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DIAGONALS OF SELF-ADJOINT OPERATORS 1I:
COMPACT OPERATORS

MARCIN BOWNIK AND JOHN JASPER

ABSTRACT. Given a self-adjoint operator T" on a separable infinite-dimensional Hilbert
space we study the problem of characterizing the set D(T') of all possible diagonals of T'. For
compact operators T', we give a complete characterization of diagonals modulo the kernel of
T. That is, we characterize D(T') for the class of operators sharing the same nonzero eigen-
values (with multiplicities) as T'. Moreover, we determine D(T) for a fixed compact operator
T, modulo the kernel problem for positive compact operators with finite-dimensional kernel.
Our results generalize a characterization of diagonals of trace class positive operators by
Arveson and Kadison [5] and diagonals of compact positive operators by Kaftal and Weiss
[22] and Loreaux and Weiss [26]. The proof uses the technique of diagonal-to-diagonal
results, which was pioneered in the earlier joint work of the authors with Siudeja [11].

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical Schur-Horn theorem [17], 28] [33] characterizes diagonals of hermitian matrices

in terms of their eigenvalues. A sequence (di,...,dy) is a diagonal of a hermitian matrix
with eigenvalues (A, ..., Ay) if and only if
(11) (dl, R ,dN) S COHV{()\J(l), Ceey )\J(N)) 10 € SN}

This characterization has attracted significant interest and has been generalized in many
remarkable ways. Some major milestones are the Kostant convexity theorem [25] and the
convexity of moment mappings in symplectic geometry [6] [15, [16].

An infinite-dimensional extension of the Schur-Horn theorem has been a subject of inten-
sive study in recent years. In particular, we are interested in the following generalization of
the Schur-Horn theorem to compact operators. Non-compact operators are studied in our
subsequent paper.

Problem 1.1. Given a compact linear operator 1" on a separable Hilbert space H, charac-
terize the set of all diagonals

(1.2) D(T) = {((Te;,€;))ken : (€i)ien is an orthonormal basis of H} C ¢*°(N).

Arveson and Kadison [5] extended the Schur-Horn theorem to positive trace class opera-
tors. This was preceded by the work of Gohberg and Markus [14]. The Schur-Horn theorem
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has been extended to all compact positive operators by Kaftal and Weiss [22]. These re-
sults are stated in terms of majorization inequalities. For a survey on infinite Schur-Horn
majorization theorems and their connections to operator ideals we refer to [21], [34].

Kaftal and Weiss [22] showed that a nonincreasing sequence of positive numbers d; > dy >
... > 0 converging to 0 is a diagonal of a positive compact operator with trivial kernel and
positive eigenvalues \; > Ay > ... > 0, listed with multiplicity, if and only if

(1.3) idi = i i and Zn:di < Zn: A; forall n e N.
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Loreaux and Weiss [26] extended this result by showing necessary conditions and sufficient
conditions on D(T) for positive compact operators T with nontrivial kernel. When ker(T)
is infinite dimensional, the necessary and sufficient conditions coincide yielding a complete
characterization. However, when ker T is nontrivial and finite dimensional, the full char-
acterization of D(T') remains elusive. This is known as the kernel problem, see Theorem
IL1

We should also mention that there has been extensive interest beyond positive compact
operators. Approximate descriptions of D(T") were given by Neumann [31] and Antezana,
Massey, Ruiz, Stojanoff [I]. In his famous work, Kadison [19, 20] characterized diagonals of
orthogonal projections. The authors characterized the set D(T) for a class of locally invertible
positive operators [§] and for self-adjoint operators with finite spectrum [9] [10, 18]. Miiller
and Tomilov [30] showed a broad sufficiency result, in terms of a Blaschke type condition, for
the existence of diagonals. Some of these instances were shown to be necessary by Loreaux
and Weiss [27]. Finally, several authors [2], 3] [4) [7, 13| 24} 29, 32] studied an extension of the
Schur-Horn problem in von Neumann algebras, which was originally proposed by Arveson
and Kadison [5].

Siudeja jointly with the authors [I1] proved an infinite-dimensional variant of the Schur-
Horn theorem for unbounded self-adjoint operators with discrete spectrum. Previous results
dealt only with bounded operators. More importantly for the purposes of this paper, a tech-
nique of diagonal-to-diagonal results was developed. A typical diagonal-to-diagonal result is
the following extension of the result of Kaftal and Weiss [22] mentioned above. Given two
positive nonincreasing sequences (d;);eny and (A;);en, both converging to 0, and satisfying
(@3, if (A\;)ien is a diagonal of some (not necessarily bounded) symmetric operator T, then
(d;)ien is also a diagonal of T'.

The goal of this paper is to characterize the set of diagonals D(T') of an arbitrary com-
pact self-adjoint operator T', which extends earlier results for positive compact operators in
[22, 26]. We show two types of characterization results of D(T"). Theorem [I.3] shows a char-
acterization of D(T') for the class of compact operators sharing the same nonzero eigenvalues
(with multiplicities) as T'. Hence, this result merely neglects the dimension of the kernel of
T.

Our second more precise result gives a description of D(T') for a fixed compact operator
T, modulo the above mentioned kernel problem [26] for positive compact operators. Our
description is given in a form of an algorithm that determines whether a numerical sequence
is a diagonal of T, or not. The algorithm is always conclusive unless the whole problem
is reduced to the kernel problem for a pair of positive compact operators into which the

original operator T is decoupled, see Definition [[1.2l The latter scenario happens precisely
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when the positive and negative excesses, which are measures of tightness of the majorization
inequalities, are both equal to zero, see Definition 2.3l

To describe our results in detail, we need to set some notation. Let I be a countably
infinite set. Let co(/) be the collection of real-valued sequences converging to 0 and indexed
by the set I. That is, the set {i € I : |d;| > €} is finite for every € > 0. Let cj (I) be the set
of nonnegative-valued sequences in cy(7). We will write ¢y and ¢i when the indexing set of
the sequence is obvious.

Definition 1.2. Let A = (\;);e; be a real-valued sequence. Define its positive part A, =
(A)ier by A = max(\;,0). The negative part is defined as A_ = (=A),. If X € ¢g, then

define its decreasing rearrangement A = ()\j)ieN by taking )\f to be the ith largest term of
X. For the sake of brevity, we will denote the ith term of (Ay)* by A/*, and similarly for

(A .

Our main result characterizing diagonals of compact self-adjoint operators, modulo the
dimension of the kernel, takes the following form. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) is a known
consequence of the Weyl-von Neumann-Berg theorem [12, Proposition 39.10].

Theorem 1.3. Let A\, d € ¢y. Set

_ 13 : + g+ IRT . S

oy = llgglf;()\i d’”) and o_ = llgglf;()\i d;™)

Let T be a compact self-adjoint operator with eigenvalue list X. Then the following are
equivalent:

(i) d € D(T") for some operator T' in the operator norm closure of unitary orbit of T,
T e{UTU*: U is umtary}"-”,
(i1) d is a diagonal of an operator T" such that T ®0 and T" ® 0 are unitarily equivalent,

where O denotes the zero operator on an infinite-dimensional Hilbert space,
(11i) X and d satisfy the following four conditions

(1.4) A=Y dft forallkeN,
=1 =1

(1.5) NNt =Ydt forallk €N,
=1 i=1

(1.6) d,cl’ = o >0,

(1.7) dcl' = o,>0_

The conditions (I4]) and (LH) are well known majorization inequalities as in (L3]). How-
ever, (LO) and (L) are surprising analogues of the trace condition, which have not been
discovered previously. Indeed, for trace class operators the diagonal d € ¢!, and hence posi-
tive and negative excesses are equal o, = o_. This implies the trace equality > d; = > ;.
On the other hand, if d ¢ ¢! is a diagonal of a compact positive operator T, then (L4
implies that > \; > > d; = co. Hence, Theorem recovers the characterization of diago-

nals of positive compact operators modulo the dimension of the kernel by Kaftal and Weiss
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[22, Proposition 6.4], which itself is a generalization of the trace class result of Arveson and
Kadison [5, Theorem 4.1]. However, the biggest novelty of conditions (L8) and (IL7) is that
they hold beyond the class of trace class operators, imposing a nontrivial inequality between
excesses if either the positive or negative part of d is summable.

Theorem is a consequence Theorem [I0.1 which shows necessary and sufficient condi-
tions on D(T') for a compact self-adjoint operator T'. The proof of the necessity of (L.4])—(L.7)
is relatively straightforward and does not cause many difficulties. In contrast, the sufficiency
proof is a complex and challenging collection of incremental results, which culminates only
after a long series of results. We use the technique of diagonal-to-diagonal results, which was
pioneered in the earlier joint work with Siudeja [11].

The first step in this process shows an unexpected result about disappearing of a single
negative eigenvalue under the dominance assumption )\Zﬂ > allﬂ for all i € N, see Theorem
4.9 Tt is easy to see that a compact operator with eigenvalues (—1,1, ;, }1, é, ...) can have
diagonal (0,0, ;, }1, é, ...). However, it is highly nontrivial that a strictly positive sequence
(%, %, é, ...) is also a diagonal of this operator. In the second step we show a result about
disappearing of infinitely many negative eigenvalues, see Theorem [5.5] which at the same
time relaxes the dominance assumption to the majorization inequality (L4]). In particular,
this implies that a compact operator with eigenvalues (1, %, i, é, R —i, — .) can
have a strictly positive diagonal (2, o é, ).

The third step is Theorem [6.1, which shows a diagonal-to-diagonal result for nonzero
initial diagonal A and positive target diagonal d under the equal excess assumption o, =
o_ > 0. Notably, A might have only finitely many positive terms. As an example, if
A=(1,1,— , i, —%, ...) is a diagonal of a self-adjoint operator, then so is d = (%, i, %, c).
In the fourth step we relax the inessential assumptions about the initial diagonal A and the
target diagonal d to establish a complete diagonal-to-diagonal result under the equal excess
assumption o, = o_ > 0, see Theorem [Tl Here we would like to note that it takes a
considerable effort to relax the positivity assumption on the target diagonal d by using a
technique of annihilation of excesses. Since we impose no assumptions on the cardinalities of
the negative terms, zero terms, or positive terms of the diagonals d and A\, the proof requires
several technical combinatorial arguments covering all possible scenarios.

The fifth step is Theorem [8.1] which considers the one-sided non-summable case

Z\)\i|:Z|di\:oo and Z)xi<oo,

Ai<0 d;<0 i >0

1
FERE

when excesses are not equal o_ > o, > 0. Note that by (I.6]) we automatically have o0_ > o..
The proof relies heavily on elaborate sequential results of Kaftal and Weiss [22] as well as an
extension of their result to the diagonal-to-diagonal setting in the form of Proposition 8.4l
In the sixth step we show a diagonal-to-diagonal result in the two-sided non-summable case

=) A=

i <0 i >0

see Theorem @Il The seventh and final step combines previous sufficiency results and
culminates in the proof our main result for compact operators, Theorem In the final
section we discuss the kernel problem for positive compact operators and present an algorithm
for determining whether a numerical sequence is a diagonal of a given compact self-adjoint

operator, or not.
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2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS ON MAJORIZATION

In this section we show preliminary results for numerical sequences such as the equivalence
of Riemann and Lebesgue majorization in Proposition 2.7l We start by introducing notions
of majorization, concatenation, and excess of a pair of sequences.

Definition 2.1. Let I, J be countable infinite sets, and let A = (\;);e; and d = (d;);es be
sequences in ¢ . We say that XA majorizes d and write d < X if

(2.1) ZdjSZ)\j for all n € N.
i=1 i=1
If, in addition, we have
.. by
llr{ggf;()\i d))=0

then we say that X strongly majorizes d, and we write d < A.

Definition 2.2. Given two sequences A = (\;);es and d = (d;);es, the concatenation of A
and d, denoted A @ d, is the sequence (¢ )resus where I'UJ is the disjoint union of I and J,

and
e k€ J,
Cp =
d, kel
Note, if INJ =@, then IUJ :=1UJ,if INJ # @, then ITUJ = (I x{1})U(J x{2}). In
the latter case k € I is interpreted to mean (k,1) € I x {1}, and similarly for k € J.

Definition 2.3. Given two sequences (\;);e;r and (d;);cs in cg the quantities

k k
oy = hlgr_l) g}f ;:1 (A 7V —d™) and o_ h]?l Ll.}f ;:1 (AT —d ),

are called the positive excess and negative excess, respectively.

For sequences in ¢y, which are not necessarily positive, we give an alternative definition of

majorization which avoids decreasing rearrangements of sequences. Later, we will show the

equivalence of these two definitions for sequences in ¢, see Proposition 2.7l

Definition 2.4. Given two sequences d € ¢y(I) and X € ¢o(J), for « € R\ {0} we define

the function
D hi—a)= ) (di-a) a>0,

2.2 Sla, N, d) = { Nz di>a
( ) (a ) Z(a—)\i)—Z(a—di) a < 0.
Aifla d;i<a

If 6(cr, A, d) > 0 for all a # 0 then we say that A majorizes d.

We can extend the definition of the function § in (2.2) to sequences for which only the
positive or negative part is in ¢g. That is, if dy, Ay € ¢g, then the function §(«, A, d) is
defined only for @ > 0, similarly, for the negative parts. Indeed, the function ¢ is even
well-defined for o > 0 in the case that just one of Ay € ¢y or di € ¢yp. In this case the

function may take values +oc.
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Lemma 2.5. Ifc € ¢/ (I), then
gl@)= Y (e —a).
i i
is piecewise linear, continuous, and decreasing on (0,00), and
(2.3) hm g(a Z Ci.
i€l
Moreover, if d, X € c¢y(I), then 6(a, A, d) is piecewise linear and continuous on R\ {0}.

Proof. Note that g is piecewise linear with knots at a = ¢; for each ¢ € I. Indeed, if o # ¢;
for all ¢ € I, then

ga)=—#{iel:c¢>a}|
Checking that ¢ is continuous at the knots is straightforward. Thus, we have shown that ¢
is a decreasing continuous function on (0, co).
That g is decreasing implies that the limit lim,\ o g(«) exists, though it is possibly infinite.
Let 8 > a > 0 and we have

i ci>a i c;>fB
which implies
lim ¢
limga)> >
i:ci>pB

Since this holds for all 5 we have

(2.4) lim g(a) > Z Ci.

a0
~ el

If ¢ is not summable, then (23] follows from (2.4]). Otherwise, we have
lim = lim ) < lim c; = Ci,
a0 g( ) a0 i:;a( a0, 1: ;a ZI:

which, together with (24]), shows (2.3). O

Checking majorization as in Definition 2.4 seems to require checking an uncountable num-
ber of inequalities. This is in contrast to (2.I]), which requires only a countable number. The
next proposition shows that one need only check at most #|I| inequalities.

Proposition 2.6. Let d € co(I) and X € ¢o(J). The following are equivalent:
(1) 0(a, A, d) >0 for all « € R\ {0},
(it) 5(Aj, A, d) >0 for all j € J such that \; # 0.
Proof. 1t is clear that (i) implies (ii). Assume (ii) holds and let d(a) = 0(a, A, d). Let

(1) M7 denote the distinct strictly positive values of A in strictly decreasing order. For
a € (frg1, pr) and a # d; we have

da)=—-#{jeJ: Ny >al|+#{iel:d; > a}

2.5
(25) — —#l{j € J: Ny = o} + #i € 1 d; = a}.
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The function § is piecewise linear and continuous on (0,00). From (ZH]) we see that ¢ is
concave down on (ft,41, t). This implies that for o € |41, i) we have

5(0&) Z min{(s(:“’r)v 5(Mr+1)}7

and by (ii) we have §(u,) > 0 for all ». This shows that 6(a) > 0 for all & > 0. A similar
argument shows that §(«) > 0 for all o < 0. O

The following result shows that majorization of sequences in ¢/ can be expressed in two

equivalent ways by Definition 2.1l or Definition 2.4l The relationship between (i) and (ii) in
Proposition 27 is analogous to that between Riemann and Lebesgue integration. Hence, we
often call (ii) Lebesgue majorization. The quantity that appears on the right-hand side of
(20) is the positive excess given in Definition 23] and (Z0]) shows that the excess can be
expressed in a Lebesgue form, that is, in terms of the function §(«, A, d).

Proposition 2.7. Let d = (d;)32,, X = (X)L, be sequences in cg. Then, the following two

conditions are equivalent:

(1) d < A,

(11) 0(a, A, d) >0 for all « > 0.
In this case

a\0

k
. e Ll
(2.6) liminf §(a, A, d) = hgriglf ;_1 (A —d)).

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that A and d are nonincreasing. Indeed,
(i) and (ii) hold for A and d if and only if they hold for their decreasing rearrangements A*
and d*.

Set §(a) = 0(a, A, d). For each o € (0,00) set m, = #|{i: \; > a}| and n, = #[{i: d; >
a}|. With this notation we have

i=1 i=1

Fix a € (0,00). There are two cases to consider.
Case 1. Assume m,, > n,. In this case we have

(S(Oé):za:)\z—i:dz—‘— za: )\i+a(na—ma)
=1 =1

iZn 1
23St S ataln - ma) =3 00— d)
Case 2. Assume < . I this o
5(er) = nZ)\ - nzadi - nz A + a(ng — ma)
p e e
> nZaAZ— nzadl - mz o+ a(ng —mg) = nza(xl—dl)
pr e R S P pa



In either case, for every o € (0,00) we have
(2.7) 5(e) =) (N —dy).
i=1

It is clear from (2.7)) that (i) implies (ii).
Next, for each k € N define
Uy =max{i < k:d; >\ fori=m,m+1,... k}.
We need to consider two possibilities.

Case 1: dy > \;. Let K € N be the largest index such that dys > A,. We have

k

S(A) = 6(Ak) =D (N = M) = ) (di — ) gz (N — Ae) — Zd =) = (A —dy).

i=1
Case 2: d;, < )\;. From the definition of ¢, we have
dz<)\z fOTZ:€k+1,€k+2,,k’

Then,
k o,

Yhi—d) =Y (hi—d)+ > (Ni—di) > Z()\

i=1 i=1 i=lp+1

By definition dy, > A, and ¢, = ;. By Case 1 we have Zfi1()‘z —d;) > 6(Ag,,). Thus, for
all k € N we have

(2.8) 5(A,) < )\ —d;)

IIMw

From (2.8) we see that (ii) implies (i).
Finally, we wish to prove (20]). Note that if either A or d is summable, then from Lemma
we have

ii%é(a):ii\néZ()\i—a)—ii\l%Z (d; — ) ZA—Zd_Z i —d;).

it Ao i d;>a =1

Thus, we may assume both A and d are nonsummable.
Since d is nonsummable, we see that n, — oo as a \ 0. Using (Z71) yields

. im i >1 — > -
(2.9) hgl\glfé( @) 1m1nfz (N — dy) lnr_1>1£f2; (N — d;)
Next, we would like to use (28] to demonstrate the reverse inequality to (2.9)). However,
it may not be true that ¢, — oo as k — co. Thus, we must consider these two cases.
Case 1: There exists M > 0 such that ¢, < M for all k¥ € N. In this case d; < \; for all

i > M. For each j > M fix k = k(j) > j such that \g11 < Ag. Since dy < \i, we see that
8



=#{i: d; > M} < kand d; < A\ for i > K. Using this we have

S = Y (Ni= )= ) (di— ) = ZA —Zd — (k= k)

N> Mg d->)\k
k k k

=D (i—di) + Zd—kkk k)IZ(Ai—diHZ (di — M) < ZA—d).
=1 i=k'+1 i=1 i=k'+1 i1

Since S2V (A — d;) is increasing for N > M, and k(j) — oo as j — oo we have
k(5)
liminf 0(a) < liminf §(Ag(jy) < h}ii}c}fz = llrgglfz

a\,0 j—o0
i=1

Case 2: (;, — oo as k — oco. From (2.8) we have

k
lim inf 6(a)) < Timinf §(Ag,) < li}gr_l)iolng()\i —d;).

a\,0

In either case, we have shown the reverse inequality to (2.9), and thus we have demonstrated
2.9). O

The following result shows that a stronger identity on the excess holds when the sequence
A is summable.

Proposition 2.8. Let d = (d;)ie; and X = (\;)ies be nonnegative sequences. If X is sum-
mable and §(a, X\, d) > 0 for all « > 0, then d is summable, and

hm inf 0(a Aj — d;.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume both I and J are countably infinite by
appending infinitely many zeros to the sequences. If d ¢ ¢y, then we see from (2.2) that
d(a, A, d) = —oo for some a > 0. Therefore, d € ¢g. By Proposition 2.7] we see that d < A,
and hence d is summable. The desired equality follows from (2.0)). O

3. NECESSARY CONDITIONS FOR ONE-SIDED COMPACT OPERATORS

In this section we show necessary conditions on diagonals of operators whose positive (or
negative) part is compact. When the excess is zero, we show that the operator must decouple
into two simpler operators, see Proposition 3.0l Moreover, we show several estimates on the
excess that play the role of trace conditions when the operator is not necessarily trace class.
We shall use the following result [9, Theorem 3.1].

Theorem 3.1. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H

o(E) C {1,y -1} U [fm, 00),
where py < ... < fim, m > 2. Let (e;)ier be an orthonormal basis for H and set d; = (Fe;, e;).
Then, for anyr =2,...,m

> (e = di) > (1 = pi)me(py),



where mp(p) = dimker(E — ul).

Using Proposition and Theorem B.I] we prove a generalization of Schur’s Theorem,
which shows that majorization is a necessary condition on diagonals of operators whose
negative (or positive) part is compact.

Theorem 3.2. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H with compact negative
part, and let (e;);c; be an orthonormal basis for H. Set d = ((Fe;, €;))icr, and let X be the
sequence of strictly negative eigenvalues of E, counted with multiplicity. Then §(a, A, d) > 0
for all a < 0.

Proof. Let (j;)M7' (M € NU {oc}) denote the distinct strictly negative eigenvalues of E
in strictly increasing order, and set pp; = 0. For a € R let d(a) = §(a, A, d), and let
mg(a) = dimker(E — o). By Theorem B.1] for all » < M + 1 we have

r—1
5(:“’7‘) = Z (,ur - >\z) - Z (,ur - dz) = Z(Mr - /J/j)mE(/J/j) - Z (,ur - dz) > 0.
Ai<pr di<pr Jj=1 di<pir
This shows that d(A;) > 0 for all j such that A\; < 0. Applying Proposition to A and
(d;)a;<0 we see that 6(a)) > 0 for all a < 0. O

Corollary 3.3. Let E be a self-adjoint compact operator for a Hilbert space H, and let (€;);er
be an orthonormal basis for H. Set d = ((Ee;, e;))ier and let X € ¢o(I) be the eigenvalue
sequence of E. Then, 6(a, A, d) > 0 for all a # 0.

Proof. By Theorem we see that d(a, A, d) > 0 for all &« < 0. The same argument applied
to —FE yields d(a, A, d) > 0 for all a > 0. O

The following is an elementary lemma that will be used to show that the operator decouples
when the excess is zero.

Lemma 3.4. Let E be a self-adjoint operator, and let {e1, es} be an orthonormal set. Assume
that (Eey,e1) > (Eeg,eq). If (Eey,ea) # 0 then there is an orthonormal set {fi, fa} such

that span{ey, es} = span{ f1, fo} and
(Efi, 1) > (Eer,e1) > (Eeg,e2) > (Efa, f2)
Proof. Set o = (Fey, es)/|(Eey, ea)]. For each 6 € R set

R (s
and define the function
g(0) = (Ef1(0), f1(0)) = cos® §{Eey, e;) + sin® (Fey, e3) — 2sin f cos  Re(a(Fey, e3))
= cos’ §{Fey, e;) + sin® 0(Eey, e3) — 2sinf cos §|(Eey, e5)].
Differentiating we have
g (0) = —2cosfsin{Fe;, e,) + 2cossin§(Eey, e5) — 2(cos® § — sin® 0)|(Fey, e3)],
and ¢'(0) = —2|(Fey, e3)|. Thus, for some 6y < 0 we have

(Ef1(00), f1(60)) = 9(1900) > g(0) = (Eey, er).



Setting f1 = f1(0p) and fo = f2(0y) gives the desired result, since

(Efi, [1) + (Efs, f2) = (Ber,e1) + (Eea, e). O

Proposition 3.5. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on H with the eigenvalue list (with mul-
tiplicity) A, which is possibly an empty list. Let d be a diagonal of E with respect to some
orthonormal basis (e;);c;. Assume that either:

e the positive part E is compact and lim\j(l)rlfé(a, Ad) =0, or
e the negative part E_ is compact and lim/%lf d(a, A, d) =0.

Then, the operator E decouples at the point 0. That is, E is block diagonal with respect to
subspaces

(31) H(] = spﬁ{el 1d; < O} and Hi = spﬁ{el cd; > 0},
and the spectra of each block satisfy
(3.2) 0(Eln,) C (=00,0]  and  o(Ely,) C [0,00).

To prove Proposition we need to show several lemmas.

Lemma 3.6. Under the same assumptions as in Proposition[3.3, if there exist j, k € I such
that
(Eeg,er) <0< (Fej,ej),
then
(Eej, ex) = 0.
Proof. By symmetry it suffices to consider the case when F. is compact. Assume toward a
contradiction that (Ee;,e;) # 0. By Lemma [B.4] there is an orthonormal set {f;, fi} with
span{ f;, fr} = span{e;, e;} such that
(Efr fr) <dp <0< d; < (Efj, f)

Setting f; = e; for all i € I\ {j,k} gives an orthonormal basis (f;);c;. Setting ¢ =
((Ef;, fi))ier, for a € (dg, 0) we have

S de)=> (a=X) =Y (a—c)=6(a,Xd)+c—dy,

Ai<a ci<a
and for o € (0,d;) we have
dla, A ) =d0(a, A, d) + d; — ¢;.
Since the positive excess is zero, either there is some a € (dj, 0) such that §(a, A, d) < di—cy,
or there is some a € (0, d;) such that 6(a, A, d) < ¢; —d;. In either case we have §(a, A, c) <

0 for some «. From Corollary B.3] we see that this is a contradiction and conclude that
(Eej, ex) = 0. O

Lemma 3.7. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on H such that its positive part is a compact
non-trace class operator with positive eigenvalues \y > Ao > ... > 0, listed with multiplicity.
Let (f;)jen be the corresponding orthonormal sequence of eigenvectors, that is, Ef; = A\, f;,
j € N. Let (€;)ien be an orthonormal sequence in H and let d; = (Ee;, e;), 1 € N. Then,

(3.3) 1}5}33;2(& —d;) > Z A (1 > e, fj>|2> — ) (EPe;e;),

=1 1€EN 1€EN
11



where P is an orthogonal projection of H onto (span{f; : j € N})*.

Note that the last sum in ([B.3]) is well-defined, finite or possibly —oo, since the operator E P
is self-adjoint and negative semi-definite. Hence, the right hand side of ([3.3)) is well-defined
as well.

Proof. We may assume that the left hand side of (83) is finite. Otherwise the conclusion
(B3] is clear. For each j € N and M € N we define

M
= Z|<ei,fj)|2 and a; = hm a Z| {ei, )]
i=1

€N

Note that with this notation we have

M M
(3.4) Zdi = Z Z Al(ei, f) P+ Z EPe;, e;) Z )\jaE»M) + Z(EP@Z-, €i)-
i=1 1=1

i=1 jeN jeEN
For M € N we have
(3.5) 0<a™ <a; <1,
and
M
(3.6) >oalt = Z > e fi)P Z
jEN i=1 jeN i=1

From (B.4)), (33), and the assumption that (\;);en is nonincreasing, we have

(3.7) Zd <Z)\a(M <Z)\aj<)\12a]

JEN jEN JEN

Since the left hand side of (3.3) is finite and -,  A; = co, we have

lim sup Z d; =

M—o0

Hence, Z]EN a; = 00. For each M € N, let K = K, be the largest integer such that

Note that this implies



Using the fact that Ay > Ao > ... > 0, (3.3]), and (3.6]) we have

Z)\ a(M <Z)\ aj+Z)\ i)+ Ak Z a

JEN j=K+1
K K K
(38) S Z )\j&j + )‘K-i-l Z(CI,§M) — aj) + )‘K-i-l (M — Z CI,§M)>
J=1 J=1 J=1
K K K
=) Naj + Ak (M -y aj> <> Naj + Ak
j=1 j=1 Jj=1

The last term in (3.8)) is bounded by

M K M
Z)\ a]—i-)\M Z CLJ—F)\K_H Z)\j@j—F)\M <Zaj—2aj)+)\;(+1
j=1 i=1

i=M+1 i=1

(3.9)

=1

Combining ([34), (B.8), and (9] yields
M

M M

(3.10) S Ai=di) =D (= A1 —a;) = Agp1 — 3 _(EPeie;).
i=1 j=1 i=1

By the monotone convergence theorem we have

M o) M
(3.11) lim inf Z (1—a;) =Y (EPe;.e;).
7j=1 i=1

M—o0 4
21

M M M
S Z)\j@j + )\M (M — Z&j) + )\K-i-l = Z)\j@j + Z)\M(l — aj) + )‘K-i-l'
j=1 j=1 j=1

U

Next, we have a trace class version of Lemma 3.7 Note that here the sequence (e;);es is

assumed to be a basis.

Lemma 3.8. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on H such that its positive part is a compact

trace class operator with positive eigenvalues (N;)iL,, where M € NU{0,00}. Let (f;)iL,

J/j=1

the corresponding orthonormal sequence of eigenvectors, that is, Ef; = \;f;. Let (e,)zej be

an orthonormal basis in H and let d; = (Ee;, e;), 1 € I. Then,

(3.12) Z)\ -y d _Z)\ <1— > Kew f) ) > (EPe;,e),
i:d; >0 i:d; >0 i:d; >0

where P is an orthogonal projection of H onto (5pan(f;)}L,)".

Proof. First, note that

M
(3.13) d; =Y N, f)I” + (EPe;,e;).
j=1

13



Since E'P is a negative semi-definite operator, we have

M
d;i <Y \lew F)I,
j=1

and hence
M M M M
DA< Y > Nlen P =D D Hew P <Y NIAIP =) < oo
i:d; >0 i:d; >0 j=1 j=1 i:d;>0 j=1 Jj=1

The conclusion follows by summing ([3.13)) over {i : d; > 0}, and subtracting both sides from
M

Z j=1 >‘j : 0
We are now ready to prove Proposition 3.5

Proof of Proposition[3.3. By symmetry it suffices to consider the case when FE, is compact.
By Lemma [B.6] we deduce that Hg and H; are invariant subspaces of the operator E.

Suppose that (\;)jej, is the sequence of positive eigenvalues of E, where Jy = {j € N :
Jj < M +1} for some M € NU{0, 00}, and listed in nonincreasing order. Let (f;) e, be the
corresponding orthonormal sequence of eigenvectors, that is, E'f; = \;f;, j € Jo. Let P be
an orthogonal projection of H onto (span{f;:j € Jo})*.

Let [y ={i € N:i < N+1} where N = #[{i € I : d; > 0}|, and reindex the orthonormal
basis (e;)ier such that Iy C I and (Ee;, e;) = dzﬂ for all i € I, where dzﬂ is the ith largest
positive term of d. Thus, (e;);cz, is an orthonormal sequence in H;.

If £, is not trace class, then Jy = N. Since the excess if zero, we see that I = N. By
Proposition 2.7] the left-hand side of (3.3) is zero. By Lemma [B.7] we have

(3.14) Z [eq, F )P =1 for all j € Jy,
i€lp
(3.15) (EPe;,e;) =0 for all i € .

In the case the E; is trace class, both (8:14) and (8:15) follow from Lemma B.8 and Propo-
sition 2.8

By B.14),
(3.16) span{f;:j € Jo} C span{e; : i € I} C H;.

Hence, o(El|3,) C (—o00,0]. Take any ¢ € I such that d; = 0. By (B.16]), we have Pe; = ¢;.
Hence,

(3.17) (EPe;e;)) =0 forallie I, d; =0.
By (3I5), (BI7), and the fact that EP < 0, we have EPe; = 0 for all i € I, d; > 0.
Consequently, E|y, = E(I — P)|3, > 0. This implies that o(E|3,) C [0, 00). O

Using Lemma [B.7] we arrive at the following inequality, which is a generalization of the
trace condition on diagonals of trace class operators to compact operators where only the
negative eigenvalues are summable. In particular, note that when FE is trace class, Corollary
[B.10, together with its symmetric variant, gives the usual equality between the sum of the

diagonal entries and the sum of the eigenvalues.
14



Theorem 3.9. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on H such that its positive part E, is a
compact operator with the eigenvalue list (with multiplicity) X. Let d € ¢y be a diagonal of

FE such that

d;<0

If the positive excess o4 = liminf,\ o d(a, A, d) < oo, then the negative part of E is trace
class. Moreover,

(3.18) tr(E_) < ) |di| + o,

d; <0

with the equality when , _ A < oc.

Proof. Suppose ), o Ai < 0o. Corollary B.3implies that ), _,d; < oo, and hence d € 0.

Our assumption that ), (o A; < oo implies that F, is trace-class. Let (CZ) denote the
diagonal of F_ with respect to the same basis as E has diagonal d. Since E+ E_ = E,, we

see that
> (di+d;) = Z \; < 00.

However, since d is summable, this implies that (dz) is summable. Since E_ is a positive
operator, this implies that E_ is trace-class. Therefore, E is trace class and we have Y \; =
> d;. Proposition 27 and rearranging gives

or=D Ny di=y di— Y A=u(E) - |d,

Ai>0 d; >0 d; <0 A <0 d; <0

which implies the desired conclusion ([B.I8]) with equality.

Thus, we may assume Z/\i>0 A; = oo. Corollary implies 450 i = 00. The set
{i : \; > 0} is infinite, and hence we can rearrange the positive eigenvalues in nonincreasing
order such that (AL)¥ = (\)ien. Similarly, we reindex the diagonal d by the set NU I; such
that (d;)* = (d;)ien. Note that d; < 0 for all i € I;.

Let (fi;)ien be an orthonormal sequence of eigenvectors Ef; = \;f; for all i € N. Let
(€;)ienur, be an orthonormal basis such that d; = (Fe;, e;) for all i € NU I;. For each j € N

we define
a; = ew i)

ieN
Let P be the orthogonal projection of H onto (span{f; : j € N})+. By Proposition 2.7 and
Lemma [3.7] we have

M 00
(3.19) a+:1}5[n_>icr>10f;()\i—d Z (1—aj) =Y (EPe;e;).

1€EN
Hence, the assumption that o, < oo and the fact that £ = —EP > 0 yield
Z)\j(l —aj) <oo and Z |[(EPe;, e;)| < oo.
jEN ieN

15



Since (e;)ienur, 1s an orthonormal basis, by Fubini’s Theorem we have
DN =a) =D N lew )P =35 Ailten fi)I*
jEN jeN i€l i€l jeN

By the assumption that ), ., [di| = >, o |di| < oo the following series converge

i€l

> di=> (Z jles i)l + <EP‘31"62'>> -

i€l i€l \jeN
This implies that the series ) .., (EPe;, e;) converges as well and

(3.20) > {EPej e =Y |dil + > N1 —ay).

i€l i€l jeN

Combining (3.19) and (B220) yields
tr(EL) = Y [(EPeje)| <> |dif + 0T
1€eNUI; i€l
Therefore, the operator E_ = —EP is trace class and (3.I8) holds. O

Corollary 3.10. Let A, d € ¢y. Assume E is a compact self-adjoint operator with eigenvalue
list X and diagonal d. If
> ldi| < o0,

d; <0
then
(3.21) oy = hgl\lglfé(oz, Ad) =D N =D di =0
<0 d;<0

Proof. Since the desired conclusion is obvious in the case that o, = oo, we may assume
04 < o0o. In this case Theorem B9l yields the required conclusion (3:21]). O

We finish this section the following cardinality inequalities which are implied by decou-
pling.
Lemma 3.11. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on H with the eigenvalue list (with multi-
plicity) X, which is possibly an empty list. Let d be a diagonal of E with respect to some
orthonormal basis (e;)ie;. Assume that the conclusion of Proposition holds, that is, E
decouples at 0. If the positive part E, is compact, then

(322)  #{ih=0} > #[{idi =0} and #|{i: \ > 0} > #{i: di > 0},
If the negative part E_ is compact, then
(3.23) H{i: N =0} > #[{i:d; =0} and #[{i: N\ <0} > #[{i:d; <0}

Proof. Suppose that the positive part E, is compact. Define the spaces Hy and H; as
in BI). If d; = 0 for some i, then (Ely,e;,e;) = 0. Since Ely, is positive, the vector
e; € ker E|y, C ker E. Hence, the first inequality in (3.22]) follows. By (B.2)), the eigenvalue
list of the positive compact operator F|y, includes all positive eigenvalues of F and some of
zero eigenvalues of £ (with multiplicity). Hence,

#[{i - N >0} > dimHy = #|{i : d; > 0}].

The proof of ([3:23)) follows by symmetry. O
16



4. PRELIMINARY DIAGONAL-TO-DIAGONAL RESULTS

The goal of this section is to prove preliminary diagonal-to-diagonal results. We will use
several of such results shown in the joint work of the authors with Siudeja [L1].

The following result is a symmetric variant of [I1, Theorem 3.6] for nonincreasing se-
quences. It follows by applying [I1, Theorem 3.6] to the sequences (—X;) and (—d;).

Proposition 4.1. Let XA = (\;)2, and d = (d;)32, be nonincreasing sequences and define

n

o= (A —dy).

i=1
If X is a diagonal of a self-adjoint operator E, 6, > 0 for alln € N, and
liminf 9,, = 0,
n—oo

then d is also a diagonal of E.

The following three lemmas are [I1, Lemma 2.7], [I1, Lemma 3.1], and [I1, Lemma 3.2],
respectively.

Lemma 4.2. Let E be a symmetric operator on D C H. Assume that real numbers dy, da,
dy, do satisfy

(41) d17d2 € [CfilvcfiQL Cfil %@7 and Cfil+cf52 :d1+d2-

If there exists an orthonormal set {fi, fa} C D such that (Ef;, f;) = d; fori = 1,2, then
there exists

and 6 € [0, 27) such that (Ee;, e;) = d; fori=1,2, where
(4.2) e1 =Vafi +vV1—ae?f, and e = V1—afi —Vaelf,.

Moreover, if H is a real Hilbert space, then ¢ = +1. If the inequalities in (&) are strict,
then o < 1.

Lemma 4.3. Let (fi)ien be an orthonormal set, and let (o;)ien be a sequence in [0,1]. Set
e1 = f1 and inductively define for i € N,

(4.3) e, =vaie+ V1 —a;fin and €ir1 = V1 — a6 — o fiq.
If for each n € N

(4.4) H(l — ;) =0,
then (e;)ien s an orthonormal basis for span{f; : i € N}. In particular, if a; < 1 for all i

and Y o2, L = 00, then (€;)ien is an orthonormal basis for span{ f; : i € N}.

Lemma 4.4. If (t,) is a positive nonincreasing sequence with limit zero, then

> t, —t,
Sttt oo
n—1 tn—l—l

17



The following elementary lemma enable us to reduce the proof of diagonal-to-diagonal
results by passing to partitions of the diagonal sequences.

Lemma 4.5. Let (\;)ier and (d;)iey be two sequences of real numbers. Suppose that:

(1) there is a set K and partitions (I)rex and (Jy)rex of I and J, respectively,
(i1) foreveryk € K, if E is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal (\;)icr,,, then (d;)ic,
is also a diagonal of Ey,
Then, if E is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal (\;)icr, then (d;)icy is also a diagonal
of E.

Proof. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on H. Let (f;);c; be an o.n. basis of H with respect
to which E has diagonal ()\;);cr. For each k € K consider the space Hy = sSpan{f; : i € I;}.
Let Ej be a compression of E to Hy. That is, £y = (Ty)*ETy, where T, : Hyp — H denotes
the natural embedding of H;, into H. By (ii) there exists an o.n. basis (e;);cs, of Hj with
respect to which Ej has diagonal (d;);cs,. Then, E has diagonal (d;);c; with respect to
o.n. basis (€;);cs of H. O

Remark 4.6. Observe that if I, = J, for some k € K and \; = d; for all i € I, then condition
(ii) in Lemma (.5 is automatically satisfied.

Our next goal is to prove diagonal-to-diagonal result in the case where A has exactly one
negative term, d is strictly positive, and we have dominant majorization \; > d; for all © € N.
In the following result will apply Lemma .3 to this setup. However, we need a technical
assumption, which will be later removed for Theorem

Lemma 4.7. Let (\;)ien and d = (d;)ien be positive sequences with \; > d; for all i € N.

Assume
o0

A= (\i—d;) € (0,00),

and define the sequence

b =Y (N —d).

If there is some ¢ > 0 such that A\, < ct,,o1 for alln € N and there is a self-adjoint operator
E with diagonal A := (—=A_1, A1, \a, .. .), then d is also a diagonal of E.

Proof. First, we will assume that \; > d; for all i« € N. For each n € N set

s A — dy,
TNt
Since
(4.5) —tp < —thp1 <0< d, <\, for all n € N,

we see that a,, < 1 for all n € N. Next, we calculate

an o )\n - dn o tn - tn-‘,—l tn - tn—i—l o 1 tn - tn-‘,—l

1—a, dy+ty Attegr  Ctppr +tepr (14¢)  tas
By Lemma B4 the we have > °° , =1 — o0 and hence $°°° , 92 = oo,

(2} n=1 1_an
18




Let (f;)22; be an orthonormal basis such that

- 1=1
)\i—l 1 > 2.

(Efi fi) = {

From (435]) we see that we can apply Lemma to find 6 € [0,27) and «; € [ay,1) so
that the vectors

e =afi + VI—ae™f, and G =V1I-afi- \/a71€i€2f2

form an orthonormal basis for span{ fi, fo} and (Ee;,e1) = d; and (Eeéy, €3) = —ts.
Next, we will show that for each n € N we have a othonormal basis {ej,es,...,€,-1,¢,}
for span{ fi, ..., fu} such that

(Bejejy=d; forj<n—1 and  (E&, &,) = —t,.

Indeed, assume we have such an othonormal basis for some n > 2. Again, from (£H) and
Lemma .2 we see that there is some 6,41 € [0,27) and «,, € [@,, 1) such that the vectors

n = \/nén + V1 — anefnti f, 4 and Ent1 = V1 — ane, — Jane 1 f

are an orthonormal basis for span{e,, f,+1} and (Fe,,e,) = d, and (E€,1,€,11) = —tpi1-
This completes the inductive step, and we have the desired orthonormal basis for each n € N.

Note that the sequence (e;)22; given by the above procedure is also obtained by applying
Lemma to (e?f,)%, with (a,)%%, and (6,)%°, as defined above, and #; = 0. Since
a, < a, <1forall n € N, we have

1—an Z::

By Lemma [4.3] since (f;)$2, is an orthonormal basis, the sequence (e;)$2, is also an orthonor-
mal basis. This completes the proof under the assumption that \; > d; for all = € N.

Since A\, > 0 for all n € N, we have t,,.1 > \,/c > 0 for all n € N, that is, the inequality
An 2 dy is strict for mﬁmtely many n € N. Let ny denote the kth integer n such that
Ap > d,. Set dk =d,, and )\k A, for each k € N. Note that )\k > dk for all £k € N and

[e.e]

n=1

S e—di) = D (Ni—di) =to 1> Ay Je=)j/e.
k=j+1 i=njt1

Set \_; = )\_1, J = {Z e N:\ > dz} = {nl,ng,...}, I, = {—1} U Ji, and I, = Jy =
{i € N: \; = d;}. By the above argument, if E; is any self-adjoint operator with diag-
onal (Ag)kenug—1}y = (sgn(i)A;)ier,, then (dp)ren = (di)ies, is also a diagonal of E;. Since
(sgn(i)Ai)ienug—1y is a diagonal of E, by Lemma (d;)ien is also a diagonal of E. O

The following result enables us to rearrange sequences satisfying dominant majorization
into nonincreasing order.

Lemma 4.8. Let (\;)ien and d = (d;);en be positive sequences in cq such that \; > d; for

alli € N. If
ZA —d;)
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then X' > d for alli € N, and

[e.e]

> N —d)=o

i=1
Proof. Let Il; and II, be permutations of N so that (dr,;)) and (Am,(;)) are nonincreasing.
For each N € N and ¢« < N we have
diny(vy < dinyi) < Armyi)-
That is di,ny) < A; for at least N distinct numbers 4. Hence dp ) is less than the Nth
largest term of ();), that is,
dy = diyv) < Amyv) = A

Since the sum in the definition of o contains only positive terms, we can rearrange the
terms without effecting the sum, hence

[e.e] [e.e]

0= (A — i) = Y Oma — d)-
i=1 i=1
Note that for each N € N we have

N N N
> O = dny) < YO — dige) < (e — diny)-
i=1 i=1 i=1

Letting N — oo we see that

o= (Ami — dnye) = > (A7 — dy).

i=1 i=1

The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.9. Let ()\;)ien and d = (d;)ien be positive sequences in ¢y such that \; > d; for
allt € N and

A= (Ni—d;) € (0,00).
i=1
If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X := (—A_1, A1, \a,...), then d is also a
diagonal of E.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8 we can assume (\;);eny and d are in nonincreasing order.

Since A_; > 0 we see that there is some n € N such that A\, > d,,. Assume that for every
1 € N either \; = d; or \; = \;41. Since A\, > d,, it must be the case that A\, = A\,,.1. Let k
be the largest integer so that \, = \,1x. Since A\, x > A\ixs1, we must have A\, = d,ip.
But then d,, < A\, = \ix = dpik. This contradicts the assumption that d is nonincreasing.
Thus, there must be some index n such that both A\, > d, and A\, > \,1. Let ng be the
smallest such index.

Fix n; > ng such that \,, 11 < 1/2. Now for each k > 2 fix ny € N such that n; >
2ny_1—ng_o and \,, 11 < 27%. Define the sequence (7i)§2 g1 DY setting v; = 2 % (np—mnp_1) 7!
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for i = np_1 + 1,...,n% The choice of ny so that ny > 2ny_; — ng_o implies that (;)
nonincreasing sequence, and the sequence is clearly positive. Moreover,

- 1 1
4.6 P = _ = — = 1.
(4.6) PIRED DD DR e R BE:
i=no+1 k=1 i=ng_1+1 k=1
For some a > 0 define the sequence
)\i = )‘no — 1= No

A +ay; 1 >ng+ 1.

Since A, > Ap,41, we can choose a > 0 small enough that Xno > Xno-i-l' Since (7;) is

nonincreasing, we see that (\;)
Next, we calculate

20, is also nonincreasing.

N 0 NS?’LO—l

N N
Z()\i_)\i)_ o — o Z vi N > nyg.
i=no+1

From (£6) and Proposition 1] we see that if E; is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal
(A\i)ien, then (Xi)ieN is also a diagonal of E;. Set I; = J; = N and I, = J, = {—1}. Since
(sgn(i)A;)ier,ur, is a diagonal of E, by Lemma the sequence (—A_l,Xl,XQ, ...)is also a
diagonal of FE.

Note that XZ >\ > d; for all i € N\ {ng}, and by choosing a < \,,, — d,,, we also have
Xno > d,,. For n € N such that nj_; +1 <n <ny

tn-l-l:: Z(Xz_dz): Z()‘ _d —I—Oé Z’}/ZZO‘ Z 72_a223+1:
i=n+1 i=n+1 i=n+1 i=ni+1

For the same n we have

P S VR e Ly
e Qk(nk — nk_l) = “e-1tl 2k(nk — nk_l) 2k_1 2k(nk — nk_l) ’

From these estimates we deduce

< N

Ai <2k1 Qk(nk "kl)zz_l_ 1 §g+1::C1
tnt1 o N — N1«

This shows that ), < Citnyq for all n > ng + 1, and by possibly making C larger, we
have this inequality for all n € N. Finally, we can apply Lemma 7] to see that (d;)2, is a
diagonal of F. O

5. DIAGONAL-TO-DIAGONAL RESULTS WITH DISAPPEARING NEGATIVE TERMS

The goal of this section is to generalize Theorem to the case when A contains arbi-
trary number of negative terms and infinite number of positive terms, and the dominant
majorization assumption is dropped. That is, we show a diagonal-to-diagonal result where

all negative terms in A disappear and produce a positive diagonal d.
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We start with elementary lemma which will be used at a crucial point in the proof of
Lemma [5.2]

Lemma 5.1. Let (\;)X, be a nonincreasing sequence and let 0 < A < X\; — A\y. Define the

sequence (N, by

M-A =1
=14\ i=2,...,N—1
Av +A Q=N
Then,
k
(5.1) ST=A) >0 fork=1,2...,N.

i=1

Proof. Since (A — A, Ay +A) < (A1, Ay) we have (0¥, < (M)Y,. Hence, (5.1) follows. [
Lemma is a version of Theorem where A has infinitely many negative terms, but

at the cost that we must also assume that the inequalities in dominant majorization are all

strict. In Theorem [5.3] we show that this additional assumption can be removed.

Lemma 5.2. Let ()\;)ien and d = (d;)ien be positive sequences in co such that \; > d; for
all i € N and

o0

(5.2) o= (\—d) € (0,00).

i=1
Let (A\)ie—n be a positive sequence with

EE: Ai:: g.

1€—N

If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X := (sgn(i)\;)ienu—n, then d is also a
diagonal of E.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8 we can assume (\;);eny and d are in nonincreasing order.
For each k € N U {0} we will inductively construct a set I, C N and a sequence A*® =
()\(k))ieN with the following properties:

7

(5.3) i1 C I
(5.4) k| = #[ L \ Lit1] = 00
(5.5) {1,2,...,k} CN\ I,
(5.6) AR AP forall i e N\ I
(5.7) AP > d, forallieN
(5.8) S (WY —d) =0

€N
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(5.9) S Y —d) = A

1€l \ 41
(5.10) S(a, X AEFDY >0 forall > 0
First, set Iy = N and )\EO) = \; for all i € N. Now, assume that for some n € NU {0} and
for all k € {0,...,n} we have constructed the sets [ and the sequences ()\Z(-k))ieN satisfying

(53)-(EI0). By (5.6) and (5.9) we have
> WY —d)=A4 fork=0,...,n—1
i€\ I 11

Summing the above equations yields

Z A —d) = A

i€Io\I k=0

Combining this with (5.8)) for k£ = n yields

n—1 00
(5.11) SO —d)=0-> A= > A> A
k=0

i€ln k=n+1

Define m,,;; = min [,,, and note that by (5.5) we see that m, 1 > n+ 1. By (511 there
is a smallest number 7,1 so that

Yo N —d) = A
1€, i<rp41
By the minimality of 7,1 we have
> (W —dy) < A,
iEI’!L7 i<7’n+1

Hence we can find a set J,1 C {i € I, : i > 141} such that #|Jpi1| = #| 1 \ Jus1| = o0,

and
SO —d)+ > P —d) <A

iEJn+1 'leIn7 'i<7’n+1

Set I11 =1, \ (Jn+1 uf{iel, i< rn+1}). Hence, we have a set I, satisfying (5.3)—(5.5)
and a number r,.; such that

(5.12) Yo W —di) = A > > A" — ).
i€In\In41 i€(In\In+1)\{rn+1}
Set
A= Y O —d) = A

iEIn\InJrl
Fix $p41 € I such that d,,,, > A", Define the sequence A™+Y .= (A1), by
)\E”) i % Tn+1, Sn+1,
M = SN, — A i =1,

)‘gz)ﬂ +A i= Sn41-
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Since 741, Snt1 € In, we see that (5.6) holds for £ = n. From (5.3) we have
A A=A = S (WY —dy) + A

Tn+1 Tn41
’ieln\ln+1
—dps A A=y W =d) >4,
ie(In\In+1)\{rn+1}

From this we deduce that (5.7)) holds for £ = n+1. Both (5.8) and (59)) clearly hold. Finally,
(5.10) holds by Lemma [5.1] and the choice of s,,,1.

By induction we have a collection of sets ()5, and sequences (A2 satisfying (5.3)—
(510). For each k € NU {0} define the set Ay, = Iy \ I;41. By (5.3) and (5.5) we see that
the sets (Ag)p2, are disjoint and

UJM=N\ILu>{1,...,n+1}
k=0
Hence (Ag)2, is a partition of N.
Define the sequence X := (\;);en by setting \; = )\E"H) for i € A,,. Now, (59) can be
rewritten as

(5.13) > (i —di) = A,
1€EANL
Summing over k we obtain
(5.14) Y (Ni—di)=o.
ieN

Since d € ¢y this shows thgt (\;) is also in cq.
Fix o« > 0. The set {i : \; > «} finite, and hence there is some n € NU {0} such that

Y hi—a) =Y 0" —a)< > (" -a)

Ai>a Ai>a )\E”)za
Hence, using (G.I0) we have
S, A, A) > 6o, A, A™) > 0.

By Proposition 2.7 we have
k
=3 (ANi—=X)>0 forallkeN.
i=1
From (5.2)) and (5.I14) we see that dp — 0 as n — oo. By Proposition A1l if E; is any
self-adjoint operator with diagonal ()\;);en, then X is also a diagonal of E;. Since (\;)ieny ®
(—\i)ie—n is a diagonal of E, by Lemma [L.5 the sequence (\;);en®(—\;)ie—n is also a diagonal
of E.
~(k ~
For each k € NU{0}, set A (Ai)iea, @ (—Ni)ie{—k—1}- Using (5.7), (5:13), and Theorem
~(k
we see that if Fj, is an operator with diagonal /\( ), then (d;);ea, is also a diagonal of E.
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We have already deduced that

is also a diagonal of F. O

Theorem [5.3] is a generalization of Theorem to the case when A has infinitely many
negative terms. Note that the assumption that ¢ > 0 implies that positive terms in A and
d cannot entirely coincide.

Theorem 5.3. Let (\;)ien and d = (d;);en be positive sequences in cq such that \; > d; for
all i € N and

o

o= (Ai—di) € (0,00).

i=1
Let (\)ie—n be a positive sequence with

Z)\i:(f.

i€—N
If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X := (sgn(i)\;)ienu—n, then d is also a
diagonal of E.

Proof. By Lemma we can assume (A;);eny and d are in nonincreasing order. Let ng be
the smallest number such that

Ang > dny  and Ay > Apgt1-

Indeed, if X\, > d,, and ng is the largest n such that \,, = A,, then \,, > A\, 41 and
Ang = An > dyy > dp,y. Fix e = min{\,, — dpny, Ay — Angs1}- Define the sequence (Xi)ieNU_N
by
Ai it <ng—1,
ANi = Ang — 5 1 = ng,
i + 270713 4 >y 4 1.

By the choice of € the sequence (X,) is nonincreasing and XZ > d; foralli € N, and X, >\ > d;
for all ¢ > ng + 1. Hence \; > d; for all but finitely many indices i.
Next, we compute

k
g 0 k < Nng — 1,
Z()\z - )\7,) - {2no_k_1€ k Z no.

By Proposition 1] if F; is any operator with diagonal (\;);en, then (\;);en is also a diagonal
of Ey. Since (A;)ien ® (—A;)ie—n is a diagonal of £, by Lemma 5] (\;)ien @ (=i )ie—n is also
a diagonal of F.
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Set 1 = {i e N:d; > N}U—-Nand I, = J, = {i € N:d; = \;}. Since I, is finte,
the set J; := I; NN is infinite. By Lemma if Fy is any operator with diagonal (\;);er,,
then (d;);cs, is also a diagonal of E;. Hence, by Lemma (di)icq, @ (di)ics, = d is also a
diagonal of FE. O

The main result of this section is Theorem [B.5, which generalizes both Theorem and
Theorem [5.3] by replacing the assumption of dominant majorization with usual majorization,
and allows for an arbitrary number of negative terms in A. The following lemma about
sequences, which is a variant [23] Theorem 3.4], allows us to reduce the proof of Theorem
to the case where the inequalities in dominant majorization are eventually strict.

Lemma 5.4. Let (\;)ien and (d;);en be nonincreasing sequences in co such that
k
Opi=> (ANi—di) >0 forallk€eN,
i=1
and
o = liminf 05, € (0, 00).

k—o00

Then, there is a nonincreasing sequence (\;)ien such that the following four conclusions hold:

(5.15) N >d;  foralli€N,
k

(5.16) =Y (A—=X\)=0  forallkeN,
=1

(5.17) lim inf 5r =0,

[e.e]

(5.18) > (i—d) =0,

i=1
and
(5.19) X >di  for all but finitely many i € N.
Proof. Case 1. #|{k € N: 0, < o}| < oo. Let
M =max{k e N: ¢, < o}.
Since o > 0 the set {k € N : §;, = 0} is finite. Set
Z =max ({k € N: 6, =0} U{0}).

(Note, if Z = 0 then we take A\g = dy = A1 +1.) Since 07,1 > 0, we have Az 1 > dz 1. Since
0=0z=0z_14+ Az —dz) > Az —dz we have dz > \;. Putting these together, we have

dz > Az 2 Azp1 > dgq1.
Set

a=dy —dzqi.

Set

B =inf{s: k> Z+1}.

Note that # > 0 since o > 0.
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Choose an integer N > M large enough that both Na > ¢ and Ng > Mo. For each
1> 7 set

~ d; < Zori>Z+N+1,
(5.20) %, = z-_ orvt> 24+ N+
di+% 1=Z+1,...,Z+N.

It is clear that \; > Xiﬂ for i # Z. By the choice of N we have

~ 0’ ~
Az =dz =dzy1 +a>dzi + N AZi1.

Hence, ()\;) is nonincreasing. By (5.20) we quickly deduce (5.15]) and (5.I8)). To prove (5.16),

we compute
O k<Z,
=0 —(k—2)2 k=Z+1,...,Z+N,
op — O k>Z+N+1.

By the choice of N, for k € {Z +1,...,Z + M} we have

~ o o

0p =0, —(k—2)—=>60, —M—>6.— 3>

k= 0r — ( )N_ k N = O p=>0,
and for ke {Z+ M +1,...,Z+ N}, since k > M + 1 we have we have

~ o

5k:5k—(k—Z)N25k—020.

Finally, for K > Z 4+ N + 1, since £k > M + 1 we have gk = 0 — o > 0. This implies that
(5.I7) holds and completes the proof of Case 1.
Case 2. #|{k € N:§, < o}| = 00. Set my = 0 and for each j € N set

m; = max {m > mj_q @ 0p, = min{dy : k > mj_l}}.

The definition of m; shows that (9,,,)52, is a strictly increasing sequence with limit o. Now,
set No =0, N; = my, and for each j > 2 choose some N; > max{N;_; + 1,m;} such that

5mj - 5mj,1 57711;1 B 5mj72

Nj_Nj—l Nj_l—Nj_Q

For each j € N set

~ Om. — Om.
N=di+—2—""1 foriec{N;_1+1,...,N;}.
—I—Nj_Nj_l ori € {N;_1+ it
Note that for each j € N we have
~ Om: — Om, Om. — Om. i — O~
A =dn + 8 Tl g N N N e .
N; N; + N,-N,, Nj+1 T N,—N,, Nj+1 T Ny — N, Nj+1

From this and the assumption that (d;) is nonincreasing we see that ()\;) is nonincreasing.

It is clear from the definition that XZ > d; for all ¢ € N. Finally, for j € N and k €
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{N;_1 +1,...,N,} we have

k
- mn 1 5mj B 5mj71
5’“_5’“_2 Z N Ny — Noy 2 N; — N;_,
n=1/¢=Np_1+1 ZZN]‘,1+1
7j—1
S, — O
= k= (Omy = Oy 1) — (W) (k= Nj-1)

n=1
5m- - 5m-,
= 5k — 5mj,1 — (]\5_7]\]]1) (k‘ — Nj—l)'
Since N;_1 + 1 < k < N;, by taking k = N;_; and k = N; in the above equation yields
Ok = Oy = O = O = O

Since k > N;_1 > m;_1, and d,,;, = min{d; : k > m;_}, we see that &, > J,,,, and hence
o > 0.

For each k € N let j(k) € N be the unique number so that k € {N;x)-1 +1,..., Njm}
then we have N
> 0 > 0 — 0.

(k)

O — 5mj<k>—1

Since o < oo, taking the liminf as k — oo yields (5.17).
From (B.I7) we see that there is a subsequence (dy;)32, that converges to 0. Since

k; k; k;

i=1 i=1 i=1
and both sums on the left converge (possibly to oco) as j — oo, the sum on the right also
converges, and hence

Ty i S bmi _
(5.21) ;(A, di) = lim 6y, = liminf 5, > liminf 6 = o
On the other hand, there is a subsequence (d,,;)32, so that d,,, — o as j — oo. Since
D i—di) = > (i —di) =Y (A —N),
i=1 i=1 i=1
and both sums on the left converge as j — oo, the sum on the right converges as j — oo,
and hence

(5.22) o— Z(X, —d;) = lim 6y, m; = lim inf 4, ;2> llm inf 6, = 0.
P j—00 j—oo —00
Putting together (5.2I) and (5.22) yields (5.18) and completes the proof of Case 2.

This proves the existence of a nonincreasing sequence (\;) fulfilling (515)—(518). Finally,
we shall show how to modify it to satisfy the additional conclusion (519). Since o > 0, there

exists 79 € N such that >\z0 > d;, and >\z0 > )\m+1 Let

e =min(\i, — diy, (Nig — Aig41)/2) > 0
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Define the sequence ();) by

Yy 1 <ig—1,
)\i = >\2 — & 1= i(],
Ai + Qio—ig 4 > 9+ 1.
By the choice of ¢, we have
5\,’0 = Xio —e> Xi0+1 +e> 5\i0+1.

Hence, (5\2) is nonincreasing sequence. Moreover, N\ >d; forallieN , and A\ > Xl > d; for
all 1 > 19+ 1. By a direct calculation

k ~ .
x N 5k k <y — 1,
(5 = )\z — )\Z = ~ . .
* ;( ) {(5k +207% k> i,
Thus, d, > 0 for all k € N and
lim inf &), = lim inf &), = 0.
k—o00 k—o00

Finally, by (5.18)

YMi—d)=> (N—d)+ DY (hi—-X) =0
i=1 i=1 i=1
Hence, putting (\;) in place of (\;) yields all the conclusions (5.15)—(E19). O
Theorem 5.5. Let (\)ien and d = (d;)ien be positive nonincreasing sequences in ¢y such
that
k
> (Ai—=d) >0 foralkeN
=1
and

k
o= hggf;(x,. —d;) € (0,00).
Let J C =N, and let (\;);es be a positive sequence such that

Z)\i:U.

If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X = (sgn(i)\;)ienus, then d is also a
diagonal of E.

Proof. By Lemma [5.4] there is a nonincreasing sequence (Xi)ieN such that Xz > d; for all
1 €N

~ k ~

O0p=>» (Ai=X\)>0 forallkeN,

i=1

(5.23) lim inf 6, = 0,
k—o0
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and

(5.24) f}x—dgzazijM

By assumption there is a self-adjoint operator £ with diagonal (sgn(i)\;)ienvs. Set I =
Ji =Nand I, = J, = J. If E; is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal (sgn(i)\;)ier, =
(Ai)ien, then by Proposition ] the sequence (\;);en is also a diagonal of E;. Hence, by
Lemma 0 (\;)ien @ (—A;)ies is also a diagonal of E.

Case 1. Assume that #|.J| = oco. Without loss of generality we may assume J = —N. By
Theorem the sequence d is a diagonal of E.

Case 2. Assume that #|J| = M. Without loss of generality we may assume that J =
{—1,...,—M}. If M =1, then by Theorem the sequence d is also a diagonal of E. So,
assume that the Theorem is true for #|J| =k for k = 1,2,..., M — 1. From (5.24) we see
that there is a number N € N so that

N
)\—M < Z(XZ — dl)
=1

Let N be the smallest such number. Define the sequence (p;);en as follows

di izl,...,N—l,
Hi = XN_ <)\—M—Z£V:_11(Xi—di)) 1= N,
i i>N+1.

By the choice of N we have py > dy, and hence p; > d; for all ¢ € N. By the minimality of
N we have A\y > uy, and hence \; > p; for all 7 € N.

Set Il = NU {_M}7 J2 = N’ and ]2 = J2 — {—1’ cee _(M _ 1)} Observe that
Zk:(X ) = Sie(hi—di) k<N-1,
i=1 R Am 1> N

By Theorem [1.9] if £} is any operator with diagonal (sgn(i)\;)ier, = (—=A_n, A1y A2, As, - 2),
then (14;)ics, = (1i)ien is also a diagonal of F;. From Lemma we deduce that

(1i)ies, ® (—Ni)ies, = (Hi)ien (—Ai)i_:u_wl_l)

is a diagonal of E. Noting that

[e.e] [e.e]

(M)
> (i —dy) = Z(Xz —d)=Au= Y A

1=1 i=1 i=—1

the inductive assumption that Theorem is true when #|.J| = M — 1 now implies that d
is a diagonal of F.

U
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6. EQUAL EXCESS RESULT WITH POSITIVE TARGET DIAGONAL

The goal of this section is to prove the following diagonal-to-diagonal theorem. Theorem
is a culmination of results in Sections Ml and [ where the target diagonal d is positive.
Importantly, in contrast to Theorem [5.5] it includes the case where A has only a finite number
of positive terms.

Theorem 6.1. Let A = (\)ien and d = (d;)ien be sequences in co. Assume \; # 0 and
d; > 0 for all it € N. If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X,

d(a, A\, d) >0 forall a #0,
and
(6.1) liminf §(a, A, d) = lim/iglf da, A, d) < o0,

«

then d is also a diagonal of E.

The following lemma is a counterpart of Lemma 43l Like the proof of Lemma [A.3]in [11],
this requires a careful application of an infinite sequence of convex moves, also known as
T-transforms [22], to the original basis (f;);en. Unlike Lemma [43] the limiting orthonormal
sequence in Lemma has codimension 1.

Lemma 6.2. Let (fi)ien be an orthonormal set, and let (o;)ien be a sequence in [0,1]. Set
e1 = f1 and inductively define for i € N,

(6.2) ei = aiei+v1—a; fin and €1 =V1— e — /i fir
If

(6.3) iing [[(1 — o) =1,

then there is a vector e such that

lim e, = ey

n—oo
(€i)ienufoo} 95 an orthonormal basis for span{ f; : i € N}. Moreover, if o < 1 for all i, and
S22 < oo, then (6.3) holds.

=1 1—a;

Proof. First, we will show that (¢;)°, is a Cauchy sequence. We claim that for i,n € N we
have

(6.4) & —eal? =2 [ 1 - ( 11 (- «m)

j=i

N

First, note that
16 — el = I — (VI — il — Vi fin) | = 1 — V1 — ai)* + (Vi)
— 21— VT— ).

Now, assume that ([6.4) is true for n = k € N, then we have

itk—1
211+ ( H (1- 0‘]‘)) = ||e; — €i+k||2 =2 — 2(€;, €itk)-

j=i

N
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In particular

ith—1 3
(€, €ivn) = < IT - aj)) ~
j=i
Using this we have

1€ — /1 — airn€ivil)® = 2 — @igr — 2¢/1 — i1 (€, €irn)

itk 3
=2 — yp — 2 (H(l - aj)>
j=i
To complete the induction we calculate
1€ = Grnrall” = [1& = (V1 — qipr €ipr + Virk firnrn) |
= & — /1 = qign il + I/ @igr firnaal®
itk 3
= ||f6vZ — 1/ 1— (e 7mw> €i+k||2 + O = 211-— (H(l — Oéj))
j=i

Now, since «; € [0, 1] for all j € N, we have

i+n 00
[[Ta-ap= J] 01—y
j=it+1 j=i+1

Hence (6.3) and (6.4]) show that (€;);en is Cauchy, and thus the limit e, exists.
To complete the proof we must show that for each j € N the vector f; is in Span{e; : i €
N U {oc}}. Note that for each j € N we have

span{er,...,e;, €41} =span{fi,..., fix1}-

Hence, for k£ > j — 1 we have

f] S Spa‘n{elv R 6k7€k+1}’

Thus, for fixed j, k € N with £k > j — 1 we have

00 k
(i el + D 1S5 enl® = 15 oo P = [Fs @) P+ <|(fj=5k+1>|2 + Y 1 €i>|2>
=1 1=1

= [{fjs o) > = 1 @) > + 1 = (f}, oo + k) {fi, €00 — &) + 1.

Since e — e as k — 00, letting £ — oo we have
[(fires) P+ ) I(f5en” = 1.
i=1
For the moreover part, note that

1 n+k . n+k .
_— = 1+ —2 ) < exp J .
[ (1 —ay) ( 1 —aq, Z 1—aqy

Letting k — oo we see that (6.3]) holds. O
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The following lemma is a starting point for showing Theorem in the case when A
has only one positive term. Notice that we cannot prescribe the target diagonal A exactly,

but Lemma gives some minimal amount of control on A, which will be sufficient for our
purposes.

Lemma 6.3. Let Ay > 0 and let (\;);e_n be a nonnegative sequence such that

s::Z)\i<)\1.

ie-N
If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal A := (A1) @ (—=\;)ic_n, then for everye > 0
there is a nonincreasing positive sequence XA = (\;);en such that

ZXiIM—Zk_i and N €M\ —s—e A\ — ).
i=1 i=1

and X is a diagonal of E.

Proof. Case 1. Assume (\;);c_n either has finite support, or is strictly positive. In either
case, we may rearrange the sequence in order to assume

A2 A 92> A3 >

We may assume without loss of generality that

e < % Oy —s).
It follows that
(6.5) N ::>\1—s—5>§.
For ¢ > 2 set
(6.6) N =27 e,

From (6.5) we see that (\;);ey is nonincreasing. For each n € N define
n—1 c
i=1
Observe that A N\, A as n — oo, and A" >\, for all n € N.
The idea of the proof is to construct an orthonormal set {€yi1,e1,€9,...,€,} for each

k € N with respect to which E has diagonal ()\gkﬂ), Xg, o ,Xk+1). Using Lemma we will
show that (€);en converges to some vector e, and the set (e;)ienufec} is @ basis.
For each n € N set

E L )\gn) - Xn—i—l
me A(") _'_)\ ’
1 -n
Since
6.7 A S0 < At < A < AT A o alln e N,
1 1

we see that En > ( for all n € N.
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Let (fi)ien be an orthonormal basis such that

)\1 1= 1,
A1 122

(Efi fi) = {

In order to apply Lemma we set
di=-A1, di=X, do=\? and dy=\"=\.
Hence, we have
—d
B = =3
d2 dy

Setting g1 = fo and gy = f1 we see that (Eg;, g;) = d; for i = 1,2. Hence, by Lemma
there exists 6, € [0,27) and 8, € [f1,1) so that the vectors

e = \/Egl +v1- Bre gy = V1-=/p e f1 + \/Efz
1—Bigr — VB ga = —/Bre® fL + V1= 51 fo

form an orthonormal basis for span{gi, go} = span{fi, f2}, (Ees, €2) = )\52) and (Fep,e1) =
Aa.
Next, we will show that for each k£ € N we have an orthonormal basis {ej, e, ..., ek, €x11}
for span{fi,..., frs1} such that
(Eegi1, €ry1) = )\ k1) and (Eej,e;) = Xjﬂ for j =1,2,... k.

Assume we have such an orthonormal basis for some k£ € N. As in the base case, in order to
apply Lemma 2] set

671 = _)\—(k+1)7 dy = Xk+27 dy = Aﬁk”), and CA[2 = Agkﬂ)-

and

By assumption, if we set g1 = fri2 and go = €41, then we have (Eg;, g;) = d; for i = 1,2.
By Lemma there exists 041 € [0,27) and SBri1 € [Br+1, 1) so that the vectors

eri1 =V Ber1gr + V1 — Brrie® 1 ge = /1 — Brr1 €418 11 + /Brst frso
ez = V1= Briigr — VBes1€% gy = —/Brr1 €181 + /1 — Brrt frro

form an orthonormal basis for span{gi, g} = span{ex.1, frr2} and

(6.8) (Fepia,erpe) = AP and  (Bepyr, 1) = Mogo.
6.

and

The sequences (—e "€, 1)nen and (e"®7e,),en are given by Lemma applied to

(€ £ )nen and (ay,)nen where o, = 1 — 3, for each n € N. Since 1 — a,, = B, > B,
we have _ _ _
Qp < 11— 6n o )\—n + )\n—i-l < )\—n + )\n-i-l '

L—a, — En _Agn)—xnﬂ_ )\1—X1

Since (A )ne—n and ()\n—i-l)nEN are both summable, we see that > -

. By Lemma

i=1 1
the sequence (—e~® ¢, ,1),en has a limit e, and (€i)ienufoo} is an orthonormal basis.

Hence, by (6.8) the sequence (Xi)ieN is a diagonal of E.
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Case 2. Assume Z = {i € =N : \; = 0} is infinite. If =N\ Z is finite, then we are in Case
1. Thus, we may assume —N \ Z is infinite.

Let (1;)ic—n be the sequence consisting of all of the positive terms of (\;);e_n arranged
such that gy > p_o > ---. Let E; be a self-adjoint operator with diagonal (A1) ® (—p;)ie—_n-
By Case 1 there is a positive, nonincreasing sequence (i;);en such that

o o 8
=M= =M — d eM—s—coh—
;M 1;/~L 18aﬂl~b1[18213)
and (f;)ien is a diagonal of F;. By choosing a possibly smaller € we may assume fi; > fig+¢,
see ([6.6). By Lemma [L.5 the sequence (f1;)ieny @ (0);ez is a diagonal of E.
Let Es be a self-adjoint operator with diagonal (fi1) @ ((;)icz, where ¢; = 0. By Case 1

there is a positive nonincreasing sequence ((;);en so that

.~ ~ e
ZQ = and (€ [ — §>,U1)
=1

and ()en is a diagonal of Ey. To complete this case we note that by Lemma the
strictly positive sequence ((;)ien @ (12;)2, is a diagonal of E. Let ()\;);eny be the decreasing
rearrangement of ((;)ien @ (11;)2,. By construction we have A; = ¢y, and hence

\ € A1 —s—¢, A —3).
This completes the proof of Case 2.

Case 3. Assume Z is finite. Fix ig € (=N)\ Z. Let E; be any self-adjoint operator with
diagonal (_)\i)ie{io} ® (Gi)iez where ; = 0. Set §; = Aiy/(#|Z] +1). Then (—Cz')z‘g{z‘o}uz <
(—Ai)icgio} ®(G)iez. By the Schur-Horn theorem, the strictly negative sequence (—¢;)icfio}uz
is a diagonal of Ey. Set §; = X; for i € N\ ({iop} U Z). By Lemma the sequence
(M) @ (=G)ie—n is a diagonal of E. Finally, apply Case 1. O

Theorem shows the special case of Theorem in the case when A has a finite number
of positive terms.

Theorem 6.4. Let (\)Y, and d = (d;)ien € (' be positive nonincreasing sequences such

that
k

> (Ai—=di) =0 foralk<N
=1
and

N 00
o= AN—> di>0
i=1 i=1
Let (\;)ie—n be a positive sequence such that
Z )\z = 0.
ie—N

If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X :== (\)X, & (=\)ic_n, then d is also a
diagonal of E.
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Proof. Since
N

> (Ai—di)>0>0,

i=1
there is some k < N such that A\, > di. Set K = max{k < N : Ay > di}. Since it could
be the case that K = N we will set Ay;1 = %AN. Now, if K < N, it must be the case
that Axy1 < Ag. Otherwise A\ 1 = Ax > dg > dg1, contradicting the maximality of K.
Hence, in any case we have Ag > Agy1.

Fix ¢ > 0 such that
e< min{)\K — )‘K-i-la )\N,O'}.

Choose M € N such that

Set Iy ={K,—-(M +1),—(M +2),...} and J; ={K,N+1,N+2,...}. Assume E, is a
self-adjoint operator with diagonal ();)icr,. Define the sequence p = (41;)icf1yu—n by

e i=
P YA i€ —N

It is clear that p is a diagonal of F;. Note that

ZM: _Z Ai <€ <Ak —Ax—1 < Ag = [l1.

i€—N i=—(M+1)

Lemma there is a positive nonincreasing sequence fr = (i;);en such that

Zﬁizul— Z,Ui and  fiy € (1 —s— 5,11 — s,
i=1

i=—1

and g is a diagonal of ;. Finally, define the sequence A= (Xz),e J, by

X'_ ﬁl Z:K>
T Vv P> N4

The sequence X is just a reindexing of g and thus Ais a diagonal of F;. Hence, given any
self-adjoint operator E; with diagonal (\;);cr,, there is a sequence (\;);es, such that

}\'K+ Z Xi:)\K— Z A, and XKE()\K—S—%)\K—S]
i=N+1 i=—(M+1)

and (\;);es, is a diagonal of Fj. N
Set Iy = Jo ={1,..., K — 1,K+5...,N}U{—l,—2,...,—M}, and set \; = \; for all
i € I,. By Lemma [L.5] the sequence (\;)ienu{-1,...—a is a diagonal of E. If K < N, then

.....

XK>>\K_3_§>)\K_5>)\K+1:XK+1-

If K> 2, then N N
AKk—1 = Ak—1 > Mg > Ak
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From these two inequalities we see that (X,)Z]\Ll is nonincreasing. By Lemmal6.3] the sequence
(Xi) v+ is nonincreasing. For ¢ > N 4 1 we have

XN—|—1<Z}\ii:AK_}\/K— Z A <e€— Z Ai<€<AN:XN.
i=N+1 i=—(M+1) i=—(M+1)

Putting this all together we see that (Xi)ieN is in nonincreasing order. For k < K — 1 we

have
k k

Y hi—d)=> (\—di) >0

i=1 i=1
For k such that K < k < N we have

Al
ol

k

Y - di)

i=1

()\ —d)+ Ok —dr)+ Y Ni—di) =) (\—dy) -

@
Il
—
-
g
_l’_
LN
-
I
—_

Mz

(N—d;))—e>0—e>0

1

-
Il

For &k > N we have

k
Z >\—d—5+Z)\—Zd
i=1

N
i=1 i=N-+1 i=N+1
N [e'e)
Z N—d)—e— > di=oc—c>0.
i=1 i=N+1
To complete the proof we note that
[e%S) N
REEIIES SINIR SRS Z D M
i=1 i=1 i=N+1 —(M+1) i=—(M+1) i=—1
Finally, Theorem implies that d is a diagonal of F. U

Proof of Theorem[6.1l Since d is a positive sequence, without loss of generality we may
assume d is nonincreasing. Moreover, for a < 0 we have

e A d) =D (= Np).
i<«
By Proposition 2.5 we have
> A =limd(e, A d) < 00
a0
Ai<0
Next, note that for any a > 0 we have
S A d)=> (Ni—a)= ) (di—a)>0.
Aiza di>a

From the positivity of d we see that {i € N: \; > 0} # @.
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Case 1. Assume #[{i : \; > 0} = co. If #|{i : \; < 0}| = N € NU {oo}, then we set
J ={i € =N:|i| < N+1}. There is a bijection 7 : NU J — N so that (A )ien is
nonincreasing positive sequence and (Ar;)ies is a negative sequence. For clarlty, we deﬁne
the sequence p = (f1;)ienus by setting pi; = A for all i € NU J. By Proposition 2.7 we
have

D (mi—d) >0 foralkeN

and

hm 1nf<5( a, p,d) = hm mfz

=1
The sequence p contains exactly the same terms as A, and hence p is a diagonal of F,
and

k
hlggiong(M —d;) = hm\infé(a A d) = lim §( =Y N=>

i=1 Ai<0 icJ
By Theorem the sequence d is a diagonal of E. This completes the first case.

Case 2. Assume #|{i : \; > 0}| = N € N. This implies #|{i : \; < 0}| = oo. There is a
bijection 7 : =N U{1,..., N} — N so that (Az(;))L; is a positive, nonincreasing sequence,
and (Ar())ie—n is a negatlve sequence As in the previous case, define the sequence p =
(thi)ie—nuqa,..,ny by setting p; = Ar;). Define the sequence v = (%)ZGN by

0 i>N+1.

For o« > 0 we have
O(a,y,d) = d(a, pu,d) > 0.
Proposition 2.7 implies

> (ni—di) >0 forallk <N.

For o € (0, Ax) we see that

Z“Z Z (d; — ).

d;>a

From Proposition 2.5 we see that

han\%lfé Z,uZ Zd.

Using (6.1]) we deduce

IS SUED I oA

A <0 1€—N
Since p is a diagonal of F, by Theorem [6.4] the sequence d is also a diagonal of E. This
completes the proof of the second case and the theorem. O
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7. EQUAL EXCESS DIAGONAL-TO-DIAGONAL RESULT

The goal of this section is to show the main diagonal-to-diagonal result for equal positive
and negative excesses. To achieve this we shall extend Theorem [6.1] by relaxing the inessential
assumptions about the initial diagonal A and the target diagonal d.

Theorem 7.1. Let A = (\)ien and d = (d;);en be sequences in cy. If there is a self-adjoint
operator E with diagonal X,

(7.1) d(a, A\, d) >0 forall a#0,
and
(7.2) hgl\{(l)lf da, A, d) = hgl}(l)lf d(a, A, d) € (0,00),

then d is also a diagonal of E.

The following result enables us to deal with zero terms in the initial diagonal A by reducing
the excess on both negative and positive sides by the same amount. Note that Lemma
does not require excesses to be the same and hence it can be applied in a later section dealing
with a non-equal excess.

Lemma 7.2. Let A = (\)ien and d = (d;)ien be sequences in cq such that

(7.3) d(a,A\,d) >0 forall a#0,
(7.4) o4 = lim\i‘élfé(a, Ad)>0 and o_:= limfiélfd(a, A d) > 0.

Let E be a self-adjoint operator with diagonal A. N
There exists a sequence X = (\;)ien in c¢o and a number s > 0 such that \; # 0 for all
1 € N, both AL and A_ have infinite support, A is a diagonal of E,

(7.5) S(, A, d) >0 for all a # 0,
(7.6) lim\j(r)lf S, A d) =0, —s>0 and lim/i((:glfé(a, Ad)=0c_—s>0.

Note that the positive excess o, and negative excess o_ defined by (4] could be equal
to oco. If this is the case, say 0, = oo, then we use the convention that o, — s = oo in (0.

Proof. First, we will prove the lemma under the additional assumption that the set {i € N :
Ai < 0} is infinite albeit without the conclusion that the support of A_ is infinite.

Set N={ieN: )\ <0}, Z:={ieN: )\ =0},and 0 = min(o,,0_,1). Since o, > 0 we
see that A has at least one strictly positive term. We may choose 7o € N such that A\;, > 0
and
(7.7) d(a, A\, d)>c/2  forall a e (0,

Let (ix)ren be a sequence of distinct indices in N U Z so that Z C {i; : kK € N} and

S = Z |Ai,| < €:=min(\;,/4,0/4).

k=1
If N is infinite, then we additionally assume that N \ {i; : £ € N} is infinite. This is to

guarantee that the support of A_ is infinite if the support of A_ is infinite.
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Fix ag < 0 such that
d(a, A\, d) >c/2 forall a€ |ag,0).

If F, is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal (\;,)renufoy, then by Lemma with
e = min(\;,/4,0/4), as above, there exists a positive sequence (\;, )renufoy such that

(78) D A== > Mal=Xo—s and XN €[N —s—e N —5)
k=0 k=1

and (Xik)keNu{o} is a diagonal of F;. Set N =\ forieN \ {ig, 71, ...}. By Lemma L3 the

sequence A = (\;);en is a diagonal of E.
Note that
s

SR €Ny — Ry <5<
k=1
and hence sz < Aip/2 < Xio for all £ € N. Additionally, XZ-O < Aiy, and hence
S, A, d) =d(a, A, d) >0 for a>\,.
By (7.7) and (ZR), for a € [Ai,, Ai,) we have
S, A, d) = d(a, A d) — (Niy — ) > 0/2— (Nig — Aig) > 0/2—s—e > 0.

For a € (0, \;,] we have

S dd)=> (hi—a)= > (di—a)

Xi>a diza
:Z(Ai—a)—Z(di—a)—i- Z (A — @) = (Aig — @)
Ai>a di>a kENU{0}, Ajj >ar
=d(a, A, d) + Z (sz —a) = (A, — Xm) > 0.
kEN, Aiy >a

From this and (7.8) we deduce that

liminf o(cr, X, d) = 7y + ]; X, — (Nig — Aiy) = 04 — 5.

For a < oy we have

dla, A, d) = (o, A, d) > 0,
and for o € (ap, 0)

~ g > 2
a, A\ d) =d(a, A, d) E (a—N;,) > 5 E |Ai | 5 5> 0

keN:N;, <a k=1

Moreover,

liminf §(o, A, d) = o_ — s.
a0
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This completes the proof of the lemma under the additional assumption that the set {i €
N : \; <0} is infinite; however, we have not concluded yet that the support of A_ is infinite
in the case that the support of A_ is finite.

To obtain the missing conclusion in the lemma, we set X' = —X and d' = —d. Note that
the set {i € N: X, <0} is infnite. Hence, we can apply the already shown variant of Lemma
[T2to the pair (X', d’) to obtain A. By construction A, has infinite support. Since (A")_ has
infinite support A_ also has infinite support. Hence, —X is the desired sequence fulfilling all
conclusions of Lemma [[.2l Finally, by replacing (A, d) by (=X, —d) we can easily deal with
the symmetric case when {i € N: \; > 0} is infinite. O

It takes considerably more effort to remove the positivity assumption on the target diagonal
d in Theorem since d might have both positive and negative parts and possibly infinite
number of zero terms. We shall employ a technique of annihilation of excesses, which relies
on the following purely sequential lemma.

Lemma 7.3. Let (A\;)ien, (Mi)ie—n, (di)ien, and (d;)ie—n be nonnegative sequences in co.
Suppose that

(7.9) XN>d;  forallie NU—N,
(7.10) A > d; for infinitely many i € N and infinitely many i € —N,
(7.11) o= (Ni—d)=> (\—dy).

ieN ie-N

Then, there exist a positive sequence (Xi)ieN in co, a partition (Ix)ren of N into finite sets,
and two increasing sequences of natural numbers (my)ren and (ng)ren such that the following
three conclusions hold:

(712) ()\i)ielk % ()\i)ielk fO’f’ (le k’ € N,

(7.13) N>d;  forallieN,
N —my

(7.14) D (hi—d)=> (Ni—d)  forallkeN.
=1 i=—1

By (79) the sums in (Z.I1)) are well-defined and they possibly take the value o = oo.
Proof. For each k € NU —N; set
e — S N—d)  keEN,
S (N—d) ke-N.
By (L9), (Z10), and (Z.1T)

(7.15) op <o  forall ke NU-N,

and

(7.16) lim 0 = lim 0_j = 0.
k—o0 k—o0

Suppose that for some £ € N we have defined disjoint sets Iy, ..., [;_1 such that

LU...ULi_y ={1,..., M},
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where M € N, a sequence (Xz)f‘il, and sequences nq,...,ng_1 and myq, ..., my_1 satisfying
(Xi)ielj < (Niier forj=1,....k—1,
Xzzdz forizl,...,M,
i=1 i=—1
In the base case of k =1 we let M = 0 and myg = 0. Let
my =min{i > mg_1+1:0_; > Ope1}, n=min{i > M +1:0; > 0_p,, }.
These numbers are well-defined by (Z15) and (Z.16).
Let n = 65, — 0_m,. Choose r > ng and N such that A\, < d,, and N(d,, — \.) > n.

Define I, ={M +1,..., 7+ N — 1} and (\;);es,, where

Anp — 1 1= ny,
ANi=sN+n/N i=r....,r+N—-1,
A otherwise.

By the above definition we have (XZ)ZeIk < (Mi)ier,- By the minimality of ny we have
Onj—1 < 0y, < 0p,, which implies that n < A, — d,,. Hence, \,, > d,,,. Finally,
Nk —my

Y =) =6 = =0y = > (N —di).

i=1 i=—1

By induction this yields (ZI2), (Z13), and (Z.14). O

Using Lemmal[Z.3 we can prove an initial form of Theorem [[.1]for initial and target diagonal
sequences satisfying dominant majorization.

Theorem 7.4. Let (A;)ien, (Mi)ie—n, (di)ien, and (d;)ic_n be nonnegative sequences in cqo

satisfying (L), (Z10), and ([TII). Set A = (sgn(i)Ai)ienv-n and d = (sgn(i)d;)ienv-n. If
E is a self-adjoint operator with diagonal X, then d is also a diagonal of E.

Proof. By Lemma [[3] there exist a positive sequence (\;);en in ¢, a partition (Ij)gen of N
into finite sets, and two increasing sequences (my)ren and (ng)ren such that (ZI12), (TI3),
and (ZI4) hold. Set \; = A, for i € —N.

By (ZI2) and the Schur-Horn theorem, if Ej is any self-adjoint operator with diago-
nal (\;)ier,, then (Xi)ie]k is also a diagonal of E,. Hence, by Lemma the sequence
(sgn(i)xi)ieNu_N is a diagonal of E.

Set mg = ng = 0. For each k € N set

Jk = {—mk, ey — M1 — 1} U {nk_l + 1, Ce ,nk}.
From (713) and (7.I4) we can deduce that
(sgn(i)d;)ics, < (sgn(i)xi)iejk for all kK € N.

Hence, by the Schur-Horn theorem and Lemma [4.5] the sequence d is a diagonal of E. [
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In the proof of Theorem [7.T] we will also employ two elementary lemmas.

Lemma 7.5. Let (\;)ien be a positive nonincreasing sequence in co. Let (d;)X., be a positive
nonincreasing sequence of length N € N. Suppose that

k
(7.17) > (Ai=d)>0 forallk=1,... N

i=1

Then, there ezists a positive sequence (\;)ien in co and M € N such that:
(7,) Xlzdl fO’I"Zzl,,N,
(i) (), < (A
Proof. Let M € N be the smallest number such that

M N
> XNi=D> di— (M~ N)dy <0.
=1 =1

The existence of such M follows from the assumption that A; — 0 as i — oco. By (17
we have that M > N. If M = N, then we are done. Hence, we can assume that M > N.

Define (\;);en so that (i) and (ii) hold and

N = dyn fore=N+1,...,M —1,
CTASM N =SSN di— (M~ N = 1)dy fori=M.

By the minimality of M we have (A\)M;! < (A\)M'. Moreover, by the definition of \;; we

have
M _ N _ M
dDN=> di+(M-N-1dy+Iy=)_ A\
=1 =1 =1

Hence, (iii) holds and the proof is complete. O

Lemma 7.6. Suppose that (\;)ien 1S a sequence in co of nonzero numbers that contains
infinitely many positive terms and infinitely many negative terms. Then, for any M € N
there exists a sequence (\;)ien and a finite subset J C N such that

(i) N)ies < (Ao)ies,

(it) Ai = A fori € N\ J, and
(111) (N\i)ien contains exactly M zero terms.

The assumption that (\;);en belongs to ¢g is not essential; it is only made for the simplicity
of the proof.

Proof. Choose a finite subset J C N of size M + 1 such that A; > 0 for exactly one i € J

and ) .., A; > 0. Let ig € J be the unique element such that \;; > 0. Define (\;);jen such
that (ii) holds and

~ 0 for i € J\ {io},
Nio = Dlies\fio} M-

Then, (i) and (iii) hold and the proof is complete. O
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We are now ready to give the proof of the main result of this section.

Proof of Theorem[7.1l Let o be the excess given in (7Z.2). By Lemma there exists a
diagonal A of E such that both )\+ and A_ have infinite supports, A; # 0 for all ¢ € N, and
the conditions (7I) and (7:2) hold with X replaced by A and o replaced by o —s > 0, 5 > 0.
Hence, without loss of generality we can assume that the sequence X consists only of nonzero
terms and the supports of A, and A_ are both infinite.

Note that the assumptions and the conclusion of Theorem [7.1 do not depend on order of
the terms in sequences A and d. Hence, we can freely rearrange terms of (\;);en to obtain a
sequence (Ax(;))ien by employing a bijection 7 : N — N. The same can be done to (d ;) )ien
for another bijection 77’ : N — N. Let

_={ieN:d; <0}, Iy={ieN:d; =0}, and I, ={ieN:d; >0}
There are four cases to consider based on the form of the sequence d.

Case 1. The sets I_ and [, are both infinite. Let n = min(1,0/2). Choose ag > 0 such
that

(7.18) da, A, d) >n for 0 < a < ayp.

Since A € ¢y and A, has infinite support, we can rearrange the terms of A and d so that:

( )0<>\ <Oé0f01'&117;€[0,

(b) ZZEIO >\ < 777

(¢) \; > 0if and only if i € I, U I,

(d) N <0Oifand only ifi e I_,

) both (X\;)ier, and (|A;])icz_ are nonincreasing sequences,
) both (d;)icr, and (|d;]);cr are nonincreasing sequences.

(e
(f
Consider a truncated sequence X' = (\;);en 1,- Note that

Sl xd)—d(, N, d) = > (Ah—a)<> A<
i€lp, \i>a i€lo
Moreover, §(a, X', d) = §(a, A\, d) > 0 for @ > . Therefore, by (.I8) we have
5(067 ()\i>i61+7 (di)i€I+) = (5(0&, A/,d) >0 for all o > 0.

Let 7 : N — I, be the order preserving bijection. Applying Proposition 2.7] to positive
nonincreasing sequences (Ar(;))ien and (dx(;))ien we deduce that

0= (Aety —dn) =0 for k€N

and
. . IR T . / o o )
hlgg})lgfdk—hgn\%lfd(a,)\,d)—a Z)\,>0.

i€lp

By Lemma [5.4] there exists a nonincreasing positive sequence (XZ)ZE 1. such that

(7.19) Mntiy > dry forall i € N,
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with strict inequality for all but finitely many 7 € N,

k
(7.20) gk = Z()\ﬂ(i) — Xw(i)) >0 for all £ € N,
i=1
(7.21) lim inf ), = 0,
k—o0
(722) Z()\W(i) — dﬂ(i)) = 0 — Z )\Z
i=1 i€lp

Let @/ : N — I_ be the order preserving bijection. Applying the above procedure to
sequences (|A;])ier_ and (|d;|)ier_ with the help of Proposition 2.7]and Lemma [5.4l we deduce

the existence of a nondecreasing negative sequence (XZ)ZE 7— such that

(7.23) Aeiiy| = |dwy|  foralli € N,
with strict inequality for all but finitely many 7 € N,

k
(7.24) o= ([Aw@] = Pw@l) >0 forall k €N,

=1
(7.25) lim inf 8, = 0,

k—o0
(7.26) Y (i) = ldo@)) =
=1

Finally, we set N =\ fori € I, Applying Lemma and Proposition 1.1] for the pair
((Ai)ie]+,(/x¢)ie]+) and then for the pair (()\i)ieh,(xi)ieh), shows that X — (Ni)ien 1s a
diagonal of F.

Observe that (Xi)ieIOUI+a (|Xi|),~617, (d;)ierour, , and (|d;])icr_ are nonnegative sequences in
o satisfying

(7.27) N > |di|  forallieN,

(7.28) \i| > |di] for all but finitely many ¢ € N,

(7.29) Do i—d) =3 (i—d)+ D (= 0) =0 = (Il - |di).
1€loUl4 1€l 1€ly i€l

Therefore, by Theorem [(.4], d is a diagonal of E.

Case 2. The sets I_ and I, are both finite. This necessarily implies that the set I is

infinite. Hence, we can split [y into two infinite sets I, and I;. By rearranging the terms

of d and A, we can assume without loss of generality that:

(a) I-={1,...,N}and I, ={N +1,...,N'} for some N, N' € N,

(b) both (d Z)Ze]+ and (|d;|);er_ are nonincreasing sequences,

() A\; > 0if and only if i € I, U I,

(d) i <Oifand onlyifie I_UI7,

(e) both sequences (\;) 1+ and (XD ier_u [; are nonincreasing.
45

el U



By Proposition 27, the assumptions for ()xi)i€[+u1()+ and (d;)icr, in Lemma are met.
Hence, there exists a positive sequence ();),c r.ury and finite set J " such that:
(i) I, c I Cc I, UI{,
(i) (\ier, < (et
(iif) A = A for i € IS\ I'., and
(iv) Ny =d; fori e 1.
Likewise, Proposition 2.7 and Lemma [7.5] applied for (|\;])

there exists a negative sequence (3\/2)Ze _ur; and finite set " such that:

ier_ur, and (|di])icr_ implies that

i I-cl. cIl uly,

(it") (A Z)ZEI’ < (Ni)ier

(i) A = Ai fori € Iy \ I'., and
YN =d; forie I

By Lemma [4.5] and the Schur-Horn theorem we deduce that ()\Z)ZGN is a diagonal of E.

Since )\ = d; for all i € N\ Iy, by Lemma [.1] it suffices to show that whenever ()\Z)Ze Io 18
a diagonal of some self-adjoint operator Ey, then (d;);cr, = (0);er, is also a diagonal of Ej.

This is an easy consequence of Theorem [T 4 applied to sequences (A);e (XZ)Ze 175 (di)ie s

and (di)iel(; since Xz >d; =0 for all 7 € Iy, and

inz Y Ni—d)=0o= ) (\Ai|—\di\)=Z|Xi\-

il i€l UL i€l_UI, iely

(iv

Case 3. Exactly one of the sets I_ and I, is infinite and [ is infinite. By symmetry, we
can assume that [, is infinite and _ is finite. By rearranging the terms of d and A, we can
assume without loss of generality that:

(a) I-=A{1,...,N} for some N € N,

(b) \; > 0if and only if i € I,

(¢) i <0ifand onlyifi e I_ U I,

(d) sequences (\;)icr,, (di)ier,, (|Nil)icr_uty, and (|ds|)icr_ur, are nonincreasing.

Applying Proposition 2.7 and then Lemma [B.4] for (\;)ier, and (d;)ier,, we deduce the
existence a nonincreasing positive sequence (\;)icr . such that (Z.19)-(7.21]) hold and

o0

(7.30) Z(Xn(i) — dr(i)) = 0.

1=1

Likewise, applying Proposition 2.7 and then Lemma B.4] for (|\;|)icr_ur, and (|di|)ier_urs
vields a nondecreasing negative sequence (\;);er_uz, such that (7.23)-(7.26) hold, where 7’ :
N — I_ U I is the order preserving bijection. Applying Lemma [4.5] and Proposition [4.1]

twice shows that A = ()\Z)ZeN is a diagonal of E.
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Observe that (XQ,EIH (|Xi|)ief,u10, (d;)ier, , and (|d;|)ier_ur, are nonnegative sequences in

co satisfying (.27) and (7.28)). Moreover, by (7.26) and (7.30) we have
ST (] i) = = 320 - d).

iel_Uly icly

Therefore, by Theorem [[4], d is a diagonal of F.

Case 4. Exactly one of the sets I_ and I, is infinite and I is finite. By symmetry, we can
assume that [_ is infinite and I, is finite. We partition /_ into two infinite sets I; and Is.
By rearranging the terms of d and A, we can assume without loss of generality that:

(a) Iy ={1,..., N}, I, ={N+1,.... N}, [_={N'+1,N' +2,...} for some N, N € N,
(b) \; >0if and only if i € I, U Iy U Iy,
(¢) \; < 0if and only if i € I,
(d) sequences (\)ier,uroun, (|Ail)icrs (di)ier,, and (|d;|)ic;_ are nonincreasing.

By Lemma applied to sequences (\;)icr,urour, and (d;)ier,, we can find a positive
sequence (Xi)ie]+ujouj1 and a finite subset J C I, U Iy U I; such that:

(1) Mi)ies < (Niies,

(i) =X forie (I UlhyUL)\J, and

(iii) A =d; fori € 1.
Set Xz = )\ for i € I. Then, by Lemma and the Schur-Horn theorem, A = (Xi)ieN
is a diagonal of E. By (i)—(iii), one can easily show that sequences X and d satisfy the
assumptions () and (C2]) with the same o. Hence, by replacing A by A we can now
assume that \; = d; for i € 1.

Let n = min(1,0/2). Choose o > 0 such that

(7.31) da, A, d) >n for 0 < |a| < ayp.

Then, choose a subset J,, C {N + 1,...} so that a subsequence (\;);cs,, contains infinitely
many positive and infinitely many negative terms, and

(7.32) INi| < g forie J, and Z || <.
i€Joo
Next, we apply Lemma to a sequence (\;)ics,, to find a finite set J C J, and a
sequence (\;);es., such that:

(1) Ni)ies < (Niier,

(i) Ny =\ fori € Jo \ J, and

(iii") (\i)ies. has exactly N’ — N = #|I| zeros.

Set Xz = \; for i € N\ Jo. Then, by Lemma[L.5 and the Schur-Horn theorem, = (Xi)ieN
is a diagonal of E. By (7:31) and (7:32), one can show that sequences X and d satisfy (7).
Moreover, by (i’)—(iii’), one can show that sequences X and d satisfy (7.2]), possibly with a
different value for the excesses. Moreover, by rearranging terms (Xz>zz N+1, We can assume
that XZ = 0 if and only if ¢ € I; in addition to already proven property that X, =d; fori e I,.
Finally, it remains to apply Theorem to sequences (XZ)ZE 7. and (CZ)ZG 7. and Lemma

to deduce that d is a diagonal of E. O
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8. UNEQUAL EXCESSES DIAGONAL-TO-DIAGONAL RESULT

The goal of this section is the following diagonal-to-diagonal result in one-sided non-
summable case when excesses are not equal.

Theorem 8.1. Let A = (\)ien and d = (d;)ien be sequences in cq such that
(8.1) Z |\ = Z |d;| = 00 and Z Ai < 00.
Ai<0 d; <0 Ai>0

If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X,

(8.2) da,A\,d) >0 forall a#0,
and
(8.3) lim }glf5<a, X.d) > lim \%lfé(oz, A d) = AZ;OA - dZ>:0di >0,

then d is also a diagonal of E.
Observe that (8.2) implies that

Hence, the right hand side of (8.3)) is well-defined.
The following is a convenient reformulation of a lemma by Kaftal and Weiss [22, Lemma
5.2].

Lemma 8.2. Let A = ()\;)ics and d = (d;)icr be positive sequences in co\ £* such that d < A
andd L X. Let iy € I and j; € J such that d;; = maxd and \;, = maxX. Then, there are
partitions into infinite sets I = I U Iy and J = Jy U Jy with 11 € Iy and 51 € J; such that
d|I1 S 617 d|I1 < )‘|J1; d|12 = A|Jz’ and d|12 7\4 )‘|J2'

We need the following diagonal-to-diagonal generalization of the Kaftal-Weiss theorem
[22, Corollary 6.1].

Proposition 8.3. Let A = (A2, and d = (d;)2, be positive sequences in ¢y such that

d =< X\ and
=1 =1

If X is a diagonal of a self-adjoint operator E, then d is also a diagonal of E.

Proof. If d < A, then we can apply Proposition [4.1] to obtain the desired conclusion. Thus
we may assume d £ .

Applying Lemma to the sequences A and d we obtain two partitions into infinite sets
N=7lUly and N=J] UJ;. Since d|;; < Al 1, and d[;3 # A2, we may apply Lemma B2
to the sequences A| ;3 and d|;; to obtain partitions I; = If U I and J; = Jf U J5. Carrying
on in this way we obtain sequences of disjoint sets (I )32, and (J )32,. By Lemma B.2] the
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set I contains the index of the largest term of d| gt and similarly for J7. Since d and A
are positive an in c¢q this implies that

ﬁg:ﬁg:g
j=1 j=1

Therefore, (I] )32, and (J )32, are partitions of N. Again, by Lemma [.2], for each j € N we
have d| 0 < Al ;- Finally, by Proposition .1 and Lemma H.J we can conclude that d is a
diagonal of F. O

In addition, we will need the following diagonal-to-diagonal result for non-negative se-
quences.

Proposition 8.4. Let A = (\)2, and d = (d;)32, be non-negative sequences in ¢y such that

d=< X d#£ A\ and
=1 i=1

Moreover, assume

(8.4) F10i A =0} > #[{i - d; = 0},
If X is a diagonal of a self-adjoint operator E, then d is also a diagonal of E.

Proof. By Lemma and (84]) we may reduce to the case that d is has no terms equal to
Zero.

First, consider the case that J = {i : \; = 0} is an infinite set. By the assumption that
d_ # A_ and Proposition 27 we have liminf,\ o 0(o, X, d) > 0. Choose o such that

0 <o < liminf (o, A, d).
a\,0

Let ag > 0 such that §(a, A,d) > § for all @ € (0,p]. Fix i; € N such that 0 < \;; <
min{ay, §}. Let J = {iy,143,...}. Define the sequence X = ();)2; by
~ 2_j>\2‘1 i:ij, j GN,

A otherwise.

The sequences (\;;)jen and (\;;)jen satisfy the assumptions of Proposition £1l Thus, if
FE) is any operator with diagonal (A;;)jen, then (XZJ) jen is also a diagonal of E;. Hence, by
Lemma the sequence Ais a diagonal of F.

If & > ag then §(a, A, d) = §(a, A, d) > 0. On the other hand, if o € (0, o), then

Sadd) => N—a)— Y (d-a)> Y N—a)— > (d-a)

’i:Xi>oc iid; > i > id; >
a i¢{iy,ig,...}
=Y i—a)= ) (di—a)— (N, —a) =d(a, A d) — (A, —a)
A > d;>a
g
> — =\ 0.
=3 ;>
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Thus, for these positive sequences we have d < A. By Proposition 8.3 we conclude that d is
a diagonal of F.

Now, if the set J is finite, then the argument is similar. The difference being that in this
case we will define a sequence A by modifying only a finite number of terms of A. Thus, we

will need to use the finite Schur-Horn theorem in the place of Proposition L] above. O
Proof of Theorem[81. Observe that by Proposition 2.7]
o_ :h:(rxn]lélfé(a,)\,d) and 0'+—hm\j(:§1f5 Z)\ —Zd
A;>0 ;>0
By the assumption (83]) we have o_ > o, > 0. If 0. = oo, then choose ¢’ such that
o0 > o/ > o,. Otherwise, we let 0/ = 0_. Fix ag < 0 such that
/
S hd) > =7 for all a € g, 0).

Fix 7; € N such that \;; <0 and

] o -0 o
|>\i1\<mm{ 5 +,\a0|,7+}

Set I ={i e N: )\, <d; <0}. Let Iy C I be an infinite set such that
(85) D ldil < Al
i€lp

Set J = {i € N\ {i1} : \;; < A\; < 0}. Note that (|\;|);es is a nonsummable sequence in c.
Hence, for each x € (0,00) there is an infinite subset Jy C J such that

> Nl ==

1€Jp

Hence, we can let Jy C J be an infinite subset such that
(8.6) S il =op =il + > |dil-
i€Jo 1€lg
Set Jl = {Zl}UJ()U{Z : )\Z Z 0} and Jg :N\Jl Set [1 = [OU{Z : dl Z O} and [2 = N\[l
Moreover, define the sequences A1 = (A)ies;, A2 = (Ai)iesss di = (di)ier,, and da = (d;)ier,-
Define the sequence A; = (A;;,0,0,...) and dy = (d;);er,- For @ < 0, using Proposition
2.7 and (8H) we see that
3, Ar,di) > 8(a, Ar,dy) > 0.
For a > 0 we have
5(067 Al, dl) = (S(OK, A, d) > 0.
By Proposition 2.7 and (8.6) we have

hmfmfd a, A, dy) = AZ M= di=oy =Y N— Y d; —11m1nf5 (o, A1, dy)
<0 ;<0 Ai>0 d; >0
i€Jy i€l 1€Jy i€l
Hence, by Theorem [7.] if F is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal A;, then d; is also

a diagonal of Fj.
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For o < ag we have
5(0&,A2,d2) = (S(OK, A, d) > 0.

For a € (ay,0) we have

(o, Ao, dp) > S, A d) — > (a—Ai)zé(a,)\,d)—<Z|Ai|+|)\,~1|>

Ai<a i€Jo
iGJoU{il}
o +o, o —oy
i€lp 1€l

Note that —Ay and —ds are positive sequences. Proposition 2.7 yields —ds < —A,. Hence,
if 5 is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal A5, then by Proposition the sequence —d,
is a diagonal of —Fs, and hence d, is a diagonal of F5. Finally, by Lemma the sequence
d is a diagonal of E. O

9. TwWO SIDED NON-SUMMABLE CASE

The goal of this section to show the diagonal-to-diagonal result in a two-sided non-
summable case.

Theorem 9.1. Let A = (\)ien and d = (d;)ien be sequences in cq such that

(9.1) Z |Ail = Z Ai = 00

A <0 Ai>0
and
(9.2) d(a, A, d) >0 for all a # 0.
Let

o_ = liminf §(a, A, d), oy = lim\j(l)lfé(a, A d).

a0
Suppose that the following four conditions hold:

(9.3) o_+oy >0,
(9.4) o_=0o0ro, =0 = #|{i: N\, =0} > #[|{i:d; =0},
(9.5) Z d; = 00 or 0. =00,
d; >0
and
(9.6) Z |d;| = o0 or oy =00,
d; <0

If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X\, then d is also a diagonal of E.

Conditions (9.3)—(9.6]) can be conveniently reformulated depending on the summability of
negative and positive parts of d in the following way.
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Theorem 9.2. Let A = (\)ien and d = (d;)ien be sequences in cq. Let
o_ = hgl/%lfé(a, A d), oy = hgl\glfé(a, Ad).

Suppose that

(9.7) D Ml=) N=o0

Ai<0 Ai>0
(9.8) d(a, A\, d) >0 forall a #0,
(9.9) o_=0o0roy, =0 = #[{i: N\, =0} > #[{i:d; =0}
In addition, suppose that one the following four conditions hold:
(1) g0 di = Y g coldil =00 and o + 0, >0,
(ii) Zdi<0 ‘d | < oo, Zdi>0 =00, and o4 = 00,

(1) Y g 50 di < 00, Zdi<0 |d2| = 00, and o_ = 00,
(iv) Y en |di] < 00,
If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal X\, then d is also a diagonal of E.

Proof. We claim that, without loss of generality, we may assume

(9.10) #|{i: A =0} > #[{i:d; =0}
Indeed, if o, = 0, or o_ = 0, then this follows by our assumption (@.9). Now, assume o, > 0
and o_ > 0. Let 0 < s < min{o,,0_}. Fix ap > 0 such that

da, A, d) >s for0<|al < ap.
Let I C{i:—ap <X <0}and J C {i:0< )\ < ap} be infinite sets such that
DT DI
i€l ieJ
By Theorem [T1] if E} is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal (\;);ejuy, then a sequence

consisting of a countably infinite number of zeros is also a diagonal if E;. Hence, by Lemma
4.5, the sequence A = (\;);en given by

~ 0 1elUl,
i = |
A 1N\ (TUJ),

is a diagonal of F.
For |a| > ag we have

da, A d) =d(a, A, d) > 0.
For 0 < a < agy we have
Sl X d) =d(, A d) — > (N —a) = 5(a, A d) =Y\ >0,
Aiza ied
icJ
A similar calculation shows that J(«, X, d) > 0 for —ay < a < 0. Moreover, we see that

liminf (o, A\, d) =0, —s >0 and liminfd(e, A, d) =0_ —s > 0.
a0 a 0
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Hence, by replacing A with X we see that in addition to the assumptions of the theorem,

([@.I0) also holds.

Case 1. Assume (i) holds. Suppose o, > 0. By Proposition B4, if E; is any self-adjoint
operator with diagonal (\;)a,>0, then (d;)q,>0 is also a diagonal of E,. By Proposition B3] if
E, is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal (\;)x, <o, then (d;)q4,<o is also a diagonal of E2.
From Lemma L5 we conclude that d is a diagonal of E. If o_ > 0 is handled by a symmetric
argument.

Case 2. Assume (iv) holds. Since we are in the case that oy > 0 and o_ > 0, we may
assume by the argument at the beginning of the proof that #|{i : \; = 0}| = co. Choose
ap > 0 such that

5(co, A, d), 5(—ap, A, d) > max {Z di,y |di|} .

d;>0 d;<0

Let A=d&® (Ai)ies, where J = {i : |\i| < ap}. That is, X is the sequence consisting of all
the terms of d together with all terms of A in the interval (—aq, ay).
For |a| > ap we have d(a, A, X) = d(a, A, d) > 0. Meanwhile, for 0 < oo < ap we have

S XA =D (Ni—a)= > (di—a)=0d(ag, A\ d)— Y di>d(ag, A\ d)—> di>0.

Ai>ap d;>o d; €[a,a0) d;>0

On the other side, if —ag < a < 0, then

(e, A d) > 6(ag, A, d) = > |di| > 0.

d;>0

We conclude that XJF < At and A_ < A_. Note that each of these sequences is positive.

However, both A and A contain a countably infinite number of zeros. Hence, combining
Proposition and Lemma applied to the sequences A, A_, 0, where 0 is a sequence of

a countably infinite number of zeros, we see that X is a diagonal of F.
Let K and L be infinite sets such that

{i: =0} CKC{i:0<\ <}, Lc{i:—ay< X\ <0}

and

(9.11) D= |\l <.

€K i€l
Letd=do (\i)iexur- Note that dis a subsequence of X, hence we will have
(9.12) MY >dft and Nt>d b forallieN.

Since A, A_ ¢ ¢ and d,d_ € (', we must have strict inequalities in (T1J) for infinitely
many ¢ € N. By Theorem [(4] if F; is any operator with diagonal (X;H)ZEN D (—Xﬁ)ieN,
then (d")ien @ (—d; *)sen is also a diagonal of E;. By the choice of K we see that d
contains infinitely many zeros. Hence, by Lemma (L3l applied to the sets I; = {i : i # 0},

Ji={i:d;#0}, L={i: N =0}, and Jo = {i : d; = 0} the sequence d is a diagonal of E.
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By (@I1) we have
li fo( d d) i = Ai| =1 £ d d) € (0,00).
1m\1n (v, Z Z| | 1m1n (o, d,d) € (0,00)

11<3:¢ i€L

Since d is a subsequence of d, majorization holds, and by Theorem [(. 1], d is a diagonal of E.
Case 3. Assume (ii) holds. Fix oy > 0 such that

d(a, A, d) >2 forall a € (0,ap).
Let Iy C {i: \; € (0,a0)} such that

Set Jo = N\ Iy. Note that for & > ag we have
da, Al g, d) =d(a, A, d) >0
For 0 < a0 < ag we have

(o, Al d) = d(a, A d) = > (Ni—a) >2-) N =1

Aiza i€lp
i€lp

Fix oy € (0, %ao) such that
5, A, d) >2 forall o€ (0,aq).
Let I; C {i € Jo: A\ € (0,1)} such that
d ai=1
i€l

Set J; = Jy \ I;. By a similar argument as above, we have §(«, Al 5, d) > 0 for all a > 0.
Carrylng on in this manner, we obtain a positive decreasing sequence (o), such that
ay < ozk_l, and nested sets Jy D J1 D ---. Set J =, Jr and I = N\ J. We see that

d(a,Alys,d) >0 for all a > 0.
Since d; ¢ (*, we conclude that \|; ¢ ¢!. Moreover,

IS D W NE

1€l k=0 i€l} =0
Let ip € I such that \;, = max(\;);e;. Let K C {i:d; > 0} be an infinite subset such that

Zdl < )\2‘0.
i€eK
By the choice of K we see that §(c, A|r,d|x) > 0 for all & > 0. Setting L = KU {i:d; <0}
we see that
d(a, Alr,d|L) >0 forall a # 0.

Since d|;, € ¢, by Case 2, if E; is any self-adjoint operator with diagonal Al;, then d|y is
also a diagonal of Fj.
Set M = {i : d; > 0} \ K. By Proposition B3] if Es is any operator with diagonal A,
then d|,; is also a diagonal of E,. Finally, by Lemma d is a diagonal of E.
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Case 4. Assume (iii) holds. This case follow by considering the operator —FE, and noting
that —A and —d satisfy the assumptions of Case 3. U

10. MAIN RESULT FOR COMPACT OPERATORS

In this section we prove our main result, Theorem [[L3] on diagonals of compact self-
adjoint operators by combining necessity and sufficiency results from earlier sections. The
precise description of the set of diagonals splits into two cases. Theorem [10.1] characterizes
eigenvalue and diagonal sequences for which positive and negative excesses are not both
equal to zero. In the case when the excesses o, and o_ are both zero, Theorem reduces
characterization of diagonals to the problem of characterizing diagonals of compact positive
operators. This is discussed in the next section.

Theorem 10.1. Let E be a compact operator on H with the eigenvalue list A € cy. Let
d € ¢y. Define

K3
n—oo n—oo

op =liminf » (A —df*) and o_ =liminf Y (A7t —d;Y).
i=1 =1

(Necessity) If d is a diagonal of E, then

(10.1)
o =0 = #{i: X\ =0} =#{i:d; =0} and #[{i: N =0} = #[{i:d; =0},
(10.2)
o- =0 = #{i: X =0} =#{i:d; =0} and #[{i: N\ <0} =#[{i:d; <0},
(10.3) DA =D dft forallneN,
i=1 i=1
(10.4) DN =DYdt foralln €N,
i=1 i=1
(10.5) d.cll! = o >0y,
(10.6) d c¢l! = o,>0_.
(Sufficiency) Conversely, if (I0I)—~({0.6) hold and
(10.7) or+o0_>0,

then d is a diagonal of E.

Proof. (Necessity) Suppose that E is a compact self-adjoint operator with eigenvalue list A
and diagonal d such that ([I0.7) holds. Our goal is to show that conditions (I0.I)-(T0.6)
hold. Conclusions (I0.1) and (I0.2) follow by Lemma .11l By Corollary B3] we have

o, A, d) >0 for all o # 0.

By Proposition 2.7 applied to sequences (A, )¥ and (d;)* we have (dy)* < (A;)%. Hence,
(I03) holds. The conclusion (I0.4]) follows by symmetry.
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Suppose that d_ € ¢*. By Corollary we have
. im i > | — .
(10.8) liminf o, A, d) > > [\l = > |di

Xi<0 ;<0
By Proposition 27 applied to sequences (A, )+ and (d. )*, the left-hand side of (I0.8) equals
o.. If A_ € (', then the right-hand side of (I0.8) equals o_ by Propositions 2.7 and 2.8
applied to sequences (A_)* and (d_)*. If A_ is not summable, then the right-hand side of
(I0.8) is infinity. By (10.8)), 04 = oco. Either way, (I0.6) holds. The conclusion (I0.5) follows
by symmetry.

(Sufficiency) The sufficiency part of Theorem [I0.1l is an immediate consequence of the
following diagonal-to-diagonal result. U

Theorem 10.2. Let A = (\;)ien and d = (d;)ien e sequences in co. Suppose that (T0.])-
(IO hold. If there is a self-adjoint operator E with diagonal A, then d is also a diagonal
of E.

Proof. Let A, d € ¢q be such that all of the conditions (I0.I)—(IQ0.7) hold. Suppose that a
self-adjoint operator E has diagonal A. Our goal is to show that d is also a diagonal of F.
Case 1. Assume that d,d_ € ¢*. By (I0.5), (I0.6), and ([I0.7) we have

o, =0_>0.

If 0, < oo, then Theorem [7.]] yields the conclusion. If o, = oo, then we apply Theorem
9.2(iv) to reach the conclusion.
Case 2. Assume that dy € ¢! and d_ ¢ ¢'. The majorization (I0.4) implies that A_ ¢ ¢,
whereas (I0.H) implies that o_ > o.

Assume first that oy > 0. If A, € ¢, then by Proposition 2.7 we have

k [e'9) 0
T gy +o_ +1
o4 = hlgr_l}})rolf E_l (N —=d) = E_l by E_l d; ™ < oo.
Hence, Theorem [(.1] and Theorem [R.1] yield the required conclusion when o = o, and

o_ > o, respectively. If A, € ¢!, then by Proposition 2.7 we have

k
= liminf Y (A — dfY) = 0.
o it 30 ) = o
Thus, o_ = oo and we apply Theorem [0.2(iii) to reach the conclusion.
Assume next that o, = 0. By Proposition 2.7 we have

(10.9) A= di<oo.

Ai>0 d; >0
By (I0.7) we necessarily have o_ > 0. By the cardinality condition (I0.I]) we have
(1010)  #{i- A= 0} > #{i:d;=0}| and #{i: >0} > #[{i:d >0}
Let [; = {i: \; > 0} and J; = {i : d; > 0}. Observe that (I0.3) and (I0.9) imply that
#|11| < #|J1|. In particular, if I; is infinite, then so is J;. Hence, by Proposition B3] if F;
is a self-adjoint operator with diagonal A|7,, then d|;, is also a diagonal of E;. Note that
Ni<Oforallie l,: =N\l and d; <0 for all i € J, := N\ J;. Since o_ > 0 we can

apply Proposition [8.4] to negatives of sequences A|;, and d|;, to deduce that whenever Fj is
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a self-adjoint operator with diagonal A|y,, then d], is also a diagonal of F5. By Lemma [4.5]
d is a diagonal of E.
On the other hand, if I; is finite, then by (I0.I0) we can find an index set I] such that

In addition, I] can be chosen so that
#{iel,: N\ =0} >#[{ie o:di=0}|,  where [, =N\ I}, J, =N\ J;.

In fact, the above holds automatically unless J; is infinite, where extra care needs to be
taken. The Schur-Horn theorem (if .J; is finite) or the finite rank Schur-Horn theorem (if .J;
is infinite) yields that whenever E; is a self-adjoint operator with diagonal A|f;, then d|j, is
also a diagonal of F;. Note that \; <0 for all 2 € I and d; < 0 for all ¢ € J5. Since o_ > 0,
Proposition [84] yields that whenever FE, is a self-adjoint operator with diagonal A|j,, then
d|;, is also a diagonal of E,. By Lemma 4.0 d is a diagonal of E.

Case 3. Assume that d_ € ¢! and d, ¢ ¢'. This is deduced from Case 2 by the symmetric
argument.

Case 4. Assume that d,,d_ ¢ ¢*. The majorization conditions (I0.3) and (I0.4) imply
that A, A_ & ¢'. Hence, Theorem [0.2)(i) yields the required conclusion. O

Theorem is now a straightforward consequence of Theorem [10.1]

Proof of Theorem[I.3. The equivalence of (i) and (ii) is a known consequence of the Weyl-
von Neumann-Berg theorem, see [12 Proposition 39.10]. Suppose that (ii) holds. Then, (iii)
is a consequence of the necessity part of Theorem [I0.11

Now suppose that (iii) holds. If o, + o_ > 0, then the sufficiency part of Theorem [I0.]
implies (ii). Indeed, adding extra zero terms to the eigenvalue sequence A guarantees that
(I0J) and (IO02) also hold. Hence, there exists a self-adjoint operator 7" with the same
nonzero eigenvalues (with multiplicities) as 7', but possibly with higher-dimensional kernel
than 7', and with diagonal d.

Suppose next that o, = 0_ = 0. We split the sequence A into two subsequences Ag and
A1 consisting of negative and positive terms of A, respectively. In this splitting we disregard
zero terms of A. Likewise, we split the sequence d into two subsequences dy and d; consisting
of negative and positive terms of d, respectively. Let r be the number of zero terms of d,
which were disregarded in this splitting. By the majorization (I4]) and o, = 0, we see that
A strongly majorizes dy, see Definition 2.1l Hence, the length of A; is at most that of d;.
We can also guarantee that d; and A; have the same length by adding extra zero terms to
A1, if necessary. Therefore, there exists a compact operator T7 with eigenvalue list A; and
diagonal d;. This is a consequence of one of the folowing:

e the Schur-Horn theorem when d; is finite,

e the finite rank Schur-Horn theorem when A; has only finitely many nonzero terms
and d; is infinite, or

e the Kaftal-Weiss theorem [22] Corollary 6.1] if A; has infinitely many nonzero terms
and d; are infinite.

Indeed, in the final case, all of the terms of A; and d; are positive, and hence Proposition
applies. Likewise, there exists a compact operator Ty with diagonal dy and with eigenvalue

list Ag, possibly extended by some zero terms. Define the operator 7" = Ty, &0, & T;. Then,
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T’ has diagonal d. Moreover, T" has the same nonzero eigenvalues (with multiplicities) as
T, but possibly with a different kernel than 7. This proves (ii). O

11. ALGORITHM FOR DETERMINING DIAGONALS OF COMPACT OPERATORS

In this section we present an algorithm for determining whether a numerical sequence is
a diagonal of a given compact self-adjoint operator, or not. In some extreme situations the
algorithm is inconclusive due to the kernel problem for positive compact operators. The
best known is result about diagonals of compact positive operators is due to Loreaux and
Weiss [26]. The following theorem is a convenient reformulation of their two results. The
sufficiency part of Theorem [TT]is [26] Theorem 2.4], whereas the necessity is [26], Theorem
3.4].

Theorem 11.1. Let E be a compact operator on H with the eigenvalue list X € cg. Let
dect. If #/{i:d; =0} < oo, then we set z = #|{i : \; = 0} — #|{i : d; = 0}|; otherwise
set z = 0.

(Necessity) If d is a diagonal of E, then

(11.1) H#{i: N =0} > #|{i: d; = 0},
(11.2) DA =D dt forallneN,
=1 =1

i=1 i=1

and for any p € N, p < z, and for every e > 0, there exists N = N, . > 0, such that

n n+p
(11.4) Z A+ ekﬁrl > Zdlﬂ for alln > N.
i=1 i=1

(Su}{;ﬁc}ilency) Conversely, if (ILI)-({IL3)) hold and for anyp € N, p < z, there exists N = N,
such that

n n+p
(11.5) SN dY foralln = N,
=1 =1

then d is a diagonal of E.

In the case z = 0, conditions (IT.4]) and (IL.H) are vacuous, and Theorem [IT.1] recovers a
characterization of diagonals of positive compact operators with trivial kernel due to Kaftal
and Weiss [22]. In the case z = oo, conditions (II.4]) and (13 coincide, which yields a
characterization of diagonals of positive compact operators with infinite-dimensional kernel
[26, Corollary 3.5]. In the case 0 < z < oo, the necessary condition (I1.4)) is strictly weaker
than the sufficient condition (ITH). This gap between the known necessary and sufficient
conditions is referred to as the kernel problem for compact positive operators (with nontrivial
finite-dimensional kernel).

To describe our algorithm, it is convenient to introduce the concepts of decoupling and
splitting of an operator. The difference between these two concepts is quite subtle, but we

need to distinguish between them. Note that the concept of decoupling is a decomposition
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of an operator with respect to a diagonal given by a specific orthonormal basis. In contrast,
splitting is just a particular direct sum decomposition of an operator.

Definition 11.2. Let E be a self-adjoint operator on a Hilbert space H. Let (d;) be a
diagonal of £ with respect to an orthonormal basis (e;) of H. We say that the operator £
decouples at o € R with respect to (d;) if

Ho = Span{e; : d; < a} and Hq, = Spanie; : d; > a},
are invariant subspaces of £/ and
0(E|3,) C (—o0,q] and o0(E|y,) C [a,00).

Definition 11.3. Let E be a self-adjoint operator. Let a € R. We say that a pair of
operators Fy and Fj is a splitting of E at « if there exist zg, 21, 20 € NU {0, 00} such that:
(i) B is a self-adjoint operator such that o(E;) C (—o0,a] and z; = dimker(E; — ol),
(ii) Es is a self-adjoint operator such that o(FEs) C [a,00) and 25 = dimker(Ey — al),
and
(iii) E is unitarily equivalent to oI, @ E; @ Es, and hence zg+ 21 + 2z = dim ker(E — o).

The following elementary fact bridges previous two concepts.

Theorem 11.4. Let E be a self-adjoint operator. Let d be a bounded sequence. Suppose that
d is a diagonal of E and the operator E decouples at o € R. Then, there exists a splitting
Ey and Ey of E at o such that:

(i) the sequence (d;)g,<a is a diagonal of E,

(ii) the sequence (d;)a,~a 1S a diagonal of Es, and

(11i) the number of zeros in d satisfies

(11.6) dimker(al — E) = dimker(al — Ey) + dimker(al — Ey) + #[{i : d; = a}|.

Conversely, if there ezists a splitting of E such that (i)-(iii) hold, then d is a diagonal of E
and the operator E decouples at c.

Proof. Suppose that d is a diagonal of ' and the operator E decouples at « € R. Take ¢ €
such that d; = a. Since Fy > ol, the vector e; is an eigenvector of F, with eigenvalue «.
Hence,
Span{e; : d; = a} C ker(al — Ej) C ker(al — F).

Define H) = span{e; : d; > a}. Since H; is an invariant subspace of E, so is H}. It follows
that the pair of operators Fy = Ely, and Ey = Ely, is a splitting of £, and (i)—(iii) hold.
Indeed, (IT.0) follows from the fact that F is unitarily equivalent with al,, & E; @ E,, where
20 = #|{t : di = a}|. The converse direction follows immediately from the definitions of
splitting and decoupling. O

The following theorem describes the scenario when we may encounter the kernel problem
for positive compact operators.

Theorem 11.5. Let A\, d € ¢y. Let

o4 = liminf Z()\;r¢ —d™) and o_ =liminf Z()\i—¢ —d)
i=1 i=1

3
n—oo n—oo
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and assume that

(11.7) oy =0 or o_=0.

Let E be a compact self-adjoint operator with eigenvalue list X. Then d is a diagonal of E
if and only if the following conditions hold:

(i) there ezists a self-adjoint operator Ey with eigenvalue list (X\;)x, <0 @ 0., and diagonal
(d;)a,<0, where 0,, is the sequence consisting of z; terms equal to zero,
(1) there exists a self-adjoint operator Ey with eigenvalue list (A;)x,>0 ® 0., and diagonal

(di)di>07
(111) there exists z1,zo € NU{0,00} such that
(11.8) #{i: N =0} =21 + 20+ #|{t: d; = 0}].

In other words, d is a diagonal of E if and only if there exists a splitting of F at 0 into
E, and E, with zy = #[{i : d; = 0}| such that E; has diagonal (d;)4,<o and Es has diagonal
(d;)a,>0. The requirement that zg = #|{i : d; = 0}| is due to the fact that any basis vector
corresponding to zero on diagonal d; = 0 belongs to the kernel of E.

Proof. Suppose that E is a compact self-adjoint operator with eigenvalue list A and diagonal
d. By Theorem [[0.1] we have (I0.3)) and (I0.4). Hence, by Proposition 2.7 and (I117) we
can apply Proposition to deduce that FE decouples at 0. Therefore, Theorem [I1.4] yields
a splitting of £ at 0 into £} and Ey with 2o = #|{i : d; = 0}| such that E; has diagonal
(di)a,<0 and F5 has diagonal (d;)g4,~0. That shows that (i)—(iii) hold with (IT.8) being a
consequence of (IL6). Coversely, suppose that (i)—(iii) hold. This implies that the pair E;
and F, is a splitting of F at 0, and conditions (i)—(iii) in Theorem [IT.4 hold. Hence, d is a
diagonal of E. O

The algorithm for determining whether a sequence d is a diagonal of a compact operator
is represented by Figure[ll This procedure actually works for any self-adjoint operator with
one point essential spectrum. First we check whether all necessary conditions (I0.1])—(T0.6])
in Theorem [[0.T] are satisfied. If not, then d is not a diagonal of E. Otherwise, d is a diagonal
of E provided o, +0_ > 0. In the case 0, = 0_ = 0, Theorem applies. In particular, we
look for all possible splittings of F into F; and Ey at 0 with zp = #[{i : d; = 0}| and apply
Theorem [Tl to test whether both (d;)4,<o is a diagonal of Ey and (d;)4,0 is a diagonal of
E5. If the necessary conditions in Theorem [I1.1] fail for all possible splittings, then d is not
a diagonal of E. On the other hand, if the sufficient conditions in Theorem [I1.1] hold for
some splitting, then d is a diagonal of E. This leaves out the possibility that some splittings
satisfy the necessary conditions, but all fail sufficient conditions. This is exactly the kernel
problem, where the algorithm is inconclusive.

Note that if dimker & = oo, then we will not encounter the kernel problem since it
suffices to consider only: (a) the splitting with 2y = 2o = 0 when #|{i : d; = 0}| = oo,
or (b) two splittings with z; = 0, 2z = o0, or vice versa, when #|{i : d; = 0} < 0.
In both scenarios Theorem [IT.1] is conclusive. So we may encounter the kernel problem
only when dim ker £ < oo, which requires testing only a finite number of possible splittings
corresponding to:

2o = #{i : d; = 0}, 21=0,...,n, Zg =N — 2 where n = dim ker £ — zj.

Hence, the algorithm requires analyzing only a finite number of splittings of F if any.
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Input: self-adjoint operator E such that
#|oess(E)] = 1 and a sequence (d;)

Normalize E
to be compact

(Necessity) no (d;) is not a
Theorem diagonal of £

yes (d;) is a
diagonal of £

no

Apply Theorem /{Compact kernel problemJ

to split F into two
compact operators \’[Compac‘u kernel problem}

FIGURE 1. Algorithm for operators with 1-point essential spectrum
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