (Tcj) + Sj,d
0 (T ),

where S(T ) ∈ clos(T̃ θ
λ ∩ Rad(T θ

λ )) and Sj,d
ℓ (T ) ∈ Rad(T θ−ǫj

λ ) for every ℓ =
0, . . . , nj,d − 1. Since |θ − ǫj | = m′, by induction hypothesis the operators

Sj,d
ℓ (T ) lie in the algebra

Rad(T θ−ǫj
λ ) = clos

(
T̃ θ−ǫj
λ ∩ Rad(T θ−ǫj

λ )
)
⊂ clos

(
T̃ θ
λ ∩ Rad(T θ

λ )
)
.

Taking θ = 1, we get

7.10 Corollary. The algebra T̃ (d) ∩ Rad(T (d)) is dense in Rad(T (d)).
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We recover as particular cases the characterizations of the radical for the
Banach algebras that were studied in [3], [2] (for the case m = 1) and [8],
and we obtain the corresponding missing result in [6]. Furthermore, changing
some notation and details, our method can be adapted without much effort
to obtain an analogous characterization for the Banach algebras generated
by Toeplitz operators with quasi-radial quasi-homogeneous symbols (for a
general m ≥ 1), giving thus a solution to the open problem mentioned at the
end of Section 6 of [2]. In all these cases, the radical equals the closure of
its intersection with the non-closed dense subalgebra of finite sums of finite
products of the generators.
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