Some relations between Schwarz-Pick type inequality and

von Neumann’s inequality
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BEREBGR EFRAZERO TN ZNOXRTHE NS “2OALEXNOBFRERANS. BAMHE L
D=k NV Lh 1 BUF O ERBBAAE Schur 7 7 285, ZOHARL—RIEO—D& LT
Schur-Agler 7 5 2 WS LDV oNTH D, ZOBEBIRIZN T 5 HED Schwarz-Pick LoD
ARERERT. IOEZORAL LT, 2 x 24751IZ0T 280 L —ya VEBlink &R T 5.

1 BA
AETIIEZEEGR EEAZRO TN T NOXRCEHELR - DDOARLAEXDOEKRZHFARS. HIK
QO c C? Eo® Schur 7 7 A%

() ={f € 0(Q) | sup|f(z)] <1}

zeQ

EUTEHRINDG. 2720, 0Q) 13 Q LOEABEBEKkTH S, ITERMEBGRORTHISNT
Wb, A D = {2z € C| |2| < 1} E® Schwarz-Pick DA% [13, page 5] 219 5. Zhl
Schwarz OFfEIZHN D AFRD—RILTH 5.

Theorem 1.1 (Schwarz-Pick D A%X). f € (D) i fE 1 OEBEBTIZZR VI, F£ED
z,w € DI U TIRDARERD K D LD

f(z) = f(w)
1= f(w)f(z)
HA M D EofMHEEEEZ Theorem 1.1 OARER DAY, HIL

Z—Ww

1 —wz

zZ— W

(zw € D)

dp(z,w) =

1 —wz

& > TEET S, Schur 7 5 ARBICHEN L BBKITEHER f(2) = e (0 € R) 258
B, ZThoDEBEULTORDBEBVIZHHATH 2720, ARMTIEEHRDOZDIZ |[of = 1 DFIX
dp(a,a) =0 L EHET S, T5L, EED 2,w € DI LT Theorem 1.1 7 5&EF T dp(z,w) =
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sup dp(f(2), f(w)) DED. ZOEFENS, —~HOWIHK Q C C! LD Mdbius K
fe (D)

do(z,w) = sup dp(f(2), f(w)) (z,weQ)
feZ(Q)

EEXBZLIZARTH 5. ndb, AEMIZA% 4 Carathéodory BEIEHE X cq = tanh ™' (dg) TH X
oNd. AEED f e /(Q) I LT, Mobius #ERED E £ H 5 HBIIZ Schwarz-Pick B D AE X

dp(f(2), f(w)) <da(z,w) (2,0 e ) (1.1)

%135 . Carathéodory #RH#EIX Schwarz-Pick B O RE X% 729 “HB/IN OEEEHETH 0, /IR
FREEDS B 2 FEDO WA Z 872 5 [19, Proposition 3.1.7, Remark 3.1.29]. 22T, ZOARERITEL
TAMTERT HMERE DR S. £7, BAARD O5& L B —HOMHEE Q 123435
Mobius #EERE dg O BRI LR RE2/2 2 L IXN#ETH B, £ 72, Mobius HEHE D€ £ o 41 5F
X (L) EEZ6NZ L(Q) MAERIIH L TORBAFERC RS RWATREEL H 5. £ Z TAR
TIEF DM [21] 1I2HD &, BAME LD Schur 7 7 20—k & U TEAFERICHE W TEHER
%8 % 724 Schur-Agler 7 7 2 SA(Bs) C (Bs) (2 ECHEREREZGAD) ITNTE2HED
Schwarz-Pick BIORERZ2ERKT 5. 4y, (FHAZRNT 70 —F 2475 KRBTl B O ERIME
PAE1Z von Neumann O ARSER & WEIEN 5 /EHFEARE AV EE % H %2 R7- 4. FEBE, Schur-Agler
7 7 A% —fAL U2 IERI TR WBIE Z & CBIBRITN U TH ERERITH 72 2 AEADK D 2D,

X T, AFETIE Schwarz-Pick D ARER & 1% Lk R 7z von Neumann O AERDERIZ DO WTH
RILOEN, T THRBERLGEIIREL THREZBXRS.

Theorem 1.2 (von Neumann O AR5 [5, Theorem 1.47]). ||T|| < 1 % %7z ¢ Hilbert ZZff L d
BRRIBERRT 2Z X 5. EL, ||| BIEAR/ VATHS. ZOFK, EED f e (D) 12

LT
IF(DI <1

D DALD. ZZT, f(T) XAV F 25 2 [17, €H 3.2.6) TL>TEHET 5.

Z DAERXD Schur-Agler 7 7 A2 E AT LEEAITTH D, 1990 D Agler DS [1] 13 EH
BBGR E ERERICSE R EE 5372, £, ZORERIMEAEZEO XML —Y a VERRIZB VT
BHEREEERZT. fEHZOXA L=V a v, 52 567-FHF%2 X0 MEEORWEHZD I
CUTIHRADZETHY, 4 ETHMT S, 22 T3, Sz-Nagy IC L BB HEANLL AL — a3y

EMEHNT S, 2= ) —FHEDAXRT bV e Taylor R Z# F 2 5 &, TED Theorem
1.3 725 Theorem 1.2 23ENN5.

Theorem 1.3 (Sz.-Nagy [25]). Hilbert Z2[f] H EOHFAMCAERHZ T ||T|| < 1 279K, H
&0 Hilbert 22 K &, K EOoa=2Y —{EHZE U "MFEL T, {EED n e NITXH LT

T" = PU" |y

MW OSLD. 72720, P: K — H I3ERXH.



ARTlX, £9 von Neumann D AERH 5 Schwarz-Pick B AREX2E L ML EHEREE
FREBGRIZIOHT 5. IIZZ DL LT, 156172 Schwarz-Pick O ARE X% JSH U T 2 x 247512
WNTBERA LV —Ya vHigeERT S,

2 Schur-Agler 72 X

ZOETIFHRAMED ED Schur 7 7 2D~ D —D>TH 2 Schur-Agler 7 7 AT DWW Tk
R5. MPNEDIEBEX @ EFHATIHL ZLIZLT, 2 TREHEZG A ETVWL 290D 3 X
YhETHIZEEDS. HEAT von Neumann O AERZ {7 L7228, Schur-Agler 7 7 A & 14 von
Neumann D RERDEIZHNL T B FERHIEMDO 2 I ATHD. 207 T A1 1990 12 Agler [1] »°
ZEMMBE DY FCEALL. 22 TIEE D ROBRED Schur-Agler 7 7 A% MENT 5.

dEBDOLIERNPRDTD s x r {75 6 2EZX 5. DR,

Bs={z=1(z1,...,24) € c? [10(2)]] < 1}
EREDD. 2720, ||6(2)|| EAT51 6(2) DIFFFE S/ VLATH 5.

Examples 2.1. (1)
21

5:

Zd

eBL L, TNIEREZEMMABEDY = {(21,...,20) €Cl| |z <1 1<i<d)} 25%5%.
(2)
o= [zlv"'azd]

EBL e, TNIFBEAIER By = {(21,...,24) €C| |21+ |z < 1} 25X 5.

RIZ, von Neumann OAE X% 3 F X2 T Bs D Schur-Agler 7 5 2% € %. Hilbert %2 H E
DENZAHZRERZOM T = (Th, ..., Ty) XU T, o(T) &% ® Taylor A2 hL [12, 26] &3
%. Taylor A2 MVDEFHEEZZTIHEG ARV, d =1 ORIFEE DIEHEZED ART hLE —
U, H "HEBIRICD R I AT 75 DRI T DRk 2 I AR PV & =89 % [12]. § 13 d BRDZ
HRAZ AR50 T, T % § THRIZRALUTERHRZ VA |6(T)|| 2EAB I LN TES.
Ambrozie & Timotin [6, Lemma 1] i ||§6(T)|| < 1 & 51X Taylor A2 L o(T) 28 Bs IZ& N
BIraFRUE. LEdoT, (FEO f € O(Bs) io5 LT Taylor BEH L ¥ 25 2 [12, 26] %
TEAZ/ VL |f(T)|| 2#FABZeNTES. TZT, ||6(1)| < 1 %73 a] HE MR Hilbert
B EOEED I ARERABZEOM T = (Ty, ..., T) ZNLT, |f(T)| <1 %5&57% feO(B;s)
ERDES L U T Schur-Agler 7 7 A2 SA(Bs) &S 5. WHRMERXIC Hilbert ZZMHH £l =%
) —[A#L72 DT, [26, Theorem 4.5] 75 LD F X A H MR IC Hilbert ZZMDEDHIZ L 570,
E7z, ®EN S SA(Bs) C S(Bs) BHIHTHS. d=172D2§ = [z], llb Bs =D DK, Theorem
1.2 5 SAD) = .7 (D) B>, &z, BEHEXAL—rar [7112& b SAD?) =.7(D?) 45.
LU, d> 3058 SADY) ¢ (DY) TH5 [23]. Schur-Agler 7 T A& 2 BBOE L\ Wi



HiL Agler R IFIEN 2 BRAZ 23T L TH D, ZTHNIXEBOET VL EEMEITH (BE 12
AR CTRBI NS Z L Z2EKT S [6, Theorem 3]. § = [z] DIFIFE ML, —#KD Schur—Agler
7 T AED R R BIBRICE A B b Ly, UL, i a v o MES ETHSIC
5V HANLZEROKL L LT, BEA EOMLEOIEBIE f 126 L, Taylor B V¥ 2
FAT — f(T) FRAMICERIZRS Z PO T NS (GElI [4]). Lo T, HES LOEED
ERIBEBULRATIZ Schur-Agler 27 2 ZIZ@ T 5D AN T — 51275 Z &b hd. ZoHFEL
Agler 73R DOfEHZLSH & U T, MOILREB X M-Weil OEHO/EHEZRNZGEHEZEZ 52 &0
TE 5 4] BRIZ, X oNBEBOEH 23043 5 & 5 P IEEMTI Z RO 5 Agler 72 fi#1Z
AL T, Agler DGR [1] T iﬁf’fﬂ"\]k Hahn-Banach Q& U 2N TV WRIEEHICETS
5. ERRMERB DY &% EEET 5 EEA DOHEIZH N E, Hahn-Banach OEH O —f&MED 2
B2 IR BB WT Agler O 7 Ju—FI3GTH S (BIAIE [3, 6,9, 10]).

3 ERERI1

Z DETIE [21] TH 7z Schwarz-Pick BOAEXZENT 5. TOHNZ, MEHREICEGHLET
Schur-Agler 7 7 A% —# L U 7-BEEZ €& L & 5. BiE THBR7z Agler 3R %15 5 7= 0121, B
3 Schur-Agler 7 7 ZZEENTWAS Z ERMEFNRMETH L. Lo T, AIRERRIT Hilbert
Z2ft] EDEFZDIERBBEIZ RS0 7ZH, ZOMHEIXHEM TR 7 7 7 X ERE D 55 THE
KENENS5THS. CPNOBESHT S TH S Z & & IEHIBBO LM 2% 2 E, JEr SRR
TEZEMI TR A  ATRMRIR T EMAEZE AN T D TH S Z L ITBRWLEE 5. 757 Lo RH{E
DRBED LS IZHES N T VBN, BEROEH P Loz &I12khd. 3T, BIEZEHEL
TW 5 [#EIE Schwarz-Pick BLOARER, D D HFEHICBET 2 A% TH 5. s, DI 57 ED
(EED) ZROBEBPHID 720D TH S, fit-> T, BEEITMER LM EOEAZRONERZ RO
1372 <, 2 x 2 fTIOBME 2 K> TONEAHEIC BT +AZE FRTES. 362, EHIEY
S A ERETHD. T I T, RO XU THE-REREEZ EHT 5.

ECClz%E48, A% E L0 CHEBLPEASD s x r {75129 5. Z DR,

={zec E|[AG) <1}

LEDD.T = (T4, ...,Ty) ZFERESALAEER 2x 2 750OME T2, £oT, 0(T) = {2,w} C C?
o, HBHH 2 x 21751 S BFEEL T,

_ 1]z O _1lza O
r=(s23 Mses [z 8]s)
LEITS. ZOWo(T) LOERED CHEBEE f 12/ LT,
T — —1 f(Z) 0 :|
F(T) =5 [ 7ol

YUTHBOI L 25 2% EHT 5. ZNIRFHEREEIC T BHEA L %25 AITHETE B
T, A(T) DEHTHETH S (&0 —HOMEHBEITHT 5 MEEH L% 25 22 ERIE S
VE 25 AL R, A IR LT RE 24751 O & % > T\ B O THFEME X IE RV 13 R ).




o(T) C Ba 22 |A(D)|| € 1 2723 EREORRENALATHER 2 x 2 7FIOM T = (Ty,...,Ty)
HUT, (D)) <1&7%25&X57% Ba LD CEEBEEDESZ Ss gen(Ba) EEDD. R
E C C MRS, A DA ERBEEORE, So(Ba) = Sogen(Ba) N O(Ba) EEHT S, Z D,
S5(Ba) C F(Ba) TH Y, § B"HHERKH DITHIOMIE SA(B;) C Sa(Bs) C .7 (Bs) B 0 31D
[21, Example 3.1].

Definition 3.1. A 284 E C C* LOBBEMPED D s x r 17512 U=, Ba ORI dy %
da(zw) =||(I = Aw)A@w))HA() ~ Aw))

(I — A(w)*A(2)) 1T — A(w)* Aw))*

B(Cr,Cs)

TEDD.

Theorem 3.2 ([21, Corollary 4.2, Proposition 5.1]). A 2%& E C C¢ EOBBD DD s x r
1750, f € S gen(Ba) & UTzHE,

dp(f(2), f(w)) < da(z,w) (2,0 € Ba)
D H, B C CHABEADRD A DRAH E L0 EABIRORZ

da(z,w) = sup dp(f(2), f(w))

fES2(Ba)

A SO I § BB IHRES DITHI DRI
ds(z,w) = sup dp(f(2), f(w)) = sup dp(f(2), f(w)).

f€S2(Bs) fESA(Bs)

MDD, Ko TEDARERIX Schur-Agler 7 7 AZH T2 RBEBAEATH 5.

IR BRE O THIRINIZIZBIN 20D, Agler 70 (& Z OFLIY)) & REMIZHHT 5.

4 FHR?2

HIEEDREROIGHE UT 2 x 275 d 5 X1 L— 3 VHEERZ#R U B 0112, BEOEEATHT I
H-2FEEMNTE. XAV —Ya VRIS oNEHZEZ ROWEE 2R OEHZEO L
UTHADHERTH D, von Neumann BORHFEXPVEERGEE %2 B2 T HZEHRL CHITNX 4
Thd. XA LV—a VAGmOFEMIL [22, 24] w2 SHWUTIHE 72\, 1 T Theorem 1.3 225
Theorem 1.2 B> T & & I A Y b U72dY, {THHEREEICK L T von Neumann BIDARZEXDE D 37
DO, FRARIEZ A V= a VARETH D, ZDOFHE Arveson DX A L — 3 ViEH (8] LI
ENTEY, 22 TRINEHNHETS. T = (Th,...,Ty) % Hilbert 25[ H EOF T a] #1724 FLR
WAERHZOME L, sp(T) 2 T OV aA Y hARZ MU 8] T 5. —fiZ o(T) C sp(T) 124, H
DHEBIRGTEORE L o(T) = sp(T) EE D LD (8, 12, 11]. 4 ETIE 2 x 2 /75T H XA L — 3
VEBETDEDT, EOARI M EFZZDZDNEHEDKIZLRS TR,



Definition 4.1. X C C* 2a v X7 AL T 5. sp(T) C X OERED ke N L X EoFH
BIEDSER5Y DI D k x k175 Rz LT

[R(T)|| < sup [|R(z)]|
zeX
DD LD, X X T DREARY MVESTHLE WV,

Theorem 4.2 (Arveson D XA L —> a VEH [§]). I v 87 MEA X C C? & Hilbert 2 H
EOEWZ ARG RSSBERZOM T = (Ty,...,Ty) 25U, X BT O%E2ARY MVES
2725 1O DB+ &M, H 26T Hilbert 22 K & K OB\ A #072 EREHZE O
N = (Ny,...,Ny) T, sp(N) C 0X 72 X EOLEOEEBEE r 12X LT

r(T)=Pr(T)|u

R TLOIMEET D28 TH S, 12720, 0X 13 X EOAMBIBEAD S5 —HBIcT 3 X
® Silov 8557 [15] T, P & K 75 H ~OHELHETH 5.

KA V—va VEEREMET BB, SER AN PIVESZERBEGRIZEL LRI H S L X ME
EERTLHILIFILVIFLVITAESTHS.

Definition 4.3. Q C C? 24l 5. o(T) C Q »OEED k € N & Q Lo FIERIBEEA K
DOERD kX EATFI F 2 LT

[ F(T)|| < sup [|F(2)]|
ZEQ
DO NLDOHE, QI T DFERARY NV TH D L\ D.

ERAERZER XA V=2 a VAR E P E2HE T 2720 DOkt 2 525 2 LIFHEET
HD. IROEHIZ 2 x 275N UTIREHE VL L EAEER OO EHRPIAEN TH D I L %
AL TWS. GEHITIE Agler (2] 12 X 2R & HREMEZBIMAZH VS, TOFHIAT
Mobius #ERE #E (% [F R L ATRE 72 2 x 2 fTAIOMLIC T % 2 DOREIA RO LT AE TN Z &
NRINTWS. Agler I3Z 1% FH\WT Lempert OEHD/EH RN 72iHZ 5 2 7.

ZNTRARZBITZE 5 —DOEMELZARS.

Theorem 4.4 ([21, Corollary 5.8]). Ba D EAEIZ7 5 & 5 7, IERIBIEA > D17 HIMERE A %
FZ%. ZORLLTORMEFFAMETH %:

(1) fEED z,w € BA IZHUT, da(z,w) = dp, (z,w) KD 3L D.

(2)Ba W o(T) C Ba 52 |A(T)| < 1 %755 O R B (L AT8EZ 2 x 2 1751 D #
T = (T\,...,Ty) DHEARY NG5,

(3)S2(Ba) = 7 (Ba).

Remark 4.5. FERALATEEZ: 2 x 2 {7 D RDEAITE T AR 2 x 2 {757 DM R DE
BOHTHRHETH S [14).

Example 4.6. 2 #® Examples 2.1 THAZ 2D § 1IN LT, ds = dg, »t>. &> T Theorem
4.4 £ Remark 4.5 726, ZNZNDME/AIMERFZED B\ NIZ A #1732 2 x 2 {75 OMIZK T % Drury O X



1V —a VEH (14]) &, AT IMERZRICN S 5 Hartz-Richter-Shalit O X'+ L — 3 Vg
[16, corollary 3.2] DMEHHIZE» b, F7z, 2 W THRARZBRIZ d > 3 DIFIE SA(D?Y) € (DY) &7
BZOIH U, EED d € NIZH LT Sp(DY) = .7(D?) 23 b LD,

NTWB D [20], AKETHA L 72 FETiE Schwarz-Pick Bl O RAEX DI HALAFEBTE RV &

Iz, FErTHREAEGR [5, 18] DXARIZ B 1T 5 Schur-Agler 7 7 AIZx13 % Schwarz D I H] 5
T
ZEELTHEL.
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