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NEAR-ORDER RELATION OF POWER MEANS

JINMI HWANG AND SEJONG KIM

Abstract. On the setting of positive definite operators we study the near-order properties

of power means such as the quasi-arithmetic mean (Hölder mean) and Rényi power mean.

We see the monotonicity of spectral geometric mean and Wasserstein mean on parameters

with respect to the near-order and the near-order relationship between the spectral geo-

metric mean and Wasserstein mean. Furthermore, the monotonicity of quasi-arithmetic

mean on parameters and the convergence of Rényi power mean to the log-Euclidean mean

with respect to the near-order have been established.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): 47B65, 15B48

Keywords: Near-order, metric geometric mean, spectral geometric mean, Wasserstein

mean, quasi-arithmetic mean, Rényi power mean

1. Introduction

Kubo and Ando [19] have established the theory of operator means for two variables on

the open convex cone of positive definite operators. The crucial property of Kubo-Ando’s

operator mean is the monotonicity for Loewner partial order:

AσB ≤ CσD whenever A ≤ C and B ≤ D

for positive definite operators A,B,C,D, where σ denotes the Kubo-Ando’s operator mean.

This is related to the operator monotone function corresponding to the Kubo-Ando’s oper-

ator mean. On the other hand, there are lots of two-variable means which do not fulfill the

monotonicity such as the spectral geometric mean [6, 21] and Wasserstein mean [2, 13].

One of the important multi-variable means of positive definite matrices is a least squares

mean for the Riemannian trace metric, named a Cartan (Karcher) mean. It has been known

in [16] that the Cartan mean coincides with a unique positive definite solution X of the

Karcher equation
n∑

j=1

wj log(X
1/2A−1

j X1/2) = 0,

where Aj ’s are positive definite matrices and ω = (w1, . . . , wn) is a positive probability

vector. This allows us to define the Karcher mean of positive definite operators [20]. The
1
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monotonicity of Karcher mean is a long-standing open problem, but it has been proved in

[20] by using the approach of power means.

New order relation, called a near-order, has been recently introduced in [5]:

A � B if and only if A−1#B ≥ I.

Here, A−1#B = A−1/2(A1/2BA1/2)1/2A−1/2 is the geometric mean of A−1 and B, which is a

typical example of the Kubo-Ando’s operator mean. One can easily see that A ≤ B implies

A � B. Unlike the Loewner-Heinz inequality, an interesting property of the near-order is

as follows:

A � B implies Ap � Bp for all p ≥ 1.

One of the main results is the monotonicity of spectral geometric mean and Wasserstein

mean on parameters with respect to the near-order.

Several near-order inequalities of spectral geometric mean and Wasserstein mean for two

variables have been shown in [5, 8], but those of multi-variable means are rare. In this paper

we study two kinds of the multi-variable power mean, named the quasi-arithmetic mean and

Rényi power mean. For given positive definite operators A1, . . . , An, the quasi-arithmetic

mean Qp of order p 6= 0 is defined by

Qp(ω;A1, . . . , An) =





n∑

j=1

wjA
p
j





1/p

,

and the Rényi power mean Rt,z for 0 ≤ t < z ≤ 1 is defined as a unique positive definite

solution X of the equation

X =

n∑

j=1

wj

(

A
1−t
2z

j X
t
zA

1−t
2z

j

)z

.

The main results of multi-variable power means with respect to the near-order are the mono-

tonicity of quasi-arithmetic mean on both variables and parameters and the inequalities of

Rényi power mean with the quasi-arithmetic mean and log-Euclidean mean. In particular,

the monotonicity of quasi-arithmetic mean provides the following chain: for 0 < p ≤ q ≤ 1

Q−1/p ≤ Q−1/q ≤ Q−1 = H � Q−q � Q−p � LE � Qp � Qq ≤ A = Q1 ≤ Q1/q ≤ Q1/p,

where LE = lim
p→0

Qp denotes the log-Euclidean mean.

As an extension of Lie-Trotter formula, new type of multi-variable mean, called a Lie-

Trotter mean, has been introduced in [12]. It is known that multi-variable means between

the arithmetic and harmonic means with respect to the Loewner order are Lie-Trotter
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means, for instance, Karcher mean. We generalize such a consequence to multi-variable

means between the arithmetic and harmonic means with respect to the near-order.

2. Two-variable operator means

Let B(H) be the Banach space of all bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space H

with inner product 〈·, ·〉, and let S(H) ⊂ B(H) be the closed subspace of all self-adjoint

operators. We call A ∈ S(H) positive semi-definite if 〈x,Ax〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ H, and positive

definite if 〈x,Ax〉 > 0 for all nonzero x ∈ H. We denote as P ⊂ S(H) the open convex cone

of all positive definite operators. The group GL of all invertible operators transitively acts

on P via congruence transformation. On the finite-dimensional setting H = Cm we write

as Hm and Pm respectively the real vector space of all m×m Hermitian matrices and the

open convex cone of all m×m positive definite matrices.

The Thompson metric dT on P is defined by

dT (A,B) = max{logM(A/B), logM(B/A)},

where M(B/A) = inf{λ > 0 : B ≤ λA}. Here, ≤ denotes the Loewner partial order on

S(H). Note from [3, 22] that

dT (A,B) = ‖ logA−1/2BA−1/2‖

for the operator norm ‖ · ‖, and dT is a complete metric on P. The following are well-known

fundamental properties for dT .

Lemma 2.1. Let A,B,C,D ∈ P. The Thompson metric satisfies

(1) dT (A,B) = dT (A
−1, B−1) = dT (MAM∗,MBM∗) for any M ∈ GL;

(2) dT (A+B,C +D) ≤ max{dT (A,C), dT (B,D)};

(3) dT (A
t, Bt) ≤ tdT (A,B) for any t ∈ [0, 1].

The metric geometric mean of A,B ∈ P is defined as

A#tB := A1/2(A−1/2BA−1/2)tA1/2 (2.1)

for t ∈ [0, 1]. We simply write A#B = A#1/2B, and note that A#B is the unique solution

X ∈ P of the Riccati equation XA−1X = B. By Lemma 2.1 the metric geometric mean

satisfies the following convexity for dT :

dT (A#sB,C#tD) ≤ (1− t) dT (A,C) + t dT (B,D) + |s− t| dT (C,D) (2.2)

for A,B,C,D ∈ P and s, t ∈ [0, 1]. This means that the map

[0, 1] × P2 ∋ (t, A,B) 7→ A#tB ∈ P
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is continuous for the Thompson metric. The definition (2.1) can be extended to all t ∈ R.

The spectral geometric mean of A,B ∈ P for t ∈ [0, 1] is defined as

A♮tB = (A−1#B)tA(A−1#B)t. (2.3)

It is first introduced for t = 1/2 by Fiedler and Pták [6], and many properties analogous

to the metric geometric mean have been studied [10, 18, 21]. Analogous to the metric

geometric mean, the definition (2.3) can be extended to all t ∈ R. Especially from [9], the

spectral geometric mean is a geodesic for the semi-metric d(A,B) = 2‖ log(A−1#B)‖ on P:

d(A♮sB,A♮tB) ≤ |s − t| d(A,B)

for any s, t ∈ R.

The Wasserstein mean of A,B ∈ P for t ∈ [0, 1] is defined as

A ⋄t B = (1− t)2A+ t2B + t(1− t)
[
A(A−1#B) + (A−1#B)A

]
.

This can be written as

A ⋄t B =
[
I∇t(A

−1#B)
]
A
[
I∇t(A

−1#B)
]
, (2.4)

where A∇tB := (1 − t)A + tB is the weighted arithmetic mean of A and B. Since the

Wasserstein mean A ⋄t B is the congruence transformation on A ∈ P via I∇t(A
−1#B), it

can be defined for all t ∈ R. It is known from [13, Theorem 5.1] that A ⋄t B is the unique

solution X ∈ P of the equation

I = (1− t)(A#X−1) + t(B#X−1).

In the finite-dimensional setting of Pm, Wasserstein mean is the least squares mean for

Bures-Wasserstein distance:

A ⋄t B = argmin
X∈Pm

(1− t)d2W (X,A) + td2W (X,B),

where dW (A,B) =
[
tr(A+B)− 2 tr(A1/2BA1/2)1/2

]1/2
is the Bures-Wasserstein distance

of A,B ∈ Pm. See [10, 13, 14] for more properties of the Wasserstein mean.

3. Near-order of positive definite operators

The metric geometric mean satisfies the monotonicity on variables with respect to the

Loewner order:

A ≤ B and C ≤ D =⇒ A#tC ≤ B#tD for all t ∈ [0, 1].
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By the monotonicity, if A ≤ B then A−1#B ≥ I. From this point of view, Dumitru and

Franco [5] introduced a new relation � on P, which is called near-order. For A,B ∈ P,

A � B if and only if A−1#B ≥ I. (3.5)

The reflexive, antisymmetric, and modified versions of transitive properties, called the near-

transitivity, hold for the near-order. Moreover, for A,B ∈ P

A ≤ B =⇒ logA ≤ logB =⇒ A � B. (3.6)

Note that A ≪ B, called the chaotic order, if and only if logA ≤ logB. Some properties for

chaotic order, and monotonicity and convexity properties for near-order have been studied

in [7] and [5] respectively.

A map f : S(H) → S(H) is operator monotone (monotone increasing) if

f(A) ≤ f(B) whenever A ≤ B.

Note that the map X 7→ Xp for p ∈ [0, 1] on P is monotone increasing and the map X 7→ Xp

for p ∈ [−1, 0] is monotone decreasing with respect to the Loewner order [1]. This is known

as the Loewner-Heinz inequality. On the other hand, the following holds for the near-order.

Proposition 3.1. [5] Let A,B ∈ P. Then A � B implies

(i) Ap � Bp for p ≥ 1, and

(ii) Bp � Ap for p ≤ −1.

The in-betweenness property of the metric geometric mean for the Loewner order is

well-known:

A ≤ A#tB ≤ B whenever A ≤ B

for any t ∈ [0, 1]. Unfortunately this is not satisfied for the spectral geometric mean and

Wasserstein mean. On the other hand, their in-betweenness properties for the near-order

have been shown:

A � A♮tB � B and A � A ⋄t B � B.

In addition, we summarize the equivalent relations for A � B in terms of metric, spectral

geometric means and Wasserstein mean.

Theorem 3.2. [5, 8] Let A,B ∈ P. The following are equivalent:

(1) A � B,

(2) A−1#B ≥ I,

(3) A#B−1 ≤ I,

(4) A♮tB � A for some t ∈ (0, 1],
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(5) A♮tB � B for some t ∈ [0, 1),

(6) A ⋄t B � A for some t ∈ (0, 1],

(7) A ⋄t B � B for some t ∈ [0, 1).

For any s, t ∈ R such that s ≤ t, if A ≤ B then A−1/2BA−1/2 ≥ I so

A#sB = A1/2(A−1/2BA−1/2)sA1/2 ≤ A1/2(A−1/2BA−1/2)tA1/2 = A#tB.

That is, the geodesic curve A#tB is monotone increasing on t ∈ R in terms of the Loewner

order when A ≤ B.

In [8, Theorem 3.6], characterizations of the monotonicity for the spectral geometric and

Wasserstein means on parameters with respect to the near-order have been shown on Pm

by applying Lemma 3.3. These can be extended to the infinite-dimensional setting P and

s, t ∈ R.

Lemma 3.3. [8] Let X,Y ∈ P such that X,Y commute. Then X ≤ Y if and only if

XAX � Y AY for any A ∈ P.

Theorem 3.4. Let A,B ∈ P and s, t ∈ R such that s < t. Then the following are equivalent:

(i) A � B,

(ii) A♮sB � A♮tB,

(iii) A ⋄s B � A ⋄t B.

Proof. The equivalences among (i), (ii) and (iii) have been proved in [8, Theorem 3.6],

except (i) ⇔ (iii) for s, t ∈ R such that s < t.

We prove that (iii) implies (i). When s = 0 and t = 1, the conclusion is obviously true.

So we need to prove it when s 6= 0 and t 6= 1.

Set C = A−1#B. By assumption (iii), (I∇sC)A(I∇sC) � (I∇tC)A(I∇tC) for certain

s, t ∈ R such that s < t so

I ≤
[
(I∇sC)−1A−1(I∇sC)−1

]
# [(I∇tC)A(I∇tC)] .

Taking congruence transformations by I∇sC and A1/2 consecutively yield

A1/2(I∇sC)2A1/2 ≤ I#A1/2(I∇sC)(I∇tC)A(I∇tC)(I∇sC)A1/2

= I#(A1/2(I∇sC)(I∇tC)A1/2)2 = A1/2(I∇sC)(I∇tC)A1/2.

The first equality follows from the fact that I∇sC and I∇tC commute. Taking congruence

transformation by A−1/2 we obtain (I∇sC)2 ≤ (I∇sC)(I∇tC), and hence, I∇sC ≤ I∇tC.

This is equivalent to C ≥ I because s < t, which means A � B. �
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The following shows the monotonicity of spectral geometric and Wasserstein means on

variables with respect to the near-order.

Proposition 3.5. Let A,B,C ∈ P such that (A1/2BA1/2)1/2A−1(A1/2CA1/2)1/2 is self-

adjoint. Then B ≤ C implies

(1) A♮tB � A♮tC for any t ∈ (0, 1],

(2) A♮tB � A♮tC for any t ∈ [−1, 0), and

(3) A ⋄t B � A ⋄t C for any t ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. Set X = A−1#B and Y = A−1#C. Then X ≤ Y by the monotonicity of metric

geometric mean with B ≤ C, and Xt ≤ Y t for 0 < t ≤ 1 by the Loewner-Heinz inequality.

By assumption,

(A1/2BA1/2)1/2A−1(A1/2CA1/2)1/2 = (A1/2CA1/2)1/2A−1(A1/2BA1/2)1/2,

and XY = Y X. By Lemma 3.3

A♮tB = XtAXt � Y tAY t = A♮tC.

Similarly, we can obtain (2) for t = −s where s ∈ (0, 1]. Moreover, X ≤ Y yields I∇tX ≤

I∇tY for t ∈ (0, 1], and XY = Y X yields that I∇tX, I∇tY commute. By Lemma 3.3

A ⋄t B = [I∇tX]A[I∇tX] � [I∇tY ]A[I∇tY ] = A ⋄t C.

�

Motivated from [10, Theorem 4.4], Gan and Huang [8] have shown the near-order relation

between the spectral geometric mean and Wasserstein mean of positive definite matrices.

It can be extended to the infinite-dimensional setting P:

A♮tB � A ⋄t B (3.7)

for A,B ∈ P and t ∈ [0, 1]. Since the near-order is not invariant under congruence transfor-

mation, the following is new.

Corollary 3.6. Let A,B ∈ P and t ∈ [0, 1]. Then

(1) A ≤ B implies A−1 ⋄B ≥ I, and

(2) A1/2(A♮tB)A1/2 � A1/2(A ⋄t B)A1/2.

Proof. Note from [14, Remark 3.5] that A ≤ B is equivalent to A−1♮B ≥ I. By (3.7) and

applying the near-transitivity in [5], we obtain (1).
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Since (A−1#B)t ≤ I∇t(A
−1#B),

A1/2(A−1#B)tA1/2 ≤ A1/2[I∇t(A
−1#B)]A1/2,

and A1/2(A−1#B)tA1/2 � A1/2[I∇t(A
−1#B)]A1/2. By Proposition 3.1 (i)

[

A1/2(A−1#B)tA1/2
]2

�
[

A1/2[I∇t(A
−1#B)]A1/2

]2
,

which completes the proof of (2). �

The operator fidelity of A,B ∈ P is given by

F (A,B) = (A1/2BA1/2)1/2.

Indeed, trF (A,B) for density matrices A,B is known as the quantum fidelity. In general,

F (A,B) 6= F (B,A) although trF (A,B) = trF (B,A).

Proposition 3.7. Let A,B ∈ P. Then for all n ∈ N

(1) A1/2 � F (A,B) implies A2n−1

� F (A2n , B), and

(2) F (B,A) � B1/2 implies F (B2n , A) � B2n−1

.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1 (i), the assumption of (1) implies A � A1/2BA1/2, and by defi-

nition of the near-order

A−1#(A1/2BA1/2) ≥ I.

This is equivalent to (ABA)1/2 ≥ A, and hence, A � (ABA)1/2 = F (A2, B). So (1) holds

for n = 1.

Assume that A2k−1

� F (A2k , B) for k ∈ N. Replacing A2k by C, the assumption can be

written as C1/2 � F (C,B). By the preceding argument for n = 1 we get C � F (C2, B),

that is, A2k � F (A2k+1

, B). By induction on n, we proved (1). �

Remark 3.8. We recall the entrywise eigenvalue relation ≤λ on Hm. Let λ1(A) ≥ λ2(A) ≥

· · · ≥ λm(A), where λi(A)’s are real eigenvalues of A ∈ Hm. For A,B ∈ Hm we write as

A ≤λ B if and only if λi(A) ≤ λi(B) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ m. (3.8)

This relation ≤λ is reflexive and transitive, but not antisymmetric. We write as A =λ B if

and only if λi(A) = λi(B) for all i. Note from [8] that for A,B ∈ Pm

A ≤ B =⇒ A � B =⇒ A ≤λ B =⇒ A ≺w log B, (3.9)

where A ≺w log B denotes that A is weakly log-majorized by B. By definition of the weak

log-majorization, one can easily see that A ≺w log B and B ≺w log A imply A =λ B.
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(1) For A,B ∈ Hm, A =λ B if and only if A,B are unitarily similar. Indeed, since

A,B ∈ Hm, they are unitarily diagonalizable, that is,

A = UADAU
∗
A and B = UBDBU

∗
B ,

where UA, UB are unitary matrices and DA,DB are diagonal matrices whose main

diagonal entries are real eigenvalues of A,B respectively. If A =λ B then there

exists a permutation matrix P such that DB = PDAP
∗. Thus,

B = UBPDAP
∗U∗

B = UBP (U∗
AAUA)P

∗U∗
B = V AV ∗,

where V := UBPU∗
A is a unitary matrix. The converse is true from [11, Corollary

1.3.4].

(2) It is natural to ask what kinds of A,B ∈ Pm yield that the reverse implications of

(3.9) hold. For instance, assuming for A,B ∈ Pm that A � B implies A ≤ B, what

can we say about A and B? The following are sufficient conditions to satisfy the

reverse implications of (3.9):

(a) A ≤ I ≤ B,

(b) AB = BA.

4. Monotonicity of quasi-arithmetic mean with respect to the near-order

Let A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn, and ω = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ ∆n, the simplex of all positive

probability vectors in Rn. The quasi-arithmetic mean of order p ∈ R\{0} is defined by

Qp(ω;A) =





n∑

j=1

wjA
p
j





1/p

.

It is also called the Hölder mean or Pythagorean mean. Note that for p = 1 and p = −1

Q1(ω;A) =
n∑

j=1

wjAj =: A(ω;A) and Q−1(ω;A) =





n∑

j=1

wjA
−1
j





−1

=: H(ω;A),

which are the arithmetic and harmonic means, respectively. Moreover, the quasi-arithmetic

mean converges to the log-Euclidean mean as p goes to 0:

lim
p→0

Qp(ω;A) = exp





n∑

j=1

wj logAj



 =: LE(ω;A). (4.10)

Also, the quasi-arithmetic mean satisfies the duality:

Qp(ω;A) = Q−p(ω;A
−1)−1. (4.11)
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For p ≥ 1, the quasi-arithmetic satisfies the following monotonicity on parameters with

respect to the Loewner order:

Theorem 4.1. [17] Let A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn and ω = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ ∆n. For 1 ≤ s ≤

t < ∞,

Q−t(ω;A) ≤ Q−s(ω;A) ≤ H(ω,A) ≤ A(ω,A) ≤ Qs(ω;A) ≤ Qt(ω;A).

Unfortunately, the quasi-arithmetic mean is not monotone for p ∈ (−1, 1) with respect

to the Loewner order. Also, it is not monotone on variables, that is, Qp(ω;A) � Qp(ω;B)

if Aj ≤ Bj for all j = 1, . . . , n, where A = (A1, . . . , An),B = (B1, . . . , Bn) ∈ Pn; see [17] for

more information.

On the other hand, we show that the monotonicity of the quasi-arithmetic mean on

variables with respect to the near-order.

Theorem 4.2. Let A = (A1, . . . , An),B = (B1, . . . , Bn) ∈ Pn and ω = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ ∆n.

If Aj ≤ Bj for all j = 1, . . . , n, then for 0 < p ≤ 1 or −1 ≤ p < 0

Qp(ω;A) � Qp(ω;B). (4.12)

Proof. We first prove (4.12) for 0 < p ≤ 1. If Aj ≤ Bj for j = 1, . . . , n, then Ap
j ≤ Bp

j by

the Loewner-Heinz inequality. It implies that

n∑

j=1

wjA
p
j ≤

n∑

j=1

wjB
p
j . So we obtain

n∑

j=1

wjA
p
j �

n∑

j=1

wjB
p
j .

Since 1
p ≥ 1, applying Proposition 3.1 (i) to the above relation yields

Qp(ω;A) =





n∑

j=1

wjA
p
j





1/p

�





n∑

j=1

wjB
p
j





1/p

= Qp(ω;B).

By the similar argument with Proposition 3.1 (ii), we can prove (4.12) for −1 ≤ p < 0. �

Lemma 4.3. Let f, g : R → P with f(x) � g(x) for every x ∈ R. Then

lim
x→a

f(x) � lim
x→a

g(x).

Proof. By assumption, f(x)−1#g(x) ≥ I for every x ∈ R. Since the metric geometric mean

and inversion are continuous for the Thompson metric by (2.2) and Lemma 2.1 (1),
(

lim
x→a

f(x)
)−1

# lim
x→a

g(x) = lim
x→a

[
f(x)−1#g(x)

]
≥ I.

Thus, we obtain the desired relation. �
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The log-majorization relationship among the Cartan, log-Euclidean, and Wasserstein

mean has been shown [2]: for A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn
m and ω = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ ∆n

Λ(ω;A) ≺log LE(ω;A) ≺w log Ω(ω;A). (4.13)

Since Ω(ω;A) ≤ A(ω;A), we obtain from (3.9)

LE(ω;A) ≺w log A(ω;A). (4.14)

We do not provide only stronger relation between the log-Euclidean and arithmetic means,

but also prove the monotonicity of the quasi-arithmetic mean for parameter with respect

to the near-order.

Theorem 4.4. Let A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn and ω = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ ∆n. For 0 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ 1,

H(ω;A) � Q−q(ω;A) � Q−p(ω;A) � LE(ω;A) � Qp(ω;A) � Qq(ω;A) � A(ω;A). (4.15)

Proof. We prove (4.15) with the following steps.

(1) We first show Qq(ω;A) � A(ω;A) for 0 ≤ q ≤ 1. Since the map X → Xq for

0 ≤ q ≤ 1 is operator concave on P, we get
n∑

j=1

wjA
q
j ≤





n∑

j=1

wjAj





p

so

n∑

j=1

wjA
q
j �





n∑

j=1

wjAj





p

. Using Proposition 3.1 (i), we obtain

Qq(ω;A) =





n∑

j=1

wjA
q
j





1/q

�

n∑

j=1

wjAj = A(ω;A).

Similarly, we get

n∑

j=1

wjA
−q
j �





n∑

j=1

wjA
−1
j





q

by the concavity of the map X → Xq

for 0 ≤ q ≤ 1. Applying Proposition 3.1 (ii), we get

H(ω;A) =





n∑

j=1

wjA
−1
j





−1

�





n∑

j=1

wjA
−q
j





−1/q

= Q−q(ω;A).
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(2) We show Qp(ω;A) � Qq(ω;A) for 0 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ 1. Since 0 < p
q ≤ 1, the previous

result (1) yields





n∑

j=1

wjA
p/q
j





q/p

�

n∑

j=1

wjAj . Replacing Aj by Aq
j we have





n∑

j=1

wjA
p
j





q/p

�

n∑

j=1

wjA
q
j .

Since 1
q ≥ 1 we obtain the desired relation by Proposition 3.1 (i).

(3) Now we prove Q−q(ω;A) � Q−p(ω;A) for 0 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ 1. Applying the duality of

quasi-arithmetic mean (4.11) to the above result (2) with −1 ≤ −q ≤ −p ≤ 0,

Q−q(ω;A) = Qq(ω;A
−1)−1 � Qp(ω;A

−1)−1 = Q−p(ω;A).

(4) Using Lemma 4.3 and the property (4.10), we obtain LE(ω;A) � Qp(ω;A) and

Q−p(ω;A) � LE(ω;A).

�

Corollary 4.5. The quasi-arithmetic mean of order p converges to the log-Euclidean mean

as p → 0 with respect to the near-order, in the sense that for A ∈ Pn and ω ∈ ∆n

Qp(ω;A) ց� LE(ω;A) as p → 0+,

Qp(ω;A) ր� LE(ω;A) as p → 0−.

Remark 4.6. For 1 ≤ p ≤ q the following chain holds:

Q−q ≤ Q−p ≤ H � Q−1/p � Q−1/q � LE � Q1/q � Q1/p ≤ A ≤ Qp ≤ Qq.

5. Boundedness of Rényi power mean with respect to the near-order

The Rényi power mean, introduced in [4], is defined as a unique solution X ∈ P of the

equation

X =

n∑

j=1

wjQt,z(Aj ,X) =

n∑

j=1

wj

(

A
1−t
2z

j X
t
zA

1−t
2z

j

)z

(5.16)

for 0 ≤ t < z ≤ 1. We denote it as Rt,z(ω;A), where A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn and

ω = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ ∆n.

Remark 5.1. The function f : P → P defined by

f(X) =

n∑

j=1

wj

(

A
1−t
2z

j X
t
zA

1−t
2z

j

)z

, X ∈ P



NEAR-ORDER RELATION OF POWER MEANS 13

for 0 ≤ t < z ≤ 1 is monotone increasing. Moreover, the Banach fixed point theorem yields

that

lim
k→∞

fk(Z) = Rt,z(ω;A) for any Z ∈ P.

Let p ∈ R, S ∈ GL, and σ a permutation on {1, . . . , n}. For convenience, we denote

Ap = (Ap
1, . . . , A

p
n) ∈ Pn

SAS∗ = (SA1S
∗, . . . , SAnS

∗) ∈ Pn

Aσ = (Aσ(1), . . . , Aσ(n)) ∈ Pn

ωσ = (wσ(1), . . . , wσ(n)) ∈ ∆n,

and

A(k) = (A1, . . . , An
︸ ︷︷ ︸

, . . . , A1, . . . , An
︸ ︷︷ ︸

) ∈ Pnk

ω(k) =
1

k
(w1, . . . , wn
︸ ︷︷ ︸

, . . . , w1, . . . , wn
︸ ︷︷ ︸

) ∈ ∆nk,

whose number of blocks is k ∈ N.

Proposition 5.2. Let A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn and ω = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ ∆n. Then

(1) Rt,z(ω;A) = Q1−t(ω;A) if Aj ’s commute;

(2) Rt,z(ω; cA) = cRt,z(ω;A) for any c > 0;

(3) Rt,z(ωσ;Aσ) = Rt,z(ω;A) for any permutation σ on {1, . . . , n};

(4) Rt,z(ω
(k);A(k)) = Rt,z(ω;A) for any k ∈ N;

(5) Rt,z(ω;UAU∗) = URt,z(ω;A)U
∗ for any unitary operator U ;

(6) Rt,z(ω;A
−1) ≥ Rt,z(ω;A)

−1;

(7) ‖Rt,z(ω;A)‖ ≤
n∑

j=1

wj‖Aj‖ for 1/2 ≤ t < z ≤ 1.

Proof. All items (1)-(5) and (7) are already proved in [4, Proposition 4].

(6) Let X = Rt,z(ω;A−1)−1. Then X−1 = Rt,z(ω;A−1), and by the arithmetic-harmonic

mean inequality

X =





n∑

j=1

wj

(

A
1−t
2z

j X
t
zA

1−t
2z

j

)−z




−1

≤

n∑

j=1

wj

(

A
1−t
2z

j X
t
zA

1−t
2z

j

)z

= f(X).

By Remark 5.1 X ≤ f(X) ≤ · · · ≤ fk(X) for all k ≥ 1. Taking limit as k → ∞ yields

X ≤ Rt,z(ω;A). �
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Remark 5.3. For A1, . . . , An ∈ Pn
m

detRt,z(ω;A) ≥
n∏

j=1

(detAj)
wj . (5.17)

Indeed, by using the joint concavity of log det : Pm → R to (5.16) for X = Rt,z(ω;A)

log detX ≥ z
n∑

j=1

wj log det

(

A
1−t
2z

j X
t
zA

1−t
2z

j

)

= (1− t)

n∑

j=1

wj log detAj + t log detX.

Thus, we obtain the determinantal inequality (5.17). Furthermore, the equality in (5.17)

holds if and only if A1 = · · · = An.

Theorem 5.4. Let A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn. Then for 0 ≤ t < z ≤ 1

(i) Rt,z(ω;A)
1

1−t � Q1−t(ω;A) when Rt,z(ω;A) ≤ I,

(ii) Rt,z(ω;A)
1

1−t � Q1−t(ω;A) when Rt,z(ω;A) ≥ I.

Proof. Assume that X = Rt,z(ω;A) ≤ I for 0 ≤ t < z ≤ 1. Since

(

A
1−t
2z

j X
t
zA

1−t
2z

j

)z

≤ A1−t
j

for all j, we have

X =
n∑

j=1

wj

(

A
1−t
2z

j X
t
zA

1−t
2z

j

)z

≤
n∑

j=1

wjA
1−t
j (5.18)

and X �
n∑

j=1

wjA
1−t
j . Since 1

1−t ≥ 1, taking the 1/(1− t)-power on both sides and applying

Proposition 3.1 (i) yield Rt,z(ω;A)
1

1−t � Q1−t(ω;A).

By the similar argument we can prove (ii). �

Remark 5.5. Theorem 5.4 together with Theorem 4.4 we obtain the near-order relation

between the Rényi power mean and log-Euclidean mean:

Rt,z(ω;A)
1

1−t � LE(ω;A) when Rt,z(ω;A) ≥ I.

Theorem 5.6. Let A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn. Then for 0 ≤ t < z ≤ 1

lim
p→0−

Rt,z(ω;A
p)1/p � lim

p→0+
Rt,z(ω;A

p)1/p, (5.19)

when the limits exist. In addition,

(i) lim
p→0+

Rt,z(ω;A
p)1/p � LE(ω;A1−t) when Aj ≤ I for all j,

(ii) lim
p→0−

Rt,z(ω;A
p)1/p � LE(ω;A1−t) when Aj ≥ I for all j.
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Proof. Replacing Aj by Ap
j in Proposition 5.2 (6), we have

Rt,z(ω;A
−p)−1 ≤ Rt,z(ω;A

p)

for 0 < p < 1. So Rt,z(ω;A−p)−1 � Rt,z(ω;Ap), and hence, by Proposition 3.1 (i)

Rt,z(ω;A
−p)−1/p � Rt,z(ω;A

p)1/p.

Taking limit as p → 0+ we obtain (5.19) when the limits exist.

We first show

Rt,z(ω;A
p)1/p � Qp(ω;A

1−t) (5.20)

for 0 < p < 1 when Aj ≤ I for all j. Let X = Rt,z(ω;Ap). Since Ap
j ≤ I for all j, X ≤ I by

[15, Lemma 5.2]. Then from (5.18) in the proof of Theorem 5.4 (i)

Rt,z(ω;A
p) ≤

n∑

j=1

wjA
(1−t)p
j

So Rt,z(ω;A
p) �

n∑

j=1

wjA
(1−t)p
j , and we obtain (5.20) by Proposition 3.1 (i). Taking limit

as p → 0+ and applying (4.10) and Lemma 4.3, we complete the proof of (i).

We can prove

Rt,z(ω;A
p)1/p � Qp(ω;A

1−t)

for −1 < p < 0 by the similar argument as above with Proposition 3.1 (ii). Taking limit as

p → 0− and applying (4.10) and Lemma 4.3 we obtain (ii). �

6. Final remarks and open question

By Theorem 4.4 we have already proved the weighted arithmetic-LE-harmonic mean

inequalities for near-order:

H(ω;A) � LE(ω;A) � A(ω;A) (6.21)

for A = (A1, . . . , An) ∈ Pn and ω = (w1, . . . , wn) ∈ ∆n. On the other hand, we can simply

prove (6.21) by using operator concavity of the logarithmic map log : P → S(H). Indeed,

since
n∑

j=1

wj logAj ≤ log





n∑

j=1

wjAj





and the left-hand side can be written as
n∑

j=1

wj logAj = log (LE(ω;A)), we obtain the second

inequality of (6.21) by (3.6). Replacing Aj by A−1
j we get the first inequality of (6.21).
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A weighted n-mean (n ≥ 2) is a map Gn := Gn(ω; ·) : Pn → P satisfying the idempotency,

which means that Gn(ω;X, . . . ,X) = X for all X ∈ P. The multivariable Lie-Trotter mean

is the weighted mean Gn if it is differentiable and satisfies

lim
s→0

Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s))
1/s = LE(ω; γ′1(0), . . . , γ

′
n(0)), (6.22)

where for ǫ > 0, γi : (−ǫ, ǫ) → P are any differentiable curves with γi(0) = I for all i. By

[12, Theorem 4.2] if the weighted n-mean Gn satisfies the weighted arithmetic-Gn-harmonic

mean inequalities for Loewner order:

H ≤ Gn ≤ A,

then Gn is the multivariable Lie-Trotter mean. We can provide the similar result for near-

order, but it is a generalization of [12, Theorem 4.2].

Theorem 6.1. Let the weighted n-mean Gn satisfy the weighted arithmetic-Gn-harmonic

mean inequalities for near-order:

H � Gn � A. (6.23)

Then Gn is the multivariable Lie-Trotter mean.

Proof. Since the proof of [12, Lemma 4.1] follows for near-order, the weighted n-mean Gn is

differentiable. It is enough to show (6.22). Let γi : (−ǫ, ǫ) → P be any differentiable curves

with γi(0) = I for all i, where 0 < ǫ < 1. Then (6.23) implies





n∑

j=1

wjγj(s)
−1





−1

� Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s)) �

n∑

j=1

wjγj(s).

For 0 < s < 1 we have from Proposition 3.1 (i)





n∑

j=1

wjγj(s)
−1





−1/s

� Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s))
1/s �





n∑

j=1

wjγj(s)





1/s

.

Since the weighted arithmetic and harmonic means are the multivariable Lie-Trotter means

by [12, Theorem 3.1], taking limit as s → 0+ and applying Lemma 4.3 yield

LE(ω; γ′1(0), . . . , γ
′
n(0)) � lim

s→0+
Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s))

1/s � LE(ω; γ′1(0), . . . , γ
′
n(0)).

Since the near-order satisfies the antisymmetric property, we obtain (6.22). For −1 < s < 0

we can get (6.22) by similar arguments. �
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One can naturally ask whether Theorem 6.1 holds even though the condition (6.23) is

replaced by the entrywise eigenvalue relation or weak log-majorization. Unfortunately, it is

not true because the entrywise eigenvalue relation and weak log-majorization do not satisfy

the antisymmetric property.

Corollary 6.2. Let the weighted n-mean Gn satisfy the weighted arithmetic-Gn-harmonic

mean inequalities for weak log-majorization:

H ≺w log Gn ≺w log A.

If the limit lim
s→0

Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s))
1/s exists for differentiable curves γi : (−ǫ, ǫ) → Pm

with γi(0) = I for all i, then

lim
s→0

Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s))
1/s =λ LE(ω; γ′1(0), . . . , γ

′
n(0)).

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 6.1 we obtain

LE(ω; γ′1(0), . . . , γ
′
n(0)) ≺w log lim

s→0+
Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s))

1/s ≺w log LE(ω; γ
′
1(0), . . . , γ

′
n(0))

for 0 < s < 1. So lim
s→0+

Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s))
1/s =λ LE(ω; γ′1(0), . . . , γ

′
n(0)) when the

limit exists. Similarly for −1 < s < 0, we can obtain lim
s→0−

Gn(ω; γ1(s), . . . , γn(s))
1/s =λ

LE(ω; γ′1(0), . . . , γ
′
n(0)). �

It would be an interesting problem to study whether the weak log-majorization rela-

tion generalizes to the near-order or entrywise eigenvalue relation. Note that (6.21) is a

generalization of (4.14). From this point of view, we give an open question:

LE(ω;A) � Ω(ω;A).
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