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ABSTRACT

In infinite dimensions and on the level of trace-class operators C rather than matri-
ces, we show that the closure of the C-numerical range W¢ (T') is always star-shaped
with respect to the set tr(C)We(T'), where We(T') denotes the essential numerical
range of the bounded operator T'. Moreover, the closure of W¢(T') is convex if either
C' is normal with collinear eigenvalues or if T' is essentially self-adjoint. In the case
of compact normal operators, the C-spectrum of 7' is a subset of the C-numerical
range, which itself is a subset of the convex hull of the closure of the C-spectrum.
This convex hull coincides with the closure of the C-numerical range if, in addition,
the eigenvalues of C' or T are collinear.
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1. Introduction

The C-numerical range has significant impact on quantum control and quantum infor-
mation theory since the expression tr(pA) can be interpreted as the expectation value
of an observable A with respect to the state p, that is to say, as the expectation value
of a measurement A taken on a quantum system in state p. While in standard quan-
tum mechanics A is self-adjoint and p is a (trace-class) density operator, there are in
fact important applications where A or p (or both) are allowed to be non-self-adjoint.
Maximizing the absolute value E] or the real part of tr(pUT AU) over the unitary or-
bit of A relate to different optimization problems in the Euclidean geometry of the
C-numerical range [213).

In the finite-dimensional case, where A and C are assumed to be complex n X n
matrices, the C-numerical range of A is defined by

We(A) = {tr(CUTAU) |U € C™*™ unitary} . (1)

Originally, it was introduced in % as a generalization of the c-numerical range ﬂa]
and the classical numerical range Jﬂ] Important properties of the C-numerical range
are convexity if C' is normal with collinear eigenvalues E] and star-shapedness with
respect to (tr(C) tr(A)/n) for arbitrary complex C, cf. [9]. For a comprehensive survey,
we refer to Nﬁd]
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In this work, let H be an infinite-dimensional separable complex Hilbert space, C
some trace-class operator on H, and T some bounded linear operator on H. Thus one
may introduce the C-numerical range of T" as follows

Weo(T) = {tr(CU'TU) |U € B(H) unitary}, (2)

where B(H) denotes the set of all bounded linear operators acting on #H. Clearly, this
is a generalization of the finite-dimensional case. Here we take advantage of the fact
that the set of all trace-class operators is a two-sided ideal in the C*-algebra B(#). In
this setting, however, symmetry in C' and 7' is lost. If one wants to preserve symmetry
one could choose C' and T to be Hilbert-Schmidt operators, a direction not pursued
in this paper.

The goal of this paper is to carry over star-shapedness or convexity of W (A)
to the infinite-dimensional setting. Interim results on this subject were achieved by
Westwick [5] and Hughes [11] for the c-numercal range and by Jones [12] for the C-
numerical range. Jones, however, pursued a different approach in ﬂﬁ] For C e Ckxk
and T' € B(H) he introduced the set

{3 et Th

as the C-numerical range of T, where H can be any infinite-dimensional complex
Hilbert space, and proved that its closure is star-shaped. In doing so, the essential
numerical range W,(T'), or more precisely, the set tr(C)W(T) turned out to be an
appropriate replacement of the finite dimensional star-center (tr(C') tr(A)/n). The def-
inition and basic properties of W (T') are given, e.g. in [13].

{f1,--., fr} is orthonormal system in ’H} (3)

This work is organized as follows: After some preliminaries on trace-class operators
and set convergence, we present our main results in Section B} (i) Star-shapedness
and convexity of the closure of the C-numerical range (2 are proved. (ii) A new
characterization of We(T') is derived which explains the role of tr(C)W,(T') as set of star
points. (iii) Some results on the C-spectrum in infinite dimensions generalizing well-
known results for matrices ﬂﬂjﬁ] are obtained and consequences for the C-numerical
range of compact normal operators 1" are derived.

2. Notation and Preliminaries

Unless stated otherwise, here and henceforth X and ) are arbitrary infinite-
dimensional complex Hilbert spaces while H and G are reserved for infinite-dimensional
separable complex Hilbert spaces (for short i.s.c. Hilbert spaces). Moreover, B(X,)),
F(X,Y), K(&,Y) and BY(X,)) denote the set of all bounded, finite-rank, compact
and trace-class operators between X and ), respectively.

Scalar products are conjugate linear in the first argument and linear in the second
one. Finally, for an arbitrary set S, the terms S and conv(S) stand for its closure and
convex hull, respectively.



2.1. Infinite-dimensional Hilbert Spaces and the Trace Class

For a comprehensive introduction to infinite-dimensional Hilbert spaces and trace-class
operators, we refer to, e.g. ﬂﬁ] and HE], respectively. Here, we recall only some basic
results which we will use frequently throughout this paper.

Let (e;)ier be any orthonormal basis of X and let € X'. Then one has the well-
known Fourier expansion

xr = Z(ei,a:)ei ,
1€l
as well as Parseval’s identity
> len ) = ||
el
which reduces to Bessel’s inequality
S oo < =)
JjEJ

if (fj)jes is any orthonormal system in & instead of an orthonormal basis. Moreover,
one has the following characterization and properties of unitary operators acting on
X
e U € B(X) is unitary if and only if (Ue;);cr is an orthonormal basis of X
e The image (U f}) cs under a unitary operator U again is an orthonormal system.
e For any two finite orthonormal systems (f;);j=1,..» and (g;)j=1,.. n there exists
unitary operator U with Uf; = g; for j =1,...,n.

Generalizing the trace concept from finite-dimensional to infinite-dimensional
Hilbert spaces leads to the notion of trace-class operators. We need only the following
two key results as can be found in, e.g. ﬂﬁ, Chapter 16].

Lemma 2.1 (Schmidt decomposition). For each C € K(X,)Y), there exists a decreas-
ing null sequence (8,(C))pen in [0,00) and orthonormal systems (fn)nen in X and
(gn)nen in Y such that

where the series converges in the operator norm.

Then the trace class B'(X,)) is defined by
BYX,Y) = {c e K(X,Y) ‘ S sl0) < oo} .

The singular numbers ($,(C))nen in Lemma 2] are uniquely determined by C'. How-
ever, this is obviously not true for the orthonormal systems (fy,), and (gn)n. Further-



more, the trace norm
v (C) = 5n(C)
n=1

turns BY(X,)) into a Banach space. The trace class BY(X) constitutes — just like
the compact operators — a two-sided ideal in the C*-algebra of all bounded operators
B(X). The next result is a simple consequence of [17, Lemma 16.6.(6)].

Lemma 2.2. For any S,T € B(X) and any C € BY(X), one has

v (SCT) < [[S|lm (C)|[T]]-
Now for arbitrary C' € B'(X), the trace of C is defined via

w(C) =) . {fi.CFi), (4)
where (f;)ier can be any orthonormal basis of X'. The trace is well-defined as one

can show that the right-hand side of ({]) does not depend on the choice of (f;)cs.
Important properties are

r(CT) = tr(TC) (5)
tr (((z,)y)T) = (z,Ty)
[tr(CT)| < v (C)||T| (6)

for all C € BYX), T € B(X) and z,y € X.

2.2. Set Convergence

In order to transfer the known results about convexity and star-shapedness of the C-
numerical range of matrices to trace-class operators, we need some basic facts about
set convergence. We will use the Hausdorff metric on compact subsets (of C) and the
associated notion of convergence, see, e.g. HE]

The distance between z € C and any non-empty compact subset A C C is defined by

d(z,A) := mind(z,w) = min |z — w| . (7)

weA  weA

Based on ([7), the Hausdorff metric A on the set of all non-empty compact subsets of
C is given by

A(A, B) := max { rzneaj(d(z, B), max d(z, A)} .

The following characterization of the Hausdorff metric will be essential throughout
this paper.

Lemma 2.3. Let A,B C C be two non-empty compact sets and let € > 0. Then
A(A, B) < e if and only if for all z € A, there exists w € B with d(z,w) < e and vice
versa.



Proof. By definition, A(A,B) < ¢ is equivalent to max,c4d(z,B) < ¢ and
max,cp d(z,A) < e. This in turn means

max mind(z,w) < e and max mind(z,w) <. (8)
z€A weB z€B weA

Evidently, ([8) holds if and only if for all z € A, there exists w € B with d(z,w) < ¢
and vice versa. O

With this metric at hand, one can introduce the notion of convergence of a sequence
(An)nen of non-empty compact subsets. Alternatively, one can introduce the notion
of Kuratowski convergence as follows:

Consider a sequence (A, )nen of non-empty compact subsets of C and define

e liminf,,_,~ A, as the set of all z € C such that for all e > 0 one has B.(2)NA, # 0
for all but finitely many indices.

e limsup,,_,., A, as the set of all z € C such that for all ¢ > 0 one has B.(z)NA,, #
() for infinitely many indices.

If liminf, ,~ A, = limsup,,_,., A, =: A one says that (A4, ),en converges to A and
writes

lim A, =A.

n—oo

The following Lemma shows that both approaches are essentially equivalent, cf. HE,
Thm. 0.7].

Lemma 2.4. Let (Ap)nen be a bounded sequence of non-empty compact subsets of C.

(a) If (Ap)neny converges to A with respect to the Hausdorff metric, then
liminf, ,. A, = limsup,,_,,, 4, = A.
b) If liminf, ., A, = limsup A, =: A, then A is non-empty and compact and
n—oo
(Ap)nen converges to A with respect to the Hausdorff metric.

For reference, we finally state the following result which will be used frequently below.
A proof can be found in Appendix [A]

Lemma 2.5. Let (Ap)nen and (Bp)nen be bounded sequences of non-empty compact
subsets of C such that lim, o A, = A, lim, oo B, = B and let (z,)nen be any

sequence of compler numbers with lim, . z, = z. Then the following statements
hold.

(a) If A, C By, for alln € N, then A C B.

(b) The sequence (conv(A,))nen of compact subsets converges to conv(A), i.e.

li_>m conv(A,) = conv(A4).

(c) If A, is convex for all n € N, then A is convex.

(d) If A, is star-shaped with respect to z, for all n € N, then A is star-shaped with
respect to z.



3. Results

Let H denote an arbitrary infinite-dimensional separable complex (i.s.c.) Hilbert space.
We define the C-numerical range W (T') of a bounded linear operator 7" on H, where
C' can be any trace-class operator on H, as follows.

Definition 3.1. For any C € BY(H),T € B(H), let
We(T) := {tr(CUTTU) |U € B(H) unitary} .

Throughout this paper we need some formalism to associate matrices with bounded
operators on H and vice versa. In doing so, let (e, )nen be some orthonormal basis of
H and let (&;)!"_; be the standard basis of C". For any n € N we define

r,:C"—H, éi—Tn(é):=¢ (9)
and its linear extension to all of C". Now let
E, :C™" 5 B(H), A E,(A):=T,Al}
be the embedding of C"*™ into B(H) relative to the basis (e, )nen and let
[-]n:B(H) = C™", A~ [A], =T} AT, (10)

be the operator which “cuts out” the upper n x n block of (the matrix representation
of) A with respect to (€, )nen-

Remark 1. Obviously, W, (¢)(T') coincides with (3] for all ¢ € C"*" and T' € B(H),
where F,, is the embedding operator with respect to any orthonormal basis of H. Thus
Definition B1] or, equivalently, Eq. (2] actually generalize Jones’ approach ﬂﬁ] who,
in our words, considered only finite-rank operators C' € F(H).

The following lemma which will be needed later is a trivial consequence of the
standard trace identity (Bl) for operators acting on the same Hilbert space.

Lemma 3.2. Letn € N, A € C"*", B € B(H) and any orthonormal bases (e, )nen,
(gn)nen of H be given. Then

tr ((T4)1 BI5.4) = tr (BLLA(TY))
where T (T%,) is the above embedding T, with respect to (en)nen ((gn)nen)-

Proof. Consider the operators

Y (&%) = 6

acting on H x C™ and use the standard cyclicity result of the trace. O



3.1. Convexity and Star-shapedness

Our strategy is to transfer the well-known properties of the finite-dimensional [C],,-
numerical range of [T],, to W (T') via the convergence results of Lemma 2.5]

Let B € B(H) and let (ey)nen be an orthonormal basis of H. For any k£ € N we
define the k-th block approximation of B with respect to (e, )nen as

k
By := 1 BIl;, where Il := Z(ej, e; (11)
j=1
is the orthogonal projection onto span{ey,...,e;}. Thus one has
k
By = Z (ei, Bej)(ej,-)e; .
ij=1

Lemma 3.3. (a) Let (en)nen be any orthonormal basis of H. The sequence of or-
thogonal projections (Il,)nen given by () converges strongly to the identity
operator idy on H.

(b) Let C € BY(H) and let (Sy)nen be a sequence in B(H) which converges strongly
to S € B(H). Then one has SpC — SC, CS} — CST, and S,CS}; — SCST for
n — oo with respect to the trace-norm vy.

(¢c) Let T € K(H) and let (Sp)nen be a sequence in B(H) which converges strongly

to S € B(H). Then one has S,T — ST, TS}y — TS and S,TS}, — STS' for
n — oo with respect to the operator norm || - ||.

Proof. (a) This follows from the Fourier expansion and Parseval’s identity.

(b) The case C' = 0 is obvious. Therefore, we can assume w.l.o.g. C' # 0. By the
uniform boundedness principle, the sequence (||S,||)nen is bounded and thus there
exists k > 0 such that [|S|| < & and [|S,|| < & for all n € N. Now let ¢ > 0 be
given. By Lemma [2.1], there exist orthonormal systems (e, )nen and (fy,)nen in H with
C =302 s(C) ek, ) fr and v1(C) = >3, sk(C) < co. Hence we can choose K € N
such that

= €
> s(0) < e
k=K+1
Based on this, we decompose C' = C1 + Cs via
K 00
Cr:=> sp(C)lex, ) fr and Coi= > sp(C)lep, ) fr-
k=1 k=K+1

Note that (' is finite-rank hence trace class, even if C' was only compact. Now together



with Lemma 2.2l we get

11(8C — 8,C) = 11 (SC, + SCy — 8,C1 — 8, Cs) (12)
2e

< 1/1(501 — Sncl) + ||S||l/1(02) + HSnHul(C’g) < 1/1(501 — Sncl) + ? .

Now our goal is to choose N € N such that v;(SC; — S,,C1) is smaller than ¢/3 for all
n > N. Note that vy ((z,-)y) = ||z||||ly|| for any z,y € H. Hence it follows

v1(SCy — SpCh)

K K
v (D2 sk(C)ers ) SFi = 3 5u(C)ler, VS fi)
k=1

k=1

IN
=

K
> sk(@vi(ers ) (S = Sufr) = D sk(O)IS fr — Sufill-
k=1

k=1

Moreover, the strong convergence of (S, )nen yields N € N such that

g
Sfr — Sn < —
H fk fk“ 3V1(Cl)

for k=1,...,K and all n > N. Finally, for n > N we get
K

£
SCy — S,C1) < C)=
Vl( 1 1) 3V1(Cl);8k( )

£
3

which implies v1(SC — $,C) — 0 for n — co. The case (1 (CST — CS}))nen follows
immediately from the identity v1(A) = v (A) for all A € B'(H). Combining both
results and Lemma yields

v (SCST = 5,08%) < 1 (S(CST— C8E)) + 1 ((SC — 5,0)87)
< ||S|lvi(CST —CS}) 4+ v (SC — S,C)k — 0 for n — oco.
(c) Finally, let T € K(H). Again Lemma 2] guarantees a Schmidt decomposition T =

S ore $k(T)(gk, -Yhi. A straightforward application of Bessel’s inequality combined
with the monotonicity of the singular numbers s (7") implies

H i sk(T) {9k '>th2 <s2(T)—0 for m— co.
k=m

Based on this observation, one can proceed as in part (b). More precisely, a decom-
position as in ([I2)) and the idenity ||(z,-)y|| = ||z|||ly|| for all z,y € H will yield the
desired result. O

Lemma 3.4. Let (Sp)nen be a sequence in B(H) which converges strongly to S €
B(H). Then for all C € BY(H) and T € B(H) one has

lim tr(CSITS,) = tr(CSITS).

n—o0



Furthermore,

e the sequence of linear functionals (tr CSJr converge uniformly to
tr(CST(:)S) on bounded subsets of B(H).

e the sequence of linear functionals (tr STTS ) converge uniformly to
tr((-)STTS) on compact subsets of B'(H).

)nEN

If T additionally is compact, then (tr((-)SJLTSn))neN converges uniformly to
tr((-)STT'S) on (trace norm-) bounded subsets of B*(H).

Proof. This is a simple consequence of (@) and Lemma B3] (b) as

| tr(CSITS) — tr(CSJTS,)| = |tr ((SCST - 8,CSHT)|
< ||T||v1(SCST = 8,CS) =0 for n— oco.

The remaining assertions of the lemma are evident. O

Remark 2. Note that for arbitrary bounded operators T, tr((-)SJLT Sp) does not
necessarily converge uniformly to tr((-)STT'S) on (trace norm-) bounded subsets of
BY(H). A counter-example is given in Appendix [E] (Ex. E3J).

Lemma 3.5. Let U € B(H) be unitary and consider orthonormal bases (ey)nen,
(gn)nen of H. Then there exists a sequence (Up)nen in B(H) which satisfies the fol-
lowing properties:

(a) (Up)nen converges strongly to U.
(b) 115, U115, = U, for alln € N.
(¢) (T%,)TU.TS, € C*2" is unitary for all n € N.

Here, T, II{ and T'Y, 11 are the maps given by (@) and () with respect to (€n)nen
and (gn)nen, respectively.

As the proof of Lemma is rather technical we here refer to Appendix [Bl

Lemma 3.6. Let C € BY(H) and T € B(H) and let (en)nen, (gn)nen be arbitrary
orthonormal bases of H. Furthermore, [-]% and [-]] are the maps given by [I0) with

respect to (ep)nen and (gn)nen, respectively. Then for alle > 0 and w € W (T), there
exists N € N such that the distance d(w, Wicy. ([T]3)) < € for alln > N.

Proof. Let £ > 0 and let w € W¢(T) be given. Then there exists unitary U € B(H)
such that |w — tr(CUTTU)| < £/2. By Lemma B3, we can find a sequence (U, )nen
which converges strongly to U. Lemma 3.4 then yields N € N such that

1t (CUTTU) — te(CUTTT,,)| < g
for all n > N. Using Lemma B3.2] and 3.5}, one gets
tr(CUITU,) = tr (C(115,U,115,) 1 T (115, U, 115,,) )
=tr ([C]Sn((rgn)TﬁnPSn)T[T]gn(rgn)TUnFSn) € W[C};([T]gz) :



Thus |w — tr(CUITU,)| < € for all n > N, which concludes the proof as the C-
numerical range of any pair of matrices is compact m, (2.5)]. O

Note that in the above proof, N depends usually on € but also on the chosen point
w e Wc(T).

Theorem 3.7. Let C € BY(H) and T € B(H) and let (en)nen, (gn)nen be arbitrary
orthonormal bases of H. Furthermore, [-|%, I and (-], IIY for all k € N are the
maps ([I0Q) and [II)) with respect to (en)nen and (gn)nen, respectively. Then

lim Wiegs, ([T15,) = We(T) = Tim Wi o (7)),

n— o0

where Wicys ([T13,,) denotes the ordinary [C]5,-numerical range of [T13,, as defined in
(). If T is additionally compact, then

lim Wi, om; (METTE) = Wo (7). (13)

Proof. As we want to check convergence with respect to the Hausdorff metric,
we have to make sure that all occuring sets are non-empty and compact. The
non-empty sets Wi ore (1), Wirecme (IIZTII) are bounded by vi(C)||T|| due to
|tr(TECTIE U TR U )| < vy (TIECTE) T T || < v1(C)||T|| and thus all of them
are compact. Here we used ||U]| = ||II¢|| = ||II%]| = 1. Again, the C-numerical range
of any pair of matrices is also compact &b, (2.5)].

The case C' =0 or T'= 0 is obvious, hence w.l.o.g. we can assume C,T # 0. First, we
prove the equality

lim Wiy, ([773,) = We(T).

e
n—00 2n

In view of Lemma 23] we have to consider two cases:

Let € > 0. Then due to compactness, there exist finitely many wy,...,wr, € We(T)
such that

L
U Beja(wi) > Wo(T)
k=1

where B, ;(wy,) denotes open ¢/2-balls around wy. By Lemma [3.6] each of these wy,
admits N € N such that d(wg, Weye ([T]7)) < /2 for all n > Nj. Define N’ :=

max{Ny,...,Np}. Now for any w € W¢(T), there exists k € {1,...,L} such that
|lw — wy| < £/2 and thus

d(w, Wicy: ([T17)) < [w — wi| + d(wi, Wicye ([T]})) < e

e
n

for all n > N'.
On the other hand, for Gs, = Zﬁ2n+1<ek">9k it is easy to see that (Gap)nen
converges strongly to the zero operator. By Lemma (b) we obtain N” € N such

10



that

€
max{yl(Cng),Vl(ngC))} < 7

3T
for all n > N”. Now let v, € Wi ([T]3,), ie. there exists unitary U, €

C?"*2n guch that v, = tr([C]SnUJL[T]gnUn). Again, by Lemma [B.2] we get v, =
tr (C(15,Un(T'5,)1) TS, Un(T'5,)T). Next, we define the operator

U, =19 Upn(T5,)T + Gay, € B(H)

with Ga, given as above. It is readily verified that U, is unitary and, therefore, we
conclude ¥, := tr(CUITU,) € We(T). Via Lemma 22 we finally obtain

vy, — D] = | tr (CGo2, TT, Up(T5,)1) + tr (C(19,Un(T5,)) T Goy) + tr(CGo,TGoay)|
< (l/l(Cng) + Vl(ngC) + Vl(CGQn)) HTH <&

which yields d(v,,, We(T)) < € for all n > N”. Thus, choosing N := max{N', N"},

Lemma implies that the Hausdorff distance A(Wicye ([T7), We(T)) < e for all

n > N.

Next, we tackle the equality

lim WH;CH; (T) == WC(T) .

n—o0

Let £ > 0 be given. By Lemma [3:3] there exists N € N such that

€

W (C —TIECTE) < ——
i )< 37

for all n > N. For w € W¢(T), there again exists unitary U € B(H) such that w' :=
tr(CUTTU) € We(T) satisfies |w — w'| < £/2. Thus, for w, = tr(IIECTIEUTTU) €
Wie cme (T') one has

w — wp| < |w — '] + W — wy| < §+ul(o—ngcn;)\|UTTU\| <e
for all n > N.
On the other hand, let v, € Wiecmne (T), i.e. there exists unitary U, € B(H)
such that v/, := tr(IIECTEULTU,) satisfies |v, — v),| < /2. Moreover, for ¥, :=
tr(CUNTU,) € We(T), we obatin

- N €
|, — O] < o — )| + |V, — 0| < 5 +11(C — HfLC’HfL)HU;[TUnH <e

for all n > N. Again, Lemma 2.3 implies lim,, ,oc Wiiecme (1) = We(T).
Finally, let T' be additionally compact and £ > 0. By Lemma there exists N € N

11



such that

1T = TETTIG || <

€
21/1(0)
for all n > N. As

|tr(CUTTU) — tr(MECTIEUTTIS T U )| < |tr(CUTTU) — tr(TIECTIEUTTU)|
+ |tr(MECTISUTTU) — tr(TIECTIEU T T U

one can choose N := max{N, N'} to obtain as above A(Wr. cne (I TTIR), We(T)) < e
for all n > N. O

Remark 3. In general, (I3) does not hold for arbitrary bounded operators T since
— even if the limit exists — one has only the inclusion W (T') C limy, 00 We, (T),) as

the above proof shows. A simple example which demonstrates this failing is given by
Example [£4] in Appendix [E]

Now we are prepared to state and prove our first main result of this section.

Theorem 3.8. Let C € BY(H) and T € B(H) be given. If C is normal with collinear
eigenvalues or if T is essentially self-adjoint, then Wa(T') is conver.

Recall, that a set in the complex plane is said to be collinear if all of its elements lie
on a common line. Moreover, as in the matrix case, e.g. M], an operator T' € B(H) is
called essentially self-adjoint if there exist § € R and ¢ € C such that e (T — £idy)
is self-adjoint.

Proof. First, assume that C' is normal with collinear eigenvalues so as C' is compact
as it is trace class, HE, Thm. VIIL4.6] states that there exists an orthonormal basis
(en)nen of H such that C' = ">7 | v, (en, -)e,. By assumption, the eigenvalue Vn are
collinear and v, — 0 for n — oo since C' is compact. This implies the existence of
6 € R such that e+, € R for all n € N and thus € C is self-adjoint. By Theorem [B.7]

Wc(T) = Weiec(e_wT) = nh—>n;o W[ewc]%([e_wT]gn)

where |- ]a, for all n € N are the maps ([0) with respect to (e, )nen. Evidently, [B]l, =
[B1],, for all B € B(H) and all n € N. Therefore, [¢?C]y, is hermitian and thus
W[eiBC}Zn([e_ieT]Qn) is convex for all n € N, cf. [§]. Hence, Lemma 5] (c) yields the
desired result. The case T being essentially self-adjoint can be handled completely
along the same line as then

We(T) = ePWe(H) + £tr(C)

where H := e (T — ¢idy) is self-adjoint by definition. O

Remark 4. Unlike in finite dimensions, where W¢(T') can be further located via
the C-spectrum of T, it is intricate to obtain a similar result for infinite dimensions
because there does not exist a meaningful counterpart of the C-spectrum for arbitrary

INote that (5 )nen is the modified eigenvalue sequence of C' as described at the beginning of Section
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bounded operators. However, if T" is compact one can in fact define the C-spectrum
of T" and generalize well-known properties of the matrix case, see Section

Before proceeding with the star-shapedness of W (T'), we briefly recall the defini-
tion of the essential numerical range We(T) of an operator T € B(H), which can be
given as follows

W, (T) := {nli_>n;o<fn,Tfn> (fa)nen is ONS in %} cc.

It is well known that W, (T) is a non-empty, convex and compact subset of C, cf. HE,
Thm. 34.2].

Proposition 3.9. Let T' € B(H) and u € C be given. The following statements are
equivalent.

(a) w belongs to the essential numerical range W (T'), i.e. there exists an orthonormal
system (fn)nen in H such that imy, oo {(fn, T fn) = 1

(b) There exists an orthonormal system (fp)nen in H such that

Tim ST = (14)

j=1
(c) There ezists an orthonormal basis (en)nen of H such that

1
nlggogz;@jfeﬁ —u. (15)
‘]:

Proof. (a) = (b): It is well known that the limit of a convergent sequence and the
limit of its Cesaro mean are equal.

(b) = (a): Consider any orthonormal system (f,,),en which satisfies (I4]). We will
show the relation

1 € conv { HP (((fn,Tfn>)neN)} = F, (16)

where HP(-) denotes the set of all accumulation points of the respective sequence. Once
([I6]) is guaranteed we can conclude p € W, (T) because the convexity and compactness
of W (T') readily implies E C W,(T'). Let us assume p ¢ E. Since E is obviously convex
and compact, there exists a C-linear functional ¢ : C — C with

Re(p(n)) < minRe(p(X)).

Taking into account that the sequence ({f,,T fn))nen is bounded as T is bounded, a
straightforward application of the Bolzano-Weierstrafl Theorem shows that there exist
only finitely many indices ny < ng < ... < nj € N such that

Re (¢({fn,, Tfa,))) < 5 (minRe(o(A) + Re(g(n))) = s

2Some authors prefer a different definition which, however, is equivalent to the stated one, cf. , Thm. 34.9].
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for all j € {1,...,k}. This yields the following contradicting estimate:

Re(p(1)) = Re (i lim —Z<fJ,TfJ>))

:Re( ( hngo—ZUJ,Tfp)) + Re (w(r}g&% zn: <fj,Tfj>)>
j=1 g=mitl
k(n—n

—tim S Re (et 7)) 2 lim SO ey

n—oo n
J=nr+1

Hence, it follows pu € E.
(¢c) = (b): vV

(b) = (c¢): Let (fn)nen be an orthonormal system in A such that (I4]) holds which
we then extend to an orthonormal basis of H. If, in this procedure, we have to add
only finitely many vectors (or none) we are obviously done. Therefore, we assume in
the remaining part of the proof that we have to add countably infinitely many vectors
(9n)nen. This allows us to define a new orthonormal basis (e, )nen by sorting (g, )nen
into (f,)nen as follows: For n = 2F with k& € N choose e, = gi, while the gaps in
between are filled up with the vectors of (fy)nen, i.e.

(en)nGN = (flvgbf27927f37f47f57g37f67' . ) .

In doing so, for 2F < n < 25+ we obtain the following identity

k

k 1 — 1
- Z ej, Tej) = (1 - g) <n — Z(fjanﬁ) +- > (95:Ty;) -
j=1 j=1
Obv1ously, —0as k— o0 so
i k
lim |~ Tgy)| < Jim =T =
Jim, |7 2o Taih| < Jim, 1T =0
and we conclude
1 n 1 n—k
Jim O3 e Teg) = Jim o= 3 (f5.Thy) =
j=1 j:l
as this is just a subsequence of (I4). O

After these preliminaries, our second main result of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 3.10. Let C € BY(H) and T € B(H) be given. Then W (T) is star-shaped
with respect to tr(CYWe(T), i.e. all z € tr(C)We(T') are star-centers of We(T).
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Proof. Let any u € W(T). By Proposition there exists an orthonormal basis
(en)nen of H such that (I5) holds. Moreover, note that

(€5, [Tonéj) = (T2né;, T Tané;) = (e5,Te;)

forall n € Nand j € {1,...,2n}, where [-], are the maps given by (I0) with respect
to (en)nen- Hence, it follows

2n
. tr([T]2n) R 1 N
i = 5 2 len Tes) = k-
]:

Additionally, by Lemma and B3] one has

Tim [ 6(C) — t([Clan)| = lim |t5(C = CTla,)| < lim 14(C — Clla,) = 0,
This shows tr([Cle,) tr([T]2,)/(2n) — tr(C)u for n — oo. On the other hand,
Wicy., ([T')2n) is star-shaped with respect to tr([Clan) tr([T]2,)/(2n) for all n € N,
cf. |9, Thm. 4]. This means that the sequence of star-centers converges to tr(C)u and
thus Lemma (d) and Theorem B.7] imply that We(T') is star-shaped with respect
to tr(C)u. As p € W (T') was chosen arbitrarily, the proof is complete. O

Remark 5. In finite dimensions, Tsing HE] showed that for normal C' € C™*" and
arbitrary A € C" " Wex(A) is star-shaped with respect to (tr(C)tr(A))/n. Nine
years later Hughes ] proved, in our words, that We(T') is star-shaped with respect
to tr(C)W(T') for all normal C' € F(H) and all T' € B(H). This was generalized to
arbitrary C € F(H) by Jones [12] and in finite dimensions to arbitrary C' € C"™ " by
Cheung and Tsing [9].

However, none of the authors provided a satisfying link between the star-center in
finite dimensions and the set of star-centers in infinite dimensions. The above proof
as well as characterization (c) of Proposition 3.9 which is new to our knowledge, now
clearly suggest that the set tr(C)W,(T') is a natural replacement of (tr(C)tr(A))/n in
infinite dimensions.

Open Problems.

(a) The C-numerical range of T' € B(H) is nothing else than the range of the
bounded linear functional ¢(-) := tr(C(:)) restricted to the unitary orbit
{UTTU|U € B(H) unitary} of T. Since it is well known that B'(#) (by the
above identification) is only a proper subspace of the dual space B(H)" of B(H),
it is quite natural to ask whether convexity or star-shapedness of

{0(UTTU) | U € B(H) unitary}

holds for arbitrary ¢ € B(H)'.

(b) Westwick [5] showed, in our words, that for all hermitian C' € F(H) and all
T € B(H), the C-numerical range W¢(T') is convex (without closure). Thus it

is natural to ask whether or not Theorem holds if W (T') is replaced by

We(T). For Theorem B.10] we know that it fails if W (T') is replaced by We(T')
due to the fact that the set tr(C)W,(T') may drop out of We(T') (consider
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e.g. C =T = diag(1/2")pen with respect to an arbitrary orthonormal basis,
obviously W,(T) = {0} but 0 ¢ W¢(T) as the respective traces are always
positive). However, this of course does not rule out that W (T') may be still
star-shaped yet with respect to another star-center.

3.2. The C-spectrum

The C-spectrum is a powerful tool in order to gain further knowledge about the C-
numerical range which was first introduced for matrices in ﬂﬂ] We want to transfer
this concept and some of the known results to infinite dimensions.

In order to define the C-spectrum, we first have to fix the term eigenvalue sequence
of a compact operator T € K(H). In general, it is obtained by arranging the (neces-
sarily countably many) non-zero eigenvalues in decreasing order with respect to their
absolute values and each eigenvalue is repeated as many times as its algebraic multi-
plicityﬁ. If only finitely many non-vanishing eigenvalues exist, the sequence is filled up
with zeros, see ﬂﬁ, Ch. 15]. For our purposes, we have to pass to a slightly modified
eigenvalue sequence as follows:

o If the range of T is infinite-dimensional and the kernel of T" finite-dimensional
then put dim(ker T") zeros at the beginning of the eigenvalue sequence of T'.

e If the range and the kernel of T are infinite-dimensional, mix infinitely many
zeros into the eigenvalue sequencﬂ of T.

e If the range of T' is finite-dimensional, leave the eigenvalue sequence of T' un-
changed.

Definition 3.11 (C-spectrum). For C' € B'(H) with modified eigenvalue sequence
(Yn)neny and T € K(H) with modified eigenvalue sequence (7,)nen, we define the
C-spectrum of 1" to be

Po(T) = { Z:;l YnTo(n)

A survey regarding the C-spectrum of a matrix can be found in m, Ch. 6]. Now
note that compact normal operators have a spectral decomposition of the form

oc:N—=Nis permutation} .

T = ZTn<fna >fn
n=1

where (f),)nen is an orthonormal basis of H and (7,,)nen denotes the modified eigen-
value sequence of T, cf. HE, Thm. VIII.4.6]. If an operator is normal but not compact,
it still allows a spectral decomposition but, in general, the above (finite or infinite)
sum has to be replaced by an integral which makes the definition of its C-spectrum
quite delicate. Therefore, we will restrict our consideration to the compact case.

3By , Prop. 15.12], every non-zero element A € o(T') of the spectrum of T is an eigenvalue of T and has a
well-defined finite algebraic multiplicity vq(X), e.g. va(N) := dimker(T' — AI)™0, where ng € N is the smallest
natural number n € N such that ker(T' — A\I)™ = ker(T — A\I)"*+1.

4Since in Definition [3.I1] arbitrary permutations will be applied to the modified eigenvalue sequence, we do
not need to specify this mixing procedure further, cf. also Lemma 3151
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Theorem 3.12. Let C € BY(H) and T € K(H) be both normal. Then one has

Po(T) CWe(T) C conv(Pe(T)) .

Proof of Theorem — first inclusion. Let (e,)nen and (fp)nen be orthonor-
mal bases of H such that C' and T can be represented as

O3 lenden mmd T3 nlhu i,
n=1

n=1

where (7,)nen and (7, )nen are the modified eigenvalue sequence of C' and T', respec-
tively. Now let o : N — N be any permutation and define the operator

Uy = Z<en7 >fo(n) € B(H) :
n=1

Obviously, U, is unitary by the Fourier expansion and yields the following equality:

tr(OUJTUa) = Z<en7 OUJTern> = Z’Vn<fcr(n)7chr(n)> = Z’VnTo(n)
n=1 n=1 n=1
The fact that o was chosen arbitrarily shows the first inclusion. O

The second inclusion we will prove later as for that, we need some more knowledge of
the C-spectrum of normal operators.

For matrices A,C € C™*" it is well known that the first inclusion
Po(A) € We(A)

of Theorem [3.12] holds even if only A or C' is normal m, Eq.(4)]. This can be easily
seen via Schur’s triangularization theorem @, Thm. 2.3.1]. In order to generalize this
result to operators on i.s.c. Hilbert spaces we recall the following terminology, cf. ,
Ch. 2].

Definition 3.13. (a) An operator T' € B(H) is called upper triangular with respect
to (e )nen if there exists an orthonormal basis (e, )nen of H such that (e;, Tey) =
0 for all j,k € N with j > k.

nalogously, 1 € 1s lower triangular with respect to the orthonormal basis
b) Anal ly, e B(H)is I ) l ith h h 1 basi
(en)nen if (ej,Tey) =0 for all j,k € N with j < k.

Theorem 3.14. Let C € BY(H) and T € K(H) and assume that one of them is
normal and the other one is upper or lower triangular. Then Po(T) C W (T).

Proof. We assume w.l.o.g. that T" is normal and C' is upper triangular with respect to
the same orthonormal basis (e, ),eny which also diagonalizes T'. Then Theorem (see
Appendix [D) guarantees that there exists a one-to-one correspondence between the
non-zero “diagonal entries” (e,,Ce,) of C and the non-zero elements of the modified
eigenvalue sequence (7;);jen of C. Moreover, the non-vanishing singular values of any
compact normal operator are given by the absolute values of its non-zero eigenvalues,
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which guarantees >, |v;| = v1(C) < occ. In addition, the modified eigenvalue se-
quence of any compact operator converges to zero and therefore Lemma [B.15] below
guarantees that one can proceed as in the proof of Theorem [B.12] - first inclusion. [

Lemma 3.15. Let 0 : N — N be a permutation and let (an)nen, (bn)nen be sequences
of complex numbers such that 322, |a;| < oo and (bp)nen converges to zero. More-
over, let (a))nen, (b))nen be sequences of complex numbers which differ from (an)nen,
(bn)nen only by a finite or infinite number of zeros. More presicely, for each a # 0
one has

{k € NJax = a}| = [{k € N|a} = o} (17)

and similarly for (bp)nen and (b),)nen. Then the closures of the following two sets
coincide:

A= { Z:;l anbg(n)
A= {30 anbl

For a proof of Lemma B.I5] we refer to Appendix [Cl

o0:N—=N is permutatz’on}

and

o0:N—=N is permutatz’on}

Lemma 3.16. Let C € BY(H) and T € K(H) be both normal. Then for all € > 0
and w € Pc(T) there exists N € N such that the distance d(w, Pey- ([T]3)) < € for all
n > N. Here, [-]¢ and [ -] are the maps given by (I0) with respect to the orthonormal

n
bases (en)nen and (gn)nen which diagonalize C' and T, respectively.

Proof. Let ¢ > 0 and w € Po(T) be given. There exists a permutation o : N — N
with

- gm,(j)( <%

Furthermore, there exists N/ € N such that

o

9
3l < g -
2. 4|7

j=N'+1

Here we used the fact that the non-vanishing singular values of a compact normal
operator coincide with the absolute values of its non-zero eigenvalues. This guarantees
> 521 il 7oy | < 1 (C)||T|| < oo. Next, we define

N = i) .
lgjl.g;v,a(ﬁ

Note N > N’. Hence we can choose a permuation ¢’ : N — N such that ¢’ restricted
to {1,...,N'} coincides with o and o'(j) := j for j > N. Then wy, == Y 7_, 7j70/(j)
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belongs to Py ([T]3) for all n > N as {o’(1),...,0'(n)} = {1,...,n} and we obtain

|w — wy| < ‘w - Z%To(g’)‘ + ‘ Z%’To(a‘) —w
j=1 J=1

n

[ee]
€ e € €
<5t E Y5l 1Te ()| + E |’7j||70/(j)|<§+1+1:5
J=N'+1 J=N"+1

for all n > N. O

Note that in the above proof, N depends usually on € but also on the chosen point
w e Pc(T).

Theorem 3.17. Let C € BY(H) and T € K(H) be both normal. Then

lim Py ([T17) = Po(T) .

n— oo

Here, [-1¢ and [-]}, are the maps given by (I0) with respect to the orthonormal bases

n
(en)nen and (gn)nen which diagonalize C' and T, respectively.

Proof. Again, in order to apply the results of Subsection 2.2] we have to check that
all sets occurring in Theorem [B.I7] are non-empty and compact. But this is obviously
the case, as all Py ([T]%) are non-empty and finite and Po(T) is non-empty, closed
and bounded by v1(C)|T||.

Let (v;)jen and (7j)jen denote the modified eigenvalue sequences of C' and T, re-
spectively. Obviously, for arbitrary n € N, the eigenvalues of [C]¢ and [T, are given

by {v1,...,v} and {m,..., 7 }.

Wlog. T # 0. Let ¢ > 0. Due to compactness, there exist finitely many
w1, ..., wr, € Po(T) such that

6/2 wk C(T)

IICh

where B, ;(wy) denotes open e/2-balls around wy. By Lemma [B.I6, each of these
wy admits Ny, € N such that d(wg, Py ([T15)) < €/2 for all n > Nj. Define N’ :=

max{Ny,...,Np}. Now for any w € Pc(T), there exists k € {1,...,L} such that
|lw — wy| < £/2 and thus

d(w, Py ([T13)) < |w — wg| 4 d(wy, Peye ([T15)) < €
for all n > N'.

Conversely, as in the previous proof there exists N” such that such that

[e.e]

Iyl <
2 b HTII

j=N"41
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Let v, € Py ([T]7) so there exists a permutation o,, € S, such that

n
Up = ZWJTon(]) :
7j=1

Obviously, we can extend o, to a permuation &, : N — N via

an(j) =

~ /. Un(]) 1<j<n,
J ji>n.

Then for o, == 3272, 775, () € Po(T) € Po(T) one has
[0 = Bl = | 2 WTou) = D 175000
j=1 j=1

[ee] [ee]
= 3 wnl= X hllml <7l YD bl <

j=n+1 j=N+1 j=N+1

which yields d(vy, Po(T)) < e for all n > N”. Thus, choosing N := max{N', N"},

Lemma implies that the Hausdorff distance A(Picye ([T]3), Po(T)) < e for all
n > N. O

With this result at hand, we can finally come back to the remaining part of the
proof of Theorem

Proof of Theorem — second inclusion. Let (e,)nen and (gp)nen be the or-
thonormal bases of H which diagonalize C' and T, respectively. Furthermore, let |- ]S
and [-]7 be the maps given by () with respect to (e,)nen and (gn)nen, respectively.
By assumption, [C]¢ and [T]{ are diagonal hence normal for all k € N, so by [15,
Corollary 2.4] this implies

Wics, ([T13,) € conv(Preys ([T13,)) (18)

for all n € N. Using Lemma 2.5, Theorem B.7] and BI7] we conclude

Weo(T) € Wo(T) = lim Wigyg ([T15,) € lim conv (Peys ([T13,)) = conv(Po(T)).

n—o00 2n
]

Another proof of the second inclusion of Theorem [3.12], which is more oriented along
the lines of the original proof HE, Corollary 2.4] can be found in Appendix [F]

In finite dimensions, it is well known m, Thm. 4], that for A,C' € C"*™ one has
We(A) = conv(Pe(A)), (19)

whenever A and C' are both normal and the eigenvalues of C' form a collinear set in the
complex plane. A generalization of this result to i.s.c. Hilbert spaces reads as follows.
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Corollary 3.18. Let C € BY(H) and T € K(H) be both normal and assume that the
eigenvalues of C' or T are collinear. Then

We(T) = conv(Po(T)) .

Proof. By Theorem B.I2lone has Po(T') € W (T') C conv(Pco(T)). Hence, taking the
closure and convex hull yields

conv(We(T)) = conv(Po(T)) .

Here, we used the fact that the convex hull of a compact set in R™ is again compact.
On the other hand, C' meets the conditions of Theorem B8 and thus W¢(T) is already
convex. This yields the desired equality and concludes the proof. O

The above proof was suggested by the referee and provides a major simplification of
our original proof.

4. Appendix

A. Proof of Lemma

Note that for bounded sequences (A, )nen of non-empty compact subsets of C which
converges to A with respect to the Hausdorff metric one has the following characteri-
zation of the limit set according to Lemma 2.7k

x € A <= there exists a sequence (a,)nen with a,, € A4,, and a,, — = for n — oo.

Proof of Lemma [2.5. (a) Let © € A be given. Then there exists a sequence (ay,)nen
with a, € A, and a, — x for n — oo. By assumption, we have A,, C B, and thus
a, € B,,. Hence, by the above characterization of the limit set we obtain x € B.

(b) Let € > 0 be given. By assumption there exists N € N such that for all n > N,
A(A,,A) < e. By Lemma 23] the latter is equivalent to the assertion that for all
a € A there exists a, € A, satisfying |a — a,| < € and for all a], € A,, there exists
a' € A with |d' —al| <e.

First, let € conv(A) be arbitrary. By Caratheodory’s theorem, = € conv(A) can be
written as

r=ra+ sb+tc

with a,b,c € A, r,s,t > 0, and r + s+t = 1. Then for all n > N we can choose
Gn, by, cn € A, with distance less than e to a, b, ¢, respectively. This yields for

Ty 1= Tap + sby + te, € conv(Ay,)
the estimate

T —ap| <rla—ap|+ slb—by| +tlc—cy| <e.
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Similarly, for every 2/, € conv(A,,) one can choose z’ € conv(A) with |2/ — | < ¢ for
all n > N. This proves (b) according to Lemma 2.3

(c) If A,, is convex, one has A, = conv(A,) for all n € N and therefore by (b) we

immediately obtain

A= lim A, = lim conv(4,) = conv(A).

n—o0 n—o0

Hence, A is convex.

(d) We have to show ¢tz + (1 —t)a € A for all a € A and t € [0,1]. To this end, let
a € A and choose a,, € A, such that a,, — a for n — oco. Since A, is star-shaped with
respect to z, one has tz, + (1 — t)a, € A, for all n € N. Moreover, tz, + (1 — t)a,
converges obviously to ¢z + (1 —t)a and therefore by the above characterization of the
limit set we conclude tz + (1 — t)a € A. O

B. Proof of Lemma

To prove Lemma we need the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 4.1. LetU € C™*" with ||U|| < 1. Then one can find matrices Q, R, S € C"*"
such that

- U Q 2nXx2n
V.= <R S) eC

18 unitary.

Proof. Obviously, |U|| < 1 implies I,, ~-UUT > 0, where I,, denotes the n x n identity

matrix. Hence Q := /I, —UU" is well-defined. Now the upper n rows of V form an
orthonormal system in C?" as

(U Q) (g:) =UU +QQt =1,.

Completing this orthonormal system to an orthonormal basis of C?" gives R, S such
that, in total, V' is unitary. ]

Proof of Lemma [3.5. Let U € B(#) be unitary and consider arbitrary orthonormal
bases (en)nen, (gn)nen of H. For all n € N one has |[(I'})TUT¢|| < 1 so Lemma 1]
yields Qn, Ry, Sn, € C™*™ such that

o)TuTs Q) I x2
Vi = <( " nooEn ) e e
" R, Sh,

is unitary. Define U, := ', V;,(T'5,)! € B(#H). Then, obviously, (b) and (c) of Lemma
hold. To show that (U, )nen converges strongly to U we first observe ||U,z—Uz|| <
|Upx — I U x| + |5, U2 — Uz|| and

Uz — Uz|| < |ITEUNSz — T Uz|| + |0 Uz — Uz|| < ||z — 2| + |[IIUx — Ux|| .
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Hence, (IT5UTI%),en converges strongly to U by Lemma (a) and, therefore, it
suffices to show that

Z, =0, —IUTIE =T%, (gn g:) (5,

strongly converges to 0. Let z € H \ {0} and € > 0 be given. Again, by Lemma B3]
(a), one can choose N € N such that

62

2l = U = [U2]* — U2]* = U - Uzl < <

(20)

2
5 5
and |[IIfx —x <min{—,—}
I | 16]|z] " 2v/2

for all n > N. Now let Af, : C" — H be the unique linear operator given by é; — €4,
for j € {1,...,n}. So basically (A%)! “cuts out” the components x,1,...,o2, of
x € H with respect to (e, )nen. Next, we decompose x as follows

z = ha + (M3, — I )z + (idy 115, )z
Then 1I¢2 € H and =z, := (I'¢)Tz € C" are essentially the same vectors, as those

differ only by the isometric embedding I'¢. The same holds for (II§,, — II¢ )z € H and
Y := (A%)Tz € C". Taking into account that 'y is an isometry, we obtain

Jz)1? > [|Unz || = (T UTE @0 + Quynll® + | Rt + Snynll?
and thus

| Rnan + Snynuz < Hx”2 - H(F%)TUFixn + Qnyn”2
= || = |(T) Uz = (%) Uz — (T9) U520 — Quyn)|I?
2
< l2l® = [T U] = [|(T9) Uz — (T9)TUTh 20 — Quunll]”, (21)
where the last estimate follows from the reverse triangle inequality. Then, using again

that I', is an isometry satisfying T'(I'5)T = I, and further ||Q,,|| < 1 by construction,
we deduce from (20) and (21]) the estimate

1Rnzn + Suynl® < ||z — [T Uz||* + 2|1 Uz|| |1 Uz — T ULz — T Qnyn|

2
9
< g AU (MUl - el + [|QnlIT3,2 — )
62 e e e 62
< g 2zl (e = Ml + M3,z — ol + [lz - Tz <

for all n > N. Finally, it follows

62

1Zn2l* = 1Quynl* + 1R + Snymll* < [ Qul* 15,2 — T2 ]* +

< (IS — o + o — )2 + & < (2:5)+ e _ o
- " " 2 22 2
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for all n > N. This proves part (a) and, in total, Lemma 3.5 O

C. Proof of Lemma

Recall that (an)nen and (bp)nen are sequences of complex numbers such that
> 521 laj| < oo and (by)nen converges to zero while (ay,)nen and (b), )nen are sequences
of complex numbers which differ from (a,)nen and (by,)nen, respectively, only by a
finite or infinite number of zeros.

Proof of Lemma [3.15. Consider the following intermediate sets:
(o]
A= { anl anbo(n) |0+ N — N is permutation
A ={3"7 anl NN i
1= {anl anOg(p) |0 — N is permutation

Ay = { Zoo_l a;ba(n) o : N — N is permutation

‘ﬁz—’Hz—’Hz—"ﬁf—’

A= { Zoo_l a;b;(n) o : N — N is permutation

We will proceed as follows: First we will show that the closure of A and A; coincides,
then that of A and As and finally that of Ay and A’. In doing so, we can assume
w.l.o.g. that (an)nen does not vanish everywhere and thus one has s := 3772 [a;| > 0.
As (bn)nen is a null sequence there exists £ > 0 such that |bgy| < k for all £ € N.
Furthermore, for every € > 0 there exists N € N such that

o0
g g
'XN;I\%’ <1 and glza]{}{!bn!, b, |} < e
‘7:

To prove A = A; let ¢ > 0 and = € A. Hence there exists a permutation o : N — N
such that @' := Y7 | anby(y) satisfies |x — 2’| < /4. Now by (I[7) one can construct a
permutation ¢ : N — N which satisfies for all £ € {1,..., N} the following properties:

o If ba(k) 75 0, then ba(k) = b:%(k)
o If ba(k) = 0, then 5’(1{7) > N.
Then, for y := > °°

n=1an

bg(n) € A, one has

N 0o
9
o —yl <7+ ‘ zjlan(ba(n) - :Ar(n))‘ + Y anl (o] + 1By m])
n= n—N+1

3e
< 7 max} —b’ ]Z\an\< +—Z\anl<a

ne{l,....N

This shows the inclusion A C A;. Obviously, the role of (b, )nen and (b)), is inter-
changeable and thus the converse inclusion follows in the same way.

Next, we prove A = A,. As by assumption all sums converge absolutely, rearranging
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them via permutations does not change their value and thus

A= {32, towbn

and analogously for As. Now let € > 0 and € A. Then there exists a permutation
o : N = N such that 2" := }77° | a5(,)bn satisfies |z — 2”| < £/4. Furthermore, one
can choose N’ > N such that

0:N— Nis permutation}

for all n > N’ > N. Again, due to (IT) one can construct a permutation & : N — N
which satisfies for all k € {1,..., N} the following:

o If a,4) # 0, then a ) = ag(k).
e If ay;) = 0, then (k) > N'.

Hence, for y:= > 7, ag(n)bn € Ay we obtain

N o0 o0
9
2=yl < T+ 1Y i) — b +maxloul (D o+ D labe)
n=1 = n=N+1 n=N+1

o0
& RE 19

L Ny S —c
<SIt N +2sn§’a"‘ c

Here we used Y2 | |an| = > 2 |ay,| as implied by (7). As before, we can interchange
the role of (an)nen and (a),)nen and thus conclude A = A,.

Finally, A = A; implies Ay = A’ by choosing (a},)neny = (@n)nen and therefore A =
Ay =A. O

Note that Lemma B0 (a) becomes false if one waives the assumption that (b,)nen
converges to zero. For an example, see Appendix [El (Ex. ELH]).

D. The spectrum of compact triangular operators

Theorem 4.2. Let T € K(H) be upper or lower triangular with respect to the or-
thonormal basis (en)nen. Then

a(T)\ {0} = {(¢;,Te;j) |j € N} \ {0}

Moreover, for all non-zero A € o(T) the algebraic multiplicity v,(\) € N coincides
with the cardinality of the set {j € N| X = (ej,Te;)}.

Proof. First, let us assume 7" € IC(H) to be upper triangular with respect to the
orthonormal basis (e, )nen and define H,, to be the linear span of ey, ..., e,. Note that
each H, is a finite-dimensional invariant subspace of T'. Now consider any nonzero
A € C. According to Lemma[B.3 one can choose n € N such that |7, —T'|| < ||, where
T,, denotes the corresponding block approximation (III) of 7" with respect to (e )nen.
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Then the orthogonal decomposition H = H,, & H;- induces the following block matrix

representations
A B A 0
T := (0 C’) and T}, := <0 0)

of T and T,, with ||C|| < |A|, where A and C are upper triangular. Hence one has the
following equivalences:

A= Nidy, B

T — \idy is invertible <= ( 0 C — Nidys

) is invertible

<= A—\idy, isinvertible <= A # (ej,Te;)forallj=1,...,n.

Therefore, we conclude o (1) \ {0} = {(e;,Te;)|j € N}\{0}. Moreover, because of the
straightforward equivalence:

x € ker(T — Nidy)" <= I,z € ker(A — Nidy)" and (idy —1I1,)z =0,

where II,, denotes as usual the corresponding orthogonal projection, the algebraic
multiplicity (cf. footnote Bl) of A # 0 with respect to T is equal to the algebraic
multiplicity of A # 0 with respect to A, which obviously equals the number of diagonal
entries of A that coincide with A # 0.

Finally, if T € IC(H) is lower triangular with respect to the orthonormal basis (e, )nen,
we simply pass to 7T which now obviously is upper triangular with respect to the same
basis. Then, keeping in mind the following facts, the result follows immediately from
the first part:

e o(T") = o(T), where (-) denotes the complex conjugate.

e Tt is compact if and only if T is compact and for all A # 0, the algebraic
multiplicity of A with respect to 1" coincides with the algebraic multiplicity of A
with respect to T as a simple consequence of ﬂﬁ, Lemma 15.9 & 15.10].

o (¢j,Tte;) = (e, Te;) for all j € N. O

Remark 6. (1) The above proof shows that for any upper triangular (not necessar-
ily compact) operator T' € B(H) all “diagonal entries” (e;,Te;) are eigenvalues
of T'. This in general is false for lower triangular operators. However, if 7" is com-
pact and (ej, T'e;) is non-zero, then it is also true for lower triangular operators
as seen above.

(2) To see what happens to Theorem [£.2]if we waive the compactness of the operator
T, consider the left shift on ¢5(N) which is obviously upper triangular with
respect to the standard basis of /3(N). The diagonal entries are all zero, however
the point spectrum of the left shift coincides with the interior of the unit disk
so “the” diagonal elements are neither dense in the whole spectrum nor in the
point spectrum.

E. Examples

Example 4.3. Consider the set £ := {C € B'(H)|v1(C) < 1} € BY(H) and define
Cpn = (én+1,)€n+1, where (e, )nen is some orthonormal basis of H. Obviously, C), € E
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as v1(Cp) = 1. Moreover, let II,, be the corresponding orthogonal projections as in (1))
and set T":= idy and S,, = II,, for all n € N. Then, by Lemma[3.3] (a), the projections
II,, converge strongly to idy but

sup |tr(C’S,T1TSn — )| = sup | tr(CII, — C)| > | tr(CLIL, — Cyp)| =1
Celk Celk

as Cpll, = 0. Hence, lim,_ o Supcep |tr(CSITS, — CSITS) > 1, ie.
tr ((-)SlTSn)neN does not converges uniformly to tr ((-)ST7'S) on E.

Example 4.4. Let (e,)nen of H be an orthonormal basis of H and choose C :=
(e1,-)e1; and T := idy. Then, for the corresponding block approximations, one has
C, = C and T, = II,, for all n € N, where II,, denotes the orthogonal projection onto
span{ey, ..., e, }. Therefore, we conclude

We, (Ty) = {tr(C,UTT,U) |U € B(H) unitary} = {(z, I,z) | |z|| = 1} = [0,1]

n

and thus 1 = We(T') C limy,—o0 We, (T),) = [0, 1].

Example 4.5. Let (an)nen = (a))nen = (3,3.%,--.), (bn)nen == (1,1,1,...) and
(b )nen == (0,1,1,1,...). Then, by the terminology of Lemma (a), one readily
verifies A = {1} and A’ = {1 — & |n € N} and thus A C A

F. Alternate Proof of the Second Inclusion of Theorem [3.12

Here, we present an alternative proof of the second inclusion of Theorem which is
more oriented along the lines of the original proof ﬂﬁ, Corollary 2.4]. For this purpose,
we need doubly stochastic operators. An operator S € B(H) is called doubly stochastic
with respect to the orthonormal basis (e, )nen if the following conditions hold:

e (¢;,Se;) >0 forall i,j € N.

e > 2 (e;,Se;) =1forall j € N.

o > 2 (e, Sej) =1forallieN.
Furthermore, set

D(H) :={S € B(H)|S is doubly stochastic w.r.t. (e, )nen} -

Although D(#H) is not invariant under unitary conjugations (as simple finite dimen-
sional examples show) and does in fact depend on (e, )nen, We avoid to express this
explicitly for simplicity of notation. The set of doubly stochastic operators can be

characterized via permutations as follows. For any permutation ¢ : N — N define
U, € B(H) by

Us = (en: o) € B(H).
n=1

This leads to

D(H) = conv({U, [0 : N — N is permutation}) (22)
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where the closure is taken with respect to the weak operator topology on B(H), cf. [22].

Alternate proof of Theorem [3.12 — second inclusion. Since both sets, the C-
spectrum and the C-numerical range of T', are obviously invariant under unitary con-
jugation, we can assume w.l.o.g. that C' and T' can be diagonalized with respect to the
same orthonormal basis. Now let w € W¢(T'). Then there exists unitary U € B(H)
with w = tr(CUTTU). As C = 32, yiles, ye; and T = > i1 Tilei, )ei, a straightfor-
ward computation yields

w = tr(CUTTU) = >~ yimil{ej, Ues) .

ij=1

Next, we define

Si= > e, Uei)*{ei,-)e; € B(H).

i,j=1
It follows
HSacu?—HZm,Uem (oo, ades | =Z(Z|ey,vez||ez, 2)l)’
i,j=1
Z(Zre],vem S Hess Ueo)Plless ab) = 323 ey Ve Pl )
=1 =1 =1 7=11i=1

= [(ei, @ ‘ Z‘ 6J7Uel ”xH27

i=1

where the estimate above results from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. This shows that
S is indeed bounded. Then the unitarity of U together with (e;, Se;) = |(e;, Ue;)|* for
all i,j € N implies S € D(H) and

w = Z Yitil(ej, Uei)|? Z viTj(€j, Se;) . (23)

Jy=1 Jy=1

Moreover, the following estimate shows that the right-hand side of (23]) converges
absolutely and, therefore, the order of summation can be interchanged:

Z il 7] 1, Uea)[* < HTIIZI%IZI ej, Ues)? = | T (C) < o0

=1
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Now let € > 0 be given. Then there exists N € N such that

o0 o0 (o] c
S Y bl e UedP < ITH Y. bl < 5 (24)
i=N+1 j=1 i=N+1
o o c
S hullml e, Ued) P < m(C) max |r] < - (25)
' ‘ J>N+1 5’
j=N+11i=1
and
o o e
> bl <ITI Y bl <5, (26)
i=N+1 i=N+1
> €
D Neglinl < m(0) max Il < 2 (27)
j=N+1

Note that (26]) and (7)) are uniform in o, i.e. N € N can be chosen such that (26])

and (21) hold for all permutations o : N — N. Moreover, ([22) guarantees the existence

of finitely many permutations o1,...,0r and positive scalars «q,...,ar > 0 with
L

> k—q @ = 1 such that

€
5kIN2 (28)

L
‘(ej,Sei> — <ej, ;akngei> <

for all 4,5 € {1,...,N} and x := 1 + max; jeq1,.. Ny [7i7;|- Now due to the estimates

[24]) — [28) we obtain

00 N
w = Z viTi (€, Se;) = Z viTj(ej, Sei) + Ay

ij=1 ij=1

N L
Z 27 Tiog(ej, Us,ei) + A1+ Ao

i,j=1k=1

L N

ZakZWTJ 6]7 ok ( >+A1+A2
k=1 1,j=1

L o0

Z%Z%Tak(z + A1+ Qs+ Az
k=1 i=1
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with

Ay < Z Z\%HT]H ej, Uei)* + Z Z!%HTJH ej,Uei)|* < 5 :

i=N+1 j=1 Jj=N+1i=1
N L c
IMEY: '_Zl (e, Seq) - <ej,zakvmei>\ <z,
L,]= -
’Ai’:’ < Zak‘ Z ’YZT] ]7Uk :FZZ’YZT] ]7Uk Z’Yﬂ—a(z
,j=1 i=1 j=1
L [e%S) [e%S) %
<Sa( X hillmal+ X heplnl) < £
k=1 i=N+1 j=N+1

Hence, it follows

L oo
‘w - Z A Z’YiTak(i)
k=1 i=1

and thus w € conv(Po(T)). Finally, as the convex hull of a compact subset of R™ is
compact, one has

conv(Po(T)) C conv(Po(T)) = conv(Po(T)) C conv(Po(T))

where the last inclusion can be seen easily. O
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