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Wiener pairs of Banach algebras of
operator-valued matrices

L. Kohldorfer and P. Balazs

Abstract

In this article we introduce several new examples of Wiener pairs A C B,
where B = B({?(X;H)) is the Banach algebra of bounded operators acting on
the Hilbert space-valued Bochner sequence space £2(X;H) and A = A(X) is a
Banach algebra consisting of operator-valued matrices indexed by some relatively
separated set X C R? In particular, we introduce B(H)-valued versions of
the Jaffard algebra, of certain weighted Schur-type algebras, of Banach algebras
which are defined by more general off-diagonal decay conditions than polynomial
decay, of weighted versions of the Baskakov-Gohberg-Sjostrand algebra, and of
anisotropic variations of all of these matrix algebras, and show that they are
inverse-closed in B(¢?(X;H)). In addition, we obtain that each of these Banach
algebras is symmetric.

1 Introduction

From a historical point of view, both the title and the content of this article originate
from Wiener’s Lemma on absolutely convergent Fourier series [4§], which states that if
a continuous function f € C(T) on the torus T admits an absolutely convergent Fourier
series and is nowhere vanishing, then the function 1/f admits an absolutely convergent
Fourier series as well. In more abstract terms, Wiener’s Lemma can be rephrased to
a certain relation between the Banach algebra A(T) of absolutely convergent Fourier
series and the Banach algebra C'(T) of continuous functions on T. Indeed, f € A(T) C
C(T) being nowhere vanishing is equivalent to f € A(T) being invertible in the larger
Banach algebra C(T), and Wiener’s Lemma guarantees that these two assumptions
already imply that the continuous inverse 1/f € C(T) of f is contained in A(T) as
well, i.e. that f is also invertible in the smaller Banach algebra A(T).

Nowadays, the above theme manifests in various kind of situations and degrees of
abstraction. The general definition is the following. If A C B is a nested pair of two
(possibly non-commutative) Banach algebras A4 and B with common identity, then A4
is called inverse-closed in B [4], if

Ac A and 3A7" in B — Al e A (1.1)
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In this case we say that A C B is a Wiener pair [39, [40]. As in the example of the
Wiener pair A(T) C C(T), it is often easier to verify the invertibility of an element
A € A C B in the larger algebra B, than verifying its invertibility in the smaller
algebra A. Consequently, A being inverse-closed in B is a fairly strong property and
thus immensely useful in a huge number of situations. In particular, Wiener’s Lemma
and its many generalizations to other pairs of Banach algebras, see e.g. [33, 5] 8, 6], 28],
19| (411, 22], [45], appear in a vast number of applications such as in numerical analysis
[111, 241 [43], [44], approximation theory [27,[12], wavelet analysis [33, [12], sampling theory
[1, 12], pseudo-differential operators [41], 22, 29], or localized frames |25, 211, 17, 2] 3].
For more mathematical background and historical remarks on Wiener’s Lemma and its
variations we refer the reader to the survey [23], which is one of the main inspirations
of this work.

Our motivation for writing this article comes from studying localization properties
of g-frames, which are a generalization of frames [10] to families of operators satisfying
a frame-like inequality. More precisely, a countable family 7' = (Tj)rex of bounded
operators T}, € B(H) on some separable Hilbert space H is called a g-frame [46], if
there exist positive constants 0 < A < B < oo, such that

AP < Y ITfIP < BIFIP (W € H). (1.2)

keX

Every g-frame (T} )rex allows for a linear, bounded and stable reconstruction of any
vector f € H from the vector-valued family (T} f)rex € £?(X;H), where

C(X5H) = {(gr)rex - g € H (Vk € X), (lgrl)rex € C(X)} .

Beside their capability to achieve perfect reconstruction of vectors in H, g-frames might
satisfy other important properties which do not follow solely from the existence of the
g-frame bounds A and B. For instance, in [42], g-frames for H = L*(R%) of the form
(m(k)Tm(k)*)rex, called Gabor g-frames, were considered, where X = A C R? is a
full-rank lattice, T € B(L*(R?)) is some suitable window operator, and 7 (k) = My, Ty,
denotes a time-frequency shift by k = (ky,ks) € R?*® in the time-frequency plane
[20]. Via Fourier methods for periodic operators, which ultimately rely on the group
structure of the lattice A, Skrettingland proved in [42] several results for this class of
g-frames, which typically are concluded from suitable localization properties of a given
frame in some abstract Hilbert space H [I7]. We are convinced that — in analogy to
localized frames [I7] — these localization-type results do not rely on Fourier methods
or even on the group structure of the index set X, but are a consequence of the intrinsic
localization properties of the underlying g-frame (7} )rex, which are measured by the
decay of the operator norms ||7;7;|| of the entries 77T, € B(H) of the g-Gram matrix
Gr = [T} Tikiex € B(F2(X;H)). In fact, an article on g-frames, whose localization
quality is measured by its g-Gram matrix belonging to some suitable Banach algebra
A which is inverse-closed in the Banach algebra B = B(£*(X;H)) of bounded operators
acting on the Hilbert space ¢*(X;H), is currently in preparation [36].
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In view of the above motivation, the aim of this article is to prove several new
examples of Wiener pairs A C B(¢*(X;H)), where A = A(X) is a Banach algebra of
B(H)-valued matrices indexed by some relatively separated set X C R% Beside the
above mentioned possibility to generalize the concept of intrinsically localized frames
from [I7] to the g-frame setting [36], we believe that our new examples of such Wiener
pairs provide a useful arsenal of techniques for operator theory [14], the study of Fourier
series of operators [16], or quantum harmonic analysis [47, [13].

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2] we make our notation precise and
collect some preliminary facts which we will need later on. Each of the later sections is
devoted to defining one specific class A of B(H)-valued matrices and showing that A is
indeed a Banach algebra which is inverse-closed in B(¢*(X;#)). In particular, we prove
these results for the Jaffard algebra J,(X ), which describes polynomial decay of order
s away from the diagonal (see Section [J), for certain weighted Schur-type algebras
SH(X) (see Section M), for Banach algebras J,(X) or B, (X) which are defined by
more general off-diagonal decay conditions than polynomial decay (see Section [H), for
weighted versions of the Baskakov-Gohberg-Sjostrand algebra C,(Z?) of convolution
dominated matrices (see Section[f]), and for anisotropic variations of all of these Banach
algebras (see Section [7). In particular, we prove that all of these Banach algebras are
symmetric.

It should be pointed out that the Banach algebras J,(Z%), S1(Z%), and C,(Z%),
and their inverse-closedness in B((*(Z% H)) were already mentioned in the excellent
overview article [34]. However, we would like to emphasize that the corresponding
proofs of those results in [34] are on many occasions rather outlined than given in
detail, and at the same time heavily depend on Fourier methods and other Banach
algebraic methods which rely on the group structure of the index set Z¢. Except
for the Baskakov-Gohberg-Sjostrand algebra C,(Z¢) and its anisotropic variation, all
Banach algebras that are considered in the current article, however, are indexed by some
arbitrary relatively separated index set X C R? which does not necessarily possess a
group structure. Investigating these more general matrix algebras seems only natural
to us, since this will allow a systematic treatment of more general classes of localized g-
frames, including irregular Gabor g-frames. At the same time, the absence of the group
structure on X requires different proof methods than the Fourier-based approaches that
are mentioned in [34]. Therefore, the analysis of the matrix algebras J,(X), S} (X),
J,(X), B, s(X) and their anisotropic variations is carried out rigorously, whereas the
proofs associated to the algebra C,(Z%) are merely outlined. In particular, our analysis
is based on various kind of Banach algebraic techniques, such as Hulanicki’s Lemma (see
Proposition [2ZT]), Brandenburg’s trick [9], a vector-valued version of Barnes’ Lemma
[5] and adaptated techniques from [2§], and on approaches using derivation algebras
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2 Notation and preliminary results

Throughout this notes, all considered index sets are countable. We denote the cardi-
nality of a set X by |X|. For # € R, the symbol |z| denotes the Euklidian norm on
R? and |z|s the maximum norm on R?. The standard scalar product of x and y in R?
is denoted by z -y = Z;l:l xjy;. If 7 € R, then [7] denotes the smallest integer larger
than or equal to 7. The symbol N denotes the set of positive integers {1,2,3,...}
and Ng = {0,1,2,3,...} denotes the set of non-negative integers. As usual, for multi-
indices o = (aj)?zl,ﬁ = (Bj);-lzl € N we write |a| = 2?21 aj, (g) = H;l:l (gj),
=z .. x5! for z € RY, and § < « if and only if 8; < aj for all 1 < j < d. We
write 0;; for the Kronecker-delta.

‘H is always a separable Hilbert space. The domain, kernel and range of an operator
T is denoted by D(T), N(T) and R(T) respectively. The identity element on a given
space X is denoted by Zy. The set of bounded operators between two (quasi-)normed
spaces X and Y is denoted by B(X,Y) and we set B(X) := B(X, X).

2.1 Banach algebras

We first recall some basic concepts from Banach algebra theory.

A Banach algebra is a (complex) Banach space (A, ||.|4) equipped with a bi-
linear map - : A x A — A, called multiplication, which is associative and satisfies
a(A-B) = A-(aB) = (aA)-Baswell as ||[A-B||4 < ||A||4]|B||aforall A, B € A,a € C.
We call A unital if A contains a neutral element Z 4 with respect to multiplication. An
element A of a unital Banach algebra A is called invertible, if there exists an element
A1 € A such that A-A™' = A='. A = Z,. An involution on A is a continuous
conjugate linear map * : A — A satisfying (A*)* = A and (A - B)* = B* - A* for all
A, B € A. If Apossesses an involution which is an isometry, then A is called a Banach
*_algebra.

Let A be a unital Banach algebra. For any A in A, the resolvent set of A is
defined by pa(A) := {A € C : AT, — Ais invertible}. The spectrum of A is the
compact set defined by o4(A) := C\ pa(A). The spectral radius of A is defined by
rA(A) = max{|A| : A € o4(A)}. By Gelfand’s formula, the spectral radius of any
A € A can be computed via

ral4) = Jim 47 (2.)

If A and B be are two unital Banach algebras (Banach *-algebras) with a common
identity, then we write A C B, if A is contained in B and if the inclusion map from
A into B is an algebra homomorphism (*-homomorphism). If A4 and B are two unital
Banach algebras with common identity, then [23]

ACB =  os(A) Cou(d) (VAc A (2.2)



Such a nested pair A C B of unital Banach algebras with common identity is called
a Wiener pair if A is inverse-closed in B, see (ILT). One can show [23] that a nested
pair A C B of unital Banach algebras with common identity forms a Wiener pair if
and only if 04(A) = o5(A) for all A € A. This is the reason why the term spectral
invariance is often synonymously used when discussing inverse-closedness [23].

Verifying whether A C B forms a Wiener pair is often a rather subtle chal-
lenge. However, if A and B are Banach *-algebras and B is symmetric, meaning that
og(A*A) C [0,00) for all A € B, a powerful trick by Hulanicki allows for an analytical
treatment of this task.

Proposition 2.1 (Hulanicki’s Lemma). [31] Let A C B be a pair of unital Banach
*_algebras with common identity and suppose that B is symmetric. Then the following
are equivalent:

(i) A is inverse-closed in B.
(ii) ra(A) =rg(A) (VA=A*c A).
(iii) r4(A) < rp(A) (VA=A*€c A).
Moreover, if one of these conditions holds, then A is symmetric as well.

We will also need some facts from derivation algebras. Let A be a Banach algebra
and ¢ : D(§) = D(J,.A) — A be a closed (possibly unbounded) linear operator, where
the domain D(J) = D(4,.A) is an arbitrary subspace of .A. Such an operator ¢ is called
a derivation on A, if the Leibniz rule holds true on D(0), i.e. if

S(A-B)=A-8(B)+56(A)-B (YA, B € D(6)). (2.3)

If A is involutive, we additionally assume that the domain D(¢) is invariant under
involution (i.e. A* € D(§) whenever A € D(0)) and that §(A*) = 0(A)* for all
A € D(9). Equipped with the graph norm

[Allp@) = [[Alla + 116(A)]l4; (2.4)

D(6) then forms a (not necessarily unital) Banach (*-)algebra.

2.2  Weight functions

A weight function on R?, or simply a weight, is a continuous and positive function
v:R? — (0,00). In the sections ahead we will consider weighted versions of various
kinds of matrix algebras. The following classes of weight functions are fundamental for
the study of these matrix algebras.

A weight v is called submultiplicative, if

viz+2") <v(z)v(x) (Vz, 2" € RY),
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and symmetric if
v(z) =v(—x) (Vz € R%).

A weight m is called v-moderate if there exists some constant C' > 0 such that
m(z +z') < Cm(z)v(z") (Vz, 2’ € RY).
We say that v satisfies the GRS-condition (Gelfand-Raikov-Shilov condition [18]), if

lm (v(nz))s =1  (Vz € RY).

n—o0

Note that any submultiplicative weight v is v-moderate and that any submultiplicative
and symmetric weight v satisfies v > 1 on R¢.

We refer the reader to the article [26] for a comprehensive overview on various
classes of weight functions and their relevance in Banach algebra theory.

2.3 Relatively separated index sets

A countable set X C R? is called separated if

inf |r—y|=9>0. (2.5)

z,yeX,x#y
A countable set X C R? is called relatively separated if

sup | X N (z + [0, 1]%)] < oo. (2.6)

zeRd

Every relatively separated set is a finite union of separated sets [10, Sec. 9.1].
We collect the following preparatory result for later reference.

Lemma 2.2. Let X C R? be a relatively separated set.

(a) [21, Lemma 1] For any s > d, there exists a constant C' = C(s) > 0 such that

sup Z(l +lz—k]) T =C< o0
Z‘EdeEX

(b) [21, Lemma 2 (a)] For any s > d, there exists a constant C' = C(s) > 0 such that

S (+k—n)tA+[l-n)<CA+[k=I)"" (VK I€X).



2.4 Bochner sequence spaces

Occasionally, our analysis will rely on properties on Banach space-valued ¢P-spaces,
defined as follows. If B is a Banach space, X a countable index set, and v = (Vg)rex
a family of positive numbers (e.g. samples of a weight function as in Subsection 2.2]),
then for each p € [1, 00] the Bochner sequence space (X ; B) [32, Chapter 1] is defined
by

P(X;B) :={(Ya)kex : Y € B (Vk € X), (||Yxllz - vk)kex € P(X)}.
In case v, =1 for all k € X, we write (£(X; B) = (*(X; B).

The Bochner sequence spaces (£(X; B) share many properties with the classical
(P-spaces. In particular (see [32, Chapter 1]), /2(X; B) is a Banach space with respect
to the norm

| (Ye)rexllex:my = 1Ykl B - vi)rex]lerx)
for every 1 < p < oo. If 1 < p < oo and 1—1) +% = 1, then the dual space (£(X; B))*
of £(X; B) is isometrically isomorphic to (], (X;B*). Hence, we identify the latter
with (2(X; B))* from now on. Moreover, Riesz-Thorin interpolation holds. For later
reference, we state the following special case of [32, Theorem 2.2.1].

Proposition 2.3 (Riesz-Thorin interpolation). Suppose that A € B({L(X; B)) and
A e B(X(X;B)). Then A € B({2(X; B)) for every 1 < p < oo and

Al ez x;p)) < max{||Allsw x;By) |AlBesx:znyy (VI <p < o0).

2.5 The Banach algebra B(/*(X;H))

Of special interest to us in this article is the Hilbert space ¢*(X;H) and the Banach
algebra B(¢*(X;H)) of bounded operators acting on it.
Assume that for each k,1 € X we are given a bounded operator Ay; € B(H). Then

A(fi)iex = (Z Ak,lfl) (2.7)

keX
lex €

defines a linear operator A : D(A) C (*(X;H) — (*(X;H), where

> Awif:

lex

D(A) = {(fl)leX €C(XH): Y

keX

2 < oo} . (2.8)

If we view elements (f;)iex from £(X;H) as (possibly infinite) column vectors, then
we can represent the operator A by the matrix

Arr Akin
Ap1y Apgi4



because (2.7) precisely corresponds to the formal matrix multiplication of A with

(fi)iex-

In fact, one can show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between bounded
operators A € B(¢*(X;H)) and B(H)-valued matrices [A ]x1cx which satisfy a certain
domain condition. This fact was mentioned in [38], for the proof details we refer to
[35, 37]. More precisely:

Proposition 2.4. [38, 35, [37] For every bounded operator A € B({*(X;H)) there ex-
ists a unique B(H)-valued matriz Ay |k iex such that the action of A on any (fi)iex €
(2(X;H) is given by ([2.7). Conversely, if A = [Axilriex is B(H)-valued matriz satis-
fying D(A) = (2(X;H), where D(A) is defined as in (238), then A € B((*(X;H)).

The above proposition motivates the notation
M(A) = [Agalriex
and we call M(A) the canonical matriz representation of A [37].

Remark 2.5. Composing bounded operators A and B from B({*(X;H)) corresponds to
matriz multiplication of their corresponding canonical matriz representations. In other
words, if A, B € B((*(X;H)), then M(AB) = M(A)-M(B), where each entry [AB]y, =
Y onex AknBny of M(AB) converges in the operator norm topology with respect to B(H)
[38, [35]]. In particular, this means that B(¢*(X;H)) forms a Banach algebra of B(H)-
valued matrices.

The result below on the canonical matrix representation of the adjoint A* of A €
B(¢*(X;H)) was mentioned in [38]; its proof details can be found in [35].

Proposition 2.6. [38,[35] Let A € B((*(X;H)) and M(A) = [Ay1]riex be its canonical
matriz representation. Then the canonical matrix representation of the adjoint operator
A* € B((?(X;H)) is given by the relation

M(A") = [A} [k iex (2.10)

where the exponent t denotes transposition.

3 The Jaffard algebra

Consider the polynomial weight vy(z) = (1 + |z|)® on RY, where s > 0. The weight v,
is submultiplicative, symmetric and satisfies the GRS-condition.

Definition 3.1. Let X C R? be relatively separated. For s > 0 we define J, = J4(X)
to be the space of all B(H)-valued matrices A = [Ag]kiex, for which

[All7, :== sup [|Axlvs(k —1) (3.1)
kleX

is finite. We call Js the Jaffard class (and later —once justified— the Jaffard algebra)
and || .|| 7. the Jaffard norm.



Since J is nothing else than the Bochner space £;° (X x X; B(H)), where uy(k,l) =
vs(k — 1), the Jaffard class (Js, || . ||7.) is a Banach space.

Proposition 3.2. Let s > d+r and m be a v,.-moderate weight for somer > 0. Then
each A € Js defines a bounded operator on (% (X;H) for every = < p < oo.

Proof. Let A = [Ag]kiex € Js be arbitrary. Since m is v,-moderate, we have m(k) <
Cm(l)(1 + |k —1|)" for all k,l € X. We now separate three cases for p.

In the case ﬁ < p < 1, the function f : Rsy — Rsq, f(z) = 2P is subadditive.
Hence, for g = (g1)iex € &,(X;H), we obtain

(XH Z ZAklgl m p
keX ||lex
<O Y AP IglPm@)P (1 + [k — 1))
keX leX
< CIAIE D lglPm(DP > (1 + [k — 1)) 776~
lex keXx
< ClHA| Ts g”gl’ (X;H)

where we applied Lemma (a) is the last step.
In the case p = oo we similarly see that

1 Agllese (x4 = SUP ZAk wgi|| m(k)
lex
< CsupZIIAmHHngm( )L+ [k =1])"
keXex
< C'||14|‘7é g”Z‘X’(X’H Supz 1+ |k—l|) (s—r)
keX1ex
< Cul|All 7Nl glless xim0-

Finally, the case 1 < p < oo follows now from Riesz-Thorin interpolation, see
Proposition 2.3 O

Setting » = 0 and m = 1 in Proposition immediately implies the following.
Corollary 3.3. If s > d, then

J)C () B H)).

1<p<oo

Since each operator-valued matrix from the Jaffard class defines a bounded operator
on (?(X;H), the matrix calculus for the Banach algebra B(¢*(X;H)) presented in
Subsection motivates us to define a multiplication on J; via matrix multiplication.
For the same reason, we define an involution on J; as in (2.10]).
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Lemma 3.4. For s > d, the Jaffard class (Js, || .|l7.) is a unital *-algebra, where
matriz multiplication and involution as defined in (210) are continuous.

Proof. Let A = [Aki]kiex, B = [Brilriex € Js. For arbitrary k,l € X we have

I[A - Bl < Z [ Al | Brall

nex
<|Allz 1Bl > (1 + [k —=n)) (1 +|n—1])~°
nex
< ClAz 1Bllg. (X + [k =1])7%,

where we applied Lemma (b) in the last step. Consequently
|A- Bz, < CllAllz [|B., (3.2)

which implies that the Jaffard class is an algebra. Moreover, the neutral element Z 7, =
T2 (x;n)) = diag[Zpa|rkex is contained in J, since || Zy, || 7, = v5(0) = 1. The relations
(A*)* = Aand (A- B)* = B*- A* for all A,B € A follow from the matrix calculus
for B(£?(X;H)) (in particular, see Proposition 2.6) and the corresponding properties
of adjoint operators. The symmetry of the weight v, implies that the involution is an
isometry. ]

By ([B2), the Jaffard norm is not a Banach algebra norm. However, we may equip
the Jaffard class with the equivalent norm

Al

g.:= sup |A-B|
B

7 (A€ ), (3.3)

€Js
1Bll7s=1
which is indeed a Banach algebra norm. As a consequence we obtain:

Corollary 3.5. For s >d, (Js || ||

7.) s a unital Banach *-algebra.

Our next goal is to show that J,(X) C B(¢*(X;H)) forms a Wiener pair when-
ever s > d. Our strategy to tackle this problem is Hulanicki’s Lemma 2.1} Since
B((?(X;H)) is a symmetric Banach *-algebra, we can conclude the inverse-closedness
of J, in B({*(X;H)) (for s > d), once we have verified the inequality of spectral radii
(iii) from Hulanicki’s Lemma. However, before we are able to derive the latter, we need
some preparation.

The following lemma appears in the master’s thesis [30]. We repeat its proof.

Lemma 3.6. [30, Lemma 5.13] Let X C R? be relatively separated, s > d and 75 > 0
be given. For any k € X and any 7 > 19, let M7, :={n € X : |k —n|e < [7]} and
M3, :={n € X : |k —nl|w > [7]}. Then there exists a constant C = C(X,s,7) >0,
such that for all k € X and all 7 > 79

| M7, | < cr? and Z (1+|k—n])~ <O, (3.4)

nEMZT’k
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Proof. In order to show the first inequality in (3.4)), recall that X C R? being relatively
separated means that v := sup,cge |X N (2 4 [0,1]%)] is finite. Since M7, can be
covered by (2[7])? many translated unit cubes, we see that |M7 | < (2[7])%y. Since
[7] <147 < (% +1)7, we obtain [M],| < 2%y (L + 1)4r?.

In order to show the second inequality in (B.4]) fix some arbitrary k& € X. Since
|2]oe < |2| for all z € R, it suffices to estimate the series ZneMgk(l + |k —n|s)”. We
may also assume W.L.O.G. that X is separated, i.e. that infm7yéx,x¢y lx —y| =10 >0,
since any relatively separated set X C R? is a finite union of separated index sets.
Now, observe that if n € M7, ie. n € X and |k — n| > [7], then we particularly
have that 31 € S7:= {l € Z¢ : |l|o > [7]} such that n = k + [+ x for some z € [0,1)%.
Thus, if for any [ € S7 we define X;; := X N (k + 1+ [0,1)%), then we see that the
family {X; : 1 € ST} covers My, hence

YAtk =nle) <Y Y (L [k—nle) ™ = (5).

nEMé’k leS™ nEXl’k

Since, by our previous observation, n = k+ 1+ x for some [ € S™ and some x € [0, 1)<,
we see that 1+ |k —nlee = 14 [l + 2|ooc > 1+ |{|oo — |Z|oo > |!|oo- Using this together
with the observation that | X ;| < C’, where the constant C” only depends on § and
the dimension d, we obtain that

(¥) S C' YIS = ().

lesS™

Now, for each m € N with m > [7] set S, := {l € Z? : |l = m}. Then S7 =
Um2 7] S, and each S, consists of the integer lattice points located on the surface of
a cube of side-length 2m. Since the number of lattice points on each face of such a
cube equals (2m + 1)4~! and there are 2d faces per cube in total, we obtain

(o) <C YD IS
m=[7]l€Sm

<2dC" Y m(2m+ 1)

m=[7]

< 2dcC’ Z m~* (4m)*!

m=[7]

_ 2d0/4d—1 I'T“ d—s—1 + Z md—s—l

m=[7]+1
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Since [7]47*71 < [7]7% and m* 57t < [ 2?71 dz, we obtain in toal that

Y A+lk—n)<C” (Wd—s + /(Oo gt da:)

neMy . 7]

=" (1 + i d) (7%

Proposition 3.7. Let s > d. Then the Jaffard algebra Js is continuously embedded
into B(?(X;H)), i.e. there exists a positive constant C, such that

O

|All Bz xmy < CllAllz, (VA€ T). (3.5)

Proof. The statement is proved essentially as in [30, Lemma 5.2):
Let A € J, be arbitrary. Then we have

1Al B2 xa0) = 1A Allseexi0)
= TB(42(X;H))(A*A)
<rgz(A"A)

1
= lim [[[(A*A)"|7,
< [||A*A]l
<[l A™]l|z
< C| Al

Ts

Al

Ts

where we used (2.2)) in the third, Gelfand’s formula in the fourth, and continuity of
the involution together with norm equivalence of |||.|||7 and ||.|/7 in the last line,
respectively. O

Lemma 3.8. Let A = [Ag ]kiex be a B(H)-valued matriz and 1 < p < co. If A defines
an element in B((P(X;H)), then the following hold:

(a) For1<p < oo,

1
P
sup sup (ZIIAk,sz%) < | Allser xim)-

1EX [Iflln=1 \ s

(b)

sup [|Agll < [[AllBerxm)-
k,leX

12



Proof. (a) Forl € X and 1 < p < oo, define P/’ : (P(X;H) — (P(X;H), PP (fe)rex =
(0k1fi)kex. Then for arbitrary but fixed [ € X and 1 < p < co we see that

||A||Iz)g(zp(x;7{)) sup Z Z Ay, lfl

[ fller (x70=1 kex ||1ex

> sup Z | A fill?
f=pP’f keEX
1fller (x520)=1

= sup Y [Aw S

I£ll2=1

Taking the p-th root and supremum over all [ € X yields (a).
(b) For 1 < p < oo, we have by (a) that

||Aicz||< Sup <Z ||Asz||p) < [[Allser (120

IFll#=1 \ yex

for all k£,1 € X. Taking the supremum over all k,I € X yields the claim. The case
p = oo uses similar ideas as above and is omitted. O

The next lemma is the decisive result for proving that A, C B(£*(X;H)) forms a
Wiener pair. It is the pendant of [30, Lemma 5.14]. However, the corresponding result
from [30] is proved for the larger exponent v =1 — ﬁ. This difference of exponents
stems from the necessity to derive certain estimates differently from the scalar matrix
case.

Lemma 3.9. Let s > d and v =1 — ‘;l > 0. Then there exists a positive constant C,
such that
2—
1425, < CLAR Al ieny (VA€ ). (3.6)

Proof. For convenience reason we abbreviate A = J, and B = B((*(X; H)).
Let A € A be arbitrary and assume W.L.O.G. that A # 0. Holder’s inequality on
R? with respect to the exponent s (and its conjugated Holder exponent) implies that

(1+]k— 1)) < 28((1 + 1k —n|)*+ (1+|n— zps) (Vk,I,n € X). (3.7)
Thus, for arbitrary k,l € X we can estimate

A%l L+ & = 1)° < D Akl ARl (L + [k = 2])°

neX
<22 Akl Anall (1 + [k =nl)* + (14 [n = 1))
neX
< 2°[| Al (Z [Andll + HAk,nH> :
neX nex

13



Recall from Proposition B.7] that there exists C; > 0, such that |Al|g < Cy||Al|4. In
particular, for > 0 (to be chosen later), there exists 7y > 0, such that

7= |AI%IAlE > O > > 0. (3.8)

Hence we are in the setting of Lemma and may estimate

Dol < | D0 I+ > (14wl

neX nEMlTyl "EMzT,z

< [ 1M 1A+ 1Ala Y A+ n—1)~°

"EMQTJ

<Gy (TdIIAIIB - ||A||A7d—8)
= C2(HA|| HAHl do 4 ||AH1+(d s) HAHES_(d_S)G)),

where we applied Lemma B.§ (b) in the second estimate, and Cy > 0 denotes the
constant arising in Lemma [3.6 Analogous reasoning also yields

> HAeall < Co(JAIZIAIE ™ + AN 45 ).
neX

Altogether, we obtain that
1A%l (L4 [k = 1) < 2 (AN AN + 1A Al g )

for all k,1 € X. Now, if we choose § =1 > 0, then 1 + (d — s)§ = ¢ = df and we
obtain that
EAP]all (L + [k = 1)) < 2572C, | Al Al

Taking the supremum over all k£,1 € X yields the claim. O

Now we are finally able to prove the main result of this section. The main contri-
bution to its proof is Lemma B9l In fact, having Lemma available at our hands,
the proof of the subsequent theorem can be established exactly as the proof of [30,
Theorem 5.15]. For completeness reason we provide the details.

Theorem 3.10. For every s > d, the Jaffard algebra (Js, ||| .|||7.) is inverse-closed
in BIC*(X;H)). In particular, (Ts, ||| . |||7.) is a symmetric Banach algebra whenever
s >d.

Proof. Since B := B({*(X;H)) is a symmetric Banach *-algebra, we can deduce both
the inverse-closedness of 7, in B and the symmetry of 7, from Hulanicki’s Lemma 2]
once we have verified the inequality of spectral radii

ra.(A) <rs(4) (VA= A" € ). (3.9)

14



We establish the verification of (8.9) via Brandenburg’s trick [9], which relies on an
estimate of the kind (B.6]).

By norm equivalence of |||.|||7 and ||.||7 there exist positive constants K, Ko
such that

KL ][ A™]

7. < ||A"

7. < Kol||A™|

5 (VA€ J,¥neN). (3.10)

Taking n-th roots in (3.10) and letting n — oo implies via Gelfand’s formula that
1 ‘ .
ra,(4) = lim [[A"|[5, = lim A5, (VA€ J).

Now we combine the latter observation with Lemma and obtain that

2n

ra(4) = lim |47

2—y

i) (A

— 7. (A) 7 rg(A)?

[N

< lim O3 (||A"
n—oo

1
n
:)

holds for all A € J,. Since v > 0, we may rearrange the latter inequality to

ra(A)? <rg(A)F (VA€ J),

which immediately implies ([8.9). This completes the proof. O

4 Weighted Schur-type algebras

Let X C R? be a relatively separated and v be a weight. Then for 1 < p < co we define
SP = SP(X) to be the space of all B(H)-valued matrices A = [Ay ]k ex for which

max { sup (Z | Ak ||Pv(k — l)p> ,?u)l() (Z | Ak ||Pv(k — l)p> (4.1)
€

keX \1ex keX

is finite. For v = 1 we abbreviate S* := SY.
It is easy to see that (4.]) defines a norm on SP. In fact, S? is complete with respect
to this norm, as shown below.

Proposition 4.1. For every 1 < p < oo, (SE,|.||sz) is a Banach space.

Proof. Let {AM} | be a Cauchy sequence in S?, i.e. for any given € > 0, there exists
N = N(¢) € N such that for all m,n > N

sup (Z ||A,(€";) — A;:l)Hpu(k — l)p> <e (4.2)

keX lex
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and

P

sup (ZHA — AP Py (k —z)> <e. (4.3)

X \kex
Step 1. Relations ([A2]) and (43]) imply that for each index pair (k,l) € X x X,
{Akl °, is a Cauchy sequence in B(?—[) and thus converges to some Ay, € B(H). Set

A= [Ak,l]k,lex- We will show that A™ — A in S? and that A € S?.
Step 2. For each n € N, set

A = (A, o where AP = (A7) u(k — 1)), € (X;B(H))
A — (le(n))leX’ where fi(") = (A,@V(k - l)) € P(X;B(H)).

Then, relation (£.2]) implies that {A(” }ney is a Cauchy sequence in the Banach space
((X; 7(X; B(H))) and thus converges to some A = (Ak)kex € ((X;P(X;B(H))).

Analogously, (£.3)) implies that {f:l(f) > | is a Cauchy sequence in ¢>°(X; ?(X; B(H)))
and thus converges to some A = (Al)leX € (=(X;P(X;B(H))).
Step 3. We denote
A = (Ak,ly(k; — Z)>leX for each k € X
/:h = (/:1]@711/(]{3 — l))kEX for each | € X.

Then, since A™ — A in (>°(X;(X;B(H))), we obtain that 21,2"’ = (Al(:l)l/(]{? —
Z))leX — Ay = (Agw(k — Z))leX in P(X;B(H)) for every k € X. Similarly, we see
that ;i " (A,i"l v(k=1)),cx — A= (;ikll/(]{? D) ey 0 (X; B(H)) for every I € X.
The latter two conclusions 1mply that [A"], = A,i"l v(k = 1) — — [Ak]; = Agv(k = 1)
in B(H) and that [A™], = AWu(k — 1) — [Al]k = Agw(k — 1) in B(H) for each
(k,1) € X x X. However, by Step 1 we have Ak,l — Ay in B(H), hence we must have
/Ik,l = /:1;@71 = Ay, for all k,1 € X. In particular, this implies that A, = (Apav(k—1))iex

for each k € X, and A, = (Agav(k —1))gex for each | € X.

Step 4. Let ¢ > 0 be arbitrary. By Step 2, A™ — A in ¢>(X;7(X;B(H))).
Combined with the observations made in Step 3, we know that there exists some
N’ = N'(¢') € N such that for all n > N’

1
P

sup (Z ||Akl Ap||Pr(k — l)p> <é. (4.4)

keX lex

Similarly, A®™ — A in ¢*(X;"(X;B(H))) implies that there exists some N” =
N"(¢") € N such that for all n > N”

sup (Z JAL) — Ay lPw(k — 1) ) << (4.5)

leX beX
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Combining (4.4) with (4.3) yields that for all n > max{N’, N}
JA® — Allsp << (46)

Hence { A1} converges in S? to A.

Step 5. By relation ([A6) we know that the B(H)-valued matrix A — A®™ belongs
to SP for sufficiently large n. This implies that A = (4 — A™) + AM™ € SP and the
proof is complete. O

Remark 4.2. The definition of SE canonically extends to the case p = co. In fact, we
set S° = 2°(X x X;B(H)), where u(k,l) = v(k —1). In this case the completeness of
S follows immediately from the completeness of Bochner sequence spaces. Note that
if v = vy is a polynomial weight, then S;° = J, equals the Jaffard algebra.

We will now focus on the case p = 1. In fact, for suitable weights v, we will
hereinafter prove step by step that S! C B(£?(X;H)) is a Wiener pair.

Definition 4.3. [25] A weight function v on R? is called admissible, if
(a) v is of the form
v(z) = erlleD (x € RY), (4.7)

where p : [0,00) — [0,00) is a continuous and concave function with p(0) = 0
and || . || any norm on R,

(b) v satisfies the GRS-condition.

An admissible weight satisfies v(0) = 1, is symmetric and submultiplicative. In
particular, ¥ > 1 on R%.

Standard examples of admissible weights are polynomial weights v,(z) = (1 + |z|)®
for s > 0, sub-exponential weights v(z) = ¢/’ for & > 0 and 8 € (0,1), or mixtures
of the form

() = e (1 + |z])* (log(e + [2]))")

for s >0, >0, 5€(0,1) and t > 0 [2§].

If v is an admissible weight, then we call S} the Schur algebra, whose terminology
will be justified by Proposition

First, we show a generalization of Schur’s test [20] to B(H)-valued matrices.

Lemma 4.4. Let v be an admissible weight and m be v-moderate. Then every A € S}
defines (via (2.7)) a bounded operator on (2 (X;H) for all 1 < p < oo and it holds

1Al e, (xmy) < CllA|sz (V1 <p<o0),

where C' is the constant arising from m being v-moderate.

17



Proof. Let A € S} be arbitrary. Then

1Al sees, (xi7) = >,

If ”%(x 0= kex

ZAklfl

lex

<C sup ZZHAleHszm Dv(k—1)

I£1ler, (xi20=1 kex 1ex

= Z 1fellm(2) Y 1Akl

(I+k—1)

”f”e}n(x =L lex keX
< C||Allsy (4.8)
Similarly,
[ Al ese (x;20)) sup  sup || > Agifi||m(l+k—1)
llego (xim)=1kEX |1
<C  sup SUPZHAszHszm() (k—1)
[fllege (xm)=1kEX 1o
< CAlls. (4.9)
By Riesz-Thorin interpolation (Proposition 2.3]), the statement follows. O

Remark 4.5. In the scalar-valued case, the reverse inequalities of (4.8) and ({4.9) hold
true in case m = v =1 (and hence C' = 1). Consequently, in the scalar-valued setting
the norm || A|s1 s simply the larger of the operator norms of A on (X)) and (>°(X)
respectively, which yields a shortcut to showing the completeness of S} in this case.
However, in the B(H)-valued setting this shortcut is no longer justifiable and proving
the completeness of S} is significantly more involved (see Proposition [{.1]).

By Lemmal£4], S} is continuously embedded into B(¢*(X;H)). Thus, by the matrix
calculus from Subsection 2.5 there is a canonical way to define a multiplication and
an involution on S!. In fact, the following holds.

Proposition 4.6. If v is an admissible weight then S is a unital Banach *-algebra
with respect to matrixz multiplication and involution as defined in (2.10).

Proof. Let A, B € S!. Then, for arbitrary k € X we have by the submultiplicativity
of v that

Y MABlllo(k =) <> > N Aeallll Ballo(k = n)u(n = 1)

lex leX neX
= > [ Aknllotk =n) Y 1Baallo(n = 1)
neX leX

< [[Allsz | Bl|sz-

18



Consequently,
sup > | [ABlillo(k — 1) < [|Alls; Bllss-
keXlex

Similarly, we see that

sup > NABkllo(k —1) < [[Allsy | Bllsy.

keX

hence
|AB[sz < [|Allsy || Bl|sy-

Thus, together with Proposition [} we conclude that S! is a Banach algebra. Next,
since v is a symmetric weight, the definition of the norm (I implies that || A*||s1 =
|Alls: for all A € S} (where the involution is defined as in (2I0)). Moreover, since
v(0) = 1, the identity Zs1 = T2 (xn)) = diag[Zp)lkex is contained in Sk, O

If v is an admissible weight and if v additionally satisfies a certain growth condition,
then we can show that S! C B(/*(X;H)) forms a Wiener pair. Again, Hulanicki’s
lemma will be the key tool to verify the inverse-closedness of S! in B(#*(X;H)). In
order to derive the desired inequality of spectral radii, we follow ideas from [5] and
[28].

We start with a vector-valued version of part of [5, Lemma 4.6]. The techniques of
the proof are basically the same as in [5]. Nevertheless, we provide the reader with the
details adapted to our setting.

Lemma 4.7. Let v(z) = vs(x) = (14 |z|)° for some & € (0,1]. Then
rsi(A) = rs1(A) (VA€ S)).

Proof. For 0 < ¢ < 1, let v.(x) = (1 + ¢|x|)°. Then v, is a submultiplicative weight.
Combining Proposition [£1] with the first part of the proof of Proposition (where
only the submultiplicativity of the corresponding weight is used) yields that S,}E is a
Banach algebra. We also note that

v, <v< 5_‘51/5.

This yields || Al[s3 < 5_5||A||535 and consequently

145 < )7 1A"g. (VAES).

Using Gelfand’s formula this implies that

rsi(A) <1y (A) < Allsy, (VA€ SD). (4.10)
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Next, let A € SL. Then, since t° < (1 +1)° <1+t for t > 0, we have

su A < su A 1+4¢elk—1|)°
sup 3 1wl < sup S A1+ el — )

lex keXex

< 2111)2 1Ak (L + €1k = 11°)
S

lex
<sup [ Al + €’ sup D (Al (1 + [k = 11)°.
keXleX keX lex

Interchanging the roles of k and [, we analogously obtain

su A < su A 1+ elk—1|)°
sup Y Al < sup S Al (1+ <lk — 1)

keX leX 1 ex

< su Al + % su A 1+ k-1 ‘5,
sup Y A+ <7 sup 3 A1+ [k = 1)

keX X pex
and consequently
[Allsr < [Allsy, < 1Allst + [ Allsy (VA€ S)).
Combining the latter with the inequalities (L.I0) gives us

ra(4) <lmllAlls, = |4l (A€ S)). (4.11)

Finally, the inequality (Z.IT]) implies that rg1 (A)" = rs1(A™) < [[A”||s1, hence 751 (A4) <
||A”||}9/1" — r51(A) (as n — oo). This implies rg1(A) < rgi(A) for all A € S;. On
the other hand we clearly have S, C S, hence rg1(A4) > rgi(A) for all A € S, as a
consequence of (2.2). This proves the desired equation. a

Our next result is a vector-valued version of Barnes’ Lemma from [28, Lemma 5.
Note that additional estimates to the proof ideas from [5] are necessary in order to
prove this result in the B(H)-valued setting.

Theorem 4.8. Let vs(x) = (1 + |2|)° for some § € (0,1]. Then
7“5;6 (A) =Tgs1 (A) = TB(ZZ(X;H))(A) (VA = A" € Sl}(s). (412)

In particular, S, is inverse-closed in B((*(X;H)) and S}, is a symmetric Banach
algebra.

Proof. We abbreviate B = B((*(X;H)).
By Lemma 4.7 it suffices to show the equation

rsi(A) =rp(d) (VA=A €S (4.13)

20



Once we have established (4.I3]), the rest of the statement follows from Hulanicki’s
lemma (Proposition 2.1]). Moreover, it suffices to show (AI3]) for non-zero A, since
otherwise the statement is trivial upon an application of Gelfand’s formula.

Step 1. Fix some non-zero A = A* € S} . Since A is self-adjoint it holds

1Al s1 = sup > [|Agl.
l€X ex

Thus, for any arbitrary but fixed n € N, we have
JA™ s <sup Y A Tl Fsup > 1A el (4.14)
lexX [ Tx lex =

k—1]<2" k—1]>2"

Our strategy is to estimate each of the summands of the right hand side of (£I4))
separately, then combine those estimates and finally derive the desired equation (Z.13))
via Gelfand’s formula.

Step 2. For each | € X, let Byn(l) = {k € X : |k — 1] < 2"}. Then, in the
terminology of Lemma [B.6, we have Bon(I) € M7, and thus, by (B.4), there exists some
constant C'; > 0 such that

| By (1)] < G127 (4.15)

Step 3. We estimate the first summand of the right hand side of (4I4]). Let [ € X

be arbitrary. Then

E I[A™ gl = E E [A" e mAma|| - 1
keX keX meX
ki <2n k-nj<en

[N}
[NIES

2 Z 1

keX
|[k—l|<2™

35>

keX
|[k—1|<2™

Z [An]k,mAm,l

meX

D=

2

< (@23 | Y 1 1Ak A (4.16)
keX meX
|k—i]<2n

by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (4.15]). Next, since the supremum
2

A" Jeall* = sup
=1

> (A kmAmif

meX

H

exists for each k, we know from the property of suprema that for each ¢® > 0, there
exists some unit norm vector f*) € A, such that

2
Z [An]k,mAm,l

meX

2

Z [An]k,mAm,lf(k)

meX
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Since A € B by Lemma B4 and A # 0 by assumption we can choose e®) = || A% (1 +
|k[)~@*1) > 0 and may estimate the sum on the right hand side of ([£I6) via

D || 22 A ke A

keX meX
|k—i]<2n

<A D (L k) Z ‘Z[An]k,mAm,lf(k)

meX

2

keX
|k—1]<2m |k— z|<2n

< JANZ S (1 + k)~ + Z >

keX

< G| AllE Z Z

keX jeX
|k—l]<2"

2

Z [An]j,mAm,l .f(k)

meX

JEX
|k~ z\<2n

Z An]m mlf(k

meX

(4.17)

where we applied Lemma for s = d + 1 in the last estimate. Now, note that since
each f®) € H is unit norm and since A € S? (as a consequence of S,}é C S'C 8?) we
have by an easy computation that (A, ;f*).ex € (2(X;H) (for each | € X). Thus,
since A™ € B by Lemma [4.4]

2

jeX

2
< A BN (At f ) mex

Z [An]j,mAm,lf(k)

meX

< [IAl5" 1Al 52

holds for each k. Combining the latter estimate with (A1) yields

D || 2o A e A

2

<Gl AIE + Y IIAIFIANE:

keX |lmex keX
k—1]<2" lk—l]<2n
= ol Al + | B (DI Al | All 52
< G| Al[F + Cr2"[| Al ]| All%2, (4.18)

where we applied (13)) in the last estimate. Combining (£.I8)) with (£I6]) and taking
the supremum over all [ € X yields

1
sup Z A il < (CLC2"| Al + CE4™ || Al ]| All52)?
ex

k— z|<2n

< (C1Co)2 2% (| A% + Cr 27| Al 3] Al sz, (4.19)
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where we used the subadditivity of the square root function on [0, 00).

Step 4. We estimate the second summand of the right hand side of (4.14]). For
|k —1| > 2" we have (1+|k—1])° > (142")° > 2" and consequently 1 < 27 ys(k —1).
Therefore,

sup Z [A" ], <27 sup Z [[A" e llvs (B — 1)

lex
|k— l\>2” |k— l|>2"

S 2—n5 ||An+1 ||335

Step 5. After combining the main estimates from Step 1, Step 3 and Step 4, we
obtain that

1
AP ET < ((CCa)b2¥ AN + C2 Al Al + 277 A 1)”“

1
n+1

1
SV5 ’

7L+1

< (0102)2(n+1)22(n+1) ||A||n+1 + C’"H 2n+1 ||A

7L+1 ||A

where we used the subadditivity of f(z) = z7+ on [0, 00) in the second estimate. Since
n was arbitrary, the latter estimate holds for all n € N. Letting n — oo yields via
Gelfand’s formula

rsi(A) < (272 + 29| Al + 2_6T535 (A).
By Lemma [4.7] we have 751(A) = rs1(A). Hence the above estimate implies that
rei(A) < (1—27°)71(2%2 4+ 24) || Al|. (4.20)

Step 6. Finally, since A was chosen arbitrary, (4.20) holds for all (non-zero) self-
adjoint A € S} . Therefore we have

1
n

rer(A) = rsi (A")F < (1 —270)7 (292 + 29))) 7 || 47| 3

for all n € Nand all A= A* € S, Letting n — oo yields
rei(A) < rg(A) (VA=A"€S)).

Conversely, by (22)), rs1(A) > r5(A) holds true, since S, € §' € B. This completes
the proof. O

Following the ideas from [2§], we can extend the above statement to a more general
class of weights and obtain a broader class of Schur-type algebras which are inverse-
closed in B(¢*(X;H)).

We need the following preparatory result.

Lemma 4.9. [28, Lemma 8] For any unbounded admissible weight function v there
exists a sequence of admissible weights v,, with the following properties:
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(a) Vpi1 < v, <v foralln € N.
(b) There exist ¢, > 0 such that v < c,v, for all n € N.
(c) lim, o v, = 1 uniformly on compact sets of R%.
In particular, all the weights v, are equivalent and
rsi(A) =rsy (A) (VA € S, vn € N).

The proof of the next lemma can be adapted almost word by word from the proof
of 28] Lemma 9 (a)].

Lemma 4.10. Let v be an admissible weight function satisfying the weak growth con-
dition
v(z) > O+ |z])°  for some § € (0,1],C > 0.
Then, with v, is in Lemma[{.9, it holds
lim | Als = [[Alss (VA= A" €8Y).
n—00 n v
Having the previous two lemmata and Theorem at hand, we can prove the
following analogue of [28, Theorem 6, Corollary 7].
Theorem 4.11. Let v be an admissible weight satisfying the weak growth condition
v(z) > C(1+ |z|)° for some 6 € (0,1],C > 0.

Then
rsi (A) = TB2(XH) )(A) (VA =A" € 81}) (421)

In particular, S is inverse-closed in B((*(X;H)) and S} is a symmetric Banach alge-
bra.

Proof. We follow the arguments of [28, Lemma 9 (b)].
By the equivalence of the weights v, from Lemma we have

rsi(A)" =rsi(A™) =rsy (A™) < [|A™][s1 (VA € 8',Vm,n € N).
By Lemma 10, this implies that
ry(A)7 < lim A"gy, = [A"s (VA= A" € 8L ¥m € N).
Thus, taking m-th roots and letting m — oo yields
rsi(A) <rsi(A) (VA= A" e S})).

However, since v is weakly growing by assumption, we have S! C 836. Therefore,
Theorem implies that

rsi(A) <rsi(A) = reexan(4) (VA= A€ S)).

Conversely, by [22), we have rpez(xa)(4) < rsi(A) for all A = A* € S) since
S! C B(*(X;H)). Thus [#E2]) follows. Now, having established the desired equation
of spectral radii, the rest of the theorem follows from Hulanicki’s lemma (Proposition

21). O
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5 More general off-diagonal decay conditions

After proving that the Schur algebra S} is inverse-closed in B(£*(X;H)), we can follow
the ideas from [28] and derive more examples of Wiener pairs A C B(¢*(X;H)). In
particular, our derivations will yield an alternative proof of the fact that the Jaffard
algebra J, is inverse-closed in B(¢*(X;H)) for s > d.

Let X C R? be relatively separated and v be an admissible weight in the sense of

Definition 3. Then we define 7, = J,(X) to be the space of all B(H)-valued matrices
A = [Ag]k1ex for which there exists C' > 0 such that

|Allz, == sup [[Agil| - v(k —1) < C. (5.1)
kleX

Again, it is easy to see that (5.I]) indeed defines a norm on 7, and that (7., ] .||z ) is
precisely the Bochner sequence space £2°(X x X; B(H)), where u(k,l) = v(k —1), and
thus a Banach space. Moreover, note that J,, = Js equals the Jaffard algebra with
decay parameter s.

The proof of the following lemma is analogous to the proof of [28, Lemma 1 (b)]
(compare also with the proof of Lemma [3.4]) and is therefore omitted.

Lemma 5.1. Let v be an admissible weight. If

su vk =D < oo 5.2
RS 5:2)

then 7, is contained in S*. If additionally 3C > 0 such that

> wlk—n)vin =) <Cu(k—1)  (Vkl€X) (5.3)

neX
then J, is a unital *-algebra which satisfies J, C B({*(X;H)).

Remark 5.2. Note that by Lemmal2.2, the admissible weight vy satisfies the conditions
(22) and (5.3) in case s > d. Thus Lemma 51 can be viewed as a generalization of
Lemma[24. Moreover, in case X = 7%, condition (5.3) is equivalent to v=* € (*(Z%)
and condition ([5.3) reads as v x v < Cv™! (i.e. v™! is subconvolutive [15)]).

As in the situation of the Jaffard class, the norm ||.||7 is not submultiplicative,
but can be replaced with the equivalent norm

14llz = sup A~ Bllz (A€ ). (5-4)

eJy
1Bl 7, =1

Next, we consider the B(H)-valued version of the Banach algebra B, s from [2§].
Let s > 0, u be an admissible weight and v be the admissible weight defined by v(x) =
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u(z)(1 + |z|)*. Then we define B, ; = B, (X) to be the Banach space B, := S: N J,
equipped with the norm

1], = 2| Allsy + [|All 7, (5.5)

The constant 2% in (5.5) stems from the subadditivity of v, on R (see ([3.7)), which
plays an important role in the proof of the next lemma.

Lemma 5.3. The Banach space B, s is a solid unital Banach *-algebra and B, s C
St C B((*(X;H)). Moreover, if s > d then J, C S} and thus B, s = J, with equivalent
norms.

Proof. The proof of B, s being a Banach *-algebra and the moreover-part is exactly
the same as the proof of |28, Lemma 2| after replacing absolute values with operator
norms and applying Lemma [5.1] instead of [28, Lemma 1] (Lemma is applied as
well). The statement B, , C S! C B(¢*(X;H)) is obviously true. O

Now we can prove the main theorem of this section. We will establish the proof
details (which also appear in [28]) so that the reader can fully grasp the key ideas.

Theorem 5.4. Assume that u is an admissible weight, let §,s > 0, u > vs and set
v =uv,. Then
TBu.s (A) = 7‘3(@2()(;7.[))(14) (VA = A* B%s). (56)

In particular, B, is inverse-closed in B({*(X;H)) and B, is a symmetric Banach
algebra.

Proof. Again —as in the proof of Theorem B.I0— the crucial idea is to perform Bran-
denburg’s trick [9] in order to derive the desired inequality of spectral radii.

By submultiplicativity of v and subadditivity of vy, the weight v = uv; satisfies the
inequality

v(z+y) < 2u(@)u(y)(vs(@) + vs(y)) = 2° (v(@)uly) + u(z)v(y))

on R?¢. This implies that for any A, B € B, s C J,

Z Ak,an,l

neX

vik—n+n—1I)

|AB| 7, = sup
kleX

<2 sup 3 [Auallll Buall (v(k = n)u(n — 1) + ulk — n)v(n — 1))
kleX =%
< 2(| Al IBllsy + 1Bl 7.1 Allsy)-

Consequently,
1A% 7, < 227 AM| 2 [ A"t (Vn € N).
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In particular, this yields the estimate

1A% 15, = 2* A% |5y + [ A* ]|,
< 27 A5y + 27 1A 2 A" sy
< 27 A" sy (271 A1y + 14 2)
=2 A" syl A" |5, (Yn EN).

Taking 2n-th roots and letting n — oo yields via Gelfand’s formula that
. sHL e A 1 1
s, (A) < lm 2% A" AE, = rsy(A)brs, . (4)}
and consequently

TB,..(A) < 7s1(A) (VA € B,).

In particular, since S C S,,, we can apply Theorem L8 and obtain that
TBu.s (A) < rsi (A) =7rs (A) = TB(ZZ(X;H))(A) (VA = A* € Bws).

Now, an application of Hulanicki’s lemma (Proposition 1)) yields the desired state-
ment. 0

Remark 5.5. Note that the latter results yield an alternative proof of the fact that
Js C B((?(X;H)) is a Wiener pair whenever s > d.

6 The Baskakov-Gohberg-Sjostrand algebra

Next we consider the B(#H)-valued Baskakov-Gohberg-Sjostrand algebra and weighted
versions of it [0, 19, 41]. This time we work with the relatively separated index set
X = 7. Note that some of the results appearing in this section have also been stated
in [34]. Therefore, we will avoid some of the proof details and refer to [34] and other
related references instead.

For a weight function v on R? let C, be the space of B(H)-valued matrices A =
[Ak,l]k,leZd for which

14lle, == > sup [|Axx-i]lv(l) < oc. (6.1)

lez ke

It is immediately clear, that (6.I]) defines indeed a norm on C,. In fact

lAlle, = {| (1A k-l aczsll )

tezdller(zdy’

hence C, is isometrically isomorphic to the Bochner space ¢1(Z%; (>(Z%; B(H))) and
thus a Banach space.
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The following notation will be useful for us: For A = [Ag i ez¢ € Cy, let da(l) be
the supremum of the operator norms of the entries of A along its [-th side diagonal,
ie.

da(l) = sup |Aell  (1€2ZY). (6.2)

kezd
Then d4(l) exists for each | and, in fact, ||dal|xze) = [|Allc, -

Proposition 6.1. Let m be a v-moderate weight. Then each A € C, defines a bounded
operator on B(¢? (X;H)) for each 1 < p < c0.

Proof. We follow the proof steps of the exposition [23]. For g = (¢;)ieze € 2, (X;H)
we have ¢ = (¢1)1eze = ([|g1]])icze € 7,(Z%). With the notation from (6.2) we obtain
the component-wise estimate

I[AgIkl <D Il Awdll llgell

lezd

<> dalk =)y

lezd

= (dax)(k) (VK € Z9).

Therefore, the claim follows from Young’s inequality for weighted (P-spaces (see e.g.
[20]), as we have

[Agller, (x20) = N (I[AGlklDkezaller, za)
< lda * cll e,z
< Cldalley@a el @ay = CllAlle, lglle, im0,
where the constant C' stems from the assumption that m is v-moderate. O

By the above we may call the Baskakov-Gohberg-Sjostrand algebra the algebra of
convolution-dominated matrices [23].

Proposition 6.2. [3]] For any submultiplicative and symmetric weight v, C, is a
unital Banach *-algebra with respect to matrix multiplication and involution defined as

in (2.10). In particular, C, C B((*(X;H)).

Proof. Again we follow the proof steps of the exposition [23]; the verification of C,
being a Banach algebra has already been established in 7, Lemma 2].

We have already observed that C, is a Banach space. Let A, B € C,. Then, with
the terminology from (6.2 we have that

ITABlkstll < D Akl | Bl

meZd

< 3 dalk—m)dy(l — (k —m)

meZd

= (daxdp)(l),

28



which yields the pointwise estimate
dAB(l) < (dA * dB)(l) (\V/l € Zd)
Thus, since v is submultiplicative, Young’s inequality yields

1ABlc, = |das|le(za
< ||da * dglleze)
< \dalleziylldslle @y = [|Alle || Blle,

hence C, is a Banach algebra. The fact that the involution is an isometry follows from
the symmetry of v. Indeed, since

da-(1) = sup [|[A"]xk—1]] = sup [[(Ar—i)*[] = sup [[Agrril| = da(—1)
kezd kezd kezd

we see that

Since v(0) = 1, || Zg@2(x;u)lle, = 1, hence C, has an identity. The fact that C, C
B((*(X;H)) follows from Proposition 6.1 O

As before, verifying that C, C B(¢*(X;H)) forms a Wiener pair is a subtle task.
However, since this has already been done by Baskakov [7] in 1997, we will only outline
his key arguments adapted to our setting (compare with [34] or the proof outline in
[23] of the scalar-valued case).

At the heart of Baskakov’s proof [7] lies a generalization of the classical Wiener’s
Lemma [4§] to its analogue on absolutely convergent Fourier series with coefficients in
a (possibly non-commutative) Banach algebra by Bochner and Phillips [8, Theorem 1].

Given t € R4, let M, € B(¢*(X;H)) be the modulation operator defined as diagonal
matrix

M, = diagle®™ " Tpayp)]peza-

Then M, acts on (g;);eze € £2(X;H) via My(9))ieze = (€2 g))1eza and
M:T? — B(A(X;H)), tr M,

is a unitary representation of the d-dimensional torus T¢, which is the dual group of
the abelian group Z¢ — our underlying index set. Then, to each A = [Apilkieza €
B((?(X;H)), we assign the B(£*(X; H))-valued 1-periodic function

falt) == MyAM_,  (t € R%),
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i.e. we may identify f4 with a B({*(X;H))-valued function on T¢. Note that the
canonical matrix representation of each operator f4(t) is given by

M(fa(t)) = [Aae®™ Dy ez, (6.3)

Now, if A is contained in the unweighted Baskakov-Gohberg-Sjostrand algebra C = Cy,

then |
fa(t) =Y Da(n)e’™ ! (6.4)

nezd

admits a Fourier series of operators, where D4(n) is the n-th side-diagonal of A, i.e.

Akl ifl=k—n
D D
Datn)ls {o iflAk—n

and the Fourier series (6.4]) converges absolutely in the operator norm, since

1fa®)llsecan) < D DM 5@y = Y da(n) = || Alle. (6.5)

nezd neczd

Note that the expansion can be deduced directly from the matrix representation (6.3))
of fa. Now assume that A € C is invertible in B(¢*(X;H)). Then each operator fa(t) is
invertible in B(¢*(X;H)) with inverse given by fa(t)™' = fa-1(t) = MA™'M_;. Now
Bochner’s and Phillips theorem [8, Theorem 1] is applicable and guarantees that fs-1(¢)
admits an absolutely convergent operator-valued Fourier series for each ¢t € T¢, whose
coefficients are precisely given by the side-diagonals D4-1(n) of A~!. Consequently
(compare with ([G.5)), A~' € C and thus C is inverse-closed in B((*(X;H)).

In the unweighted case C, the proof idea is essentially the same. For the inverse-
closedness of C, in B(¢*(X;H)) to hold true, v needs to satisfy the GRS-condition,
since then the Banach algebra L,(Z?) as defined in [7] is semi-simple. Instead of the
Bocher-Phillips theorem from [8], a more abstractly formulated version, namely [7,
Theorem 1], is applied.

We refer the reader to [7] as well as to [34] for more details; compare also with [6].

Theorem 6.3. [7,[34] Let v be a submultiplicative and symmetric weight satisfying the
GRS-condition. Then C, C B((*(Z%H)) forms a Wiener pair. In particular, C, is a
symmetric Banach algebra.

7 Anisotropic decay conditions
In this section we will derive further examples of Wiener pairs from a given Wiener pair
A C B(f?(X;H)), where we assume A to be solid, meaning that if A = (A )riex € A

and B = (By,)kex is a B(H)-valued matrix such that || By,|| < ||Ax,|| for all k.l € X,
then B € A and || B|| 4 < ||A||.4. This will be done by considering derivations on A (see
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Section [2.1]). The analysis of this subsection is based on the article [27] by Grochenig
and Klotz. Hence we will often only point out the main ideas and refer the reader to
[27] for the details.

Proposition 7.1. [27, Theorem 3.4] Let A be a symmetric unital Banach algebra
and 6 : D(§) — A be a symmetric derivation on A with T, € D(J). Then D() is
inverse-closed in A and thus a symmetric Banach algebra. Moreover, the quotient rule

S(A™TH = —A"15(A)A™?
15 valid and yields the explicit norm estimate
1A o) < A7l Allog)
for all A € D(0).

The above statement can be generalized by iterative means via commuting deriva-
tions [27]. More precisely, we iteratively define compositions of derivations via

where we assume that the operators d, commute pairwise and that D(d;...d,) is
independent of the order of the operators 6, (1 < n < d). Then for any multi-index
a = ()9, € N§, the operator 6* = H;lzl 67 and its domain D(6*) are well-defined.
We equip D(§%) with the norm

1Allp) = Y 1167 (A)]|.a,

BLla

which is just the (iteratively defined) graph norm on the corresponding preceding
derivation algebra D(6”) (|8] = |a| — 1). Furthermore, the Leibniz rule (23] implies
the generalized Leibniz rule

5(AB) =Y (g) 58(A)6*8(B) (YA, B € D(6%)).

B<a

This yields
|ABlp@ee) < CllAllpes||Bllpeey (YA, B € D(6%)),

where the positive constant C' depends only on «. Hence (see also [27, Lemma 3.6])
D(6%) is an involutive subalgebra of A. By passing on to the equivalent norm

[[[Alllp@ey == sup  [|A- Bllpsey (A€ D)), (7.1)
BeD(5%)
I1Bllp(sey=1

we obtain that D(J%) is a Banach *-algebra.
By iterative applications of Proposition [(.I], one can show the following:
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Proposition 7.2. [27, Proposition 3.7]) Let A be a symmetric Banach algebra and let
{61,...,04} be a set of commuting derivations with T4 € D(0;) for all1 < j < d. Then
D(6%) is inverse-closed in A for each multi-index o € Ng.

Theorem 7.3. Let A C B((*(X;H)) be a Wiener pair and assume that A is solid.
Then for every a = (aj)?zl € N&, the class of B(H)-valued matrices A = [Ag|riex
satisfying

d

LT+ 1Ry = )™ Aw, < 00 (7.2)
J=1 kleX || 4
is a solid unital Banach *-algebra with respect to the norm (7.1)), which is inverse-closed
in B((*(X;H)) and in particular a symmetric Banach algebra.

Proof. The key idea is to consider derivations defined by the commutator with respect
to a suitable diagonal matrix [27].

Step 1. For 1 < j < d, let M; be the B(H)-valued diagonal matrix given by M; =
diag[k; - Zp(z))kex, where k; is the j-th coordinate of the index k = (k;)9_, € X C R%.
Then the formal commutator

0;(A) = [M;, Al = M; A — AM,

has the canonical matrix representation
Mi(6;(A)) = [(kj = 1) Akalkex-
Step 2. Fix some j € {1,...,d}. Consider the subspace
D(9;) ={Aec A:6;(A) € A}

of A. We will show that
5]' . D(éj) — A

is a derivation on A. It is quickly verified, that the Leibniz rule (23)) is satisfied by ¢, on
D(;). It is also clear that D(J;) is invariant under involution and that 6,;(A*) = d,(A)*
for all A € D(d;). Hence, in order to show that d; is a derivation on A, we have to verify
that 0; is a closed operator. To this end, assume that {A™}% = {[A,ﬁ?}]k,lex};ozl is
a sequence in D(d;) converging in D(J;) to some B(H)-valued matrix A = [Ay ]k iex
and that {8;(A™)}>, = {[(k; — lj)Az(:l)]k,leX}Zozl converges in A to some B(H)-valued
matrix B = [By|kiex. Then both of these sequences are Cauchy sequences in A and
thus their respective limits A and B are contained in A. Since the norm on A is solid
and hence only depends on operator norms of the entries of the corresponding matrices,
this implies that for each k,l € X, the sequence {A,S?l)};’;l is Cauchy sequence in B(H)
converging to Ay; € B(H). Consequently, the Cauchy sequence {(k; — lj)A,(:l)}zozl
converges to (k; — l;)Ax; € B(H) for each k,l € X. On the other hand, by the same
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argument we have that {(k; — lj)A,(:l)}zozl is a Cauchy sequence in B(H) converging to
By, € B(H), for each k,l € X. Thus By, = (k; — ;) A, for all k,1 € X, which shows
that 9, is a closed operator.

Step 8. For each j € {1,...,d}, T4 = diag[Zppylkex € D(J;), since §;(Z4) = 0 €
A, and the operators J; commute pairwise. Thus {d1,...,d4} is a set of commuting
derivations. Hence, for each multi-index o € NZ, §* and its domain D(6%) are well-
defined. Furthermore, the associated norm

[Allpey = D> N7 (A)la ="

p<a B<a

d

|kj — 1517 Agy
1

J= kleX || A
is solid, since the norm on A is solid. In particular, since A is symmetric due to Hulan-
icki’s Lemma, Proposition [7.2] yields that D(0®) is inverse-closed in .4 and consequently
also in B(*(X;H)). Another application of Hulanicki’s Lemma yields that D(§%) is
symmetric.

Step 4. Finally, condition (7.2) is equivalent to the condition [A]kex € D(6*
Indeed, this follows from the solidity of A and from [H?Zl(k‘j —1;)% Ay riex = 07(4

This completes the proof. O

).
).

Note that all of our previously proven examples of inverse-closed sub-algebras A
of B(¢*(X;H)) are solid. Hence the above theorem applies to each of these cases. We
explicitly state the following corollaries of Theorem applied to the Wiener pairs
Js € B(f*(X;H)) (see Theorem B.I0), S! C B({*(X;H)) (see Theorem EII) and
C, C B(f*(Z%H)) (see Theorem [6.3)) respectively.

Corollary 7.4. For every s > d and a = (a;)?_; € NI, the class of B(H)-valued

j=1
matrices [Ax|kiex satisfying the anisotropic polynomial decay condition
d
JAll < CO+ k=) TJA+ 1k = L)  (Vk,l€ X)
j=1

is a solid unital Banach *-algebra which is inverse-closed in B((*(X;H)) and thus
symmetric.

Corollary 7.5. Let v be an admissible weight in the sense of Definition [{.3 which
satisfies the weak growth condition

v(z) > C(1+ |z|)° for some 6 € (0,1],C > 0.

Then for every a = (a;)}_, € N§, the class of B(H)-valued matrices [Ap|riex satisfy-
ing the anisotropic Schur-type conditions

d
sup S TT + ks — L)@ Apllv(k — 1) < oo,

keXex j=1

d
sup S TT(1+ ks — LD [ Awa vk — 1) < 0o

leX pex =1
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is a solid unital Banach *-algebra which is inverse-closed in B({*(X;H)) and thus
symmetric.

Corollary 7.6. For every submultiplicative and symmetric weight satisfying the GRS-
condition and every o = (a;)}_; € N{, the class of B(H)-valued matrices [Ay ]y ez
satisfying the condition

d
ST+ 111)% sup | Agi—illv(l) < oo
kezd

lezd j=1

is a solid unital Banach *-algebra which is inverse-closed in B((*(Z%H)) and thus
symmetric.
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