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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 Mn(C) denote the set of n × n

matrices and Mn(C)
g the set of g-tuples X = (X1, . . . , Xg) with entries Xj from Mn(C). Let

M(C)g denote the sequence (Mn(C)
g)n. Given a positive integer d and a tuple B ∈Md(C)

g,

let ΛB(x) denote the linear (matrix) polynomial,

ΛB(x) =

g∑

j=1

Bjxj .

The polynomial ΛB naturally evaluates at an X ∈ M(C)g using the (Kronecker) tensor

product as

ΛB(X) =

g∑

j=1

Bj ⊗Xj .

Define LB by

LB(X) = Id ⊗ I + ΛB(X) + ΛB(X)∗.

For a square matrix T the notation T ≻ 0 (resp. T � 0) indicates T is positive definite

(resp. positive semidefinite). With this notation, let, for positive integers n,

PB[n] = {X ∈Mn(C)
g : LB(X) ≻ 0}.

The set PB[1] is a spectrahedron and the sequence of sets PB = (PB[n])
∞
n=1 is a free spectra-

hedron. Alternately,

PB = {X ∈M(C)g : LB(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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2 MCCULLOUGH

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 ∈ PB[n] and Y ∈ PB[m],

then

X ⊕ Y = (X1 ⊕ Y1, . . . , Xg ⊕ Yg) ∈ P[n+m],

where

Xj ⊕ Yj =

(
Xj 0

0 Yj

)
;

and if X ∈ PB[n] and U ∈Mn(C) is unitary, then U
∗XU = (U∗X1U, . . . , U

∗XgU) ∈ PB[n].

A free map f : PB → PC between free spectrahedra is a sequence f = (f [n]), where

f [n] : PB[n] → PC [n], that satisfies the axioms

(i) if X ∈ PB[n] and Y ∈ PB[m], then

f [n+m](X ⊕ Y ) = f [n](X)⊕ f [m](Y );

(ii) if X ∈ PB[n] and U is an n× n unitary matrix, then

f [n](U∗XU) = U∗f [n](X)U.

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, dOH06]

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 d1, . . . , dg+1

with d =
∑
dj and norm one matrices C1, . . . , Cg, where Cj has size dj×dj+1. Let Aj denote

the (g+ 1)× (g+ 1) block matrix with (j, j + 1) entry Cj and all other entries 0. Thus each

Aj is of size d× d and the (k, ℓ) block of Aj has size dk × dℓ. 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 γ ∈ Tg, the mapping

ϕ(x) = γ·x := (γ1x1, . . . , γgxg)

evidently restricts to an automorphism of PA. We refer to these automorphisms as trivial

automorphisms and PA as a hyper-Reinhardt free spectrahedron.
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The free polydisc in g-variables is the free set

F
g = {X ∈M(C)g : ‖Xj‖ < 1}.

It is easily seen to be a free spectrahedron (see Section 1.1). Because the Cj have norm one,

PA ⊆ F g.

Given I ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , g}, define πI :M(C)g →M(C)g by

πI(T )j =

{
Tj if j /∈ I

0 if j ∈ I.

It is immediate that if T ∈ PA, then πI(T ) ∈ PA. As a definition, PA contains a polydisc

as a distinguished summand if there exists ∅ 6= I ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , g} such that, for T ∈ M(C)g,

if ‖Tj‖ < 1 for j ∈ I and πI(T ) ∈ PA, then T ∈ PA. Similarly, PA is a coordinate direct

sum if there exists a 1 ≤ ν < g such that T ∈ M(C)g is an element of PA if and only

both πI(T ) ∈ PA and πĨ(T ) ∈ PA, where I = {1, 2, . . . , ν} and Ĩ is the complement of I in

{1, 2, . . . , g}. Theorem 1.1 below is the main result of this article.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose ϕ is an automorphism of PA.

(i) If PA does not contain a polydisc as a distinguished summand, then ϕ(0) = 0;

(ii) If ϕ(0) = 0, then there exists a γ ∈ Tg and a permutation π of {1, 2, . . . , g} such that

ϕj(x) = γjxπ(j);

(iii) If ϕ(0) = 0 and PA is not a coordinate direct sum, then ϕ is trivial.

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

Corollary 1.2. If PA 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 PA 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 PA 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 PA are trivial, since, by assumption,

PA does not a coordinate direct sum.

1.1. Context and prior results. Given a tuple E = (E1, . . . , Eg) of k× ℓ (not necessarily

square) matrices, the spectrahedron PB , where B ∈Mk+ℓ(C)
g is given by

Bj =

(
0 Ej
0 0

)
,
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is a spectraball. It is routine to see that a tuple X ∈M(C)g is in PB if and only if ‖ΛE(X)‖ <

1. We mention two special cases. One is the free polydisc F g

F
g = {X ∈M(C)g : ‖Xj‖ < 1}

in g variables and the other is the free g× h matrix ball,

M
g×h = {X = (Xj,k)

g,h
j,k=1 : Xj,k ∈M(C). ‖X‖ < 1}.

In each case, the automorphisms at the scalar level - those of F g[1] and M g×h[1] - naturally

extend to free automorphisms. See for instance [Pop10, MT16]. In particular, automor-

phisms of F g 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 PB and PC 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 spectrahedronPB is circular ifX ∈ PB and γ ∈ T implies γX = (γX1, . . . , γXg) ∈

PB. 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.

Lemma 2.1. Given c0, c1 ∈ C, let

X =

(
c0 c1
0 c0

)
.

(i) ‖X‖ = 1 if and only if |c0| ≤ 1 and |c1| = 1 − |c0|2; (and hence there is a θ ∈ R such

that c1 = eiθ(|c0|
2 − 1);

(ii) ‖X‖ < 1 if and only if |c0| < 1 and |c1| < 1− |c0|2;

(iii) ‖X‖ > 1 if and only if |c0| > 1 or |c0| ≤ 1 and |c1| > 1− |c0|2.

Further, in the first case, the kernel of I −XX∗ is spanned by the vector

v =

(
1

−e−iθc0

)
.
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Proof. The matrix I −XX∗ has norm at most 1 (resp. equal 1) if and only if |c0| < 1 (resp.

|c0| ≤ 1) and its determinant, (1−|c0|2)2−|c1|2, 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 −XX∗ in the case that X has norm 1.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose

(i) n ≥ 2;

(ii) c0, . . . , cn ∈ C and |c0| < 1;

(iii) θ ∈ R and c1 = eiθ(|c0|
2 − 1).

Let λ1 = 1, fix λ2, . . . , λn ∈ C \ {0} and let S = (Sj,k)
n+1
j,k=1 denote the (n + 1)× (n + 1)

matrix with Sj,j+1 = λj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n and Sj,k = 0 otherwise. Thus the nonzero entries of

S are exactly on the first super diagonal. The matrix

T =

n∑

j=0

cjS
j

is a contraction if and only if cj = eiθ(eiθc∗0)
j−1(|c0|2 − 1) and |λj| ≤ 1 for j ≥ 1 if and only

if it has norm 1.

Moreover, in this case, letting P denote the (n+1)× (n+1) matrix with P1,n+1 = 1 and

Pj,k = 0 otherwise, if µ ∈ C and T + µP is a contraction, then µ = 0.

Let D denote the open unit disc in C.

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

Xj :=

(
Tj,j Tj,j+1

Tj+1,j Tj+1,j+1

)
=

(
c0 λjc1
0 c0

)
.

Observe that X1 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 Xj is a contraction and hence, by Lemma 2.1, |λj | ≤ 1.

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

T =

(
X Y

0 Z

)
,

where X = X1. Using Lemma 2.1 and its notation, since T is a contraction and ‖X∗v‖ = ‖v‖,

‖v‖2 ≥ ‖T ∗

(
v

0

)
‖2 = ‖

(
X∗v

Y ∗v

)
‖2 = ‖v‖2 + ‖Y ∗v‖2.
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Thus the columns of Y are orthogonal to v. On the other hand, yk, the k-th column of Y is

given by

yk = λ2 · · ·λk+1

(
ck+1

ck

)
,

for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1. Using the assumption that the λj are non-zero,
(
ck+1

ck

)
= ck

(
eiθc∗0
1

)
.

Thus, ck+1 = eiθc∗0ck. In particular, c2 = e2iθc∗0(|c0|
2−1) and by induction, ck = eikθ(c∗0)

k−1(|c0|
2−

1).

To prove the converse, suppose |λj| ≤ 1 and cj = eijθc
∗(j−1)
0 (|c0|2 − 1). In particular, S

is a contraction and

f(z) =
c0 − eiθz

1− c∗0e
iθz

=
∞∑

j=0

cjz
j

is an automorphism of D. Hence T = f(S) is a contraction.

Finally suppose T = f(S) and T + µP is a contraction. The argument above with,

T +µP in place of T, shows yn−1+µw is orthogonal to the vector v from Lemma 2.1, where

w ∈ C2 is the vector with first entry 1 and second entry 0. Since yn−1 is orthogonal to v, it

follows that µw is orthogonal to v. Hence µ = 0 and the proof is complete.

3. The affine linear terms

Suppose ϕ : PA → PA is bianalytic,

ϕ =
(
ϕ1 · · · ϕg

)
.

Let bj = ϕj(0).

The coordinate functions ϕj of ϕ have power series expansions,

ϕj = bj +

g∑

k=1

ℓj,kxk + hj(x),

that converge in some neighborhood of 0 and for all nilpotent tuples, where hj(x) consists

of terms of order two and higher. For notational purposes, let

(3.1) L =
(
ℓj,k

)g
j,k=1

.

Since ϕ is bianalytic, L is invertible.
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For integers N ≥ 2, let WN denote the words in {x1, . . . , xg} of length between 2 and

N . Let W
j
N denote the words in WN that are not of the form xnj (for 2 ≤ n ≤ N). Let W j

denote the union (over N ≥ 2) of the W
j
N and let Hj denote power series of the form

(3.2) h(x) =
∑

α∈W j

aαx
α.

Let {δ1, . . . , δg} denote the standard orthonormal basis for Cg. Given p ∈ D, let

mp(z) =
p + z

1 + p∗z
.

Proposition 3.1 below is the main results of this section.

Proposition 3.1. There exists a permutation π of {1, 2, . . . , g} and a tuple θ = (θ1, . . . , θg) ∈

R such that, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ g,

ϕj(δπ(j)z) = mbj (e
iθjz) =

bj + eiθjz

1 + b∗je
iθjz

= eiθjme−iθj bj
(z).

More generally, with k = π(j), there exists an hk ∈ Hk such that

ϕj(x) = mbj (e
iθjxk) + hk(x).

In particular, there exists akα ∈ C such that if T is nilpotent of order N + 1, then

(3.3) ϕj(T ) = mbj (e
iθjTk) + hk(T ) = mbj (e

iθjTk) +
∑

α∈W k
N

akαT
α.

We refer to π as the permutation associated to ϕ.

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 ϕ(0) = 0, then there exists γ ∈ Tg and permutation π such that

ϕj(x) = γjxπ(j).

Proof. In this case ϕ is an automorphism of a circular domain that maps 0 to 0 and is

thus linear by [HKM11, Theorem 4.4]. On the other hand, by Proposition 3.1, ϕj(x) =

eiθjxk + hk(x). Linearity forces hk = 0 completing the proof.

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

Lemma 3.3. There is a permutation π of {1, . . . , g} and a tuple θ ∈ Rg such that, for tuples

T = (T1, . . . , Tg) nilpotent of order 2,

ϕj(T ) = bj + eiθj (|bj |
2 − 1)Tπ(j)

Before proving Lemma 3.3, we first establish Lemma 3.4 below. Recall equation (3.1).



8 MCCULLOUGH

Lemma 3.4. There is a permutation π of {1, . . . , g} such that ℓj,k 6= 0 if and only if k = π(j).

In particular, for tuples T = (T1, . . . , Tg) nilpotent of order 2,

ϕj(T ) = bj + ℓj,π(j)Tπ(j).

Thus ℓj,k 6= 0 if and only if k = π(j) and L 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 × n matrices and γ ∈ Cn. If R ± Q � 0

and Rγ = 0, then Qγ = 0.

Proof. It is immediate that 〈Qγ, γ〉 = 0. For λ ∈ C and δ ∈ Cn, the inequality

0 ≤ 〈(R +Q)(γ + λδ), γ + λδ〉 = |λ|2〈(R+Q)δ, δ〉 + λ〈Qγ, δ〉+ λ∗〈Qδ, γ〉

implies 〈Qγ, δ〉 = 0 and hence Qγ = 0.

Define T = (T1, . . . , Tg) = T(t) = T(t1, . . . , tg) by Tj = tjS, where

(3.4) S =

(
0 1

0 0

)
.

Recall the definition of L from equation (3.1) and let B = I + Λ(b) + Λ(b)∗. Since

LA(ϕ(T(t)) = B + ΛA(T(L t)) + ΛA(T(L t))∗,

if s, t ∈ Cg and 0 < c < 1, then

LA(ϕ(T(t+ s))) = LA(ϕ(T(t))) + ΛA(T(L s)) + ΛA(T(L s))∗.

Lemma 3.6. If t ∈ Cg and |tj| ≤ 1 for all j, then T(t) is in the closure of PA. If in addition,

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

Given 1 ≤ m ≤ g, if s ∈ Cg satisfies sm = 0 and |sj| ≤ 1 for all j, then ϕ(T(δm)) and

ϕ(T(δm + s)) are in the boundary of PA and thus each of T(δm); and T(δm ± s) are in the

boundary of PA. Equivalently,

(a) R := LA(ϕ(T(δm))); and

(b) LA(ϕ(T(δm ± s)))

are positive semidefinite with non-trivial kernel. In particular, there is a vector 0 6= γ such

that Rγ = 0.

Moreover,

LA(ϕ(T(δm ± s))) = R±Q(s),
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where

Q(s) = ΛA(T(L s)) + ΛA(T(L s))∗.

Finally, Q(s)γ = 0.

Proof. The first statements about T(t) are evident.

By the first part of the lemma, T(δm) and T(δm ± s) are in the boundary of PA and

hence so are there images under ϕ.

The moreover portion of the lemma is straightforward, since ϕ(T(t)) is affine linear in t,

ϕ(T(t)) = b+ T(L t).

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

Proof of Lemma 3.4. Recall, {δ1, . . . , δg} is the standard orthonormal basis for Cg. Let Hj

denote the orthogonal complement of δj and suppose, for each 1 ≤ k ≤ g, there is a 1 ≤

π(k) ≤ g such that LHk ⊆ Hπ(k). Since L is invertible, it follows that LHk = Hπ(k) and

π(k) 6= π(j) for j 6= k. In particular, π is a permutation. Moreover, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ g, using

L is invertible gives

L [δj ] = L ∩k 6=j Hk = ∩k 6=jLHk = ∩k 6=jHπ(k) = [δπ(j)],

where [x] denotes the span of a vector x ∈ Cg. Thus, for j fixed, ℓj,k 6= 0 if and only if

k = π(j) and the conclusion of the lemma holds.

Now suppose there is an 1 ≤ m ≤ g such that LHm 6⊆ Hk for each k. It follows that

dim[LHm]∩Hk < dimHk = g− 1 and consequently ∪g

k=1[LHm]∩Hk ( LHm. Thus there

exists an s ∈ Hm ⊆ Cg such that each entry of L s 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 γ in the kernel of R so that Q(s)γ = 0.

Expressing γ = ⊕g+1
j=1γj and

γj =

(
γj,1
γj,2

)
∈

Cdj

⊕

Cdj

,

and setting σ = L s, the condition Q(s)γ = 0 implies 0 = σj Cjγj+1,2 and 0 = σ∗
j C

∗
j γj,1 for

1 ≤ j ≤ g. Thus,

Cjγj+1,2 =0

C∗
j γj,1 =0,

(3.5)

since σj 6= 0. In particular, C∗
gγg,1 = 0.
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Since Rγ = 0,

b∗gC
∗
gγg,1 + γg+1,1 = 0

and it follows that γg+1,1 = 0.

Arguing by induction, suppose γg+1,1, . . . , γk+1,1 are all 0 for some 2 ≤ k ≤ g. Since

Rγ = 0 implies

0 = b∗k−1C
∗
k−1γk−1,1 + γk,1 + bkCkγk+1,1 + ℓk,mCkγk+1,2,

it follows from equation (3.5) and the induction hypothesis that γk,1 = 0. Hence γk,1 = 0

for all 2 ≤ k ≤ g + 1. Finally, from γ1,1 + b1C1γ2,1 = 0 it follows that γ1,1 = 0. A similar

argument starting from

0 = γ1,2 + b1C1γ2,2

shows γk,2 = 0 for each 1 ≤ k ≤ g + 1 too. We have now reached the contradiction γ = 0,

completing the proof.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Let π denote the permutation of Lemma 3.4. Thus, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ g

and each tuple T nilpotent of order two,

ϕj(T ) = bj + ℓj,π(j)Tπ(j).

Fix 1 ≤ m ≤ g and let v = π−1(m). In particular, π(v) = m. Let s ∈ Cg denote the

tuple with sa = 1 for a 6= m and sm = 0. Using Lemma 3.6 and its notation, there is a

non-zero vector γ such that Rγ = 0 and Q(s)γ = 0. In this case,

Q(s) =
∑

j 6=v

ℓj,π(j)Aj ⊗ S +

[
∑

j 6=v

ℓj,π(j)Aj ⊗ S

]∗

where S is given in equation (3.4).

Expressing γ = ⊕g+1
j=1γj and

γj =

(
γj,1
γj,2

)
∈

Cmj

⊕

Cmj

,

the condition Q(s)γ = 0 (and ℓj,π(j) 6= 0) implies, for j 6= v,

0 = Cjγj+1,2

0 = C∗
j γj,1.

(3.6)

As in the proof of Lemma 3.4, Rγ = 0 implies γg+1,1+b
∗
gC

∗
gγg,1 = 0 and also γ1,2+b1C1γ2,2 = 0.

Assuming v < g, it follows that γg+1,1 = 0. Another application of Rγ = 0 gives

b∗g−1C
∗
g−1γg−1,1 + γg,1 + bgCgγg+1,1 + ℓg,π(g)Cgγg+1,2 = 0.
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Thus, if v < g−1, then in view of equation (3.6) and using the already established γg+1,1 = 0,

it follows that γg,1 = 0. By induction, γj,1 = 0 for v+2 ≤ j. A similar argument shows γj,2 = 0

for j ≤ v − 1. On the other hand, Rγ = 0 gives

0 =b∗v−1C
∗
v−1γv−1,1 + γv,1 + bvCvγv+1,1 + ℓv,mCv+1γv+1,2

0 =ℓv−1,mC
∗
v−1γv−1,1 + b∗v−1C

∗
v−1γv−1,2 + γv,2 + bvCvγv+1,2

0 =b∗vC
∗
vγv,1 + γv+1,1 + bv+1Cv+1γv+2,1 + ℓv+1,mCv+1γv+2,2

0 =ℓ∗v,mC
∗
vγv,1 + b∗vC

∗
vγv,2 + γv+1,2 + bv+1Cv+1γv+2,2.

(3.7)

Combining equations (3.6), (3.7) and γv−1,2 = 0 = γv+2,1, it follows that

0 = γv,1 + bvCvγv+1,1 + ℓv,mCvγv+1,2

0 = γv,2 + bvCvγv+1,2

0 = b∗vC
∗
vγv,1 + γv+1,1

0 = ℓ∗v,mC
∗
vγv,1 + b∗vC

∗
vγv,2 + γv+1,2.

Thus,

0 =

(
I ϕv(T (δm))⊗ Cv

ϕv(T (δm))
∗ ⊗ C∗

v I

)



γv,1
γv,2
γv+1,1

γv+1,2




and hence

ϕv(T (δm)) =

(
bv ℓv,m
0 bv

)

has norm one or γa,b = 0 for a = v, v + 1 and b = 1, 2. In the second case, LA(cI2)γ = 0,

where c ∈ Cg is the tuple with cj = bj for j 6= v and cv = 0. Thus c is in the boundary of

PA[1]. On the other hand, since b is not in this boundary of PA[1], it is easy to see that

neither is c, a contradiction. In the first case, from Lemma 2.1, ℓv,m = eiθv(|bv|2 − 1), for

some θv ∈ R and the proof is complete.

Proof of Proposition 3.1. By Lemma 3.3, there is a permutation π of {1, . . . , g} such that,

for tuples T = (T1, . . . , Tg) nilpotent of order 2 and 1 ≤ j ≤ g,

ϕj(T ) = bj + eiθj (|bj|
2 − 1)Tπ(j),

for some θj ∈ R. Hence, with k = π(j), there exists akα for words α of length at least two,

such that for a tuple T nilpotent of order N + 1 ≥ 2,

ϕj(T ) = bj + eiθj (|bj |
2 − 1)Tπ(j) +

∑

α∈WN

akαT
α.
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For N ∈ N+, let R denote the (N + 1)× (N + 1) matrix with Rj,j+1 = 1 for 1 ≤ j ≤ N

and Rj,k = 0 otherwise. Let k = π(j). The tuple Y = δkR is nilpotent of order N + 1 and is

in the boundary of PA and hence so is ϕ(Y ). In particular,

ϕj(Y ) = bj + eiθj (|bj|
2 − 1)R +

N∑

n=2

akxn
k
Rn.

is a contraction. By Lemma 2.2, akxn
k
= einθj(b∗j )

n−1(|bj |2− 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 ϕ of PA, with b = ϕ(0). In particular,

there exists a permutation π and a tuple θ ∈ Rg such that the conclusion of Proposition 3.1

holds. Let

(4.1) gj(z) = eiθjme−iθj bj
(z) = mbj (e

iθjz) = bj + eiθj (1− |bj|
2)z + . . . .

Let Z+ ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , g} denote those indices k such that, for each each ǫ > 0, the matrix

LA(δk + ǫδk+1) is not positive semidefinite; let Z− denote those indices k such that, for each

each ǫ > 0, the matrix LA(δk + ǫδk−1) is not positive semidefinite; and let Z = Z+ ∪ Z−. Let

N denote the complement of Z. It is straight forward consequence of convexity that N is the

set of those indices j for which there exists an ǫ > 0 such that LA(ǫδk−1 + δk + ǫδk+1) � 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 Z± will often be used without

comment.

Lemma 4.1. An index j is in Z+ if and only if, for each ǫ > 0,

C∗
jCj + ǫCj+1C

∗
j+1 6� I.

Likewise j ∈ Z− if and only if for each ǫ > 0, ǫC∗
j−1Cj−1 + CjC

∗
j 6� I.

Proof. Observe LA(δj + ǫδj+1) � 0 if and only if

Z =



I Cj 0

C∗
j I ǫCj+1

0 ǫC∗
j+1 I


 � 0

if and only if (after a couple of Schur complements of Z � 0) C∗
jCj + ǫ2Cj+1C

∗
j+1 � I.

Recall the definition of Hk from equation (3.2). Let Hk
± denote the set of those h ∈ Hk

such that h(T ) = 0 for tuples T ∈ PA with Tk−1 = Tk+1 = 0.
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Lemma 4.2. Fix 1 ≤ j ≤ g and let k = π(j).

(i) If k ∈ N, then

ϕj(x) = gj(xk).

(ii) In any case, there exists hk ∈ Hk
± such that

ϕj(T ) = gj(Tk) + hk(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 PA.

4.1. The hyper-Reinhardt condition. Given T ∈M(C)g, note

LA(T ) =




I C1 ⊗ T1 0 0 . . . 0 0

C∗
1 ⊗ T ∗

1 I C2 ⊗ T2 0 . . . 0 0

0 C∗
2 ⊗ T ∗

2 I C3 ⊗ T3 . . . 0 0

0 0 C∗
3 ⊗ T ∗

3 I . . . 0 0
...

...
...

... . . .
...

0 0 0 0 . . . I Cg ⊗ Tg
0 0 0 0 . . . C∗

g ⊗ T ∗
g I




.

Given tuples T ∈Mn(C)
g and W = (W0, . . . ,Wg) ∈Mn(C)

g+1, let

(4.2) W ◦ T := (W ∗
0 T1W1,W

∗
1 T2W2, . . . ,W

∗
g−1TgWg).

Lemma 4.3. If T ∈ PA[n] and W ∈ Mn(C)
g+1 is a tuple of unitary matrices, then W ◦ T

is also in PA.

Remark 4.4. A natural question is whether a free spectrahedra PB ⊆ M(C)g is hyper-

Reinhardt if and only if for each n, eachX ∈ PB[n] and tupleW = (W0, . . . ,Wg) ∈Mn(C)
g+1

of unitary matrices

W ◦X = (W ∗
0X1W1, . . . ,W

∗
g−1XgWg) ∈ PA.

Proof of Lemma 4.3. Letting DW denote the block diagonal (g+1)×(g+1) with (j+1, j+1)

entry I ⊗Wj for 0 ≤ j ≤ g,

D∗
WLA(T )DW = LA(W ◦ T ).

Lemma 4.5. If λ ∈ PA[1], and X ∈ Mn(C)
g is a tuple of contractions, then λ·X =

(λ1X1, . . . , λgXg) ∈ PA[n].
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Proof. Given a tuple U ∈Mn(C)
g of unitary matrices, let W0 = I and Wj = U1U2 . . . Uj and

let Λ = λIn. Observe that Λ ◦W = λ·U. Thus

LA(Λ ◦W ) = LA(λ·U)

and consequently, by Lemma 4.3, λ·U ∈ PA.

By the Russo-Dye Theorem, there is an n and unitary tuples U j ∈Mn(C)
g for 1 ≤ j ≤ n

such that

X =
1

n

n∑

ℓ=1

U ℓ, Xj =
1

n

n∑

ℓ=1

U ℓ
j .

Thus

LA(λ·X) =
1

n

n∑

j=1

LA(λ·U
j) ≻ 0

and it follows that λ·X ∈ PA.

We will also need the following variation of Lemma 4.5.

Lemma 4.6. Fix I ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , g} and λj ≥ 0 for j ∈ I. If Y ∈ PA and Yj = 0 for j ∈ I

implies Y λ defined by

Y λ
j =

{
λj if j ∈ I

Yj if j /∈ I,

is in PA, then, if Y ∈ PA and Yj = 0 for j ∈ I and ‖Tj‖ ≤ 1 for j ∈ I, then the tuple

Z =

{
λjTj if j ∈ I

Yj if j /∈ I

is in PA.

Proof. Given a tupleW = (W0,W1, . . . ,Wg) of n×n unitary matrices, the tupleW ∗◦Y ∈ PA

and (W ∗ ◦ Y )j = 0 for j ∈ I. Hence the tuple (W ∗ ◦ Y )λ is in PA and therefore so is

W ◦ (W ∗ ◦ Y )λ =

{
λjW

∗
jWj+1 if j ∈ I

Yj if j /∈ I.

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

Lemma 4.7. Fix 1 ≤ k ≤ g. If there is an ǫ > 0 such that both LA(ǫδk−1 + δk) � 0 and

LA(δk + ǫδk+1) � 0, then there is an η > 0 such that if T ∈ Mn(C)
g satisfies ‖Tk‖ ≤ 1 and

‖Tj‖ ≤ η for j 6= k, then T is in the closure of PA[n]. If, in addition, ‖Tk‖ = 1, then T is in

the boundary of PA[n].

Similarly, if just LA(δk + ǫδk+1) � 0, then there is an η > 0 such that if ‖Tk‖ ≤ 1,

Tk−1 = 0 and ‖Tj‖ < η for j 6= k, then T is in the closure of PA[n].
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Proof. Observe that there is a σ > 0 such that LA(δk + σ
∑

j 6=k,k+1,k−1 δj) � 0. Equivalently

δk+σ
∑

j 6=k,k+1,k−1 δj is in the closure ofPA. By convexity, the average of δk+σ
∑

j 6=k,k+1,k−1 δj
and δk + ǫδk+1 and δk + ǫδk−1 is also in PA. Thus, there is an η > 0 such that LA(δk +

η
∑

j 6=k δj) � 0. From here an application of Lemma 4.5, with Xk = Tk and Xj =
Tj
η

for

j 6= k. establishes the first part of the lemma.

To prove the second part of the lemma, note that there is an η > 0 such that LA(δk +

η
∑

k−16=j 6=k δj) � 0 and argue as above.

4.2. Proof of Lemma 4.2. Fix j and recall the set W j defined just below equation (3.1).

For notational convenience, let k = π(j). From Proposition 3.1, there exists hk ∈ Hj such

that

ϕj(x) = gj(xk) + hk(x),

where gk is given in equation (4.1).

Now suppose k ∈ N.We argue by induction on N that the result of item (i) of Lemma 4.2

holds when evaluating ϕj on a tuple T that is nilpotent of order N. That is, hk(T ) = 0 if T

is nilpotent of order N. Equivalently, when writing

hk(x) =
∑

α∈W j

cαx
α,

we have cα = 0 whenever |α| < N. The case of N = 2 follows from Lemma 3.3. Now suppose

the result is true for an N ≥ 2. Let Tk denote the (N +1)× (N +1) matrix with λk,1 = 1 in

the (1, 2) entry; λk,u ∈ C \ {0} in the (u, u+ 1) entry for u ≥ 2 and 0 elsewhere. Similarly,

for ℓ 6= k, let Tℓ denote the (N +1)× (N +1) matrix with λℓ,u ∈ C in the (u, u+1) entry for

1 ≤ u ≤ N and 0 elsewhere. The tuple T = T (λ) thus depends (linearly) on the λℓ,u ∈ C for

1 ≤ ℓ ≤ g and 1 ≤ u ≤ N and (ℓ, u) 6= (k, 1). Given such a λ and a word α = xj1xj2 · · ·xjN ,

let

λα = λj1,1λj2,2 · · ·λjN ,N

and note that any λj,u appears at most once. Hence, if cα ∈ C and
∑

|α|=N

cαλ
α = 0,

for λ an open set of such λ (with λk,1 = 1), then cα = 0 for all α.

In the case of item (i), there is an open neighborhood U of 0 in CNg−1 such that for

λ ∈ U, the tuple T (λ) is in the boundary of PA by Lemma 4.7. Let M(λ) = ϕj(T (λ)). By

the induction hypothesis, and using notation from equation (3.3),

M(λ) = gj(Tk(λ)) +
∑

|α|=N,α6=xN
k

akαT
α(λ).
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Since, for |α| = N, the matrix T α is 0 except for its upper right entry. When λk,j 6= 0,

Lemma 2.2 implies ∑

|α|=N,α6=xN
k

akαT
α = 0.

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

elsewhere, ∑

|α|=N,α6=xN
k

akαT
α =

∑
akαλ

α P.

Hence akα = 0 for each α ∈ W k
N . Thus ϕj(T ) = gj(T ), completing the induction argument in

the setting of item (i).

We now drop the k ∈ N assumption and proceeds as above, but with λk−1,u = 0 = λk+1,u

for each u. The conclusion in this setting becomes: if α is a word the does not include either

xk−1 and xk+1 (and α 6= xNk ), then cα = 0. Hence if T ∈ PA and Tk−1 = 0 = Tk+1, then

hk(T ) = 0.

4.3. The sets N and Z. This subsection develops criteria for membership in the sets N

and Z.

Lemma 4.8. Fix 1 ≤ j < g and let k = π(j) and ℓ = π(j + 1). If LA(δj + δj+1) is not

positive semidefinite, then either ℓ = k − 1 or ℓ = k + 1.

Proof. Suppose LA(δj + δj+1) is not positive definite. Arguing by contradiction, suppose

ℓ 6= k+1 and ℓ 6= k−1. By Lemma 4.2 item (ii), ϕj(xδk+wδℓ) = gj(x) and ϕj+1(xδk+wδℓ) =

gj+1(w), in the latter case since ℓ = π(j+1) and k 6= ℓ+1 and k 6= ℓ−1. On the other hand

t(δk + δℓ) is in PA for 0 < t < 1 and hence so is ϕ(t(δk + δℓ)). In particular,

(4.3)




I gbj (t)⊗ Cj 0

gbj (t)
∗ ⊗ C∗

j I gbj+1
(t)⊗ Cj+1

0 gbj+1
(t)∗ ⊗ C∗

j+1 I


 � 0.

Because gbj and gbj+1
extend continuously across the boundary of the unit disc, it follows

that the inequality of equation (4.3) holds for t = 1. Since gbj (1) and gbj+1
(1) both have

modulus 1, it follows that LA(δj + δj+1) � 0, a contradiction. Thus either ℓ = k + 1 or

ℓ = k − 1.

Lemma 4.9. Fix 1 ≤ j ≤ g and let k = π(j).

(a) If, j ∈ Z+, then

(i) π(j + 1) = k + 1

(ii) bj = 0 = bj+1; and

(iii) k ∈ Z+.
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(b) If j ∈ Z−, then

(i) π(j − 1) = k − 1;

(ii) bj = 0 = bj−1; and

(iii) k ∈ Z−.

Proof. Suppose j ∈ Z+. Thus, for each ǫ > 0, the matrix LA(δj + ǫδj+1) is not positive

semidefinite. In particular, if ǫ > 0, then

C∗
jCj + ǫ2Cj+1C

∗
j+1 6� I,

by Lemma 4.1.

Choose

Tk = S =

(
0 1

0 0

)

and Ta = 0 otherwise. Thus T is in the boundary of PA, the matrix ϕj(T ) has norm one

and there is a scalar ej+1 such that

ϕj+1(T ) = bj+1I2 + ej+1Tπ(j+1) = bj+1I.

On the other hand, LA(ϕ(T )) � 0 implies

ϕj(T )
∗ϕj(T )⊗ C∗

jCj + |bj+1|
2Cj+1C

∗
j+1 � I,

and thus bj+1 = 0 by Lemma 4.1, proving half of item (aii).

From Lemma 4.8, ℓ = k − 1 or ℓ = k + 1. Arguing by contradiction, suppose ℓ = k − 1.

In this case, let Ta = 0 for k − 1 6= a 6= k and

Tk =



0 1 0

0 0 0

0 0 0


 , Tk−1 =



0 0 0

0 0 1

0 0 0


 .

Thus T is in the boundary of PA and hence so is ϕ(T ). The only word in T of length two or

longer with non-zero coefficient is TkTk−1. Hence, letting ej = eiθj (|bj |2−1) and ej+1 = eiθj+1 ,

ϕj(T ) = gj(Tk) + αTkTk−1 = bj + ejTk + αTkTk−1 =



bj ej α

0 bj 0

0 0 bj




ϕj+1(T ) = gj+1(Tk−1) + βTkTk−1 = ej+1Tk−1 + βTkTk−1 =



0 0 β

0 0 ej+1

0 0 0


 ,
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for some α, β ∈ C. From Lemma 2.2, α = 0 = β. Hence there exists a unit vector γ ∈ C3

such that ‖ϕj(T )γ‖ = 1 and γ2 6= 0 but γ3 = 0. Since |ej+1| = 1 and γ2 6= 0, it follows that

ϕj+1(T )
∗γ 6= 0. Since LA(ϕ(T )) � 0,




I ϕj(T )⊗ Cj 0

ϕj(T )
∗ ⊗ C∗

j I ϕj+1(T )⊗ Cj+1

0 ϕj+1(T )
∗ ⊗ C∗

j+1 I


 � 0

and hence

I � ‖ϕj(T )γ‖
2C∗

jCj + ‖ϕj+1(T )
∗γ‖2Cj+1C

∗
j+1 = C∗

jCj + ‖ϕj+1(T )
∗γ‖2Cj+1C

∗
j+1.

Lemma 4.1 now gives the contradiction ϕj+1(T )
∗γ = 0. Thus ℓ = k + 1, proving item (ai).

Next choose Tk = S = Tk+1 and Ta = 0 otherwise, where S is given in equation (3.4).

Hence T is in the boundary of PA and thus so is ϕ(T ). Letting X = ϕj(T ) and Y = ϕj+1(T ),

it follows that

X∗X ⊗ C∗
jCj + Y Y ∗ ⊗ Cj+1C

∗
j+1 � I.

Letting γ denote a unit vector with X∗Xγ = γ, we find Y ∗γ = 0. Since bj+1 = 0,

Y =

(
0 ej+1

0 0

)
,

where |ej+1| = 1. It follows that the first component of γ is zero and thus bj = 0, and the

proof of item (aii) is complete.

To prove item (aiii), suppose, by way of contradiction, there is an ǫ > 0 such that

LA(δk + ǫδk+1) � 0. The tuple T defined by Ta = 0 for k 6= a 6= k + 1 and

Tk =



0 1 0

0 0 1

0 0 0


 , Tk+1 =



0 1 0

0 0 ǫ

0 0 0




is in the boundary of PA. Thus ϕ(T ) is in the boundary of PA. Since bj = 0,

X = ϕj(T ) =



0 eiθj y

0 0 eiθj

0 0 0


 ,

for some y. Since ϕj(T ) is a contraction, y = 0. Similarly, since bj+1 = 0,

Y = ϕj+1(T ) =



0 eiθj+1 0

0 0 ǫeiθj+1

0 0 0


 .

The condition

X∗X ⊗ C∗
jCj + Y Y ∗ ⊗ Cj+1C

∗
j+1 � I
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now implies that

C∗
jCj + ǫ2CjC

∗
j � I.

Equivalently LA(δj + ǫδj+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 Z partition {1, 2, . . . , g}.

If ϕ is an automorphism of PA, then there is a permutation π of {1, 2, . . . , g} and a

tuple θ ∈ Rg, such that

(i) the sets N, Z, Z+, Z− are invariant under π;

(ii) if j ∈ Z and k = π(j), then

(4.4) ϕj(x) = eiθjxπ(j) + hk(x),

for some hk ∈ Hk;

(iii) if j ∈ N and k = π(j), then there is an automorphism gj of D such that

(4.5) ϕj(x) = mbj (e
iθjxk) = gj(xk) =

bj + eiθjxk
1 + b∗je

iθjxk
,

where bj = ϕj(0).

Proof. By definition, N and Z partition.

Part of the conclusion of Lemma 4.9 is that Z+ and Z− are invariant under π, from which

it follows that Z and N are also invariant.

If j ∈ Z then, by Lemma 4.9, ϕj(0) = 0 and thus, from Lemma 4.2 item (ii), there is a

θj ∈ R and hk ∈ Hk such that equation (4.4) holds.

Finally, if j ∈ N, then equation (4.5) holds by Lemma 4.2 item (i).

5. Normalized automorphisms and compositions

Recall that Z,N ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , g} depend only on PA and are thus independent of any

particular automorphism of PA.

Suppose ψ is an automorphism of PA with associated permutation κ. In particular the

conclusions of Proposition 4.10 hold. We say that ψ is a normalized automorphism if

(i) cj = ψj(0) ≥ 0; for each j;

(ii) for j ∈ Z and k = κ(j),

ψj(x) = γjxk + hk(x),

where hk ∈ Hk and γj ∈ T;



20 MCCULLOUGH

(iii) for j ∈ N and k = κ(j),

ψj(x) = mcj (xk) :=
cj + xk
1 + cjxk

.

Lemma 5.1. If ϕ is an automorphism of PA with associated permutation π, then there is a

normalized automorphism ψ of PA with associated permutation π such that ψj(0) = |ϕj(0)|

for each j.

Proof. Let bj = ϕj(0). From Proposition 4.10, there is a permutation π and a tuple θ ∈ Rg

such that, for j ∈ Z,

ϕj(x) = eiθjxk + hk(x);

and, for j ∈ N,

ϕj(x) = mbj (e
iθjxπ(j)).

Let γj = 1 if bj = 0 and γj =
b∗j
|bj |

otherwise. Let ρ : PA → PA denote the trivial

automorphism

ρ(x) = γ·x.

Let αk = e−iθπ−1(k)γ∗π−1(k) and τ : PA → PA denote the trivial automorphism defined by

τ(x) = α·x.

Finally, let ψ : PA → PA denote the automorphism ψ = ρ◦ϕ◦τ and note the conclusion

of the lemma is satisfied with κ = π. Indeed, with k = π(j), if j ∈ N, then,

ψj(x) =γjϕj(α·x) = γjmbj (e
iθj (α·x)k)

=γjmbj (γ
∗
jxk) = γj

bj + γ∗jxk

1 + |bj |xk

=
|bj |+ xk
1 + |bj |xk

= m|bj |(xk).

Hence item (iii) holds and moreover ψj(0) = |bj| ≥ 0.

If instead j ∈ Z, then, since ψ is an automorphism, then item (ii) holds by item (ii) of

Proposition 4.10. Further ψj(0) = 0 and hence item (i) holds.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose ϕ and ϕ̃ are automorphisms of PA with associated permutations π

and π̃. Let ψ denote the automorphism ϕ̃◦ϕ and let τ be its associated permutation. If j ∈ N,

then τ(j) = π(π̃(j)) and moreover, with ϕ̃j(x) = g̃j(xπ̃(j)) and ϕπ̃(j)(x) = gπ̃(j)(xπ(π̃(j)), we

have ψj(x) = g̃j ◦ gπ̃(j)(xτ(j)).
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Proof. Let b̃ = ϕ̃(0) and b = ϕ(0). Given j ∈ N, it follows that π(j) ∈ N and π(π̃(j)) ∈ N

by Proposition 4.10. From item (i) of Lemma 4.2, there exists functions gj and g̃j as well as

gπ̃(j) of one variable such that ϕ̃j(x) = g̃j(xπ̃(j)) and ψj(x) = gj(xτ(j)) as well as ϕπ̃(j)(x) =

gπ̃(j)(xπ(π̃(j)). Hence

gj(xτ(j)) = ψj(x) = ϕ̃j(ϕ(x)) = g̃j(ϕπ̃(j)(x)) = g̃j(gπ̃(j)(xπ(π̃(j))) = g̃j ◦ gπ̃(j)(xπ(π̃(j))).

It follows that τ(j) = π(π̃(j)) and gj(y) = g̃j ◦ gπ̃(j)(y).

Given an automorphism ϕ of PA, let

Fϕ = {j : ϕj(0) 6= 0})

and note that Fϕ ⊆ N by Proposition 4.10.

Lemma 5.3. If ϕ and ϕ̃ are normalized automorphisms of PA with associated permutations

π and π̃ respectively, then ψ = ϕ̃ ◦ ϕ is a normalized automorphism of PA and moreover,

Fψ = Fϕ̃ ∪ π̃−1(Fϕ).

Proof. Let τ denote the permutation associated with ψ. By Lemma 5.2 τ = π ◦ π̃ on N. Let

b̃ = ϕ̃(0) and b = ϕ(0). By assumption b̃j , bj ≥ 0.

Suppose j ∈ N. From Proposition 4.10, τ(j), π̃(j), π(j) ∈ N and

ψj(x) = ϕ̃j(ϕ(x)) = mb̃j
(ϕπ̃(j)(x)) = mb̃j

(mbπ̃(j)
(xτ(j))) = mcj (xτ(j)),

where cj = (b̃j + bπ̃(j))(1 + b̃jbπ̃(j))
−1 ≥ 0. In particular, ψj(0) ≥ 0. Moreover, ψj(0) > 0 if

and only either b̃j > 0 or bπ̃(j) > 0.

Hence, if j ∈ N, then j ∈ Fψ if and only if either j ∈ Fϕ̃ or π̃(j) ∈ Fϕ. On the

other hand, if j /∈ N, then π̃(j) /∈ N and therefore j /∈ Fψ ∪ Fϕ̃ and π̃(j) /∈ Fϕ. Hence,

Fψ = Fϕ̃ ∪ π̃−1(Fϕ).

Given a self map f of a set X and a positive integer n, let f (n) denote the composition

of f with itself n-times.

Lemma 5.4. If ϕ is a normalized automorphism of PA, then there is a positive integer n

such that ψ = ϕ(n) is a normalized automorphism of PA such that, for each positive integer

m,

(a) the permutation associated to ψ(m) is the identity on N; and

(b) Fϕ ⊆ Fψ = Fψ(m) .

Proof. By Lemma 5.3, for each positive integer p we have ϕ(p) is a normalized automorphism

of PA and

Fϕ ⊆ Fϕ(2) ⊆ Fϕ(3) ⊆ · · · .
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Hence, there is N such that Fϕ(p) = Fϕ(N) for all p ≥ N.

By Proposition 4.10, N is invariant under π. Let ρ = π|N : N → N. There is an ℓ ≥ 1

such that ρ(ℓ) is the identity. Let n = Nℓ. Thus n ≥ N and ρ(n) 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 ψ ofPA with associated permutation π satisfying

the conclusion of Proposition 5.4 and assume Fψ 6= ∅. (In particular, N 6= ∅ by Proposi-

tion 4.10.) Thus ψ is a normalized automorphism, π is the identity onN and Fψ(m) = Fψ 6= ∅

for all positive integers m. For notational convenience, let F = Fψ. Since F ⊆ N , the per-

mutation π is the identity on F . Moreover, the complement, F̃ = {1, 2, . . . , g} \ F , of F is

invariant under π. Let b = ψ(0). Thus bj = ψj(0) ≥ 0 for all j and bj > 0 if and only if

j ∈ F .

6.1. Two auxiliary Reinhardt spectrahedra. Let

Mn(C)
F = {X = (Xj)j∈F : Xj ∈Mn(C)}.

Similarly, let

Mn(C)
F̃ = {Y = (Yj)j∈F̃ : Yj ∈Mn(C)}.

Given X ∈ Mn(C)
F and Y ∈ Mn(C)

F̃ , let T = (X, Y ) ∈ Mn(C)
g denote the tuple with

Tj = Xj for j ∈ F and Tj = Yj for j ∈ F̃ .

Let b̂ = (bjIn)j∈F ∈ Mn(C)
F . (Thus the n is understood from context.) Similarly, let

0̂ = (0In)j∈F . With these notations, let

PF
A ={Y ∈M(C)F̃ : (0̂, Y ) ∈ PA}

EF
A ={Y ∈M(C)F̃ : (b̂, Y ) ∈ PA}.

Since PA is Reinhardt, it immediately follows that EF
A is a subset of PF

A .

Lemma 6.1. Both PF
A and EF

A are Reinhardt free spectrahedra in g− |F| variables.

Proof. That both domains are Reinhardt is immediate. It is also evident that (0̂, Y ) ∈ PA

if and only if

I +
∑

j∈F̃

Aj ⊗ Yj +
∑

j∈F̃

A∗
j ⊗ Y ∗

j ≻ 0,

and hence PF
A is a free spectrahedron.

Let

P = I +
∑

j∈F

Ajbj +
∑

j∈F

A∗
jb

∗
j ,
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and note Y ∈ EF
A if and only if (b̂, Y ) ∈ PA if and only if

P ⊗ I +
∑

j /∈F

Aj ⊗ Yj +
∑

j /∈F

A∗
j ⊗ Y ∗

j ≻ 0.

For j ∈ F̃ , let Bj = P− 1
2AjP

− 1
2 and observe Y ∈ EF

A if and only if

I +
∑

j /∈F

Bj ⊗ Yj +
∑

j /∈F

B∗
j ⊗ Y ∗

j ≻ 0.

Hence EF
A is a free spectrahedron too.

6.2. Two auxiliary automorphisms. Given Y ∈ PF
A , let T = (0̂, Y ) and define

ψF(Y ) = (ψj(T ))j∈F̃ .

If j ∈ F , then, since (1) π is the identity on F , (2) the automorphism ψ is normalized and

(3) j ∈ N,

ψj(T ) = mbj (Tπ(j)) = mbj (Tj) = mbj (0) = bj .

Thus

ψ(T ) = ψ((0̂, Y )) = (b̂, ψF(Y )) ∈ PA.

It follows that ψF(Y ) ∈ EF
A and thus ψF determines a free mapping ψF : PF

A → EF
A .

Lemma 6.2. The mapping ψF : PF
A → EF

A is bianalytic.

Proof. Evidently ψF is analytic and one-one. It remains to show it is onto. To this end,

let Z ∈ EF
A be given. Thus (b̂, Z) ∈ PA. Since ψ is onto, there is a T ∈ PA such that

ψ(T ) = (b̂, Z). For j ∈ F ⊆ N,

bjI = ψj(T ) = mbj (Tj) = (bj + Tj)(I + bjTj)
−1

and hence Tj = 0. Thus, setting Y = Tj for j ∈ F̃ , it follows that T = (0̂, Y ), so that

Y ∈ PF
A , and ψ((0̂, Y )) = (b̂, Z). Hence Y ∈ PF

A and ψF(Y ) = Z.

Lemma 6.3. For each j /∈ F there exists γj ∈ T such that,

ψj(0̂, Y ) = γjYπ(j),

for all Y ∈ PF
A . In particular, for each Y ∈ PF

A ,

ψF
j (Y ) = γjYπ(j).

Proof. The mapping ψF : PF
A → EF

A is bianalytic by Lemma 6.2. Moreover, ψF(0) = 0 since

bk = 0 for k ∈ F̃ . Since, both PF
A and EF

A are circular free spectrahedra (Lemma 6.1) and

since ψF(0) = 0, it follows from [HKM11, Theorem 4.4] that ψF is linear.
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Now suppose j ∈ Z. Since ψ is normalized, there exists γj ∈ T and hπ(j) ∈ Hπ(j) such

that

ψj(x) = γjxπ(j) + hπ(j)(x).

Thus, for Y ∈ PF
A ,

ψF
j (Y ) = ψj(0̂, Y ) = γjYπ(j) + hπ(j)(0̂, Y ),

It follows that hπ(j)(0̂, Y ) = 0 for Y ∈ PF
A .

If j ∈ N∩ F̃ and Y ∈ PF
A , then ψ

F
j (Y ) = mbj (Yj) = m0(Yj) = Yj, since π is the identity

on N.

Let ι denote the inclusion of EF into PF
A and φF = ι ◦ ψF : PF

A → PF
A .

Lemma 6.4. The mapping φF : PF
A → PF

A is bianalytic, and, for j /∈ F , there exists γj ∈ T

such that

φF
j (T ) = γjTπ(j).

Proof. For notational ease, let φ = φF . Since both ι and ψF are free analytic and injective,

so is φ. It remains to prove φ is onto.

For each j /∈ F , there exist γj ∈ T such that, if Y ∈ PF
A , then

φj(Y ) = ψF
j (Y ) = γjYπ(j)

by Lemma 6.3. Since F̃ is invariant for π, there is a positive integer n such that π(n) is the

identity on F̃ (π was already the identity on N ⊇ F). Thus, for j /∈ F , there exists δj ∈ T

such that

φ
(n)
j (Y ) = δjYj.

Since the mapping Y 7→ δ·Y, where (δ·Y )j = δjYj, is an automorphism of PA (Lemma 6.1)

it follows that φ(n) is onto and thus so is φ.

6.3. How to spot a polydisc. Recall the notation (X, Y ) ∈ PA from the first paragraph of

subsection 6.1. Given Y ∈Mn(C)
F and λ ∈ C, let Y λ = (Iλ, Y ) ∈Mn(C)

g, where Iλj = λIn
for j ∈ F .

Lemma 6.5. If Y λ ∈ PF
A for each 0 ≤ λ < 1 and Y ∈ PF

A , then PA contains a polydisc as

a distinguished summand.

Proof. Let T = (X, Y ) such that (0, Y ) ∈ PA and ‖Xj‖ ≤ 1 for j ∈ F be given. Thus

Y ∈ PF
A . Given 0 ≤ λ < 1, by assumption Y λ ∈ PA. An application of Lemma 4.6 implies

(λX, Y ) ∈ PA.
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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 PA does not contain a polydisc as a distinguished summand and if ϕ

is an automorphism of PA, then ϕ(0) = 0.

Proof. We may assume ϕ normalized. In particular, Fϕ = {j : ϕj(0) 6= 0}. Let F = Fϕ.

Arguing the contrapositive, suppose F 6= ∅. By Proposition 5.4 we may (and do) assume

that for each positive integerm, the automorphism ϕ(m) is a normalized automorphism whose

associated permutation is the identity on N and Fϕ(m) = F . In particular, ϕ satisfies the

assumptions (on ψ) at the outset of Section 6.

Fix j ∈ F . Since (1) ϕ is normalized, (2) j ∈ N, and (3) π is the identity on N,

(7.1) ϕj(x) = mbj (xj) =
bj + xj
1 + bjxj

.

Now suppose m is a positive integer and ϕ
(m)
j (0) = m

(m)
bj

(0). Since the permutation associated

to ϕ(m) is the identity onN, an application of Lemma 5.2 together with equation (7.1) implies

ϕ
(m+1)
j (0) = ϕj(ϕ

(m)(0)) = mbj (ϕ
(m)
j (0)) = mbj (m

(m)
bj

(0)).

Thus, by induction, ϕ
(m)
j (0) = m

(m)
bj

(0) for all m.

It is easily seen that the sequence (m
(m)
bj

(0))m converges to 1. (It is an increasing sequence

from (0, 1) that cannot converge to an L < 1.) Hence, given 0 < λ < 1, there is an m such

that

ϕ
(m)
j (0) ≥ λ

for each j ∈ F . Let ψ = ϕ(m). In particular, ψ is a normalized automorphism, the permuta-

tion κ associated to ψ is the identity on N ⊇ F and Fψ = F .

By Lemma 6.4, given Y ∈ PF
A , there exists a Z ∈ PF

A such that ψF (Z) = Y. It follows

that

ψ(0̂, Z) = (ĉ, ψF(Z)) = (ĉ, Y ),

where cj = ψj(0) ≥ λ for j ∈ F . In particular, (Iλ, Y ) ∈ PA. Thus, by Lemma 6.5, PA

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 ρ of {1, 2, . . . , g} such that the

mapping ψj(x) = xρ(j) is an automorphism of PA, then PA is a coordinate direct sum.

Let {e1, e2} denote the standard basis for C2. Thus eje
∗
k are the usual matrix units for

M2(C).

Lemma 7.3. Fix 1 ≤ µ ≤ g−1 and let X ∈Mn(C)
g be given. If (X1, . . . , Xµ, 0, . . . , 0), and

(0, . . . , 0, Xµ+1, . . . , Xg) are both in PA, then, for each choice of ℓj ∈ {1, 2} for j > µ + 1,

the tuple Z defined by

(a) Zj = e1e
∗
1 ⊗Xj for 1 ≤ j < µ;

(b) Zµ = e1e
∗
2 ⊗Xµ;

(c) Zµ+1 = e1e
∗
1 ⊗Xµ+1;

(d) Zj = eℓje
∗
ℓj
⊗Xj for j > µ+ 1,

is in PA.

Proof. Let

(a) Yµ = e1e
∗
1 ⊗Xµ;

(b) Yµ+1 = e2e
∗
2 ⊗Xµ+1; and

(c) Yj = I2 ⊗Xj for µ+ 1 6= j 6= µ.

Since LA(Y ) is a direct sum of LA((X1, . . . , Xµ, 0, . . . , 0)) and LA((0, . . . , 0, Xµ+1, . . . , Xg))

with the identity, it follows that Y ∈ PA.

Let

Wj =

(
0 I

I 0

)

for j ≥ µ and Wj = I for 0 ≤ j < µ and observe that, in the notation of equation (4.2),

(i) (W ◦ Y )µ = e1e
∗
2 ⊗Xµ;

(ii) (W ◦ Y )µ+1 = e1e
∗
1 ⊗Xµ+1; and

(iii) (W ◦ Y )j = Yj otherwise.

By Lemma 4.3, W ◦ Y ∈ PA, from which it readily follows that Z ∈ PA.

Lemma 7.4. Fix 2 ≤ ν ≤ g. Given a tuple T ∈M(C)g, if the tuple Zj defined by

(i) Zj = e1e
∗
1 ⊗ Tj for j < ν;

(ii) Zν = e1e
∗
2 ⊗ Tν for j = ν; and
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(iii) Zj = e2e
∗
2 ⊗ Tj for j > ν

is in PA, then T ∈ PA.

Proof. Observe that LA(Z) ≻ 0 since Z ∈ PA and that LA(Z) is the direct sum of an identity

matrix with LA(T ). Hence T ∈ PA.

Proof of Proposition 7.2. Let µ denote the first index µ such that ρ−1(µ+1) < ρ−1(µ). Such

an index must exist since ρ is not the identity permutation. Hence ρ−1(µ) > ρ−1(µ − 1) >

· · · > ρ−1(1); in particular ρ−1(j) < ρ−1(µ) for j < µ.

LetX ∈Mn(C)
g be given and suppose (X1, . . . , Xµ, 0, . . . , 0), and (0, . . . , 0, Xµ+1, . . . , Xg)

are both in PA. Define a tuple Z as follows:

Zj =





e1e
∗
2 ⊗Xµ for j = µ

e1e
∗
1 ⊗Xj for ρ−1(j) < ρ−1(µ)

e2e
∗
2 ⊗Xj for ρ−1(j) > ρ−1(µ).

Let ν = ρ−1(µ). Since ρ−1(j) < ν for j < µ and ρ−1(µ + 1) < ν = ρ−1(µ), Lemma 7.3

implies Z ∈ PA. Thus S = ψ(Z) ∈ PA and Sk = Zρ(k). If k < ν and k = ρ−1(j), then

Sk = Zj = e1e
∗
1 ⊗ Xj. If ρ

−1(j) = k > ν, then Sk = Zj = e1e
∗
2 ⊗ Xj . Finally, if k = ν,

then Sk = Zρ(k) = Zµ = e1e
∗
2 ⊗ Xµ. An application of Lemma 7.4 implies the tuple T with

Tk = Xρ(k) is in PA; that is ψ(X) ∈ PA. Hence ψ
−1(ψ(X)) = X ∈ PA. Thus PA is a

coordinate direct sum.
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