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A NEW CLASS OF DISTANCES ON COMPLEX
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ABSTRACT. The complex projective space P(C™) can be interpreted as
the space of all quantum pure states of size n. A distance on this space,
interesting from the perspective of quantum physics, can be induced
from a classical distance defined on the n-point probability simplex by
the ‘earth mover problem’. We show that this construction leads to
a quantity satisfying the triangle inequality, which yields a true dis-
tance on complex projective space belonging to the family of quantum
2-Wasserstein distances.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Assume that H is an n-dimensional space over the complex numbers C.
A pure state |¢) € H is a vector of length one, which we identify with ei|¢),
with i2 := —1 and # € R. After introducing an orthonormal basis e; = |i),
for i € [n] :={1,...,n}, we identify H with C" equipped with the standard
inner product, (¢|t)) = (x,y) = x*y. Then, the space of pure states in
‘H = C" is identified with the complex projective space P(C") of complex
dimension n — 1.

P(C™) can be equipped with a variety of different distance functions, for
instance the one induced by the Fubini-Study metric. Another standard
choice, known in physics literature as the Hilbert—Schmidt distance, arises
as follows: Let B(#) be the space of linear operators on H. For T' € B(H)
denote by ||T||p = VTrTT* the Frobenius (aka Hilbert—Schmidt) norm.
On B(H) define a distance dps(S,T) := %HS — T||p. For states in H,
which can be identified with one-dimensional projectors in B(#) as follows:
P(C") 5 x ~ xx* € B(C"), the above distance reduces to

(1.1) dus(x,y) = V1 — [x*y[? = V(x*x)(y*y) — [x*y[*.

The goal of this paper is to consider more general types of distances,
such that d(x,y)? is a quadratic form on the wedge product x Ay in the
exterior product space A?(H), which can be identified with the space of
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skew-symmetric matrices in C"*™. Namely, assume that E is a self-adjoint
positive semidefinite operator on A%(#). Define

(1.2) de(x,y) = [ExAY), xyeH.

We study the following problem: For which E does formula (L2) yield a
distance on P(C")?

The study of distances on complex projective spaces is of paramount
interest for quantum information processing [Il, (14, [18]. They serve as a
measure of proximity of quantum states and have multifarious applications
in quantum metrology and sensing [0, [10], and quantum machine learning
2. [15].

The distances generated by the Monge transport problem enjoy an impor-
tant classical property: the distance between any two spin-coherent states,
each concentrated around a given point on the sphere, is equal to the geo-
desic distance between these points [26].

A generalised approach to the transport problem by Kantorovich [13]
allowed one to introduce several classes of distances based on the quantum
transport problem [4, 11, 25]. A more general approach by Wasserstein
was also recently applied [7), 19} 20] to construct distances in the space of
quantum states.

In this work analyze a particular class of distances (L.2]) directly connected
to the quantum optimal transport problem — see [0, 3] [0]. Interestingly,
the problem of proving the triangle inequality in its general form stated in
Conjecture 2.T]is related to the problem of describing the set in the complex
plane covered by diagonal product of special unitary matrices [17].

2. SURVEY OF THE RESULTS

The function dg given by formula ([.2]) is manifestly symmetric and non-
negative. Furthermore, it is non-degenerate, and hence a semi-distance if
and only if (ker E) N (H A H) = {0}. Therefore, our central question boils
down to the problem: For which E does formula (L2)) satisfy the triangle
inequality,

21 [EEAY < [E&AZ)+[E(ZAY), foral xy,zeP(C")?

In Section @ we show (Corollary A7) that it is sufficient to prove (2.1)) for
every triple of orthonormal vectors x,y,z in H.

We shall call the operators satisfying (2.I)) the triangular operators. In
Section @ we provide a necessary and sufficient condition for an operator E
to be triangular (Theorem [A.T]) in terms of the eigenvalues of 3-dimensional
projectors. We also present a simple sufficient condition (Proposition [£.8])
based on the eigenvalues of E. Then, in Section Bl we show (Proposition [5.1)
that the set of all triangular operators on a given Hilbert space H has the
structure of a 2-cone. We study its symmetries and extreme rays (Theo-

rem [5.7)).
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A special class of semi-distances arises when the operator E is of the form
(22) E(u, VAN u]') = dij u; A\ uy,

for some d;; > 0 and (u;,u;) = &;; for all ¢,j € [n]. The induced semi-
distance dg is called the quantum 2- Wasserstein semi-distance [5,[9]. These
are discussed in Section [fl Let D(E) = [d;;] € R}*" be the symmetric non-
negative matrix with zero diagonal, induced by the eigenvalues of E. It is
easy to see that E of the form (2.2)) is a triangular operator only if D(E) is
a distance matriz (see Definition [6.1]), i.e.

(2.3) dij < dip, + dy;, for all 4, j, k € [n].

Indeed, if (23]) is violated for a triple of indices 4, j, k then (ZI]) fails for
X=u;,YyY =4y, 2= U.

Basing on extensive analytical and numerical studies we conjecture that
[23) is actually a necessary and sufficient condition for an operator E of
the form (2.2 to be triangular.

Conjecture 2.1. An operator E of the form (22) is triangular if and only
if D(E) is a distance matriz.

In other words, Conjecture 2.I] claims that every operator triangular E of
the form (2.2)) is induced by some distance matrix (cf. Definition [6.2]).

For H = C? there is only one operator E, up to a multiplicative prefactor,
it is of the form ([2.2)) and it is trivially a triangular operator. For # = C3
every operator E is of the form (2.2]) (see Corollary B.2). In Section [ we
prove (Corollary [£.2)) that for dim H = 3 the conjecture holds.

In Section Bl we show the validity of Conjecture 2] for a wide class of
operators. Specifically, Theorem [6.4] proves Conjecture 2.1] for all operators
E induced by the Euclidean distance, i.e. operators, the eigenvalues of
which are given by d;; = ||p; — pjl|2 for some n-tuple of distinct points
Pi,---,Pn € R”, for any n = dimH. Furthermore, Theorem shows
that Conjecture .11 holds if dj; = A\;Aj, that is if E = O A O for some
operator O € B(#H). Finally, in Section we present an example, based
on Proposition L8] of a triangular operator induced by the ¢; distance.

Lastly, in Appendix [Bl we provide numerical evidence for the general va-
lidity of Conjecture 211 Appendix [A] contains a technical lemma needed in
the proof of Theorem

3. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

3.1. Certain properties of eigenvalues of self-adjoint operators. De-
note B(H) D S(H) D S4(H) the space of linear operators of H to itself, the
self-adjoint operators T* = T', and the cone of positive semidefinite oper-
ators, respectively. For T' € B(H) let |T||r = VTrTT* be the Frobenius
norm. Assume that 7" € S(#H). Assume that uy,...,u, is an orthonormal
set of eigenvectors of T' with the corresponding eigenvalues:

Amax(T) = M (T) > ... > A(T) = Amin(T).
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When there is no ambiguity concerning 7" we shall simply write A; = A\;(T).

3.2. 2-tensor product and 2-exterior algebra. Let H®? = H @ H. We
endow H®? with the induced inner product

x@uyov)=(xy)(uv).

We identify H ® H with C"*™ via the correspondence x ® y ~ xy . Then
the inner product on C"*" is given by (A, B) = Tr A*B. The space C™"*"
decomposes as a direct sum of symmetric S2C" and skew-symmetric matri-
ces A2C™ respectively. Note that these two subspaces are orthogonal, and
invariant under the conjugation A — A*. The space H®? is a direct sum
of symmetric and skew-symmetric tensors S?(H) @ A%(H). In mathemat-
ics, A?(H) is called the 2-exterior product of H, while in physics it is the
2-fermion space. An “irreducible” element in S*(H) is a rank-one tensor
x ® x # 0, which corresponds to a symmetric rank-one matrix. An “irre-
ducible” element in A?(#) corresponds to

1
3.1 XANYy=—=(XQy —-y®x 0,
(3.1) y ¢§ y -y ®x)#
which corresponds to a rank-two skew-symmetric matrix. Using the La-
grange identity

(3.2) e Ay ll? = 11l [ly1I* = 16, 3) 12

one can write the Hilbert—-Schmidt distance (II) on P(C") as dus(x,y) =
|Ix Ay|l. Note that x Ay # O generates a two-dimensional vector space in
H. If dimH = 3, then we can identify x A y with the vector orthogonal to
span(x,y), whose length is ||x A y||. In this case, the vector x Ay can be
identified with the cross product x x y. (One can define the cross product
x on C? as in the real case.)

Assume that W C H is a k-dimensional subspace. Denote by A?(W) C
A2(H) the subspace generated by x Ay for x,y € W. Clearly, dim A2(W) =
(dméw). Let A € S(A%(H)). Assume that W is a nontrivial subspace of H.
Then by restriction of A to A?2(W) we denote an operator B € S(A%(W))
such that

(BX,Y) = (AX,Y) for all X,Y € A%2(W).
Note that if A is positive (semidefinite) then B is positive (semidefinite).

Assume that dimH = n > 2. Let uy,...,u, be an orthonormal basis in
H. Then u; Auj,1 <i < j < nisan orthonormal basis in H AH. Note that
if u; A u; is viewed as a skew-symmetric matrix, then its rank equals 2. Let
A1, ..., Ayn—1)/2 be an orthonormal basis in A%(H). Then, for n > 3, the
vectors Ay,. .., Ayn—1)/2 need not to be irreducible. Indeed, we can choose
A; corresponding to a skew-symmetric matrix of maximum rank 2|n/2].
The case n = 3 is special:

Lemma 3.1. Let H be a three dimensional subspace of a Hilbert space over
C. Then:
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(a) Any vector in A%(H) is of the form x Ny.
(b) Any orthonormal basis in A?(H) is of the form ui Aug, us Auz, uz Auy,
where uy,ug, ug is an orthonormal basis in H.

Proof. Tt is enough to assume that H = C3. Then A?(C3) is viewed as the
space of skew-symmetric matrices

0 T T2
AP ={XeC®3 X=|-2 0 z3
—T2 —XI3 0

The inner product on A2C? is (X,Y) = Tr X*Y. Assume that X # 0.
Recall that since X is skew-symmetric it follows that det X = 0. That is,
at least one eigenvalue of X is zero. Let us, ||ug|| = 1 be the corresponding
eigenvector of X: Xug = 0. Complete ug to an orthonormal basis uy, us, us
in C3. Let U = [ujuguy] € C3*3. Note that U is unitary. Set Y = U XU =
[UT[(Xu;)(Xuz)0]. Note that Y is skew-symmetric and the last column of
Y is zero. Hence,

0 U1 0
Y=|-y1 0 0| = yl(e1e2T — egelT) = y1\/§e1 A es,
0 0 O

X = ylx/i(Uel) VAN (Ueg).

This shows part (a).
Observe that (X, X) = 1 iff |y;| = 1/v/2. By considering U XU we can
assume as above that

1 0 10
X=eNes=—|—-1 0 0
V2 0 00

Suppose we make a change of coordinates in the subspace spanned by e, es:
2
u; = Zuijej, i€2], U =uy]€C?2
j=1

Then ui,us are two orthonormal vectors if and only if U is unitary. It is
straightforward to show that u; A us = det Ueq A es.

Assume now that Z € A2C3 has norm one and is orthogonal to X. So
Z = 71 N\ z9, where 71,29 are orthogonal and ||z1|| = ||z2]| = 1. Recall that
the intersection of the subspaces W1 = span(e, e2) and Wy = span(z1, z2)
are either equal or their intersection contains exactly one line spanned by
the vector y, |ly| = 1. Let us now change the bases in W; and Wy into
{y,v} and {y,w}, respectively. If W; = Wy then we choose v = w and
X and Z are not orthogonal. Hence Wi # Wy, Again, without loss of
generality we may assume that y = ey, v = e;. Hence w = ae; + bes. The
condition Tr X*Z = 0 yields that ¢ = 0. Hence we can assume that w = eg3.
Let us now pick a vector V € A2C? of length one orthogonal to both X and
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Z. Representing X and Z as skew-symmetric matrices we deduce that that
V = (e A es, where ( € C and || = 1. O

The following result is an immediate consequence of Lemma [B.11

Corollary 3.2. If H = C3 then every operator E € B(A2(H)) is of the
form (2.2]).

3.3. The action of A?>(#) on H and a variational formula. Let C €
A%(H). We associate with C' an anti-linear operator CV on B(H):

CY(ax + by) = aC" (x) + bC"(y),
such that the following equality holds
(3.3) (CY(y),x) = (C,x Ny) for x,y € H.

We shall only be interested in the operators of the form C' = a A b, for some
a,b € H. Recall that

(anb,xAy) = (a,x)(b,y) — (a,y)(b,x)
and hence
(3.4) (aAb)'(y) = (v,b)a— (y,a)b.
Note also that
<CV(X)7y> = _<07X/\y>'

In what follows we need to consider the following variation of a quadratic
form in x A y:

Lemma 3.3. Let M € S(A%(H)). Then
(35) dM(xAyY),xANy)=
=2 ((M(xAy) (9),dx) = ((M(x 1)) (v).dy) ).

Suppose furthermore that M € S, (A%(H)), xAy # 0 and ||[VM(xAy)|| > 0.
Then
1

. VM (x = — X , X .
(3.6) d[VvM(x Ay “m(xAy)”dﬂ\/I( AY),XNY)

The proof of the lemma is straightforward and we leave it to the reader.

Proposition 3.4. Let M € S(A%(H)) and consider the critical points of
(M(xAy),xAy) on the product state space P(C™) x P(C™). Then (x*,y*) €
P(C™) x P(C™) is a critical point if and only if the following equalities hold

(M Ay*) 7 (v*) = (M Ay, x  Ay)xs,  x] =1,
(M(x* A )" (x%) = = (M(x* Ay, x* Ay )y, [ly*] =1
In particular, for A = (M(x* Ay*),x* Ay*) and any u,v € C" we have
(M(X*AYy") = XX Ay, uiy”) =

= (ME"Ay") = Xx* Ay ,x* Av) =0.

(3.7)

(3.8)
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Proof. Since we impose the conditions [|x|| = |ly|| = 1 we introduce the
Lagrange multipliers A(x,x), u(y,y), with A, u € R. Observe that

Ad(x,x) = 2AR(x,dx), pd(y,y) = 2uR(y, dy).

Combine the above identity with ([3.5]) to deduce ([B.7). The equalities (B.6])
follows straightforwardly from (B.1) and (33)). O

Note the the variety {(x,y) € P(C")?2,x Ay = 0} is a (trivial) variety of
critical points of (M(x Ay),x Ay).

3.4. Wedge product of operators on H. Assume that T' € B(#H). Then
S2(H) and A?(H) are invariant subspaces of T ® T' € B(H ® H),

TeTxey)=(Tx)® (Ty),
(TAT)(xNy) = (Tx) A (Ty).
Assume that T is represented as a matrix A € C™*™ in the standard or-

thonormal basis in C™. Then T' A T is represented [§] by the 2-compound
matrix Ca(A) € C(g)x(g), where

Qip A
(Cz(A))(i:j),(qu) = det |:CL]Z ajz] ’
for1 <i<j<mn,1<p<q<n.Itis convenient to denote Co(A) by AN A.
Let fi,...,f, be another orthonormal basis in C". Then f; = Ue;,i € [n]
for some unitary U € U(C™). Then T'AT is represented in the new basis by
(U*ANU*)(ANA)(U AU) and u; Auj, for 1 <i < j <n, is an orthonormal
set of eigenvectors of T'A T with the corresponding eigenvalues A;(1T)\;(T).

If T'e S (H) than
)\max(T A T) =)\ (T))\Q(T), )\min(T A T) = )\n—l(T))\n(T)-

4. THE TRIANGLE INEQUALITY

In this section we study some general necessary and sufficient conditions
for an operator E € B(A%(H)) to be triangular. Observe that for any E €
B(A2(#)) one has the equality

[ExAY)| = [|[VEEXAyY)|.

Hence, we can assume without loss of generality that E € S, (A?(H)).
The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 4.1. Let ‘H be a finite dimensional vector space of dimension at
least 3. Assume that E € Sy (A%(H)). Then, the triangle inequality holds
@) if and only if the following condition holds:

For any 3-dimensional subspace W C H, with F(W') denoting the restric-
tion of E? to A2(W), we have:

(4.1) Vdi2(F(W)) < /dos(F(W)) + /d13(F(W)).
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In next subsections we provide the intermediate steps of the proof and
the final proof is given on page [[3l For the most part we discuss the case
when E is positive definite. Then, the case of a positive semidefinite E can
be viewed as a limiting case of positive definite E.

An immediate consequence of Theorem [£1] is the proof of validity of
Conjecture 2.1l for dim H = 3.

Corollary 4.2. Let dimH = 3. An operator E € Sy (A%(H)) is triangular
if and only if di12(E) < da3(E) + di3(E).

4.1. The case where x,y,z are linearly dependent. In this subsection
we show that if x,y,z are in a two-dimensional W C # then the triangle
inequality holds.

Proposition 4.3. Assume that E € S (A%(C")) and x,y,z € P(C") are
linearly dependent. Then the triangle inequality (2.1) holds. Equality holds
if either x ANz =0 ory Az =0, or span(x,y,z) is a 2-dimensional subspace
W and the restriction of E? to A?>(W) is zero.

Proof. If x Az = 0 then x and z are colinear and equality in (21]) holds.
Similarly, if y A z = 0 equality in ([ZI) holds. Assume that x Az # 0 and
y Az # 0. Without loss of generality we can assume that
W = span(x,y) = span(er,e2), e1 = (1,0)",ex = (0,1)".

Let A be the restriction of E2 to A2(W). If A = 0 then the triangle
inequality holds trivially. It is left to consider the case where A is identity
on the one dimensional space A?2(W). That is |[E(u A v)|| = [[u A v|| for
u,v € W. Without loss of generality we can assume that

X = (17O)T7 y = (yl7y2)T7 ‘y1’2 + ’?42‘2 = 17 z = (21722)T7 ’21‘2 + ‘22’2 = 17
[x Ayl =lyal, [xAzll=2>0, [yAzl]=lyr22 —y221] > 0.

If z9 > y9 one has strict inequalities in (2.I). To show the inequality (2.1I)

it is enough to consider the case 1 > yo > zo > 0. It is straightforward to
show that

zo + |y122 — yoz1| — y2 > 22 — Y2 + |z1ly2 — |y1]22 =

() )-

Y2 22
= Y272 - .
<1+\/1—y§ 1+\/1—z§)

It is left to show that

fy2, 22) == b - 2 >
1+1—y3 1++/1—23

Fix zy and observe that f(y2, 22) increases on [0, 1] in y2. Hence f(y2, z2) >

f(ZQ,ZQ) =0 for yo € (ZQ, 1). U

0, for yo > 29 > 0.
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4.2. A minimum problem. Assume that n = dimH > 3 and let E €
S, (A%(H)) be positive definite. Consider the minimum problem

pE)= ~— min - f(xy,z),
(4.2) Ix[I=llylI=llzll=1

fxy,2) = [ExAz)| +|[E(y Az)]| - [ExAY)].

Clearly, the triangle inequality holds if and only if u(E) = 0. The following
lemma follows straightforwardly from Lemma [3.3t

Lemma 4.4. Assume that n > 3 and E € Sy (A%(C")) is positive definite.
Let f(x,y,z) be defined as in (A2]). Assume that x,y,z € C" are linearly
independent. Then

Af(x.y.2) =
m%(«ﬂx £ 2)Y (@), dx) — (B (x A 2)Y (x) da) ) +
o mﬂ§x5ﬂ%«&PWAz»W@¢w>—«E%yA@V@md@)+
TR (B A 9) (9. dy) — (B A) (7). )

Lemma 4.5. Assume that n > 3 and E € Sy (A%(C")) is positive definite.
Let f(x,y,2z) be defined as in [@2). Then (x,y,z) € P(C")? is a nontriv-
ial critical point of f if x,y,z are linearly independent and the following
conditions hold:

; 2 x A Z \ z) — ; 2 % Vv ~\x
|E(x A z) (B (x N 2)) " (2) ExAy)] (B*xAy)) () = Xx,
1 2 Y 1 2(x Vi) —
(4.4) Ely A2)|| (E*(y n2)) " (2) + TEAD] (B*(x Ay)) " (x) = py,
_; 20 Az)) Y (x) — ; 9 Y o
B & 00 2) ) — g (B A2) () = v,
where

9

p=|ElyAz) - [ExAy)
v=|ExAz)|+ By Az

Suppose furthermore that f(x,y,z) < 0. Then z is orthogonal to x and 'y,
and either x is orthogonal to 'y or

(4.5) [E(xAz)|| —[[E(y Az)| =0.

Proof. The proof of ([A4]) is similar to the proof of Proposition B4l Intro-
duce Lagrange multipliers A(x,x), u(y,y),v(z,z) to deduce the first three
equalities in ([44]). Now take inner product of the first equality with x, the
second equality with y, the third equality with z to deduce the last three
equalities.
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Assume now that f(x,y,z) < 0. Observe that A\, u,—v < 0. Take an
inner product of the first identity with z and the last identity with x. Use
the equality (33]), and the fact that zAz = xAx = 0 to deduce the equalities

(E(xAy),E(y A2z) = [[E(xAYy)[Ax,2),

(E(y A 2), E(x A\ y)) = —[[E(y A 2)[[v(2,%).
Assume that (x,z) # 0. Then we have the equality
(4.6) [ExAY)IA=—[E(y Az,

Let
a=|E(xAz)|,>0 b=|E(yAz)|>0, c=|ExAy)|>0.
Then
A=a—c<0, p=b—c<0, v=a+b>0.
The equality (4.6]) boils down to
cla—c) = =b(a+b) = (c—(a+b))(c+b) = 0= c—(a+b) =0 = f(x,y,2) =0,

which contradicts our assumption f(x,y,z) < 0. Hence (x,z) = 0. Simi-
larly, (y,z) = 0.

Now, take the inner product of the first identity with y and the inner
product of the second identity with x to obtain

(E(x A 2), Ey A 2)) = [E(x A 2)| A, ),
(E(y A2z),E(x A 2)) = [[E(y A2)|n{y, x).
Assume that (x,y) # 0. Then
ala—c)=bb—cc=(a—b)a+b—c)=0=a=0,
which proves (4.5)). O
4.3. The three dimenisonal case. Recall (Corollary3.2]) that if dimH = 3

then every operator E € B(A%(H)) is of the form (ZZ). In order to simplify
the notation let us assume that

E(U_Q VAN 113) = dyzus A ug, E(U3 A U_l) = dizusg A uy,

4.7
( ) E(u1 VAN 112) = dijou; Aug, with Aog > Az > Mg > 0.

The following theorem is a refined version of Theorem 4.1l for n = 3:

Theorem 4.6. Let H be a three dimensional Hilbert space. Assume that
E €S, (A%2(H)) and let u(E) be given by (&2). Then,

(4.8) ,LL(E) = min(O, d12 + d13 — d23).

Furthermore:

(a) We have p(E) =0 if and only if one of the following conditions holds:
(i) Either x,z or y,z are colinear. If das < diz + di2 there are no
other cases.
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(ii) We have dag = di2+di3 and the vectors x,y,z € P(H) are linearly
independent, z = a1, and both x and y are orthogonal to z. Fur-
thermore, if dig = di3 then x = ug,y = ug and if dig > dio then
either {x,y} = {ug,us} or
x = sin fuy + €' cos fus, y = —e W sin guy + cos ous,

(4.9) _ di3

with 0,¢ € (0,7/2),¢ € [0,27), tanftan¢ = e
12

(b) If dos > dio + dig then ,u(E) = —ds3 + dig + di3. The minimum is

achieved if and only if {x,y} = {u2,us} and z = u;.

Proof. Lemma [3.1] yields that there exists an orthonormal basis uy, us, us
such that (A7) holds. We first show the inequality

(4.10) ,LL(E) < min(O, dio2 + dy3 — d23).

Clearly, f(x,x,z) =0, hence u(E) < 0. Assume that dag > di2 + dy3. Then
f(ug,ug,ul) = djo + di3 — dog < 0. This proves (m)

Without loss of generality we assume that # = C3. It is sufficient to study
the cases x Az # 0,y Az # 0. Since E is positive definite, Proposition [4.3]
yields that strict triangle inequality holds. We thus restrict ourselves to the
case where x,y,z are linearly independent, and f(x,y,z) = pu(E) < 0 for
some x,y,z € P(C3). Lemma yields that z is orthogonal to x and y.
Without loss of generality we can assume z = e; = (1,0,0)". Recall that
the standard basis e, es,e3 € C? induces a standard orthonormal basis
es Nes,e3 Aep,e; Aey € A2(C3?). Then, in this orthonormal basis, the
operator E? is represented by a positive definite Hermitian matrix H =
[hij] € C33. Let U = [u;;] € C**2 with detU = 1. Change the basis
e}, es, e3 to a new orthonormal basis

2
g1 =€, gi+1 = Zuije]‘+1 for ¢ € [2]
j=1

Observe that goAgs = esAes. In this basis E? is represented by a Hermitian
matrix G = [g;;] € C>*3. Choose U such that the 2 x 2 principal submatrix
[9ij]i,jeq2,3) 1s diagonal. That is, goz = 0:

gi1 912 913
G=|g21 g2 O
931 0 g33

Furthermore, we can assume that gog > g33 > 0.
As x,y € P(C?) we can assume that x,y are of the form:

x = (sinf)gy + s(cosf)gs, y = —t(sin¢p)gs + (cos ¢)gs,

4.11
(4-11) with 0,0 €[0,7/2], s,teC,|s|=][t|=1.
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Then x ANy = (SinHCosqb—l—Stcosﬁsingb)gg/\g3 and
IExAY)| = !sin@cosgb—l—stcos@singb‘w/gn,

E(x A z)|| = 1/ ¢22 cos? 0 + g3 sin® 0,
| g g

IE(y A2)I| = /922 c052 6 + gas sin? 6.

Hence,

fxy,2) = [[ExA2)| +[E(y Az)l| - [Ex Ayl =

= \/922 cos2 0 + g3z sin® 0 + \/922 cos2 ¢ + g3 sin? ¢ —
— | sin 6 cos ¢ + st cos 0 sin ¢|/g11.
Since we assumed that p(E) = f(x,y,z) we must have the equality
| sin 0 cos ¢ + st cos O sin ¢| = sin cos ¢ + cosfsing = s = AVt =e ¥,
As we assumed that go3 = 0 it follows that the eigenvalues of the sub-

matrix [gij]?:j:2 are goo > g33. The Cauchy interlacing theorem and the
maximum characterization of d3,

g2z > dig > g3 > diy, g1 < dis.

Hence, employing the function F' defined in (A1), we have

das
diz + dia

We first consider the case daz < di2 + di3. Then t < 1 and Lemma [A]]
implies that f(x,y,z) > 0 contrary to our assumption that f(x,y,z) =
u(E) < 0. Hence, in this case u(E) = 0. That is, the triangle inequality
holds, and equality in the triangle inequality holds if either x Az = 0 or
yAz=0.

Assume now that deg = dy2+dy3. Note that f(x,y,2z) < dig+diz—deg =
0. Next observe that ¢ in the inequality (£I2) satisfies t < 1. Lemma [A]l
then implies that f(x,y,z) > 0. Therefore f(x,y,z) = u(E) = 0 in this
case too. That is, the triangle inequality holds.

We now consider the equality case in the triangle inequality, that is
f(x,y,z) = 0. Consequently, g11 = d3; = (d12 + d13)?. In this case we
claim that G is a diagonal matrix diag(d3, d3s,d3,). Indeed, because

(412) f(X7 Y, Z) > F(dl?n d127 tv 67 (b)a for t =

g11 = (E*(g2 A g3), 82 A g3) = d3,

and ds3 is the maximal eigenvalue of E, we must have go A g3 = (ug A ug
for some || = 1. Hence the entries (1,7),(i,1) of G are zero. for i € [2].
Since we assumed that gog3 = 0 we deduce that G is diagonal. Therefore,
g1 = u; =z, and

E*(g2 Ag3) = d3sg2 A g3, E(g3 Agi) = disgs Agi,

(4.13)
E2(g1 Ng2) = d%2g1 A g2.
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Suppose first that djo = dy3. LemmalAdlimplies that F(dy2,d12,1,6, ¢) =
0 if and only if 6 + ¢ = 7/2. Recall that in this case equality (£9]) holds
and the equalities. Use equalities (@II) and s = €% ¢t = e7¥ to deduce
(x,y) = 0. As dy3 = dy3 it follows that we can assume that uy = x,us =y.

Assume now that di3 > dis. Then go = ug, g3 = us. Lemma [A.]] yields
that F(di3,d12,1,0,¢) = 0 if and only if (A.3) hold. The first condition
in (A3)) yields that {x,y} = {u2,u3}. The second condition of (A.3]) is the
condition (£4.9).

We now assume that dp3 > di2 + di3. Then f(x,y,z) = p(E) < 0
and ¢ > 1 in (@I2). Lemma [AT] yields that w(d23,d13,d23/(d13 + d12)) =
—das + di3 + di. For f(x,y,2z) = w(da3,di3,d23/(d13 + di2)) we must
have that g1; = d3;. Therefore, G = diag(d3;,d33,d35), and (@I3) holds.
Furthermore, the first condition of (A3]) holds. Hence {x,y} = {g2,83},2z =
g1 U

Proof of Theorem [{.1. Assume that x,y,z € P(C") are linearly depen-
dent. Proposition [4.3] yields that the triangle inequality holds. Assume
that x,y,z € P(C") are linearly independent. Let W = span(x,y,z). De-
note by F(W) the restriction of E? to A>(W). Denote M = /F(W).
Let dog > di3 > di2 > 0 be the eigenvalues of M with the corresponding
orthonormal eigenvectors us A uz,us A uy,u; A ug. Assume that the trian-
gle inequality holds. Hence di2 + d13 — dog > 0. Vice versa, assume that
di2 + di3 — degz > 0. Let € > 0 and denote by M, a positive definite operator
in S; (A2(W)) whose eigenvalues are do3 + 2¢, d12 + €, d3 + ¢ with the same
corresponding eigenvectors as M. Theorem yields that for E = M, the
triangle inequality holds. Let € \ 0 to deduce that for E = M the triangle
inequality holds. U

The proof of Theorem [A.1] yields and important simplification of the tri-

angle inequality (2.1]).

Corollary 4.7. Assume that dimH > 3 and E € S, (A?(H)). Then the
triangle inequality (210) holds if and only if it holds for all orthonormal
triples of vectors xX,y,z € H.

4.4. A simple sufficient condition. We now give a simple sufficient con-
dition for E to be a triangular operator.

Proposition 4.8. Assume that dimH =n > 3, set m = () = dim A*(H),
and let E € S, (A%(H)) have eigenvalues:

AM(E) > ... > Ano1(E) > An(E) > 0.
If
(4.14) Am—1(E) + An(E) > M\ (E),
then E € T(H).
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Proof. We will first show that if inequality (4.14]) holds for m(n) > 3 then,
for any (n — 1)-dimensional subspace W C H,

(4.15) VA1 (FE(W)) + /A (F(W)) > /A (F(W)),
with F(W) denoting the restriction of E? to A?>(W) and m’ = dim A2(W) =
(") =m—n+1.

Let vq,...,v,_1,Vy be an orthonormal basis of H such that vqi,...,v,_1
is an othonormal basis of W. Set

Vi =A*(W), Vi1 =span(V1, Vi A Vi, ..., Vi AVy), i€ [n—1],

to be a partial flag of subspaces in A%2(H). Denote by F; the restriction of
E? to V;. Observe that F; = F(W), F,, = E2. Recall that the eigenvalues
of F; interlace with the eigenvalues of F; 1,

Aj(Fiv1) > Xj(Fy)) > N1 (Figr), for jem' +i—1],i€[n—1].
In particular, for all i € [n — 1],

VA(Fip1) = VA (F)),
(4.16) VAmric2(Fi) =/ Aprsic1(Figa),
VAmr4ic1(F) > VA i(Fig).

Assume the inequality (@I4) for F,, = E2. Use the above inequality for
1 =n —1 to deduce

VA1 (Fo) + VA1 (Fi) > VA1 (F).

Continue by induction on i to deduce (£I5]) for ¢ = 1.

Next, we proceed by induction on n to deduce that if (4I4]) holds for
some n > 3 then (AI5) is true for any 3-dimensional subspace W C H.
Then, Theorem [A.T] implies that the operator E is triangular. O

5. THE 2-CONE OF TRIANGULAR OPERATORS
Let
(5.1) S1(H)={S eS(H), TrS =1}, S+71(7-L) =S (H)NSi1(H).

Observe that Sy ;(#) is a compact convex set of density operators on #H of
real dimension dim? H — 1.

Definition 5.1. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space. A set C C
S+ (H) is called a 2-cone if the following conditions hold:

(a) 0 €C.

(b) If T € C then tT € C for t € [0, 00).

(c) If S,T € C then vS?+ T2 € C.

A 2-cone C is trivial if C = {0}.
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For a subset S € S4(H) and p > 0 denote
(5.2) SP={TP, T € S} CS{(H).
The following lemma is straightforward:

Lemma 5.2. A set C C S, (H) is a 2-cone if and only if C* is a cone in
St(H).

An element T € C\ {0} is called and an extreme ray if and only if 72 is an
extreme ray in C2. That is, if T2 = T? + T% for some T}, T, € C then T} and
T, are colinear. Denote by Ext(C) the set of extreme rays of C. Observe that
the set of extreme rays of the cone C2 is determined by Ext?(C) = Ext(C2).

Proposition 5.3. Assume that dimH = n and let C C S (H) be a closed
nontrivial 2-cone. Then Ext(C) # 0 and every T? € S? is the sum of at
most n? of squares of distinct extreme rays of S.

Proof. Let

C1=CN(Sy1(H)V2
Then C? is a compact convex set in S; 1(#H). Carathéodory’s theorem yields
that Ext(Cy), the set of the extreme points of Cy, is nonempty, and every
point of C; is a convex combination of at most dimC; + 1 distinct extreme
points of C; [21]. As dimC; < dim S, 1(H) = n? — 1 we deduce the proposi-
tion. U

Definition 5.4. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space of dimH > 2.
An operator E € S, (A%(H)) is called triangular if the inequality (2.1I) holds.
Denote by T(H) C S;(A%(H)) the set of triangular operators.

Proposition 5.5. Assume that H is a Hilbert space with dimH > 2. Then
T(H) is a closed 2-cone.

Proof. Clearly, T(H) is a closed set. Furthermore, if E € T (H) then eE €
T(H) for e > 0. Suppose that Ei, Es € T(H). For i € [2] set

a; = |Ei(x A z)| = \/<E?(x/\z),x/\z>,
b= [Bily A2 = /(B2 (y A2), x A ),

& = [Bix Ay)l = (B2(x A y).x Ay,
a=(ar,a2)".b=(br.ba) e = (er.e2)T €B2, [x]| = [yl = |z = 1.

Observe that a +b > ¢ > 0. Hence, ||a + b|| > ||c||. Recall the triangle
inequality ||a||+|/b]| > ||a+b||. Hence, ||a||+|[b|] > ||c||, which is equivalent
to

VIE? + B3 (x A2),x Az) + /(B2 + ER)(y A,y Aa) >

VIER + E3)(xAy).x Ay).
Set E = \/E? + E3 to deduce that E € T(H). O
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Proposition 5.6. The unitary group U = {U AU, U € U(H)} € B(A%2(H))
is a symmetry of the 2-cone of triangular operators, i.e. U*T (H)U = T (H).
Proof. Let E € T(H) and U AU € U. For any x,y € ‘H we have
[[UAUEWUAU)(xAY)| = V{E2(UxAUy),Ux AUy)
= HE (Ux A Uy)H.

Hence, the operator (UAU)* E (U AU) satisfies the triangle inequality (2.1])
if and only if E does. O

5.1. Extreme rays of 7(C3). One way to characterize T (H) is through
its extreme rays. It is enough to characterize the extreme points of 71 (H)
— the set of triangular operators of trace one.

Theorem 5.7. Assume that dimH = 3. An element A € T(H) is an
extreme ray if and only if the equality

(5.3) dgg(A) =di2(A) + dlg(A) > 0.
Proof. Theorem 1] asserts that E € T(H) \ {0} if and only if
(5.4) 0 < do3(E) < di2(E) + di3(E).

Recall that E has three orthonormal vectors that are given by (7). Assume
first that the second inequality in (5.4)) is strict. Then di2(E) > 0 and there
exists € > 0 such that

d35(E) + & < di2(E) + d13(E), 0 < d33(E) —e¢,

max < dgg(E) — €, dlg(E)> < min < dgg(E) — &, dlg(E)> + di2(E).
Define E1, Es as follows:
El(u2 A\ 113) = dgg(E) + euz A ug, E2(u2 A 113) = dgg(E) — gus A\ ug,
and ug A u; and u; A uy are the eigenvectors of Eq,Eo with the same
eigenvalues as E. Theorem 1] yields that E;,Ey € T(#H). Clearly E? =
(LE1)2 + (iEg)z. Hence E is not an extreme ray.

V2 V2
Assume now that (5.3]) holds for A = E. Suppose to the contrary that

E is not an extreme ray. Without loss of generality we can assume that
E € Ti(H). Thus, E? is not an extreme point in the compact closed set
7'12(7-1) Hence, there exists 2 < k < 9 such that

k
E? =) a;A?, with A; € Ti(H),a; > 0,3 ,a; =1, and A; # A; for i # j.
=1

Now, observe that
F(e) = E* +¢B € T2(H), for B =t(A? — A2),t = min(a1,as),¢ € [~1,1].

We claim that for small enough positive e, the operators F(¢) and F(—¢)
are not in T2(H).
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Choose an orthonormal basis us Aus, uzAuy, us Auy in A%(H) that satisfy
(@7). In this basis E? and B have the form

M2 000 by
E*’=10 X 0]|.B= |bo
0 0 A b

b2 bi3
baa  baz| # 0,011 + bag + b3z = 0.
ba3 b33

Were we set Ay = da3, Ao = di3, A3 = dio for more convenient notation in
the coming calculations. As F(=£1) is positive semidefinite it follows that
b1z = bas = bzz = 0 if A3 = 0. Recall Rellich’s theorem [8], which implies
that the eigenvalues of F(() are analytic functions of ¢ in some open simply
connected domain containing R. In particular, the eigenvalues of F({) are
given by three convergent Taylor series

vi(Q)=> wil, ¢l <rie[3],re(0,1)
=0

As Tr B = 0 we deduce

3
(5.5) > ui=0forleN.

i=1

Observe that the assumption that F(¢) € T2(H) for ¢ € (—r,7) is

(5.6) Vi) < Vu(Q) + V(¢

)7 for j7 k7l € [3]7< € (_Tvr)‘

Suppose first that Ao > A3 > 0. Then Ay = Ay + A3 > Xg. Therefore, for

small enough r > 0 we have

M(F(Q) = v1(Q) > X(F(Q)) = 12(C) > A3(F(¢)) = v3(¢) > 0, C € (=r,7).
Recall the formulas for vy ; [8, §3.8] to deduce

(57) VZ(C) = )‘22 + b”C + O(C2), Vi = b“', = [3]

Hence,

bii
Vi(Q) = N + 2; +0(¢?),
Inequality (5.6) for j = 1,k = 2,1 = 3 yields

b11¢ < baaC  b33C

201 T 29 +

Hence,

(5.8) bu

23

for ¢ € (—r,r).

b b33
20 2\ + 2X3 "

Recall the equalities b11 + bog + b33 = 0 and (5.3]), which yield
(5.9) b1 = —(b22 + b33), )\3()\3 + 2X3)be = —)\2()\2 + 2)3)b3s.
We now recall the formulas for v; o in 8] (4.20.2)]:

vio = e;B*(\1 — E?)'Be;,

e; = (01i,024,03) ", i€[3].
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Here T € R3*3 is the identity matrix and (A>T — E?)T is the Moore-Penrose
inverse. Hence:

bi2|? biz|? bia|>  |bi3)?
o = |b12] + [bis|* _ [bao] +\ 13| |
A=A AL — A3 A3 o
2 2 2 2
(5.10) Vg = — |b12| n [bas|® |bia] N |bas] 7
’ A1 — Ag Ao — A3 A3 Ay — A3
e |b13]? n s> [bas]®  besf?
2 /\1 - /\3 >\1 - >\3 )\2 /\2 — )\3 )

Note that the above v’s satisfy equality (5.5]) for [ = 2. We now compute
the Taylor expansions of 1/\;(F(¢)) up to the ¢%:

SEFD) 1 1 5
=N < 2/\2V“C+ 22 vail* - 8A4V“C > + 0.
We claim that:

(5.11)  VAFQ) = VAAF(Q) — VA3(F(C)

o [ V1,2 V%,l V2.2 21 V32 3
=¢ <2A1 B 2h BN 2h 8>\3> 0.
The equality Ay = Ao + A3 yields that first coefficient of the above Taylor
expansion is zero. The equality (5.8) yields that the second coeffcient of
the above Taylor expansion is zero. We claim that the coefficient of ¢? is
positive.
Consider first

L Y Y 1 |b13|” b2
AMAz - A2 A2 Aa(A2—A3)  Aads Az(Ae — A3)

As we assume that Ay > A3 the above expression is positive, unless b1o =
b1z = bo3 = 0.
Next we consider the expression:
2 2
Vi, Vi Y31 (baa+bs3)® n b3y n b3s
A3 A3 A3 A3 A3
In view of the last equality in (5.0) we deduce that if (bag,b33)" # O then
baobgs < 0. As A1 > Ao > A3 we deduce that the above expression is positive,
unless by; = bgy = bz = 0. As B # 0 we must have that the coefficient of ¢?
in the expression (G.I1]) is positive. Hence for small nonzero ¢ the operator
F(¢) is not in T2(H), contrary to our assumptions.
We now consider the case when Ao = A3 > 0 and A\; = 2\y. Let U € C3*3
1 0 0
be a unitary matrix of the form |0 w2 wgs|. Note that U*E?U = E2.
0 wugz wuss
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Now choose U such that the matrix U*BU = C = [¢;;], such that cp3 = 0.
Thus, without loss of generality we can assume that B = C, and by3 = 0.
Then A\ (F(¢)) = v1(¢) and we have the same Taylor expansion as before,

with A2 = A3, and equalities (5.7) hold. We claim that equalities (5.10]) hold,

2
where first we let the term % = 0 and then set Ay = A3. This equalities

can be deduced as follows. Assume that \; = Ay + A3, and bz = 0. Then we
have equalities (B.I0) with beg = 0. Let Ay N\, A\3. Use the same arguments
as before to deduce the contradiction.
We are left with the case A3 = 0, \; = Ay > 0. As we pointed out
before we must have b33 = 0, hence bjg3 = bsg = 0. Use a unitary matrix
uir uiz 0O
ug1 ug2 0| to deduce that we can assume that B is a diagonal matrix
0 0 0
diag(bll, bQQ,O) where b11 = —b22 75 0. Then

M(F(Q) = AT+ [bull¢] > A2(F()) = A3 — [bu1]|¢] for ¢ € (0,7).

Again, F(¢)) & T(H) contradictory to our assumptions. O

6. SPECIAL SUBCLASSES OF TRIANGULAR OPERATORS

6.1. Distance-induced triangular operators. In this section we con-
sider a special subset of operators E, which are of the form (2.2]). Recall
that the eigenvalues of such operators can be organised into a symmetric
matrix with zero diagonal, D(E) = [d;;] € R}*". Then, using the basis
{uw;}; of H, we can write

1 n
de(x.y) = B AY)| = |5 Y djlway; — 0l
(6.1) wi=1

n n
where x = E T, Y= E Y.
i=1 i=1

Semi-distances (6.I]) are known under the name of quantum 2-Wasserstein
semi-distances. They arise from the quantum optimal transport problem as
follows (see [B, 9] for the details):

Let p4, pP € S11(H) be two density operators on a Hilbert space # = C"
and let T9(p*, pP) = {p?P € S{ 1(H @ H), Tra p'? = pP, Trp pAP = pA}
be the set of their “quantum couplings”. For a matrix D(E) as above define
the corresponding quantum cost matriz, Cg € S1(H @ H), as

Cg = Z dij (U_Z' A uj)(ui N 11]')*.

j>i=1
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The quantum 2-Wasserstein semi-distance on Sy ;(H) associated with such
a Cg is defined as

A By._ : AB (2
W(p?, p°) = \/pAB€1%1&A7pB)Tr(p CE).

If either of the states p?, p? is pure, then T'9(p4, pP) = {p? @ pP}. Conse-
quently, if p4 = xx* and p? = yy*, for two vectors x,y € P(C"), then

Wit o) = | 3 i Tr [oc © yy) s A A )] = de(x,y).
j>i=1
A particular example of such an operator E is as follows: Assume that
O € S+ (H) with the eigenvalues \; and eigenvectors u;,

(6.2)  Ou;=XNuw;, A >...>X, >0, (w,u;) =270y, fori,je[n].
Then, O induces an operator E = O A O such that (O A O)(x Ay) =
(Ox) A (Oy) (see [§]). Hence,

(ONO)(u; Ay) = A\ A, 1<i<j<n.
That is, d;j(OANO) = \jAj for i < j. We shall call such operators E reducible.

Let X = {p1,...,Pn} € RY be a set of n points equipped with a distance
function d. (Observe that it is sufficient to consider N < n — 1.) Then, the
values of d can be organised into a symmetric matrix with zero diagonal,
D(E) = [di;] = [d(ps, pj)] € R}*™. It leads to the following concept:

Definition 6.1. A real n x n matrix D = [d;;] € R"*" is called a distance
matriz if it satisfies the following properties:

) D is symmetric: DT = D.

) D is positive semi-definite: d;; > 0, for 7,5 € [n].

) D has zero diagonal: d;; = 0 for i € [n].

) The triangle inequality holds:

(a
(b
(c
(d
(6.3) dij + djr, > di,,  for all 4,5,k € [n].

We denote by D,, C R™ "™ the set of all n x n distance matrices. A distance
matrix is called positive if all its off-diagonal entries are positive. A distance

matrix D € D,, is Ei,v—mduced if d;; = ||p; — pyllp for some py,...,p, € RY
and p € [1, 00].

For a symmetric nonnegative matrix S =: S°! denote

(6.4) S = [s7], sp;=s5,>0, fori,je[n]andp>0.

It is straightforward to show
(6.5) D e D, = D eD,forpe (0,1).

Definition 6.2. We say that an operator E € S, (A?(H)) is induced by a
distance function d on the n-point set X if E is of the form (2.:2]) and D(E)
is a distance matrix.
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Conjecture [2.1] asserts that every triangular operator E € T(H) of the
form (2:2)) on a Hilbert space of dimension n is induced by some distance
function on an n-point set X.

Note that D(EP) = D°P(E), which means that if E € T(#) is of the form
22) then EP € T(H) for all p € (0,1]. Recall also that Proposition
implies that if an operator E is triangular then so is EV := (UAU)* E (UAU),
for any ‘local’ unitary U € B(#). Clearly, if E is of the form (2.2 then so
is EV.

Observe that any operator E € S, (A%(H)) can be written as a ‘global’
rotation of an operator E of the form (2:2). That is, for any E € S| (A2(%))
there exist a unitary V € B(A%(H)) and an operator E € S, (A?(#H)) of
the form (Z2) such that E = V*EV. However, such a ‘global’ rotation
of a triangular operator E will not, in general, yield a triangular operator,
regardless of whether E was of the form (2Z.2]) or not.

It is easy to provide a counterexample: Let dimH = 4 and let E be
induced by the following distance matrix:

dig =2, diz=3, dyz=1,

(6:6) dig =1, dog =3, d3qs=2.

Then, E is triangular. Let now V € B(A?(H)) be defined as

u Auy, ifi=1,5=3,
V(U_Z'/\u]'): u Aug, ifi=1,5=4,
u; Auj, otherwise.
Then, E = V*EV is not triangular, because
dﬁ(ul, 112) + dﬁ(llg, 113) =3> dE(ul,U3) =1
In the next subsections we provide analytical evidence for the general
validity of Conjecture 2.1l For further, numerical, evidence see Appendix Bl
6.2. Triangular operators induced by the Euclidean distance. Let
us start with triangular operators induced by the ‘line geometry’, that is 3.
Theorem 6.3. Let E € S| (A(H)) be induced by the €3 distance, that is
(6.7) dij = |pi —pj| >0, for i,j€[n],
with p1,...,pPn € R. Then, E is a triangular operator for any n > 2.

Proof. For n = 2 the assertion follows from Proposition 3] while for n = 3
it follows from Theorem Let us then assume that n > 3 and, on the
strength of Corollary 4.7 let x,y,z € P(C") be three orthonormal vectors.
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Let us set H=3 7 | p;u;u € S(C") and compute

n n

1
dg(x,y)? = B) Z (Pi — Pj)2|117iyj - xjyi|2 = Z (P} — PiP;)|ziy; — l’jyz‘|2
',j—l i,j=1
= Z — i) [zl ly;[* — 2y — 2 jyizag; + |yil*|5)°)
i,j=1

= (H?x,x) + (H%,y) — 2((Hx,x)(Hy,y) - [(Hx,y)[?).

As x,y,z € H are three orthonomal vectors we can complete them to an
orthonormal basis X = v{,y = vo,2 = Vv3,...,V,. In this basis H and H?
are respectively represented by positive definite Hermitian matrices H =

[hij], H? = [h(z)] € C™*™. Hence,

d(x,y) = \/hﬁ) + hSy) — 2(harhas — [hia)?),
d(X,Z) = \/hﬁ) + hi(’,? - 2(h11h33 — ’h13‘2),

Ay, 2) = /WD) + b2 — 2(hhss — hss?).

We thus have
dg(x,2) + dg(z,y) — de(x,y) = —2(hi1has — [hus|* + hashas — [has|*) +
+2n) + 2(h11h22 — |h1a?)+
+2\/h —2(h11h33—|h13| ) %

X \/h22 + h33) — 2(haghss — |ha3|?).
Now, let us define the matrix G € C3*3, as G = [g;;] = [hyj], for i,j € [3],
then G2 = [92(])] Clearly, g§-2) < hl(-iz) for i € [3] and g¢;; = h;j, thus

1

dg(x,2) + dg(z,y) — de(x,y) > —2(g11933 — |g13]° + 922933 — |g13]*) +

2
+ 29;(),3) +2(g11922 — |912|2)—|—

2 2
+ 2\/9&) + gég) —2(g11933 — |g13]?) X

X \/gé? + gé? — 2(g22933 — |923]?)
=dg(x,2) +da(z,y) — da(x,y) > 0.

where G = Z;?’:l G;w; for some orthonormal basis wi, wo, w3 in C3. But
the operator G is triangular, hence the last inequality follows. O

Thanks to the 2-cone structure of the set of triangular operators, the
above theorem can be easily generalised to operators induced by the general
Euclidean distance.
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Theorem 6.4. Let E € S (A(H)) be induced by the ¢ distance, that is

(6.8) dij = [|pi = pjll2 >0,  for i,j € [n],

with p1,...,pn € RY. Then, E is a triangular operator for any n > 2 and

any N <n—1.

Proof. We have
al 2

dij = Z (pk —pg‘?) . with p; = (p},...,pM)T € RY, fori e [n].

k=1

Set

E; = Z ‘pf—pﬂui/\uj, for ke [N].
1<i<j<n
Theorem [6.3] yields that E; € T(#), for all £ € [N]. Then, Proposition

implies that B = />0 | E? € T(H).

Observe that by translation p — p + a we can assume that p; = 0. As
span(pa, ..., Pn) is at most of dimension n — 1, we can assume without loss
of generality that N <n — 1. O

We now recall the known results due to Schoenberg [22] Theorem 1], see
also [16], that gives simple necessary and sufficient conditions on a distance
on [n] points, which is realised as the Euclidean distance on some n distinct
points in x1,...,x, € RV,

Theorem 6.5. Let D = [d;;]| € D,,. Then there exists X1,...,%X, € Rn1
such that d;j = ||x; —x;|| fori,j € [n] if and only if the following symmetric
matriz A = [a;;] € RM=DX(=1) s positive semidefinite:

1 .
(69) aij = §(d%(1+1) + d%(]-ﬁ-l) — d%i-i—l)(j-i—l))’ 1,7 S [TL — 1]

Assume that A is positive semidefinite with rank A = r € [n — 1]. Then
X1,...,Xp € R” but not in R™1.

Assume that d(i,j),i,j € [n] is a distance on [n]. It is straightforward
to show that for each v € (0,1) the function d(7, )" is a distance on [n].
(Concavity of the function x7+%7.) In the paper [23], Theorem 3] it is shown
that if d(i,j),,7 € [n] is a distance on [n] induced by the Euclidean distance
on R"™! then the distance d” is induced also by the Euclidean distance on
R

The following theorem is proven by Schoenberg [24, Theorem 5].

Theorem 6.6. Let yi,...,y, € RY. Assume that p € [1,2], and D =
(lyi —y;llp]. Then, for v € [0,p/2] the distance matriz D°Y induced by £y

Together with Theorem it yields the following result:

Corollary 6.7. Let the operator E € S (Az(H)) be induced by £ for p €
[1,2]. Then EY € T(H), for all v € (0,p/2].
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6.3. Reducible triangular operators. Let us now turn to the case of
reducible triangular operators, that is E = O A O for some O € B(H).
Denote

A(x) = xx" —diag(2?,...,22), x=(x1,...,2,) €R"

rrn

Theorem 6.8. Assume that dimH > 3. Let E € S;(A2(H)) and D(E) is
a distance matriz. If E is reducible, then E is a triangular operator.

To prove this theorem we will need the following lemma:

Lemma 6.9. Assume that n > 4 and
a=(a,...,an) €R", b= (by,...,by_3)" e R" 7}
a; >b; > a;11 >0 forien—1].

Assume that A(a) € D,,. Then A(b) € D,_;.

Proof. Assume that D = [d;;] € D,. Suppose that d;; = 0 for ¢ # j. It
is straightforward to show that dj; = dj for all k& € [n]. Assume that
A(a) € Dy, and the inequalities (6.10) hold.

Suppose that a, = 0. Then a;a, = 0 for i € [n — 1]. Hence, A(a) = 0.
Therefore, ay = ... =a, =0, and by = ... = b,—1 = 0. Thus A(b) =0 €
Dp—1.

We now assume that a,, > 0 and prove the lemma by induction. Observe
that for 1 <1i < j < k < n we have the equality a;a; > max(a;a;, a;ar, ajay).
Assume that a in (6.10) is fixed. Let n = 4. Observe:

b1b3 + bobs — b1by > byay + boay — biby = bl(a4 — b2) + boay >

al(a4 — b2) + boay = b2((14 — CL1) + ajaq4 > ag(a4 — al) +ajayq > 0.

(6.10)

The last inequality follows from the assumption that A(a) € Dy.
Assume now that lemma holds for n = m > 3 and assume that n = m—+1.
We claim that the following inequality holds

blbk—l-bkijblbj forl<i<j<k<n.

Suppose first that & < n — 1. Then this inequality follows from induc-
tion hypothesis for a’ = (a1,...,an_1)",b" = (by,...,by_2)". Similarly,
we deduce the above inequality if ¢ > 2. Thus, we are left with the case
i =1 < j < k = n. This inequality follows from teh same arguments we
used for the case n = 4. O

Proof of Theorem [6.8. Assume that H = C", where n > 3. Suppose
that O satisfies (6.2)) and E = O A O. We prove that the theorem in that
case by induction on n. For n = 3 our theorem follows from Theorem
Assume that our theorem holds for n = m > 3, and let n = m+1. Corollary
[4.7] states that it is enough to show the triangle inequality every triple of
orthonormal vectors x,y,z € C". Let W be an n — 1-dimensional subspace
of C", such that x,y,x € W. Denote by O(W) : W — W a positive
semidefinite operator so that the restriction of the hermitian form O? to W
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is equal to the hermitian form of O(W)2. Then the hermitian form given
O?(W)AO?(W) is the restriction of the hermitian form 02 A0? to WAW.

Assume that pu; > -+ > p,—1 are the eigenvalues of O(W). Recall the
interlacing inequalities for O?(W) and O2, where we denote the eigenvalues
of O*(W) by pf >+ > pp_y :

M>pf >0 > A0 > pn > A0 >0.

Hence
A2 pr 2 A= 2 Apm1 2 pn—1 2 Ap 2 0.
Since D(E) is a distance matrix, Lemmal[G.9]yields that A((p1, -+, pn_1) ') €
Dy,—1. The induction hypothesis yields that O(W)AO(W) € T(W). Hence
the tirangle inequality holds for x,y, z. O
Below we present an example which shows that Theorem does not
follow from Theorem for n = 4. Let

(6.11) by=by=1, bg=1/2, 2>by>1.

Set b = (b1, ba,b3,bs) T and D = [d;;] = A(b). It is straightforward to check
that D € Dy. Assume that the eigenvalues of O € S, (C*) are b;,i € [4].
Then the matrix A in Theorem [6.5] is

1
1 1+23b3
1+%’>b2 82
g 0

1
2
1

It is straightforward to show that the conditions (6.11]) yield that det A < 0.
For these parameters, the distance matrix D can’t be realized as Euclidean
distance on R3.

6.4. Other examples of triangular operators.

Example 6.10. Example Consider a square with 4-vertices in the plane:
x1 = (0,0)",x2 = (1,0),x3 = (0,1) T, x4 = (1,1) "
Let D = [d;;] be the distance matrix induced by ||x; — x;]|1:

01 1 2
1 0 21
1 2 01
2110

Then E constructed form D via (G.I]) satisfies the triangle inequality (2.1]).

Proof. Observe that the eigenvalues of E are (2,2,1,1,1,1), thus the suffi-
cient condition from Proposition E.§] is satisfied. O

Finally, let us observe that the set of triangular operators is not limited
to the operators of the form (2.:2]). Indeed, take Eq,Ey € T(#), which are
both of the form (2.2), but do not commute, i.e.

Ei(u; Auj) =djju; Ay, El(vi/\vj):d;jvi/\vj,
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for two different orthonormal bases {u;};,{v;}; of H. Then, by Proposi-
tion (.5l the operator E = \/E% + E% is triangular, but it is not necessarily
of the form (2Z2).
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APPENDIX A. A TRIGONOMETRICAL LEMMA

In this Appendix we prove a technical lemma, which is used in the proof
of Theorem

Lemma A.1. Let a,b,t > 0, an consider the following function F and its
minimum:

F(a,b,t,0,9) = Va2 cos? 0 + b2 sin? +\/a2(:os2<;5+628in2<;5—

(A1) — (a+b)tsin(0@ + @), for 0,0 € [0,7/2],
wlabt)= min  Flabt0.0)

If a = b then

(A.2) w(a,a,t) =2a(1 —t)

and the minimum is attained if and only if 0 + ¢ = 7/2.

If a # b then the following conditions hold:

(a) Fort € (0,1) the inequality w(a,b) > 0 holds.

(b) Fort =1 the equality w(a,b) = 0 holds. It is achieved if and only if
a

(A.3)  either 0 +¢ =m/2 or tanftan¢ = 3 with 6,¢ € (0,7/2).
(c) Fort > 1 the equality w(a,b) = (a+b)(1—t) holds. It is achieved if and
only if 0 + ¢ = /2, with 0,¢ € (0,7/2).
Proof. Clearly,
F(a,a,t,0,¢) = 2a — 2atsin(6 + ¢) > 2a — 2at.
As (¢,0) € [0,7/2], equality holds if and only if § + ¢ = 7/2.
Assume that a # b. Clearly,
(A4)  w(a,bt) < (a+b)(1—t)=F(a,b,t,0,7/2) = F(a,b,t,m/2,0).
We first study the case 0 < ¢ < 1. Let us consider the critical points of
F(a,b,t,0,¢) in (0,7/2)%:
(b—a)sinfcos b
Va2 cos? 0 + b2 sin? 6
(b —a)sin ¢ cos ¢
Va2 cos? ¢+ b2sin? ¢

= tcos(0 + @),

= tcos(0 + @),




A NEW CLASS OF DISTANCES ON COMPLEX PROJECTIVE SPACES 27

Hence, the two left hand sides of the above equality are equal. Subtract the
square of the first left hand side from the square of the second left hand
side, divide by (b — a)?, and take the common denominator to deduce:

2

0 = sin? ¢ cos? gp(a2 cos? 0 + b? sin? 9) — sin® 0 cos? 9(@2 cos® p + b sin cp)

= a? cos? p cos? O(sin? p — sin? 0) + b? sin? psin? O(cos® ¢ — cos? 0)
= a® cos® p cos? O(sin? p — sin? 0) + b? sin? psin? O(— sin® p + sin? )
_ 202 2 0(cin 2 2502 s 202 2
= a” cos” p cos” O(sin” ¢ — sin” 0) — b” sin” p sin® H(sin” p — sin” 0)

= (sin? § — sin® ) (b? sin? Bsin” p — a® cos? O cos? ).
to deduce that one of the equalities hold:
sin?# — sin? ¢ = (sin @ — sin ¢)(sin 6 + sin @) = 0,
b? sin? @ sin® p — a® cos? A cos? ¢ = 0.
Since we assumed that 6, ¢ € (0,7/2) we have the following two possiblities
(A.5) either § =¢ € (0,7/2) or tanftan¢ = %, with 6,¢ € (0,7/2).

Let us first consider the second possibility in (A5]):

tan ¢ = %cot@ = Va2cos26 + b2sin2 0 = bsinfy/tan2 ¢+ 1 = _l::;,
tane:gcotqb = \/a2cos2¢+b281n2¢: bSlngb
b cos

Use the equality a = btan ¢ tan 6 to deduce
cos O cos pF'(a,b,0,¢) = b(sin b cos O + sin ¢ cos ¢)—
— b(cos @ cos ¢ + sinfsin @) ¢ (sin 6 cos ¢ + sin ¢ cos 0)
=b(sinfcosf +sin¢pcosf)(1 —1t).
Hence,
>0, ifte(0,1),

F(a,b7t707¢){:0 ft=1

(A.6)
a T
for tanftan¢ = 3 and 6, ¢ € (0, 5)

We now discuss the first possibility in (A.5):

F(a,b,t,0,0) = 2v/a2 cos? 0 + b2 sin2 6 — (a + b)tsin(20), with 6 € (0,7/2).

Without loss of generality let us assume that a +b = 1. Fix § € (0,7/2),
and consider the function F(a,b,t,0,0) for a,b > 0 and a +b = 1. Recall
that this function is strictly convex on the above interval in R?. Let us use
Lagrange multipliers to find the critical point of F(a,b,0,6):

acos? bsin? 0

= Fy(a,b,6,0) = — ~ tan2f = 2.

Fu(a,b,6,0) = — F(a.b.0.6) ’

(a7 b7 97 0)
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This case is a special case of the second possibility in (A.5), hence (A.6)
applies.

We now consider the boundary cases when at least 6 or ¢ are in the set
{0,5}. Let us assume that 6 = 0. Then,

F(a,b,t,0,¢) =a+ \/&20052¢+b2sin2¢ — (a+b)tsing
a+bsing — (a+ b)tsing
a(l —tsing) +b(1 —t)sing > a(l —t)

Hence, for 0 < t < 1, we have F(a,b,t,0,¢) > 0 for all ¢ € [0,7]. For
t =1 we have the inequality F'(a,b,t,0,¢) > 0 for all ¢ € [0, 7]. Equality is
achieved for ¢ = 5. Similar results apply to other boundary cases. These
results establish the cases (a) and (b).

Assume that ¢ > 1. Then,

F(a,b,t,0,¢) = F(a,b,1,0,¢) — (a +b)(t — 1)sin(0 + ¢) > (a+b)(1 — t).

Hence, equality holds in (A4). Furthermore, w(a,b,t) = F(a,b,t,0,¢) if
and only if # + ¢ = 7/2 and one of the equalities in (A.F) holds. We now
show that the second equality in (ALH]) does not hold. Indeed, as ¢ = 7/2—6
we get that tan¢ = cot§ and tanftan¢ = 1 # b/a. This proves the case
(c). O

>
>

APPENDIX B. NUMERICAL EVIDENCE IN FAVOUR OF CONJECTURE [2.1]

In this Appendix, the results of numerical calculations are presented. We
performed various Monte Carlo simulations on a few stages of our work to
look for possible counterexamples to proposed statements. Below we present
the general results in favour of Conjecture 2.1l We focus on 4 different tests:
first the general check of the triangle inequality for arbitrary distances (test
1) and for distances generated by the Lo, norm (test 2). Then, using Corol-
lary 4.7 we repeat those checks, but restricting ourselves to orthonormal
vectors (arbitrary distances — test 3, and Loo-induces distances — test 4).

First, we drew three random vectors with Haar measure and orthogonal-
ized them by the Gram-Schmidt procedure (if necessary).

Then we constructed a distance matrix by drawing random values for
consecutive entries from the uniform distribution on [0, 1], saving only those
that satisfying the triangle inequalities. For the L., we drew n random
points from the uniform distribution on [0,1]?” and then calculated L.
distances between them. Next we substituted the obtained formulas into
triangle inequality (2.I) with the distances calculated from (6.I]) and looked
for the minimal difference between the left-hand side and the right-hand
side, which is equivalent to looking for the solution of minimum problem
2.
For each test for dimension from 3 to 8, we generated 2500 examples of
distance matrices D and for each D we generated 9600 triples of random
vectors (test 1 and 2) or 8000 triples of orthonormal vectors (test 3 and
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TABLE 1. The results of the Monte Carlo simulations discussed
in the text. “Samples” refers to the number of drawn quadruples
(x,y,2,D). “Min for random D” to the minimal value obtained
for random distance matrices £ and “Min for D from L.~ to
minimal value obtained for random distance matrices generated
from distances between points in L., space.

Dim Random vectors Random orthonormal vectors
) g 1 Min for Min for g 1 Min for Min for

ampies | andom D | D from Lo amples | v ondom E | E from Lo
3 2.4-107 [ 4.575-107° [ 9.561-1073 | 2. 107 2.212-107°[2.190-10°7
4 2.4-107 | 4.011-1072 | 7.706-10~2 | 2-107 1.327-1072 | 3.949- 107!
5 2.4-107 | 9.938-1072 | 3.602- 10~ | 2-107 4.079-1072 | 8.975- 1071
6 2.4-107 | 4.329-1072 | 5.972-10~1 | 2- 107 7.337-1072 | 1.599
7 2.4-107 | 6.163-1072 | 1.176 2.107 1.120-1071 | 3.144
8 2.4-107 | 8.165-1072 | 1.645 2.107 1.324-107' | 3.948
9 7.2-10% | 7.865- 1072 | 2.615 6-106 1.796 - 10~ 1 | 4.580
10 7.2-10% | 1.408-10"1 | 3.274 6-106 2.139-1071 | 5.850
11 7.2-10% | 1.227-107! | 3.616 6-106 1.583-1071 | 7.168

4). By the procedure described above and recorded the minimal difference
between RHS and LHS of (2ZI)). Moreover, for each dimension from 8 to
11, we generated 7500 examples of distance matrices D and for each D
we generated 9600 triples of random vectors (test 1 and 2) or 8000 triples
of orthonormal vectors (test 3 and 4) and recorded the minimal difference
between RHS and LHS of (Z]). The obtained results are presented in the
Table [l In generated trials we did not find any counterexample.

The simulations were programmed in the Python language, using the
Numpy library for algebraic calculations with standard float arithmetic. The
largest errors in our calculations originated from the generation of random
orthonormal vectors and were of the order of 10715, thus we take 1074 as
a numerical accuracy of our algorithm.
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