BASS AND TOPOLOGICAL STABLE RANKS OF COMPLEX AND REAL
ALGEBRAS OF MEASURES, FUNCTIONS AND SEQUENCES
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ABSTRACT. We compute the Bass stable rank and the topological stable rank of several
convolution Banach algebras of complex measures on (—oo, o) or on [0, 00) consisting of a
discrete measure (modelling delays, possibly commensurate or having n generators) and/or
of an absolutely continuous measure (an L' function).

We also compute the stable ranks of the convolution algebras £'(N™), £*(Z™), £*(S) and
£*(SNRy), where S is an arbitrary subgroup of R, of the almost periodic algebra AP and its
causal (holomorphic) subalgebra APy C H*, etc. As a by-product, we answer affirmatively
the question posed by R. Mortini in [20].

In addition to the above algebras, we also consider the polydisc algebra A(D"), the al-
gebra C(T™) of continuous functions, and others. We also study their subsets (real Banach
algebras) of real-valued measures, real-valued sequences or real-symmetric functions, and
of corresponding exponentially stable algebras (for example, the Callier—Desoer algebra of
causal exponentially decaying measures and L' functions), and we compute their stable
ranks. Finally, we show that in some of these real algebras a variant of the parity interlac-
ing property is equivalent to reducibility (or to strong stabilizability) of a unimodular (or
coprime) pair. Also corona theorems are presented and the existence of coprime fractions is
studied; in particular, we list which of these algebras are Bézout domains.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this article is to compute the Bass and topological stable ranks of various
real and complex Banach algebras of measures, functions and sequences.

The notions of Bass stable rank and topological stable rank (often called “stable range”)
play important roles in algebraic and topological K-theories, respectively (see [3] and [22]),
but they also have important applications in other areas, such as in the control-theoretic
problem of the dynamic stabilization of fractional transfer functions (see [21] and [37]); this
is explained briefly in Subsection 10.1.

We recall the definitions of Bass stable rank and topological stable ranks below.

Definition 1.1. Let A be a ring! with identity 1. Let n € N. An element a € A" is called
unimodular (“a left-invertible vector”) if there exists b € A™ (a left inverse) such that

b-a:= Zbkak =1.
k=1

We denote by U,(A) the set of unimodular elements of A"™. A unimodular n + 1-tuple
a € Uyy1(A) is called reducible (or stable) if there exists x € A™ such that

(1) (a1 + T1an41, - -5 Gn + Tpang1) € Uy(A).

The Bass stable rank (denoted by bsr.4) of A is the least integer n > 1 such that every
a € Up41(A) is reducible, and it is infinite if no such integer n exists.

Now let A denote a Banach algebra?. The topological stable rank (denoted by tsr.A) of A
is the least integer n > 1 such that U, (.A) is dense in A", and it is infinite if no such integer
exists.

Recall also that elements of Uy are usually called (right) coprime. We have bsr A < tsr.A
for every Banach algebra A [22]. Our main results on stable ranks are summarized in Table
1, but also some other algebras will be treated. Most of the notation used in Table 1 is
introduced in Section 2 (particularly M?%, AP and AP, ), but we explain some of it below.

By |r| we denote the greatest integer < r (r € R).

| Algebra A | bsrA [ tstA || bstAg || tsrAr |
Cop + L! 1 1 1 1
Coo + LL 1 2 2 2
Nz, M™, M+ L C(T) In/2]+1| [n/2]+1] [n/2]+1] [n/2] +1
NP, M ML ADY) || [n/2] 1| n+1 n+1 n+1
A(R), M, M+L' AP 00 00 00 00
H(Ry), My, My +LL, APy 00 00 00 00

TABLE 1. Stable ranks of algebras and their real-valued subalgebras

1By (A, +,-) being a ring we mean that (A, +) is a group, (A, -) is associative and unital, and a(b+ ¢) =
ab+ac, (b+ c)a=ba+ caVa,b,c € A. An algebra is a ring.

2By a Banach algebra we mean a real or complex Banach algebra with a unit element 1. We do not assume
commutativity, but the algebras defined in this article happen to be commutative (except in the matrix-valued
case).
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By /}(R) we denote the Banach algebra of absolutely summable functions a : R — C
with [la||; := ) ,cg |ar| and the convolution product defined by (a * b), := Y, g aib—¢. Its
subalgebras /(R ), £1(Z) and ¢!(N) have the same norm and the same product.

We use the symbol C(T") to denote the Banach algebra of complex-valued continuous
functions defined on T", where T = {z € C: |z| = 1}, and we use the notation A(D™) for the
Banach algebra of continuous functions D" — C that are holomorphic on the polydisc D",
where D := {z € C: |z| < 1}.

By M we mean the convolution Banach algebra of discrete (atomic) measures. It consists
of the sums Y, . a,6, (with the total variation norm Y, g |ar|), where a € ¢*(R) and 6, € M
is the unit mass at r. Thus M is isometrically isomorphic to £!(R). The convolution Banach
algebras

(2) M = {p € M: supppu C [0,00)},

M+LY = M+LY(R) (denoted by LA(—oc0,00) in [15, §§4.20]) and M +L1 = M, +LY(R,)
(denoted by L(1)4+A(1) in [15, §§4.19]) have also been considered previously in the literature,
but we study their stable ranks here. We present these and some other subalgebras of M + L1
in further detail in Section 2. These other subalgebras include the algebra M of measures
with commensurate delays (for example, a, = 0 for r ¢ Z) and the algebra MT (respectively,
M?") generated by n independent (over Z) d,’s (respectively, d,’s and 6_,’s).

When A stands for some of such “M}” algebras, then the notation Ag in Table 1 represents
the subset of real-valued elements of A, which is a real Banach algebra. If A = ¢}(N), then
Agr = (1(N;R) is the subset of A consisting of real-valued absolutely summable sequences
N — R; similar notation is used when N is replaced by Z, R, and R.

When A stands for C'(T"), A(D"), AP or AP, then by

Ar :={f € A:Vz, f(z) = f(2)}
we denote its subset of real-symmetric functions. The real Banach algebra A(D™)g coincides
with the subset (of A(D™)) of functions whose Taylor series at the origin have real coefficients.

One easily verifies that a complex Borel measure is real-valued iff its Laplace transform
is real-symmetric (on ‘R, hence wherever the transform converges absolutely) and that an
element of ¢1(N") or /1(Z") is real-valued iff its Z-transform is real-symmetric (on T™, hence
wherever the transform converges absolutely); further details are given in Section 2.

These real Banach algebras are often more important than the complex ones, because in
most physical applications the data is real and only real solutions are usable.

The facts that bsr#!(N) = 1 and bsr/'(Z) = tsr¢}(Z) = 1 were already known (see
[28] and [10], respectively), and we have the isometries ¢1(Z) ~ M!' and ¢*(N) ~ Mf.
Also bsr C(T") = [n/2] + 1 and tsr C(T") = [n/2| + 1 were known; even better, the facts
that bsr C'(X;C) = [n/2] +1 and bsr C(X;R) = n + 1, where n := dim(X), were shown
in [36], and (if X is compact) tsr C(X;C) = [n/2] + 1 in [22]. (Note that, for example,
C(T")r # C(T™R).) It was also known that bsr A(D") = [n/2] + 1 [8] (case n =1 in [17]),
tst A(D") =n+ 1 [7], bst A(D)g = tsr A(D)r = 2 [30], and bsr AP = tsr AP = oo [32]. The
result bsr ¢1(N") = |n/2] + 1 will be based on [8], and the result bsr Cdp + L1 = 1 will be
reduced to [28]. All other results in Table 1 seem to be completely new.

We note that bsr H* = 1 [35], and tsr H* = 2 [33]. Both stable ranks of HR® are still
unknown (Sergei Treil has conjectured that bsr Hg° = 2), but in Lemma 6.2 we construct, for

any given n, an unimodular vector in U,, of FM_ p C (AP4)r C HR® that is not reducible
in AP.
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The following is our main result.
Theorem 1.2. All results presented in Table 1 hold true (for any n =1,2,3,...).

(The proof is given immediately after Corollary 7.9 below.)

Note, in particular, that bsr A = bsr Ag = tsr A = tsr Ag = 1 when A equals ¢1(Z),
Cdp + L', M, M! +L! or C(T), and that bsr.A = 1 when A equals ¢!(N), Céy + L, M}:,
M}: + LEL|r or A(D). Also the corresponding exponentially stable subalgebras have bsr = 1, as
shown in Theorem 9.4. An example of these is

(3) (2P (N) := {a € 11(N): Zrk|ak| < oo for some r > 1},
k=0

and another one is /\/li’eXp = {37 g ardkr: a € £1*P(N)}. Such algebras have been popular
in control theory at least since the introduction of the Callier-Desoer algebra [4]. In §9 we
show that all results in Table 1 and many others hold for the corresponding exponential
algebras as well.

Unfortunately, the real variants (for example, /!(N;R) and Ry +L (R, ;R)) of all “causal”
complex algebras mentioned in the above paragraph have bsr = 2. The reducible elements
of Us of these real algebras are characterized by the parity interlacing property (§10). This
means that if (f,g) € Us(A), then there exists h € A such that f + hg is invertible iff fhas
the same sign at each real zero of §. That this holds for A equal to F 1 A(D)g was shown in
[40], but we show this, among others, for £1(N;R), Rdy+L!(R;R) and for the corresponding
exponential subalgebras; see §10. In control theory this reducibility is equivalent to g/ fbeing
stabilizable by a stable controller (one can use —h) [37].

The article is organized as follows. The notation is presented in §2. In §3 we recall a few
results on general relations between stable ranks of Banach algebras. In §4 (and in §7) we
establish corona theorems and other results with necessary and/or sufficient conditions for
unimodularity in the algebras treated in this article.

The finite entries in Table 1, except those for algebras of the form M* + Ll are proved
in §5. There we also prove fairly general stable rank results for subalgebras of C'(D™) and
of C(T™) and establish a powerful tool for constructing nonreducible unimodular continuous
functions.

In §6 we show that bsr A > |n/2] + 1 whenever A is a subalgebra of M or of My and
A contains (M™)g. This implies all the bsr = tsr = oo results in Table 1 and answers the
question posed by R. Mortini in [20].

In §7 we treat algebras of the form M7 + L! including those listed in Table 1.

In §8 we study the stable ranks and coronas of ¢!(S) and of ¢}(S N Ry), where S is
an additive subgroup of R. Obviously, £1(S) is isomorphic to the algebra M of discrete
measures on S. Naturally, also M* +L!(R) and MR+ + L1(R,) are treated. As a corollary
of the above, we obtain results for the algebra ¢'(E) (isomorphic to M™ N M), where
E = {a € Z": Y ,_;oTr > 0}; here n and the Q-independent T1,T5,...,T, > 0 are
arbitrary. Also AP® and APi, the sup-norm-closures of FM® and FMS R+ are studied.
For APfr and Mi, the corona theorems were given already in [23].

Stable ranks, unimodularity and other properties of “exponentially stable” measure, func-
tion or sequence algebras are studied in §9.



BASS AND TOPOLOGICAL STABLE RANKS 5

As mentioned below Theorem 1.2, the parity interlacing property and reducible coprime
pairs in many real algebras are treated in §10, where we also explain the control-theoretic
relevance of reducibility and stable ranks. In Subsection 10.2 we explain when a fraction g/ f,
where f,g € A, f # 0, equals a coprime fraction §/f, where (f, g) € Ug(A); in particular, we
observe which of the algebras treated in this article are Bézout domains. Analogous results
hold for matrix-valued functions too.

When treating a complex algebra we always treat also the corresponding real algebra of
real-valued measures or sequences (or of real-symmetric functions (transformations)).

2. NOTATION

In this section we present most of our notation and terminology (including C'(4;B), L,
oI, M2, «, F, AP, AP, and “causal”). See

§1 for Uy, b-a, bsr, tsr, [n/2] < n/2, £, , C(T"), A(D"), -g (including Ag, (AP)g,
LYR;)r = LY(R4;R) etc.), “ring”, “unimodular”, “reducible”, “real-symmetric” and
“coprime”;

§3 for “algebra”, “subalgebra”, “topological algebra”, “morphism”, “full”, and “ideal”;

84 for “maximal ideal space”="X(A)”, “corona”, and “symmetrization”;

§5 for B,(a), “(topological) function algebra”, and “Cayley transform”.

68 for M5, M7, , AP?, APfr etc. and dimg S;

§9 for AP (M + L1)=P gLexp etc,

Note: we do not distinguish between row and column vectors.
Here we define some symbols.

N, Z, Q@ N:={0,1,2,...},Z2:={...,-2,-1,0,1,2,...}, Q = {rational numbers},
K either K=C or K =R,

Ry [0, 00),

T, D, C+ T:={2€C:|z|=1},D:={2€C: |2/ <1}, Cy:={z€C: Rez > 0}.

M some of the various measure algebras defined below.

F, the Laplace/Fourier or Z-transform (see later below).

0a the unit mass at a (when a € R). Note that (0, * f)(t) = f(t — a).

M the k-dimensional Lebesgue measure m.

2k the kth coordinate of z if, for example, z € D" (then z* := 2{"25% .- 2% for
every a € Z", and e'* := (el®1 et?2 ... e*n) € C" for every t € R, etc.).

Ty, We assume that 77,75,T53,... € (0,00) are fixed and linearly independent over
Q (or equivalently, over Z).

T T :=(Th,Ts,...,T,) for some n. Sometimes T'=T; > 0 (when n = 1).

We use the notation C'(A; B) for the set of continuous functions A — B; and C(A) := C(4;C).
Analogously, L1(A) := L'(4;C), ¢}(A) := ¢(A;C). By n and k we denote arbitrary elements
of {1,2,3,...} unless otherwise specified. By 1 we denote the unit element of an algebra and by
I := diag(1,1,...,1) the identity matrix. A polynomial means a (real or complex, depending
on the context) linear combination of the functions z™ (n € N) or a k-tuple (p1,p2,...,pr) of
such polynomials (for any £ =1,2,...).
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We will consider the following Banach algebras with the operations of addition and convo-
lution (with dp as the unit element):

M discrete (or atomic) measures on R,
=3 nez b, a = (an)nez € L1Z), - <t_1 <0=tyg <t <....
My causal discrete measures,

f:ZneNanétn,aEgl(N),0:t0<t1 <ty < ....

Cdy+ L'  absolutely continuous measures with identity,
f=fatady, acC, f,eL(R).

Cop + L}r causal absolutely continuous with identity
f=fatady, a€C, f,eL}(Ry).

M+ L measures without continuous singular part
f=fat Y ez, fa€ L'R), a € lH(Z), - <t_1 <0=tyg<t; <....
M + Lt is equipped with the norm || f|| := || fallL®) + llallez). The same norm is used for

each of the above algebras and for the ones to follow. They are all closed subalgebras of
M+ LL
My + Lfr causal measures without continuous singular part
f=fat Y nennlt,, fa €LHRY), a € H(N), 0=ty <t <ta<....
In the following, let T' > 0.

Ml periodic discrete measures,
_ 1
[ =2 nez @nbnr, a € L(Z).
+ . . .
M}r causal periodic discrete measures,

[ =2 nenndnr, a € (N).

M+ LY absolutely continuous plus periodic discrete measures,
f=fat Y nezndnr, fa €LY R), a € H(Z), - <0=1tg<t1 <....

Mf + L}r the causal elements of M! + L1,

f = fa + ZneNanénTv fa c Ll(R+), a € fl(N), O=to<ti <tag<....
If M denotes one of the classes above, then by F M we denote the set of Laplace transforms
of elements of M3, where

(FF)(s) = f(s) = /R 5t F(8) dt.

With the operations of pointwise addition and multiplication, and equipped with the same
(coinduced) norm as M, the set F M} becomes Banach algebra that is isometrically isomor-

phic to M7; in particular, the stable ranks are the same. We recall that F(f * g) = fﬁ for
all f,g € M+ L' and that F6, =e™™ (r € R).
For ¢1(Z) or ¢*(N) the symbol F stands for the Z-transform:

(Fa)(z) :=a(z) := Y arz".
k

Similarly, if a € £*(Z") (respectively, £!(N")), then

a(z1y...y2n) = E aszlz§2 coghn,
(k17~~~7kn)€Zn
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Observe that also here F(a * b) bon T" (respectively, on D"), where

=a
(a * b)k = Z ajbk_j (k S Zn)
JEL™
For A equal to M + L! (respectively, M, + L%, ¢1(Z"), ¢1(N")) and f € A, the function
f is uniformly continuous on iR (respectively, C1, T, D") and sup \ﬂ < |Ifll.a-

We identify F : A — FA with the corresponding function F : 4™ — (F.A)" (analogously
for other operations and sets).

Remark 2.1. The algebras ¢1(N), (1(Z), {*(R,) and ¢}(R) are isometrically isomorphic (as
Banach algebras) to ML M M, and M, respectively. Similarly, ¢1(Z") ~ M"™ and
H(N") ~ ’f, as explained below. Analogous claims hold for the corresponding real-valued
subsets (real Banach algebras): £1(N;R) ~ (/\/lf)R, etc.

In the above isometries a € ¢*(R) (or a € (*(Ry)) is identified with >, . ar0, € M but
a € 11(Z) (or a € (Y(N)) with Y, .7 andnr € M.
Next we explain how the Banach algebras ¢£}(N") and ¢!(Z") are isometrically isomorphic

to the algebras ./\/lﬁlr+ and M" of n noncommensurate delays.
Let n € {1,2,3,...}. Let T1,T5,T3,... > 0 be linearly independent over Q. Then the

smallest closed subalgebra M’f of M containing d1,,d7,, ..., 07, is obviously isometrically
isomorphic to £*(N") through
(4) H(N") 5 a Z ao 07,

acN"

where 03 1= 871072 -+ 07" = 0oy Ty +ao Tyt +anTn = Jo-1- Similarly, the smallest closed subal-
gebra M™ of M containing +7,,0+7,, . ..,0+7, is isometrically isomorphic to £1(Z").

By AP (respectively, AP, ) we denote the closure of F M (respectively, F M ;) with respect
to the supremum norm on the imaginary axis iR. Note that AP is the algebra of almost
periodic functions iR — C and that AP, C AP consists of those elements that have a
holomorphic extension to {z € C: Rez > 0}.

A measure is called causal if its support lies on R,. An element of ¢}(Z") is called causal
if its support lies on N”. In these cases causality is obviously equivalent to the Laplace
(respectively, Z-) transformation being holomorphic and bounded on C, (respectively, on
D). Therefore, we often call also A(D") and AP, (and ¢'(N"), /1(R,), My etc.) causal
algebras and C(T") and AP (and ¢}(Z"), £*(R), M etc.) noncausal algebras.

If a € A" and b € A, then we often write (a,b) := (a1,...,a,,b) € A", Thus, the
condition bsr. A < n can be rewritten as “if (a,b) € U,y1(A) and b € A, then there exists
x € A" such that a + xb € U, (A)” (by Lemma 3.1).

3. PRELIMINARIES ON STABLE RANKS

We assume that every algebra (a real/complex vector space with a bilinear multiplication) is
associative, and has a unit. We say that A C A’ is a subalgebra of A’ if A and A’ are algebras
(with same operations and scalar field) and have the same unit. A topological algebra means a
topological vector space which is an algebra and where also the multiplication is continuous.
Obviously, also the definition of tsr is meaningful for any topological algebra. A Banach
algebra A is an algebra that is also a Banach space and satisfies |lab|| < ||a||||b]| (a,b € A).
An algebra morphism means a linear, multiplicative (f(ab) = f(a)f(b)) mapping.
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We sometimes use without further mention the following lemma [36, Theorem 1] [22, p. 303].
It says that if either stable rank condition holds for some n, then it holds for every bigger n
too.

Lemma 3.1. Let A be a Banach algebra. If every a € Uy, y1(A) is reducible, then so is every
a € Upyo(A). If Uy(A) is dense in A", then U, 1(A) is dense in AL,

We recall the following from [22].
Proposition 3.2. For every Banach algebra A we have tsr A > bsr A.

(If A is noncommutative, then one can define left and right tsr’s and bsr’s, but Proposition
3.2 holds for any of them.)

Many of our tsr results are constructive, and we sketch simpler constructive proofs for some
special cases in the notes to §5. We remark that they all lead to constructive bsr results.

Remark 3.3. If f,g,z,y € A are such that zf + yg = 1, and tsr A = 1, then there exists
w € Uj(A) so close to = that wf + yg € Uy(A), that is, that f 4+ hg € U;(A), where
h :=w 'y € A. So any constructive tsr A = 1 result is also a constructive bsr A = 1 result.
Analogously, any constructive tsr.4 = n result is also a constructive bsr. A = n result, as one
observes from the proof (in [22] or in [6]) of Proposition 3.2.

Note also that the tsr and bsr results are robust to small errors (in, e.g., f, g, =, y, w and
h) in the sense described in Subsection 10.1.
In [8, p. 545] it is conjectured that tsr.A < 2bsr A for every complex Banach algebra.

Lemma 3.4. If A is a Banach algebra, then U,(A) is open.

Proof. Let f € Uy(A) and ¢g- f =1 for some g € A™. If h € A" is sufficiently close to f, then
g - h is invertible and hence h € U, (A), because (g-h)"1g-h = 1. O

If A is a subalgebra of a unital algebra A’ and every A’-invertible a € A has a~! € A, then
A is called full. An equivalent condition is that Uj(A) = AN U;(A").

Lemma 3.5. If A is a dense and full subalgebra of a Banach algebra A’, then A"NU,(A") =
Un(A) (n€{1,2,3,...}).

Proof. 1t f € U, (A), then f € ANU,(A"), so assume that f € ANU,(A") and hence g- f =1
for some g € (A)". Pick h € A™ so close to g that h - f is invertible (in A’, hence in A).
Then (h- f)"'h€ Aand (h- f)"'h-f =1, hence f € U,(A). d

The following is a special case of [34, Theorem 2.2].
Lemma 3.6. If A is a dense and full subalgebra of a Banach algebra A’, then bsr A < bsr A'.

(The fullness assumption can be weakened. Moreover, if A’ is complex and commutative,
then bsr A" < bsr A + 2, by [8, Corollary 3.18]. Swan’s open problem asks if bsr A" = bsr.A.)

We quote the following from Badea [2, Proposition 4.12] (its proof applies in the real case
as well).

Proposition 3.7. Let A and A’ be topological algebras and let f: A — A’ be a continuous
algebra morphism with a dense image. Then tst A > tsr A’.

Corollary 3.8. Let A be a topological algebra and let A’ be a Banach algebra. If f: A — A’
is a continuous injective algebra morphism with dense and full image f[A] C A’, then tsr A >
tsr A’ > bsr A’ > bsr A; if, in addition, f~! is continuous, then tsr A = tsr A’.
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(Much of this is given in [6, Theorem 3 and Corollary 3] and also the other results are
known at least to some extent. Many of the claims actually hold for fairly general topological
rings too.)

Proof. The chain of inequalities follows from Lemma 3.6 and Propositions 3.7 and 3.2. Assume
then that n := tsr A’ < 00, a € f[A"] and € > 0. Pick o’ € U, (A") with |la — d/|| < ¢/2 and
then b € f[A]" such that ||’ — || < €/2 is so small that b € U,(A’). By Lemma 3.5,
b e Uy(f(A)] = f[Un(A)], so tst f[A] < n. If 7! is continuous, then tsr.A = tsr f[A]. O

Note that M + L! and its subalgebras are complex and commutative. We also have
M+ LY(R) c LY(R) and M, * LY(R}) c LY(Ry)
(these facts will be used without further mention). In fact L!(R) is an closed 2-sided ideal of

M +LY(R). Since the quotient algebra (M +L1)/L! is isometrically isomorphic to Cdg + L*,
the following lemma says that, for example, bsr(M + L1) > bsr(Cdg + L1).

Lemma 3.9. Let A is a K-Banach algebra.

(1) If J be a 2-sided ideal of A, then bsr A > max{bsr.4/J, bsr(K1+ J)}.
(2) If J is a closed 2-sided ideal of A, then tsr A > tsr A/J.

The lemma is from [36, Theorem 4] and [22, Theorem 4.3].
Next we observe that if (a,b) € Usg, then (a + ¢b,b) € U,y, and if (a + ¢b,b) is reducible,
then so is (a, b).

Lemma 3.10. Let A be a ring. Let a € A™ and b € A be “coprime”, that is, (a,b) €
Uny1(A). Let c € A" and w € Ui(A). Then (a + cb,b) € U,y and (wta,b) € Uy, If
(w™l(a + cb),b) € Uyyq is reducible, then so is (a,b).

Proof. f x-a+y-b=1,thenz-(a+cb)+ (y—z-c)b=1and 2w- (wla)+y -b=1 1If
w1 (a + cb) + hb € Uy, then Uy 3 (a + ¢b) + whb = a + (c + wh)b. O

4. UNIMODULARITY IN OUR ALGEBRAS

In this section we present corona theorems and other results on unimodularity. Further
similar results are presented in §7.

First we note that a unimodular measure in some M3 algebra has a unimodular discrete
part.

Lemma 4.1. Let A be equal to M +L' or My + LY. If p+ f € Uy (A) (with f € (LY)" and
we Mm™), then pu € Uy,(A).

Proof. Assume that 1 = (v +g) * (u+ f) = v« pu+ h (where a xb:= Y, ai, = by), where
h:=v*f+g*pu+ f+xgecL' hence h=0and vx*p=1. O

In the above proof we showed that the discrete part v of the inverse of u+ f is a left inverse
of p. In Lemma 7.1 we shall establish the nontrivial converse: if v is any left inverse of u,
then there exists g € L' such that v + g is a left inverse of u + f.

If A is complex and commutative, then by X(A) we denote the mazimal ideal space of
A, that is, the set of nonzero homomorphisms A — C with weak* topology. Recall that
X (A) C A* and that ||A]| =1 for every A € X(A) [26].

It is well known that f € A" is in U,(A) iff Af # 0 VA € X(A), that is, iff € :=
infpex(a) [Af| > 0. For the latter condition, X (A) can obviously be replaced by a dense
subset. We state here also the converse (which is essentially proved on [11, pp. 202-203]).
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Lemma 4.2 (X (A)). Assume that A is a complex commutative Banach algebra. Let Xy C
X(A). Then the following are equivalent.
(i) Xo is dense in X(A).
(ii) Given anyn > 1 and f € A, we have f € U,(A) iff there exists ¢ > 0 such that
[Afi| + -+ |Afn| > € for every A € Xj.

The set X(A)\ Xp is called the “corona” of the maximal ideal space. A “corona theorem”
states that the corona is empty, that is, it is a special case of Lemma 4.2. In Theorem 4.3
below we present below corona theorems (or dense subsets of maximal ideal spaces) for most
algebras used in this article.

This theorem shows that the point evaluations of the Fourier or Z-transform of a measure
or ¢! function, respectively, form a dense subset of the maximal ideal case in the cases treated
in (a) and the whole maximal ideal space in (b).

Theorem 4.3 (Corona Theorem). Let n,k € {1,2,---}.

(al) Let A be any one of M + LY, MY + L', M, M', Céy + L' and F~1 AP. Then
f e FA" is unimodular (f € Uy (FA)) iff there exists € > 0 such that |f(z)| > € for
every z € 1R.

(a2) Part (al) above also holds if we replace A by A (respectively, by M™) and iR by C
(respectively, by iR).

(b) Let A stand for the algebra M?' (respectively, /\/lf, Cdp + LY, Cé + L, (1(ZF),
(Y(NF), O(T*), A(D*)). Then f € FA" is unimodular iff f(z) # 0 for every z in
iR U {oo} (respectively, C, U{oc}, iR U {oo}, C; U {o0}, T¥, Ek, T*, Ek).

(Here | - | denotes any norm on C™", and “f(z) # 0” means that “f(z) # (0,0,...,0)”.
Naturally, by (M + L) we refer to My + L1, etc. We have M" in (a2), because M’ will
not be defined before §8.)

Proof. We first prove (b):
1° The maximal ideal spaces of Cdy + L, Céy + L1, ¢1(ZF), ¢*(NF), C(T™) and A(D")
equal the sets mentioned in (b), by [13, pp. 107 and 112] and [26, p. 271] (or [37,
pp. 338-339]). This proves (b) for those classes, by Lemma 4.2.
2° The algebras M! and M}:: We reduce these to £1(Z) and to ¢}(N), respectively.
We have g(s) := >, apexp(—nTs) = > a,2" = a(z), where z = exp(—T's); this
mapping g — a € ¢! is an isometric isomorphism. If the components of f are of
this form, say fk(s) = gk(z) for kK = 1,...,n, then we have |f(s)] = ]3(2)] (for any
s with z := exp(—T's)), so then |f| > € on iR (respectively, on C,) iff |3| >eon T
(respectively, on D). By 1°, an equivalent condition is that b € U,,(¢}(Z)) (respectively,
b € U, (¢1(N))), which in turn holds iff f € U, (M?) (respectively, f € Un(/\/lf))7 by
the isomorphism.

(a) For the classes mentioned in (b) the equivalence follows by continuity and compactness.
For the others it suffices to show that iR (respectively, C,) is dense in the maximal ideal
space of A (respectively, of A, ), by Lemma 4.2.

1° The algebras M +L', M. +L3r, My, AP, AP, : The proofs for density can be found

from the following references: M + L' in [15, Theorem 4.20.4], My + L} in [37, p.
342], AP in [12], and AP and M in [23].
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2° The algebra M: If f € F(M)" satisfies |f| > € > 0 on iR, then ¢g- f = 1 for some
g € F(M +L'). Obviously, the discrete part of g is a left inverse of f.

3° The algebras M! + L and Mf + L%: From Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 8.2 (whose
proof is self-contained) we conclude that if u,v € M", f,g € LY(R)" and (v +g)- (u+
f) = o, then (vs +g) - (u+ f) = 6o (where S = Z). Thus, the result for M?! + L!
follows from that for M +L'. Analogously, the result for ./\/li+ + L% follows from that

for M4 +LL.
4° The algebra M™: The proof is similar to 3° above.
(Part of our proofs are from [19, Theorem 4.1.6], which contains further results.) g

For further algebras of the form A C M or A + L}, corona theorems are given in Lemma
7.3 and in Corollary 7.4. (For A equal to M?, /\/LSr or M", see Proposition 8.2, where also
?1(S) and ¢1(S NRy) are covered.) Theorem 4.5 (respectively, 9.3) is the analogous corona
theorem for real-valued (respectively, for “exponentially stable”) measures or sequences. For
AP® C AP and AP C AP, corona theorems are given in Corollary 8.3. For ¢}(R), ¢}(R}.)
or M’}j, use Remark 2.1.

We note that if A C M + L', then Ag equals the subset of real-valued elements of A (the
elements f, + >, and;, € A for which f, is real-valued and a,, € R Vn). Equivalently, then
Ar = {p € A: () = 1i(2) Vz} = AN (M + LY)g.

The elements of these and our other algebras can be made real-valued or real-symmetric
by symmetrization.

Lemma 4.4 (symmetrization). If u € M+LY, then Rep = (u+ji)/2 € (M+LY)g. Moreover,
i(s) = 11(5) for all s € iR (in fact for all s € C4 if p € M4 + L1 ).
Let A stand for any of the algebras mentioned in Theorem 4.3. If f € FA, then fr :=

(f+f0)/2 € FAr, and |[frlloc < [fllo- If frg € FA", g-f =1 and f € FAR, then
gr € FAR and gr - f = 1.

Proof. Most of this is obvious. For the last claim, set g.(z) := g(%Z), gr := (¢ + ¢¢)/2. Then
fe=[ = fr, hence

141,
2 2 2

1.

gR.f:g‘Fgc'f:g'f'*'gc'fc_

This makes it easy to extend Theorem 4.3 to the real algebras.

Theorem 4.5 (Real Corona Theorem). Theorem 4.3 holds even if we replace A by Ar (in
the “iff” claims). Thus Uy, (Ar) = Ag NU,(A).

Proof. By the last claim of Lemma 4.4, we have A NU,(A) C U,(Ar). The converse is
trivial. The former claim of Theorem 4.5 follows from the latter and Theorem 4.3. O

5. FINITELY MANY GENERATORS: M", (1(N"), A(D"), C(T"), ...

In this section we study M™ ", (1(Z"), A(D"), C(T™) and other finitely generated algebras
(and the corresponding real algebras). In the technical Subsection 5.1 we construct some
examples of nonreducible elements of U,,. In Subsection 5.2 we compute the stable ranks of
many algebras, partially based on the examples in Subsection 5.1.
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For the causal real algebras studied here we have bsr > 2. However, in many of them a
(coprime) pair (f,g) € Usg is reducible iff it has the “parity interlacing property”, as we shall
see in §10.

5.1. Nonreducible unimodular vectors. In this subsection we present examples that will
be used to prove most of our results of the form “bsr >”. We start with an auxiliary result
followed by a powerful tool for constructing nonreducible functions.

In the following lemma we observe that the identity function on a nice set £ C R" can be
continuously extended to R” so that its values remain in F.

Lemma 5.1. Let E C R" be convex, open and bounded. Then there exists b € C(R™; E) such
that b(x) =z (v € E).

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that 0 € E. By [16, p. 82], the Minkowski
functional N(z) := inf{t > 0: z/t € E} is a norm on R™. Because every norm on R" is
continuous, the function ' (x) := x/N(x) is a continuous function R™ \ {0} — JF; obviously,
b (z) € OF (x € R™\ {0}). It is a simple exercise to show that b'(x) = x (x € JF). Let
b(x) =z for x € E and b(x) := b'(x) elsewhere. O

A standard tool in many stable rank proofs in the literature is Brouwer’s fixed point
principle [27] or the stability of the origin for the identity mapping on R™ [36]. We now
formulate this method explicitly and extend it by allowing the “boundary function” F' below
to be nonzero. Recall that K =R or K = C, and that E° denotes the interior of F.

Lemma 5.2. Let E C K" be compact, fj,g € C(E;K) (j < n) and g(xr) = 0 (z € OF).
Set f = (f1,-.-, fn). If the function F(x) :== © — f(x) (x € OF) has an extension F €
C(K™\ E°; E), then for every h € C(E;K") there exists x € E such that (f + gh)(x) = 0.

For this continuous extendibility of F', a sufficient condition is obviously that F|pg is a
constant that belongs to E. A necessary condition is that F]OE| C E; this condition is also
sufficient if there exists a retraction b : K™\ E° — OFE (this means that b is continuous and
b(x) = x for every x € OF).

By Lemma 5.1, the retraction exists if E' is the closure of a convex, open and bounded set.

Proof. Define
= f(x) —g(x)h(z), ifzeck;
(5) Glw) = {F(:z:), trgE

Since g = 0 on JF, we have FF = G on JF, and so G € C(K™;K"). G is bounded since F
is compact. By Brouwer’s fixed point theorem (Lemma A.3), there exists € K" such that
G(z) = x. But if x € E, then x = G(x) = F(z) € E, a contradiction. So we must have
x € E. Consequently, z = G(x) = x — (f + gh)(x), that is, (f + gh)(z) = 0.

The second paragraph is straightforward (for example, F o b is an extension of F' if b is a
retraction). O

If a € R, then B,(a) := {z € R": |z —a| < r} C R" C C". We now give a “unimodular”
real-coefficient polynomial (f,g) : C* — C"*! that is not reducible in any subalgebra of
C(D")g.
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Corollary 5.3. Let 0 #n € N, a € R"™ and r > 0. Define the real-coefficient polynomials
g9, f; € C(C C)r by
(6) g(z) == r? — Z(zj — aj)2, filz) =zj—a; (j=1,...,n, z€C").
j=1

If h € C(B,(a);R"), then (f + gh)(z) = 0 for some x € B,(a). Moreover, (f,g): C* — C"*!
has no zeros and fifi + fafo+ -+ fufu +177%g =1

Note that if a; = 1/2 Vj, r = 1/3, then E := B,(a) C [1/6 5/6]™, hence then for every
h € C(D")g there exists x € E C D™ such that (f + hg)(x

) =
This follows from Lemma 5.2 with K := R, F := B,.(a) C K", because here z — f(z) = a €
E (z € OF).
All typical algebras of real-symmetric functions on D™ have bsr > n + 1.

Corollary 5.4. Let A be a subalgebra of C(D™)gr. If A contains the polynomials, then bsr A >
n—+ 1.

Indeed, now with f, g from Corollary 5.3 we have (f,g) € U,41(A) but f+ hg € U, (A) for
every h € A",

A converse is given in Theorem 5.16.

By a function algebra we mean an algebra of functions with the standard operations
(f9)(2) = f(2)9(2), (f +9)(z) = [(2) +9(2), (af)(z) := af(z). A topological function

algebra means a topological algebra that is a function algebra.

Corollary 5.5. Let E C R"™ have a nonempty interior. Assume that A C C(E;R) is a
function algebra, and that A contains the polynomials. Then bsr A > n + 1.

Indeed, the f and g defined by (6) satisfy (f,g) € U,41(A) and (f, g) is not reducible.

We note that in [36] it was shown that bsr.A > n + 1 and bsr C(E;R) = n + 1 also if, for
example, E is any topological space with d(E) = n and A is a dense subring of the set of
bounded real-valued continuous functions on E.

The three above corollaries are useful for real algebras only, so next we construct fairly
elementary elements of C'(T";C) that are not reducible. These will also be used in certain
proofs later on.

Corollary 5.6. Let 0 #n € N, r € (0,1). Set T, := {e': t € [-r,n/2 + 1]} C T. Define
9. fj € C(T*" C)x by

[i(z) == [z2j—1 + zz_jl |+ 225 — zz_jl]/Q = Rezg;j_1 + ¢ Im 295,

7
" 9(2) =2~ |£(2) —T—ng

(j=1,....n, z€T"). Ifh € C(T%”;C”), then (f + gh)(z) = 0 for some z € T%“. Moreover,
(f,9) : T2 — C™*! has no zeros, and fifi + fafo+ -+ fufu +7 29 =1.

Proof. Note that f and g are real-coefficient polynomials in 2; and z; = 2 1'(j < 2n), and
that so is f; = f;(*), hence (7) holds. In particular, f;,g € C(T?*;C)r (j <n). If f(z) =0

then g(z) = 72, and so (f,g) has no zeros. Set
=(n/2,...,7/2) eC", E:={weC": |w—al<r}



14 KALLE MIKKOLA AND AMOL SASANE

If w € E, then Rew; € [r/2 —r,7/2 + 7] and Imw; € [—7,r]. Define ¢ € C(E;T?") by
d(w)j—1 = eicosil(Re“’f_”/Q), P(w)g; = gisin™! Imw; (we E, j<n).
For w € E, z:= ¢(w) € T?", we have
Re f(z); = Rezj—1 = Rew; — /2, Im f;(2) =Imzy; =Imw; (weE),

hence f(¢(w)) =w — a (w € E). Consequently, g(¢(w)) = r? — |w — a|?, and so for w € OF,
g(p(w)) = 0. Moreover, w — f(¢(w)) = a € E is a constant, so we can apply Lemma 5.2 to
fo¢, gogand ho ¢ to obtain w € E such that (f + gh)(¢(w)) = 0.

Note: it suffices that h € C(¢[E];C™). O

We conclude that all of our noncausal subalgebras of C'(T") have bsr > m/2.

Corollary 5.7. Let A C C(T™) be a function algebra. If zj,zj_l ceA(j=1,2,...,m), then
bsr A > [m/2]| + 1.

Note that here A is either a real algebra or a subalgebra of C'(T™).

Proof. This follows directly from Corollary 5.6 if m = 2n. Assume then that m = 2n + 1.
Set f'(z,w) := f(2), ¢'(z,w) := g(z) (z € T?", w € T). Then fig € A(j < n). Given
h' € A™, set h(z) := h'(z,1) (z € T?") to have 0 = (f + hg)(z) for some z € T?" and so
0= (f'"+Hhg)(z1). Thus f'+1h'g & U,(A). O

A converse is given in Theorem 5.13.

To construct our ultimate nonreducible unimodular vector, we need the following technical
lemma. It uses the fact that ¢(z) := tan {2z maps [—1,1] — [—1,1] but shrinks the vertical
direction.

Lemma 5.8. Set ¢(z) := tan §z, ¥(z) = i¢(—iz). Then ¢ and ¢ are holomorphic on
a neighborhood of D, ¢(z) € D when —1 < Rez < 1, ¥(z) € D when —1 < Imz < 1,
o(£1) = £1, and (i) = +i. In particular, Re(z) € (—1,1) and Im¢(z) € (—1,1) when
z € D. Moreover, ¢(Z) = ¢(2), ¥(Z) = ¥ (z).
Finally, there exists € > 0 such that for every r € (0,¢) we have
x+Rerg(e™) € [I,m — 1] (z € [0,7]),
z+7/2 —Imrp(e®) € 1,7 — 1] (z € [-7/2,7/2]).

Proof. Most claims are straightforward (note that ¢ has poles at 2 + 4n (n € Z) and that
sin and cos are real-symmetric), and so we only prove (8). Since ¢(—z) = —¢(z) (2 € D),
we have Im r)(e!*=™/2)) = Imrip(—ie’) = Imrig(—e®) = — Rer¢(—e'), and so the latter
claim in (8) follows from the former, which we establish below.

The function g(z) := z + r¢(e’®) has ¢'(z) = 1 + ire®¢’(e'*). Thus we have Reg'(x) >
0 (z € [0, 7]) once we require that r is sufficiently small (which we do). But Reg(0) =1+,
so g(z) > 1 (z € [0,7]). Now Reg(z) < w/2+r <7 —1 (z €[0,7/2]) if r is small. Hence
Reg(z) € [1,7 — 1] (z € [0,7/2]).

Given z € [0,7/2], set z := ¢ w = (™% = _7  Since #(—%) = —¢(z), we have
Re ¢p(w) = —Re ¢(z), and so

gir —z) =7 —z +rReg(e’™?)) =1 — (x + rRe¢(e’®)) = 7 — Reg(z) € [1, 7 — 1].
Consequently, z + Rer¢(e®®) € [1,7 — 1] YV € [0, ). ]

(8)
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Now we can construct a unimodular vector (f, g) € Ug,1(F£H(N™; R)) that is not “reducible
on T™” hence nor in many algebras, as noted later below. So we shall have f, g holomorphic
on D™ (unlike in Corollary 5.6) and it suffices that h is defined on (a part of) T™ (unlike in
Corollary 5.3). The price that we pay is the fact that f is not a polynomial.

Lemma 5.9. Let 0 # k € N, m := 2k. Define g, f; € C(D™;C) by

k
9(z) =] - D +1) (€D,
(9) =1

fi(2) = —rd(z2j-1) +7(225)  (G=1,...,k 2€D™),

where ¢, Y and r < 1 are as in Lemma 5.8. Set By := [0,7] x [-7/2,7/2], E := Ef C R™,
En = eF c T™. If h € C(E;,;CF), then (f + gh)(z) = 0 for some z € E,,. Moreover,
(f,9) : D" — CF! has no zeros on D™, and f and g are absolutely converging sums of
real-coefficient polynomials on a neighborhood of D™, hence (f,g) € Ugi1(FL(N™:R)) is not
reducible.

Proof.

1° Let z € D™. We have g(z) = 0 iff 295 = %@ or 2951 = £1 for some j < k. If
z9j—1 = £1, then Re fj(2)/r = F1 + Re(295) € F1+ (—1,1) = F(0,2) # 0, hence
then fj(z) # 0. Similarly, if z9; = %4, then Im f;/r € (—1,1) =1 # 0. Consequently,
g(z) =0 = f(z) # 0 for every z € D™. Moreover, g is a polynomial and ¢ and
¥ are holomorphic (hence their MacLaurin polynomials converge absolutely) on a
neighborhood of D, by Lemma 5.8, which also shows that ¢ and 1) are real-symmetric
(that is, they have real coefficients), so we have proved the last sentence (use Theorem
4.5 for unimodularity).

2° Set Gy(z) = f(e™), Gy(x) = g(e), Gup(x) = h(e™), (x € E), where e :=
(e’®1 ..., e®m). Then Gy,G) € C(E;CF), G, € C(E;C). We shall soon apply Lemma
5.2 to Gy, Gy and Gj,. From 1° we observe that G, = 0 on OF.

3° We have x—G¢(x) € E for every x € E. Indeed, let x € E. Set w; := x9j_1+izg; (j <
k), so that w € C* is identified with 2 € R™. Set z := €. Then 2951 = ei®2i-1
and so Rew; — ReGy(w); = x2j—1 — Re fj(2) = (x2j—1 + Rerg(22j-1)) — r Re(29;)
€ [1,7—1]+r[-1,1] C [0, 7], by (8). Similarly, Imw; —Im G ¢(w); = xo;—Imri(2z25)+
rIm¢(zej-1) € 1,7 — 1] = 7/2 +r[-1,1] C [-7/2,7/2]. Thus w; — G¢(w); € E.
Since this holds for any j < k, we have w — Gf(w) € E.

4° By 2° and 3°, we have F' € C(OE; E), where F(z) := x — G¢(x). Identify E C R™
with E C C* (and consider G, G, and G as defined on the latter). By Lemma 5.2
(and Lemma 5.1), there exists z € E such that (G ;+GyGp)(z) = 0. Set z := €' € T™
to complete the proof.

O

Corollary 5.10. Let A C C(T") be a function algebra. If F¢*(N*;R) C A, then bsr A >
In/2| + 1.

Proof. The proof of Corollary 5.7 applies here too, mutatis mutandis, with Lemma 5.9 in place
of Corollary 5.6. Use also the fact that (f,g) € U1 (FH(N";R)) by the corona theorem 4.5,
and observe that Uy, 1 (F (N R)) C Upyq(A). O
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The assumptions of Corollary 5.10 are weakened in Lemma 9.7, a converse is given in
Theorem 5.13, and a related result is given in Corollary 6.3.

5.2. bsr and tsr. Practically all topological algebras of holomorphic functions (except K1)
have tsr > 2, as the proof below shows.

Lemma 5.11. Let A C H*®(Q) be a function algebra with topology. Assume that the sup-
norm is continuous on A. If some f € A+# {0} has a zero on 2, then tsr A > 2.

Proof. If f(z) = 0 and f,, — f in A, as n — oo, then the function f,, has a zero near z for

each big n, by Hurwitz’ Theorem. Therefore, f ¢ U;(.A), so tsr A > 1. O
From [8] we conclude the following.
Lemma 5.12. bsr/}(N") = [n/2] + 1.

Proof. Let A = (}(N"). By Corollary 5.10 (or [8, Theorem 3.12] or [27, Theorem 3.3]),
bsr FA > |n/2]+1. By [8, p. 543], bsr A < dsr A, and by [8, Theorem 3.4], dsr A < |n/2|+1
(since it is a n-generated unital complex commutative Banach algebra). [l

Recall that C(T")r = {f € C(T"): f(2) = f(z2) Vz € T"} is a real Banach algebra.

Set 1/z := (27%,...,2;1) for all z € (C\ {0})". Now we show that its typical noncausal

’r n

subalgebras have bsr = tsr = |n/2] + 1.

Theorem 5.13. Let A C C(T™) be a topological function algebra containing all real poly-
nomials. Assume that some functions holomorphic on a neighborhood T™ are dense in A.
Assume that f(1/-) € A for all f € A. Assume also that for any k > 1 a function f € A* is
unimodular if f(z) #0 for all z € T™. Then bsr A = tsr A = [n/2] + 1.

Proof. By Corollary 5.7 and Proposition 3.2 we have [n/2]+1 < bsr A < tsr.A. So it remains
to show that tsr A < |n/2] + 1, and we do this below.

(The proof below could be simplified if we assumed that A is a complex (not real) algebra.
The same applies to Theorem 5.16. The reader may wish to first read the proof of Lemma
8.5, which is a simplified version of this.)

Set k := |n/2] + 1. Then 2k > n + 1. Let f € A* be holomorphic on a neighborhood of
T". We shall show that f € Uy, (it follows that tsr.A < k). Set

P:={pe{-1,0,1}":p; =0Vj > k}.
For each p € P and j € {1,...,n} we define

0, fp; #0 > k;
Ef = T\ {£1}, ifp;=0, j<k g§(z);:{ ifp; # 0 orj>
T, if j > k; Im f;(z)/Imz;, if p; =0and j <k.

Obviously, T" = Upep EP, where EP := H?:l Eﬁ-’ . By #p we denote the number of j such that
pj # 0. Set F, := (Re f;gP) € C1(EP;R?*) (p € P) (with slight abuse of notation, similarly
below). Since E? is n — #p-dimensional, by Lemma A.2 we have® m,, ;1 4,(F,[E?]) = 0, and

3Here, by m;(A) = 0, we mean that A is the C* image of some A’ C RV satisfying m;(A’) = 0. By Lemma
A.2, this is equivalent to the standard definition if A C R7.
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80 My41(F,[EP] x R#P) = 0. From the above m,,11(N,) = 0, where

if p; # 0; 2k
N, =< {R J : E? R=¥.
pi= Resl }XH{{% (), itm=o o TS

Thus, max(N,) < mp+1(Np) =0 (for any p € P). Set N := UpepN, C R?*. Then moy(N) =
0, and so we can fix an arbitrarily small (by absolute value) (r;t) € R? \ N. Define h €
C>(T™; R?*) by
h(z) := (Re f(2);Im f(2)) — (r;t1 Im 21, ..., ¢ Im 2).
We now assume that h(z) = 0 for some z € T" and derive a contradiction. Pick p € P such
that z € EP. Then Re f(z) = r and gﬁ.’(z) = t; for those j < k for which p; = 0. Consequently,

(r,t) € Np, a contradiction. Thus h has no zeros.
Hence the function

G:=f—r—iltiImz,... t,Imz): T" — CF

has no zeros (because h = (ReG,Im G)). But G € A*, since iIm z; = (z; — zj_l)/Q € A, and
so G € Ug(A) (having no zeros). As G was arbitrarily close to f, we have tsr A < k. O

The above applies to all of our “noncausal n-dimensional classes”.

Corollary 5.14. We have bsr A = tsr A = |n/2] + 1 when A equals any of C(T™), C(T")g,
Nz, ((ZR), M and (M™)g.

Proof. By Remark 2.1, M"™ and (M")r may be omitted, so the corollary follows from The-

orem 5.13. Indeed, the real or complex polynomials in z1,...,2,;2] Lo . z71 are dense

C(T"), C(T")g and F¢'’s, by Lemma A.1; by the Corona Theorems 4.3 and 4.5, also the
unimodularity condition is satisfied; obviously also the other assumptions of Theorem 5.13

are satisfied. O

Corollary 5.15. Let A C C(T") be a full subalgebra. Assume that zk,zgl € A for k =
1,2,...,n. Then bst A= |n/2] 4+ 1.

Note that A being full in C(T™) means that f~! € Aif f € Aand f(z) # 0 for all z € T".

Proof. Assume first that A is complex. Since A is dense in C(T") (Lemma A.1), from Lemma
3.6, it follows that bsr A < bsr C(T") = |n/2| 4+ 1. But bsr. A > [n/2]| + 1, by 2° of the proof
of Theorem 5.13. The real case is analogous (replace C(T") by C(T")r). O

Next we study the “causal case”. Recall that by A(D™) we denote the polydisc algebra of
continuous functions D" — C that are holomorphic on D™. For this algebra and its typical
subalgebras we have tsr A = n + 1; in the real case also bsr A =n + 1.

Theorem 5.16. Let K C C" and suppose that A C C(K) is a topological function algebra
containing all real polynomials. Assume that some functions holomorphic on a neighborhood
K are dense in A. Assume also that a function f € A" is unimodular if f(z) # 0 for all
z€ K. Then tst A < n+ 1. If K has a nonempty interior and the sup norm is continuous
on A, thentst A=n+1. If AC C(K)g, and B.(a) := {z € R": |[v —a| < r} C K for some
a € R™ and r > 0, then bsr A =tsr A =n+ 1.

In the last claim we have set C'(K)r := {f € C(K): f(x) € RVz € K NR"}. One can
verify that A(D")g = C'(D")g.
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(This is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.13.) Let f € A"*! be holomorphic on a
neighborhood V of K. Let P be the collection of sets p C {1,...,n + 1} such that
either {1,n+1} C por {1,n+ 1} C P\ p (this way we get no problems from defining

Zn+1 1= 21 below). Set 2,41 := 21 for any z = (z1,...,2,) € C". For any p € P define
Q=TI @,
R, if 7 € p; q;, if 7 € p;
Q= " P(zq) =3V "
{0}, ifj¢&p, Im f;(z)/Imz;, if j &p,

and VP :={z€V: Imz; =0Vj € pand Imz; # 0 Vj & p}. Obviously, V = U,cpV?.
By #p we denote the number of elements in p. Set for p € P, j € P,

f{(z,0) = Refj(z) —gj(z,q) Rez,
E, = (f7;gP) € C(VP x QP;R?"F2),

Since VP (respectively, QP) is diffeomorphic to an open subset of R?"~#P (respectively,
R#p), we observe that F), has the same range as a C I function on an open subset of
R2=#P x R#P = R s0 mayi2(N,) = 0, where N, := F,[V? x QP], by Lemma
A.2. Set N := UpepN,. Then ma,2(IN) = 0, so we can fix an arbitrarily small (by
absolute value) (r;t) € R2*+1)\ N. Set

G(z) = f(z) —r—(t121,. -, tnt12n+1) (2 € K)

(recall that z,,1 := 21). Then G € A" is arbitrarily close to f.

We now assume that G(z) = 0 for some z € V and derive a contradiction. Pick
p € P such that z € VP. Define ¢ € QP by ¢; :=t; if j € p (that is, if Imz; = 0),
and by ¢; := 0 otherwise. Then, for any j = 1,...,n+ 1, we have 0 = ImG(z) =
Im f;(2) — t; Im 2;, hence g;’(z,q) =tj, and 0 = ReGj(2) = Re fj(z) —rj —t;Rez; =
f]p(z,q) — 7, hence ff(z,q) = rj. Therefore, (r,t) = F,(z,q) € N, a contradiction.
Hence G(z) # 0 for all z € V. Consequently, G € U, 11(A). Since G was arbitrarily
close to f, tsr A <n+ 1.
Assume that K° # (. Pick a € K°. Set gj(z) := z; —a (j <n). Then g € A™. Given
f € A", set Fy(r,t) := (Re f(r +it),Im f(r +it)). Then F, € C®(V;R?"), where
V := {(Rez,Imz): z € K°} C R?" is a neighborhood of ag := (Rea,Ima). Since
Fy(ag) = 0 and Fy(ag) = I, the function Fy + h has a zero when ||hll < J, where
0 is from Lemma A.5. If f € A" is sufficiently close to 0, then ||f|c < ¢ and so
| Ftlloo < 0. It follows that Fy s = F, + Fy has a zero (r,t) € V, so r +it € K° and
(g + f)(r+it) = 0. Hence g+ f & U,(A). Thus g € U,,, and so tsr. A > n.
Assume now that A € C(K)r and F := B,(a) C K. In Corollary 5.3 we have
(f,9) € Up(A). If h € A" C C(K)R, then h|p € C(E;R™). Hence f + hg has a zero,
by Corollary 5.3. Thus (f,g) is not reducible. So bsr. A > n + 1. By Proposition 3.7
and 1°, we get that n +1 <bsr A <tsr A <n+ 1.

g

For bsr, Theorem 5.13 only gives an upper bound in the complex case; a lower bound is
given in Corollary 5.10 (which can be adapted to most cases). Exact results for some complex
cases were given in [8] using the Arens—Taylor-Novodvorski theory; we present further results
in Corollary 5.18 below.
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Corollary 5.17. We have tst A =n+1 and bsr A = |n/2] 4+ 1 when A equals any of A(D™),
H(N™), and M’f. Moreover, bsr A = tst A = n+1 when A equals any of A(D")g, (*(N";R),
and (MT)R-

Proof. We may omit the proofs for Mf and (MT)R, by Remark 2.1. We have bsr /! (N") =
|n/2] + 1, by Lemma 5.12, and bsr A(D") = |n/2] + 1, by [8, Corollary 3.13]. Polynomials
(hence also F¢!) are dense in A or in F.A, and the Corona Theorems 4.3 and 4.5 provide the
remaining assumptions of Theorem 5.16, which yield the remaining claims. g

Below fullness obviously means that if f € A and f # 0 on D", then f~! € A, that is, that
A is “inversionally closed”.

Corollary 5.18. If A is a full subalgebra of A(D™) (respectively, of A(D™)r), and A contains
the polynomials, then bsr A = |n/2| + 1 (respectively, bst A=n+1).

Proof. By Lemma 3.6 (and Lemma A.1 and Corollary 5.17), we have bsr. A < bsr A(D") =
|n/2] + 1 (respectively, bsr A < bsr A(D™)gr = n + 1). By [27, Theorem 3.3] (respectively,
Corollary 5.4), we have bsr A > [n/2] + 1 (respectively, bsr A > n + 1).

Actually, [27] treats the unit ball, and there is a slight mistake in its proof, so we rewrite
Rupp’s proof here for D™. Set B, := {z € C": |z| <1} ¢ D". Then A(D") C A(B,), where
A(By,) stands for continuous functions B,, — C that are holomorphic in the interior of B,,.

Set k := [n/2|. Define f = (f1, f2,. .., fx) € AD™)* by f;(2) := 2;. Set

9(z) == z12k41 + ... + Zp2op — 1/4.

Then zp i1 f1+...+ zonfr —g = 1/4 € Uy, so (f,9) € Upp1(A). If b : B,, — C* is continuous,
then (f + hg)(¢) = 0 for some ¢ € D". Indeed, define f;, h;,g € C(By;C) by

f'(2) = f(2,2,0), ¢'(2):=9g(2720) =|2>—1/4, N'(z):=h(z7%0)

(remove the 0’s if n = 2k) to obtain, from Lemma 5.2, a z € E := By /2 such that (f +
hg)(z,2,0) = (f'+ h'¢')(z) = 0, so that (f,g) is not reducible (since (z,%,0) € B, c D"). O

Corollaries 5.17 and 5.18 also hold with the open unit ball {z € C™: |z| < 1} in place of
D™, with the same proofs; this sharpens [27, Theorem 3.3] (using partially Rupp’s result).
Next we compute the bsr’s and tsr’s for the K 4+ L! classes, using the above theorems.

From [5, pp. 62—63] one gets the following lemma; in particular, that real-coefficient rational
functions are dense in F(Rdg + L!(R;R)).

Lemma 5.19. [Real/ linear combinations of (- + 1)™% (respectively, at (- £ 1)7%) (k =
0,1,2,...) form a dense subset of [real-symmetric elements of] F(Céy + LL) (respectively,
of F(Cop +L1)).

(The alternative real claim follows from the complex one by taking real parts in Cdg + L}r
(respectively, in Cdg + L1).)

Because the Cayley transform maps —1 — oo and 1 — 0, Lemma 5.19 and the corona
theorems lead to the following.

Lemma 5.20. Let A denote Coo+L1L (respectively, Rog+L (Ry;R), Cép+L', Rdp+L (R;R))
and let A" denote A(D) (respectively, A(D)g, C(T), C(T)r). Then the embedding

(10) f:A3g—gogpec A
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where ¢ is the Cayley transform z — (1 —2)/(14 2), is a continuous algebra homomorphism,
and the polynomials in z (respectively, real polynomials in z, polynomials in z and z~!, real
polynomials in z and z=1) form a dense subset of f[A] (in the topology coinduced from A). An
element of f[A|" is unimodular iff it has no zeros on D (respectively, D, T, T). In particular,
(10) satisfies the assumptions of Corollary 3.8.

For A equal to Cy+ L or Ry + LY (R;R), we also have h(1/-) € f[A] for every h € f[A].

Proof. The containment and density of polynomials was essentially explained below Lemma
5.19. The sup-norm is continuous on 4 and invariant under f, and so f is continuous. The
unimodularity claim follows from the corona Theorems 4.3 and 4.5. The last claim follows
from the facts that f(g)(1/2) = f(9(—))(z) and g(—) € Aif g€ A, z € T. O

Theorem 5.13 applies to Cdp + L' and to Ry + L}(R;R) as well, by Lemma 5.20.

Corollary 5.21. We have bsr(Cdg + L) = tsr(Cdy + L) = 1, and bsr(Rdy + L1 (R;R)) =
tsr(Rép + LI(R; R)) = 1.

From Lemma 5.20 and [28, Remark, p. 87] we conclude that bsr(Cép+L% ) = 1. By Lemma
5.20, Theorem 5.16 (with K := D) applies to Cdg + Lﬂ_ and to Rdg + LY(R;;R) as well. This
implies the following.

Corollary 5.22. We have bsr(Cdp+LY) =1, tst(Cop+L! ) = 2, and bsr(Rép+L'(R4;R)) =
tsr(Rdp + L1 (R4 ;R)) = 2.

Notes
We mention below some simpler (or more constructive) proofs for cases “n = 1.

For C(T), ¢*(Z), M! and Céy + L! (see Corollary 5.14), to show that tsr = 1, we could
alternatively add a small constant ¢ € C such that —c is in the range of the function/transform
(use Lemma A.2 and the density of holomorphic functions). This also leads to a constructive
proof of bsr = 1; see the end of §10.

The fact that tsr < 2 for these algebras and their real counterparts can also be shown
as follows: given (f,g), assume that f or f (depending on the algebra) is holomorphic on a
neighborhood of the domain (so that it has only finitely many zeros) and add a constant to
g or g so that it is nonzero at the zeros of f or f In the causal cases we also have tsr > 2,
by Lemma 5.11.

As mentioned above Theorem 1.2, some of the results in this section were already known.

6. INFINITELY MANY GENERATORS: M, (1(R), AP, ...

In this section we prove all bsr = oo results of Table 1 and related results.

Given k, in Lemma 6.2 we construct a k4 1-unimodular real-valued causal measure that is
not reducible by any measure (nor in Z~* AP). From this we conclude in Corollaries 6.3 and
6.4 the bsr = oo results of Table 1. Naturally, other analogous results can also be concluded.
Corollary 6.3 solves Mortini’s problem, as mentioned in Remark 6.5.

We start from a technical lemma: the Q-basis of the Q-span of a finite set A can be chosen
so that the coordinates of each element of A become integers.

Lemma 6.1. If A C R is finite and the Q-dimension n := dimg(span A) > 1, then there are
(necessarily Q-linearly independent) r1,...,r, € span(A) "Ry such that every a € A can be
written as Z}Z:l myry for some mq,...,m, € 7.
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If A C Ry, then it is possible to replace Z by N above; we omit the proof.

Proof. Pick a Q-basis r1,...,r, of Q-span(A) := Qay + ...+ Qa;, where A = {aq,as,...,a;}.
Divide r, (k = 1,...,n) by the product of the denominators of the coordinates mj (k =
1,...,n) for each a € A, and finally replace r by |rg|. O

Now we can construct unimodular functions that are non-reducible in all of our infinite-
period algebras.

Lemma 6.2. Let 0 # k € N. Define f;,g € FCL(N?*;R) (j < k) by (9). LetTy,...,To, > 0 be
independent over Q. Set f'(s) := f(e™*T), ¢'(s) := g(e™T), where e 5T := (e=sT1 ... e=5T2r),
Then (f',¢') € FUp1 (M2 )R), but if i’ € AP, then infig |f' + ¢'h'| = 0.

In particular, a certain coprime pair (f’,¢') € FU 2((/\4?:)]1@) is not reducible by any h' €
AP (though it is reducible by some h' € H*, since bsr H>® = 1).

Note that given independent (over Q) “delays” 14,7y > 0, the set F (MT)R consists of
functions f'(s) = >, en a; e sUTHT) where a € ¢1(N?R). From (9) we observe that in
the lemma the function ¢ is a polynomial and f is holomorphic on a neighborhood of D’
Hence the above a satisfies ), ritla;,| < oo for some r > 1 and ¢ is a finite sum of the
above form (its “a” has a finite support).

Proof of Lemma 6.2: From the last sentence of Lemma 5.9 and Remark 2.1 it follows that
(f',d) € Uk+1((./\/lik+)R). By density (in AP), we can assume that h’ is a linear combination
of a finite number of functions e~ ", where r; € R(j =1,...,n'). Apply Lemma 6.1 to
the set S := (U?ilT]) U (U;L/zlr;-) to obtain a Q-basis r1,...,7, C (0,00) of this set (where
n := dimgspan(S)). Note that A € Z**" where A is the matrix defined by the (unique)
representation T; = > )" Ajry (j < 2k). Set

(11) T:=(T1,...,To) €R¥*  r:=(ry,...,r,) €R™

Then T = Ar. Since each r; is a Z-linear combination of r;’s (that is, r; = > qrj for

some « € Z"), we can write A’ with the multinomial notation r® :=r{"* --- 73" as

W(s)= Y hae Xm0t = N b JJ(e™)™ = Y ho(e™)* (s €iR)
acZn acZn l aeZn

for some {hq }aczn € £1(Z™) (whose support is finite). Moreover, we have®

2k
B-T:=) BTj=p-(Ar)=r-(AT0) (Be2Z).
j=1
The matrix AT must be one-to-one, because 3 — 3-T is one-to-one. Set B:= AT (AAT)"! ¢
R™*2k Then AB = I. Set Fy := T\ {e ®™/4}. Let arg : Ey — (—3n/4,57/4) denote
a continuous branch of arg and also the corresponding function E3¥ — (—3m/4,57/4)%k.
Define ¢ € C(E2*;T") by ¢(2) := e’P¥82_ Define the function h € C(E2*; C*) by

h(z) =Y had(2)* (2 € EgF).

aEZ™
By Lemma 5.9, there exists z € Eo C E2F such that (f + gh)(z) = 0. Set z := arg 2.

4By T we denote the transpose, by T the vector in (11).
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Let € > 0 be given. Using the uniform continuity of f and g one can show that there exists
0’ > 0 such that

(12) 1F(Z) +g(2)e| <e whenzeT?* ceCF, |7 -z < ¥, |c—h(z)] <7
Set h'"(w) := > czn haw® (w € T™). Pick § € (0,4") such that
(13) | (w) — W' (w')] < §  when w,w’ € T", |w—w'| < 4.

By Kronecker’s Theorem, there exists s € iR such that [e ™" —e5?| is arbitrarily small, hence
such that ‘

|sr 4+ iBx +i2mq| < 0/|A] <6 and hence |e_sr - eZBx| <4
for some g € Z™. Then § > |sAr +iABx + i2nAq| = |st + iz + i2w Ag|. Therefore,

(14) ‘e—sT o eiz| _ ‘e—sT o ei(:c+27rAq)‘ < 5.

Since z = e, we conclude from (12)-(14) that (set 2’ := e_ST? w:= e, and w' := e'B?
and note that h'(s) = h"(e™*") =: ¢ and h(z) = h"(¢(z)) = h"(e'B?))

(15) F'(8) + 9" ()R ()] = | F(eT) + g(e™* M)A (e™")| = |/(z') + 9(z)e| <e.

As € > 0 was arbitrary and s € iR, the proof is complete. O

Observe that F (MT)R consists of functions of the form ) _y» age” 2i=1%7Ti  where
a € (1(N";R).
Corollary 6.3. Let Th,T5,... > 0 be Q-linearly independent. We have bsr A > |n/2] + 1
when A C AP is any (real or complex) function algebra that contains ]:(MT)R.

In particular, bsr A = oo when A stands for any of the following: M, Mg, My, Mg,
AP, (AP)g, AP, (AP,)s.

Recall that tsr > bsr, by Proposition 3.2. The assumption on F (MT)R will be weakened
in Lemma 9.7.

Proof. If k := |n/2] > 1, define f’,¢’ as in Lemma 6.2. If b’ € A C AP, then, for every
F € A we have inf;g |F - (f' +¢'h')| = 0. Hence F - (f' +¢'h') # 1, and so '+ ¢'h’ & Up(A).
Consequently, bsr A > k+1. Since k was arbitrary, bsr A = co. The second paragraph follows
from the first (because F is an isomorphism). O

The result bsr AP = co was already established in [32], using an alternative method (and
the fact that tsr = bsr for C*-algebras [14]). The other results seem to be new.

Corollary 6.4. We have bsr A = oo when A stands for any of the following ¢*(R), ¢}(R;R),
Ry, M(R4;R), M+ LY, (M +LYg, My +LL, and (M4 + LY.

Proof. For the ¢! classes, use Corollary 6.3 and Remark 2.1. By Lemma 3.9 we get the other
four results (for example, (M + L1)/L! = M). O

Remark 6.5 (Answer to Mortini’s question). S. Treil showed that bsr H* = 1 [35]. The
question about what the situation looks like for subalgebras of H* was asked in [20], where
it was shown that H* has closed subalgebras with arbitrary stable rank, and even bsr = co
is possible. However, in these subalgebras constructed in [20], the unit disk is not dense in
the spectrum, and the following open problem was mentioned there:

Is there a closed subalgebra A of H°, such that the maximal
ideal space of A contains D as a dense subset, and bsr A > 1?7
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We have answered this question affirmatively (with the isomorphic space H*°(C,.) in place of
H*>(D)). Indeed, AP, is a closed subalgebra of the Hardy space H®°(C,.) of the half-plane,
and its maximal ideal space contains the open half-plane C, as a dense subset [23, Theorem
2.3]. Since we have shown that bsr AP = oo in Corollary 6.3, this settles the above question.

If n € {2,3,...}, then the algebra A,, := AP%F”_2 C H*(C4) of Remark 8.6 below satisfies
bsr A, = n, and C4 is dense in the maximal ideal space of A,,. Thus, the requirement that
C4 is dense in the maximal ideal space (of a closed subalgebra A of H) does not exclude
any value of bsr A.

7. MIXED MEASURES M} + L!

In this section we study the algebras of the type A+L!, that is, we take a (discrete measure)
subalgebra A of M and add an absolutely continuous (L) part.

First we establish some technical results on unimodularity and zeros, and a corona theorem
(Corollary 7.4). In Theorems 7.6 and 7.7 we show that bsr(A + L) = bsr A etc. in typical
cases. Finally, we prove Theorem 1.2. As always, we accompany any complex results by
corresponding real results.

We start by showing that the discrete part of a left inverse of a measure can be made equal
to any left inverse of the discrete part. (Here G- F := > ]| Gy * Fj.)

Lemma 7.1. Let F,Ge M", G-F=1, f c L\R)" and F + f € U,(M +L'). Then there
exists g € LY(R)™ such that (G +g) - (F + f) = 1.

If F,G, f have their supports on R, then we can have g € LY(R ). In addition, if F,G, f
are real-valued, then we can have g real-valued.

Proof.

1° Replace all measures/functions by their Laplace transforms. Since G- f € FL!, by the
Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma there exists R < oo such that |[(1+ G- f)(z)| > € > 0 for
2| > R. With ¢(2) = (:+1)"' € FLI(Ry;R), [(1+G- £, 6)| > min{e, 1/(R+1)} > 0.
By Theorem 4.3, this means that (1 + G - f,¢) € FUy(Cdy + L1).

From Corollary 5.21, bsr Cdy + L' = 1. So there exists h € FCdy + L' such that
hi:=14+G-f+h¢ € FU(Cio+L'). Pick w € F(M+LYH" such that w- (F+ f) = 1.
With g := héw € (FL)™, (G+g1)-(F+f) = 14+G- f+h¢w-(F+ f) = hy. By Lemma
4.1, we have hl_]L = 1+hy € FCSy+L! for some hy € FL!, and so hl_l(G—i—gl) =G+yg,
where g := hoG + g1 + hagy € (FLYH)™.

2° Now we consider the original measures instead of their transforms. If F,G, f have
their supports on R, then so have the measures in 1°. If F' and f are real-valued, we
can replace G + g by Gr + g, (by Lemma 4.4); if G is real-valued, then G = Gp.

O

Next we note that if the discrete part of a measure is unimodular (left-invertible), then so
is the whole measure iff its transform has no “finite” zeros.

Lemma 7.2. Let € M™ and f € L\(R)". Then p+ f € Uy(M +LY) iff p € Uy (M) and
i+ f #0 oniR.

Let p € (My)" and f € LYRy)™. Then p+ f € Upy(My +LL) iff p € Up(My) and
i+ f#0onCy.
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Proof. We prove the first equivalence; the proof of the second one is analogous.

By Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 4.3, the “only if” claim holds. Assume then that u € U, (M)
and fi + f # 0 on iR. By Theorem 4.3, € := inf;g |z| > 0.

From the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma, there exists R < oo such that |f(z)| < €/2 when
|z| > R. But 0 := inf|,<p |1 + f1 >0, and so |fi + f| > min{6,¢/2} everywhere. It follows
from Theorem 4.3 that pu+ f € U, (M + L1). O

Now we extend the above result to A in place of M (and include the real case).

Lemma 7.3. Assume that A is a subalgebra of M and that F € A for every F € A (or
drop the claims on Ag, Mg and Mg below). Then A’ = A+ LY(R) is a subalgebra of
M+ LY(R), and U, (AR) = A N U, (A").

Let p € A" and f € LY(R)". Then p+ f € Up(A+LYR)) iff i+ f # 0 on iR and
p € Uy(A), or equivalently, iff u+ f € Up(M + LY(R)) and u € U,(A).

The above also holds if we replace M by M. (respectively, Mg, Myg), LY(R) by L1(R,)
(respectively, LY(R;R), LY(Ry;R)), and iR by C, (respectively, iR, C ).

By Lemma 4.2, this shows that X (A) UiR is dense in X (A + LY(R)).

Proof. Obviously A+ L' is a subalgebra of M (it is a Banach algebra iff A is complete). The
claim Uy (Ag) = Ax N U, (A’) follows by taking the real part of a left inverse.

If u+ f € Uy(A) (that is, (G+g)  (u+ f) =1 for some G + g € (A)* C (M +LH"),
then from Theorem 4.3 we get inf;r | + ﬂ >0,and G-p=1,s0 pe€Uy(A).

Conversely, if u € U,(A) (that is, G - = 1 for some G € A), and fi + f # 0 on iR,
then from Lemma 7.2, u + f € U,(M +L'). By Lemma 7.1, (G + g) - (u + f) = 1 for some
g € LYR)", and so pu + f € U, (A).

The above proof also applies in the three other cases (use Theorem 4.5 for real-valued
measures). O

If the corona theorem holds for some subalgebra A of M, then it also holds for A + L!
(that is, iR is then also dense in X (A + L1)), etc., as shown below.

Corollary 7.4 (A + L! corona). Let A C M be a n-full (that is, U,(A) = A" N U,(M))
subalgebra of M, and that F € AVF € A (or drop the claims on Ag). Then U,(A+ L) =
(A+LYHY"NU,(M+LY), and U, (Ar + L' (R;R)) = (Ag + LY(R;R))" N U, (M + L), hence
then the Corona Theorem 4.3(al) holds for A, Agr, A+ L' and Ag + L1 (R;R) (for this n).

The above also holds with (al), M, L', LY(R;R) and iR replaced by (a2), M4, L1,
LYRy;R) and C, respectively.

Proof. The first two claims follow from Lemmata 7.3 and 4.1 and n-fullness. Then the corona
claim follows from Theorem 4.3 (applied to M and for M+L'). The other cases are analogous
(Theorem 4.5). O

By polynomials of atoms we mean finite linear combinations of 4, (r € R). The Laplace
transform of a polynomial of atoms is of the form Y, _, axe™"*, and so entire.

We denote M (respectively, M) by (M)k (respectively, (M4 )k) if K = C. Note that
K+LYR; K) = (Cdp+ L1)k. Next we show that the “finite” zeros of an element of M +L! on
iR or of an element of (M +L )" on C, can be removed by an arbitrarily small perturbation.

Lemma 7.5. If F'F € (M)k is a polynomial of atoms, f € FLY(R;K), and € > 0, then
there exists g € K1 + FLY(R;K) such that ||g|| < € and F + f + g has no zeros on iR.
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Ifn>2 F e F(My), F1F is a polynomial of atoms, f € FLY(Ry;K)", and € > 0,
then there exists ¢ € R, h € FLY(Ry;K) such that ||(c,h)| < € and F + f + g has no zeros
on C,, where g := (¢, h,0,---,0).

Proof. By density, in 1° and 2° we can replace f by w, where w is continuous with compact
support (in the end, set g :== ¢+ w — f) so that f becomes entire; similarly, replace fo by w
in 3°.
1° Case K = C, F7'F € M. The set E := (F + f)[iR] C C has zero measure, by
Lemma A.2 (because F and f are holomorphic, hence C!). Pick any ¢ € —E°¢ such
that F'+ f 4+ c # 0 on iR.
2° Case K=R, F~'F € (M)g. Now f(ir) = [p e " w(t)dt for some w € C(R;R) with
compact support. Moreover, F(z) =Y ;" are *Tr for some m, ay, Tj;. Therefore,

G(r) == —Im(F + f)(ir) = Zak sin Ty, + / w(t)sinrtdt (r € R).
k=1 R

Since G is the restriction to R of an entire function, the zeros of G are isolated. So
Im(F + f) has a countable number of zeros on iR, that is, £ := (F + f)[iR] N R is

countable. Let —c € (—¢,€) \ E. Then F + f + ¢ has no zeros on iR.
3° Case F'F ¢ My, K=C or K=R. Since F, + f5 is holomorphic, the set Z :=
{2 € Cy: (Fy+ f2)(2) = 0} is countable. Let E := (Fy + f1)[Z], and —c € (—¢,¢) \ E.
Then F; + f1 + ¢ has no zeros on Z, hence F + f + (¢,0,0,--- ,0) has no zeros on C .
O

In Lemma 7.5, the function F' + f 4+ ¢g might still have zeros at some other points of the
maximal ideal space (of some relevant algebra, such as M+L!). However, that cannot happen
if F'is unimodular, by Lemma 7.3.

In our examples of algebras A C M, the polynomials of atoms contained in A are dense in
A, so the following proposition can be applied. This shows that enlarging A by L! functions
does not increase tsr A.

Theorem 7.6. Assume that A is a Banach subalgebra® of M and that the polynomials of
atoms contained in A are dense in A.
Then tsr(A + LY(R)) = tsr A. If A C M., then tst(A + L1 (R;)) = max{tsr A, 2}.
Assume, instead, that A is a Banach subalgebra of Mg, and that the polynomials of atoms
contained in A are dense in A.

Then tsr(A + LY(R;R)) = tsr A. If A C Mg, then tst(A + LY(R;R)) = max{tsr A, 2}.

Proof.

0° If n = tsr(A+ L), p € A" and € > 0, then € > ||u' + f — p| = ¢/ — ul| + ||f]| for
some p/ + f € Up(A+ L1); by the proof of Lemma 4.1, then p’ € U, (A), hence then
tsr A < n. Thus, tsr A < tsr(A+L1). Similarly, we get the other four “>” signs (use,
e.g., Lemma 5.11 for the two > 2 results).

1° The claim tsr(A + L'(R)) < tst A. Set n:=tsr A. Let FF € FA", f € (FLY)", ¢ >0
be given. Define FA' := F(A+ L!). We shall show that F + f € U,(FA') (and
so tst FA" < n). Since tstr A < n, by density we can assume that F' € U,, (that is,

5That is, A is a closed subalgebra of M with the same norm.
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G- F =1 for some G € FA"); we can simultaneously assume that F' is a polynomial
of atoms, by density and Lemma 3.4 (and n-fullness, if A is not complete).

By Lemma 7.5, there exists g € (F.A")" such that F + f + g has no zeros on iR.
From Lemma 7.3, it follows that F + f +¢g € U, (A +L').
The claim tsr(A + L (R;R)) < tsr.A. The above proof still applies.
The claims tsr(A+LY(R,)) < max{tsr A, 2} and tst(A+LY(R;R)) < max{tsr A, 2}.
Let n := max{tsr.A, 2} and work as in 1° (recall Lemma 3.1).

0

Almost analogous results hold for Bass stable ranks as well.

Theorem 7.7. Assume that A is a Banach subalgebra of M, and that the polynomials of
atoms contained in A are dense in A.

Then bsr(A + LY(R)) = bsr A. If A C M, then bsr(A+ L} (R,)) = bsr A.

Assume, instead, that A is a Banach subalgebra of Mg, and that the polynomials of atoms
contained in A are dense in A.

Then bsr(A +LY(R;R)) = bsr A. If A C Mg, then bsr(A+ LY (R4;R)) = max{bsr 4, 2}.

Proof.
OO

10

20

We have bsr(A + L) > max{bsr.A,bsr Céy + L'}, by Lemma 3.9. Therefore, only
bsr(A+ L) < bsr A needs to be proved. Similarly, from Corollary 5.22 it follows that
when A C M, we have bsr(A + L) > max{bsr A, bsr Céy + L1 } = max{bsr A, 2},
so also then only the converses need to be proved. Analogous claims hold for the real
cases too.

We prove that bsr(A + LY(R)) < bsr A. Set n := bsr A, FA" := F(A+ L'(R)). Let
FeFA", f e FLYR)", G € FA and g € FL}(R) be such that

(a,b) == (F + f,G+ g) € Upg1 (FA).

It suffices to find H + h € F(A+L!(R))" such that a +b(H + h) € FU,(A+ L'(R)).

By Lemma 7.3, (F,G) € U,41(FA). As bsr A < n, there exists H € F.A" such
that w :== F+ GH € U,(FA). Set v:=a+bH =w+ f+gH € FA". Then
(v,0) € Upy1(FA), by Lemma 3.10. If f' := f + gH, then v = w + f’. From
Lemma 7.3, it follows that (v,b¢) € U,y1(F.A"), where ¢(z) := (1 + 2z)~!. Since
FA" is commutative, this means that there exist w’ + ¢’ € (FA)" (with v’ € FA",
g € FLY(R)") and v/ € FA such that 1 = v- (v’ + ¢') + bpb'. As ¢ € FL!, this
implies that w - w’ = 1, by (the proof of) Lemma 4.1, and so w’ € U,(F.A).

Let F~'u € U,(A) be a polynomial of atoms (we can have u arbitrarily close to
w'). By Lemma 7.5, there exists ¢” € (C1 + FL!(R))" such that u + g” is arbitrarily
close to u+ ¢’ but has no zeros, and so z := u+g” € U, (FA'), from Lemma 7.3. With
x sufficiently close to w’ + ¢’ we have Uy (FA') 5 v-x+bpb' =:y. Pick 2’ € U, (FA)
such that 2’ -z = 1. Set h := ¢b'z’. Then

(w4bh) -yt =W z4+bpba - z2)y L =yy =1,
and so v + bh € U, (FA"). But v+ bh = a+b(H + h) and H + h € (FA)". Since
(a,b) € Uy y1(FA') was arbitrary, bst FA' < n.
Part 1°, mutatis mutandis, also establishes the inequalities bsr(A+ L!(R;R)) < bsr.A
and bsr(A+LY (R4 ;K)) < n for n := max{bsr 4, 2}, under corresponding assumptions.
Thus it remains to assume that A C M and bsr A = 1 and to show that bsr A’ = 1,
where A" := A+ LY (R,).
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To that end, we work as in 1° with n := 1 to observe that (v,b¢) € Uy(F.A’), where
v=w+ f’ (but we cannot apply Lemma 7.5). Note that Cdy + L} C A’. By Lemma
3.10, we have (1 +w=lf/ bp) € Ua(FA). But (1 +w 1f bg) € (C+ FLYRL))2
Apply Lemma 7.3 to A’ and to Cdy + LY(R) to get that (1 +w~Lf’ bp) € Uy(C +
FLU(R,)).

Since bsr(Cdy + L}r) = 1, by Corollary 5.22, there exists hg € FCdy + L}r such
that z := 1+ w ™! f' + bohg € FU1(Cdy + LL). So (w+ f' + bphow)w tz~t = 1. If
h := ¢how, then v + bh € Uy. Hence bsr A’ < 1, as in 1°.

O

Remark 7.8. Instead of A being a Banach subalgebra of M, in Theorems 7.6 and 7.7 it
suffices to assume that A is a topological subring of M (with the inherited or even weaker
topology) and that U, (A) is open for every n > 1 (this last condition is satisfied if A is n-full
in some Banach subalgebra of M or of Mp).

(Use [36, Theorem 4] instead of Lemma 3.9 in the proof of Theorem 7.7.)
From Theorems 7.6 and 7.7 and Corollaries 5.14 and 5.17, we get the following.

Corollary 7.9. We have bst(M"™ + L) = bst M" = |n/2| + 1 = tst(M" + L) = tsr M",
bsr(M"+LY)g = bsr(M™)g = [n/2]+1 = tst(M"+L)g = tsr(M")g, and bsr(/\/l’}r+ +LY) =
bsr MT = |n/2] +1, tsr(/\/l’}r+ +LL) =tsr MT =n+1, bsr(/\/l’f +Lr = bsr(Mf)R =
n+1= tsr(/\/lﬁlr+ + L g = tsr(/\/lf)R.

Now we have proved our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.2: The bsr and tsr results on C(T"), £}(Z"), and M" are from Corollary
5.14, those on A(D"), ¢(N"), and /\/l’}r+ are from Corollary 5.17, those on Cdy + L! from
Corollary 5.21, and those on Cdg + Lfr from Corollary 5.22.

The results on M" + L! and M’f + L}r are from Corollary 7.9. All “c0” entries are from
Corollaries 6.3 and 6.4 (with Proposition 3.2). O

As one observes from the proofs, many of our results on M also hold for AP and for the
classes in between. Indeed, in many results one can replace M by A and M, by AN AP,
if M C AC AP, and A is a Banach algebra and a subalgebra of AP, and the sup-norm is
continuous on A.

8. DISCRETE MEASURES WHOSE SUPPORTS LIE ON S C R

Let S be an additive subgroup of R (that is, 0 € S = S — S C R). Then £!(S) and
(SN R,) are closed subalgebras of /!(R). They are obviously isometrically isomorphic to
M?® and M5 R+ (through ¢*(S) 3 a — Y scs @s0s € M), where
(16) M= { e M: |p|(R\ S) = 0},
the complex Banach algebra of discrete measures on S. If p € M™, then we set ug =
Sres H({rHo, € ME (note that p = Y g u({r})s,). We also set M3 = M5 N My =
MR+ The algebra M® was denoted by APW in [23].

In (the corona theorem) Proposition 8.2 we show that iR (respectively, C.) is dense in
the maximal ideal space of M*° (respectively, MJSF) In Theorem 8.1 we compute the stable
ranks of these algebras. Analogous results for the algebras AP and APi, the closures of
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FM?® and .7-'/\/l§r under the supremum norm, are given in Corollary 8.3. As a special case
we obtain corresponding results for M? := M,, N M., which is isomorphic to ¢!(E), where
E:={aecZ":a T >0}

But first we present the main result of this section. Here we show, for example, that
bst M® = bst M,, = |n/2] + 1, where n := dimg S (the Q-dimension of the Q-vector space
S, possibly infinite).

Theorem 8.1. Let S be an additive subgroup of R. Let n := dimg S. Then
|n/2] +1 = bsr M = bsr(M®)g = tsr M = tsr(M7)g,

and [n/2] +1 < bst MY <tst M < tst M%< [(n+1)/2] +1. In particular, if n = 2k > 2,
k € N, then bst MY = tst MY = k+ 1 =n/2+ 1. Moreover, 2 = tst M5 = bst(M?)g if
n = 1. The above also holds with (M3 )r in place of MY .

The proof is given at the end of this section. Note that n does not characterize S; for
example, we have dimg S = 1 for S equal to Q, 7Z or spany {7 ¥377: k,j € N}.

Recall from Theorems 7.7 and 7.6 that bsr(M® + L) = bst M5, tsr(M® + L) = tst M,
bsr(MY +L1) = bst M% ete.

Next we establish the corona theorem for M, M%, (M%)g and (M%) )R.

Proposition 8.2. Let y € (M®)", where S is as above. We have p € Up(M) iff u €
U, (M5).

In fact, if v € M™ and v - = dg, then vs - = oo (even (Revg) - pu = do if p is real-valued;
note that Revs € M*%).

Thus, i € Upy(My) & p € Uy(MY), and if p is real-valued, then the left inverse can
additionally be taken real-valued.

Proof. The first claim follows from the second, which we prove below. Let s € S, r € R.
Then r € S < r+ s € S, and so for any u € M7\ {0} we have r ¢ S < (6, * u)s = 0. Since
8o € M?, we conclude that if u,v € M™ and v - i = &g, then vg - u = 6. If 4 = Rep, then
trivially (Revg - p) = do.

The real claims follow by symmetrization (Lemma 4.4). O

The corona theorem for /\/lfr was established already in [23, Theorem 2.4], with an upper
bound for the left inverse.

From Proposition 8.2, we have U, (M%) = M% N U,(M), so M? is n-full in M, for any
n > 1. Therefore, iR (respectively, C. ) is dense also in the maximal ideal space of M5+ 1L
(respectively, Mi + L}r), by Corollary 7.4.

Now we can establish the corona theorems and compute the stable ranks of corresponding
algebras of almost periodic functions. Denote by AP® and AP:qr the closures of FM*® and
FM?Z, respectively, under the supremum norm. Thus, for example, APfr is the closure in
H® of the linear combinations of the functions e™*, t € SNR,.

Corollary 8.3 (AP®). The set iR (respectively, C,. ) is dense in the mazimal ideal space of
AP (respectively, of APY ).

Thus, the corona condition infig |f| > 0 (respectively, infc, |f| > 0) is necessary and
sufficient for f € U, (A), when f € A", where A equals AP or (AP®)g (respectively, AP%
or (APY)gr).

Theorem 8.1 also holds with AP® (respectively, AP:?) in place of M?® (respectively, Mi}
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Proof of Corollary 8.3:

1° The density of C in X (APY) is [23, Theorem 2.3] (based on [1]).

2° Assume that f € (AP®)" and € := inf;g |f| > 0. Let FMS" 3 g, — f, as k — oco. If
n =1, then gk_1 — f~1in AP. Hence f~' € AP®, that is, f € U,(AP?).

3° For general n, we have |f|?> = f- f € AP® (because it = ¢ (=" and —t € Sift € S).
Thus | f|~2 € AP®, by 3°, and so |f|"2f € (AP%)". As |f|72f - f = 1, it follows that
f € U, (AP®) in this case as well.

4° From Lemma 4.4 we see that the corona conditions also apply to (AP®)g and to
(APY)R.

5° By Corollary 3.8 (with f := F; fullness from 4°), it follows that the bounds of the
bsr and tst of M® (respectively, M7, (M®)g, (M?%)r) in Theorem 8.1 also apply to
AP (respectively, APY, (AP%)g, (AP?)g). (To get tst APY = 2 in the case n = 1,
use the proof of Theorem 8.1.)

O

Next we study an important special case of the algebra Mi, namely M" = M" N M.
Corresponding results are then used to prove Theorem 8.1.

Recall that T1,T5,...,T, > 0 are Q-independent. Obviously, /\/lﬁlr+ C ML= Mt My,
and the inclusion is strict iff n > 2 (for example, é7, — 7, € M7 \MT) UT:=(T,...,T,)
and F:={a € Z": a-T > 0}, then

(17) ZI(E) Sa— Z a0, = Z al0-T
ackE acE

is an isometric isomorphism of /!(E) onto M':. Its restriction to £!(N™) is the isomorphism (4)
of /1(N") onto Mf. ItS:=2ZI+7215+---+ 2T, C R, then M? = /\/IJSr Hence M is also
isometrically isomorphic to ¢!(S). By Proposition 8.2, it follows that C is dense in X (M7 );
recall that the same is not true for X (MT) (for n > 2). Note also that F M is the closure
in FM_ of the algebra generated by the functions e~ ", where 0 < t = m T} + --- +m, T},
for some my,...,m, € Z.

Lemma 8.4 (X (M?7)). The mazimal ideal space of (*(E) (or of M) equals
X, :={zeD": |z|V" = ||V Vk<n}
through the Gelfand transform (*(E) 5 a — a € C(X,,), where a(z) :== Y cp aa?®.

Here @(0) := ag,...o); this obviously makes @ continuous on X,.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that (ab) = ’dg, and so X, is contained in the maximal ideal space. Its
topology is stronger than that inherited from D" (which is the maximal ideal space of £1(N")),
since @ must be continuous for every a € ¢1(N"). On the other hand, for every a € £*(E), the
transform @ is continuous on X,, in the inherited topology, and so the two coincide. But X,
is closed, hence we only need to show that it is dense in the maximal ideal space.

Set ¢(s) := e 1%, Then ¢[C.] is a dense subset of X,, (in the same way as ¢[iR] is a dense
subset of T", by Kronecker’s Theorem). Let & > 1 and a € (*(E)*. With f := G o ¢, we
have f(s) = Y ,cp @ae™ 1, and so f € Up(FMT) iff infc, |f| > 0, by [23, Theorem 2.3],
or equivalently, iff infx, |a] > 0. By Lemma 4.2, it follows that X,, is dense in the maximal
ideal space X (M7). O
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Using the above result on the maximal ideal space, we can now compute the stable ranks
of these algebras. Note that this is a special case of Theorem 8.1.

Lemma 8.5 (bst M"). Let k,n € N. Let A denote M. or (M} )r.

(1) If n=2k>2, thenbst A=tst A=k+1=n/2+1.
(2) If n=2k+1, then [n/2] +1=k+1<bsrtA<tsrA<k+2=|(n+1)/2] +1.

Proof. Let A= FM% or A= F (M )r. By Corollary 6.3 we have [n/2| + 1 < bsr A, so we
only have to show that |(n +1)/2] +1 > tsr . A.

If k:= [(n+1)/2]+1, then 2k > n+1. Let f € A*¥ and € > 0 be given. We shall construct
G € Ug(A) such that ||f — G|jl4 < e.

Pick a € (1(E)* corresponding to F~1f (see (17)). By density, we can assume that a has
a finite support. It follows that @ is holomorphic C? — CF, where C, := C\ {0}.

Set bj(2) := Im@;(2)/Im zj, F := (Rea,b) € C(V;R?**), where

Vi={zeC": ||l = x|V Vj <n}.

Since V is n + l-dimensional, by Lemma A.2 W := R%* \ F[X,, \ {0}] is dense. Indeed,
define ¢ € C®(R™ x (0,00);R%*) by ¢ := (:cgﬂr/lTlem,xgi/lTle”?,...,x:’i/lTle””), and set
A :=[0,2m)" x (0,1]. Then ¢(A) = X,, \ {0}, and F o ¢ is differentiable (even C*°). Hence
F[X, \ {0}] = (F o ¢)[A] has measure zero, by Lemma A.2, and so W is dense. Pick r,t €
R*\ {@(0)} such that (r;t) € W. If &(2) :=a(z) — 7 — (t121,- .. ,tnzn) 2z € Xy, then ¢(0) =
a(0)—r # 0, and for z € X,,\{0} we have (Re¢;j(z),Im¢;(z)/Im z;) = (Rea(z);—rj,bj(2)—t;),
so ¢j(z) = 0 Vj < k would imply that F'(z) = (r;t) € W, a contradiction. Thus ¢ has no zeros
on X,, and so ¢ € Ug(¢*(E)), from Lemma 8.4. Since we can have (r,t) arbitrarily small, we
can have [la — ¢|[p(g) < €, that is, [|f — g[| a4» < ¢, where g € Ug(A) equals ), coe =1 Tiau
(that is, g is the Laplace transform of the right-hand-side of (17) with ¢ in place of a). O

We formulate here the remark relevant to Mortini’s question (see Remark 6.5).

Remark 8.6 (AP”). Denote by AP} C AP, the closure of M’ in AP. It obviously
equals AP®, the closure in H (C4) of the algebra generated by the functions e, where
0<t=mTy+---+m,T, for some mq,...,my, € Z. Here S :=Z11 + --- + Z1.

By Corollary 8.3, AP" is full in H*°(C,.) and bsr APik =k+1fork=1,2,....

Proof of Theorem 8.1: The case n = 0 is trivial, so assume that n > 1.
1° We show that |[n/2|+1 < bsr.A. Since Q-dim S = n, and S = S-S C R, there exist Q-
independent Ty, Ty, ..., T, C SNR,. Let S’ be the set of (finite) Z-linear combinations
of Ty, ..., T,. Since S is a subgroup of R, we have S’ C S, hence M" = M5 ¢ M¥;
similarly, (M™)g C (MS)g, M?" C M3, and (M7 ) C (M$)g.
By Corollary 6.3, this implies that [n/2]+1 < bsr A, where A equals (M?%)g, M2,
(M%), or M? (since (M5)gr C A and FAC M C AP).
(If n = oo, then apply the above for every finite n to observe that bsr.4 = oo and
hence tsr .4 = co. Thus, we may assume that n < 00.)
2° We have tsr MY < tst M =:m. Let f € (M3)™, € > 0. By density, we can assume
that the support A of f is finite. Define T1,..., T, by Lemma 6.1 (if [ := Q-dim A < n,
pick Tj4q,...,T, > 0 so as to get a Q-basis of S). Since A C ZTh + ...+ ZT, C S
and A C Ry, we have f € (M)™ and M C M?7.
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Since tsr M’ = m, there exists g € U,, (M) such that |f — g|[m < e. But
U (M) C Uy (M3), because M € M%, and so g € Uy, (MT). As f and € were
arbitrary, tsr ./\/lfr <m.

3° As in 2°, we see that tst(M%)g < tst(MD)g, tst M < tst M", and tsr(MI)g <
tst(M™)g. This and the known tsr results for the latter algebras (Corollary 5.14
and Lemma 8.5) and the fact that bsr.4 < tsr.4 (Proposition 3.2) yield Theorem 8.1
except for the claims on the case n = 1.

4° Assume that n = 1. Let 0 < t € S. If p := & — e 18, then fi(s) = e — e 1,
hence 11(1/t) = 0. By Lemma 5.11, tsr/\/li > 2, because u € /\/lJSr By the above,
tst M < [(2+1)/2] +1 =2, and so tst M% = 2. Similarly, tst(M5)g = 2.

Finally, with g(s) := (e7® — 1)(e™® — 1/3), f(s) := e™* — 1/2, we have that
(f,9) € FUs((MF)R). Given h € F(M%)g, the function f (hence also f + hg) has
different signs at the zeros of g, and so by the mean-value theorem, f+ hg, being real-
valued, has a zero on R ;. Consequently (f, g) is not reducible, and so bsr(M:qr)R > 2.
Thus bsr(M%)g = 2.

0

9. EXPONENTIALLY STABLE SUBALGEBRAS

In this section we define and study exponentially stable measures and functions and expo-
nentially (actually “power”) stable ¢! sequences. These classes were introduced below The-
orem 1.2. The impulse responses or transfer functions of “exponentially stable” continuous-
time systems or of “power stable” discrete-time systems are often of one of these forms. This
is why such classes are often studied in the literature (including the Callier—Desoer class of
fractions of elements of (M + LY(R,))®P [4]).

The main result of this section is Theorem 9.4, which states that all results of Table 1
hold also with A (or Ag) replaced by the corresponding exponential subalgebra. Analogous
results on M?, Mi, APS, M etc. are given in Theorem 9.6. We also study unimodularity
and other properties in all these algebras. Actually, all results of §7 and §8 hold for the
exponential case too. R R

The algebra .7-"./\/13:(p consists of functions f(w + -), where f € FM, and w > 0. We
generalize this as follows.

Definition 9.1 (A®P). We write f € (M + LY)®™P if e f € M + L! for some w > 0 and for
some w < 0. If A is a subalgebra of M + L', then we set

AP = AN (M +LYHYP APP == Ag N (M + LH)™P.

We write a € (VP (R) if Y, . a6, € M®P, or equivalently, if (¢"a,)rcr € £'(R) for some
q > 1 and for some q € (0,1); similarly for the complex and real subclasses of £1(R). We write
a € LHP(Z™) if Y cpm aabar € M®P (equivalently, € M™®P); similarly for ¢1**P(N") and
their real subclasses. We use the same norms as in the original algebras.

In the literature, A®P is sometimes denoted by A_. All these exponential algebras are
obviously subalgebras of the original ones. Observe that f € (Cdy+ Ll)i(p iff e“ f € Cog —I—Lfr
for some w > 0, that is, iff f = f, + g, where ¢ € C and e f € L(R,) for some w > 0. An
analogous claim holds for any of the other causal (support on R or on N) algebras.
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Remark 9.2. Remark 2.1 holds for these exponential classes too; in particular the canon-
ical isomorphism (4) of ¢1(N") onto M™ maps ¢1*P(N") onto MT’QXP. Analogously,
El,exp(zn) s MMEXP

We have a € (LP(R) iff (¢"a;)rer € ¢*(R) for some ¢ > 1 and for some ¢ € (0,1).
Moreover, (1P (Z) = (LP(R) N (Y(Z), (5P (Z;R) = (1P(Z) U ¢}(Z; R), etc. Furthermore,
a € (5P(N") iff if (¢/*aq)aenn) € £1(N™) for some g > 1.

Thus, £4P(N") is independent of T := (Ty, T, ..., T},); the same is not true for £L:P(Z").

Proof. The first paragraph is a direct consequence of Definition 9.1. For f = Y a6, the
condition e f € M means that ) .pe“"|a,| < oo, that is, that ) _p¢"|a,| < oo, where
q = €. Obviously, we can have g > 1 (respectively, ¢ < 1) iff we can have w > 0 (respectively,
w < 0). The claims on ¢1*P(Z) and ¢1*P(Z;R) obviously follow.

If f =23 cnn Gada-T, then

(18) lat'alleruey = 3 laale B < 37 gl < flghla o uny

aeN" aeN?
when w > 0, where g = eT¢, |a| := 3}_;ag. Thus, (18) is finite for some+w > 0
iff HqHa.Hgl(Nn) < oo for some ¢ > 1. Equivalently, f € M®P (hence f € M "“P) iff
a € (PN, 0

By A®P(D") = H*>>*P(D") (respectively, C*P(T")) we denote the algebra of functions
that are holomorphic on a neighborhood of D" (respectively, of T"). Let S C R. By APG®P
we denote the functions that are uniform limits of linear combinations of e™ (r € S) on
{-w < Rez < w} for some w > 0. We set (AP{)™P := AP§0R+, APYP .= APR®, APTY =
APR?. Obviously, APT™ consists of all functions of the form f(- +w) (f € AP, w > 0).
Moreover, FM®P C AP®P and APT® = AP, NAP®*®P.

Next we show that left-invertibility (that is, unimodularity) in an algebra is equivalent to

left-invertibility in the corresponding exponential algebra. For example, if f € (M“P)" and
g-f=1for some g € M", then g- f =1 for some g € (MP)".

Theorem 9.3 (Exponential Corona Theorem). Any exponential algebra (say, AP ) defined
above is dense and full in the corresponding original algebra (say, A) except that H*P is
not dense in H*. Consequently,

(19) U (ASP) = (A™P)" (U, (A), and U, (ASP) = (ASP)" 0 U, (A).

In particular, Corona Theorems 4.8 and 4.5 hold even if we replace each algebra by the
corresponding exponential algebra.

By “defined above” in Theorem 9.3 we mean that A®*P has explicitly been defined above
(in this section) or that it is the exponential algebra of a subalgebra of M+L! or of (M+L!)g
that has been defined in the above sections. Thus, A can be M™, M™" n, M5 or M5,
or such an algebra +L! or —i—L}r (depending on causality), or any of the algebras of §1-2, or
the real algebra corresponding to any of these algebras. However, Theorem 9.3 holds also for
those typical exponential subalgebras that were not defined above.

We note that for A = M + L. and n = 2 the corona theorem for A®P was established in
[4].
If A is an n-full subalgebra of some other algebra A’ (e.g., of M + L), then, obviously,
U, (A) can be replaced by U, (A’) in (19).
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Proof of Theorem 9.3: Density follows from Lemma A.1. Below we prove fullness, that is,
that AP NU7(A) = Uy (AP) (only “C” needs to be proved). Then (19) follows from Lemma
3.5 (with Ag in place of the latter A, hence as is too), and (19) implies the modified corona
theorems.

1° If f € AP(D") N Uy (A(D")), then f > ¢ > 0 on D, hence on a neighborhood of D,
hence then f=! € A®P(D"). Since H°*P(D") = A®P(D"), this proves the fullness
of H****P(D") in H*(D") too. The proof for C'(T") is analogous.

2° Assume that A = APg. Let p,, — f uniformly on a strip E, := {—w < Rez < w} as
in the definition of APS®. If f € U;(APg), then, by uniform continuity, there exist
r,e > 0 such that |f| > ¢ on E,. Consequently, FM®P 3 p—1 — f~1 yniformly on
E,, hence f~1 € APGP.

3° Assume that A is a closed subalgebra of M + L! with the same norm. Let f €
A®*PNU;(A). The map o — f, := e~ % f is continuous (—d,0) — A, by the Dominated
Convergence Theorem, for some § > 0, and f, € U;(A) (when § is small enough, by
Lemma 3.4). For any such «, define g, € A by g4 * fo = 1. Obviously, (ga)—a *
(fa)—a =1, hence (gq)—a = go. Consequently, gg € AP, so f, € Uy (AP).

4° For all £1:°*P algebras we get the results from Remarks 9.2 and 2.1.

Theorem 9.4 (bsr A®P). All results in Table 1 hold with AP in place of A.

Proof. By Corollary 3.8 and Theorem 9.3, we have bsr AP < bsr A < tsr A = tsr AP in
each case (also the real ones), so only bsr. A < bsr A®P needs to be proved (although in all
cases below save the last, bsr.4 = bsr AP is proved directly).

For A(D")g and F¢*(N") this follows from Corollary 5.4. For C(T"), C(T")g, F¢*(Z") and
FHZ™;R) use Corollary 5.15. For A(D"), A(D")g, F¢*(N") and F¢H(N*;R) use Corollary
5.18.

From Lemma 5.20 we observe that Corollary 5.15 (respectively, 5.18) can be applied to
(the exponential subalgebras of) Cdp + L! and Rdy + L'(R;R) (respectively, Céy + L1 and
Rp+LY (R4 ;R)). Lemma 9.7 covers, among others, the (exponential versions of the) algebras
listed at the end of Corollary 6.3.

By Remark 9.2 we get the remaining ¢! algebras. From Lemma 3.9 we get the remaining
algebras. Il

In particular, we have bsr(M, + LY (R, ))™P = oo, so not all Callier-Desoer transfer func-
tions g/ f can be reduced (strongly stabilized). However, when the pair (f,g) € Uy happens

to lie in a nice subalgebra of F(M + L'(R))™P, such as ]:(M}: +LY(R,))*™P, then it can
be reduced, since bsr(/\/li+ + LY(R,))*P = 1, by Theorem 9.4.

Lemma 9.5. All results in §7 hold even if we replace all algebras by their exponential subal-
gebras. Moreover, in Theorems 7.6 and 7.7, with the additional assumption that U, (A®P) is
open in (A®P)" it suffices to make the replacements only in the conclusions.

Proof. This follows by making the corresponding changes in the proofs too (in the proof of
Lemma 7.1 we need the result bsr((Cdp 4+ L')$) = 1; also some exponential corona results
are used). The only exception is Corollary 7.9, which is established in Theorem 9.4 (using
only the above part of this lemma). O

The analogy of Theorem 9.4 holds for the M* classes too.
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Theorem 9.6. All results of §8 hold even if we replace all algebras by their exponential
subalgebras.

Thus, e.g., bsr ./\/li’eXp = tsr /\/li’eXp =k + 1 when dimg S = 2k.

Proof. The “maximal ideal space” (set of nonzero continuous homomorphisms) of a normed

algebra obviously equals that of its closure, so the first claim of Corollary 8.3 remains.
Corollary 3.8 (using Theorem 9.3) implies that bsr AP < bsr A < tsr. A = tsr AP for all

algebras treated in §8. But [n/2] + 1 < bsr A®P, by Lemma 9.7 and Corollary 6.3 (we have

MT’eXp C A®P as in 1° of the proof of Theorem 8.1). The case n = 1 in Theorem 8.1 follows
from 4° of the proof of Theorem 8.1. The rest is straightforward or follows from Theorem
9.3. O

We used above the following result.

Lemma 9.7. Corollary 6.3 holds even if we replace .7-"(MT)R by f(MT’eXp)R.
Corollary 5.10 holds even if we replace F¢1(N";R) by F¢LP(N™ R).

As obvious from the proofs, instead of F (MT’eXP)R we could use above any other set
containing ¢', f; (j =1,...,k) and a left inverse of (f',g’).

Proof. By Remark 9.2, a : N* — C is in /P (N") iff @ converges absolutely on a neighborhood
of D". The functions f; and g of Lemma 5.9 are of this form, so f1,..., fn,g € FILeP(N) Vj
(here m :=n). This proves the latter claim in Lemma 9.7 (see the proof of Corollary 5.10).
The above implies that f{,...,f.,¢ € (M%rk+)e"p (hence fi,...,fl.q € (./\/li“)ﬂe%’(p) in
Lemma 6.2, by the comment on the isomorphism (4) in Remark 9.2. Therefore, also the first
claim in Lemma 9.7 holds (see the proof of Corollary 6.3). O

We set H*P(Cy) :={f € H®(C4): f(- —w) € H*(C4) for some w > 0}.
Proposition 9.8. We have bsr H>**P(C,.) = 1, and bsr H**P(C4)r > 2.

Proof. For any function h € H*°(C,) and any number w € R we set hy, = h(- + w). If
(f,g9) € Ug(H**P(C,.)), then (f_w,9-w) € Us(H*(C,)) for some w > 0. But bsr H>® =1
[35], and so f_,, +hg_,, € U; for some h € H>*(C,). Hence f+ hy,g € Ui (H*>*P(C,)) (note
that h, € H*>>*P(C,)). Consequently, bsr H>>**P(C,) = 1.

If g(s) = (s — 1)(s — 3)/(s + 1)? and f(s) = (s — 2)/(s + 2), then f has different signs at
the zeros 1 and 3 of g. Hence (f,g) € Ug(H***P(CL)Rr) is not reducible in H**P(C4)r (see
the paragraph below Lemma 10.1). Thus bsr H**P(Cy)r > 2. O

Sergei Treil has conjectured that bsr H*°(C4)r = 2; in that case we would also have
bsr H**P(C4)r = 2 (to see this, modify the first part of the above proof: assume that
f € H®®P(C4)2 and that g € H>®P(C, )R etc.).

Recall from Theorem 9.4 that bsr H>**P(D") = |n/2| 4+ 1 and bsr H**P(D")gr = n + 1
(since HoO®*P(D™) = AP (D"™)).

The reducible elements (f, g) € Ua(Ap") are characterized in Remark 10.6 for many of our
real exponential algebras Ap™.
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10. REDUCIBLE ELEMENTS OF /1(N;R), Ry + L!(R,;R), AND OTHER REAL ALGEBRAS

A (coprime) pair (f,g) € Ug is reducible iff f + hg € U; for some h. All of our real causal
algebras have bsr > 2, which means that some coprime pairs are not reducible. Even worse,
as noted below 6.2, some pairs generated by two independent positive delays are not reducible
even in AP. However, in many real algebras, the coprime pairs that are reducible are exactly
those that have the “parity interlacing property” defined later below. That is the subject of
this subsection.

The half-plane algebra A(C ) is the sup-normed Banach algebra of those continuous func-
tions C; U {oo} — C that are holomorphic on C. It is obviously isometrically isomorphic
to A(D) through the Cayley transform f(-) — f((1 —-)/(1+-)).

Let (f,g) € Ua(A(C4)r). We say that (f,g) has the parity interlacing property if f has
the same sign at real zeros {r € Ry U {oo}: g(r) = 0} of g. An equivalent condition is
that f has an even number of zeros (counting multiplicities) between any real zeros of g.
Not all unimodular pairs are reducible (that is, bsr A(C4)g > 1), but the above property
characterizes reducible pairs, as shown in [40] (for A(D)) and restated below.

Lemma 10.1. A pair (f,g) € Ua(A(C1)r) is reducible iff f has the same sign at each zero
of g on Ry U {+o0}.

So then f+ hg € U; for some h € A(C)r. The necessity of the parity interlacing property
is obvious, because f + hg is real and nonzero on Ry and hence must have a constant sign.
One easily verifies that an element of M +LY or of £}(N") is real-valued iff its transform is

real-symmetric (f(E) = f(z)), so, for example, F(Rdp+ L' (Ry;R)) = F(Cdo+LL)NA(Cy)r.
Therefore, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 10.2. A pair (f,g) € FU3(Réy + L} (Ry;R)) is reducible iff f has the same sign
at each zero of g on Ry U {+o0}.

Proof. The necessity of the property follows as above. Now assume that (f, g) has the prop-
erty. By Lemma 10.1, there exists h € A(C)r such that f + gh € Ui(A(C4)r), that is,
infc, |f 4 gh| > 0 (Theorem 4.5).

Since real-symmetric polynomials are dense in A(D)g (Lemma A.1), their Cayley trans-
forms (that is, real-symmetric rational A(C)gr functions) are dense in A(C, )g. Consequently,
infc, |f + gh'| > 0 for some real-symmetric rational A’ € A(C1)gr. By Lemma 5.19 (and the
fact that F(Rdy + L' (R4;R)) consists of the real-symmetric elements of F(Cdy + L1)), we
have b’ € F(R + LY (R4 ;R)). But f+gh' € Uy (FRS + LY(R,;R)), from Theorem 4.5. [

Corollary 10.3. A pair (f,g) € FU(¢1(N;R)) is reducible iff f has the same sign at each
zero of g on [—1,1].

Here F/'(N) can obviously be replaced by any full subring A C A(DD) containing all poly-
nomials. The proof is analogous to that of Corollary 10.2 and hence omitted.

The isomorphism of Remark 2.1 extends Corollary 10.3 to (M f )r; we write this out below.
If p=> 72 gardkr € (/\/lf)[g7 then obviously fi(r) = a(e™") and (i/T +r) = a(—e™") for
every r > 0. By Remark 2.1, this and Corollary 10.3 imply the following.

Corollary 10.4. A pair (f,g) € ]:Ug((/\/l}:)[g) is reducible iff f has the same sign at each
zero of g on Ry U {+oo} U (i/T +Ry).
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The part “U(i/T + R;)” cannot be removed from the above corollary: set T := 1; for
f(s) =e™* g(s) = e 2% — 1/4 the pair (f,g) € Uy is not reducible although ¢ has only one
zero on Ry U {400}, because f has a different sign at the zero on i + R .

Corollary 10.5. A pair (f,g) € .7’:U2((/\/13;r + L1)Rr) is reducible iff f has the same sign at
each zero of g on Ry U {400} and the discrete part of (f,g) is reducible (see Corollary 10.4).

Proof. As before, the parity interlacing property is necessary. By Lemma 4.1, also the latter
condition is necessary. Now assume that both conditions hold. Write f = fq+ fa, 9 = 94 + ga-
Since the discrete part (fq, gq) is reducible, we have w := fq+hqgq € F Ul((/\/l}:)R) for some
ha € F(MY )R, Set F = w™(f + hag) = 1+ w™ (fa + haga) € F(RG + L1(R4;R)).
From Lemma 3.10, it follows that (F,g) € Us, that is, (F,g) # 0 on C4 U {co0} (Theorem
4.5). Hence (F,¢g) € Uy, where ¢(s) := 1/(s + 1) (because F(+o0) = 1). (By Lemma
5.19, ¢ € F(RJy + LY (R;;R)).) Set F' := F. Since w € Uy has a constant sign p = 1 on
Ry U {400}, the sign of F on the finite real zeros of g (or of ¢g) equals p times that of f,
that is, (F’, ¢g) has the parity interlacing property. (Unless g(4+00) # 0 and g(R) = 0 for
some R € (0,00) and f and w have different signs at R; in this case set F' := —F instead;
then sgn F'(+00) = —1, which equals —p sgn f(R) = sgn F’'(R) and so (F’, ¢g) again has this
property.) Thus F’ + hopg € Uy for some hg € F(Rdg + L1(R;;R)), by 10.2. From Lemma
3.10, it follows that (f, g) is reducible (namely f+(hq+whoo)g € Uy (or f+(hq—whop)g € Uy
if F' = —F)). O

From the proofs (in particular from that of Corollary 10.2), we observe the following, which
can alternatively also be concluded by density (Lemma A.1).

Remark 10.6 (AZ™). The element & such that f + hg € U can be chosen to be rational in
Lemma 10.1 and in Corollary 10.2, a polynomial in Corollary 10.3, a finite sum » ,_; hpe= T
in Corollary 10.4, and such a finite sum plus a rational function in Corollary 10.5.

Therefore, the algebras in Lemma 10.1 and in Corollaries 10.2-10.5 can be replaced by the
corresponding exponential algebras (defined in §9).

Proof. The first paragraph obviously holds.

Let then (f,g) € Ug(A®P), where A®P is the exponential form of the algebra in some of
the results. Since U;(A®P) C Uy (A), the corresponding parity interlacing property is still
necessary; by the first paragraph it is also sufficient for the existence of h € A®*P such that
f+hg € U (A®P). But f+ hg € Uy (A=P) iff f + hg € U;(A), because AP is full in A, by
Theorem 9.3, so we are done. O

A result for Hg°, analogous to that in Lemma 10.1, is given in [39].

An example of extending this characterization to the matrix-valued case (with f rational
and F~lg a measure) is given in [31], or in the rational case also in [37, p. 118]. In these
results det f should have the same sign at all real zeros of g. We also mention that bsr A™*" =
|—(bsr A —1)/n| + 1 for an arbitrary ring A [36, Theorem 3], and for a Banach algebra A
with a continuous involution, tsr A™*" = |(tsr A — 1)/n| + 2; see [22, Theorem 6.1].

10.1. Control-theoretic consequences. The connection between Bass and topological sta-
ble ranks and different forms of stabilization of linear systems is best explained in [21], whose
results have raised the question of the stable ranks of many of the algebras treated in this
article. A wealthy background on the theme is provided by [37]. Therefore, here we mainly
make some supplementing observations.
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Many of our algebras appear frequently in control theoretic literature, such as [37], [38]
(which treats ¢}(N), ¢1(N?), (LP(N), M, + L1, and (M4 + LY (R4))®P), [4] and [21]; see,
e.g., [9] for many practical examples. In many cases, the transfer functions actually lie in (the
fields of fractions of)) smaller algebras (than those studied in the references), which have lower
stable ranks and hence lead to more powerful results. This and the many bsr = oo results in
this article emphasize the importance the other algebras (e.g., in Table 1).

One of the motivations for reducing a coprime pair (f, g) € Ua(A), that is, for finding h € A
such that f + hg is invertible, comes from control theory. Indeed, if A models stable transfer
functions and the transfer function of a system is given by g/ f, then such a function h exists
iff the system can be strongly stabilized (stabilized by a stable controller, namely —h € A).
[37] [21].

The advantages of strong stabilization are also explained in [37]. They include weaker
sensitivity to disturbances, better ability to track reference inputs, the possibility to use
the two-stage stabilization procedure, as well as applications in simultaneous stabilization,
which leads to better robustness against structural changes including nonlinearities and loss
of components. [37]

In continuous-time (respectively, discrete-time) applications, often A equals F(M 4 + Lﬂr)
(respectively, F¢!(N)) or some subset of it (possibly real, which motivates this section). If
bsr A = 1, then any two plants of same dimensions, admitting doubly coprime factorizations
(cf. Subsection 10.2 below), can be stabilized by a controller [21, Corollary 6.7]. As the proof
(whose origin is in [37]) of that result shows, this simultaneous stabilization can be reduced
to a strong stabilization problem in the same algebra, so also the results of this section apply
to simultaneous stabilization.

Some control-theoretic applications of other bsr and tsr results (for example, of bsr < 2
or of tsr < 2) are explained in [21], where it is also shown how scalar-valued results readily
extend to the matrix case. If, for example, bsr A = 1, then bsr A™*™ = 1, by [36, Theorem 3].
It easily follows (first extend the matrices to squares and later discard unnecessary blocks)
that if f € A" and g € A™*" are coprime, then gf ~! is strongly stabilizable (that is, there
exists h € A"*™ such that f+hg € Uy(A™"™). A generalization of this result is given in [21].
Moreover, the above method is constructive if the corresponding scalar result is constructive
(as they mostly are).

We also note that most of the applications of stable rank and reduction results are robust
with respect to errors, because U,, is open (Lemma 3.4). For example, strong stabilization is
robust with respect to small errors in f, g and h (we still have f + hg € U;i(A)). Moreover,
since most of our algebras are full in the corresponding H> algebra (Theorem 4.3), the
applications are actually robust in H°°, that is, the true functions (data or solutions) need
not even lie in A at all, it suffices that they are close to our models in the supremum norm if
we are satisfied by the corresponding properties in H*® (for example, for strong stabilization
in H*°). Furthermore, in general the construction of h € H* such that f + hg € U (H*)
is terribly difficult [35], so there is a huge advantage of being able to make any constructions
in a nice algebra where more elementary constructive results are available. Naturally, the
corresponding simple model for h is also desirable.

10.2. Existence of coprime factorizations. Above we considered coprime factorizations
g/ f. Often transfer functions are given as fractions g/f with g, f € A, f # 0 that are not
necessarily coprime (€ Uy(A)). To be able to apply the numerous results for coprime fractions
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in the literature, such as those in this article, one then wants to find an equivalent coprime
factorization. We treat this problem in the remark below.

Remark 10.7. Let f,g € A, f # 0, where A is a commutative ring with no zero divisors
(that is, a,b € A, ab =10, b # 0 = a = 0). Note that all (non-matrix) algebras defined
in this article are of that form. We call “g/f = w/v” a coprime factorization of “g/f” if
(v,w) € Uy(A) and gv = fw.

The ring A is a so-called Bézout domain iff all such fractions have a coprime factorization
[37, p. 332].

Using the corona theorems of this article and methods similar to those in [38] and [18], one

Lexp 1t \exp ex _ 00,ex ex _ 00,ex ex
can show that M7, (M} )p ", A%P(D) = H**P(D), A*P(D)gr = H*P(D)g, C*P(T),
CP(T)g, (1P (N) and ¢-*P(N;R) are Bézout domains but the none of the other algebras
defined in this article are Bézout domains.

However, under the additional assumption that the denominator f is bounded below at
infinity, that is, |f(z)| > € (z € C4, |z| > R) for some ¢, R > 0, then f/g does have a
coprime factorization provided that A equals H°*P(C,), Hp"*?(C,), (A'+L'(R4))*P, or
(A" + LY (R4))g ", where A’ is a subalgebra of M and the corona theorem holds for A’.

We omit the proofs. In all positive results above, a suitable coprime factorization can be
obtained by dividing out the zeros of (f, g) by a suitable rational function (then use the corona
Theorem 9.3). The proofs of the negative results are mostly similar to those given in the two
references.

An analogous claim holds also in the matrix-valued case (cf. p. 885 and Theorem 2.1 of
[38]).

The fact that ¢P(N) is a Bézout domain (and ¢!(N) and ¢!(N?) are not) was proved in
[38]. For (M4 +LY(Ry))®™P the existence of a coprime factorization was shown in [4] assuming
that f is bounded below at infinity. Some of the negative results were established in [18].

APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this appendix we present some technical results commonly used in our proofs.
First we describe important dense subsets of our algebras.

Lemma A.1 (density). In each ¢! algebra, elements with finite support are dense. Con-
sequently, finite linear combinations of (included) 6,’s are dense in each M7 algebra (see
Remark 2.1). Their Laplace transforms are dense in AP, APy and APg. Continuous func-
tions with compact supports are dense in each L' space in this article. Polynomials are dense
in A(D"™), by Taylor’s Theorem. Polynomials in z),’s and in z; ' ’s are dense in C(T™), by the
Stone—Weierstrass theorem. Corresponding claims also hold for corresponding real algebras.

So for example, real polynomials are dense in A(D")g and real elements of ¢! (R) with finite
support are dense in £1(R;R). Obviously, Lemma A.1 holds for the corresponding exponential
algebras too. By Lemma 5.19, rational functions are dense in F(Cdq + L1).

Proof. This is straightforward except for the real case. But that follows from corresponding
complex claims (or as above), for example, if h € C'(T™)gr and some polynomials p,, converge
uniformly to h on D, then [[(pn)r — hlloc = |(Pn — h)Rllcc — 0, by Lemma 4.4. O

We recall from [25, p. 153] that a differentiable image of a null set is a null set.
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Lemma A.2. If V C R" is open, f:V — R™ is differentiable, Q@ C V', and m(2) = 0, then
m(f[]) = 0; hence then R™\ f[Q] is dense in R™.

If Q C R¥ is open, k < n, and f : Q — R" is differentiable, then m(f[Q]) = 0; hence then
R™\ f[Q] is dense in R™.

To prove the latter claim, apply the former to g(z1,...,x,) := f(z1,...,2%), V := QxR
and ' := Q x {0}"7F,
The following is an obvious consequence of Brouwer’s fixed point theorem.

Lemma A.3 (Brouwer). If f € C(R™;R") is bounded, then f(x) = x for some x € R".
We recall the Riemann-Lebesgue Lemma.

Lemma A.4 (Riemann—Lebesgue). If f € LY(R,) (respectively, f € LY(R)) and e > 0, then
there exists R < oo such that |f(z)| < € when z € C, (respectively, z € iR) and |z| > R.

The next result says that if f € C! has a zero f(a) = 0 with invertible derivative f’(a),
then for small g € C, f + g also has a zero (near a).

Lemma A.5. Let V. .C R™ be open and a € V. If f € CL(V;R"), f(a) = b and f'(a) is
invertible, then there exists § > 0 such that for every g € C(V;R™) satisfying ||g]lco < 0, there
holds that b € (f + g)[V].

Assume, in addition, that M" := supy, ||f"|| < oo. If M = | f'(a)7!||, then we can have
§=1/4M?*M" above.

Proof.

1° We can and will assume that a = 0 = b. By the Inverse Function Theorem [24],
there exists » > 0 and an open W C R” such that B, C V, f is one-to-one on B,
with inverse h € C1(W; B,.), where W := f[B,], B, := {x € R": |z| < r}. Fix some

€ (0,7). Since h(0) = 0 (that is, h(b) = a), there exists § > 0 such that |h(z)| < €
when |z| < 0.

Assume that ||g|loo < 0. The function G := ho —g € C(V;R") satisfies |G(x)| < €
for x € V, so G maps B, — B.. From Brouwer’s fixed point theorem, it follows that
G(z) = = for some z € B.. But f(z) = f(G(z)) = f(h(—g(x))) = —g(x), that is,
f(z)+ g(z) =0, as desired.

2° From the proof of [24, Theorem 9.24], we observe that r := 1/2MM" will do above.
But |£(2)] > 0+ (a)al—M"|af2/2 > |al /| A~ |~ M"[z]?/2 > |o| M~ (1 MM"r/2) >
eM™13/4 = § when r > |z| > e. Thus f[B, \ B C B§. So h[Bs] C Be U B,, hence
h[Bs] C B, (being connected and containing h(0) = 0), so this § will do. Since € < r
was arbitrary, any 6 < rM ~13/4 = 3/8M?M" will do.

g
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