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Abstract We characterize those commuting pairs of operators on Hilbert space that have the sym-
metrized bidisc as a spectral set in terms of the positivity of a hermitian operator pencil (without any
assumption about the joint spectrum of the pair). Further equivalent conditions are that the pair has
a normal dilation to the distinguished boundary of the symmetrized bidisc, and that the pair has the
symmetrized bidisc as a complete spectral set. A consequence is that every contractive representation
of the operator algebra A(I") of continuous functions on the symmetrized bidisc analytic in the interior
is completely contractive. The proofs depend on a polynomial identity that is derived with the aid of a
realization formula for doubly symmetric hereditary polynomials, which are positive on commuting pairs
of contractions.
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1. Introduction

The symmetrized bidisc is the set
I'={(A+22, M) : A <1, Ao €1} C

There are good reasons to study functions on I". From a pure mathematical viewpoint,
functions on I" are the same thing as symmetric functions on the bidisc; moreover, I’
has the virtue that it is possible to obtain explicit results despite the fact that I' is
neither convex nor smooth nor homogeneous, and hence lies outside the scope of many of
the main positive results in the theory of several complex variables. There is also a more
concrete incentive to study I, relating to possible applications in control engineering, and
it is this that lies behind the operator-theoretic question we address in this paper. The
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problem of the robust stabilization of imperfectly known physical devices in H* control
theory [7,9] gives rise to a range of interpolation problems for analytic functions. One of
these, the problem of p-synthesis [6], is much studied but evidently intractable. A special
case of this problem led us to questions about interpolation by analytic functions from
the disc into I'. A promising approach is to develop the operator theory associated with
I'; this idea led us to the discovery of a significant new type of necessary condition for
spectral interpolation [5, Theorem 5.3]. This condition was a corollary of the main result
of [5], restated as Theorem 1.1 below, which can be thought of as a commutant lifting
theorem for I', or, alternatively, as a characterization of pairs of commuting operators on
Hilbert space which have I" as a complete spectral set. Just as results about functions on
the disc can be obtained from an understanding of contractions, isometries and unitary
operators (see, for example, [8]), so the elaboration of analogues of these families of
operators associated with I' provide us with an effective new technique. For example,
they permit the explicit calculation of the Caratheodory distance for I', as we intend to
show in a future paper. The I'-analogue of a contraction is a commuting pair of operators
having I" as a spectral set. In [5] we began the development of the theory of such pairs;
here we carry it further. A central question is as follows.

Which commuting pairs of operators have I' as a spectral set?

Here we strengthen the main result of [5] in three ways. Firstly, we remove entirely an
assumption about the joint spectrum of the pair of operators in question; since spectral
assumptions are hard to check, this is a significant improvement. Secondly, we show that
I' is a spectral set for a particular commuting pair of operators if and only if it is a
complete spectral set. This is equivalent to saying that every contractive representation
of the analytic function algebra A(I") is also completely contractive. The third addition
to the theorem is an alternative characterization of pairs of commuting operators which
have I' as a complete spectral set, in terms of contractivity instead of positivity.

More specifically, let H be a complex Hilbert space and let £L(H) denote the C*-algebra
of bounded linear transformations of H. For S, P € L(H), define p(S, P) € L(H) by the
formula

p(S,P) =2(1 — P*P) — S+ S*P — §* + P*S. (1.1)

For a compact set K in C? and a commuting pair T = (T3, T) of operators in L(H), we
say (following von Neumann) that K is a spectral set for T if o(T'), the Taylor spectrum
of T, is a subset of K and

1A < max | (2] (1.2)

for all functions f that are holomorphic on a neighbourhood of K. Following Arveson [4],
we say that K is a complete spectral set for T if o(T) C K and

IO < max || £(2)}], (1.3)
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for all matrix-valued functions f that are holomorphic on a neighbourhood of K.

In the special case when K is polynomially convex, the Oka—Weil Theorem (see [3] for
example) and the continuity of the Taylor functional calculus imply that K is a spectral
set for T if and only if (1.2) holds for all polynomials f. Thus, in the case of polynomially
convex K, the assumption in the definition of spectral set that o(T) C K is unneces-
sary. Furthermore, K is a complete spectral set if and only if (1.3) holds for all matrix
polynomials. Thus, polynomially convex spectral sets and complete spectral sets can be
understood without reference to either the Taylor spectrum or the Taylor functional
calculus. It is easy to show that I is indeed polynomially convex (5, Lemma 2.1].

By the distinguished boundary of I we mean the set

I {(A1 + A2, Aidg) : [Ar] = o] = 1}

We now recall Theorem 1.2 from [5]. For S and P commuting operators, let 001(S, P)
denote the spectrum of (5, P) in the norm closed algebra generated by the polynomials
in S and P.

Theorem 1.1. Let (S, P) be a pair of commuting operators on a Hilbert space H
such that opa(S, P) C I'. The following statements are equivalent.

(i) p(aS,a?P) >0 for all o € D.

(ii) For every matrix polynomial f in two variables

1£(S, P)I| < sup || £(2)]-
zel

(iii) There exist Hllbert spaces H_, H; and a commut;mg pair of normal operators
(5, P) on nKYH oHo H., such that o(S, P) is contained in the distinguished
boundary of I' and § and P are expressible by operator matrices of the form

* ¥k % * ok %k
S~|0 § %| and P~ |0 P «, (1.4)
0 0 = 0 0 =

with respect to the orthogonal decomposition K = H_ & H® H,.

We shall strengthen Theorem 1.1 in three ways. First we shall remove the hypothesis
that ope1(S, P) C I'. Specifically, we shall prove the following proposition.

Proposition 1.2. Let (S, P) be a commuting pair of operators on a Hilbert space. If
p(aS,a’P) >0 for all a € D, then opai(S,P) C I.

The second way in which we will strengthen Theorem 1.1 will be to show that state-
ment (ii) (that I is a complete spectral set for (S, P)) is, in fact, equivalent to the a
priori weaker statement that I" is a spectral set for (S, P). This will be accomplished by
proving the following proposition.
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Proposition 1.3. If I' is a spectral set for a commuting pair of operators (S, P), then
p(aS,a?P) >0, forallaeD.

A third enhancement of Theorem 1.1 is an alternative to (i) in which positivity of the
hermitian operator pencil p(aS, a® P) is replaced by the contractivity of a pencil of linear
fractional transforms of the pair (S, P). For any o € D, we introduce the linear fractional
mapping ¥4, given by

2p — @z + o
== - . 1.5
Va(2) 1—az + a2z (1.5)
The denominator does not vanish on I' (if z = (A + A2, A1 A2), then the denominator is
(1 —ai)(1 — ahy), and, since o € I, this is non-zero for A in the closed bidisc}). Thus,
1, maps a neighbourhood of I' analytically into C; moreover, it has modulus one on
the distinguished boundary of I', that is, ¥, is an inner function on I". The connection

between the ¢, and p is given by the following proposition.

Proposition 1.4. Let (S, P) be a commuting pair of operators on a Hilbert space and
suppose that for every o € D, 1 — &S + a2 P is invertible and ¥, (S, P) is a contraction.
Then

p(aS,a?P) >0, forallaeD.

Putting together Theorem 1.1 and Propositions 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4, we obtain the following
result.

Theorem 1.5. Let (S, P) be a pair of commuting operators on a Hilbert space H.
The following conditions are equivalent.

(i) I' is a spectral set for (S, P).
(ii) For every a € D, 1 — &S + &?P is invertible and 14(S, P) is a contraction.
(ili) p(aS,a?P) > 0 for all o € D.

(iv) (S, P) has a dilation to the distinguished boundary of I' (i.e. statement (iii) of
Theorem 1.1 holds).

(v) I' is a complete spectral set for (S, P).

The proof of Theorem 1.5 consists of the following observations. (i) = (iii) is Proposi-
tion 1.3. (iii) = (iv) = (v) follow from Theorem 1.1 and Proposition 1.2. (v) = (i) is
tautological, and so (i), (iii), (iv) and (v) are all equivalent. (ii) = (iii) is Proposition 1.4.
It remains to prove (iii) = (ii). Suppose (iii). We shall need Lemma 3.4, proved below,
which tells us that for every a € D, 1 —aS + &2 P is invertible and so ¥,(S, P) is defined.
We already know that (iii) = (i), and so I' is a spectral set for (.S, P). Since, moreover,
|l < 1 0on I, we have ||1a(S, P)|| <1 for all @ € D. Hence (iii) = (ii).
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The nub of this result is the equivalence (iii) < (v). At the end of this section we shall
briefly outline the proof (given in [5]) that the positivity condition (iii) implies (v}, that
I' is a complete spectral set for (S, P). )

One part of Theorem 1.5 is worth singling out. If A is an operator algebra, then a
basic question that one can ask is the following (see, for example, [11] or [10, ch. 4]).

Is every contractive representation of 4 completely contractive?

A class of examples is furnished by the algebras A = A(K) for compact sets K C C™.
Here, A(K) denotes, as usual, the uniformly closed subalgebra of C{K) comprising the
functions that are holomorphic on the interior of K. It is known, for example, that the
answer to the above question is yes when A = A(K) and K is the disc, the bidisc, or an
annulus, but no when K is a tridisc. Theorem 1.5 gives a qualitatively new example to
add to the pot.

Theorem 1.6. Every contractive representation of A(I") is completely contractive.

Here we are regarding A(I") as an algebra of operators on the Hardy space of the bidisc
H?(D?) in a natural way. We define 7 : D? — I by

7['(/\1, /\2) = (/\1 -+ /\2, Al)\Q),

so that h — how is a bijection between analytic functions h on I" and symmetric analytic
functions on the closed bidisc. Then h € A(I") is identified with the operator M., on
H?(D?) of multiplication by h o 7. In this way, A(I") becomes a commuting algebra of
operators on the Hilbert space H?(D?), and so it makes sense to speak of completely
contractive maps on A(I").

Proof. Let 7 be a contractive representation of A(I") on a Hilbert space H. Let s,
p be the restrictions to I" of the coordinate functions on C?, and let 7(s) = S, 7(p) =
P € L(H). Then SP = PS, and, for any polynomial function h € A(I'"), we have
7(h) = h(S, P). By the contractivity of =, I" is a spectral set for (S, P). Hence, by
Theorem 1.5, I' is a complete spectral set for (S, P). We claim that 7 is completely
contractive. Consider any matricial polynomial h = [h;;] € M,(C) ® A(I"). Regarded as
an operator on H2(D?)™, h is identified with the multiplication operator [Mh, on] = Mhor,
and so

1Al = [ Mhorll = sup b o 7(2)]l.
z€3?

On the other hand, the representation 7,, of M,,(C) ® A(I") on H™ induced by T satisfies
Ta(h) = [7(hi;)] = [R5 (S, P)] = h(S, P),
and hence, since I' is a complete spectral set for (S, P),

I (BNl = RS, PII < sup IR(2)1| = sup Ik o m(2)|| = [|A]l.
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Since the polynomial functions are dense in A(I"), this inequality remains valid for all
h € M,(C)® A(I'). Since it is true for all positive integers n, we conclude that 7 is
completely contractive. a

A natural question is: does every contractive representation of A(I") extend to a con-
tractive representation of the bidisc algebra? Equivalently, if (S, P) is a commuting pair
of operators on H for which I' is a spectral set, does it follow that there are commut-
ing contractions A, B on H such that S = A + B, P = AB? The answer is no: there
is an obstruction involving the existence of square roots. If such an A, B exist, then
S? — 4P = (A — B)?, so that S? — 4P has a square root. Consider the case S = 0: it
follows from Theorem 1.1 that I" is a spectral set for (0, P) if and only if P is a con-
traction. Hence, if we take P to be a contraction having no square root, then (0, P) is a
counter-example.

Propositions 1.2-1.4 will be proved in § 3 of the paper. It is interesting that the proofs
of all three depend on the same algebraic identity:.

Proposition 1.7. If a € D, then the following polynomial identity obtains:

(1 - ayr + &y2)(1 — @z + &%x2) — (y2 — Gy1 + &°)(z2 — az) + a?)

= 301~ 1ol 1 - a? (201 - o) - 1= -

(y2z1 — 1) — 1_

&
1—& a(y1$2—$1)>

14+« 1+ a
1+o?(201 - _rae - bl - _
+[1+af (2(1 Y2T2) + 1+&(y21‘1 u1) + 1+a(y1$2 331))]

The connection between this identity and (ii) < (iii) in Theorem 1.5 will become
apparent later: in Lemma 3.1 below, we substitute S, P and their adjoints into it to
obtain an operator identity that relates v, (S, P) and p(wS,w?P) for a suitable w of unit
modulus.

One proof of Proposition 1.7 is easily executed: expand both sides into sums of mono-
mials, collect terms, equate coeflicients. A second approach would be to notice that if
the identity is multiplied by |1 — a|?|1 + «|?, it becomes a polynomial identity in the six
variables z1, Z2, Y1, Y2, @ and &, an identity that can be verified either by hand or on a
computer.

Here we shall adopt a third approach. As with most identities that have interesting
applications, the hard thing is to find them, not to prove them. In §2 of the paper
we shall derive the identity by explicitly computing the symmetric realization (see [5,
Theorem 3.5]) of the ‘simplest’ symmetric inner functions on the bidisc. For this purpose
we shall require the elements of the hereditary functional calculus for operators. All
of the paper except the derivation of the above identity can be understood without
this theory, but some of the point of the paper would be lost. A brief introduction to
hereditary functions can be found in § 3 of [5], and a fuller one in [2]. In brief, a hereditary
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polynomial in a commuting pair of operators T = (T3, T%) is a finite sum

WT) =T, To) = Y craTy T3 TiT3.

,8,t,u

We think of this as the result of applying the scalar polynomial in four variables

h(z1, 72,91, ¥2) = Z Crstuy] Yo T1T5
7,8,t,u
to T. We also consider matricial polynomials h.

A central idea in the hereditary polynomial approach is that a family of commuting
pairs of operators can be understood in terms of the cone of hereditary polynomials,
which are positive on all members of the family. If the family is such that this ‘dual
cone’ admits a simple description, for example, in terms of a small generating set, one
typically obtains powerful representation results. We illustrate with a broad brush sketch
of the proof that (iii) = (v) in Theorem 1.5 above. Let D denote the closed unit disc.
Suppose the commuting pair of operators (S, P) is such that p(aS,a?P) > 0 for all
«a € D. Consider any matricial polynomial that is bounded by 1 on I'; we must show
that g(S, P) is a contraction. Since g o 7 is bounded by 1 on D?, it follows from Ando’s
theorem [12] that the hereditary polynomial

h:(z,y) = 1—g(H + 72, 5:92) " 9(z1 + z2, T122)

is positive on pairs of commuting contractions. This hereditary polynomial is also doubly
symmetric, that is, invariant under the transposition of coordinates in both z and y
independently. By Theorem 2.2 below and the spectral theorem for unitary operators, h
can be approximated uniformly on compact subsets of D? by finite sums of the form

G o m(y) vy (m(2), 7(9))G o n(z),

for some analytic operator-valued function G on I" and certain hereditary polynomials v,
indexed by w € T; the v, constitute the desired small set of generators for the appropriate
dual cone in this case. Put

W(x) = (s,p), 71'(?]) = (84, Ps)s

to get

1- g(s*sp*)*g(s:p) ~ ZGj(s*ap*)*ij (S,p, S*,p*)Gj(S,p)-
J

The hereditary polynomial v,, has the property that
Vw(Sa P, S*, P*) = p(wS,wQP),

and hence,
1-9(S,P)*g(S,P) = Y G;(S, P)*p(w;S,w} P)G;(S, P).

J
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Since each p(w;S, w]zP) > 0, it is clear that
1-— g(S» P)*g(s’ P) > 0,

that is,
lla(S, Pl < 1.

Thus I' is a complete spectral set for (S, P).

2. An identity

In this section we shall show in detail how the doubly symmetric hereditary realization
formula from [5] can be used to derive the identity in Proposition 1.7. Recall from [5, § 2]
that a hereditary function h on D? is said to be positive on contractions if h(T) > 0
whenever T is a pair of commuting contractions. The following result is proved in [2].

Theorem 2.1. Let h be an £(C)-valued hereditary function on D?. Then h is positive
on contractions if and only if there exist Hilbert spaces C1,Cs and analytic functions

fi:D* = L£(C,C;), j=1,2,
such that for all A\, pn € D?,

h(X, i) = (1 = @A) fi(p)* fr(A) + (1 = BaA2) fa(p)” fo(N).

For A = (A1, A2) € C2, let A2 = (M, \1). For h a hereditary function on D?, say h is
doubly symmetric if h(\?, &) = h(\, i) = h(), i°) for all A, u € C?. Evidently, hereditary
functions on I" induce doubly symmetric hereditary functions on D?. It turns out that
the hereditary functions on I" that are positive on pairs (S, P) satisfying the equivalent
conditions of Theorem 1.1 are exactly those that induce doubly symmetric hereditary
functions on D? that are positive on contractions. Furthermore, this fact is equivalent to
Theorem 1.1 modulo various abstract model theory manoeuvres and technical details.
For this reason one wants to obtain a realization formula for doubly symmetric hereditary
functions that are positive on contractions. .

The strategy taken in [5] was to state the doubly symmetric realization formula [5,
Theorem 2.5] and then to prove it. Here we shall derive the formula and, in the process,
not only prove it but explain how it was discovered. We shall then specialize the derivation
to a particular h and in the process discover the identity from § 1.

Accordingly, let h be an £(C)-valued hereditary function on D? such that h is doubly
symmetric and positive on contractions. By Theorem 2.1, there exist a pair of Hilbert
spaces, C; and Cy, and a pair of analytic functions, f; and fs, such that f; : D> — £(C,C;)
and

R(A B) = (1 = i d) filp)" f1(A) + (1 = f2A2) f2(w)” f2(R), (2.1)
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for all A € D?. It follows (as in the proof of Lemma 3.3 of [5]) that if a Hilbert space £
is defined by

E=C0C, (2.2)
and an analytic £(C, £)-valued function on D? is defined by
F(A) = (1/v2)fi(A) & f2(X7), (2.3)
then
RO\ E) = (1= BADF() FN) + (1 — B2do) (i) F(X°), (2.4)

for all A, u € D?. Also, as in the proof of Lemma, 2.4 of [5], there exists a unitary operator
L on & such that

L(F(\) = F(A7)) = MF() = A F(A7), (2.5)

for all A € D?.
Now define G : D? — L(€) by setting

G(\) = (A2 — L) TF(N). (2.6)
With this definition, (2.5) implies that G is symmetric and (2.4) becomes

hA i) = G(w)*[(1 = B A )(pe — L)" (M = L) + (1 — B2A2) (1 — L) (A2 — L)]G(/\()- )
2.7

Note that (2.7) holds for any choice of unitary L satisfying (2.5) provided G is defined
by (2.6).

Next we see that if the bracketed expression in (2.7) is expanded and the terms are
grouped appropriately, then

h(X, ) = G(1)*[2(1 — Fapz M A2) + (2 (M + A2) — (1 + p2)) L
+ (11 + p2) A2 — (A1 + A2))L7]G (). (2.8)
To simplify the appearance of (2.8) somewhat we introduce the polynomial v, defined by
v(z,y) = 2(1 — y2x2) + y2%1 — 1 + Y1T2 — 71 (2.9)

Recall that 7 is defined by
T(A) = (A1 + A2, A hg),

so that the bracketed expression in (2.8) simplifies to

y(n(AL*), n(AL)).
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Here we are using the notation
AL* = (M L*, A L),
so that
T(AL*) = (M + A2)L*, (A A2) L*?).
We summarize the previous calculation in the following theorem (cf. [5, Theorem 3.5])

Theorem 2.2. Let h : D? x D? — L£(C) be a doubly symmetric hereditary function
that is positive on contractions. There exist a Hilbert space £, a unitary operator L on
£, and a holomorphic symmetric £(C,£)-valued function G on D? such that

h(X, ) = G(u)*v(m(AL), m(BL))G(A). (2.10)

Note that the converse of Theorem 2.2 follows immediately from (2.7), Theorem 2.1
and basic algebraic properties of the hereditary functional calculus.

We shall now repeat the derivation of (2.10) for a particular function k. Our goal will
be to calculate F'; G and L explicitly. For fixed a € D, define functions s, and B, on D,
and a function ¢, on D?, by the formulae

1
— (1 _ Inl2y/2__
5a(2) = (1 = |af) /2=,
zZ—a
B.(2) =
(2) 1—az

and
¢a(A) = Ba(A1)Ba(A2).

We remark that s, is the normalized Szeg6 kernel function for the point a, and that
B, is the Blashke factor with zero at . Since ¢, is an inner function on D?, Ando’s
Theorem [12] guarantees that ¢, maps pairs of commuting contractions to contractions.
Thus, since ¢, is also symmetric, there exist G and L such that (2.8) holds with

h(A B) =1 = pa(p)pa(A).

To compute G and L for this choice of h, we start with the computation of (2.1). A
well-known identity on the disc is

1= Ba(p)Ba(A) = (1 — iA)sa(1)sa(A).

Hence,

1- (pa(/—l')‘Pa()‘) =1- Ba(ﬂll)Ba(uZ)Ba()\l)Ba()Q)

=1~ Ba(p1)Ba(M) + Ba(p1)(1 — Ba(p2) Ba(A2))Ba(A1)

= (1 = BaA1)sa(p1)sa(M) + (1 — fizA2) Ba(p1)salp2) Ba(A1)sa(A2),

https://doi.org/10.1017/50013091500020812 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0013091500020812

Operators having the symmetrized bidisc as a spectral set 205
and we see that (2.1) holds with
C=C=C=C,
fi(A) = s4(M1)
and
f2()‘) = Ba()\l)sa()@)'
From (2.2) and (2.3), we deduce that (2.4) holds with the choices

— _ i sa()\l)
E=C? and F()\)= 7 [Ba(msu()\l)]. (2.11)

We now need to compute a unitary L acting on C? such that (2.5) holds. Equa-
tion (2.11) and a little linear algebra gives the following description of an L:

L =wiu; ® uy +wous @ up, where

. Lo Lte 11 v L [1 (2.12)
1~ 2_1+C—!’ ul_\/2 1-’ 2_\/2 _1

1-a’
Next, we see from (2.11) that (2.10) holds if L is as in (2.12) and G is defined by

-1 -t 1
G = Zpsa(ua - 1) 5 4], (213)
Thus, viewing G as vector-valued (rather than £(C,C?)-valued) we deduce that
1= pal@eald) = (W(r(AL"), T(AEL)G(N), G (). (2.14)

The remainder of the computation will be achieved by expressing G in terms of u; and
ug, the eigenvectors of L. Note that (2.12) implies that

.on = aton )+ ([, 00] =)

- %«1 + Ba(A2))u + (1 — Ba(A2))ua),
1 _
1 + Ba(/\2) = W&:()ﬁ)(l - a)()\z - wl),
and
1 _
1-— Ba(/\g) = —m&)—l/asa(/\z)(l + (1)(/\2 - wz).
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Hence, from (2.12) and (2.13), we see that

_\}_23,,(/\1)(/\2 -0~ [Baz)\z)]

= Lsa(A)((1 + Ba(A2))A2 = L)~ uy + (1 = Ba(A2))(A2 — L) uz)
e ({1 + Ba0a))0ha — 1)1 + (1= Ba(a)) O3 w2)12)
1 1

= 3T a7 et - Qu ~ (1 + &)ua).

G =

Since
v(m(AL*), m(BL))wi = v(m(@;A), m(wifn))us,

we obtain from (2.14) the equation

1~ Balipa(h) = {7 Taon (s a)sa(r)sa ()
x 11 = afPu(r@N), mwr)) + 11+ aPu(r@), ). (215

Finally, notice that if we multiply this last formula by (1 — ap1)(1 — auz)(1 — @i )(1 —
@X;) and use (2.9), we obtain Proposition 1.7 after the substitutions

AL+ A2 =14,
A1/\2 = T2,
wt+p2 =90
and
Hi1l2 = Y2.

3. The proofs

In this section we shall prove Propositions 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 from § 1. For a € C, we define
polynomials g, and h, in two variables by the formulae

9a(z) = 1 — @zy + &%z, (3.1)
ha(z) = T2 — az; + . )
Note that g, and h, are such that
_ ha(m(A)) 2
(,DQ(A) - ga(ﬂ'(A)) ’ A€ D ’ (32)
and ¥, (see equation (1.5)) satisfies
ha(z 73 — az; + a?
Yalz) = tal2) _ 2oz (3.3)

0a(2)  1—az +a2z
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Note that %, is an inner function on I' which is analytic on a neighbourhood of I’
whenever a € D. For w € C we define a hereditary polynomial v,, by the formula

Vo(,y) = 2(1 — y222) + w(yez1 — 1) + @(Y1 T2 — T1).

The polynomials v,, were heavily used in § 2 of [5] and we note here the facts that if v is
the polynomial defined in (2.9), then

vu(m(A), 7)) = v(n(@X), 7(wi)),

for all A\, u € C? and that if (S, P) is a commuting pair of operators and p is defined as
in (1.1), then the hereditary functional calculus yields

vo(S, P) = p(@S,&*P),

for all w € C with |w| = 1 (this may be taken to be the definition of v, (S, P)).
For any polynomial function g we define the conjugate polynomial gV by

9" (z) = 9(2),

for all z € C™. The identity in Proposition 1.7 from §1 can be written in terms of our
new notations in the following way:

9 (¥)94(2) = hgWha(z) = 11— a1 ~ afr, (2,y) + 1 + o1y (2, 9)],

where wy, wy are as in equation (2.12). Hence, by the hereditary functional calculus, we
have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. If (S, P) is a commuting pair of operators on a Hilbert space and a € D,
then

9a(S; P)* 9o (S, P) — ho(S, P)*ho(S, P)
1-a_ (1-a\ 1+a_ (1+a)
—1 1— 2 _ 2 - = - = 2 -r= I\ p .
Hi-laP®) |- afp(-1=o8 (772 ) P) + 11 +als( 15 (e
(34)
To prove the propositions we need the following simple lemmas.
Lemma 3.2. Let z € C2. Then z € I if and only if go(2) # 0 for all « € D.

Proof. If z = w()\), then z € I' if and only if A € closD?, while g,(z) # 0 foralla € D
if and only if (1 — a@M;)(1 — &A2) # 0 for all o € D, that is, if and only if A; # (1/a) for
all a € D and ¢ = 1,2, hence, if and only if A\;, A3 € closD. O

Lemma 3.3. For any commuting pair (S, P) of operators, o(S, P) C I' if and only if
9a(S, P) is invertible for all « € D.
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Proof. By Lemma 3.2, ¢(S, P) C I' if and only if g, does not vanish anywhere on
o(S, P), that is, 0 € g, (o (S, P)). By the spectral mapping theorem, this is equivalent to
0 & 0(94(S, P)), that is, go(S, P) is invertible for all a € D. O

The final fact we need is the following perturbation result.

Lemma 3.4. Let (S, P) be a commuting pair of operators on a Hilbert space H. If
p{aS,a?P) >0, for all o € D, (3.5)
then
94(S, P) is invertible for all o € D. (3.6)

Proof. First assume that (3.5) holds and that we are in the special case where || P|| <
1. Let
O = {a € D: g,(S, P) is invertible},

and note that O is an open non-empty subset of D, since 0 € O. Hence, (3.6) will follow
if we show that

80 C AD. (3.7)

To prove (3.7) we argue by contradiction. Accordingly, assume that 8 € D\O and that
there exists a sequence {a,} in O such that a, — 8. Thus, ga, (S, P) is invertible for
each n, yet

95(5,P) = lim g, (5, P)

is not invertible, i.e. gg(S, B) lies in the boundary of the set of invertible elements of
L(H). Consequently, there exists a sequence {u,} in H with |[u,| =1 and

lg8(S, P)un|| — 0. (3.8)

Now notice from (3.4) and (3.5) that
hg(S, P)"hs(S, P) < gp(S, P)"gs(S, P).

Hence, (3.8) implies that

lhs(S, P)un|l — 0. (3.9
Observe from (3.1) that

aga(z) — Gha(z) = &lal® - 1)(z2 — (a/®)).
Hence (3.8) and (3.9) imply that
BUBI* = 1)(P — (B/B))un — 0.
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But, since 8 € D, |8 — 1 # 0, and since 8 ¢ O, B # 0. Thus,
(P~ (B/B))un =0

and we see that 83! € o(P), contradicting the fact that || P|| < 1.

We have shown that Lemma 3.4 holds when || P} < 1. To prove Lemma 3.4 in general
now assume that (S, P) is a pair such that (3.5) holds. Fix o € D. Choose r < 1 such that
(a/r) € D. Since the pair (7S, 72 P) satisfies the hypothesis of Lemma 3.4 and ||r?2 P|| < 1,
by the special case of the lemma just proved,

g5(rS, 72 P) is invertible for all@ € D.

In particular, if 8 = (a/r), we have that gg(rS,72P) = g,(S, P) is invertible, and the
proof of Lemma 3.4 is complete. 0

We are ready to complete the proof of Theorem 1.5. We must prove Propositions 1.2,
1.3 and 1.4.
To prove Proposition 1.2, fix a commuting pair (S, P) such that

p(aS,0*P) > 0,

for all ¢ € D. By Lemma 3.4, it follows that g,(S, P)) is invertible for all @ € D. By
Lemma 3.3, o(S,P) C I'. Since I' is polynomially convex [5, Lemma 2.1], it follows
from the Oka—Weil Theorem (see, for example, [3]) that 0p01(S,P) C I'. This proves
Proposition 1.2.

We prove Proposition 1.4. Let (S, P) be a commuting pair such that ¥,(S, P) is a
contraction for all & € . For any 8 € T we have

Ya(BS, BP) = B*¢,5(S, P),
and hence,
(88, B2P)| < 1, (3.10)

for all @« € D and B € T. Since B — ¥4(3S, 3*P) is analytic on a neighbourhood of
the closed disc, the maximum principle implies that the inequality (3.10) holds for all
a,B €D, and so

1- wa(ﬂsa ﬁZP)*'dja(ﬁS’ 62P) 2 07
for all o, 3 € D. From (3.3), we deduce that
9a(BS, B2P)* ga(B8S, B2P) — ha(BS, B2 P)*ha(BS, 67 P) > 0,
for all a, B € D. Hence, by Lemma 3.1,

1 — 1 —\2 1 — 1 —\2
1_02 — :6 o 62P | :2 'aasv o 2 S
| Ip( l-a S’(l—a) ) I |p(1+a ’<1+a)ﬂp>/0’
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for all a, 3 € D. In this last inequality let o be real and let o — 1, to obtain

p(BS,B%P) > 0,

for all B € D. This proves Proposition 1.4.
Proposition 1.3 follows immediately. Suppose I is a spectral set for the commuting
pair (S, P). Since ¥, has supremum norm on I" equal to 1, we have

l¥a(S, P)II < 1,

and so, by Proposition 1.4, p(aS,a?P) > 0 for all a € D.
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