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HYPER-REINHARDT FREE SPECTRAHEDRA

SCOTT MCCULLOUGH

ABSTRACT. The free automorphisms of a class of Reinhardt free spectrahedra are trivial.

1. INTRODUCTION

Fix a positive integer g. For positive integers n, let M, (C) denote the set of n x n
matrices and M, (C)g the set of g-tuples X = (X1,..., X,) with entries X from M, (C). Let
M(C)& denote the sequence (M, (C)8),. Given a positive integer d and a tuple B € My(C)9,
let Ap(z) denote the linear (matrix) polynomial,

g
AB(x) = Z Bjxj-
j=1

The polynomial Ag naturally evaluates at an X € M(C)8 using the (Kronecker) tensor
product as

g
Ap(X)=> B;®X;.
j=1

Define L by
Lp(X) =11+ Ap(X)+ Ap(X)".

For a square matrix 7" the notation 7' > 0 (resp. 7' = 0) indicates T is positive definite
(resp. positive semidefinite). With this notation, let, for positive integers n,

Ppn| ={X € M,(C)8: L(X) > 0}.

The set Pp[1] is a spectrahedron and the sequence of sets Pp = (Py[n]),—, is a free spectra-
hedron. Alternately,

Pp={X € M(C)®: Lg(X) > 0}.
Spectrahedra and free spectrahedra occur in a number of areas of mathematics and its ap-
plications. For instance, spectrahedra are basic objects in semidefinite programming and
convex optimization; free spectrahedra are connected to operator systems and spaces and
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complete positivity. Spectrahedra, both free and not, arise in certain engineering applica-
tions. For further details see [HKMV20, BPT, dOH06, dOHMP, WSV12, SIG97] and the

references therein.

Free spectrahedra are free sets in the following sense. If X € Pg[n| and Y € Pgm|,
then
XeY=(XieY,...,X,®Y,) € Bn+ml,

X, 0
X, oV, ="’ :
AR (0 Y])’

and if X € Pp[n] and U € M,(C) is unitary, then U*XU = (U*X U, ..., U* X U) € Bgn|.

A free map f : Pp — Pe between free spectrahedra is a sequence f = (f[n]), where
fln] : Br[n] = Pe[n], that satisfies the axioms

(i) if X € Pp([n] and Y € Pg[m], then
fin+m](X ©Y) = f[n](X) & flm](Y);
(ii) if X € Pp[n] and U is an n x n unitary matrix, then

fInl(U"XU) = U f[n](X)U.

where

We typically write f in place of f[n]. The free map f is analytic if each f[n] is analytic;
and f is free bianalytic or free biholomorphic if f is analytic and has a free analytic inverse.
In the case C' = B, a free bianalytic map is a free automorphism. We will often just
say f is bianalytic or an automorphism, dropping the adjective free (and also analytic).
Motivations for studying free biholomorphic maps between free spectrahedra stem from
connections with matrix inequalities that arise in systems engineering [dOHMP, dOHO06]
and by analogy with rigidity theory in several complex variables. Free biholomorphisms can
also be viewed as nonlinear completely positive maps. For a comprehensive treatment of free
maps see [KVV14].

We now introduce the central object of this paper. Fix positive integers d,. .., dg 41
with d = ) d; and norm one matrices Ci, . .., Cy, where C; has size d; X d;j41. Let A; denote
the (g+ 1) x (g+ 1) block matrix with (j, j 4+ 1) entry C; and all other entries 0. Thus each
A; is of size d x d and the (k, ¢) block of A; has size dj, x dy. Such a tuple A is now fixed for

the remainder of this paper. The case g = 2 was treated in the article [MT+].
Let T denote the unit circle in the complex plane C. Given vy € T#, the mapping
o(r) = vz = (NT1,. . /Ygfb’g)

evidently restricts to an automorphism of 4. We refer to these automorphisms as trivial
automorphisms and P 4 as a hyper-Reinhardt free spectrahedron.
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The free polydisc in g-variables is the free set
FE={X e M(C)E:|X,| <1}
It is easily seen to be a free spectrahedron (see Section 1.1). Because the C; have norm one,
Pa C FE.
Given J C {1,2,...,g}, define my : M(C)8 — M(C)& by

S A
0 ifjeld.
It is immediate that if T € Py, then 73(T) € Pa. As a definition, P4 contains a polydisc
as a distinguished summand if there exists @ # J C {1,2,..., g} such that, for T' € M(C)g,
if |75]| < 1 for j € J and m3(T) € Pa, then T € Py4. Similarly, P, is a coordinate direct
sum if there exists a 1 < v < g such that 7" € M(C)®& is an element of P, if and only
both 73(7) € P4 and 75(T") € P, where T = {1,2,..., v} and J is the complement of J in
{1,2,...,g}. Theorem 1.1 below is the main result of this article.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose ¢ is an automorphism of Pa.

(i) If P4 does not contain a polydisc as a distinguished summand, then ¢(0) = 0;
(i1) If p(0) = 0, then there exists a v € T8 and a permutation = of {1,2,...,g} such that
0 (T) = YjTx(j);
(15i) If ¢(0) = 0 and B4 is not a coordinate direct sum, then o is trivial.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 occupies the body of this paper.

Corollary 1.2. If P4 is neither a polydisc nor a direct sum of free spectrahedra, then its
automorphisms are trivial.

The case of g = 2 of Corollary 1.2 is one of the principle results in [MT+], though the
proof here diverges materially from that in [MT+].

Proof. If B 4 is not a direct sum, then it does not contain a polydisc as a proper distinguished
summand. By assumption it is not a polydisc. Hence 4 does not contain a polydisc as
a distinguished summand and therefore, by item (i) its automorphisms send 0 to 0. An
application of item (iii) now says the automorphisms of P34 are trivial, since, by assumption,
PB4 does not a coordinate direct sum. [

1.1. Context and prior results. Given a tuple E = (E4, ..., Eg) of k x £ (not necessarily
square) matrices, the spectrahedron Pz, where B € My ,(C)8 is given by

0 E
Bj:(o oj)’
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is a spectraball. Tt is routine to see that a tuple X € M(C)g is in Pp if and only if |Ap(X)|| <
1. We mention two special cases. One is the free polydisc .78

FE = {X € M(CF: || X,] < 1}
in g variables and the other is the free g x h matrix ball,
MET = {X = (X;0)55=1: X € M(C). ||IX]| <1}

In each case, the automorphisms at the scalar level - those of .78[1] and .Z#""[1] - naturally
extend to free automorphisms. See for instance [Popl10, MT16]. In particular, automor-
phisms of .#€ are composites of permutation of the coordinates with mobius maps of the
unit disc in each coordinate.

More generally, the results of [AHKM, HKMV20] characterize bianalytic maps between
free spectrahedra 5 and B¢ under certain generic irreducibility hypotheses on the tuples
B and C'. They also characterize bianalytic maps between spectraballs absent any additional
hypotheses. A canonical class of free spectrahedra not covered by these results are those
with circular symmetry.

A free spectrahedron B is circularif X € P and v € T implies 7 .X = (vX4,...,7X,) €
PBp. From [HKM12], circular free spectrahedra that are bianalytic are linearly equivalent.
Thus, in this case, there is an automorphism that sends 0 to 0. As a conjecture, an auto-
morphism of a circular free spectrahedron that does not contain a spectraball as a direct
summand, must send 0 to 0.

2. CARATHEODORY INTERPOLATION PRELIMINARIES

In this section consequence of, and results related to, Caratheodory interpolation needed
in the sequel are collected for easy reference. We begin with the following well known lemma.

X — <C() Cl) .
0 Co

(1) | X]|| = 1 if and only if |co| < 1 and |c;| = 1 — |co|?; (and hence there is a 6 € R such
that ¢, = € (|col? — 1);
(ii) || X|| < 1 if and only if |co] < 1 and || < 1 — |col?;
(1) || X|| > 1 if and only if |co] > 1 or|co| < 1 and |ci] > 1 — |col?.

Lemma 2.1. Given cy,cq € C, let

Further, in the first case, the kernel of I — X X™ is spanned by the vector
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Proof. The matrix I — X X* has norm at most 1 (resp. equal 1) if and only if |¢y| < 1 (resp.
lco] < 1) and its determinant, (1 — |cp|?)? — |c1|?, is non-negative (resp. equal 0), proving the
first two items. A similar argument proves the third item. Direct computation verifies that
v is in the kernel of I — X X* in the case that X has norm 1. [

Lemma 2.2. Suppose

(i) n > 2;
(ii) co,...,cn € C and |co| < 1;
(iii) 0 € R and c; = € (|col? — 1).

Let \y =1, fixt Xg, ..., Ay € C\ {0} and let S = (S]k)ﬁ’il denote the (n+ 1) x (n+1)
matriz with S;j11 = Aj for 1 < j <n and S, = 0 otherwise. Thus the nonzero entries of
S are exactly on the first super diagonal. The matriz

T = Xn: Cij
j=0

is a contraction if and only if ¢; = € (ec}) 7 (|co|> — 1) and |N\;| < 1 for j > 1 if and only
if it has norm 1.

Moreover, in this case, letting P denote the (n+1) x (n+ 1) matriz with Py ,41 = 1 and
P; i = 0 otherwise, if p € C and T+ pP is a contraction, then p = 0.

Let D denote the open unit disc in C.

Proof. First note, for each 1 < j < n that

x o [ i Tign ) _ [ Aa)
’ Tiv1; Tjer41 0

Observe that X; is the matrix X from Lemma 2.1 and in particular has norm 1. Hence T
has norm at least one and is thus a contraction if and only if it has norm one. Further, if T’
is a contraction, then each X; is a contraction and hence, by Lemma 2.1, |A;]| < 1.

Suppose now the norm of 7" is one and write T as

T:XY,
0 7

where X = X;. Using Lemma 2.1 and its notation, since T is a contraction and || X*v|| = ||v||,

L[V X*v .
lll* > (IT <0> =1 (Y*U> 1 = lloll* + 1Y o]
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Thus the columns of Y are orthogonal to v. On the other hand, yi, the k-th column of Y is

C
Y = A2 Apg1 ( k+1> )
Ck

for 1 <k <n — 1. Using the assumption that the \; are non-zero,

<Ck+1> — (62903> '
Cr 1

2i6 *(

given by

Thus, cx11 =€ ecgck In particular, co = €

1).

To prove the converse, suppose [A\;| <1 and ¢; =e

|co|?—1) and by induction, ¢ = €™ (c5)*1(|co|?—

110207 (60|12 — 1). In particular, S

is a contraction and

flz) = = chzf

1—ce’9

is an automorphism of . Hence 7' = f(.5) is a contraction.

Finally suppose T' = f(S) and T + pP is a contraction. The argument above with,
T + pP in place of T, shows y,,_1 + pw is orthogonal to the vector v from Lemma 2.1, where
w € C? is the vector with first entry 1 and second entry 0. Since y,,_; is orthogonal to v, it
follows that pw is orthogonal to v. Hence p = 0 and the proof is complete. [

3. THE AFFINE LINEAR TERMS
Suppose ¢ : Pa — P4 is bianalytic,

Y= (4101 ‘Pg)'
Let b; = ¢;(0).

The coordinate functions ¢; of ¢ have power series expansions,

g
0; =bj+ > Liwwk+ (),

k=1

that converge in some neighborhood of 0 and for all nilpotent tuples, where h;(x) consists
of terms of order two and higher. For notational purposes, let

(3.1) g = (@,k)g

k=1

Since ¢ is bianalytic, .Z is invertible.
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For integers N > 2, let #x denote the words in {x1,...,zg} of length between 2 and
N. Let #73, denote the words in #}y that are not of the form z (for 2 <n < N). Let v/ &
denote the union (over N > 2) of the 7/]\], and let $7 denote power series of the form
(3:2) bx) =) anx®.
aeWi
Let {d1,...,0g} denote the standard orthonormal basis for C9. Given p € D, let
btz
my(2) = 1+p*z
Proposition 3.1 below is the main results of this section.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a permutation m of {1,2,...,g} and a tuple § = (64, ...,0;) €

R such that, for each 1 < j < g,
0. b; + ez "
_ 16 _ __ 0
SDJ((SW(J)Z) - mbj (6 JZ) - 1_'_ bﬂfeiGjZ =€ Jmeiiejbj (Z)

More generally, with k = 7(j), there exists an by, € $H* such that

() = my (e%xy) + hi(z).
In particular, there exists a® € C such that if T is nilpotent of order N + 1, then

(3.3) 0 (T) = my, (eTy) + bi(T) = my, (¢Ti) + > al T

ae//k

We refer to m as the permutation associated to .

Before proving Proposition 3.1, we pause to prove item (ii) of Theorem 1.1, stated as
Proposition 3.2 below.

Proposition 3.2. If ¢(0) = 0, then there exists v € T& and permutation m such that
©j(x) = 7T (j)-

Proof. In this case ¢ is an automorphism of a circular domain that maps 0 to 0 and is
thus linear by [HKMI11, Theorem 4.4]. On the other hand, by Proposition 3.1, ¢;(z) =
e?ix), + by (x). Linearity forces by = 0 completing the proof. [

The proof of Proposition 3.1 is broken down into several lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. There is a permutation © of {1,...,g} and a tuple O € R& such that, for tuples
T = (Th,...,T,) nilpotent of order 2,

0i(T) = bj + € (|b;* = 1) Ty

Before proving Lemma 3.3, we first establish Lemma 3.4 below. Recall equation (3.1).
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Lemma 3.4. There is a permutation m of {1,...,g} such that {;; # 0 if and only if k = 7(j).
In particular, for tuples T = (T, ..., Ty) nilpotent of order 2,

©i(T) = bj + Ly Tr(i)-

Thus L # 0 if and only if k = 7(j) and £ has exactly one nonzero entry in each row and
column.

The proof of Lemma 3.4 in turn uses the following elementary linear algebra lemma
included here for completeness.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose R and Q) are self-adjoint n x n matrices and v € C*". [f R£Q = 0
and Ry =0, then Qv = 0.

Proof. 1t is immediate that (Qv,~) = 0. For A € C and § € C", the inequality
0 < ((R+Q)(v+2d), 7 +Ad) = [AP((R+Q)8,8) + M@, 8) + A (Qd, )
implies (@7, d) = 0 and hence Qv = 0. |

Define T = (Ty,...,Tg) = T(t) = T(t4,...,tg) by T; = t;5, where

0 1
o - (2)

Recall the definition of .Z from equation (3.1) and let B = I + A(b) + A(b)*. Since
La(p(T(t)) = B + Aa(T(L1)) + Aa(T(L1))7,
if s, € C® and 0 < ¢ < 1, then
La(p(T(t + ) = La(@(T(1)) + Aa(T(Ls)) + Aa(T(Ls))".
Lemma 3.6. Ift € C& and |t;| <1 for all j, then T(t) is in the closure of Pa. If in addition,

there is an 1 < m < g such that |t,,| = 1, then T(t) is in the boundary of Pa.

Given 1 < m < g, if s € C8& satisfies s, = 0 and |s;| < 1 for all j, then p(T(5)) and
O(T(0m + 8)) are in the boundary of Pa and thus each of T(d,,); and T(6,, £+ s) are in the
boundary of P 4. Equivalently,

(a) R:= La((T(6m))); and

(b) La(p(T(0m £ 5)))

are positive semidefinite with non-trivial kernel. In particular, there is a vector O # ~ such
that Ry = 0.

Moreover,
La(p(T(om £ 5))) = R+ Q(s),
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where

Q(s) = Aa(T(ZLs)) + Aa(T(ZLs))".
Finally, Q(s)y = 0.

Proof. The first statements about T(t) are evident.
By the first part of the lemma, T(4,,) and T(d,, & s) are in the boundary of B4 and

hence so are there images under ¢.

The moreover portion of the lemma is straightforward, since ¢(T(t)) is affine linear in ¢,
©(T(t)) = b+ T(L1).

The last statement follows from the moreover part of this lemma and Lemma 3.5. [

Proof of Lemma 3.J. Recall, {61,...,0g} is the standard orthonormal basis for Ce. Let H;
denote the orthogonal complement of ¢; and suppose, for each 1 < k < g, thereis a 1 <
m(k) < g such that ZH), C H,. Since £ is invertible, it follows that ZH), = H.q, and
m(k) # m(j) for j # k. In particular, 7 is a permutation. Moreover, for each 1 < j < g, using
Z is invertible gives

L0j] = L Ny Hi = Oz L Hy, = Oy Hriy = (0]

where [z] denotes the span of a vector x € C&. Thus, for j fixed, ¢;; # 0 if and only if
k = 7(j) and the conclusion of the lemma holds.

Now suppose there is an 1 < m < g such that ZH,, € Hy for each k. It follows that
dim[-ZH,,] N Hy < dim Hj, = g — 1 and consequently Us_,[ £ H,,|]N Hy C £ H,,. Thus there
exists an s € H,, C C& such that each entry of .Zs is non-zero. By scaling s, we assume the
entries of s have absolute value at most one. Applying Lemma 3.6 (and using its notation),
fix a (non-zero) vector 7 in the kernel of R so that Q(s)y = 0.

Cd
V= e @,
7j72 Cdj

and setting o = .Zs, the condition Q(s)y = 0 implies 0 = 0; Cj7;j41,2 and 0 = o} Cjv;, for
1 <5 < g Thus,

Expressing v = @?:hj and

CivVjs1,2 =0
(3.5) oo
3751 =0,

since 0; # 0. In particular, Cgyg1 = 0.
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Since Ry =0,
beCaVe1 + Vg1 =0
and it follows that vz41,1 = 0.
Arguing by induction, suppose Ygii1,1,--.,Vk+1,1 are all 0 for some 2 < k < g. Since
R~y = 0 implies
0="0;_1Ci_1Vk=11 + Y1 + 0kCrYit11 + Lo mCrYi+1,2,

it follows from equation (3.5) and the induction hypothesis that 74 ; = 0. Hence v,1 = 0
for all 2 < k < g+ 1. Finally, from 7, ; + 01C1721 = 0 it follows that v;; = 0. A similar
argument starting from

0="12+bCi722

shows 752 = 0 for each 1 < k < g+ 1 too. We have now reached the contradiction v = 0,
completing the proof. [

Proof of Lemma 3.5. Let 7 denote the permutation of Lemma 3.4. Thus, foreach 1 < j < g
and each tuple T" nilpotent of order two,

@i (T) = bj + Ly Tr(i)-

Fix 1 <m < g and let v = 7~ *(m). In particular, 7(v) = m. Let s € C& denote the
tuple with s, = 1 for a # m and s,, = 0. Using Lemma 3.6 and its notation, there is a
non-zero vector 7 such that Ry = 0 and Q(s)y = 0. In this case,

Y linpAi® S
v

Cmi
Vi = i1 c D ;
Yj,2 Ccm

the condition Q(s)y = 0 (and ¢; ;) # 0) implies, for j # v,

Qs) =D x4 © S +
j#v

where S is given in equation (3.4).

g+

1
j=17; and

Expressing v = &

0= Cjvjt1,2
O = Cﬁyj,l-

J

(3.6)

As in the proof of Lemma 3.4, Ry = 0 implies 7g+171+b;C;7g71 = 0 and also v; 2+b1Ci7y22 = 0.
Assuming v < g, it follows that v,111 = 0. Another application of Ry = 0 gives

b;—lc;—lfyg—l,l + Ve, 1 + bgCg7g+l,1 + Egﬂr(g)cg’yg—i-lﬂ = 0.
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Thus, if v < g—1, then in view of equation (3.6) and using the already established 4111 = 0,
it follows that v, ;1 = 0. By induction, ;; = 0 for v+2 < j. A similar argument shows 7,2 = 0
for j <wv — 1. On the other hand, Ry = 0 gives
0 :bz_lc:_170—1,1 + Yo,1 + b’UCUfYU-i-l,l + gv,mcv+170+1,2
(3 7) 0 Z«gv—l,mC:_l%—l,l + 52_105_1%—1,2 + Vo2 + vav%H,z
' 0 :b;k)C:’yv,l + Yo+1,1 + bv+1Cv+17v+2,1 + €v+l,va+17v+2,2
0 Igz,mCLk%J +b,C Vo2 + Yor1,2 + bop1Cog1Votr2,2-
Combining equations (3.6), (3.7) and 7,-12 = 0 = Y4421, it follows that

0 =71+ 0,CYor11 + LomCuYot1,2
0 =72+ b,Coyps1,2

0 =b,C V1 + Yor1,1

0="0;,,Covor +b,Covm2 + Yor12:

Thus,
Yv,1
- ( I olT(6)) © cz) Yo
o (T(0m))" ® Cy I Yo+1,1
Yo+1,2
and hence

AulT(60)) = (Z; fgm)

has norm one or 7, = 0 for a = v,v + 1 and b = 1,2. In the second case, La(clz)y = 0,
where ¢ € C8 is the tuple with ¢; = b; for j # v and ¢, = 0. Thus c is in the boundary of
PBa[l]. On the other hand, since b is not in this boundary of P 4[1], it is easy to see that
neither is ¢, a contradiction. In the first case, from Lemma 2.1, £,,, = ¢*(|b,|? — 1), for
some 0, € R and the proof is complete. [

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By Lemma 3.3, there is a permutation 7 of {1,...,g} such that,
for tuples T'= (T4, ..., Tg) nilpotent of order 2 and 1 < j < g,

@i (T) = bj + €5 (|b;|* — 1) Ty,

for some 0; € R. Hence, with k = 7(j), there exists a® for words a of length at least two,
such that for a tuple T nilpotent of order N 4+ 1 > 2,

i (T) = by + (|, = DTy + S abTe.

a€EWN
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For N € N*, let R denote the (N + 1) x (N + 1) matrix with R; ;11 =1for 1 <j < N
and R = 0 otherwise. Let k = 7(j). The tuple Y = §; R is nilpotent of order N + 1 and is
in the boundary of 84 and hence so is ¢(Y). In particular,

©;(Y) = b; + € (|b;]|* — R+ZanR"

is a contraction. By Lemma 2.2, a’;Z = ™ (b5)" 1 (]b;|* — 1). Hence equation (3.3) holds for

T nilpotent of order N + 1 and the remainder of the proposition follows. [

4. HIGHER ORDER TERMS

We continue to work with a fixed automorphism ¢ of B 4, with b = ¢(0). In particular,

there exists a permutation 7 and a tuple 6 € R& such that the conclusion of Proposition 3.1
holds. Let

(4.1) gi(z) = ewﬂ'mefiejbj(z) = mbj(ewjz) =b; + ewj(l — |bj|2)z +

Let 37 C {1,2,...,g} denote those indices k such that, for each each € > 0, the matrix
LA(Ok + €dg41) is not positive semidefinite; let 3~ denote those indices k such that, for each
each € > 0, the matrix L4(d; + €dx_1) is not positive semidefinite; and let 3 = 37 U 37. Let
I denote the complement of 3. It is straight forward consequence of convexity that 91 is the
set of those indices j for which there exists an € > 0 such that La(€dr_1 + 0 + €5x11) = 0,
(in the case that k = 1 or k = g we interpret this condition in the natural way).

The following alternate criteria for membership in the sets 3% will often be used without
comment.

Lemma 4.1. An index j is in 37 if and only if, for each € > 0,
C]*C] + EC]‘+1C;-<+1 ﬁ 1.
Likewise j € 37 if and only if for each € > 0, eC;_,Cj_1 + C;CF A 1.

Proof. Observe La(6; + €d;4+1) > 0 if and only if

I ¢ 0
Z = Cj* I ECj+1 t 0
0 eCiy T

if and only if (after a couple of Schur complements of Z = 0) C;C; + €2Cj11Cr, < 1. ]

Recall the definition of $* from equation (3.2). Let $% denote the set of those h € $H*
such that h(7T") = 0 for tuples T € P4 with Tp_1 = T = 0.
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Lemma 4.2. Fiz 1 < j < g and let k = 7(j).
(1) If k € M, then
() = g;(n).
(ii) In any case, there exists by € H% such that

0 (T) = g;(T) + b (T).

Lemma 4.2 is a preliminary version of Proposition 4.10, the main result of this section.
Before proving Lemma 4.2, we collect a couple of lemmas related to the hyper-Reinhardt

nature of P 4.

4.1. The hyper-Reinhardt condition. Given 7" € M(C)g, note

I G T 0 0 0 0

CreoTy I Co® Ty 0 0 0

0 C; Ty I Cs @ T3 0 0

L(T) = 0 0 C; Ty I 0 0
0 0 0 0 I Ce®@Tg

0 0 0 0 ... CioT; I

Given tuples T' € M,(C)8 and W = (Wy,..., W) € M, (C)e*!, let
(42) WoTl := (Wngwl,WfTQWQ,. .. an*_ngWg)-

Lemma 4.3. If T € Pa[n] and W € M, (C)&™ is a tuple of unitary matrices, then W o T
15 also in V4.

Remark 4.4. A natural question is whether a free spectrahedra Bp C M (C)g is hyper-
Reinhardt if and only if for each n, each X € PBg[n] and tuple W = (W, ..., W,) € M, (C)&t!
of unitary matrices

WoX = (WiXiWi, ..., W, X;We) € Pa.

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Letting Dy, denote the block diagonal (g+1) x (g+1) with (j+1,j+1)
entry I @ Wj for 0 < j < g,
D;VLA(T)DW = LA(WOT). u

Lemma 4.5. If A € Pu[l], and X € M,(C)8 is a tuple of contractions, then \-X =
()\1X1, ey )\ng) - ‘BA[n]
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Proof. Given a tuple U € M,,(C)g of unitary matrices, let Wy = I and W; = U;Us ... U; and
let A = \I,,. Observe that A o W = A\-U. Thus

La(AoW) = La(\U)
and consequently, by Lemma 4.3, \-U € P 4.
By the Russo-Dye Theorem, there is an n and unitary tuples U7 € M,(C)sfor1 < j <n

such that
1 & 1 &
X==-MU" X;==-> U
3 3
Thus
1 & ,
Liy\X)=— La(NU? 0
A(A-X) - ; AAU7) =
and it follows that A\-X € P 4. [

We will also need the following variation of Lemma 4.5.
Lemma 4.6. Fir T C {1,2,...,g} and \; >0 forje Z. If Y € Py and Y; =0 for j € T
implies Y defined by
i {Aj ifjez
Tl ez
is in Pa, then, if Y € P and Y; =0 for j € L and ||T;|| <1 for j € I, then the tuple
;o {AjTj ifjet
Y,  ifj¢z
18 1N ‘BA.
Proof. Given a tuple W = (Wy, Wi, ..., Wg) of n xn unitary matrices, the tuple W*oY € P4
and (W*oY); =0 for j € Z. Hence the tuple (W* o Y)* is in PB4 and therefore so is
NW W itjel
Y; if j ¢ 7.

An application of the Russo-Dye lemma as in the proof of Lemma 4.3 completes the proof. ®

WO(W*OY))\:{

Lemma 4.7. Fix 1 < k < g. If there is an € > 0 such that both La(edx_1 + 0;) = 0 and
LA(0) + €d41) = 0, then there is an n > 0 such that if T € M, (C)®& satisfies | Tk|| < 1 and
\T5]| <n for j # k, then T is in the closure of PBa[n]. If, in addition, |Tk|| = 1, then T is in
the boundary of Paln].

Similarly, if just La(0x + €dgr1) = 0, then there is an n > 0 such that if |Ty| < 1,
Ti—1 =0 and ||T;|| < n for j # k, then T is in the closure of Pa[n].
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Proof. Observe that there is a o > 0 such that La(dx +0 >, 4111 95) = 0. Equivalently
op+o Zj#k,k+17k_l d; is in the closure of P 4. By convexity, the average of ;+o Zj;ﬁhk-l-l,k—l d;
and 0y + €041 and Oy + €01 is also in P,. Thus, there is an n > 0 such that L(dp +
nZ#k ;) = 0. From here an application of Lemma 4.5, with X}, = T} and X; = % for
j # k. establishes the first part of the lemma.

To prove the second part of the lemma, note that there is an 7 > 0 such that L4 (0 +
N k1252 05) = 0 and argue as above. |

4.2. Proof of Lemma 4.2. Fix j and recall the set #7 defined just below equation (3.1).
For notational convenience, let k& = 7(j). From Proposition 3.1, there exists by € $’ such
that

pj(x) = gj(zx) + br(@),
where gy, is given in equation (4.1).
Now suppose k € 9. We argue by induction on N that the result of item (i) of Lemma 4.2

holds when evaluating ¢; on a tuple T" that is nilpotent of order N. That is, b (7)) =0 if T
is nilpotent of order N. Equivalently, when writing

br(z) = Z Cax®,
acWi

we have ¢, = 0 whenever |a| < N. The case of N = 2 follows from Lemma 3.3. Now suppose
the result is true for an N > 2. Let T} denote the (N +1) x (N 4 1) matrix with Ay ; =1 in
the (1,2) entry; A\x, € C\ {0} in the (u,u + 1) entry for u > 2 and 0 elsewhere. Similarly,
for ¢ # k, let T; denote the (N 4 1) x (N + 1) matrix with As,, € C in the (u,u+ 1) entry for
1 <wu < N and 0 elsewhere. The tuple 7' = T'(\) thus depends (linearly) on the A;, € C for
1</<gand1l<wu<N and (¢,u) # (k,1). Given such a X and a word a = z;, %, - - -},
let
A= XN Ay N

and note that any J\;,, appears at most once. Hence, if ¢, € C and
D =0,
la|l=N

for A an open set of such A (with A\x; = 1), then ¢, = 0 for all a.

In the case of item (i), there is an open neighborhood U of 0 in CV&~! such that for
A € U, the tuple T'(\) is in the boundary of P4 by Lemma 4.7. Let M(\) = ¢,;(T()\)). By
the induction hypothesis, and using notation from equation (3.3),

M) =g (TiN)+ Y asT().

lo|=N,az#zly



16 MCCULLOUGH

Since, for || = N, the matrix 7 is 0 except for its upper right entry. When A\ ; # 0,

> dire=o.

lo|=N,aztzl

Lemma 2.2 implies

On the other hand, letting P denote the matrix with 1 in the upper right entry and 0

o dkre=>"alxP.

|o|=N, oz

elsewhere,

Hence af = 0 for each o € #;%. Thus ¢;(T) = g;(T'), completing the induction argument in
the setting of item (i).

We now drop the £ € 9T assumption and proceeds as above, but with A\j_1, = 0 = Ap11,
for each u. The conclusion in this setting becomes: if « is a word the does not include either
7p1 and 74 (and « # ), then ¢, = 0. Hence if T € PB4 and Tj,_; = 0 = T}y, then
hr(T) = 0.

4.3. The sets 91 and 3. This subsection develops criteria for membership in the sets 9
and 3.

Lemma 4.8. Fiz 1 < j < g andletk = 7(j) and ¢ = w(j + 1). If Ls(6; + 0j41) is not
positive semidefinite, then either { =k —1 or{ =k + 1.

Proof. Suppose L4(d; + 0;41) is not positive definite. Arguing by contradiction, suppose
¢ # k+1and ¢ # k—1. By Lemma 4.2 item (ii), p;(xd; +wdp) = g;(z) and @;41 (205 +wdy) =
g;+1(w), in the latter case since ¢ = w(j+1) and k # ¢+ 1 and k # ¢ — 1. On the other hand
t(0r + 0¢) is in P4 for 0 < ¢ < 1 and hence so is p(¢(dx + d¢)). In particular,

I b, (t) ® Cj 0
(43) b, (t)* ® Cj* I b4 (t) ® C'j+1 = 0.
0 Ob; 11 (t)* ® C;—l—l I

Because g;; and gp,,, extend continuously across the boundary of the unit disc, it follows
that the inequality of equation (4.3) holds for ¢ = 1. Since g;,(1) and gy,,,(1) both have
modulus 1, it follows that L4(d; + d;+1) = 0, a contradiction. Thus either £ = k£ + 1 or
(=k—-1. |

Lemma 4.9. Fiz 1 < j < g and let k = 7(j).
(a) If, j € 3%, then
(i) m(j+1)=k+1
(i1) b; =0 =bj11; and
(i1i) k € 37.
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(b) If j € 37, then
(i) 7(j—1)=k—1;
(ZZ) bj =0= bj—l; and
(iii) k € 3™.
Proof. Suppose j € 3%. Thus, for each ¢ > 0, the matrix La(0; + €d;41) is not positive

semidefinite. In particular, if € > 0, then

C1Cy + EC;1Cry £ 1,

T,=§= 01
0 0

and T, = 0 otherwise. Thus 7" is in the boundary of P4, the matrix ¢;(7") has norm one

and there is a scalar e;;; such that

by Lemma 4.1.
Choose

©i1(T) = bjp1la + €41 Tr(is1) = bjal.

On the other hand, L4(¢(7T)) = 0 implies
0i(T) 0 (T) © C7C; + |bja|*CinCryy 21,
and thus b;4; = 0 by Lemma 4.1, proving half of item (aii).

From Lemma 4.8, / =k — 1 or / = k + 1. Arguing by contradiction, suppose ¢ = k — 1.
In this case, let T, =0 for k — 1 # a # k and

010
T,=10 0 0], Tp=
000

o O O
o O O
o = O

Thus T is in the boundary of 84 and hence so is ¢(7'). The only word in T" of length two or
longer with non-zero coefficient is 73Ty _1. Hence, letting e; = €™ (|b;|>—1) and e;4, = e®i+1,

bj €j «
(pj(T) =g (Tk) + OéTka_l = bj + €ka + aTka_l = 0 bj 0
0 0 b
00 p
©i1(T) = gj41(Th—1) + BT Th—1 = €j1 1T + f1Te—1 = [0 0 ejqq |,
00 0
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for some a, f € C. From Lemma 2.2, « = 0 = 3. Hence there exists a unit vector v € C?
such that ||p;(T)v| = 1 and v2 # 0 but v3 = 0. Since |e;+1| = 1 and v, # 0, it follows that
211(T)" # 0. Since La((T)) = 0,

w;i(T) ® C}k I ¢j+1(T) ® Cj1 | =0
0 ei+1(T) ® Cin I

and hence
L= [loj(TIPC;C5 + [l (D) 1P CinCiiy = C5C5 + [l (T)YIPCiia Oy
Lemma 4.1 now gives the contradiction ¢;41(7")*y = 0. Thus £ = k + 1, proving item (ai).

Next choose T}, = S = Tiy1 and T, = 0 otherwise, where S is given in equation (3.4).
Hence T is in the boundary of B4 and thus so is ¢(7"). Letting X = ¢;(7T") and Y = ¢;1(T),
it follows that

X*X @CiC+ YY" ©CyuiClyy < 1.
Letting v denote a unit vector with X*X~ = ~, we find Y*y = 0. Since b;;; = 0,

Y — 0 €i+1
0o 0 )’

where |e; 1] = 1. It follows that the first component of v is zero and thus b; = 0, and the

proof of item (aii) is complete.

To prove item (aiii), suppose, by way of contradiction, there is an ¢ > 0 such that
La(6k + €dk11) = 0. The tuple T defined by T, =0 for k # a # k + 1 and

010 010
T,=10 0 1], Tet1=1]10 0 €
000 000
is in the boundary of B 4. Thus ¢(T') is in the boundary of B 4. Since b; = 0,
0 ei@j y
X=p,(T)=10 0 €% |,
0 0 O
for some y. Since ¢;(7T") is a contraction, y = 0. Similarly, since b;1; = 0,
0 e+ 0
Y=0;u(T)=[0 0 e
0 O 0

The condition
X'X® C’;Cj +YYV*® Cj+10;+1 <17
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now implies that
CJ*C] + 620]'0; j I.
Equivalently L4(d; + €d;+1) > 0, a contradiction that completes the proof of item (a).

Item (b) is proved similarly. |

4.4. Summary. The following proposition records the key findings from this section.

Proposition 4.10. The sets N and 3 partition {1,2,...,g}.

If v is an automorphism of Pa, then there is a permutation = of {1,2,...,g} and a
tuple 6 € R&, such that

(i) the sets M, 3, 3%, 37 are invariant under ;

(i1) if j € 3 and k = 7w(j), then
(4.4) pi(x) = Yy + br(w),

for some b, € H*:
1) if 7 € N and k = m(j), then there is an automorphism g; of D such that
j

. b + eigy
0
(4.5) pj(r) = my, (") = gj(ar) = m,
where b; = ¢;(0).

Proof. By definition, 91 and 3 partition.

Part of the conclusion of Lemma 4.9 is that 3% and 3~ are invariant under , from which
it follows that 3 and O are also invariant.

If j € 3 then, by Lemma 4.9, ¢;(0) = 0 and thus, from Lemma 4.2 item (ii), there is a
0; € R and by € H* such that equation (4.4) holds.

Finally, if j € 9, then equation (4.5) holds by Lemma 4.2 item (i). |

5. NORMALIZED AUTOMORPHISMS AND COMPOSITIONS

Recall that 3,91 C {1,2,...,g} depend only on 4 and are thus independent of any
particular automorphism of B 4.

Suppose 1 is an automorphism of P4 with associated permutation x. In particular the
conclusions of Proposition 4.10 hold. We say that ¢ is a normalized automorphism if
(1) ¢; =1;(0) > 0; for each j;
(ii) for j € 3 and k = k(j),
V(@) = vk + bi(x),
where by, € H* and v; € T;
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(iii) for j € M and k = k(j),

B G + T
U3(@) = me;(m) = T2

Lemma 5.1. If ¢ is an automorphism of P 4 with associated permutation w, then there is a
normalized automorphism ¢ of P with associated permutation ™ such that 1;(0) = |¢;(0)]
for each j.

Proof. Let b; = ¢;(0). From Proposition 4.10, there is a permutation 7 and a tuple § € R&
such that, for j € 3,

0i(x) = e ay + hr(2);
and, for j € N,

pi(x) = my, (€ 2a(7)).

*

Let v, = 1if b; = 0 and v; = ‘Z—j| otherwise. Let p : PB4 — P4 denote the trivial
automorphism

p(z) =7z

Let oy = e_wﬂ*(k)%*r,l ) and 7 : P4 — P4 denote the trivial automorphism defined by
7(z) = .

Finally, let 1 : P4 — B4 denote the automorphism 1) = popot and note the conclusion
of the lemma is satisfied with k = 7. Indeed, with k& = 7 (j), if j € M, then,

¥i(x) =505 (am) = yymy, (% (-z)y,)

ey () = 'bj_'_f}/;xk
fY] bj /7] k 7j1+|b]|xk
|bj|—|—l’k
= —— = Myp.|(Tk). |
1+|b]|l’k ‘bj|( k)

Hence item (iii) holds and moreover 1;(0) = |b;| > 0.

If instead 7 € 3, then, since 1 is an automorphism, then item (ii) holds by item (ii) of
Proposition 4.10. Further ¢,;(0) = 0 and hence item (i) holds.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose ¢ and ¢ are automorphisms of Pa with associated permutations w
and 7. Let v denote the automorphism o and let T be its associated permutation. If j € N,
then 7(j) = (7 (j)) and moreover, with ©;(x) = g;(zz;)) and ©z(;)(x) = () (Tn()), we
have ;(x) = gj o gx(j) (2+()).
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Proof. Let b= @(0) and b = ¢(0). Given j € M, it follows that 7(j) € M and 7(7(j)) € N
by Proposition 4.10. From item (i) of Lemma 4.2, there exists functions g; and g; as well as
g#(j) of one variable such that ¢;(z) = g;(2z(;)) and ¥;(x) = g;j(x,(;)) as well as gz (z) =
me(%(m))- Hence

9i(z7(j)) = () = 0;(p(2)) = Gi (07 () = Gi(7() (Trz())) = Gj © 97() (T (z(7)))-
It follows that 7(j) = 7(7(j)) and g;(y) = g; © gz(;)(y)- |

Given an automorphism ¢ of P4, let

Fo=1{j:¢;(0) #0})
and note that F, C 9 by Proposition 4.10.

Lemma 5.3. If ¢ and ¢ are normalized automorphisms of P a4 with associated permutations
m and T respectively, then ¥ = p o ¢ is a normalized automorphism of B4 and moreover,

./_"w = .7:;5 U %_1(.;@).

Proof. Let 7 denote the permutation associated with 1. By Lemma 5.2 7 = 7 o7 on 1. Let
b= (0) and b = ¢(0). By assumption b;, b; > 0.

Suppose j € M. From Proposition 4.10, 7(j),7(7), 7(j) € N and
i) = @i (p(x)) = my (@r() (2)) = my (Mo ) (22())) = W (22),

where ¢; = (l;; + bz()) (1 + f;;-b%(j))_l > 0. In particular, ;(0) > 0. Moreover, 1;(0) > 0 if
and only either b; > 0 or bz > 0.

Hence, if j € M, then j € F, if and only if either j € F5 or @(j) € F,. On the
other hand, if j ¢ N, then 7(j) ¢ N and therefore j ¢ F, U F5 and 7(j) ¢ F,. Hence,
./_"w —fggU?T_l(f@). [ |

Given a self map f of a set X and a positive integer n, let f™ denote the composition
of f with itself n-times.

Lemma 5.4. If ¢ is a normalized automorphism of P 4, then there is a positive integer n
such that ¥ = o™ is a normalized automorphism of Pa such that, for each positive integer
m’

(a) the permutation associated to ™ is the identity on N; and
(b) F, C Fy = Fyim-

Proof. By Lemma 5.3, for each positive integer p we have ¢®) is a normalized automorphism
of P4 and
Fo CFo C© Fum C -
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Hence, there is N such that F o) = F ) for all p > N.

By Proposition 4.10, 9t is invariant under 7. Let p = 7|y : 9t — M. There is an ¢ > 1
such that p® is the identity. Let n = N/{. Thus n > N and p™ is the identity. The
conclusion of this lemma now follows from Lemma 5.2. ]

6. THE CASE OF THE IDENTITY PERMUTATION

In this section, we fix an automorphism v of 3 4 with associated permutation 7 satisfying
the conclusion of Proposition 5.4 and assume F,, # @. (In particular, 91 # @ by Proposi-
tion 4.10.) Thus ¢ is a normalized automorphism, 7 is the identity on 0 and Fyym) = Fy # @
for all positive integers m. For notational convenience, let F = F,. Since F C N, the per-
mutation 7 is the identity on F. Moreover, the complement, F = {1,2,... g} \ F, of F is
invariant under 7. Let b = ¢(0). Thus b; = 1,;(0) > 0 for all j and b; > 0 if and only if
jEeF.

6.1. Two auxiliary Reinhardt spectrahedra. Let
M, (C)7 = {X = (Xj)jer : Xj € M,(C)}.
Similarly, let -
MA(C)F = {¥ = (V)51 Y; € M, (C)}.
Given X € M,(C)¥ and Y € M,(C)7, let T = (X,Y) € M,(C)¢ denote the tuple with
T;=X,forje FandT; =Y, for j € F.
Let b = (bjI,);er € M,(C)F. (Thus the n is understood from context.) Similarly, let
0 = (01,,)jer- With these notations, let
BT ={Y € M(C)7: (0,Y) € Pa}
¢ ={Y € M(C)” : (b,Y) € Ba).
Since PB4 is Reinhardt, it immediately follows that &7 is a subset of J37.

Lemma 6.1. Both B’ and € are Reinhardt free spectrahedra in g — |F| variables.

Proof. That both domains are Reinhardt is immediate. It is also evident that (0,Y) € P4
if and only if
[+) A;j@Y;+) A@Y] -0,
jEF jeF
and hence B is a free spectrahedron.
Let

P=1+> A+ A,

JEF JEF
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and note Y € &7 if and only if (13, Y) € P, if and only if
PRI+Y A;j0Y;+) AQY =0
J¢F i¢F
For j € f, let B; = P_%AjP_% and observe Y € ¢/ if and only if
I+) Bi@Yj+)» Bi®Y 0.
j¢F J¢F

Hence €7 is a free spectrahedron too. ]

6.2. Two auxiliary automorphisms. Given Y € 7%, let T'= (0,Y) and define

WT(V) = (Wi(T)) e 7
If j € F, then, since (1) 7 is the identity on F, (2) the automorphism ¢ is normalized and
(3)jeN,
Ui (T) = my, (Tr(y) = my, (1) = my, (0) = b;.
Thus
W(T) = ¢((0,Y)) = (b,47 (V) € Ba.
It follows that 1 (Y) € €% and thus 17" determines a free mapping 7 : B4 — €.

Lemma 6.2. The mapping ¥ : P — & is bianalytic.

Proof. Evidently 97 is analytic and one-one. It remains to show it is onto. To this end,
let Z € &/ be given. Thus ((3, Z) € P4. Since 1) is onto, there is a T" € P, such that
Y(T)=(b,Z). For j € F CN,

biI = 1p;(T) = my, (T}) = (b; + T;)(I + b;T;)~"

and hence 7; = 0. Thus, setting Y = T} for j € F, it follows that T = (0,Y), so that
Y e B4, and ¢((0,Y)) = (b, Z). Hence Y € P% and o7 (V) = Z. u

Lemma 6.3. For each j ¢ F there exists v; € T such that,
0;(0,Y) = 7Yz,

for allY € B%. In particular, for each Y € 37,
V] (Y) = 7Ya)-

Proof. The mapping ¢ : B — &7 is bianalytic by Lemma 6.2. Moreover, 1»” (0) = 0 since
b, = 0 for k € F. Since, both 3/ and €7 are circular free spectrahedra (Lemma 6.1) and
since ¥7(0) = 0, it follows from [HKM11, Theorem 4.4] that ¢* is linear.
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Now suppose j € 3. Since ¢ is normalized, there exists v; € T and b,(;) € $H™0) such
that

Vi (@) = 7j2() + Ba(i) (2).
Thus, for Y € 7,
PT(Y) = ;(0,Y) = % Yr() + ba((0,Y),
It follows that b,(;)(0,Y) =0 for Y € 7.

If j e NNF and Y € P%, then VI (V) =my, (Y;) = mp(Y;) =Y, since 7 is the identity
on M. ]

Let ¢ denote the inclusion of &7 into P4 and ¢* = 1o 7 : P4 — P

Lemma 6.4. The mapping ¢ : Py — P is bianalytic, and, for j & F, there exists v; € T
such that

07 (T) =7 Tx().

Proof. For notational ease, let ¢ = ¢”. Since both ¢ and 97 are free analytic and injective,
so is ¢. It remains to prove ¢ is onto.

For each j ¢ F, there exist v; € T such that, if Y € 7, then
¢;(Y) = ¢7 (Y) = 73Yx()

by Lemma 6.3. Since F is invariant for 7, there is a positive integer n such that 7 is the
identity on F (7 was already the identity on N' O F). Thus, for j ¢ F, there exists §; € T
such that

(V) = §;Y;.

Since the mapping Y +— §-Y, where (§-Y); = 9,Y;, is an automorphism of P4 (Lemma 6.1)
it follows that ¢ is onto and thus so is ¢. [

6.3. How to spot a polydisc. Recall the notation (X,Y) € P4 from the first paragraph of
subsection 6.1. Given Y € M,(C)” and A € C, let Y* = (J*,Y) € M, (C)#, where T} = \I,
for j € F.

Lemma 6.5. If Y* € B for each 0 < X\ <1 and Y € B, then Pa contains a polydisc as
a distinguished summand.

Proof. Let T = (X,Y) such that (0,Y) € PB4 and || X;|| < 1 for j € F be given. Thus
Y € B7%. Given 0 < A < 1, by assumption Y* € 4. An application of Lemma 4.6 implies
()\X, Y) € ‘BA. |
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7. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

It remains to prove items (i) and (iii) of Theorem 1.1, since item (ii) was already estab-
lished as Proposition 3.2.

7.1. Proof of item (i).

Proposition 7.1. If P4 does not contain a polydisc as a distinguished summand and if @
is an automorphism of Pa, then p(0) = 0.

Proof. We may assume ¢ normalized. In particular, F, = {j : ¢;(0) # 0}. Let F = F,.
Arguing the contrapositive, suppose F # &. By Proposition 5.4 we may (and do) assume
that for each positive integer m, the automorphism (™ is a normalized automorphism whose
associated permutation is the identity on 91 and Fom = F. In particular, ¢ satisfies the
assumptions (on 1) at the outset of Section 6.

Fix j € F. Since (1) ¢ is normalized, (2) j € M, and (3) = is the identity on N,

bj—l—l’j

(7.1) wile) = me, () = 7

Now suppose m is a positive integer and gog»m) (0) = ml();n) (0). Since the permutation associated

to ™ is the identity on O, an application of Lemma 5.2 together with equation (7.1) implies
®; eilp my, (05 (0)) = my, (my, ' (0)).

Thus, by induction, gog»m)(O) = mgj) (0) for all m.
It is easily seen that the sequence (ml();n) (0)).n, converges to 1. (It is an increasing sequence
from (0, 1) that cannot converge to an L < 1.) Hence, given 0 < A < 1, there is an m such

that

™ (0) > A
for each j € F. Let ¢» = ™. In particular, 1 is a normalized automorphism, the permuta-
tion x associated to v is the identity on 91 O F and Fy = F.

By Lemma 6.4, given Y € 3%, there exists a Z € P such that ¢ (Z) =Y. It follows
that

¥(0,2) = (.47 (2)) = (&,Y),

where ¢; = 1;(0) > X for j € F. In particular, (3*,Y) € 4. Thus, by Lemma 6.5, P,
contains a polydisc as a distinguished summand. [
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7.2. Proof of item (iii). Item (iii) of Theorem 1.1 follows from Proposition 7.2 below.

Proposition 7.2. If there exists non-identity permutation p of {1,2,...,g} such that the
mapping 1V;(x) = ;) is an automorphism of ‘Ba, then Pa is a coordinate direct sum.

Let {e1, ez} denote the standard basis for C?. Thus e;e} are the usual matrix units for
M, (C).

Lemma 7.3. Fiz1 < <g—1 and let X € M,(C)& be given. If (Xy,...,X,,0,...,0), and
0,...,0, Xp41,...,Xg) are both in By, then, for each choice of {; € {1,2} for j > pu+1,
the tuple Z defined by

(a) Z; = e1e] @ X for 1 < j < p;
(b) Zy = ere; ® X,

(¢c) Z41 = ere] ® X,p1;

(d) Z; = e e; ® Xj forj > p+1,
15 in Pa.

Proof. Let

(a) Y, = ere] @ Xy;

(b) Y11 = eses ® X,41; and

(c) Y;=L®X;for p+1%#j#p

Since L4(Y') is a direct sum of La((Xy,...,X,,0,...,0)) and La((0,...,0, X,41,...,Xg))
with the identity, it follows that Y € 4.

Let
0 I
W. =

for j > ppand W; = I for 0 < j < p and observe that, in the notation of equation (4.2),

(i) (WoY), =ee;® Xy
(11) (W 9] Y)lH'l = ele’{ X X,LH-I; and
(ili) (W oY), =Y, otherwise.

By Lemma 4.3, W oY &€ P4, from which it readily follows that Z € B 4. [
Lemma 7.4. Fiz 2 <v <g. Given a tuple T € M(C)g, if the tuple Z; defined by

(1) Z; = e1ef @ T; for j <v;
(ii) Z, = e1e5 @71, for j =v; and
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(1it) Z; = exel @ T} for j > v

15 1n Pa, then T € Pa.

Proof. Observe that La(Z) > 0since Z € B4 and that L,(Z) is the direct sum of an identity
matrix with L4(T'). Hence T € P 4. |

Proof of Proposition 7.2. Let u denote the first index u such that p='(u+1) < p~'(u). Such
an index must exist since p is not the identity permutation. Hence p=(u) > p~'(u — 1) >
-+« > p~1(1); in particular p=1(j) < p~(u) for j < p.

Let X € M, (C)& be given and suppose (X1, ..., X,,0,...,0),and (0,...,0, X,11,..., Xg)
are both in P 4. Define a tuple Z as follows:

ere;®X, forj=np
Zj=qeei®@X; for p7i(j) < p7H(n)
ere; ® X;  for p7(j) > p7H (1)

Let v = p~(p). Since p™1(j) < v for j < pand p~'(u+1) < v = p~(u), Lemma 7.3
implies Z € Pa. Thus S = Y(Z) € Pa and Sy, = Z,p). f k < v and k = p~'(j), then
Sk =Z; = eref] @ X;. If p7'(j) = k > v, then S, = Z; = ejel ® X;. Finally, if &k = v,
then S, = Z,) = Z, = e1e; ® X,. An application of Lemma 7.4 implies the tuple T" with
Tr = Xpu is in Pa; that is (X) € Pa. Hence 1 ((X)) = X € Pa. Thus Py is a
coordinate direct sum. [
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