
INTERPOLATING FUNCTIONS FOR A FAMILY OF DOMAINS
RELATED TO µ-SYNTHESIS
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Abstract. Assuming the existence of an analytic interpolant mapping a two-point data

from the unit disc D to G̃n, we describe a class of such interpolating functions where

G̃n :=

{
(y1, . . . , yn−1, q) ∈ Cn : q ∈ D, yj = βj + β̄n−jq, βj ∈ C and

|βj |+ |βn−j | <
(
n

j

)
for j = 1, . . . , n− 1

}
.

We present the connection of G̃n with the µ-synthesis problem.

1. Introduction

This article is a sequel of [12] and [13]. In [12] the author and Pal introduced a new

family of domains, namely the extended symmetrized polydisc, G̃n, where

G̃n :=

{
(y1, . . . , yn−1, q) ∈ Cn : |q| < 1, yj = βj + β̄n−jq with

|βj|+ |βn−j| <
(
n

j

)
, 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1

}
,

and found a variety of new characterizations of the points of the symmetrized polydisc,
Gn, where

Gn =

{( ∑
1≤i≤n

zi,
∑

1≤i<j≤n

zizj, . . . ,
n∏
i=1

zi

)
: |zi| < 1, i = 1, . . . , n

}
.

The symmetrized polydisc is directly associated with the spectral interpolation. For a
matrix A, the spectral radius r(A) < 1 if and only if πn(λ1, . . . , λn) ∈ Gn (see [5]), where
λ1, . . . , λn are eigenvalues of A and πn is the symmetrization map on Cn defined by

πn(z1, . . . , zn) =

( ∑
1≤i≤n

zi,
∑

1≤i<j≤n

zizj, . . . ,

n∏
i=1

zi

)
.

The Schwarz lemma for the symmetrized bidisc G2 was presented in [2] (also see [10]).

But there was no Schwarz type lemma for Gn, n ≥ 3. Note that G̃2 = G2 and Gn $ G̃n

for n ≥ 3 (see [5], [12]). In [13], the author and Pal produced a Schwarz lemma for G̃n and
Gn and showed that an interpolating function, when exists, may not be unique. The aim
of this paper is to describe a class of analytic interpolants when we have such a Schwarz

lemma for G̃n.
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The closure of G̃n is denoted by Γ̃n. to study complex geometry of G̃n and Γ̃n, in
[12], we introduced (n − 1) fractional linear transformations Φ1, . . . ,Φn−1. Recall that,
for z ∈ C and y = (y1, . . . , yn−1, q) ∈ Cn we define

Φj(z, y) =

(
n
j

)
qz − yj

yn−jz −
(
n
j

) whenever yn−jz 6=
(
n

j

)
and yjyn−j 6=

(
n

j

)2

q.

Theorems 2.5 and 2.7 of [12] characterize the points in G̃n and Γ̃n. The extended sym-

metrized polydisc is a non-convex but polynomially convex domain for all n. Also G̃n is
a starlike domain (see [12]).

Let B1, . . . , Bk be 2× 2 strictly contractive matrices such that detB1 = detB2 = · · · =
detBk. We define two functions π2k+1 and π2k in the following way:

π2k+1 (B1, . . . , Bk) =

((
n

1

)
[B1]11, . . . ,

(
n

k

)
[Bk]11,

(
n

k

)
[Bk]22, . . . ,

(
n

1

)
[B1]22, detB1

)
and

π2k (B1, . . . , Bk) =

((
n

1

)
[B1]11, . . . ,

(
n

k − 1

)
[Bk−1]11,

(
n

k

)
([Bk]11 + [Bk]22)

2
,

(
n

k − 1

)
[Bk−1]22, . . . ,

(
n

1

)
[B1]22, detB1

)
.

Then, by Theorem 2.5 of [12], we have π2k (B1, . . . , Bk) ∈ G̃2k and π2k+1 (B1, . . . , Bk) ∈
G̃2k+1.

For 0 6= λ ∈ D and y ∈ G̃n, the Schwarz lemma for G̃n describes the necessary conditions

for the existence of an analytic interpolating function from the unit disc to G̃n mapping
the origin to the origin and λ to y. In [13], it is shown that unlike the classical Schwarz

Lemma there is no uniqueness statement for the interpolating function in the case of G̃n.
In the next section we describe the class of such analytic interpolating functions for the

Schwarz lemma for G̃n. Note that, in [11], another version of Schwarz lemma for G̃n was

presented. In section 3 we present the relation of G̃n with the µ-synthesis problem. In
section 4 we take a step towards the Lempert Theory, we find a class of points for which
the Carathéodory pseudo-distance and the Lempert function from the origin coincide.
Note that the techniques that are used here are similar to the paper [1].

2. Interpolating functions

The Schwarz Lemma for G̃n tells us that for 0 6= λ0 ∈ D and y0 = (y0
1, . . . , y

0
n−1, q

0) ∈
G̃n, one of the necessary condition for the existence of an analytic interpolating functions

ψ : D −→ G̃n such that ψ(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and ψ(λ0) = y0 is for each j = 1, . . . , n −
1, ‖Φj(., y

0)‖H∞≤ |λ0| whenever |y0
n−j| ≤ |y0

j |. Note that this result generalizes the
Schwarz lemma for the symmetrized bidisc G2 presented in [2]. In this section we describe
the explicit form of such holomorphic interpolating function ψ, assuming its existence,
whenever |y0

n−j| ≤ |y0
j | and ‖Φj(., y

0)‖H∞< |λ0|. Theorem 2.3 is one of the main results
of this article, where we portray explicitly how those ψ looks like.

The Schwarz Lemma for Gn and G̃n only talks about the existential criteria of an
interpolating function. But it is important to describe the nature of such interpolat-
ing functions. In [2], only an example of an interpolating function with respect to the
Schwarz lemma for G2 was presented assuming the condition ‖Φ1(., y0)‖H∞= |λ0|. In
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[11], the author and Pal produced an example of an interpolating function related with

an other version of Schwarz lemma for G̃n mentioned therein. Here, instead of a particular
example, we found the explicit form of all holomorphic interpolating functions arising in

both the Schwarz Lemma for Gn and G̃n. Note that, as G̃2 = G2, Theorem 2.7 provides
description of interpolating functions with respect to the Schwarz lemma for G2 for the
condition ‖Φ1(., y0)‖H∞< |λ0|. We start this section with the following important lemma.

Let Z ∈ C2×2 be such that ‖Z‖< 1 and let 0 ≤ ρ < 1. Let

KZ(ρ) =

[
[(1− ρ2Z∗Z)(1− Z∗Z)−1]11 [(1− ρ2)(1− ZZ∗)−1Z]21

[(1− ρ2)Z∗(1− ZZ∗)−1]12 [(ZZ∗ − ρ2)(1− ZZ∗)−1]22

]
. (1)

Lemma 2.1. Let λ0 ∈ D\{0} and y0 = (y0
1, . . . , y

0
n−1, q

0) ∈ G̃n. For a j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1},
suppose y0

j y
0
n−j 6=

(
n
j

)2
q0, |y0

n−j| ≤ |y0
j | and ‖Φj(., y

0)‖< |λ0|. For any ν > 0 let

Zν,j =

y0
j/
(
n
j

)
λ0 νwj

wj/ν y0
n−j/

(
n
j

)
 (2)

where w2
j =

y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0(

n
j

)2
λ0

. Let KZν,j be defined by the equation (1). Also let θj, ϑj be

the roots of the equation

z + 1/z =
|λ0|

|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|

((
n

j

)2

−
|y0
j |2

|λ0|2
− |y0

n−j|2 +

(
n
j

)2|q0|2

|λ0|2

)
.

Then, ‖Zν,j‖< 1 if and only if

θj < ν2 < ϑj. (3)

Also KZν,j(|λ0|) is not positive definite whenever ν satisfies condition (3).

Proof. First note that

1− Z∗ν,jZν,j =


1−

|y0
j |2(

n
j

)2|λ0|2
− |w|

2

ν2
−
ȳ0
j νw(
n
j

)
λ̄0

−
y0
n−jw̄(
n
j

)
ν

−
y0
j νw̄(
n
j

)
λ0

−
ȳ0
n−jw(
n
j

)
ν

1− ν2|w|2 −
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2

 . (4)

Then we have

det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j) = 1−
|y0
j |2(

n
j

)2|λ0|2
−
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 +
|q0|2

|λ0|2
−
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|(

n
j

)2|λ0|
(ν + 1/ν2). (5)

Thus, ‖Zν,j‖< 1 if and only if

1−
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 − ν
2
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|(

n
j

)2|λ0|
> 0

and 1−
|y0
j |2(

n
j

)2|λ0|2
−
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 +
|q0|2

|λ0|2
−
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|(

n
j

)2|λ0|
(ν2 + 1/ν2) > 0,
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that is, if and only if

ν2 <

(
n
j

)2|λ0|

(
1−
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2

)
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|

and ν2 + 1/ν2 <

(
n
j

)2|λ0|

(
1−

|y0
j |2(

n
j

)2|λ0|2
−
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 +
|q0|2

|λ0|2

)
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|

.

Let

Rj ≡

(
n
j

)2|λ0|

(
1−
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2

)
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|

=
|λ0|(

(
n
j

)2 − |y0
n−j|2)

|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|

. (6)

By hypothesis, we have(
n
j

) ∣∣y0
j − ȳ0

n−jq
0
∣∣+
∣∣∣y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0
∣∣∣(

n
j

)2 − |y0
n−j|2

= ‖Φj(., y
0)‖< |λ0|

⇒
(
n

j

) ∣∣∣∣y0
j

λ0

− ȳ0
n−j

q0

λ0

∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣∣y0
j

λ0

y0
n−j −

(
n

j

)2
q0

λ0

∣∣∣∣∣ <
(
n

j

)2

− |y0
n−j|2. (7)

Then, using the Theorem 2.5 of [12] (equivalence of conditions (4) and (6)), we have(
n

j

)2

−
|y0
j |2

|λ0|2
− |y0

n−j|2 +

(
n

j

)2 |q0|2

|λ0|2
> 2

∣∣∣y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0
∣∣∣

|λ0|
. (8)

Since |y0
n−j| ≤ |y0

j | and λ0 ∈ D, we have

( |y0
j |2

|λ0|2
+ |y0

n−j|2
)
≥
(
|y0
j |2 +

|y0
n−j|2

|λ0|2

)
. Hence(

n

j

)2

− |y0
j |2 −

|y0
n−j|2

|λ0|2
+

(
n

j

)2 |q0|2

|λ0|2
≥
(
n

j

)2

−
|y0
j |2

|λ0|2
− |y0

n−j|2 +

(
n

j

)2 |q0|2

|λ0|2

>2

∣∣∣y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0
∣∣∣

|λ0|
. (9)

Let, Xj :=
|λ0|

|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|

((
n
j

)2 − |y0
j |2 −

|y0
n−j|2

|λ0|2
+

(
n
j

)2|q0|2

|λ0|2

)

and Xn−j :=
|λ0|

|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|

((
n
j

)2 −
|y0
j |2

|λ0|2
− |y0

n−j|2 +

(
n
j

)2|q0|2

|λ0|2

)
.

Then we have, Xj > 2 and Xn−j > 2. Then, ‖Zν,j‖< 1 if and only if

ν2 < Rj and ν2 + 1/ν2 < Xn−j.

Since |y0
n−j| ≤ |y0

j |, we have y0
j 6= ȳ0

n−jq
0. Otherwise, y0

j = ȳ0
n−jq

0 and hence |y0
j | =

|ȳ0
n−j||q0| < |y0

n−j|, a contradiction. By hypothesis ‖Φj(., y
0)‖< |λ0|. Then∣∣∣∣∣y0

j y
0
n−j −

(
n

j

)2

q0

∣∣∣∣∣ =

((
n

j

)2

− |y0
n−j|2

)
‖Φj(., y

0)‖< |λ0|

((
n

j

)2

− |y0
n−j|2

)
.
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Hence Rj > 1. Notice that

Rj + 1/Rj −Xn−j =

(
n
j

)2|y0
j − ȳ0

n−jq
0|2

|λ0|(
(
n
j

)2 − |y0
n−j|2)|y0

j y
0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|

> 0. (10)

Hence

Rj + 1/Rj > Xn−j. (11)

The graph of the function f(x) = x+
1

x
is the following :

The function f is continuous and has a point of minima at x = 1 and f(1) = 2. Since
Xn−j > 2, the line x = Xn−j intercepts the graph of f twice. Note that the equation

z + 1/z =
|λ0|

|yjyn−j −
(
n
j

)2
q|

((
n

j

)2

− |yj|
2

|λ0|2
− |yn−j|2 +

(
n
j

)2|q|2

|λ0|2

)

is same as the equation z+ 1/z = Xn−j. Since θj and ϑj are two solutions of the equation
z + 1/z = Xn−j, it is clear from the above figure that ξ + 1/ξ < Xn−j if and only if
θj < ξ < ϑj. From the fact θj < 1 < ϑj, Rj > 1 and from equation (11), we have Rj > ϑj.

If θj < ν2 < ϑj, then ν2 < Rj and ν2 + 1/ν2 < Xn−j. Hence ‖Zν,j‖< 1 whenever
θj < ν2 < ϑj. Again ‖Zν,j‖< 1 implies ν2 + 1/ν2 < Xn−j, which implies θj < ν2 < ϑj.
Therefore, ‖Zν,j‖< 1 if and only if θj < ν2 < ϑj.

Next we show that, detKZν,j(|λ0|) < 0 whenever θj < ν2 < ϑj. First note that :

KZν,j(|λ0|)

=

[(1− |λ0|2Z∗ν,jZν,j)(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)−1]11 [(1− |λ0|2)(1− Zν,jZ∗ν,j)−1Zν,j]21

[(1− |λ0|2)Z∗ν,j(1− Zν,jZ∗ν,j)−1]12 [(Zν,jZ
∗
ν,j − |λ0|2)(1− Zν,jZ∗ν,j)−1]22

 . (12)

Then by simple calculations, we have (see appendix)

KZν,j(|λ0|) det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j) =
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1−
|y0
j |2(
n
j

)2 −
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 + |q0|2 (1− |λ0|2)
(w
ν

+
q0

λ0

νw̄
)

−
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|(

n
j

)2

( |λ0|
ν2

+
ν2

|λ0|

)

−|λ0|2 +
|y0
j |2(
n
j

)2 +
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 −
|q0|2

|λ0|2

(1− |λ0|2)
(w̄
ν

+
q̄0

λ̄0

νw
)

−
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|(

n
j

)2

(
ν2|λ0|+

1

ν2|λ0|

)


. (13)

Now by a straight forward calculation

det(KZν,j(|λ0|) det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)) = −(lν,j − kj)(lν,j − kn−j), (14)

where

lν,j = |y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n

j

)2

q0|
(
ν2 +

1

ν2

)
,

kj = |y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n

j

)2

q0|Xj.

Since |y0
n−j| ≤ |y0

j |,

Xj −Xn−j =
1− |λ0|2

|(y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0)λ0|

(
|y0
j |2 − |y0

n−j|2
)
≥ 0

and consequently kn−j ≤ kj. If θj < ν2 < ϑj then ν2 +
1

ν2
< Xn−j and hence lν,j <

|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|Xn−j = kn−j ≤ kj. Thus detKZν,j(|λ0|) < 0 when θj < ν2 < ϑj.

The next theorem is one of the main results of this article, it describes the class of

analytic interpolating functions from the unit disc to G̃n. We use two lemmas, Lemma
3.1 and Lemma 3.2, from [1].

Let Z be a strict 2 × 2 matrix contraction and α ∈ C2 \ {0}. A matricial Möbius
transformation MZ is defined as

MZ(X) = (1− ZZ∗)−
1
2 (X − Z)(1− Z∗X)−1(1− Z∗Z)

1
2 , X ∈ C2×2 and ‖X‖< 1.

Then MZ is an automorphism of the close unit ball of C2×2 which maps Z to the zero
matrix and M−1

Z =M−Z . Also let

uZ(α) = (1− ZZ∗)−
1
2 (α1Ze1 + α2e2), (15)

vZ(α) = −(1− Z∗Z)−
1
2 (α1e1 + α2Z

∗e2)

where {e1, e2} is the standard basis of C2. Then for any 2× 2 matrix contraction X, by
Lemma 3.1 of [1], [M−Z(X)]22 = 0 if and only if there exists α ∈ C2 \ {0} such that
X∗uZ(α) = vZ(α).

Remark 2.2. Let λ0 ∈ D\{0} and y0 = (y0
1, . . . , y

0
n−1, q

0) ∈ G̃n. For a j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1},
suppose y0

j y
0
n−j 6=

(
n
j

)2
q0, |y0

n−j| ≤ |y0
j | and ‖Φj(., y

0)‖< |λ0|. Then for any ν satisfying

condition (3), using the last lemma and Lemma 3.1 of [1] together, there exists X ∈ C2×2

such that ‖X‖≤ |λ0| and [M−Zν,j(X)]22 = 0, where Zν,j is given by (2).
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Recall that the Schur class of type 2 × 2 is the set of analytic functions F on D with
values in the space C2×2 such that ‖F (λ)‖≤ 1 for all λ ∈ D. Also we say that F ∈ S2×2

if ‖F (λ)‖< 1 for all λ ∈ D.

Theorem 2.3. Let λ0 ∈ D \ {0} and y0 = (y0
1, . . . , y

0
n−1, q

0) ∈ G̃n and suppose y0
j y

0
n−j 6=(

n
j

)2
q0, |y0

n−j| ≤ |y0
j | and ‖Φj(., y

0)‖< |λ0| for each j = 1, . . . ,
[
n
2

]
. Suppose ψ : D −→ G̃n

is an analytic function such that ψ(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and ψ(λ0) = y0. Then

ψ(λ) =

π2[n
2

]+1

(
F1(λ), . . . , F[n

2
](λ)
)

if n is odd

π2[n
2

]

(
F1(λ), . . . , F[n

2
](λ)
)

if n is even,

where for each j = 1, . . . ,
[
n
2

]
,

Fj(λ) =M−Zν,j

(
(BQj)(λ)

)[
λ 0
0 1

]
, (16)

Zν,j is given by (2) and ν satisfies (3), Qj is a 2× 2 Schur function such that

Qj(0)∗λ̄0uZν,j(αj) = vZν,j(αj), (17)

where uZν,j(αj), vZν,j(αj) are given by equation (15) and αj ∈ C2 \ {0} satisfies

〈KZν,j(|λ0|)αj, αj〉 ≤ 0. (18)

Proof. Suppose ψ : D −→ G̃n is an analytic function such that ψ(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and
ψ(λ0) = (y0

1, . . . , y
0
n−1, q

0). By Fatou’s Lemma, ψ has radial limits almost everywhere on

T. We denote the radial limit function of ψ by ψ̃ which maps T almost everywhere to Γ̃n.
Let

hj(λ) =
ψj(λ)ψn−j(λ)(

n
j

)2 − ψn(λ) for λ ∈ D.

Then hj is a bounded analytic function on D (eventually a Schur function by condition
(4) of Theorem 2.5 of [12]). By inner-outer factorization, there exist fj, gj ∈ H∞ such
that

hj(λ) = fj(λ)gj(λ) for λ ∈ D,
with |f̃j| = |g̃j| almost everywhere on T. As fjgj(0) = 0, without loss of generality assume
gj(0) = 0. Consider

Fj(λ) =


ψj(λ)(

n
j

) fj(λ)

gj(λ)
ψn−j(λ)(

n
j

)

 for λ ∈ D. (19)

Clearly πn
(
F1, . . . , F[n

2
]

)
= ψ. Since fjgj =

ψjψn−j(
n
j

)2 −ψn, we have detFj = ψn. Note that,

1− F ∗j Fj =


1− |ψj|

2(
n
j

)2 − |gj|2 −fj
ψ̄j(
n
j

) − ḡjψn−j(
n
j

)
−f̄j

ψj(
n
j

) − gj ψ̄n−j(
n
j

) 1− |ψn−j|
2(

n
j

)2 − |fj|2
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and

det(1− F ∗j Fj) = 1− |ψj|
2(

n
j

)2 −
|ψn−j|2(

n
j

)2 + |ψn|2 − |f |2 − |g|2.

Since |f̃ | = |g̃| almost everywhere on T, we have

[1− F̃ ∗j F̃j]11 = 1− |ψ̃j|
2(

n
j

)2 −

∣∣∣∣∣ ψ̃jψ̃n−j(
n
j

)2 − ψ̃n

∣∣∣∣∣ , [1− F̃ ∗j F̃j]22 = 1− |ψ̃n−j|
2(

n
j

)2 −

∣∣∣∣∣ ψ̃jψ̃n−j(
n
j

)2 − ψ̃n

∣∣∣∣∣
almost everywhere on T and

det(1− F̃ ∗j F̃j) = 1− |ψ̃j|
2(

n
j

)2 −
|ψ̃n−j|2(

n
j

)2 + |ψ̃n|2 −
∣∣∣ ψ̃jψ̃n−j(

n
j

)2 − ψ̃n
∣∣∣

almost everywhere on T. Then, using Theorem 2.5 of [12] (by conditions (3), (3′) and
(5)), we have[

1− F̃ ∗j F̃j
]

11
≥ 0,

[
1− F̃ ∗j F̃j

]
22
≥ 0 and det(1− F̃ ∗j F̃j) ≥ 0 almost everywhere on T.

Thus ‖F̃j‖≤ 1 almost everywhere on T. Note that if Fj is constant then the function
(ψj, ψn−j, ψn) is also constant. Since ψ(0) = (0, . . . , 0), ψ(λ0) = (y0

1, . . . , y
0
n−1, q

0) and

y0
j y

0
n−j 6=

(
n
j

)2
q0, we conclude Fj is non-constant. Therefore by maximum modulus prin-

ciple, ‖Fj(λ)‖< 1 for all λ ∈ D. Hence Fj ∈ S2×2.
Thus to complete the proof we need to show that Fj can be written in the form (16)

for some ν, αj and Qj satisfying (3), (18) and (17) respectively. Since y0
j y

0
n−j 6=

(
n
j

)2
q0,

we have fjgj(λ0) =
y0
j y

0
n−j(
n
j

)2 − q0 6= 0 and hence both fj(λ0) and gj(λ0) are nonzero. Now

consider ν =
fj(λ0)

wj
where w2

j =
y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0(

n
j

)2
λ0

. Then gj(λ0) =
λ0w

2
j

fj(λ0)
=
λ0wj
ν

. Hence

Fj(λ0) =

[
y0
j/
(
n
j

)
νwj

λ0ν
−1wj y0

n−j/
(
n
j

)] .
We may assume that ν > 0 (otherwise we can replace Fj by U∗FjU for a suitable diagonal
unitary matrix U). Consider

Gj(λ) = Fj(λ)

[
λ−1 0
0 1

]
for all λ ∈ D.

Then we have Gj ∈ S2×2 and

[Gj(0)]22 = [Fj(0)]22 = 0 and Gj(λ0) =

[
y0
j/
(
n
j

)
λ0 νwj

ν−1wj y0
n−j/

(
n
j

)] = Zν,j.

Then Fj(λ) = Gj(λ)

[
λ 0
0 1

]
for all λ ∈ D. We have already proved that ‖Zν,j‖< 1 if and

only if θj < ν2 < ϑj. Since Gj ∈ S2×2, ‖Zν,j‖= ‖Gj(λ0)‖< 1 and hence θj < ν2 < ϑj. That
is, condition (3) holds. Again since Gj ∈ S2×2, [Gj(0)]22 = 0 and Gj(λ0) = Zν,j, by part-
(2) of Lemma 3.2 of [1], there exists some αj ∈ C2 \ {0} such that 〈KZν,j(|λ0|)αj, αj〉 ≤ 0

and a Schur function Qj such that Qj(0)∗λ̄0uZν,j(αj) = vZν,j(αj) and

Gj =M−Zν,j ◦BQj,
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where uZν,j(αj), vZν,j(αj) are given by equation (15). Thus the conditions (18) and (17)

are satisfied. Hence Fj(λ) = M−Zν,j (BQj(λ))

[
λ 0
0 1

]
that is, Fj can be written in the

form (16). Hence the proof is complete.

Remark 2.4. For 0 6= λ ∈ D and x ∈ Gn, any analytic function φ : D −→ Gn such

that φ(0) = (0, · · · , 0) and φ(λ) = x then φ can be viewed as a map φ : D −→ G̃n (as

Gn ⊂ G̃n) and by applying Theorem 2.3 we can describe all such function φ.

The Schwarz lemma for G̃n says that, for some special case, when the target point

y0 belongs to a particular subset Jn of G̃n, the conditions which are necessary for the
existence of the required interpolating function also become sufficient. Recall that when
n is odd,

Jn =
{

(y1, . . . , yn−1, q) ∈ G̃n : yj =

(
n
j

)
n
y1, yn−j =

(
n
j

)
n
yn−1, 2 ≤ j ≤

[n
2

]}
and for n even,

Jn =
{

(y1, . . . , yn−1, q) ∈ G̃n : y[n
2

] =

(
n

[n
2
]

)
y1 + yn−1

2n
, yj =

(
n
j

)
n
y1 ,

yn−j =

(
n
j

)
n
yn−1, 2 ≤ j ≤

[n
2

]
− 1
}
.

Suppose λ0 ∈ D\{0}, y0 = (y0
1, . . . , y

0
n−1, q

0) ∈ Jn such that ‖y0
n−1‖≤ ‖y0

1‖ and ‖Φ1(., y0)‖<
|λ0|. Then the Schwarz Lemma for G̃n guarantees the existence of an analytic function

ψ : D −→ Jn ⊂ G̃n such that ψ(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and ψ(λ0) = y0 (see [13]).

In Theorem 2.3, assuming the existence of an analytic interpolating function ψ : D −→
G̃n in the Schwarz Lemma for G̃n, we explicitly describe the function ψ. The next theorem
deals with the converse part when the target point y0 ∈ Jn. We show that if ψ is of the
form similar to that mentioned in Theorem 2.3, then ψ is an analytic interpolating function

from unit disc to Jn ⊂ G̃n mapping the origin to the origin and λ0 to y0. The following
lemma is just a particular case of Lemma 2.1 and can be proved similarly.

Lemma 2.5. Let λ0 ∈ D\{0} and y0 = (y0
1, . . . , y

0
n−1, q

0) ∈ Jn and suppose that y0
1y

0
n−1 6=

n2q0, |y0
n−1| ≤ |y0

1| and ‖Φ1(., y0)‖< |λ0|. For any ν > 0 let

Zν =

y0
1/nλ0 νw

ν−1w y0
n−1/n

 (20)

where w2 =
y0

1y
0
n−1 − n2q0

n2λ0

. Let KZν be defined by the equation (1). Also let θ1, ϑ1 be the

roots of the equation

z + 1/z =
|λ0|

|y0
1y

0
n−1 − n2q0|

(
n2 − |y

0
1|2

|λ0|2
− |y0

n−1|2 +
n2|q0|2

|λ0|2

)
.

Then ‖Zν‖< 1 if and only if

θ1 < ν2 < ϑ1. (21)

Also KZν (|λ0|) is not positive definite for any ν satisfying (21).
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For a 2× 2 contractive matrix B, let π̂n be the following map

π̂n(B) =

{
π2[n

2
]+1 (B, . . . , B) if n is odd

π2[n
2

] (B, . . . , B) if n is even.

Then, for F ∈ S2×2, it is clear that π̂n ◦ F is a function from D to Jn.

Theorem 2.6. Let λ0 ∈ D \ {0} and y0 = (y0
1, . . . , y

0
n−1, q

0) ∈ Jn and suppose that
y0

1y
0
n−1 6= n2q0, |y0

n−1| ≤ |y0
1| and ‖Φ1(., y0)‖< |λ0|. Let R be the set of analytic functions

ψ : D −→ Jn ⊂ G̃n satisfying ψ(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and ψ(λ0) = y0. The function π̂n ◦ F
belongs to R where

F (λ) =M−Zν

(
(BQ)(λ)

)[
λ 0
0 1

]
(22)

where Zν is given by (20), ν satisfies (21), Q is a 2× 2 Schur function such that

Q(0)∗λ̄0uZν (α) = vZν (α), (23)

where uZν (α), vZν (α) are given by equation (15) and α ∈ C2 \ {0} satisfies

〈KZν (|λ0|)α, α〉 ≤ 0. (24)

Conversely, every function in R is of the form π̂n ◦ F where F and Zν are given by
equation (22) and (20), for some choice of ν, α and Q satisfying the conditions (21), (24)
and (23), respectively.

Proof. Suppose ν satisfies (21), that is, θ1 < ν2 < ϑ1, where θ1, ϑ1 are the roots of the
equation

z + 1/z =
|λ0|

|y0
1y

0
n−1 − n2q0|

(
n2 − |y

0
1|2

|λ0|2
− |y0

n−1|2 +
n2|q0|2

|λ0|2

)
.

Then by Lemma 2.5, ‖Zν‖< 1 and KZν (|λ0|) is not positive definite. Further, suppose
α ∈ C2 \ {(0, 0)} such that 〈KZν (|λ0|)α, α〉 ≤ 0 and also suppose Q is a Schur function
such that Q(0)∗λ̄0uZν (α) = vZν (α). Then using part (2) of Lemma 3.2 of [1], there exists
a function G ∈ S2×2 such that

G =M−Zν ◦ (BQ) and [G(0)]22 = 0, G(λ0) = Zν .

Thus the function F , given by equation (22), is

F (λ) = G(λ)

[
λ 0
0 1

]
for λ ∈ D.

It is clear that F ∈ S2×2 and F satisfies the following

F (0) =

[
0 ∗
0 0

]
, F (λ0) =

[
y0

1/n νw
λ0ν

−1w y0
n−1/n

]
.

Thus the function ψ = π̂n ◦ F is analytic from D to Jn such that ψ(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and
ψ(λ0) = (y0

1, . . . , y
0
n−1, q

0) = y0. Hence ψ ∈ R.

The proof of the converse part is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.3. Suppose ψ ∈ R.
Denote the radial limit function of ψ by ψ̃ which, by Fatou’s Lemma, maps T almost

everywhere to Γ̃n. Consider the bounded analytic function

h(λ) =
ψ1(λ)ψn−1(λ)

n2
− ψn(λ) for λ ∈ D,
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and write the inner-outer factorization as h(λ) = f(λ)g(λ) for λ ∈ D, where f, g ∈ H∞

such that |f̃ | = |g̃| almost everywhere on T. Consider F (λ) =

ψ1(λ)/n f(λ)

g(λ) ψn−1(λ)/n

,

λ ∈ D. Clearly π̂n ◦ F = ψ. Using similar method, as shown in proof of Theorem 2.3, we
can show that F ∈ S2×2.

Again using the method similar to that in proof of Theorem 2.3, we show that F is

of the desired form. Consider ν =
f(λ0)

w
, then g(λ0) =

λ0w

ν
. We may assume that

ν > 0. Also consider G(λ) = F (λ)

[
λ−1 0
0 1

]
, λ ∈ D. We may assume that ν > 0. Then

we have G ∈ S2×2, [G(0)]22 = 0 and G(λ0) = Zν . Then ‖Zν‖= ‖G(λ0)‖< 1 and hence
θ1 < ν2 < ϑ1. By part-(2) of Lemma 3.2 of [1], there exists some α ∈ C2 \ {0} such
that 〈KZν (|λ0|)α, α〉 ≤ 0 and a Schur function Q such that Q(0)∗λ̄0uZν (α) = vZν (α) and
G =M−Zν ◦ BQ, where uZν (α), vZν (α) are given by equation (15). Thus the conditions

(21), (24) and (23) are satisfied and F can be written as F (λ) =M−Zν (BQ(λ))

[
λ 0
0 1

]
.

Theorem 2.6 is true for n ≥ 3, because of the fact that Jn is defined only for n ≥ 3. We
now present a result similar to Theorem 2.6 for the case n = 2. Note that the conditions

described in Schwarz lemma for G̃n in [13] are also sufficient for the existence of an analytic
interpolating function from the unit disc to the symmetrized bidisc G2 (also see [2] and
[10]). The next theorem describes and also provide example of the interpolating function
related to Schwarz lemma for G2 for the condition that is mutually exclusive to that in
Theorem 1.4 of [2].

Theorem 2.7. Let λ0 ∈ D \ {0} and y0 = (s0, p0) ∈ G2 be such that s0
2 6= 4p0 and

2|s0 − s̄0p0|+ |s0
2 − 4p0|

4− |s0|2
< |λ0|.

Let θ, ϑ be the roots of the equation

z + 1/z =
4|λ0|2 − |s0|2 − |s0|2|λ0|2 + 4|p0|2

|λ0||s0
2 − 4p0|

and for ν > 0

Zν =

s0/2λ0 νw

ν−1w s0/2

 (25)

where w2 =
s0

2 − 4p0

4λ0

. Suppose a function ψ is given by

ψ(λ) =
(

[F (λ)]11 + [F (λ)]22, detF (λ)
)

for λ ∈ D,

where F is given by equation (22) with Zν as in equation (25), for some ν satisfying
θ < ν2 < ϑ and α and Q satisfying the conditions (24) and (23), respectively. Then ψ is
an analytic interpolating function from the unit disc to G2 satisfying ψ(0) = (0, 0) and
ψ(λ0) = y0.

Conversely, any analytic functions ψ : D −→ G2 satisfying ψ(0) = (0, 0) and ψ(λ0) =
y0 is of the form ψ(λ) = ([F (λ)]11 + [F (λ)]22, detF (λ)) where F , Zν are given by (22),
(25), ν satisfies θ < ν2 < ϑ and α, Q are as in the conditions (24), (23), respectively.
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Proof. First note that G̃2 = G2 and π̂2 ◦ F = ([F (λ)]11 + [F (λ)]22, detF (λ)). For any
F ∈ S2×2 the function π̂2 ◦ F is analytic from D to G2. It is clear, by the definition of Φ1

for the case n = 2, that

‖Φ1(., y0)‖= 2|s0 − s̄0p0|+ |s0
2 − 4p0|

4− |s0|2
< |λ0|.

Then the Proof of both the parts are exactly similar to that of Theorem 2.6 upon substi-
tuting q0 = p0, y0

1 = s0 and y0
n−1 = s0.

3. Relation with the µ-synthesis problem

The µ-synthesis problem plays an important role in robust control theory of control
engineering. Here µ is used to denote the structured singular value of a matrix relative to
a space of linear transformations. For a given linear subspace E of Cn×m the structured
singular value of an m× n matrix B, denoted by µE(B), is defined as

µE(B) =
1

(inf{‖X‖: X ∈ E, I −BX is singular})
.

Here ‖X‖ denotes the operator norm of the matrix X. In the event of I − BX is non-
singular for all X ∈ E, we define µE(B) = 0. The underlying linear subspace E is
considered as a “structure ”.

Given a linear subspace E ⊂ Cn×m, distinct points λ1, . . . , λk in D and same number of
m×n target matrices B1, . . . , Bk, the µ-synthesis problem aims to find an analytic matrix-
valued function f : D −→ Cm×n such that f(λj) = Bj for 1 ≤ j ≤ k and µE(f(λ)) < 1,
for all λ ∈ D.

On the other hand, for given distinct points λ1, . . . , λk in D and n × n matrices
W1, . . . ,Wk, the spectral Nevanlinna-Pick interpolation problem is to find necessary and
sufficient conditions for the existence of an analytic matrix-valued function F : D −→
Cn×n such that F (λj) = Wj for 1 ≤ j ≤ k and r(F (λ)) < 1, for all λ ∈ D (r(F (λ))
denotes the spectral radius of F (λ)). In [5], it was shown that such interpolation problem
into the spectral unit ball of Cn×n is equivalent to the interpolation problem into the
symmetrized polydisc Gn.

Note that µE(B) = ‖B‖, when E = Cn×m. For the case of m = n and E =
{λIn : λ ∈ C}, In denotes the n × n identity matrix, µE(B) is equal to the spectral ra-
dius r(B) and consequently in this case the µ-synthesis problem reduced to the spectral
Nevenlina-Pick interpolation problem. For more details about the µ-synthesis problem
and structured singular value a reader is referred to [4, 6].

In this section we describe the relation of the domain G̃n with the µ-synthesis problem.

In Theorem 3.1, we show that the points of G̃n can also be characterized using the
structured singular value. In Remark 3.3 we show the connection between the µ-synthesis

problem with the interpolation problem in Hol(D, G̃n).

Consider the linear subspace E =

{(
z 0
0 w

)
: z, w ∈ C

}
. For a 2× 2 matrix B = [bij]

and X =

(
z 0
0 w

)
, we have ‖X‖= max{|z|, |w|} and

det(I −BX) = 1− zb11 − wb22 − zw detB.
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Then for r > 0,

µE(B) ≤ 1

r
⇔max{|z|, |w|} ≥ r whenever 1− b11z − b22w − detBzw = 0

⇔1− zb11 − wb22 − zw detB 6= 0 for any z, w ∈ rD.

Theorem 3.1. y ∈ G̃n if and only if there exist
[
n
2

]
number of 2×2 matrices B1, . . . , B[n

2
]

such that detB1 = · · · = B[n
2

], y = πn

(
B1, . . . , B[n

2
]

)
and µE(Bj) < 1 for j = 1, . . . , [n

2
].

Proof. Suppose y ∈ G̃n. Then for all j = 1, · · · = [n
2
], by Theorem 2.5 of [12], we have

1− yj(
n
j

)z − yn−j(
n
j

) w + qzw 6= 0 whenever z, w ∈ rD for some r > 1.

For each 1 ≤ j ≤ [n
2
], consider the matrixyj/

(
n
j

)
wj

wj yn−j/
(
n
j

)
 = Bj (say),

where wj
2 =

yjyn−j−(nj)
2
q

(nj)
2 . Then µE(Bj) ≤

1

r
< 1. Clearly πn

(
B1, . . . , B[n

2
]

)
= y.

Conversely, suppose there exist matrices B1, . . . , B[n
2

] such that detB1 = · · · = B[n
2

],

y = πn

(
B1, . . . , B[n

2
]

)
and µE(Bj) < 1 for j = 1, . . . , [n

2
]. Then for each such j there is

some rj > 1 so that µE(Bj) ≤
1

rj
. Therefore

1− z[Bj]11 − w[Bj]22 − zw detBj 6= 0 for all z, w ∈ D.

Note that πn

(
B1, . . . , B[n

2
]

)
= y implies [Bj]11 =

yj(
n
j

) , [Bj]22 =
yn−j(
n
j

) and detBj = q.

Hence we have (
n

j

)
− yjz − yn−jw +

(
n

j

)
qzw 6= 0, for all z, w ∈ D.

Therefore y ∈ G̃n.

Remark 3.2. (1) With the similar line of argument we can show that y ∈ Γ̃n if
and only if there exist

[
n
2

]
numbers of 2 × 2 matrices B1, . . . , B[n

2
] such that

detB1 = · · · = B[n
2

], y = πn

(
B1, . . . , B[n

2
]

)
and µE(Bj) ≤ 1 for j = 1, . . . , [n

2
].

(2) If a point belongs to the special set Jn ⊂ G̃n, then instead of [n
2
] number of matrices

the existence of only one matrix is sufficient. We can prove, with similar method
as in the proof of last theorem, that y ∈ Jn if and only if there exist a 2 × 2
matrix B such that π̂n(B) = y and µE(B) < 1. Indeed, for y ∈ Jn the matrix

B =

y1/n w

w yn−1/n

 , where w2 =
y1yn−1 − n2q

n2
, satisfies required conditions; on

the other hand for any 2 × 2 matrix B such that y = π̂n (B) and µE(B) < 1, we
have n− y1z − yn−1w + nqzw 6= 0, for all z, w ∈ D which implies y ∈ Jn.
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Let ΩE be the unit µE-ball, that is, ΩE = {B ∈ C2×2 : µE(B) < 1}. Every analytic

map φ : D→ G̃n gives rise to [n
2
] numbers of analytic functions F1, . . . , F[n

2
] from D to ΩE

such that πn

(
F1, . . . , F[n

2
]

)
= φ. Indeed, write φ = (φ1, . . . , φn) and consider the matrix

valued function

Fj =

[
φj φjφn−j − φn
1 φn−j

]
.

It can be seen, with arguments similar to the proof of Theorem 2.3, that µE(Fj(λ)) < 1

for all λ ∈ D. Clearly each Fj is analytic on D and πn

(
F1, . . . , F[n

2
]

)
= φ. In the following

remark we find a necessary condition for the µ-synthesis problem where the underlying
linear subspace is the space of 2× 2 diagonal matrices.

Remark 3.3. Let λ1, . . . , λm be m distinct points in D and B1, . . . , Bm ∈ ΩE. If there
exists an analytic function F : D −→ ΩE such that F (λj) = Bj for 1 ≤ j ≤ m, then
there exists an analytic function φ : D −→ Jn such that φ(λj) = π̂n(Bj) for 1 ≤ j ≤ m.
In fact, we may take φ = π̂n ◦ F . The problem of finding such F is called the structured
Nevanlinna-Pick problem and clearly it has a connection with the finite interpolation prob-

lem in Hol(D, G̃n).

4. Invariant distances for a subset of G̃n

For a domain Ω ⊂ Cn and two points z, w ∈ Ω, the Carathéodory pseudo-distance
between z, w is

CΩ(z, w) := sup
{
ρ(f(z), f(w)) : f ∈ O(Ω,D)

}
and the Lempert function for Ω is defined as

LΩ(z, w) := inf
{
ρ(α, β) : there is f ∈ O(D,Ω), f(α) = z, f(β) = w

}
,

where ρ is the hyperbolic distance. It can be seen that for z, w ∈ D, ρ(z, w) = tanh−1(d(z, w))
where d is the Möbius distance. The famous Lempert theorem states that CD = LD for
a domain D ⊂ Cn if D is convex (see [8]). In 2004, Agler and Young proved (see [3])
that these two distances coincide for the non-convex domain G2. Later in 2007, Nikolov,
Pflug and Zwonek proved in [9] that they do not agree for Gn if n ≥ 3. The tetrablock,
a domain in C3, was shown to be the second example of a non-convex domain in which

those two distances coincide (see [1, 7]). Since E is linearly isomorphic to G̃3, evidently

Lempert’s theorem holds for G̃3. We still do not know whether Lempert theorem holds

for G̃n, n > 3 or not, but we shall prove that CG̃n = LG̃n for the points z, w in Jn ⊂ G̃n,
where at least one of z, w is equal to 0. We apply the same techniques as in [1] to establish
this.

Theorem 4.1. Let y = (y1, . . . , yn−1, q) ∈ Jn ⊂ G̃n, then

CG̃n(0, y) = LG̃n(0, y) = max
1≤j≤n−1

tanh−1

(
n
j

)
|yj − ȳn−jq|+

∣∣∣yjyn−j − (nj)2
q
∣∣∣(

n
j

)2 − |yn−j|2

 .

Proof. It is known that CΩ ≤ LΩ for any domain Ω ⊂ Cn. We only show CG̃n(0, y) ≥
LG̃n(0, y) whenever y ∈ Jn. One can write

LG̃n(0, y) := inf
{

tanh−1 |λ| : there exists f ∈ O(D, G̃n)

such that f(0) = (0, . . . , 0), f(λ) = y
}
.
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For any f ∈ O(D, G̃n) satisfying f(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and f(λ) = (y1, . . . , yn−1, q), using the

Schwarz lemma for G̃n in [13], we have |λ| ≥ max
1≤j≤n−1

{‖Φj(., y)‖H∞} . Thus

LG̃n(0, y) ≥ max
1≤j≤n−1

{
tanh−1‖Φj(., y)‖H∞

}
.

Now consider λ0 = max
1≤j≤n−1

{‖Φj(., y)‖H∞} . Since y ∈ Jn, again by the Schwarz lemma

for G̃n in [13], there exists f ∈ O(D, G̃n) satisfying f(0) = (0, . . . , 0) and f(λ0) = y.
Therefore

LG̃n(0, y) = max
1≤j≤n−1

{
tanh−1‖Φj(., y)‖H∞

}
= max

1≤j≤n−1

tanh−1

(
n
j

)
|yj − ȳn−jq|+

∣∣∣yjyn−j − (nj)2
q
∣∣∣(

n
j

)2 − |yn−j|2

 .

The Carathéodory pseudo-distance can be expressed as

CG̃n(0, y) = sup
{

tanh−1 |f(y)| : f ∈ O(G̃n,D), f((0, . . . , 0)) = 0
}
.

For any ω ∈ T and any j ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1}, the function Φj(ω, .) is analytic from G̃n to D
and satisfies Φj(ω, (0, . . . , 0)) = 0. Thus

CG̃n(0, y) ≥ tanh−1 |Φj(ω, y)| for any ω ∈ T.

Hence CG̃n(0, y) ≥ tanh−1‖Φj(., y)‖H∞ for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n− 1. Therefore

CG̃n(0, y) ≥ max
1≤j≤n−1

{
tanh−1‖Φj(., y)‖H∞

}
= LG̃3

(0, y).

Remark 4.2. By the last part of the proof of the last theorem it is clear that, for any

point y ∈ G̃n, we have

CG̃n(0, y) ≥ max
1≤j≤n−1

{
tanh−1‖Φj(., y)‖H∞

}
.

5. appendix

Calculation for the implication 12⇒ 13:

(1− |λ0|2Z∗ν,jZν,j) =


1−
|y0
j |2(
n
j

)2 −
|λ0|2|w|2

ν2
−
λ0ȳ

0
j νw(
n
j

) −
|λ0|2y0

n−jw̄(
n
j

)
ν

−
λ̄0y

0
j νw̄(
n
j

) −
|λ0|2ȳ0

n−jw(
n
j

)
ν

1− |λ0|2ν2|w|2 −
|λ0|2|y0

n−j|2(
n
j

)2

 ,

(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)−1 =
1

det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)


1− ν2|w|2 −

|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2

ȳ0
j νw(
n
j

)
λ̄0

+
y0
n−jw̄(
n
j

)
ν

y0
j νw̄(
n
j

)
λ0

+
ȳ0
n−jw(
n
j

)
ν

1−
|y0
j |2(

n
j

)2|λ0|2
− |w|

2

ν2

 .
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Then,

[KZν,j(|λ0|) det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)]11

= det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)[(1− |λ0|2Z∗νZν)(1− Z∗νZν)−1]11

= 1−
|y0
j |2(
n
j

)2 −
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 + |q0|2 −
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|(

n
j

)2

( |λ0|
ν2

+
ν2

|λ0|

)
. (26)

Note that, det(1− Zν,jZ∗ν,j) = det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j) and

(1− Zν,jZ∗ν,j)−1 =
1

det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)


1− |w|

2

ν2
−
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2

y0
j w̄(

n
j

)
νλ0

+
ȳ0
n−jνw(
n
j

)
ȳ0
jw(

n
j

)
νλ̄0

+
y0
n−jνw̄(
n
j

) 1−
|y0
j |2(

n
j

)2|λ0|2
− ν2|w|2

 .
It follows that

[KZν,j(|λ0|) det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)]12

= det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)(1− |λ0|2)[(1− Zν,jZ∗ν,j)−1Zν,j]21 = (1− |λ0|2)
(w
ν

+
q0

λ0

νw̄
)
.

Similarly we have

[KZν,j(|λ0|) det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)]21 = (1− |λ0|2)
(w̄
ν

+
q̄0

λ̄0

νw
)
.

Clearly

(Zν,jZ
∗
ν,j − |λ0|2) =


|y0
j |2(

n
j

)2|λ0|2
+ ν2|w|2 − |λ0|2

y0
j w̄(

n
j

)
νλ0

+
ȳ0
n−jνw(
n
j

)
ȳ0
jw(

n
j

)
νλ̄0

+
y0
n−jνw̄(
n
j

) |w|2

ν2
+
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 − |λ0|2


Therefore

[KZν,j(|λ0|) det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)]22

= det(1− Z∗ν,jZν,j)[(ZνZ∗ν − |λ0|2)(1− ZνZ∗ν )−1]22

= −|λ0|2 −
|y0
j |2(
n
j

)2 −
|y0
n−j|2(
n
j

)2 +
|q0|2

|λ0|2
−
|y0
j y

0
n−j −

(
n
j

)2
q0|(

n
j

)2

(
|λ0|ν2 +

1

ν2|λ0|

)
.
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