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Abstract

We provide a detailed description of the maps associated with spec-
tral interlacing in two scenarios, for rank one perturbations and bordering
of symmetric and Hermitian matrices. The arguments rely on standard
techniques of nonlinear analysis.
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1 Introduction

We recall two standard results, presented in more detail in [6]. Endow C™ with
the Euclidean inner product (-,-) which is anti-linear in the second coordinate.
For v € C", the linear rank one map v ® v = vv* is u — (u,v) v. Let S be an
n x n Hermitian matrix, with ordered eigenvalues \; < ... < \,.

Theorem 1.1 (Cor. 4.3.9, Th. 4.3.21 [6]) For v € C", let the eigenvalues
of T=Tw)=S+v®uv be uy < ... < p,. Then the eigenvalues of S and T
interlace,

M S SA S < S A S gy

Conversely, for a sequence {p;} interlacing {\i} as above, there is v € C" for
which the eigenvalues of T =S +v®v are {p;}.

The second result is Cauchy’s interlacing theorem.

Theorem 1.2 (Th. 4.3.17 [6]) Let v € C*, c € R, g < o < ... < finyq be
the eigenvalues of the bordered matrix

T =T(v,c) = <S ”*> .

(% C

*Departamento de Matemdtica, UFES (ricardo.leite@ufes.br)
TDepartamento de Matemadtica, PUC-Rio (carlos.tomei@gmail.com)

1



Then the eigenvalues of S and T interlace,
pr S A S pe <A< p3 < S Ay < g

For a sequence {y;} interlacing {\y}, there exist v € C* and ¢ > 0 for which the
eigenvalues of T =T (v,c) are {u;}.

The results can be found in essentially any advanced book on linear algebra.
Extensions abound. Ionascu [8] indicates a number of references (from which we
emphasize [I8]) proving related results for compact self-adjoint operators S on
a separable Hilbert space. Simon [I6] considers finer aspects of the spectrum of
rank one perturbations of (mostly) Schrodinger operators with very interesting
applications, which are beyond the scope of this text.

In this text, we cast these results in geometric terms. Fix a normalized eigen-
basis Q@ = [q1,...,qn] of S, arranged as columns of a unitary matrix . Let
Og € C, the positive orthant associated with Q, be the set of vectors of the form
@p, where p € R™ has nonnegative entries.

A vector v € R" is ordered if vi < ... < v,. Write 0,(5) € R” for the ordered
vector with entries given by the eigenvalues of S. For r > 0, define the polytopes

PF = [)\1,)\2] X [)\2,)\3] X ... X [)\n,OO) ,
PG = (—OO,>\1] X [)\1,)\2] X [)\2,)\3] X ... X [)\n,OO) ,
two half-open boxes, and the sphere S(r) = {v € C", ||v|| = r}.

Theorem 1.3 Let S be an nxn Hermitian matrix, with spectrum Ay < ... < \,,
an eigenbasis Q and positive orthant Og. The following maps are homeomor-
phisms, and diffeomorphisms between the interior of their domain and image.

F:Dp=0g— Pr , G:Dg = OgxR—= Pg
v = 0,(S+v®v) (v,¢) = o,(T(v,¢))

and their restrictions

F':Dp=0oNS(r) = Pr=Prn{peR", Y u = r+> N},
J J

G¢: Og x {c} = P& =Pon{ueR"", Zuj = Zx\k—l—c},
‘ k

J

G™: (0N (S(r) x {c} = Pen{neR™ > p2 = Y N +27 + ).
j k



If S has distinct eigenvalues, Theorems|[I.1and [I.2] then follow. Full generality
is attained by taking limits.

The general rank one Hermitian perturbation matrix is of the form cv ® v for
a real unit vector v and ¢ € R. The sign of ¢ specifies if the perturbation of S
pushes the spectrum to the right (the case ¢ > 0) or to the left (¢ < 0). For
the results above, ¢ > 0: minor alterations handle ¢ < 0. Clearly, the interlacing
property is associated with the geometry of the polytopes Pr and Pg.

It is rather intriguing that the interior of an orthant Oy is taken by F' to Pp,
a closed box with a face removed. As we shall see in the proof, some faces of O
are creased by F', giving rise to two faces of Pg. Something similar happens with
G, but now Pg is a box with two faces removed.

This is what happens for n = 2. The horizontal axis is taken to the union of
a horizontal and a vertical segment. The vertical axis is sent to itself.

P2 Og Pr ,

P1 Al Ao

Figure 1: F: D — R?

The simple geometry of the maps F' and G has implications to the compu-
tation of their inverses, frequently described as an inverse problem ([6]). For F
given a symmetric matrix S with ordered, simple, spectrum A and an interlac-
ing ordered n-tuple p, we look for a rank one perturbation cv ® v such that the
spectrum of S + cv ® v is u. Theorem shows that, in principle, the problem
is solvable by numerical continuation starting from any interior point of D, as
there are no critical values there. The same argument proves that continuation
from an interior point of D¢ obtains the inverse of G.

Given a function f : X — Y, the preimages of y € Y are the points in the
set f1(y) = {x € X, f(z) = y}. We now consider the preimages of the maps
in the previous theorem. We have to distinguish between matrices with real or



complex entries. Let K =R or C and define

abs : K" — Oq, U:ZCj q9; — Z|Cj|q3‘-

=1 j=1
Theorem 1.4 Let S as in the previous theorem.

1. Say the entries of S lie in K=R or C, v € K*. Then F and G extend to

F:K'— Pp ., G:K'xR— Pg
v = 0,(S+v®o) (v,¢) = 0,(T(v,¢))

Moreover, F(v) = F(w) < G(v) = G(w) < abs(v) = abs(w). In particu-
lar, all preimages of a point belong to the same sphere S(r).

2. If K =R, a point i € Pp belonging to exactly k faces has 2"k preimages
under F' or G. If K = C, for both functions the preimages of p form a

product of n — k — 1 circles: a torus.

Recently, Maciazek and Smilansky [14] considered analogous inverse problems
and pointed out the relevance of discrete information provided by strings of signs.
We believe our presentation sheds some light on the issue.

Theorems [1.3| and are a strengthened version of a very special case of the
celebrated Horn’s conjecture [5], whose resolution, after work by several authors
(0], [7], [12], [13]), is beautifully described in [II]. The conjecture answers a
question by Weyl [19]: what are the possible spectra of the sum A + B of two
Hermitian matrices of given spectrum? Horn originally provided a list of linear
inequalities on the eigenvalues of the three matrices which provide necessary and
sufficient conditions relating their spectra. For A =5, B = v ® v with |[v]| = r,
Horn’s conjecture states that the image of the map F" is indeed Pj.

Part of the statements in Theorems [I.3] and may be deduced from the
sophisticated machinery of symplectic geometry. To give an idea of a more famil-
iar context, the Schur-Horn theorem for Hermitian matrices [4] is a consequence
of the powerful theorems about the convexity of the image of moment maps of
torus actions by Atiyah ([I]) and Guillemin-Sternberg ([3]). The result for sym-
metric matrices then follows by an argument by Duistermaat ([2]). Similarly, the
surjectivity of the maps F, F" and G also follow from convexity arguments, once
the appropriate symplectic setting is identified. Here, we take what Thompson
([I7]) calls a low road in linear algebra, but gain some information which does
not follow directly from rote application of these more general results.

The proof of Theorem [1.3] relies on a combination of well known facts of real
analysis, condensed in Lemma 2.1, The verification of the hypotheses of the
lemma is somewhat different for F' and G. In both cases, the theorem is proved
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by induction on the dimension. In the inductive step, we see how faces of the
domain are ‘creased’ by either F' or G so as to obtain the faces of the image
parallelotope. Theorem [1.4]is a simple consequence of Theorem [I.3]

The authors are supported by CNPq, CAPES, and FAPERJ. They are also
grateful to an anonymous reader of a previous version of this text, who indicated
errors and suggested a number of improvements.

2 A real analysis lemma

The outline of the proof of Theorem [I.3]is the same for the functions F' : Dp — Pp
and G : Dg — P,. In a nutshell, we must check the hypotheses of the lemma
below, which combines familiar arguments from real analysis. We state it so as
it applies directly to F'. Let D be Oy, the closed positive orthant of R”, and P
be Pr. Denote by int X the interior of a set X.

Lemma 2.1 Let H:D — R" be a function satisfying the following properties.
(H1) H is a continuous, proper map, i.e., L) =00 |1 H (v)]| = oo.

(H2) The restriction ofﬁ to int D is a C* map with invertible Jacobians.
(H3) Some point of int D is taken by H to int P.

(H}) The restriction H : D — P is a homeomorphism.

(H5) No point of int D is taken by H to dP.

Then the image of H is P and the function H : D — P obtained from H by
restricting its counterdomain is a homeomorphism which restricts to a diffeomor-
phism between int D and int P.

In order to apply the lemma for the function G, consider H:D - R+,
where D = O; x R and set P = Pg. The proof follows verbatim.

Proof: We first show that points in the connected components of R™\ H (D) =
R™\ OP have the same number of preimages. Take . € R™\ 9P. By connectivity,
it suffices to show that, for a small open neighborhood U of pu, points in U
have the same number of preimages. If ;4 has infinite preimages, by properness
(hypothesis (H1)) they have to accumulate at some preimage v,. Preimages in
int D are isolated, by the inverse function theorem (use hypothesis (H2)), thus
v, € OD, contradicting H(v,) = p € R™ \ 9P.

Thus p has a finite number of isolated preimages, say vy, ...,v;. From the
inverse function theorem, for every sufficiently small open ball B centered around



1, there are open disjoint sets V;,i = 1,... k, each containing v;, for which H
takes V; to B diffeomorphically. Thus, points in B have at least k£ preimages.

If, for balls B,, of radius 1/n there are points fi,, with (at least) k+1 preimages,
one preimage w, € D is outside UY_,V;. By properness, they accumulate at
w, ¢ UE_,V;. But then H(w,) = p, contradicting the fact that p has exactly k
preimages, all in U¥_,V;.

By (H3), there is v € intD such that H(v) € intP. From the argument
above and (H4), the set P lies in the image of H. If, for some w € int D we have
H(w) ¢ P, then the segment joining v in w, which lies in int D, must contain a
point whose image lies in 9P, contradicting (H5). Thus, the image of His P and
the associated function H : D — P is well defined.

From (H1), H:D — R"is proper and has a well defined topological degree
deg(f[ , i) (an excellent reference for degree theory is [I5]) for any regular value
i € int R"\ 0P, i.e., a point whose preimages are regular points (regular values are
dense, by Sard’s theorem). From (H4), for 11 € int P, deg(H, p1) = #1. Moreover,

deg(H, p1) = Z sgn det DH (v)

veH 1 (n)

and all preimages are counted with the same sign, by (H5). Indeed, the deter-
minant of the Jacobian DH (v) is never zero for v € int D and is continuous, by
(H1). Thus every point of P has a unique preimage. [ |

_ We are left with proving the hypotheses of the lemma for the counterparts
F :Dp = R" and G : Dg — R*! of the functions F and G.

3 Proof of Theorem for F' and F”

Without loss, suppose S = D, a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues
D11:A1<--'<Dnn:/\n-

We then take Q = [eq,...,e,] to consist of the canonical vectors, so that QQ = [
and O; C R” is the usual positive orthant. Consider

F:D:DF:O[% R" ,
v = 0o(D4v®0)

where now all numbers in sight are real. Complex numbers will return only in
the proof of Theorem [1.4] in Section [5]
The set 0D consists of n faces of D = Oy,

E;, = {veR", v,=0}, i=1,...,n.
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The parallelotope P C R™ has 2n — 1 faces, which we now describe. Set
Li = [)\1,)\2] X ... X [)\7;,1,)\1‘] , Rl = [)\iu)\’i+1] X ... X [)\n,OO) s

where sets using indices not in {1,...,n} are omitted. For i > 1, as we shall see,

F (and F) creases each face E;, sending it to two adjoining faces of 0P,

F(E;) = (Li x {Ai} X Ri+1) U (Lzel x {Ai} X Ri) .
Face E; is sent to a single face of 9P, {1} x Ry. The reader is invited to check
that the formulas indeed describe five of the six faces of a parallelotope in R3.

Recall that a simple eigenvalue of a symmetric matrix varies smoothly with the
matrix [9]: in this case, if Tw; = M\w; for a normalized w; € R™, \; = (Tw;, w;).

We define three subsets of D.
. Dy is the set of points in which F(v) has a double eigenvalue.

. The critical set C C int(D \ Dy) consists of points in which the Jacobian
DF is not invertible.

. The set of regular points is the complement D\ (0D U Dy UC).
Proposition 3.1 (i) Dy C D. Thus, F is differentiable in int D.
(i) C = 0.
(iii) OF (D) C F(9D).

(iv) The matrices D and D +v®&v share an eigenvalue \; if and only if v € E;.
In particular, F~1(0P) C D.

Proof: We prove (i). A double eigenvalue \; of D + v ® v admits a (nonzero)
eigenvector w in the subspace of eigenvectors associated with A; for which w; = 0.
In the expression (D —\)w = —(v®@v)w = —(v,w)v, equate first coordinates:
either v1 = 0 or (v,w) = 0. In the first case, v € F; C 9D and we are done.
Otherwise, (D — \;)w = 0 and w is a canonical vector, w = e;. As (v,w) =0, we
must have v; = 0 and then v € E; C 9D.

To prove (ii), let T = D+ov®uv, Tw; = Nw;, i =1,...,n, |Jw;]| = 1. The

Jacobian of F' at a point v is
J)yo = (Twi,w),...,(Tw,, wn)),

where 0 e R and T = 9®@v+v®79. Let V be the vector space of such matrices.
Write the linear transformation J(v) as a composition,

Jw)o = 2(<w1,v><w1,i}),...,<wn,v><wn,i)>)
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= 2diag((wy,v), ..., (wn,v)) ((wi,0), ..., (w,, o))" .

A point v in the interior of D is critical if and only if J(v) not invertible.
Clearly v — ({(wy,0),..., (w,,0)) is invertible, as the vectors {w;} are linearly
independent. Suppose by contradiction that, for some i, we have (w;,v) = 0.
Equation (D+v®v)w; = \w; becomes (D — \;)w; = 0, so that w; = te;, t # 0.
Now, (v, w;) = 0 implies v; = 0, and again v € E; C ID.

By the inverse function theorem, F is a local diffeomorphism at regular points:
this settles (iii).
To prove (iv), take a common eigenvalue \; and eigenvectors e;, y # 0, so that

De; = N\ie; and Dy + (v,y)v = Ny and (D — \)(y —e;) = —(v,y)v. The i-th
entry of both sides of the last equation is zero. If v; = 0, we are done. Suppose
(v,y) = 0: y =te; € E;,t # 0, and then v; = 0. The converse is trivial. [

For v € F;, \; is in the spectrum of both D and T'= D + v ® v, but we do not
know yet where \; sits among the ordered eigenvalues of T'. As we shall see, the
study of OF (E;) requires the understanding of the map Fj, for the (n—1)x (n—1)
matrix D, obtained from D by removing the eigenvalue ;. Said differently, the
proof that F' takes D to P homeomorphically is by induction.

Statements (i) and (ii) above imply hypothesis (H2) of Lemma [2.1]
We verify hypotheses (H1) and (H3).

Proposition 3.2 Hypothesis (H1) of Lemma holds: the map F is proper.

Proof: With the Frobenius norm, for a matrix 7' = D + v ® v with eigenvalues
[}, we have [D+v @2 = 3, 2. .

Proposition 3.3 Hypothesis (H3) also holds: for some v € int D, F(v) € int P.

Proof: Let 1= (1,1,...,1),t > 0. For eigenvalues A; of D + tv ® v, we have
Ailt=0)=(1®1ee)=1>0: 0,(D+t1®1)enters P for t > 0small. N

Hypotheses (H4) and (H5) require an inductive argument, presented below.

Proof of Theorem for F' and F": We first prove by induction the claim
about F', and then we handle F". The case n = 2 contains the gist of the proof.
For v € Ey, v = (0,¢), so that

B (X 0
T = D+v®v = <O )\2—1—02)'

As A\ < Ay, we also have \; < Ay + ¢2, so that

F(T) = (A, A +¢2) € {1} x [Mg,00) € OP .



If instead v € Fy, v = (¢,0) and

2
T = D+ov®v = <)\1+C O> .

0 A2
There are two possibilities. If \; + ¢? < Ay, in accordance with Figure
F(T) = (M+¢ ) € M, da] x {A} € P

Otherwise )
F(T) = (A, A1 +¢%) € {A2} x [Ay,00) € OP .
As F : D — R" is proper, the restriction F : 9D — dP is a homeomorphism: F

satisfies hypothesis (H4) of Lemma [2.1] From Lemma [3.1fiv), (H5) also holds.
The first step of the induction argument is complete.

We assume the claim for F acting on (n—1) X (n—1) matrices. For a diagonal
n x n matrix D, we consider F(9D). For v € E; in a face of the orthant D, the
i-th column and row of the matrix D + v ® v equal \;e! and \se;, so that \; is a
common eigenvalue of D and D +v ® v. The remaining eigenvalues of D +v® v
belong to the spectrum of D + 6 ® 0, where D is obtained by removing the i-th
row and column of D and ¢ is obtained from removing the i-th entry of v.

In order to apply the inductive hypothesis, at the risk of being pedantic,
identify E; with the positive orthant D C R* ! so that F : E; — R*!is
identified with F B D — R*! which, by induction, induces a homeomorphism
Fy - D — P, where, for i > 1,

~

P = [)\1,)\2] X ... X [)\i—27>\i—1} X [)\i—17>\i+1] X [)\i+17>\i+2] X ... X [)\n,OO).

Notice that the two intervals containing \; in the definition of P were replaced
by a single interval [A;_1, Ai11]. Split [Ai—1, Aiv1] = [Ai—1, Ai] U [Ai, Ait1], and then

P = ([)\17)\2] XX [y Aima] X [Aimn Al X [, Aige] XL X [)\n,oo))
U ([)\1,)\2] X ... X [)\Z'_Q,)\Z'_l] X [)‘ia)‘i-i-l] X [)\i+17>\i+2] X ... X [)\n,OO))
In order to compute F (E;), we insert \; among the ordered eigenvalues in P.
F(EZ) = ([)\1,)\2]><...X[)\i_g,Ai_l]X[ i—1, ] {)\} [ i+1, H_Q]X...X[)\n,OO))

U ([ o) e i, Aima] x {3 % [Ny Aia] X [Aier, Aa] X X [Ag, 00))
— (LZ- X {/\l} X R/L'+1) U (Lifl x {Ai} X Ri)

in the notation introduced in the beginning of the section. Thus F' indeed creases
faces F;, i > 1, giving rise to two faces of P. Moreover, F' is a homeomorphism
between the remaining faces £y C 9D and ({\1} x Ry) C OP: the details are left
to the reader (simply omit intervals containing the index i — 1).
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Thus, F' : 9D — OP is surjective, and injective on the restriction to each
face F; x R. We are left with showing injectivity on the union of the faces. Let
v; € E; and v € D such that F(v;) = F(v). As \; is an eigenvalue of F(v;),
by Proposition (iv) we must have v € E;. As the restriction of F to Ej is
injective, global injectivity in 9D follows. A simple argument then shows that
F : 9D — OP is a homeomorphism, so that hypothesis (H4) of Lemma [2.1 holds.
From Lemma [3.1] (iv), (H5) also holds. Item (1) now follows from Lemma [2.1]

We now consider F”. Again, S = D. Since
tr(S+v®v) = trD+ (v,v)?

and F': D — P is a homeomorphism, we have that F" is also a homeomorphism.
When restricting to the interior of D, F" takes one hypersurface to another and
the Jacobian at each point is easily seen to be invertible, showing that F" is
indeed a diffeomorphism between interiors. |

4 Proof of Theorem for G, G° and G"°

Again, without loss, S = D, a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues \; < ... < \,.
Now D = O; x R has faces of the form E; x R and the box

P =Pa = (=00, \] x [A1, Aa] X [Ag, Ag] X ... x [y, 00) C R

has 2n faces. Recall that all numbers in sight are real. Define

T =T(v,c) = (D ”) .

(% C

We must show that the map G : D — R"1 (v,¢) = 0o(T(v,¢)) = 0,(T)
defines a homeomorphism G : D — 0P. This time, as we shall see, G takes every
face of 9D to two adjoining faces of OP.

As before Dy consists of the points (v, ¢) € D for which T'(v, ¢) has a double
eigenvalue, the critical set C is the set of points in the interior of D\ D, in which
G is differentiable with not invertible Jacobian, and its complement in D is the
set of regular points. The counterpart of Proposition still holds.

Proposition 4.1 (i) Dy C 9D, so that G is differentiable in int D, (1)) C = 0,
(iii) O0G(D) C G(ID), (iv) The matrices D and T'(v,c) share an eigenvalue \; if
and only if v € E; and (v,c) € 9D. Thus G~1(9D) C 9D.

Proof: For (i), take a double eigenvalue p and an associated eigenvector w €

R with w,y; = 0. Expanding (T(v,c) — p)w = 0 we have that p = \;
for some ¢ = 1,...,n, is an eigenvalue of D and w = te;,t # 0. But then
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(T'(v,c) — A\i)e; = 0 implies that v; = 0, so that v € E;. For (ii), imitate the
argument in the previous section:

DG(v,c)(0,¢) = ((wr, Twi), ..., (Was1, Twn+1>),

where T'(v,¢) w; = A\j wj, j=1,...,n+1, |Jwj]] = 1 and

T = T(v,e)(0,é) = (3 Z) .

Let V ~ R™"! be the vector space spanned by the matrices T.
Using Frobenius inner products, the Jacobian DG : V — R™*! becomes

DG(v,c)(v,¢) = (tr(w ® w)T, ..ty ® wn+1)T)

= (<T, w1 w1>, ey <T, Wn+1 (%9 wn+1>).

Thus, a point (v,c) € intD is critical if and only if every linear combination of
the eigenprojections wy ® wy is orthogonal to some nonzero matrix T'€ V. As T
has simple spectrum (by (i)), such linear combination is a polynomial in T

n+1

ch w]'®w]' = de Tk .
j=1 k=0

Thus there is T orthogonal to all polynomial functions p(T). The inner product
of T' e V with an arbitrary real symmetric matrix M is simply

(% y 0 v * Y . o
A =0 D) (5 1) = e o) = (@ie M)
where e,1; = (0,...,1) € R""! is canonical. Thus, a point (v, c) corresponding
to a matrix T = T(v,¢) is critical if and only if there is a matrix T associated
with a nonzero (v, ¢) such that e, 1,Te,y1,...,T e, are orthogonal to (v, ¢).

Thus T is critical if and only if the vectors e,1,T€,41, ..., T €, are linearly
dependent, i.e., e, is not a cyclic vector of T. Diagonalize T = QLDrQr,
where the rows of the orthogonal matrix Q)r are the eigenvectors of 7" and Dp
has simple spectrum, from (i). The vectors e, 41, T€,11,...,T e, are linearly
dependent if and only if the vectors Qre,t+1, DrQrenii, ..., DFQre,+1 are. Let
M be the matrix having such vectors as columns and define

q=Qrent1, Dr=diag(dy,da,... dpi1) .

Then
g 0 0 ... O 1 d d% oo dy
M= 0 g 0 ... O 1 dy d% oo dy
0 0 0 ... qui1 1 dpiq d721+1 . dgﬁ
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Since the d;’s are distinct, the (Vandermonde) determinant of the matrix on the
right is nonzero and det M is zero if and only if some coordinate ¢; of Qe 4,
is. Said differently, the last coordinate of some eigenvector of T' is zero. Say
w = (w,0) satisfies (T"— \;)w = 0. Then (D — \;)w = 0, so that )\; is also an
eigenvalue of D. Since D has simple spectrum, we must have w = ae, for some
a # 0 and e € R™ a canonical vector, Thus, without loss, w = (ex,0). Equating
the (n + 1)-th entry (n + 1) of (T"— A\;)w = 0, we obtain Ty 11 = T'(v, €)kni1 =
v = 0. Thus vy € Ej, and (v, ¢) € 9D. The proof of (ii) is complete.

Item (iii) again follows from (ii) and the inverse function theorem.

To prove (iv), simply expand det(T'(v,c) — A\;I) along row i. [

Again, statements (i) and (ii) above imply hypothesis (H2) of Lemma [2.1]
Hypothesis (H1) is proved mimicking Proposition but (H3) is more delicate.

Proposition 4.2 (H3) holds for G: for some v € int D, G(v) € int P.
Proof: Fix A\,;1 =c¢ >\, and consider 1 = (1,1,...,1) e R", ¢ > 0,

T-T@) = (g A:4>+t<ﬁ é).

For eigenvalues \;(t), j=1,...,n+1, of T(t),

Aj(t =0) = ((10* (1)) ej;€5) =0

and we must compute second derivatives. Define normalized eigenvectors w;(t)
such that T'(t)w;(t) = \j(t)w;(t), w;(0) = e;. Then ([9])

WO = (1) ) wOwO) . 00 =T -XE) - A0,

where the map being inverted is the restriction T'(t) — A;(t) : {w;}= — {w;}.
Fort=0,as \;(0)=0for j=1,...,n+1,

-1
. (D= 0 0 1\
#i(0) == ( 0 Anpi— Aj) <1* 0) N

so that, for j =1,...,n and 7 = n + 1 we have, respectively,

1 - (D—Xpg1) "1
— e, wi1(0) = — .
)\n-i-l >‘j Crit 08 +1( ) ( 0

We are ready to compute the second derivative of A; at ¢t = 0,

w;(0) = —

00 = (1 ) w000
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For j=1,....n,as \yy1 > A\,

S 0 1 1 -2
4(0) = —2<(1* o) Sy el = 3o <0
n ¥l n 1

For j =n+1,

hn0) ==2((32 o) (P75 e = 0= A) D) > 0

and 0,(7'(t)) indeed belongs to int P for small ¢ > 0. [

Proof of Theorem for G, G° and G™“: We first use induction to prove
the claim for G. Forn = 1, D = [0,00) x R, so that 9D = {(0,¢),c € R}. The
eigenvalues of 7'(0, ¢) are {Ay, ¢} and must be ordered. If ¢ < A; then

G(0,¢) = (¢, A1) € (—o0, A1 x {\1} .

If ¢ > A\ then G(0,¢) = (A1, ¢) € {A\1} x [\, 00). If ¢ = A, G(0,¢) lies in the
common subface, a single point of double spectrum associated with the diagonal
matrix A\;/. Again, it is the ordering which creases 0D, a straight line, so as to
cover both faces of P. The first inductive step is complete.

Take a diagonal n x n matrix D: we consider G(9D). The i-th face of 9D is
E; x R. Let

Li = (-OO,)\l] X ... X [)\i—la)\i] , Rz = [)‘zﬁ)\i—l—l} X ... X [/\n,OO) ,

where again sets with indices not in {1, ..., n} are omitted in formulas. Following
the argument in the previous section, for each face E; x R, i =1,...,n,

G(E) = (Li x {\} x Riy1) U (Lisg x {\} X R;) .

Thus, G : 0D — 9P is surjective, and restricts injectively to each face F; x R.
We are left with showing injectivity on the union of the faces.

For (v,c) € E; x R set M = T'(v,c) and consider another bordered matrix
N = T(w,d) with the same ordered spectrum. As \; belongs to A\(M), we must
have \; € A(N) and, from the previous lemma, w; = 0: (w,v) € E; x R. Global
injectivity now follows from injectivity of G restricted to F; x R.

The claim about G¢ follows the proof of the claim about F": compare traces.
For G™¢, compare traces of squares,

Z,u? =trT(v,c)* = tr D* + 2(v,v) + ¢* = Z)\i+2r2+02
i k

and imitate the rest of the argument relating two surfaces of codimension 2. [ |
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5 Proof of Theorem 1.4

We consider F': K™ — Pp, the other cases being analogous.

From Theorem [1.3] as F is injective, F'(abs(v)) = F(abs(w)) if and only if
v = w. From the surjectivity of F, given 1 € Pp, there is a (unique) v € Oy, for
which F(v) = p. Hence, F~' (1) = abs ™ oF =1 (1) = abs™!(v).

Each nonzero coordinate vy, of v gives rise to a circle e?*v;, of possible values

for the k-th coordinate of abs™*(v). Clearly z; = 0 if and only if z € E. [
References
[1] M.F. ATIYAH, Convezity and Commuting Hamiltonians, Tull. London

2]

[3]

Math, Soc. 14 (1982), pp. 1-5.

H. DUISTERMAAT, The momentum map, in Topics in Differential Geom-
etry I and II, Colloq. Math. Soc. Janos Tolyai, 46 (1988), pp. 347-392.

V. GUILLEMIN AND S. STERNTERG, Convexity Properties of Moment
Mappings, Inv. Math. 67 (1981), pp. 491-513.

A. HORN, Doubly Stochastics Matrices and the Diagonal of a Rotation
Matriz, Amer. J. of Math. 76 (1954), pp. 620-630.

A. HORN, Figenvalues of Sums of Hermitian Matrices, Pac. J. Math. 12
(1962), pp. 225-241.

R. HORN and C. JOHNSON, Matriz Analysis, 2nd ed., Cambridge U.
Press (2013).

U. HELMKE AND J. ROSENTHAL, Figenvalue inequalities and Schubert
calculus, Math. Nachr. 171 (1995), pp 207-225.

E. J. IONASCU, Rank-one perturbations of diagonal operators, Integral
Eqgs. Oper. Th. 39, pp. 421- 440, 2001.

P. LAX, Linear algebra and its applications, 2nd ed., Wiley, Hoboken, New
Jersey (2007).

A.A. KLYACHKO, Stable vector bundles and Hermitian operators, Selecta
Math. (N.S.) 4 (1998), pp. 419-445.

A. KNUTSON AND T. TAO, Honeycombs and Sums of Hermitian Matri-
ces, Notices Amer. Math. Soc. 48 (2001), pp. 175-186.

14



[12]

A. KNUTSON AND T. TAO, The honeycomb model of GL,(C) tensor
products I: Proof of the saturation conjecture, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 12
(1999), pp. 1055-1090.

A. KNUTSON, T. TAO, AND C. WOODWARD, The honeycomb model
of GL,(C) tensor products II: Puzzles determine facets of the Littlewood-
Richardson cone, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 17 (2004), pp. 19-48.

T. MACIAZEK and U. SMILANSKY, Can one hear a matriz? Recovering
a real symmetric matriz from its spectral data, Ann. Henri Poincaré (2021)
DOI:10.1007/s00023-021-01135-z.

E. OUTERELO AND J.M.RUIZ, Mapping degree theory, GTM 108 (2009),
Amer. Math. Soc.

B. SIMON, Spectral analysis of rank one perturbations and applications.
Mathematical quantum theory. II. Schrodinger operators, CRM Proc. Lec-
ture Notes 8 (1995), Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, (1995) pp. 109-149.

R.C. THOMPSON, High, Low, and Quantitative Roads in Linear Algebra,
Lin. Alg. Appl. 162 (1992), pp. 23-64.

H. VASUDEVA, One dimensional perturbations of compact operators |
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 57 (1976), pp. 58-60.

H. WEYL, Das asymptotische Verteilungsgesetz der Eigenwerte lineare par-
tieller Differentialgleichungen, Math. Ann. 71 (1912), pp. 441-479.

15



	1 Introduction
	2 A real analysis lemma
	3 Proof of Theorem 1.3 for F and Fr
	4 Proof of Theorem 1.3 for G, Gc and Gr,c
	5 Proof of Theorem 1.4

