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Abstract

Motivated by Horn’s log-majorization (singular value) inequality s(ADB) ljg s(A) * s(B) and
the related weak-majorization inequality s(AB) < s(A) % s(B) for square complex matrices, we
consider their Hermitian analogs A\(v/ ABv/A) ljgw)\(A) * A(B) for positive semidefinite matrices
and A\(|A o B|) = A(JA]) * A(|B]) for general (Hermitian) matrices, where A o B denotes the

Jordan product of A and B and * denotes the componentwise product in R™. In this paper, we
extended these inequalities to the setting of Euclidean Jordan algebras in the form )\(P \/E(b)) l<

og
A(a) * A(b) for a,b >0 and A(Jaob|) < A(a|) * A(|b]) for all a and b, where P, and A(u) denote,
respectively, the quadratic representation and the eigenvalue vector of an element u. We also
describe inequalities of the form A(|A e b|) < A(diag(A)) = A(|b]), where A is a real symmetric
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positive semidefinite matrix and A e b is the Schur product of A and b. In the form of applications,
we prove the generalized Holder type inequality ||la o b||, < ||a||. ||b]|s, where ||z||, = ||A(2)]|p
denotes the spectral p-norm of z and p, ¢, € [1, 0o] with % = % + % We also give precise values

of the norms of the Lyapunov transformation L, and P, relative to two spectral p-norms.
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1 Introduction

In matrix theory, the well-known Horn’s log-majorization inequality ([I3], Corollary 6.14) asserts

that for any two n x n complex matrices A and B,

s(AB) l—0<g s(A) * s(B), (1)

where s(X) denotes the vector of singular values of X written in the decreasing order and * denotes
the componentwise product of vectors in R™. A simple consequence of ([l is the weak-majorization

inequality
s(AB) = s(A) = s(B). (2)

When A and B are Hermitian, the product AB need not be Hermitian and so, to stay within the

realm of Hermitian matrices, we consider the following Hermitian analogs.
e When A and B are (Hermitian and) positive semidefinite,
A(\/ZB\/Z) = MA) # \(B).
where, for a complex Hermitian matrix X, A\(X) denotes the vector of eigenvalues of X written
in the decreasing order. This can be seen from ([Il) by using the fact that the eigenvalues of

AB are the same as those of \/ZB\/Z, see the proof of Corollary 111.4.6 in [2].

As an immediate consequence, we have
A(\/ZB\/Z> < A(A) # A(B).
e When A and B are Hermitian,
Al[Ae BI) < A(14]) = A(1BI),

where Ao B := % is the Jordan product of A and B, and |A| := VA*A, etc. This
inequality can be seen from (II) by using the majorization inequality s(X +Y) < s(X)+s(Y)
w



([13], Corollary 6.12), see Section 4 for an elaboration.

Now, these Hermitian inequalities can be viewed as describing (pointwise) eigenvalue majorization
inequalities of two linear transformations L 4 and P4 on the space H"™ of all n x n complex Hermitian

matrices, where
Ly(X):=A0X and Py(X):=AXA (X eH").

Noting that H" is a Euclidean Jordan algebra with the Jordan product X oY := w and the
inner product (X,Y) := ¢tr(XY), we ask if such inequalities can be established in the setting of gen-

eral Euclidean Jordan algebras. The main objective of this paper is to provide an affirmative answer.

Let (V, 0, (-,-)) denote a Euclidean Jordan algebra of rank n with o denoting the Jordan product and
(-,-) denoting the (trace) inner product; 8™, the space of all n x n real symmetric matrices, and H",
the space of all n x n complex Hermitian matrices are two primary examples. For z € V, let A(z)
denote the vector of eigenvalues of x written in the decreasing order. Given z,y € V, we say that x
is weakly magorized by y and write x —; y if A(z) —; A(y) in R™, which means that for each index k,
1<k<n, Zle Ai(z) < Zle Ai(y); additionally, if the equality holds when k = n, we say that x
is majorized by y and write x < y. Replacing sums by products, one defines weak log-majorization

and log-majorization, respectively denoted by x l< y and x l< y. The above concepts have
wlog og

been extensively studied in matrix theory and other areas, see for example, [18] 2, [13]. In the set-

ting of Euclidean Jordan algebras, they have been recently studied in several papers [19} 20, [5] [6] [7].

On V we consider two linear transformations, Ly, the Lyapunov transformation of a, and P,, the

quadratic representation of a, defined on V as follows:
Lo(z):=aox and P,(x):=2ao0(aox)—a?ozx (a,z€)). (3)

(It turns out that in the algebras 8™ and H", P4(X) = AXA.)

Generalizing the (Hermitian) matrix inequalities stated above, we show the following: For a,b € V,

)\(P\/a(b)) l—:g Aa) * A(b) (a,b>0), (4)
A Pa(d)]) < Aa?) = A([bl), (5)

and
A(ILa®)]) = Ala 0 b]) < Alal) « A([b])- (6)

One novelty here is that our proofs do not rely on matrix theory results. Rather, they are based on



general results on Euclidean Jordan algebras and on well known majorization inequalities in R™.
The proof of (@) is modeled after a proof of Gelfand-Naimark Theorem presented in [12] (see [13],
Chapter 6, where it is attributed to [16]). We prove (B]) by combining (4]) with the inequality

[P®B)] =< P(Jb]) (7)

that is valid for all positive linear transformations P on V and b. The inequality (6]) is established

by relying heavily on the so-called Fan-Theobald-von Neumann inequality [1]

(z,9) < (Ax), \¥)) (z,y€V).

As we shall elaborate in the subsequent sections, both P,(z) and L,(x) can be described by means
of Schur products of the form A e z (relative to the Peirce decomposition coming from a Jordan

a12a3]

frame), where A = [a;a;] in the case of P, and A = | in the case of L,, with ay,as,...,an

denoting the eigenvalues of a. Then, the inequalities (B]) and (@) take the form
A(lA o b)) < A(ldiag(A)]) = A([b]), (8)

where diag(A) denotes the diagonal vector of A.

Going beyond the case of A = [a;a;], we show that (8) is valid for all real symmetric positive
semidefinite matrices A and raise the problem of characterizing A for which (8) holds.

In the form of applications, we describe some norm inequalities. Given p € [1, 00|, we consider the
spectral p-norm on V: ||z||, := ||A(z)||p, where the latter norm is computed in R™. Under the
assumption that (&) holds for all b, we show that

1A e bl < [|diag(A)][- [[b]ls (b€ V)

whenever p, q,r € [1,00] with % = % + % When specialized, this yields the generalized Holder type

inequality
lla o bll, < [lall ||blls  (a,b € V).

We also compute the norms of L, and P, relative to two spectral p-norms.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we cover some preliminary material on
Fuclidean Jordan algebras and majorization results in R™. In Section 3, we will provide the proof
of the log-majorization inequality (@), describe results on positive transformations, and prove the
inequality (B]). Here, we will also prove the inequality (8]) for real symmetric positive semidefi-
nite matrices. Section 4 deals with the proof of the inequality (6. Applications, describing the

generalized Holder type inequality and norms of L, and P, will be covered in Section 5.



2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, R™ denotes the Euclidean n-space whose elements are regarded as column
vectors or row vectors depending on the context. For elements p,q € R", p * ¢ denotes their
componentwise product. For p € R™, p* and |p| denote, respectively, the decreasing rearrangement
and the vector of absolute values of entries of p. Borrowing the notation used in the Introduction,

we recall the following results.

Proposition 2.1 (2], Problem I1.5.16, Example 11.3.5, Exercise 11.3.2; [18], A.7.(ii), p. 173 and
[3], p.136)

(a) Letp, g € R™, r € R, and p < q. Then p*xr+ < gt *rt,
w w

(b) Letp, g € R™. Then p < q = |p| j lql-

(

c) Let p, g € R™ and I be an interval in R that contains all the entries of p and q. Then
p < q = >ri0p) < >, 0(q) for every increasing convex function ¢ : I — R.
w

Moreover, if p < q and > ¢(pi) = >y ¢(qi) for some increasing strictly convex function
w

b, then p* = ¢*.

Throughout, we let (V,0,(-,-)) denote a Euclidean Jordan algebra of rank n with unit element e
[4, 9]; the Jordan product and inner product of elements x and y in V are respectively denoted by
xoy and (x,y). It is well known [4] that any Euclidean Jordan algebra is a direct product/sum
of simple Euclidean Jordan algebras and every simple Euclidean Jordan algebra is isomorphic to
one of five algebras, three of which are the algebras of n x n real/complex/quaternion Hermitian
matrices. The other two are: the algebra of 3 x 3 octonion Hermitian matrices and the Jordan spin
algebra. In the algebras 8™ (of all n x n real symmetric matrices) and H™ (of all n x n complex
Hermitian matrices), the Jordan product and the inner product are given, respectively, by
XoY := M and (X,Y) :=tr(XY),
where the trace of a real/complex matrix is the sum of its diagonal entries.

According to the spectral decomposition theorem [4], any element x € V has a decomposition
T = x1€1 + To€a + - -+ + Tpen,

where the real numbers x1,x9,...,z, are (called) the eigenvalues of = and {ej,es,...,e,} is a
Jordan frame in V. (An element may have decompositions coming from different Jordan frames,
but the eigenvalues remain the same.) Then, A(z) — called the eigenvalue vector of x — is the vector

of eigenvalues of x written in the decreasing order. We write

Mz) = (M (@), A2 (), ..., An(@)).



It is known that A : V — R™ is continuous [1].

We recall some standard definitions/results. The rank of an element z is the number of nonzero
eigenvalues. An element z is said to be invertible if all its eigenvalues are nonzero; such ele-
ments form a dense subset of V. We use the notation = > 0 (x > 0) when all the eigenvalues
of x are nonnegative (respectively, positive) and © > y when z —y > 0, etc. The set of all
elements x > 0 (called the symmetric cone of V) is a self-dual cone. Given the spectral de-
composition © = x1e; + zoeg + + -+ + xpey,, we define |z| = |z1]le; + |z2lea + -+ + |znle, and
VT = Vel + /xzes + - + \/Tpe, when x > 0. The trace and determinant of x are defined by
tr(z) :== x1+x2+- - -+x,and det(z) 1= x129 - - - @y Also, for p € [1, 00], we define the corresponding

spectral norm ||z||, := (31, |2:|P)'/P when p < oo and ||2||e = max;|z;|.

For any a € V, we define L, and P, as in ([3]). We say that two elements a and b operator commute
if L, and L, commute, or equivalently, if a and b have their spectral representations with respect

to the same Jordan frame.

An element ¢ € V is an idempotent if ¢ = ¢; it is said to be a primitive idempotent if it is nonzero
and cannot be written as the sum of two other nonzero idempotents. We write (V) for the set of
all primitive idempotents and J®*) (V) (1 < k < n) for the set of all idempotents of rank k.

It is known that (x,y) — tr(z o y) defines another inner product on V that is compatible with
the Jordan product. Throughout this paper, we assume that the inner product on V is this trace
inner product, that is, (x,y) = tr(z o y). In this inner product, the norm of any primitive element

is one and so any Jordan frame in V is an orthonormal set. Additionally, tr(z) = (z,e) for all z € V.

Given an idempotent ¢, we have the Peirce (orthogonal) decomposition [4]: V = V(c,1) +V(c, 3) +

V(c,0), where V(c,v) = {z € V: woc = ya} with y € {1, 5,0}. Then, any b € V can be decomposed

as b= u+ v+ w, where u € V(c, 1), v € V(c, 3), and w € V(c,0).

Below, we record some standard results that are needed in the sequel. We emphasize that V has

rank n and carries the trace inner product.

Proposition 2.2 ([I9], Theorem 6.1 or [5], page 54) If ¢ is an idempotent and © = u + v + w,
where u € V(c, 1), v € V(c, 3) and w € V(c,0), then A(u +w) < A(z).

Proposition 2.3 Let x,y,c,u € V. Then,

(1) Sk(z) :==M(x) + Xa(x)+ -+ X(2) = max (z,¢).

ceTk(V)
(1) (z,y) < (M), Ay)) < A(lz]), Alyl))-



(i17) = <y = Az) < Ay).
(iv) P. is a positive transformation, that is, © > 0= P.(x) > 0.
(v) det P.(u) = (det c)? detu.

(i) [z oyllp < [|zllp [[ylloo, where p € [1,00]. In particular, ||z o Y|l < [|2]|oo [|Yloo, oF
equivalently, M\ (Jz o yl) < M (|z]) M (Jy]).

In the above proposition, Item (7) is stated in [I], Lemma 20. The first inequality in (i7), known as
the Fan-Theobald-von Neumann inequality, can be found in [I], Theorem 23; the second inequality
— a particular case of the first inequality — is a simple consequence of the rearrangement inequality of
Hardy-Littlewood-Pélya in R"™: (p,q) < (p*,q"). Item (4ii) is a consequence of the the well-known
min-max theorem of Hirzebruch [14] [I0]. Items (iv) and (v) are well-known properties of P,, see,

e.g., []. Items in (vi) follow from Theorem 3.2 in [6].

Given a Jordan frame {ej,es,...,e,} in V, we consider the corresponding Peirce decomposition
of Vand x € V ([, Theorem IV.2.1): V = >, Vij and x = >, x;5, where x;; € V;; for all
1 <i<j <n. Here, V;; :=Re; for all i and and V;; := V(e;, %) NV(e;, %) for i < j. Then, for any
matrix A = [a;;] € 8", we define

AO:E::Zaij:Eij. 9)

1<j

We call this the Schur product of A and x relative to the Jordan frame {ej,es,...,e,}. (This is a
generalization of the usual Schur/Hadamard product of matrices in S™.)

Two primary examples: For any a € V with spectral decomposition a = Y/, a;e;,
Ly(z) = Aex, where A = [MT%] and Py(x) = A ez, where A = [a;a;].

We refer to [11] for further examples and properties. We record a recent result that connects Schur

products and quadratic representations.

Proposition 2.4 ([7], Corollary 3.4) Consider a Jordan frame {e1, e, ..., e,}. Suppose A = [a;j;] €
S" is positive semidefinite and let a = ay1e1 + -+ - + appen. Then, Aex < P\/E(JE) forallz e V.

3 A log-majorization inequality

In this section, we prove the inequality (). Its proof (along with that of Lemma below) is
modeled after techniques given in [12] (see also, [13], Theorem 6.13 and [16]). First, we present

several lemmas.



Lemma 3.1 ([I7], Corollary 9) For a,b >0 in V, A(P (b)) = (P s(a)).

Lemma 3.2 For a,b> 0 in V, A(P (b)) < ||alloc A(b).

Proof. As a > 0, we have A\i(a) = ||a||co and so, a < Ai(a)e = ||a||o €. Since for any ¢, P, is a
positive (linear) transformation, P z(a) < |la[|le P g(€) = ||alloo b. From Lemma 3.1 and Ttem (é44)
in Proposition 2.3]

A(P(0) = MPyz(@) < Alllalloe b) = [lalloc A®).

Lemma 3.3 Suppose a € V is invertible with its spectral decomposition

n n
a = E a;e; = E |ai|€i €;,
i=1 i=1

where |ai| > |ag| > -+ > |an| and g; = sgn(a;) for alli. For1 <k <n, let
k

n n
Z"al, e + Z ej and y3:Z’ak’€iei+ Z a;j€;j-

| i—kt+1 i—1 i—kt+1
J=k+ = j=k+

Then, the following statements hold:
() x> e,

(ii) = and y operator commute,
(i11) Pyz(y) = a, Pu(y®) = a®,

(iv) (deta)]lyllh =TTz, lail.

This lemma follows from direct verification.

Theorem 3.4 Let a,b >0 in V. Then,

A(Pya()) < Ma) = A(b).

log

Consequently, (P (b)) < A(a) * A(b).
Proof. We have to show that for all k € {1,2,...,n},

k k
[12(2a®) <) i) (10)
i=1 i=1

with equality when k = n. By continuity, it is enough to prove this statement for a,b > 0. So, in
the rest of the proof, we assume that a,b > 0 and fiz k.
Corresponding to the spectral decomposition a = Z?:l a;e; (with a1 > as > -+ > a, > 0) and k,



we define x and y as in Lemma 3.3t

In addition to the properties of  and y listed in Lemmal3.3} we observe that z,y > 0, \/y oy/z = V/a,
and P P sz = P /;. Now, x > e implies, via Lemma 3. and Proposition 23]
Hence,

i (P (b))

T@Zlfbralli:lﬂ,...,n.

It follows that

— =
1 i=1

B (P (D) ﬁ Xi(P (b)) det P z(b)
L (D) a

(2

This implies that

On the other hand, for any index i € {1,2,...,n}, from Lemma [3.2]

Ai(Pz(b) = Ni(PgP sz(b) < [|ylloo Ai(Pz(D))-

Hence,

k k

k
[T (Pa®) <l [T (Pa®) <yl (deta) T Ai(b)-

=1 =1 i=1

As (det z)||y||%, = Hle a; = Hle Ai(a) (from Lemma [B.3)), we see that

This proves the inequality (I0]). Now suppose k& = n. Then,

n

[12:(Pa®) = det Pg(b) = (deta)detb =[] Ai(a) \i(b).
i=1 =1

Finally, the weak-majorization inequality is an immediate consequence of the log-majorization

inequality. This completes the proof. O

As a consequence of the above log-majorization inequality, we now prove a weak-majorization

inequality dealing with quadratic representations. While our primary focus here is to prove ({),



it turns out that a general result dealing with Léwner maps of sublinear functions can obtained
without much difficulty. First, some relevant definitions.

For a function ¢ : R — R, the corresponding Léwner map (also denoted by) ¢ : V — V is defined
as follows: For any x € V with spectral decomposition = = Y " | zie;, ¢(x) = Y i d(xi)e;. We

make one simple observation (using [2], Corollary I1.3.4): When ¢ is convex,
v <y = 6(x) < 0ly).
A function ¢ : R — R is said to be sublinear if
1. ¢(ut) = pe(t) for all >0 and t € R;

2. o(t+s) < o(t) + ¢(s) for all t,s € R.

It is easy to see that sublinear functions on R are of the form ¢(t) = at for t > 0 and ¢(t) = (¢t
for t <0, where (constants) «, 8 € R satisfy 5 < a. Particular examples are ¢(t) = |t|, max{¢t,0},
and max{—t,0}.

Theorem 3.5 Let ¢ : R — R be a nonnegative sublinear function. Then, for all a,b €V,
Mo(Pa(b))) =< Ma®) + A(g(b).
In particular, X(|Pa(b)]) < A(a?) * A(|b]).

We prove the above result by relying on the following lemma that may be of independent interest.
It is motivated by a recent result in [I5] which states that ¢(P,(z)) < Py(¢(x)) when ¢ is a convex
w

function on R with ¢(0) < 0 and u? < e. In the result below, we replace P, by a positive linear

transformation, but restrict ¢ to sublinear functions.

Lemma 3.6 Suppose P :V — V is a positive linear transformation and ¢ : R — R is sublinear.
Then,

¢(P(x)) < P(¢(z)) (z€V).

Proof. We first claim, for any x € V and a > 0, the inequality

o((z, a)) < (¢(z), a) -

To see this, we write the spectral decomposition of x and use the definition of ¢(z):

x_Zx,e, and ¢(x Zgﬁxz

=1
Since (e;, a) > 0 for all 7 and ¢ is sublinear, it follows that

o((z, a)) = ¢ <Z ;i (€ a>> < b(i) (e, a) = (d(), a) .
i=1 i=1

10



Hence the claim.

Now, we write the spectral decomposition of P(z) and use the definition of ¢(P(x)):
P(x) =Y aifi, ¢(P(x))=>>_ ¢lai)fi
i=1 i=1

Since the eigenvalues of ¢(P(z)) are ¢(aq), ..., ¢(ay), there exists a permutation o on the set
{1, 2, ..., n} such that A\;(p(P(x))) = d(ayu)) = ¢(<P(:E), fo(i)>) for all i. To simplify the notation,
we let ¢/ := o (7). Then, for any index k, 1 < k < n, we have

k

k k
Sk(@(P(x))) = > M(d(P(2)) = > 6((P(2), fr)) = Y o({x, P*(fr)),
i—1 i=1

i=1
where P* is the adjoint of P. As the symmetric cone of V is self-dual, we see that P* is also a

positive linear transformation, hence P*(f;) > 0. By applying the above claim, we see that

o((z, P*(fa))) < (o(x), P*(fv)) = (P((x)), fi)-
Hence,
k
Sk(¢(P(x)) < Y (P(d(x)), fir) < Jmax (P(9(x)). &) = Si(P(o(x))
i=1 ¢
where the last equality follows from Item (i) in Proposition 2.3. As this inequality holds for all
1 <k <mn, we have ¢(P(x)) = P(¢(x)). O

Example 3.7 Let P be as in the above lemma. Taking ¢(t) = |t|, ¢(t) = max{t, 0}, or ¢(t) =
max{—t, 0}, we get the inequalities
|P(z)| < P(lz]), P(z)" < Pa¥), and P(z)” < P(z7),

for any = € V.

Proof of Theorem For the given a,b € V, we have a2,|b| > 0 and Va2 = |a|. By Theorem
B A(Pz(10])) = A(a?) = A(Jb]). Since the inequality p 2a in R? implies that p < ¢ (see [2],
og og w
Example I1.3.5), we see that
A(Blay (1)) < Ala?) # A(JbD)-

Now, it is known that P,(z) < Pg(z) for all z, see e.g., [7], page 11. Using this and the above

lemma with P, in place of P, we have

ABPL(0)) < A(Pu(6(0) < (1B (6(0)) < Aa?) 5 A((0).

where we have used the condition that ¢ is nonnegative (so ¢(t) > 0 for all ¢ € R, consequently,

11



#(b) > 0.) Finally, by putting ¢(t) = [t|, we get A(|P,(b)]) < A(a?) * A(|b]). O

Remark. In a recent paper [6], it was shown that P,(z) < L,2(z)for all a,z € V. This, in

particular, implies that
/\(P\/a(b)) < Xaob) foralla>0andbe). (11)

In the next section, we will prove the inequality A(|a o b]) < A(|a|) * A(]b]). Based on these two
w

results, we can give an alternative proof of the absolute-value case in the above theorem as follows:

Po(b) < a® o b= A(|Pa(b)]) < A(la” 0 b]) < A(a®) # A(Jb]).

We now extend Theorem to Schur products. In what follows, for a matrix A € S, diag(A)
denotes the diagonal vector of A and (by abuse of notation) A(diag(A)) is the decreasing rearrange-
ment of diag(A).

Theorem 3.8 Let ¢ : R — R be a nonnegative sublinear function. Suppose A € 8™ is a positive
semidefinite matriz and b € V. Then, relative to any Jordan frame, QS(A ° b) < Ae¢p(b) and
w

)\(QS(A ° b)) —u<) )\(diag(A)) * )\(qﬁ(b)).
In particular,
A(JAeb)) = A(diag(A)) = A(|b]).

Proof. We fix a Jordan frame {ej,es,...,e,} relative to which all Schur products are defined.
Since A is positive semidefinite, the map P : z — A e z is a positive linear transformation ([11],
Prop.2.2). The inequality ¢p(Aeb) < Aep(b) comes from an application of the above lemma. Now,
letting A = [a;;], we define a := allulel + -+ + apne, and note that a > 0. From Proposition 2.4
we have Aeb < P 5(b) for all b € V. This implies, by the convexity of ¢, ¢(A e b) = gb(P\/a(b)).
Applying the previous theorem,

A(@(A b)) < Aa) * A(6(b)) = A(diag(A)) * A(¢(b))-

O
4 A weak-majorization inequality
In this section, we prove the following.
Theorem 4.1 Let a,be V. Then
Alaob]) < A(lal) * A(b])- (12)

12



As in the case of Theorem B.4] the motivation comes from matrix theory. Consider two matrices
A, B € H". Then, in the algebra H", Ao B = % and so,

AB + BA
)
where we recall that s(X) denotes the vector of singular values of a matrix X written in the
decreasing order. Invoking the inequality s(X +Y) = s(X) + s(Y) ([13], Corollary 6.12), we see
that

/\(|AoB|):s(AoB):s<

AB + BA s(AB) 4+ s(BA)  s(A)xs(B)+ s(B) *s(A)
(%)% 2 “ 2
as s(A) = A\(|A]), s(AB) = s(A) % s(B), etc. Thus, A(]A o B|) = A(JA]) * A(|B|). Theorem [lis a

generalization of this to Euclidean Jordan algebras. Before considering its proof, we present several

= A(lA]) * A(|BI),

lemmas.

2 = e. Clearly, such an element

In what follows, we let ¢ (likewise, €’) be an element in V such as
is of the form ) " | g;e;, where ¢, = 1for i =1,2,...,kande; = —1for j =k+1,k+2,...,n

(1 < k <n) for some Jordan frame {ej,es,...,e,}.
Lemma 4.2 Let e €V with e = e and b € V. Then A(|[boe|) < A(|b]) * A(|e]) = A(|b]).

Proof. As the result is obvious when € = e or —e, we assume the spectral decomposition of
e in the form ¢ = Y ' ;&e;, where 1 < k < n, g = 1for i = 1,2,...,k and ¢; = —1 for
i=k+1,k4+2,...,n. Welet c= Z’f e; and consider the Peirce decomposition b = u + v + w,
where u € V(c,1), v € V(c, 5) and w € V(¢,0). A direct calculation leads to boe = u — w. Now,

writing the spectral decompositions of u and w in the (sub)algebras V(e¢, 1) and V(c,0) in the form

U= Z]f ui f; and w = Y7 w; f; for some Jordan frame {f1, f2,..., fn} in V, we see that
k n k n
lu—w| = Zuifi - sz‘fi = Z|Ui|fz' +Z wil fi = |u + wl.
1 k+1 1 k+1

Thus, A(Ju —w|) = A(Ju +w|). By Proposition 2.2, v +w < b and so A(u 4+ w) < A(b). By Item (b)
in Proposition 211 [A(u + w)| < |A(b)|. Since A(|b]) is the decreasing rearrangement of the vector
IA(D)], we see that A([boe|) = A(Ju — w|) = A(|Ju + w|) < A(]b]). This completes the proof. O

We note a simple consequence.
Corollary 4.3 For elements € and &' with e = e = (¢/)? and any idempotent ¢ in V, we have
M|coe|) < Ae) and Mg o (cog)]) < Ae).
w w
Lemma 4.4 For elements ¢ and ' with €2 = e = (¢/)? and idempotents ¢ and ¢ in V, we have

M| o) o (coe)]) < Ale) * A(c).

w
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Proof. Let m = min{rank(c), rank(c’)}. Note that A(c) * A(¢') is a vector in R™ with ones in the
first m slots and zeros elsewhere. From the previous corollary, A\j([co¢e)|) <1 and A\ (e’ o]) < 1;
hence, by Item (vi) in Proposition 23, Ay (|(¢ o ¢) o (coe)]) < Ai(|' o ¢|) Ai(Jcoe)]) < 1. Thus,

Xi(J(€od)o(coe)) <1, i=1,2,...,n
Additionally, for some ¢” with (¢”)? = e,

i (¢ o) o (o))

([(€"od)o(coe)]oe" e) =(coe,e"o( o))
(Mcoe), A" o (¢" 0 )
(M(leoel),A(le" o (€0 )

m,

IN A

IN

where the first two inequalities come from item (i7) in Proposition [Z3] and the last inequality is

due to the previous lemma and Item (a) in Proposition 211 Hence,

M€ 0 ¢) o (coe)]) < Me) = AC).

Lemma 4.5 For any € with €2 = e, idempotent ¢, and b in V, we have

A(Ibo (o 9)]) < A(bl) * Afe):

Proof. We write the spectral decomposition bo(coe) = > | Aje;. As the conclusion of the lemma
remains the same if b is replaced by —b, we may assume that some J; is nonnegative. Without
loss of generality, let \; > 0, for ¢ = 1,2,...,k and \; < 0 for j = k+ 1,k + 2,...,n, where
k € {1,2,...,n}. (This includes the possibility that k& = n, in which case, there is no A; < 0.)
Define ¢’ := 37 eie;, where ¢f = 1 for i = 1,2,...,kand ¢ = —1for j =k + L,k +2,...,n

Then, for any idempotent f of rank [, that is, f € JU (V), we have

(Ibo(coe)l,f) =((bo(coe))oe,f) = (b(coe)o(e'of))
< (A), M(coe)o (o f)))
< (b)), Al(cog) o ("o D)
< (A(BD; Ale) * A
= (A(b]) * A(e), A

I
7
>
]
=
~
*
>
—~
2}
SN—
~—
<

where the first two inequalities come from item (i7) in Proposition 23] and the last inequality is

from the previous Lemma. Now, taking the maximum over f € J® (V) and using Item (i) in

14



Proposition 2.3l we get
l l

l
Do Nillbo(coe)l) < D) = Me)i = D Ai(bh Aife),

i=1 i=1
that is,
A([bo(coe)]) < A(lb]) * Alc).
O

Proof of Theorem [4.I. We write the spectral decomposition aob = > | Aij(aob)e;. As the
conclusion of the theorem remains the same if b is replaced by —b, we may assume that some
Ai(a o b) is nonnegative. Without loss of generality, we assume that for some k € {1,2,...,n},
Ai(aob) >0, fori =1,2,...,k and N\j(aob) <0 for j =k+1,k+2,...,n. ((This includes the
possibility that k& = n.) Define ¢ := > " | €;e;, where ¢; = 1 for ¢ = 1,2,...,k and ¢; = —1 for
j=k+1,k+2,...,n. We fix an index [, 1 <[ <n, and ¢ € 7V (V). Then,

(laobl,c) = {((aob)oe,c)

= <a ob,co 5>

(a,bo(coe))
(Aal), Alb o (co2)))
<A Jal), A(Ib]) * A(e))

Z Ai(lal)Ai([b]),

where the last inequality is due to Lemmal[Z5and Item (a) of Proposition 2.1l Taking the maximum

IA

IN

over all such ¢ and using Item (i) in Proposition 23] we see that

Z (Jaob]) < Z/\ (Ja)Ai(]D]).
This gives the inequality (I2]). O

The following example show that the inequalities A(|a o b|) <, A(|a]o|b|) and A(Ja|o|b|) <w A(|a o b])
need not hold.

Example 4.6 In S?, consider two matrices

8 3
3

Then, a direct (or Matlab) calculation shows that A(|Ao B|) = (33, 15) and A(|A| o |B]) =
(44.52, —3.48). Clearly, the inequalities A(J]A o B|) <w A(|A] o |B]|) and A(|A| o |B|) <w A(JA o B|)

A= and B =

3 8
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do not hold.

Remarks. Theorem [B.8 shows that the inequality \(|A e b|) < A(|diag(A)|) * A(|b]) holds for any

A € 8" that is positive semidefinite. Now, the inequality A(|aob|) < A(|a]) *A(|b]) can be viewed as
A(|Aeb|) < A(|diag(A)|)*A(|b]), where a has the spectral decomposition a = aje1+agea+- - -+ apen,

A= [“i;aj], and the Schur product A e b is defined relative to the Jordan frame {ej,es,...,e,}.
However, this A is not, in general, positive semidefinite. Motivated by this observation/result, we

raise the following
Problem: Characterize A € 8™ such that A(|A e b|) < A(|diag(A)|) * A(|b|) holds for all b.

A related weaker problem could be: Characterize A € 8™ such that A\(A e b) < \(|diag(A)]) = A(b)
holds for all b > 0.

5 A generalized Holder type inequality and norms of Lyapunov
and quadratic representations
Recall that for p € [1, 00], the spectral p-norm on V is given by ||z||, := [|A(x)||p, where the latter

norm is computed in R"™. When numbers r, s € [1, 00| are conjugates, that is, when % + % =1, the

following Holder type inequality holds [6]:

oyl < llllr lylls  (z,y €V).

It was conjectured in [§], Page 9, that a generalized version, namely,

zoylly < llzll- lylls  (z,y €V)

holds for p,r, s € [1, 00| with % = %—l— % In what follows, we settle this conjecture in the affirmative.

For a linear transformation T': (V, || - [|») — (V.|| - ||s), we define the corresponding norm by

T(x
HTHT’—>8 ‘= sup || ( )||S
0#£zEV |||,
The problem of finding these norms for L, and P, has been addressed in two recent papers [0 [§],
where only partial results were given. As a consequence of the following result, we give a complete

description of the norms of L, and P, relative to two spectral norms.

Theorem 5.1 Given A € 8" and a Jordan frame in V, we consider the Schur product A e x for

any x € V and define the linear transformation Dg on'V by Ds(x) := Aex. Suppose the inequality
A4 e z]) < A(|diag(A)]) * A(|]) (13)
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holds for all x € V. Let p,r,s € [1, 00| with % =14 % Then,

T

|A ez, < [|diag(A)[; [lz]|s (z € V). (14)
Consequently,

e |diag(A)|| = if s<r

In particular, the above conclusions hold when A is positive semidefinite.

Proof. Consider a fixed nonzero x € V. To simplify the notation, let z := )\(]A ° x]), U =
A(|diag(A)|), and v := A(|z|), which are nonnegative vectors (with decreasing entries) in R".
Then, by our assumption, z < v * v in R™. We consider two cases:

Case 1: p = 00 (sorzs:og).

Then, by comparing the first components in u, v, z, we have z; < uj v1, that is, ||2]|co < ||]|oo [|V]]0o,
where the norms are computed in R™. This gives, ||A ® z||oc < ||diag(A)]|oc ||2||co-

Case 2: p < oo.

Then,
zllp < fu s ollp < [lullr [|v]ls,

where the first inequality comes from Item (c¢) in Proposition 2] by considering the increasing
convex function ¢t — t? and the second inequality comes from the classical generalized Holder’s
inequality in R™. From this, we get ||A o z||, < ||diag(A)|] ||z]|s-

Thus we have proved (I4]) in both cases.

Now for the computation of |[D4||,—s. Let {e1,ea,...,e,} be the Jordan frame that defines our
Schur products. Let A = [a;;]. We consider two cases:
Case (i): r < s.
Then,
[Aexlls _ [[Aez]

[zl = fllls

< [|diag(A)[loe,

where the first inequality is due to the fact that r < s = ||z||s < ||z||, (because, in R", for a
fixed vector v, the norm ||v||; decreases in t) and the second inequality is due to the fact that
[lzl]s < [lu*vlls < ||ulloo [[lls in R™. Thus,

1D Allr—s < [|diag(A)|]oo-

To see the reverse inequality, we observe that A e e; = a;e; for all 1 < i < n. As 1 is the only

Hﬁgifl‘s for all 7. Thus,

nonzero eigenvalue of e;, ||e;]|, = 1 and so, |a;;| =

A 11ls
I|diag(A)]|co < max [[A eeills

< ||D .
1<i<n  ||eil|r < 1D allr—s
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Hence,

1D alr—s = [|diag(A)[|oo-

Case (i1): s <1 (so s < 00).
We define ¢ € [1,00) by 2 =1 4+ 1 50 that ¢t = - (which is taken to be 1 when r = 00). Then, by

T

an application of (I4)), [|A e z||s < ||diag(A)]|¢ |[z[. This implies
|Aez|ls _ [[diag(A)|le [l

[ P— ]

= ||diag(A)]]¢-
From this, we get
1Dallr—s < [|diag(A)[s-

As this turns into equality when diag(A) = 0, we prove the reverse inequality by assuming diag(A) #
0. In this setting, let x = Y1 | \aii]%(sgn a;;) e; (using the convention 0° = 1, if needed, when r =
t
00), where sgn a;; denotes the sign of a;;. Then, Aex =" | ]aii\éﬂei. So, ||Aez||s = ||diag(A)]|; -
t
Also, ||z||, = ||diag(A)||; . Thus, for this z,

|Aezfls [|diag(A4)|
el aiag(a)

It follows that |[Dallr—s > ||diag(A)]||;. Hence,

1D allr—s = [|diag(A)[:-

Finally, when A is positive semidefinite, condition (I3)) holds thanks to Theorem B8l Hence (I4])

and norm statements hold in this special case as well. O

t
T = ||diag(A)]]s-
t

We now describe the norms of L, and P,.

Corollary 5.2 Consider p,r,s € [1,00] with % = %4— % Then the following statements hold for all
a,beV:

(1)

llaoblly < flall- [[blls and ||Lallr—ss = {

(i)
la?|lee  if 7 <s,
P,(b < |la® b and ||P, =
1Pa®)ly < 1B, and (1Pl {|mm;: A,

Proof. We prove Item (7). For a fixed a € V, we consider its spectral decomposition a = aje; +

ages + -+ -+ ape, and define all Schur products relative to {e1,es,...,e,}. Then, with A = [ai;raj],

Ly(x) = Aex for all x € V. Since condition (I3]) holds (thanks to Theorem [A.T]), we can apply

18



Theorem 5.1l As the diagonal entries of A are aq,as,...,an, which are the eigenvalues of a, we get

both the items in (7). Based on the matrix A = [a;a;], a similar argument gives (it). O
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