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A GEOMETRIC CONDITION FOR THE INVERTIBILITY OF

TOEPLITZ OPERATORS ON THE BERGMAN SPACE

ŽELJKO ČUČKOVIĆ AND JARI TASKINEN

Abstract. Invertibility of Toeplitz operators on the Bergman space and
the related Douglas problem are long standing open problems. In this paper
we study the invertibility problem under the novel geometric condition on
the image of the symbols, which relaxes the standard positivity condition.
We show that under our geometric assumption, the Toeplitz operator Tϕ is
invertible if and only if the Berezin transform of |ϕ| is invertible in L∞. It
is well known that the Douglas problem is still open for harmonic functions.
We study a class of rather general harmonic polynomials and characterize
the invertibility of the corresponding Toeplitz operators. We also give a
number of related results and examples.

1. Introduction.

In the study of Toeplitz operators Tϕ in the Bergman space, the character-
ization of the invertibility of Tϕ in terms of the properties of the symbol ϕ
and the related Douglas problem are important long standing open problems.
Partial answers can be given by assuming the positivity of the symbol, which
is anyway a standard assumption in the literature used for a large number
of results on the boundedness and other properties of Toeplitz operators in
many types of analytic function spaces. In this paper we replace the positivity
assumption by a novel, much weaker geometric condition and use it to study
the invertibility of Toeplitz operators Tϕ in the Bergman space A2 on the open
unit disc D of the complex plane. The condition concerns bounded symbols
ϕ on D and requires that Reϕ(z) is bounded from below by the non-negative
quantity |Imϕ(z)|2. For such symbols, we characterize the invertibility of Tϕ
in terms of the invertibility of the Berezin transform B(|ϕ|) (Theorem 3.1). As
an application of the result, we consider a large class of harmonic polynomials
P and characterize in Theorem 3.3 the invertibility of the operators TP , thus
contributing to the Douglas problem, which is still open in the most important
case of harmonic symbols. We will also give a number of other examples and
variations of the result.

In the sequel, we denote by L2 = L2(D) the Hilbert-space of square inte-
grable functions with respect to the normalized area measure dA = 1

π
rdrdθ

on D. We denote the inner produce of A2 by 〈f, g〉 =
∫

D
fgdA and the norm

by ‖f‖2 =
√

〈f, f〉, where f, g ∈ L2. The Bergman space A2 = A2(D) is the
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closed subspace of L2 consisting of analytic functions. The orthogonal projec-
tion P from L2 onto A2 is called the Bergman projection, and it can be written
as the integral operator

Pf(z) =

∫

D

K(z, w)f(w)dA(w), where K(z, w) =
1

(1− zw̄)2
, z ∈ D,

is the Bergman kernel. The normalized kernel

kz(w) =
1− |z|2
(1− wz̄)2

has the property ‖kz‖2 = 1 for all z ∈ D.
Let us denote by L∞ = L∞(D) the Banach space of (essentially) bounded

functions, endowed with the sup-norm ‖ · ‖∞. We will consider Toeplitz op-
erators Tϕ with symbols ϕ ∈ L∞. The operator Tϕ is defined as the product
PMϕ, where Mϕ is the pointwise multiplier Mϕ : f 7→ ϕf so that we can write

Tf(z) =

∫

D

ϕ(w)f(w)

(1− zw̄)2
dA(w), f ∈ A2, z ∈ D.

Let T be a bounded linear operator A2 → A2 and let g ∈ L∞. The Berezin
transform of T , as well as that of g, are complex-valued functions on D ∋ z
defined by

B(T )(z) = 〈Tkz, kz〉 and B(g)(z) =

∫

D

|kz(w)|2g(w)dA(w),(1.1)

respectively. It is known that |B(T )(z)| ≤ ‖T‖ for all z ∈ D, where ‖T‖
denotes the operator norm of T ; see Proposition 6.1. in [11].

R. Douglas [4] asked in the case of Hardy space H2, if the invertibility of a
Toeplitz operator with symbol belonging to L∞(∂D) follows from the invert-
ibility of the harmonic extension of the symbol from ∂D to D. In the Bergman
space setting the question thus reads, if the invertibility of Tϕ is implied by the
invertibility of the Berezin transform of the symbol. We emphasize that the
question is still open in the most important case that ϕ is harmonic. However,
G. McDonald and C. Sundberg [7] showed that for a real harmonic symbol, the
spectrum coincides with the interval [inf ϕ, supϕ]. Since B(ϕ) and ϕ coincide
in this case, the result of [7] implies a positive answer to Douglas’ question for
real harmonic symbols. Moreover, in the case of analytic symbols, the Toeplitz
operator reduces to the pointwise multiplier, hence, the invertibility is equiva-
lent with the existence of a bounded inverse ϕ(z)−1 of the symbol on the disc
(see the argument in [5], p. 197).

The following sufficient and necessary conditions for the invertibility of Tϕ
was proved by D. Luecking in [6]. Here, we denote by |A| the area of a set
A ⊂ C and by D(w, ε) the pseudohyperbolic disc with center w and radius ε
(see [11], Section 4.2).
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Theorem A. For a non-negative ϕ ∈ L∞, the following conditions are equiv-
alent.

(i) The Toeplitz operator Tϕ is invertible on A2.

(ii) There exists a constant η > 0 such that
∫

D

|ϕf |2dA ≥ η

∫

D

|f |2dA ∀ f ∈ A2.(1.2)

(iii) There exist r, δ > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1) such that

|G ∩D(w, ε)| > δ|D(w, ε)| ∀w ∈ D,(1.3)

where G = {z ∈ D : ϕ(z) > r}.

The formulation of Theorem A actually coincides with Lemma 2.4. of [10].
In [10], Corollary 3.5, X. Zhao and D. Zheng showed that the answer to Dou-
glas’ question is in general negative by constructing a counterexample with a
symbol ϕ, which is a second order real polynomial of |z|. Also, the following
result is Theorem 3.2 of [10].

Theorem B. Let ϕ ∈ L∞ be non-negative. The operator Tϕ is invertible, if
and only if the Berezin transform B(ϕ) is invertible in L∞.

In Theorem 4.2 of [10] it was proved that if ϕ is bounded harmonic function
such that for some δ > 27/

√
730 ≈ 0.999315 there holds δ‖ϕ‖∞ ≤ |ϕ(z)| ≤

‖ϕ‖∞, for all z ∈ D, then Tϕ is invertible. The invertibility problem for opera-
tors with harmonic symbols has also been considered in [1] and [8]. Moreover,
in [3] the first named author and A. Vasaturo characterized the invertibility of
Toeplitz operators Tµ where the symbol is a positive measure and showed that
the invertibility of Tµ is equivalent to µ being a Reverse Carleson measure.
This led to a necessary and sufficient condition for the invertibility of Toeplitz
operators whose symbols are averaging functions of these Carleson measures.
The Douglas question for operators with measure symbols have recently also
been considered in [2].

Here, our Theorem 3.1 generalizes Theorem B by replacing the strong pos-
itivity assumption on the symbol by the weaker geometric assumption; in
addition, one needs to consider the Berezin transform B(|ϕ|) instead of B(ϕ).
This result leads to a criterion for the invertibility of operators, the symbols of
which belong to a rather general class of harmonic polynomials, see Theorem
3.3.

In Section 4 we present variations of the geometric condition, which are
sufficient for the invertibility of Tϕ. Section 5 contains a reformulation of
Theorem 3.1 for the case of harmonic symbols and some more examples and
remarks concering the Berezin transform. Also, in Theorem 5.6 we prove that
regular enough symbols, the geometric condition implies that the invertibility
and Fredholmness properties of the operatorTϕ coincide.
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2. Preliminary results

In this section we present the preliminary considerations needed for the
proofs of the main results in Sections 3–5.

Lemma 2.1. Let ϕ : D → C be a bounded, measurable function such that
‖ϕ‖∞ ≤ 1 and

Reϕ(z) ≥ |ϕ(z)|2(2.1)

for all z ∈ D. Moreover, assume that there exist S > 0, M ≥ 1 such that the
set G = {z : |ϕ(z)| > S} has the property

∫

D

|f |2dA ≤M

∫

G

|f |2dA ∀ f ∈ A2.(2.2)

Then, the Toeplitz-operator Tϕ is invertible on A2, and there holds the bound
‖T−1

ϕ ‖ ≤MS−2.

Proof. Using (2.1) two times implies

|1− ϕ(z)|2 = 1− 2Reϕ(z) + ϕ(z)2 ≤ 1− Reϕ(z) ≤ 1− |ϕ(z)|2.(2.3)

Following the idea in the proof of Corollary 3 of [6], the inequality (2.2) yields
∫

D

|ϕ|2|f |2dA ≥
∫

G

|ϕ|2|f |2dA ≥ S2

∫

G

|f |2dA ≥ S2

M
‖f‖22 =: β‖f‖22.(2.4)

Here, the constant β > 0 must be smaller than one, since the assumption
‖ϕ‖∞ ≤ 1 implies ‖f‖22 ≥

∫

D
|ϕ|2|f |2dA. Denoting by I the identity operator

on A2, (2.3), (2.4) yield

‖(I − Tϕ)f‖22 ≤ ‖M1−ϕf‖22 ≤
∫

D

|1− ϕ|2|f |2dA

≤
∫

D

(1− |ϕ|2)|f |2dA ≤ (1− β)

∫

D

|f |2dA,(2.5)

hence, the invertibility of Tϕ follows from ‖I − Tϕ‖ ≤ 1− β < 1.
As for the upper estimate for the operator norm, we obtain from the Neu-

mann series

‖T−1
ϕ ‖ ≤

∞
∑

n=0

‖I − Tϕ‖n ≤
∞
∑

n=0

(1− β)n =
1

β
=
M

S2
. �

Lemma 2.2. Let ϕ : D → C be a bounded, measurable function such that

Reϕ(z) ≥ |Imϕ(z)|2(2.6)

for all z ∈ D. Then, for all sufficiently small constants R > 0, the function
ψ = Rϕ(z) satisfies

Reψ(z) ≥ |ψ(z)|2.(2.7)
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Proof. We first note that that if the symbol ϕ satisfies (2.6) and we define
ψ̌(z) = Sϕ(z) for some constant 0 < S ≤ 1, then ψ̌ satisfies (2.6), too:

Re ψ̌(z) = S Reϕ(z) ≥ S
(

Imϕ(z)
)2

= S−1
(

Im ψ̌(z)
)2 ≥

(

Im ψ̌(z)
)2
.(2.8)

We choose S ∈ (0, 1] so small that ‖ψ̌‖∞ ≤ 1. Then, with the help of (2.8) we
obtain

Re ψ̌(z) =
1

2
Re ψ̌(z) +

1

2
Re ψ̌(z) ≥ 1

2
Re ψ̌(z) +

1

2

(

Im ψ̌(z)
)2

≥ 1

2

(

Re ψ̌(z)
)2

+
1

2

(

Im ψ̌(z)
)2

=
1

2
|ψ̌(z)|2.(2.9)

Finally, if R ∈ (0, 1) is such that R ≤ S/2, we define ψ = Rϕ so that there
also holds ψ = RS−1ψ̌. We obtain, by (2.9) and the choice of R,

Reψ(z) =
R

S
Re ψ̌(z) ≥ R

2S
|ψ̌(z)|2 = R

2S

(S

R

)2

|ψ(z)|2

=
S

2
· 1
R
|ψ(z)|2 ≥ |ψ(z)|2. �

Remark 2.3. We will need the observation that any number smaller than
or equal to 2−1min(1, ‖ϕ‖−1

∞ ) can be chosen for the number R, see the above
proof.

3. Main theorem and examples

Let us present the following generalization of Theorem 3.2. of [10].

Theorem 3.1. Let ϕ : D → C be a bounded, measurable function such that

Reϕ(z) ≥ |Imϕ(z)|2 ∀ z ∈ D.(3.1)

Then, the Toeplitz operator Tϕ is invertible on A2, if and only if the Berezin
transform B(|ϕ|) of the non-negative symbol |ϕ| is invertible in L∞(D).

Proof. Theorem 3.1. of [10] shows that the invertibility of the Toeplitz
operator implies the invertibility of the Berezin transform.

Conversely, assume that the Berezin transform B(|ϕ|) is invertible in L∞(D).
Note that for any constant R > 0, the invertibility of the operator Tϕ is
equivalent to the invertibility of TRϕ. Accordingly, we choose R ≤ ‖ϕ‖−1

∞ so
small that (2.7) holds for ψ = Rϕ. Then, we redefine ϕ := ψ and note that
the Berezin transform B(|ϕ|) for the new |ϕ| is still invertible and there holds
‖ϕ‖ ≤ 1.

We proceed by using the proof of Theorem 3.2. of [10] to the non-negative
symbol |ϕ|: the proof shows that the function |ϕ| satisfies (iii) of Theorem
A. By the statement (ii) of Theorem A for the function |ϕ|, we thus find a
constant η > 0 such that

∫

D

|ϕ|2|f |2dA ≥ η

∫

D

|f |2dA(3.2)
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for all f ∈ A2. Now, if we choose S > 0 such that S < η and define the set
G = {z : |ϕ(z)| > S}, we obtain by (3.2)

∫

G

|ϕ|2|f |2dA =

∫

D

|ϕ|2|f |2dA−
∫

D\G

|ϕ|2|f |2dA

≥ η

∫

D

|f |2dA−
∫

D\G

S|f |2dA ≥ (η − S)

∫

D

|f |2dA.

Thus, condition (2.2) in Lemma 2.1 of the present paper holds with the con-
stant M = 1/(η − S). Condition (2.1) is also satisfied, by the scaling made in
the beginning of the proof, hence, Lemma 2.1 implies the invertibility of Tϕ.
�

We remark that condition (3.1) in Theorem 3.1 can be replaced by the
seemingly weaker

Reϕ(z) ≥ δ|Imϕ(z)|2(3.3)

where δ ∈ (0, 1] is an arbitrary constant. Namely, if ϕ satisfies (3.3), then the
symbol δϕ satisfies (3.1), and the invertibility properties are the same for the
symbol ϕ and δϕ.

Example. The values of the harmonic polynomial P (z) = 2+ 1
2
z + 1

2
z̄2 are

in the parabolic region (3.1): the real part of P (z) = P (x+ iy) equals

2 +
1

2
x+

1

2
(x2 − y2)(3.4)

On the circle y2 = 1− x2 this equals 3
2
+ x

2
+ x2, which has minimum 1 7

16
> 5

4
at the point x = −1/4.

The square of the imaginary part 1
2
y − xy = (1

2
− x)y boils down on the

circle y2 = 1 − x2 to (1 − x2)(x − 1
2
)2. This function has its maximum at the

point x0 =
1
8
− 1

4

√

33
4
, which satisfies −5

8
< x0 < −4

8
= −1

2
, and we obtain the

estimate

(1− x20)
(

x0 −
1

2

)2

<
(

1−
(1

2

)2)(

− 5

8
− 1

2

)2

<
3

4

(9

8

)2

< 1.

By the previous estimate, the inequality (3.1) thus holds on the circle ∂D and
consequently also on D.

Obviously,

|P (z)| ≥ 2− 1

2
|z| − 1

2
|z2| ≥ 1 ∀ z ∈ D

so that the Berezin transform of |P | is invertible. Theorem 3.1 thus implies
that the operator TP is invertible.

We next consider a general class of examples, which are harmonic polyno-
mials. The following observation will be needed.
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Remark 3.2. If the values of a mapping ϕ : D → C satisfy

|1− ϕ(z)| < 1(3.5)

for all z ∈ D, then also (3.3) holds with δ = 1/2. Thus, (3.1) of Theorem 3.1
is satisfied by the symbol 1

2
ϕ.

To see this, if (3.5) holds, we have ϕ(z) − 1 = reiθ with 0 ≤ r < 1, for all
z ∈ D. We get

Reϕ(z) = 1 + Re
(

ϕ(z)− 1
)

= 1 + r cos θ(3.6)

and

|Imϕ(z)|2 = |Im
(

ϕ(z)− 1
)

|2 = r2 sin2 θ = r2(1− cos2 θ)

= r2(1 + cos θ)(1− cos θ) ≤ 2r2(1 + cos θ) = 2r(r + r cos θ) ≤ 2r(1 + r cos θ).

By (3.6), this is not larger than 2Reϕ(z), which implies (3.3).

In the next theorem we consider symbols, which are harmonic polynomials

(3.7) P (z) = p0 +
∑

m∈M

pmz
m +

∑

n∈N

qnz̄
n,

where p0 ∈ R with p0 ≥ 1 and M,N ⊂ N1 = {1, 2, 3, . . .} are finite sets and
pm, qn ∈ C are non-zero coefficients for all m ∈M , n ∈ N such that

(3.8)
∑

m∈M

|pm|+
∑

n∈N

|qn| = 1.

Theorem 3.3. Let the harmonic polynomial P be as in (3.7)–(3.8).
(i) If p0 > 1, then the Toeplitz operator TP is invertible.
(ii) If p0 = 1, then TP is not invertible, if and only if the following condition
holds: there exist λ ∈ [0, 2π] and, for all m ∈ M and n ∈ N , integers km and
ℓn such that

(3.9) mλ + arg pm = π + km2π and − nλ + arg qn = π + ℓn2π.

Here, arg z denotes the argument of z. Before the proof, let us consider some
illuminating

Examples. (a) If R(z) = 1 + 2
3
z3 + 1

3
z̄3, then TR is not invertible. (b) If

Q(z) = 1 + 2
3
z2 + 1

3
z̄3, then TQ is invertible.

Let us prove these claims using item (ii). As for R, in formula (3.7) we have
M = N = {3}, and to see (3.9) we choose λ = π/3, k3 = 0, ℓ3 = −1. Hence,
with m = 3 = n we get

mλ + arg pm = 3λ = π = π + k32π , −nλ + arg qn = −3λ = −π = π + ℓ32π,

so that (3.9) holds and thus TR is not invertible.
Concerning Q, in formula (3.7) we have M = {2}, N = {3}. Suppose

λ ∈ [0, 2π] and k2, ℓ3 ∈ Z = {0,±1,±2, . . .} are such that (3.9) holds. Then,
arg p2 = 0 = arg q3 and thus

λ =
π

2
+ k2π = π

(1

2
+ k2

)

and λ = −π
3
− ℓ3

2π

3
= π

(

− 1

3
− 2ℓ3

3

)
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so that equating both expressions for λ, we get

1

2
+ k2 = −1

3
− 2ℓ3

3
,(3.10)

But there does not exist integers k2, ℓ3 such that (3.10) holds: on the right,
the number is always integer +0, 1/3 or 2/3, so it cannot be integer + 1/2.
Hence, (3.9) cannot be satisfied. As a conclusion, TQ is invertible.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. To prove the claim (i), we write p0 = 1 + q0, where
q0 > 0, and consider first the harmonic symbol

ϕ(z) = 1 +
∑

m∈M

pmz
m +

∑

n∈N

qnz̄
n,(3.11)

i.e. P = ϕ+ q0. Then, we have, by the triangle inequality and (3.8),

|1− ϕ(z)| =
∣

∣

∣

∑

m∈M

pmz
m +

∑

n∈N

qnz
n
∣

∣

∣
≤

∑

m∈M

|pm||z|m +
∑

n∈N

|qn||z|n

<
∑

m∈M

|pm|+
∑

n∈N

|qn| = 1(3.12)

so that (3.5) and thus (3.3) hold for ϕ. Since ReP (z) = Reϕ(z)+q0 > Reϕ(z)
and ImP (z) = Imϕ(z), (3.3) holds also for P .

To show that the Berezin transform of |P | is invertible on D, we again use
(3.8) and the triangle inequality to obtain

|P (z)| ≥ p0 −
∣

∣

∣

∑

m∈M

pmz
m +

∑

n∈N

qnz
n
∣

∣

∣
≥ p0 −

(

∑

m∈M

|pm|+
∑

n∈N

|qn|
)

= p0 − 1 = q0 > 0

for all z ∈ D. The constant function z 7→ q0 is harmonic, hence B(q0) = q0
so that the above estimate proves B(|P |)(z) ≥ q0 for z ∈ D. Thus B(|P |) is
invertible, and the claim (i) follows from Theorem 3.1.

We turn to claim (ii). Let P be as in (3.5)–(3.7) with p0 = 1. Note that
now P coincides with ϕ in the proof of (i), and hence, by (3.12), P satisfies
(3.5) and thus also (3.3). Thus, Theorem 3.1 applies and we need to consider
the invertibility of the Berezin transform B(|P |) as a function in L∞(D).

Let us first prove the ”if”-part: we assume that one can find λ, km, ℓn such
that (3.9) holds and show that B(|P |) is not invertible. Indeed, using (3.9)
and (3.8) we get

P (eiλ) = 1 +
∑

m∈M

pme
imλ +

∑

n∈N

qne
−inλ

= 1 +
∑

m∈M

|pm|ei(arg pm+mλ) +
∑

n∈N

|qn|ei(arg qn+nλ)

= 1 +
∑

m∈M

|pm|eiπ +
∑

n∈N

|qn|eiπ = 1−
∑

m∈M

|pm| −
∑

n∈N

|qn| = 0.(3.13)
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Thus, also |P | has a zero on the boundary ∂D, and since the values of |P | and
B(|P |) coincide on ∂D, we conclude that the Berezin transform of |P | is not
invertible in L∞(D). Theorem 3.1 shows that TP is not invertible.

To prove the ”only if”-statement we assume the numbers λ, km, ℓn cannot
be found for every m,n so as to satisfy (3.9). Thus, if λ ∈ [0, 2π] is arbitrary,
there is mλ ∈ M such that the first identity in (3.9) does not hold for any
integer k (or, the second identity in (3.9) fails, which case is treated in the
same way.)

We thus have

mλλ+ arg pmλ
6= π + k2π

for all k ∈ Z, which means that

ei(arg pmλ
+mλλ) 6= −1.

Every point on ∂D, except -1, has real part bigger than -1, so that we can
write

Re ei(arg pmλ
+mλλ) = −1 + δ(λ)(3.14)

for some δ(λ) > 0. The compactness of the interval [0, 2π] implies that there
is a number δ′ > 0, independent of λ such that

Re ei(arg pmλ
+mλλ) ≥ −1 + δ′(3.15)

(To see this, for every λ, the identity (3.14) implies that

Re ei(arg pmλ
+mλν) ≥ −1 + δ(λ)/2

for ν belonging to a small interval Iλ :=
(

λ− ǫ(λ), λ+ ǫ(λ)
)

. The intervals Iλ
form an open covering of [0, 2π], so that by compactness, we can pick up a finite
subcovering, and then define δ′ to be the smallest of the corresponding numbers
δ(λ). Every λ ∈ [0, 2π] belongs to some of these finitely many intervals Iλj ,
j = 1, . . . , J , and we finally redefine mλ → mλj and pmλ

→ pmλj
for λ ∈ Iλj ; a

number λ may belong to more than one Iλj , but we just choose one of these
for every λ. We thus get (3.15) for all λ ∈ [0, 2π].)

Given z ∈ D with |z| ≥ 1/2 we write λ = arg z and obtain by (3.15), (3.8)
and a repeated use of the triangle inequality

ReP (z) = 1 + Re (pmλ
zmλ) + Re

∑

m∈M\{mλ}

pmz
m + Re

∑

n∈N

qnz̄
n

= 1 + Re ei(arg pmλ
+mλλ)|pmλ

zmλ |+ Re
∑

m∈M\{mλ}

pmz
m + Re

∑

n∈N

qnz̄
n

≥ 1 + δ′|pmλ
zmλ | − |pmλ

z|mλ −
∑

m∈M\{mλ}

|pmzm| −
∑

n∈N

|qnz̄n|

≥ 1 + δ′|pmλ
zmλ | −

∑

m∈M

|pm| −
∑

n∈N

|qn| ≥ δ′|pmλ
|2−mλ

≥ δ′2−µ min
m∈M

{|pm|},(3.16)
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where µ = maxm∈M{m}. The number on the right of (3.16) is positive and
does not depend on z. For |z| < 1/2 we obtain from (3.7) and (3.8)

|P (z)| ≥ 1−
∑

m∈M

|pm|2−m −
∑

n∈N

|qn|2−n ≥ 1− 1

2

(

∑

m∈M

|pm|+
∑

n∈N

|qn|
)

≥ 1

2
.

This and (3.16) show that |P (z)| is bounded from below by a positive constant
δ > 0. This implies that B(|P |)(z) ≥ δ for all z ∈ D, hence B(|P |) is invertible
as an element of L∞(D). By Theorem 3.1, also TP is invertible. �

4. Sufficient conditions for the invertibility

In this section, Theorem 4.1, we show that the assumption (3.1) can still
be weakened by assuming it only for z bounded away from zero (see (i), (ii)),
although one then needs another condition (iii) to control the range of ϕ near
the origin. Note that the result allows ϕ(z) to have a negative real part for
some z ∈ D.

We first recall a known norm bound for the multiplication operator. Denote
en =

√

2(n+ 1)zn for all n ∈ N so that these functions form an orthonormal
basis of A2. Let us denote, for all n ∈ N by An the n-codimensional closed
subspace of A2 spanned by monomials of degree at least n. Now, if ω ⊂
B(0, r) = {z : |z| ≤ r} for some 0 < r < 1 and χω is its characteristic
(indicator) function and Mω :=Mχω

, then the operator norm of Mω satisfies

‖Mω

∣

∣

An
‖ ≤ rn+1

(1− r)1/2
.(4.1)

To see this, we have for all m ≥ n

∫

D

|Mωz
m|2dA ≤

r
∫

0

s2m+1ds =
1

2m+ 2
r2m+2(4.2)

hence, for f =
∑

m≥n amem ∈ An we get by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

∥

∥

∥
Mω

∞
∑

m=n

amem

∥

∥

∥

2
≤

∞
∑

m=n

|am| ‖Mωem‖2 ≤
∞
∑

m=n

|am|rm+1

≤ ‖f‖2
(

∞
∑

m=n

r2(m+1)
)1/2

≤ rn+1

(1− r)1/2
‖f‖2.(4.3)

For a set A ⊂ C we denote by |A| its area.
Theorem 4.1. Let ϕ ∈ L∞ and let the number ρ ∈ (0, ρ0) be arbitrary, where
ρ0 is the constant min(1, ‖ϕ‖−1

∞ )/32. If

(i) Reϕ(z) ≥ |Imϕ(z)|2 for all z ∈ D with |ϕ(z)| ≥ ρ,

(ii) |ϕ(z)| > ρ for all z with |z| ≥ ρ, and

(iii) the set Λ := {z ∈ D : |ϕ(z)| ≤ ρ} satisfies |Λ| ≤ ρ6,
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then the Toeplitz operator Tϕ is invertible on A2.

Below we also consider symbols ϕ for which the power ρ6 in (iii) can be
improved into ρ4.

Proof. Given ϕ, we first consider an arbitrary ρ ∈ (0, 1), assume that (i)–
(iii) hold for ρ and finally show that Tϕ is invertible, if ρ ∈ (0, ρ0) for a small
enough ρ0.

Let us denote by χ : D → [0, 1] the characteristic function of the subdomain
Ω = D \ Λ = {z ∈ D : |ϕ(z)| > ρ}. Then, by (i) and the definition of the set
Λ, the function χϕ satisfies condition (2.6) of Lemma 2.1. By Remark 2.3 and
the bound ‖χϕ‖∞ ≤ ‖ϕ‖∞, (2.7) holds for the function Rχϕ, when we choose
R := 2−1min(1, ‖ϕ‖−1

∞ ) ≤ 1/2. (Note that R does not depend on ρ, although
Ω and χ do.) In other words, the inequality

Reψ(z) ≥ |ψ(z)|2(4.4)

holds for the function ψ = Rϕ, for all z ∈ Ω. (Note that ‖ψ‖∞ ≤ 1.) As in
(2.3), we then conclude that

|1− ψ(z)|2 ≤ 1− |ψ(z)|2 ∀ z ∈ Ω.(4.5)

We denote S = 1/R and σ = Rρ ∈ (0, 1). For an arbitrary f =
∑∞

n=0 fnz
n ∈

A2 we obtain

(SI − Tϕ)f = (SP − Tϕ)f = (SP − Tϕ)(χf + (1− χ)f)(4.6)

Then, we take into account |ψ(z)| = R|ϕ(z)| ≥ Rρ = σ for all z ∈ Ω = D \ Λ
and thus can estimate

‖(SP − Tϕ)χf‖22 ≤ ‖(SI −Mϕ)χf‖22 = ‖(SI − SMψ)χf‖22
= S2

∫

Ω

|1− ψ|2|f |2dA ≤ S2

∫

Ω

(1− |ψ|2)|f |2dA ≤ S2(1− σ2)

∫

Ω

|f |2dA.(4.7)

where also (4.5) was used for ψ.
We write g(z) = f0 + f1z and h(z) = f(z)− g(z) =

∑

n≥2 fnz
n and proceed

with

‖(SP − Tϕ)(1− χ)f‖2
≤ ‖(SP − Tϕ)(1− χ)g‖2 + ‖(SP − Tϕ)(1− χ)h‖2.(4.8)

By (ii), the set Λ is contained in B(0, ρ) ⊂ C, hence (4.1) and the definition
of χ give us

‖(SP − Tϕ)(1− χ)h‖22 ≤ ‖(S − SMψ)(1− χ)h‖22 = S2

∫

Λ

|1− ψ|2|h|2dA

≤ S2

∫

B(0,ρ)

|h|2dA = S2‖MB(0,ρ)h‖22 ≤
S2ρ6

1− ρ
‖h‖22 ≤

S2ρ6

1− ρ
‖f‖22.(4.9)
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Moreover, by (iii),

‖(SP − Tϕ)(1− χ)g‖22 ≤ ‖(SI −Mϕ)(1− χ)g‖22
≤

∫

Λ

|S − ϕ(z)|2(|f0|2 + |f1|2)dA(z)

≤ 4(S + ρ)2|Λ| ‖f‖22 ≤ 4(S + ρ)2ρ6‖f‖22(4.10)

Combining (4.6)–(4.10) and taking into account
√
1− σ2 ≤ 1− σ2/2 we get

‖(SI − Tϕ)f‖ ≤
(

S
√
1− σ2 + Sρ3(1− ρ)−1/2 + 2(S + ρ)ρ3

)

‖f‖2

≤ S
(

1− R2ρ2

2
+ ρ3

( 1√
1− ρ

+ 2 + 2ρR
))

‖f‖2.(4.11)

Note that due to the choice of ρ0 and R = 2−1min(1, ‖ϕ‖−1
∞ ), we have ρ <

R2/8, hence,

ρ3
( 1√

1− ρ
+ 2 + 2ρR

)

≤ ρ2
R2

2

1

4

( 1
√

7/8
+ 2 +

1

4

)

= ρ2
R2σ1
2

with a constant σ1 ∈ (0, 1). One obtains for (4.11) the bound

S
(

1− R2ρ2

2
(1− σ1)

)

‖f‖2,(4.12)

which yields ‖SI − Tϕ‖ ≤ σ2S for another positive constant σ2 < 1. Hence,

‖I − TRϕ‖ = R‖SI − Tϕ‖ ≤ RSσ2 = σ2 < 1,(4.13)

and we obtain from the Neumann series that TRϕ and thus also Tϕ are invert-
ible. �

The proof of Theorem 4.1 can be modified to get other similar statements.
In particular, the stronger requirement Reϕ(z) ≥ |Imϕ(z)|, would allow us to
replace condition (iii) by the weaker assumption that the set Λ := {z ∈ D :
|ϕ(z)| ≤ ρ} satisfies |Λ| ≤ ρ4. We leave the details for the interested reader.

The following sufficient condition for the invertibility of Tϕ follows from
Proposition 4.1. We remark that condition (3.3) could be used in the place of
the first inequality of (4.14).

Corollary 4.2. Assume ϕ : D → C is bounded, measurable and that for some
δ ∈ (0, 1] there holds

Reϕ(z) ≥ |Imϕ(z)|2 and δ ≤ |ϕ(z)| ≤ ‖ϕ‖∞(4.14)

for all z ∈ D. Then, the Toeplitz operator Tϕ is invertible on A2.

Proof. If ϕ is as in (4.14), it also satisfies (i) for any ρ and (ii) for all ρ
smaller than δ of (4.14). Moreover, if ρ < δ, then the set Λ is empty and (iii)
automatically holds. Thus, Proposition 4.1 implies the invertibility of Tϕ. �

We finally remark that in the case of a harmonic symbol ϕ, Corollary 4.2
yields a partial positive answer to Douglas’ question for Bergman spaces, since
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the latter condition in (4.14) coincides with assuming the invertibility of the
Berezin transform of ϕ.

5. Results concerning harmonic symbols, Berezin transform

and its iterations

Next we consider Toeplitz operators with harmonic symbols. Let P : L∞(∂D) →
L∞(D) denote the Poisson extension of a bounded function on the circle to a
bounded harmonic function on D. We first present a reformulation of Theorem
3.1 in this setting. Note that the assumptions in the next proposition are the
same as in Douglas’ theorem, except for condition (5.1).

Proposition 5.1. Assume g : ∂D → C is continuous and satisfies the condi-
tion

Re g(eiθ) ≥ |Im g(eiθ)|2 ∀ θ ∈ [0, 2π].(5.1)

Then, the Toeplitz operator with symbol ϕ = Pg is invertible on A2, if and
only if g(eiθ) 6= 0 for every θ.

Proof. Assume first g(eiθ) 6= 0 for every θ. Since (5.1) holds, there cannot
exist a point t ∈ [0, 2π] such that Re g(eit) = 0 but Im g(eit) 6= 0. Since the case
Re g(eit) = Im g(eit) = 0 is now also excluded, we conclude that Re g(eit) > 0
and thus, by the continuity of g, Re g(eit) ≥ c for some constant c > 0. Then,
the continuity of Pg in the closed disc D and the positivity of the Poisson
kernel on D implies that Reϕ(z) = RePg(z) ≥ δ′ for some constant δ′ > 0,
for all z ∈ D. Hence,

Reϕ(z) ≥ δ|Imϕ(z)|2 ∀ z ∈ D,

where δ = δ′‖ϕ‖−2
∞ . By the remark around (3.3), the symbol δϕ satisfies con-

dition (3.1) of Theorem 3.1. Moreover, the Berezin transform of δϕ coincides
with δϕ and is thus invertible in L∞(D). Theorem 3.1 implies that Tδϕ and
thus also Tϕ are invertible.

If g(eiθ) = 0 for some θ, then ϕ and thus B(|ϕ|) cannot be invertible in
L∞(D). By Theorem 3.1. of [10], Tϕ is not invertible. �

The following result yields many examples of invertible Toeplitz operators.
We denote for all n ∈ N by Bn the nth iterate of the Berezin transform.

Proposition 5.2. Let ϕ ∈ C(D) be such that
∣

∣B(ϕ)(z)
∣

∣ ≥ δ for some constant
δ > 0 and all z ∈ D.
(i) For every n ∈ D, the Toeplitz operator Tψ with symbol ψ = P

(

|ϕ|n
∣

∣

∂D

)

is

invertible in A2.
(ii) If n ∈ N is such that

ReBnϕ(z) ≥ δ|ImBnϕ(z)|2 ∀ z ∈ D,(5.2)

then the Toeplitz operator Tψ with symbol ψ = Bnϕ is invertible in A2.
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Proof. (i) Since ϕ ∈ C(D), the values of ϕ and Bϕ coincide on ∂D. The
assumption of the proposition implies that |ϕ| and thus |ϕ|n are non-zero
on ∂D. Denoting the restriction g = |ϕ|n

∣

∣

∂D
, we find that g satisfies the

assumptions of Proposition 5.1, which implies the statement (note that (5.1)
holds, since g is non-negative).

(ii) Let us fix n ∈ D such that (5.2) holds. Since ϕ ∈ C(D), the values of
ϕ and every Bkϕ with k ∈ N coincide on ∂D, by an induction argument. Let
us define the continuous function g = ϕ

∣

∣

∂D
= Bnϕ

∣

∣

∂D
on ∂D. The continuity

of the function Bnϕ on D and (5.2) imply that condition (5.1) holds for g.
Moreover, by the assumption

∣

∣B(ϕ)(z)
∣

∣ ≥ δ, the function g is non-zero on
D. Since the integral kernel of the linear operator Bn is positive, the same
argument as in the proof of Proposition 5.1 shows that there exists a constant
δ > 0 such that Reϕ(z) ≥ δ and thus also |Bnϕ(z)| ≥ δ for all z ∈ D. The
invertibility of the operator Tψ now follows from Corollary 4.2. �

Finally, we consider the relation of the condition (2.6) for the symbol itself
and for its Berezin tranform.

Proposition 5.3. If the function ϕ ∈ L∞(D) satisfies (2.6), then B(ϕ) also
satisfies the same condition.

Proof. Indeed, there holds

B(ϕ)(z) =

∫

D

|kz(w)|2ReϕdA(w) + i

∫

D

|kz(w)|2ImϕdA(w).(5.3)

so that using the Jensen inequality we obtain
(

Im

∫

D

|kz(w)|2ϕdA(w)
)2

≤
(

∫

D

|kz(w)|2
∣

∣Imϕ
∣

∣ dA(w)
)2

≤
∫

D

|kz(w)|2
(

Imϕ
)2
dA(w) ≤

∫

D

|kz(w)|2ReϕdA(w)

= Re

∫

D

|kz(w)|2ϕdA(w). �

Proposition 5.4 shows that the converse of implication does not hold in
general.

Proposition 5.4. There exist a (real valued, radial) symbol ϕ such that the
Berezin transform B(ϕ) satisfies condition (2.6) in the place of ϕ and is in-
vertible, but Tϕ is not. Hence, condition (2.6) does not hold for the symbol ϕ
itself.

Proof. In the proof of Corollary 3.5 of [10] it is shown that for P (z) =
|z|2 − 3

2
|z|+ 1 there holds

inf
z∈D

B(TP )(z) >
13

28
=: λ2(5.4)
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where λ2 is the lowest eigenvalue of TP , and it corresponds to the eigenfunction
f(z) = z2. Consequently,

Q(z) = P (z)− 13

28
= |z|2 − 3

2
|z|+ 15

28
(5.5)

is a real valued, radially symmetric symbol with positive Berezin transform,
but TQ is not invertible, since it has 0 as an eigenvalue.

In view of Theorem 3.1, the symbol ϕ cannot satisfy condition (2.6). As an
alternative proof, one can calculate that the function r 7→ Q(r) has two real
zeros in the interval (0, 1) ∋ r so that Q attains negative values on D and thus
(2.6) cannot hold. �

Finally, we show that if a symbol ϕ satisfies condition (3.1) and has some
other general regularity properties, then the operator Tϕ is invertible, if and
only if it is Fredholm. This result follows from the next lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Assume ϕ ∈ C(D) satisfies condition (3.1). If there exists δ > 0
such that |B(ϕ)(z)| ≥ δ for all z ∈ ∂D, then B(ϕ) is invertible as an element
of L∞(D).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume that ‖ϕ‖∞ ≤ 1, since this can
be achieved by multiplying ϕ by a small enough number belonging to (0, 1),
and it suffices to prove the lemma for this scaled symbol. By for example [11],
Proposition 6.14, the Berezin transform B(ϕ) is continuous on D so that, for
some δ1 > 0, the condition |B(ϕ)(z)| ≥ δ1 holds for all z ∈ D with |z| ≥ 1−δ1.
Since B(ϕ) is defined by an integral (cf. (1.1))), there must exist a closed
subset Ω ⊂ D with positive area such that |ϕ(z)| ≥ δ2 for some number δ2 > 0
and all z ∈ Ω. Using (3.1), we thus obtain

Reϕ(w) ≥ 1

2
Reϕ(w) +

1

2
Reϕ(w) ≥ 1

2
Reϕ(w) +

1

2
Imϕ(w)2

≥ 1

2
Reϕ(w)2 +

1

2
Imϕ(w)2 =

1

2
|ϕ(w)|2 ≥ 1

2
δ22(5.6)

for w ∈ Ω.
We also have

inf
{

|kz(w)| : |z| ≤ 1− δ1, w ∈ Ω
}

≥ δ3(5.7)

for some δ3 > 0, due to the compactness of the z- and w-sets here. Noting
that the real part of ϕ is by assumption (3.1) non-negative everywhere in D

and using (5.6) and (5.7), we get for all |z| ≤ 1− δ1

|B(ϕ)(z)| ≥ ReB(ϕ)(z) =

∫

D

|kz(w)|2Reϕ(w)dA(w)

≥
∫

Ω

|kz(w)|2Reϕ(w)dA(w) ≥ δ4
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for some number δ4 > 0. This proves the claim, since it was observed above
that |B(ϕ)| is bounded from below in the set {z : |z| ≥ 1− δ1}. �

Let us denote by AQ(D) the closed subalgebra of L∞(D) consisting of func-
tions ψ such that the Hankel operator Hψ = (I − P )Mψ is compact.

Theorem 5.6. Assume that ϕ ∈ C(D) ∩ AQ(D) satisfies condition (3.1).
Then, the Toeplitz operator Tϕ is invertible, if and only if it is a Fredholm
operator.

Proof. Let us assume that Tϕ : A2 → A2 is a Fredholm operator for a symbol

ϕ ∈ C(D)∩AQ(D). It follows from Stroethoff-Zheng -92, Toeplitz and Hankel
operators on Bergman spaces, TAMS 329 (1992) 773–794, Corollary 22, that
we have |B(ϕ)(z)| ≥ δ for z ∈ ∂D and some constant δ > 0. We obtain from
Lemma 5.5 that B(ϕ) and thus also |B(ϕ)| are invertible in L∞(D). Theorem
3.1 yields that Tϕ is invertible.

The other implication of the theorem is trivial. �
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