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Abstract

In this paper, we provide several characterizations of a spherically quasinor-
mal tuple T in terms of its normal extension, as well as in terms of powers
of the associated elementary operator ΘT(I). Utilizing these results, we es-
tablish that the powers of spherically quasinormal tuples remain spherically
quasinormal. Additionally, we prove that the subnormal n-roots of spheri-
cally quasinormal tuples must also be spherically quasinormal, thereby re-
solving a multivariable version of a previously posed problem by Curto et al.
in [17]. Furthermore, we investigate the connection between a (pure) spher-
ically quasinormal tuple T, its minimal normal extension N, and its dual S.
Among other things, we show that T inherits the spherical polar decomposi-
tion from N. Finally, we also demonstrate that N is Taylor invertible if and
only if T and S have closed ranges.

Keywords: spherically quasinormal tuples, subnormal tuples, minimal
normal extension, spherical polar decomposition, Taylor invertibility
2010 MSC: 47B20, 47A13, 47A20

1. Introduction

Let H be a complex Hilbert space and let B(H) denote the algebra of
bounded linear operators on H. With 0H and IH we denote the zero and the
identity operator, respectively, where the subscript is omitted if it does not
lead to a confusion regarding the space. Also, N (T ) andR(T ) shall represent
the null-space and the range of an operator T ∈ B(H). The adjoint of an
operator T ∈ B(H) will be denoted by T ∗. A closed subspace L is a reducing
subspace of an operator T ∈ B(H) if it is invariant under both T and T ∗,
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i.e., if T (L) ⊆ L and T ∗(L) ⊆ L. For a closed subspace M ⊆ H, we write
PM to denote the orthogonal projection onto M. The corestriction Acr of
an operator A : H → K is defined as a map with domain H, codomain R(A)
and

Acrx = Ax, x ∈ H.

An operator T is said to be normal if it commutes with its adjoint, i.e.,
if T ∗T = TT ∗. Also, T is pure if it has no non-zero reducing subspace on
which it is normal, i.e., if it has no normal direct summand.

Due to the importance of the normal operators, their many generaliza-
tions have appeared over the decades. Definitely the most important classes
of such operators are the following:

• quasinormal operators: T commutes with T ∗T , i.e., TT ∗T = T ∗T 2;

• subnormal operators: there exist a Hilbert space K, K ⊇ H, and a
normal operator N ∈ B(K) such that

N =

[
T ∗
0 ∗

]

:

(
H
H⊥

)

→

(
H
H⊥

)

;

• hyponormal operators: if TT ∗ ≤ T ∗T .

It is well known that

normal ⇒ quasinormal ⇒ subnormal ⇒ hyponormal.

For other generalizations of normal operators, see , for example, [26].
A normal operator N ∈ B(K) is the minimal extension of a subnormal

T ∈ B(H) if H ⊆ K and if K′ ⊆ K is a reducing subspace of N and H ⊆ K′,
then K′ = K. Every subnormal operator has a minimal normal extension N ,
and N is unique up to unitary equivalence (see [9, Corollary 2.7]).

The previous notions have been also transfered to a multivariable operator
theory setting. First, for T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d, by T∗ we denote
the operator d-tuple T∗ = (T ∗

1 , . . . , T
∗
d ) ∈ B(H)d. For S, T ∈ B(H) let

[S, T ] = ST − TS. We say that an d-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d of
operators on H is jointly hyponormal if the operator matrix

[T∗,T] :=








[T ∗
1 , T1] [T ∗

2 , T1] · · · [T ∗
d , T1]

[T ∗
1 , T2] [T ∗

2 , T2] · · · [T ∗
d , T2]

...
...

. . .
...

[T ∗
1 , Td] [T ∗

2 , Td] · · · [T ∗
d , Td]







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is positive on the direct sum of n copies of H (cf. [1], [14], [18]). A d-tuple T
is said to be normal if T is commuting and each Tk is normal, k ∈ {1, . . . , d},
and subnormal if there exist a Hilbert space K, K ⊇ H, and a normal d-tuple
N = (N1, . . . , Nd) ∈ B(K)d such that

Nk =

[
Tk ∗
0 ∗

]

:

(
H
H⊥

)

→

(
H
H⊥

)

, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

A d-tupleN ∈ B(K)d is called the minimal normal extension for a subnormal
tuple T if there is no proper closed subspace of K, containing H and which
is reducing for each Nk, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

An operator d-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d is said to be pure if there
is no non-trivial subspace M ⊆ H, which is a common reducing subspace for
T1, . . . , Td and for which operators P crT1 ↾M, . . . , P crTd ↾M form a normal
d-tuple on M.

The notion of quasinormality has several multivariable analogues. An
operator d-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d is called matricially quasinormal

if each Ti commutes with each T ∗
j Tk, i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, T is jointly quasi-

normal if each Ti commutes with each T ∗
j Tj , i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, and spherically

quasinormal if each Ti commutes with
∑n

j=1 T
∗
j Tj , i ∈ {1, . . . , d} (see [27]).

As shown in [3] and [27], we have

normal ⇒matricially quasinormal ⇒ jointly quasinormal

⇒ spherically quasinormal ⇒ subnormal.

For more details on these classes and the relations between them, see [15, 16,
19].

Let d ∈ N. For T1, . . . , Td ∈ B(H), consider a d-tuple T =






T1
...
Td




 as an

operator from H into H⊕ · · · ⊕ H, that is,

T =






T1
...
Td




 : H →

H
⊕
...
⊕
H

.

3



We have that the kernel and range of T are, respectively,

N (T) =

d⋂

k=1

N (Tk),

and

R(T) =












T1x
...

Tdx




 : x ∈ H







.

We define (canonical) spherical polar decomposition of T (cf. [20], [21],
[29]) as

T =






T1
...
Td




 =






V1
...
Vd




P =






V1P
...

VdP




 = VP,

where P =
√

T ∗
1 T1 + · · ·+ T ∗

dTd is a positive operator on H, and

V =






V1
...
Vd




 : H →

H
⊕
...
⊕
H

,

is a spherical partial isometry from H into H ⊕ . . . ⊕ H. In other words,
V ∗
1 V1+ · · ·+V ∗

d Vd is the (orthogonal) projection onto the initial space of the
partial isometry V which is

N (T)⊥ =

(
d⋂

i=k

N (Tk)

)⊥

= N (P )⊥ =

(
d⋂

i=k

N (Vk)

)⊥

.

Operator d-tuple T ∈ B(H)d is said to be Taylor invertible if its asso-
ciated Koszul complex K(T,H) is exact. For d = 2, the Koszul complex
K(T,H) associated to T = (T1, T2) on H is given by:

K(T,H) : 0 −→ H
T

−→ H⊕H
(−T2 T1)
−→ H −→ 0,

4



where T =

(
T1

T2

)

. We also say that T ∈ B(H)d is left Taylor invertible if

N (T) = {0H} and R(T) is a closed subspace of Hd. For more information
on the Taylor invertibility and Koszul complexes, we refer a reader to [4, 5,
30, 41, 42].

The Taylor spectrum of a commuting d-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d

is denoted by σT (T) and it is defined as

σT (T) =
{
(λ1, . . . , λd) ∈ Cd : K((T1 − λ1, . . . , Td − λd),H) is not exact

}
.

Finally, we introduce several notations which will be frequently used
throughout the paper. ForT = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ B(H)m and S = (S1, . . . , Sn) ∈
B(H)n, we write

T ◦ S := (T1S1, . . . , T1Sn, . . . , TmS1, . . . , TmSn). (1.1)

If m = n, we also define

TS := (T1S1, . . . , TmSm).

Related to this definitions, we introduce the following notations:

T1 = T and Tn+1 = T ◦Tn,

as well as
T(1) = T and T(n+1) = TT(n),

where n ∈ N. Also, for brevity, for S ∈ B(H) and T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈
B(H)d, we write ST and TS to denote ST and TS, respectively, where
S = (S, . . . , S) ∈ B(H)d.

Now, for a given T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d, we define the operator
ΘT : B(H) −→ B(H) as

X 7−→ ΘT(X) :=
d∑

k=1

T ∗

kXTk.

We define inductively Θ0
T
(X) = X and Θn

T
(X) := ΘT[Θ

n−1
T

(X)], for all
n ∈ N. This operator will play a crucial role in our study.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we characterize a spher-
ically quasinormal tuple T in terms of its normal extension, as well as in

5



terms of powers of operator ΘT(I). Using the obtained characterization, we
show that the powers of spherically quasinormal tuples are also spherically
quasinormal. We also demonstrate that the subnormal n-roots of spherically
quasinormal tuples must also be spherically quasinormal, thereby providing
an affirmative answer to a multivariable version of [17, Problem 2.1]. In Sec-
tion 3, we explore the relations between a spherically quasinormal tuple T

and its minimal normal extension N. We show that T ”inherits” the spher-
ical polar decomposition from N. We also consider some spectral properties
of N, and their connections with the diagonal blocks of N.

2. Powers and roots of spherically quasinormal tuples

We begin this section by providing the characterization of spherically
quasinormal tuples, which would represent the foundation for our future
study. It also has a significance on its own, as it demonstrates that the most
characterizations of the quasinormal operators in one dimensional case (see
[6, 7, 10, 24, 28]) also hold in a multivariable operator theory setting.

Theorem 2.1. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d be a commuting d-tuple.
Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) T is spherically quasinormal;

(ii) Θn
T
(I) = [ΘT(I)]

n, for all n ∈ N;

(iii) there exists a spectral measure E on R+ such that

Θn
T
(I) =

∫

R+

xn E(dx), for all n ∈ N; (2.1)

(iv) Θn
T
(I) = [ΘT(I)]

n, for n ∈ {2, 3}.

(v) T is subnormal and H is invariant for ΘN(I), where N is any normal
extension of T;

(vi) VP = PV, where T = VP is the spherical polar decomposition of T.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): Suppose that T is spherically quasinormal and let us show
that

Θn
T
(I) = [ΘT(I)]

n (2.2)

6



holds for all n ∈ N, by using the induction principle. Clearly, the statement
is true for n = 1. Assume that it is also true for some n ∈ N. Then, using
the fact that Tk commutes with ΘT(I), for all k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we have

Θn+1
T

(I) = ΘT(Θ
n
T
(I)) = ΘT([ΘT(I)]

n)

=

d∑

k=1

T ∗

k [ΘT(I)]
n
Tk =

(
d∑

k=1

T ∗

kTk

)

[ΘT(I)]
n

= ΘT(I) [ΘT(I)]
n = [ΘT(I)]

n+1

Hence, (2.2) holds for all n ∈ N.
(ii) ⇒ (iii): Let E be the spectral measure of positive operator ΘT(I).

Then, for each n ∈ N,

Θn
T
(I) = [ΘT(I)]

n =

∫

R+

xn E(dx).

(iii) ⇒ (ii): If E is a spectral measure of some positive operator P ∈ B(H)
such that (2.1) is satisfied, then Θn

T
(I) = P n for all n ∈ N. Taking n = 1

yields P = ΘT(I), from where (ii) directly follows.
(ii) ⇒ (iv): This is obvious.
(iv) ⇒ (i): Assume that Θ2

T
(I) = [ΘT(I)]

2 and Θ3
T
(I) = [ΘT(I)]

3. Then,
we have

[ΘT(I)]
3 = Θ3

T
(I) = ΘT(Θ

2
T
(I)) = ΘT([ΘT(I)]

2),

[ΘT(I)]
3 = ΘT(I) [ΘT(I)]

2 = ΘT(I)Θ
2
T
(I),

[ΘT(I)]
3 = [ΘT(I)]

2ΘT(I) = Θ2
T
(I)ΘT(I).

Now let x ∈ H be arbitrary and setN(x) :=
∑d

k=1‖(ΘT(I)Tk − TkΘT(I))x‖2.

7



Then

N(x) =
d∑

k=1

〈(ΘT(I)Tk − TkΘT(I)) x, (ΘT(I)Tk − TkΘT(I))x〉

=

d∑

k=1

〈(T ∗

kΘT(I)−ΘT(I)T
∗

k ) (ΘT(I)Tk − TkΘT(I))x, x〉

=
d∑

k=1

〈
T ∗

k [ΘT(I)]
2
Tkx, x

〉
−

d∑

k=1

〈T ∗

kΘT(I)TkΘT(I)x, x〉

−
d∑

k=1

〈ΘT(I)T
∗

kΘT(I)Tkx, x〉 +
d∑

k=1

〈ΘT(I)T
∗

kTkΘT(I)x, x〉

=

〈
d∑

k=1

T ∗

k [ΘT(I)]
2
Tkx, x

〉

−

〈(
d∑

k=1

T ∗

kΘT(I)Tk

)

ΘT(I)x, x

〉

−

〈

ΘT(I)

(
d∑

k=1

T ∗

kΘT(I)Tk

)

x, x

〉

+

〈

ΘT(I)

(
d∑

k=1

T ∗

k Tk

)

ΘT(I)x, x

〉

=
〈
ΘT([ΘT(I)]

2)x, x
〉
−
〈
Θ2

T
(I)ΘT(I)x, x

〉
−
〈
ΘT(I)Θ

2
T
(I)x, x

〉
+
〈
[ΘT(I)]

3
x, x
〉

= 0.

Therefore, N(x) = 0 for each x ∈ H, from where it follows that

‖ΘT(I)Tk − TkΘT(I)‖ = 0

for each k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Hence, Tk commutes with ΘT(I) for each k ∈
{1, . . . , d}, i.e., T is spherically quasinormal, as desired.

(i) ⇔ (v): This follows from [37, Lemma 2.5].
(i) ⇔ (vi): This was proved in [22, Lemma 2.1].

Remark 2.2. Another characterizations of the spherically quasinormal tu-
ples in terms of the operator transforms can be found in [22], [39] and [40].

Remark 2.3. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d be a spherically quasinormal
operator tuple and let N = (N1, . . . , Nd) ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H, be a normal
extension T given by

Nk =

[
Tk Ak

0 S∗
k

]

:

(
H
H⊥

)

→

(
H
H⊥

)

, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, (2.3)

8



for some S = (S1, . . . , Sd) ∈ B(H⊥)d, where H⊥ = K ⊖H. Then

ΘN(I) =

[
ΘT(I) 0

0 ΘS(I)

]

:

(
H
H⊥

)

→

(
H
H⊥

)

. (2.4)

Indeed, using the normality of T, by direct computation, we have

ΘN(I) =
d∑

k=1

N∗

kNk =
d∑

k=1

[
T ∗
kTk T ∗

kAk

A∗
kTk A∗

kAk + SkS
∗
k

]

=
d∑

k=1

[
T ∗
kTk T ∗

kAk

A∗
kTk S∗

kSk

]

=

[
ΘT(I)

∑d

k=1 T
∗

kAk
∑d

k=1A
∗
kTk ΘS(I)

]

.

Now [17, Theorem 2.8] yields the desired conclusion.

Our next goal is to demonstrate that the powers of spherically quasinor-
mal tuples maintain their spherically quasinormal nature. To achieve this,
we require certain auxiliary findings. While the following results are proba-
bly well-known and easy to verify, we have found no explicit mention of them
elsewhere. Hence, for the sake of completeness, we provide them along with
their proofs.

Lemma 2.4. Let T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ B(H)m and S = (S1, . . . , Sn) ∈
B(H)n. Then

ΘT◦S = ΘSΘT.

Proof. Let X ∈ B(H) be arbitrary. Using (1.1), we have

ΘT◦S(X) =
n∑

j=1

m∑

i=1

(TiSj)
∗XTiSj =

n∑

j=1

m∑

i=1

S∗

j T
∗

i XTiSj

=

n∑

j=1

S∗

j

(
m∑

i=1

T ∗

i XTi

)

Sj = ΘS(ΘT(X))

= ΘSΘT(X),

from where the conclusion follows.

Directly from the previous lemma and the induction principle, we may
also conclude that the following holds:

9



Corollary 2.5. Let n ∈ N and T1, . . . ,Tn be arbitrary operator tuples (not
necessarily of the same length). Then

ΘT1◦...◦Tn
= ΘTn

· · · ΘT1
.

Corollary 2.6. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then

Θk
Tn = Θnk

T

for all n, k ∈ N.

Proof. Using Corollary 2.5, we have that for all n, k ∈ N,

Θk
Tn = ΘTn · · · ΘTn

︸ ︷︷ ︸

k−times

= ΘT
n
◦ · · · ◦T

n

︸ ︷︷ ︸

k−times

= ΘTnk = ΘT · · · ΘT
︸ ︷︷ ︸

nk−times

= Θnk
T
.

We are now ready to prove the claim regarding powers of spherically
quasinormal tuples.

Theorem 2.7. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d be a spherically quasinormal
d-tuple. Then Tn is spherically quasinormal for all n ∈ N.

Proof. Assume that T is spherically quasinormal and let n, k ∈ N be arbi-
trary. By Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.6, we have that

Θk
Tn(I) = Θnk

T
(I) = [ΘT(I)]

nk = ([ΘT(I)]
n)

k
= [Θn

T
(I)]k = [ΘTn(I)]k .

By invoking Theorem 2.1 once again, we conclude that Tn is spherically
quasinormal.

The converse of the previous theorem does not hold in general, even in a
one-dimensional case. For example, T = [ 0 1

0 0 ] is not quasinormal (normal),
while T 2 certainly is. Thus, Curto et al. in [17] raised the following question:
”Let T be a subnormal operator, and assume that T 2 is quasinormal. Does
it follow that T is quasinormal?” In [33, Theorem 1.2] and [37, Theorem 2.2]
it was shown that, under the assumption that T is subnormal, and T n is
quasinormal, for some n ∈ N, then T must also be quasinormal. The next
theorem shows that the analogous statement is also true in more than one
dimension, i.e., we answer a multivariable version of the mentioned question
in the affirmative, by considering subnormal and spherically quasinormal
tuples.

10



Theorem 2.8. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d be a subnormal d-tuple. If
Tn is spherically quasinormal for some n ∈ N, then T is also spherically
quasinormal.

Proof. Let N = (N1, . . . , Nd) ∈ B(K)d be an arbitrary normal extension
of T, where K ⊇ H. Using the commutativity of N and Fuglede-Putnam
theorem ([25]), it is easy to see that Nn is a normal extension of Tn. Since
Tn is, by assumption, spherically quasinormal, Theorem 2.1 yields that H is
invariant for ΘNn(I). By Corollary 2.6, ΘNn(I) = Θn

N
(I), while the normality

of N and Theorem 2.1 imply that Θn
N
(I) = [ΘN(I)]

n. Thus, H is invariant
for [ΘN(I)]

n.
Now let PH ∈ B(K) be the orthogonal projection onto H. Then it is easy to
see that

PH [ΘN(I)]
n
PH = [ΘN(I)]

n
PH,

and since ΘN(I) is positive, by taking adjoints, we have that [ΘN(I)]
n and

PH commute. Using the fact that the commutants of a positive operator
and its n-th root coincide (see [35, Theorem 12.23] or [43, Theorem 7.20]),
we have that ΘN(I) and PH commute, which implies that H is invariant for
ΘN(I). Theorem 2.1 finally yields that T is spherically quasinormal.

Corollary 2.9. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d be a subnormal operator
such that Tn is pure spherically quasinormal for some n ∈ N. Then T is
pure spherically quasinormal.

Proof. Quasinormality follows from Theorem 2.8. If T is not pure, then there
is a non-zero reducing subspace M of H such that

P cr
MT ↾M= (P cr

MT1 ↾M, . . . , P cr
MTd ↾M)

is normal. By representing T as

Tk =

[
Tk,n 0
0 Tk,p

]

:

(
M
M⊥

)

→

(
M
M⊥

)

, k ∈ {1, . . . , d},

where Tk,n = P cr
MTk ↾M, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, it can be easily seen that P cr

MTn ↾M=
(P cr

MT ↾M)n is also normal, from where it follows that Tn is not pure. The
obtained contradiction shows that T must be pure.

As a direct consequence of Theorem 2.7 and Theorem 2.8, we have the
following:

11



Corollary 2.10. LetT ∈ B(H)d be a subnormal d-tuple. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(i) T is spherically quasinormal;

(ii) Tn is spherically quasinormal for all n ∈ N;

(iii) Tn is spherically quasinormal for some n ∈ N.

The next result represents an improvement of [37, Theorem 2.8].

Corollary 2.11. Let T ∈ B(H)d be a subnormal d-tuple such that TiTj = 0,
for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, i 6= j. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) T is spherically quasinormal;

(ii) T(n) is spherically quasinormal for all n ∈ N;

(iii) T(n) is spherically quasinormal for some n ∈ N.

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that under the assumption TiTj = 0,
for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}, i 6= j, we have that T(n) is spherically quasinormal if
and only if Tn is spherically quasinormal. Now, it only remains to apply
Corollary 2.10.

We end this section with the following conjecture which was recently
shown to be true in one-dimensional case (see [34, Theorem 4.1]), and if
answered affirmatively, would extend and generalize Theorem 2.8.

Conjecture 1. Let T ∈ B(H)d be a jointly hyponormal d-tuple of commut-
ing operators. If Tn is spherically quasinormal for some n ∈ N, then T is
also spherically quasinormal.

3. Relations with the minimal normal extension and the subnormal

dual

We begin this section by proving the hereditary property of the polar
decomposition between a pure spherically quasinormal tuple, and its min-
imal normal extension. First, we need the following theorem, which is of
independent interest.
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Theorem 3.1. Let T ∈ B(H)d be a spherically quasinormal d-tuple with
the minimal normal extension N ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H. If T is pure, then N is
injective.

Proof. Assume that T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d is a spherically quasinormal
d-tuple, and let T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) be the spherical polar decompo-
sition of T. By Theorem 2.1, we have that VP = PV. Since N (T) = N (P ),
if h ∈ N (T) = ∩d

k=1N (Tk), then

T ∗

kh = PV ∗

k h = V ∗

k Ph = 0.

Thus, N (T) ⊆ ∩d
k=1N (T ∗

k ) = N (T∗). This yields that N (T) is a reducing
subspace for T. Since T is assumed to be pure, it must be N (T) = {0}.
This further implies that P 2 = ΘT(I) is injective with dense range, and that
V is a spherical isometry.

Now let N = (N1, . . . , Nd) ∈ B(K)d be the minimal normal extension of
T, where K = H ⊕H⊥. By Remark 2.3, we have that ΘN(I) has represen-

tation given by (2.4). Let

(
f

g

)

∈ N (N) and h ∈ H be arbitrary. Then,

〈(
f

g

)

,

(
ΘT(I)h

0

)〉

=

〈(
f

g

)

,ΘN(I)

(
h

0

)〉

=

〈(
f

g

)

,

d∑

k=1

N∗

kNk

(
h

0

)〉

=

d∑

k=1

〈

Nk

(
f

g

)

, Nk

(
h

0

)〉

= 0.

Since ΘT(I) has dense range, it follows that N (N) ⊥ H. In other words,
H ⊆ N (N)⊥ and N (N)⊥ reduces N, as N is a normal d-tuple. Finally, by
utilizing the fact that N is the minimal normal extension for T, we conclude
that it must be N (N) = {0K}.

Theorem 3.2. Let T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) be the spherical polar de-
composition of a pure spherically quasinormal d-tuple T ∈ B(H)d and let
N ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H, be the minimal normal extension of T. If N =
WR = (W1R, . . . ,WdR) is the spherical polar decomposition of N, then
V = P cr

H W ↾H and P = P cr
H R ↾H.
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Proof. Assume thatT = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d is a pure spherically quasinor-
mal d-tuple with the minimal normal extension N = (N1, . . . , Nd) ∈ B(K)d.
By Remark 2.3, we have

R = [ΘN(I)]
1

2 =

[

[ΘT(I)]
1

2 0

0 [ΘS(I)]
1

2

]

=

[
P 0

0 [ΘS(I)]
1

2

]

,

and thus, P = P cr
H R ↾H.

Now let

Wk =

[
Wk,1 Wk,2

Wk,3 Wk,4

]

:

(
H
H⊥

)

→

(
H
H⊥

)

, k ∈ {1, . . . , d},

be the representation of W with respect to K = H ⊕ H⊥, and let k ∈
{1, . . . , d} be arbitrary. Then,

Nk =

[
Wk,1 Wk,2

Wk,3 Wk,4

] [
P 0

0 [ΘS(I)]
1

2

]

=

[
Wk,1P Wk,2X

1

2

Wk,3P Wk,4X
1

2

]

.

Since H is invariant for N, and Tk = P cr
H Nk ↾H, we have that Tk = Wk,1P

and Wk,3P = 0. As in the proof of Theorem 3.1, we can conclude that P has
dense range, which further implies that Wk,3 = 0.

Furthermore, Theorem 3.1 also implies that N (W) = N (V) = {0K}, and
thus W is a spherical isometry, i.e., ΘW(I) = IK. This, together with

ΘW(I) =

d∑

k=1

[
W ∗

k,1 0
W ∗

k,2 W ∗
k,4

] [
Wk,1 Wk,2

0 Wk,4

]

=

d∑

k=1

[
W ∗

k,1Wk,1 ∗
∗ ∗

]

,

yields that
∑d

k=1W
∗
k,1Wk,1 = IH. In other words, W1 := (W1,1, . . . ,Wd,1) ∈

B(H)d is a spherical isometry such that T = W1P . This proves that V =
P cr
H W ↾H.

Before we further proceed, recall the following definition from [2].

Definition 3.3. [2, Definition 6] Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d be a (pure)
subnormal d-tuple and let N = (N1, . . . , Nd) ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H, be the
minimal normal extension of T given by (2.3). Then S = (S1, . . . , Sd) ∈
B(K ⊖H)d is called the dual of T.

For more details on the duals of subnormal operators, especially in a
one-dimensional case, see [8, 23, 31, 36].
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Remark 3.4. Assume thatT = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d is a subnormal d-tuple
with the minimal normal extension N = (N1, . . . , Nd) ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H,
given by (2.3). Then S = (S1, . . . , Sd) ∈ B(K ⊖H)d must be pure. Assume
to the contrary, that there exists Hilbert spaces L,M ⊆ H⊥ = K ⊖H such
that M is non-trivial, H⊥ = L ⊕M and

Sk =

[
Sk,p 0
0 Sk,n

]

:

(
L
M

)

→

(
L
M

)

, k ∈ {1, . . . , d},

where Sk,n is normal for all k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. Then (2.3) can be written as

Nk =





Tk Ak,1 Ak,2

0 S∗
k,p 0

0 0 S∗
k,n



 :





H
L
M



→





H
L
M



 , k ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

Using the normality of Nk and Sn,k, a direct computation shows that Ak,2 = 0
for all k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. This further implies that Nk is normal on H⊕L $ K
for all k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, which is a contradiction with the fact that N is the
minimal normal extension of T. Thus, S must be pure.

Under the additional assumption that T is pure, by using the similar
technique, and representing (2.3) as

N∗

k =

[
Sk A∗

k

0 T ∗

k

]

:

(
H⊥

H

)

→

(
H⊥

H

)

, k ∈ {1, . . . , d},

we can show that N∗ = (N∗
1 , . . . , N

∗
d ) is the minimal normal extension for S.

The next theorem first appears as [3, Proposition 2.3]. Here, we provide
a simplified proof of it based on the methods developed.

Theorem 3.5. Let T ∈ B(H)d be a pure spherically quasinormal d-tuple.
Then its dual is also a pure spherically quasinormal d-tuple.

Proof. Let N ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H, be the minimal normal extension for T. By
Theorem 2.1, H is an invariant subspace for ΘN(I). Since ΘN(I) is positive
and N is normal, this is equivalent with the fact that H⊥ is an invariant
subspace for ΘN∗(I). The result now follows by Remark 3.4 and Theorem
2.1.

We end this section by showing several spectral relations between a pure
spherically quasinormal tuple, its minimal normal extension, as well as its
dual.
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Theorem 3.6. Let T ∈ B(H)d be a pure spherically quasinormal d-tuple
with the minimal normal extension N ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H, and the correspond-
ing dual S ∈ B(K ⊖H)d. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) N is Taylor invertible;

(ii) R(N) is closed;

(iii) R(T) and R(S) are closed;

(iv) T and S are left Taylor invertible.

Proof. (i) ⇒ (ii): This is obvious.
(ii) ⇒ (iii): We utilize the fact that for any operator X , R(X) is closed

if and only if R(X∗X) is closed. Thus, by treating N as a column vector,
and under the assumption that R(N) is closed, we have that ΘN(I) has
closed range. Using (2.4), it follows that ΘT(I) and ΘS(I) are closed-range
operators, i.e., R(T) and R(S) are closed.

(iii) ⇒ (iv): Since T is pure, by the proof of Theorem 3.1, it must be
N (T) = {0H}, which together with the closedness of R(T), imply that T

is left Taylor invertible. By Remark 3.4, we have that S is also pure, so the
similar arguments yield the left Taylor invertibility of S.

(iv) ⇒ (i): Now assume that T and S are left Taylor invertible. Since
N (ΘT(I)) = N (T) and R(ΘT(I)) is closed if and only if R(T) is closed, we
have that ΘT(I) is left invertible, which is, due to the positivity of ΘT(I),
equivalent with the invertibility of ΘT(I). Similarly, ΘS(I) is an invertible
operator. Now, (2.4) implies that ΘN(I) is invertible, and thus N is Taylor
invertible by [11, Corollary 3.4] (or [13, Corollary 3.9]).

The previous theorem can also be treated a multivariable analogue of [23,
Theorem 3.6].

Theorem 3.7. Let T ∈ B(H)d be a pure subnormal d-tuple with the min-
imal normal extension N ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H, and the corresponding dual
S ∈ B(K ⊖ H)d. Then T is Taylor invertible if and only if S is Taylor
invertible.

Proof. Assume that T is Taylor invertible. By [32] (cf. [12, Theorem 1]), we
have that

σT (N) ⊆ σT (T),
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and thus, N is Taylor invertible. The Taylor invertibility of S now follows
from [11, Lemma 4.3] and [11, Lemma 4.4].

The converse can be done in a similar manner, having in mind Remark
3.4.

Since every spherically quasinormal tuple is subnormal (see [3, Proposi-
tion 2.1]), we have the following:

Corollary 3.8. Let T ∈ B(H)d be a pure spherically quasinormal d-tuple
with the minimal normal extension N ∈ B(K)d, K ⊇ H, and the corre-
sponding dual S ∈ B(K ⊖H)d. Then T is Taylor invertible if and only if S
is Taylor invertible.
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