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LINEAR PRESERVERS OF PARALLEL MATRIX PAIRS WITH RESPECT TO

THE k-NUMERICAL RADIUS

BOJAN KUZMA, CHI-KWONG LI, EDWARD POON, AND SUSHIL SINGLA

Abstract. Let 1 ≤ k < n be integers. Two n × n matrices A and B form a parallel pair with

respect to the k-numerical radius wk if wk(A + µB) = wk(A) + wk(B) for some scalar µ with

|µ| = 1; they form a TEA (triangle equality attaining) pair if the preceding equation holds for

µ = 1. We classify linear bijections on Mn and on Hn which preserve parallel pairs or TEA pairs.

Such preservers are scalar multiples of wk-isometries, except for some exceptional maps on Hn when

n = 2k.
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1. Introduction

Let V be a normed space equipped with a norm ‖ · ‖ over F = C or R. Suppose x, y ∈ V. Then

x is parallel to y, denoted by x‖y, if ‖x + µy‖ = ‖x‖ + ‖y‖ for some µ ∈ F with |µ| = 1. If the

equality holds with µ = 1, we say that x and y form a triangle equality attaining (TEA) pair. We

are interested in linear maps T : V → V preserving parallel pairs i.e., T (x)‖T (y) whenever x‖y. We

are also interested in linear maps preserving TEA pairs, i.e., (T (x), T (y)) is a TEA pair whenever

(x, y) is a TEA pair.

Note that the zero map, and a map of the form x 7→ f(x)y for a fixed y ∈ V and a fixed

linear functional f on V always preserves parallel pairs. Thus, the semigroup of linear preservers

of parallel pairs contains degenerate maps. Furthermore, it also contains all scalar multiples of

isometries. We are interested if it contains additional invertible linear maps or not. We remark

that the answer relies on the properties of the given norm. For example, if the norm is strictly

convex, i.e., ‖x+y‖ < ‖x‖+‖y‖ whenever x, y are linearly independent, then x and y are parallel if

and only if they are linearly dependent, in which case every linear map will preserve parallel pairs.

Nevertheless, there are results showing that bijective linear maps preserving parallel pairs or TEA

pairs must be nonzero multiples of isometries; see [3, 9, 10]. In this paper, we consider parallel pair

preservers and TEA preservers on Mn, the space of complex n× n matrices, when the norm is the

k-numerical radius for 1 ≤ k < n. Recall that the k-numerical range and the k-numerical radius of

A ∈ Mn are defined as

Wk(A) = {trAP : P ∗ = P = P 2, trP = k},

and

wk(A) = max{|µ| : µ ∈ Wk(A)}.

It is known that wk is a norm on Mn and is invariant under unitary similarities, i.e., wk(U
∗AU) =

Wk(A) for any A ∈ Mn and unitary U ∈ Mn. It follows from [5] (see also [11] for more general
1
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results) that a linear map T : Mn → Mn is an isometry for wk if and only if there is µ ∈ C with

|µ| = 1 and a unitary U such that one of the following holds.

(1) µT has the form A 7→ U∗AU or A 7→ U∗AtU,

(2) n = 2k > 2 and µT has the form A 7→
1

k
(trA)I − U∗AU or A 7→

1

k
(trA)I − U∗AtU.

We will confirm that invertible linear maps on Mn preserving parallel pairs or TEA pairs with

respect to the k-numerical radius norm are scalar multiplies of isometries. In particular, we have

the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ k < n, and T : Mn → Mn be a bijective linear map. The

following conditions are equivalent.

(a) T preserves parallel pairs with respect to the k-numerical radius.

(b) T preserves TEA pairs with respect to the k-numerical radius.

(c) There is a nonzero µ ∈ C and a unitary U ∈ Mn such that

(c.1) µT has the form A 7→ U∗AU or A 7→ U∗AtU, or

(c.2) n = 2k > 2 and µT has the form A 7→
1

k
(trA)I−U∗AU or A 7→

1

k
(trA)I−U∗AtU.

Let Hn be the real linear space of Hermitian matrices in Mn. We will show that a similar result

holds for the real space of Hermitian matrices except when n = 2k.

Theorem 1.2. Let n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ k < n. Suppose T : Hn → Hn is a bijective real linear map. The

following conditions are equivalent.

(a) T preserves parallel pairs with respect to the k-numerical radius.

(b) T preserves TEA pairs with respect to the k-numerical radius.

(c) There exist a nonzero µ ∈ R and a unitary U ∈ Mn such that one of the following holds.

(c.1) µT has the form A 7→ U∗AU or A 7→ U∗AtU.

(c.2) n = 2k > 2 and µT is a unital map such that

T (A) = cU∗AU for all A ∈ H
0
n, or T (A) = cU∗AtU for all A ∈ H

0
n,

where H
0
n denotes the set of trace zero matrices in Hn, and c ∈ R \ {0}.

(c.3) n = 2 and µT is a bijective unital trace preserving map.

The proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 will be given in Section 2 and Section 3, respectively.

We will always assume that 1 ≤ k < n in our discussion. Let us collect some basic properties of

the k-numerical range and k-numerical radius for easy reference in the next proposition. We will

denote by λ1(G) ≥ · · · ≥ λn(G) the eigenvalues of G ∈ Hn.

Proposition 1.3. The following properties of Wk(A) and wk(A) hold.

(1) Wk(µA+ νI) = µWk(A) + kν for any µ, ν ∈ C.

(2) Wk(A) =
⋂

θ∈[0,2π){µ : eiθµ+ e−iθµ̄ ≤
∑k

j=1 λj(e
iθA+ e−iθA∗)}.

If A ∈ Hn, then Wk(H) is the real interval [
∑k

j=1 λn+1−j(A),
∑k

j=1 λj(A)].
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(3) wk(A) = maxθ∈[0,2π)
∑k

j=1 λj(e
iθA+ e−iθA∗)/2.

(4) Suppose A = A1 ⊕A2 ∈ Mℓ ⊕Mn−ℓ. Then

Wk(A) = conv{µ1 + µ2 : µ1 ∈ Wr(A1), µ2 ∈ Wk−r(A2), 0 ≤ r ≤ ℓ, 0 ≤ k − r ≤ n− ℓ}.

Consequently,

wk(A) ≤ max{wr(A1) + wk−r(A2) : 0 ≤ r ≤ ℓ, 0 ≤ k − r ≤ n− ℓ},

where W0(X) = {0} and w0(X) = 0 for any square matrix X.

(5) The set Wk(A) is a nondegenerate line segment with endpoints a1, a2 if and only if A =

cI + dH for some c, d ∈ C with |d| = 1 and H = H∗ with eigenvalues µ1 ≥ · · · ≥ µn such

that a1 = ck + d(µ1 + · · · + µk) and a2 = ck + d(µn + · · ·+ µn−k+1). Also, Wk(A) = {ξ} if

and only if A = ξI/k.

Note that (1) appears in [6, (2.1)]; (2) follows from [6, (5.1)] and the convexity of Wk(A) [6,

(3.1)]. For (4) we refer to [6, (4.3)] (see also [8, Theorem 4.4] for a generalization) while (5) follows

from property (1) and [6, (5.1a)].

Our study concerns parallel pairs of matrices with respect to the k-numerical radius. We refer to

a recent paper [14] for the study of parallel pairs with respect to the numerical radius in C∗ algebras

and [2] for the study of parallel pairs with respect to the joint numerical radius for m-tuples of

matrices.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

We say that the k-numerical radius of A is attained at a rank-k projection P if | trAP | = wk(A).

We begin with a few results concerning the properties of parallel pairs, which are useful for our

proofs and may be of independent interest. We shall use the following lemma repeatedly without

comment.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose A,B ∈ Mn. Then A‖B if and only if any one of the following equivalent

conditions holds.

(a) There is a rank-k orthogonal projection P such that wk(A) = | tr(AP )| and wk(B) =

| tr(BP )|.

(b) There is a unitary U such that the leading k × k blocks A1, B2 of U∗AU and U∗BU satisfy

wk(A) = | trA1| and wk(B) = | trB1|.

Proof. The statements follow readily from the definitions. �

For A ∈ Mn, let

P(A) = {B ∈ Mn : B is parallel to A},

and for a rank-k orthogonal projection P ∈ Mn, let us define

S(P ) = {B ∈ Mn : tr(BP ) = wk(B)}.

By Lemma 2.1, we have the following.
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Lemma 2.2. Let 1 ≤ k < n, A ∈ Mn. Then

P(A) =
⋃

{eiθS(P ) : θ ∈ [0, 2π), P 2 = P = P ∗, trP = k, | trAP | = wk(A)}.

Recall that a set C ⊆ Mn is a convex cone if rA+ sB ∈ S whenever A,B ∈ C and r, s ∈ [0,∞).

The real affine dimension of C is the (real) dimension of SpanR(C), the linear span of C over R.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose P ∈ Mn is a rank-k orthogonal projection. Then S(P ) is a convex cone with

real affine dimension

γ(n, k) = k2 + (n − k)2 + n2 − 1.

Moreover, with respect to the direct sum decomposition C
n = RanP ⊕KerP ,

(2.1) S(P ) =

{
B =

(
B11 B12

−B∗
12 B22

)
: B11 ∈ Mk, B22 ∈ Mn−k, B12 ∈ Mk×(n−k), trB11 = wk(B)

}

and

SpanR(S(P )) =

{(
B11 B12

−B∗
12 B22

)
: B11 ∈ Mk, B22 ∈ Mn−k, B12 ∈ Mk×(n−k), trB11 ∈ R

}
.

Proof. Note that B = H + iG ∈ S(P ), with H,G hermitian, if and only tr(PHP ) + i tr(PGP ) =

wk(B). Thus, tr(PGP ) = 0. Moreover, wk(B) ≥ wk(H) =
∑k

j=1 λj(H) ≥ tr(PHP ) = wk(B)

shows that tr(PHP ) =
∑k

j=1 λj(H). By [4, Lemma 4.1], H = H1 ⊕ H2 ∈ Hk ⊕ Hn−k is block

diagonal with respect to the direct sum decomposition C
n = RanP ⊕KerP , and λk(H1) ≥ λ1(H2).

Thus B ∈ S(P ) if and only if it has the form in (2.1).

Let B,C ∈ S(P ) and b, c ≥ 0. Then G = bB + cC has the form

(
bB11 + cC11 G12

−G∗
12 G22

)
and

wk(G) ≥ trGP = b trB11 + c trC11 = bwk(B) + cwk(C) ≥ wk(G),

whence G ∈ S(P ). Thus S(P ) is a convex cone.

The affine dimension of S(P ) is the dimension of the real linear subspace spanned by S(P ).

By (2.1), S(P ) ⊆ S1 + iS2, where S1 = SpanR{H1 ⊕ H2 : H1 = H∗
1 ∈ Mk,H2 = H∗

2 ∈ Mn−k}

has dimension k2 + (n − k)2, and S2 = SpanR{G ∈ Mn : G = G∗, trPGP =
∑k

j=1Gjj = 0} has

dimension n2 − 1. So, dimSpanR S(P ) ≤ n2 + k2 + (n− k)2 − 1 = γ(n, k). It suffices to show that

S1 + iS2 ⊆ SpanR S(P ).

Case 1. Let A = H1 ⊕A2 such that H∗
1 = H1 ∈ Mk is positive-definite and A2 ∈ Mn−k satisfies

λk(H1) ≥ ‖A2‖. Then by property (4) in Proposition 1.3, we see that wk(A) = trH1 so that

A ∈ S(P ). Consequently, Hk ⊕Mn−k ⊆ SpanR S(P ).

Case 2. Suppose 1 ≤ i ≤ k < j ≤ n and A = (Ik ⊕ 0n−k) + i(µEij + µ̄Eji) for µ ∈ C with

|µ| = 1/2. Then A is permutationally similar to A0 ⊕ Ik−1 ⊕ 0n−k−1, where A0 =

(
1 iµ
iµ̄ 0

)
. Note

thatW1(A0) is a circular disk of radius 1/2 centered at 1/2. Then by property (4) in Proposition 1.3,

wk(A) ≤ w1(A0) +wk−1(Ik−1 ⊕ 0n−k−1) = 1 + (k − 1) = tr(AP ) ≤ wk(A),

whence A ∈ S(P ). Combining this result with Case 1 shows that iG ∈ SpanR S(P ) for every

Hermitian G of the form
(

0 G12

G∗

12
0

)
with G12 ∈ Mk×(n−k).
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Case 3. Suppose k > 1. Let 0 6= C ∈ Mk satisfy trC = 0. Let ǫ = 1/(2k‖C‖) and let

A = (Ik + ǫC)⊕ 0n−k. Note that for any rank-r orthogonal projection Q ∈ Mk with r < k,

| tr((Ik + ǫC)Q)| ≤ | trQ|+ ǫ| tr(CQ)| ≤ r + ǫr‖C‖ < r + 1/2 < k = tr(AP ).

Then by property (4) in Proposition 1.3,

wk(A) ≤ max
0≤r≤k

wr(Ik + ǫC)

= max{| tr(Q+ ǫCQ)| : 0 ≤ r ≤ k,Q2 = Q∗ = Q ∈ Mk, trQ = r} ≤ tr(AP ),

so A ∈ S(P ). Combining this result with Case 1 shows that C ⊕ 0n−k ∈ SpanR S(P ) for every

C ∈ Mk with trC = 0.

Finally, cases 1 - 3 together show that S1 + iS2 ⊆ SpanR S(P ), as desired. �

In the following discussion, we always let

γ(n, k) = k2 + (n − k)2 + n2 − 1.

Notice that two rank-k projections P1, P2 coincide if and only if S(P1) = S(P2). We shall show

more in the next lemma.

Lemma 2.4. Given two rank-k orthogonal projections P,Q and real numbers θ1, θ2, we have

SpanR eiθ1S(P ) = SpanR eiθ2S(Q)

if and only if P = Q and θ1 = θ2 modulo π.

Proof. If P 6= Q, then there exists a unit vector x ∈ KerP with x /∈ KerQ. Let G = xx∗. By

Lemma 2.3, eiθG ∈ SpanR S(P ) for all θ ∈ R, so eiθG ∈ SpanR eiθ1S(P ) for all θ ∈ R. On the other

hand, x /∈ KerQ implies Qx 6= 0, and hence tr(QGQ) = ‖Qx‖2 6= 0. Take θ = π/4 + θ2. Then

ei(θ−θ2)G = cos(π/4)G + i sin(π/4)G /∈ SpanR S(Q)

by Lemma 2.3 because trQ(ei(θ−θ2)G)Q = ei(θ−θ2)‖Qx‖2 /∈ R. Hence eiθG /∈ SpanR eiθ2S(Q), so

the spans are different.

Lastly, assume P = Q but θ1 − θ2 /∈ Zπ. Consider any unit vector x ∈ RanP . By Lemma 2.3

H := xx∗ belongs to SpanR S(P ), so eiθ1H ∈ SpanR eiθ1S(P ). However,

ei(θ1−θ2)H = cos(θ1 − θ2)H + i sin(θ1 − θ2)H

has nonzero imaginary part with tr(P sin(θ1 − θ2)HP ) = sin(θ1 − θ2)‖x‖
2 6= 0, and as such does

not belong to SpanR S(P ). Hence, eiθ1H /∈ SpanR eiθ2S(P ). �

Lemma 2.5. Let T : Mn → Mn be a bijective R-linear map. Suppose P1, P2 are distinct rank-k

orthogonal projections. Then there do not exist a rank-k orthogonal projection Q and θ3 ∈ R such

that T (eiθ1S(P1)) ∪ T (eiθ2S(P2)) ⊆ eiθ3S(Q).

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, eiθS(P ) contains γ(n, k) R-linearly independent matrices for any rank-k

projection P and any choice of θ ∈ R. Since P1 and P2 are distinct, Lemma 2.4 implies that

eiθ1S(P1) ∪ eiθ2S(P2) contains at least γ(n, k) + 1 real linearly independent matrices, and hence,
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by the bijectivity of T , so does T (eiθ1S(P1)) ∪ T (eiθ2S(P2)). By Lemma 2.3, this exceeds the real

affine dimension of SpanR eiθ3S(Q), so the result follows. �

Let T = {µ ∈ C : |µ| = 1} ⊆ C denote the unimodular group.

Lemma 2.6. Let A ∈ Mn. Suppose wk(A) is attained at a unique (rank-k) projection P , wk(A) =

tr(AP ), and RanP is a reducing subspace for A. Suppose C is a cone with affine dimension greater

or equal to γ(n, k) = k2 + (n− k)2 +n2 − 1 satisfying A ∈ C ⊆ P(A). Then C ⊆ S(P ), so its affine

dimension equals γ(n, k).

Proof. With respect to the decomposition C
n = RanP ⊕ KerP , we may write A =

(
A11 0
0 A22

)

with A11 ∈ Mk, A22 ∈ Mn−k, and trA11 = wk(A) > 0. Note that, by Lemma 2.1, P(A) = TS(P ).

By Lemma 2.3, every nonzero element of C has the form µB = µ

(
B11 B12

−B∗
12 B22

)
with trB11 =

wk(B) > 0 and µ ∈ T.

We first show that if B12 6= 0, then µ = 1.

Since C is a cone, for every r > 0 A+ rµB ∈ C ⊂ TS(P ), so

(2.2)

(
A11 + rµB11 rµB12

−rµB∗
12 A22 + rµB22

)
= ν

(
C11 C12

−C∗
12 C22

)
= νC

for some ν ∈ T and some k × (n− k) matrix C12 (both of which may depend on r). Equating the

(2, 1)-block entries and taking the conjugate transpose gives −rµ̄B12 = −ν̄C12, so

ν2rµ̄B12 = νC12 = rµB12

(by equating the (1, 2)-block entries in (2.2)), whence ν = ±µ.

Equating the (1, 1)-block entries in (2.2) and taking traces gives trA11 + rµ trB11 = ±µ trC11.

Because trA11, trB11, trC11 are all positive, µ = ±1. If µ = −1 we can choose r = trA11/ trB11

to get 0 = ± trC11 = ±wk(C) 6= 0, a contradiction. So µ = 1 as claimed.

If 0 6= D := D11 ⊕ D22 ∈ C and C contains a matrix B with B12 = PB(I − P ) 6= 0, then the

above arguments applied to D+ rB ∈ C (r > 0), give that tr(D11 + rB11) > 0 for every r > 0, and

hence trD11 ≥ 0; thus D ∈ S(P ) by Lemma 2.3.

Consequently C ⊂ S(P ), unless one never has B12 6= 0, that is, if C ⊂ Mk⊕Mn−k. But the latter

is impossible: since

dimRMk ⊕Mn−k = 2k2 + 2(n − k)2 < k2 + (n− k)2 + n2 − 1 = γ(n, k),

C is not contained in Mk ⊕Mn−k. �

We have established basic properties for parallel pairs of matrices with respect to the k-numerical

radius. Now, we focus on bijective linear maps preserving parallel pairs. The following lemma shows

that T (I) is a scalar multiple of I; see [7, Lamma 4.3]. We give a short proof of the result.

Lemma 2.7. Let A ∈ Mn. The following are equivalent.

(a) A = γI for some γ ∈ C.
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(b) A‖B for every B ∈ Mn.

(c) A‖P for every rank-k orthogonal projection P ∈ Mn.

Proof. Suppose (a) holds and A = γI with γ ∈ C. Note for any B ∈ Mn, there is a rank-k projection

P such that | tr(BP )| = wk(B). So there is a complex unit ξ such that

wk(A+ ξB) ≥ | tr(γI + ξB)P | = |γ trP |+ | tr(BP )| = wk(A) + wk(B).

Thus, B ∈ P(A). Hence (b) holds. The implication (b) ⇒ (c) is clear.

Suppose (c) holds. Let P be a rank-k orthogonal projection. By Lemma 2.1, there exists a

rank-k orthogonal projection Q satisfying wk(A) = | trAQ| and k = wk(P ) = | trPQ| = trPQ,

forcing Q = P (see [4, Lemma 4.1]). Thus | trAP | = wk(A) for every rank-k orthogonal projection

P , so Wk(A) lies on a circle. Since Wk(A) is convex (see [6] or [13]), Wk(A) must be a singleton

and the result follows by property (5) of Proposition 1.3. �

Lemma 2.8. Let T : Mn → Mn be a bijective linear map preserving parallel pairs with respect to

the k-numerical radius. Suppose A attains its k-numerical radius at a unique projection Q, and

suppose RanQ is reducing for A. Then X = T−1(A) also attains its k-numerical radius at a unique

projection.

Proof. Let a unimodular µ ∈ C be such that tr[(µA)Q] = wk(A) = wk(µA); clearly, RanQ is

reducing also for µA. Suppose, to reach a contradiction, that P1, P2 are distinct rank-k orthogonal

projections such that e−iθj trXPj = wk(X) for some θj ∈ R with j = 1, 2. By the definition of

S(P ) and Lemma 2.2, we have X ∈ eiθjS(Pj) ⊆ P(X). Applying T gives

A ∈ T (eiθjS(Pj)) ⊆ T (P(X)) ⊆ P(T (X)) = P(A).

By Lemma 2.3, the cone eiθS(P ) contains γ(n, k) R-linearly independent matrices for any rank-k

projection P and any choice of θ ∈ R. Thus, by bijectivity of T , T (eiθjS(Pj)) is a cone of affine

dimension γ(n, k) contained in P(A). As such, µT (eiθjS(Pj)) is also a cone of dimension γ(n, k)

contained in µP(A) = P(µA), and which contains µA. Hence, by Lemma 2.6, we have

µT (eiθjS(Pj)) ⊆ S(Q).

This contradicts Lemma 2.5. �

Lemma 2.9. Suppose T : Mn → Mn is a bijective unital linear map preserving parallel pairs with

respect to the k-numerical radius. If A ∈ Mn satisfies Wk(A) = [−1, 1] and T (X) = A, then

Wk(X) = [−1, 1].

Proof. Since Wk(A) = [−1, 1], we see that A = A∗ by Proposition 1.3 (5). Assume that A has

eigenvalues a1 ≥ · · · ≥ an with corresponding orthonormal eigenvectors v1, . . . , vn, and T (X) = A.

We consider two cases.

Case 1 Suppose ak > ak+1, an−k > an−k+1.

We have
∑k

j=1 aj = 1 = −
∑k

j=1 an+1−j. Let P+ be the rank-k projection whose range is

spanned by {v1, . . . , vk}. Let γ be an arbitrary complex number with Re γ > 0. By Proposition
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1.3 (1), Wk(A+ γI) = Wk(A) + kγ = [−1 + kγ, 1 + kγ]. Thus wk(A+ γI) is attained at precisely

those rank-k projections P satisfying trAP = 1. By [4, Lemma 4.1] and Schur’s result that the

sum of the k largest diagonal entries of a hermitian matrix is bounded above by the sum of its k

largest eigenvalues [12, Theorem B.1, p. 300] (or by the interlacing property for the eigenvalues of

a compression of hermitian matrix) we see that P = P+ is the unique rank-k projection satisfying

| tr(P (A + γI)P )| = wk(A + γI) = |1 + kγ|. We may write wk(A + γI) = eiθγ tr(A + γI)P+ for

some θγ ∈ R.

Suppose wk(X + γI) is attained at a rank-k projection Qγ . Then, by Lemma 2.2,

(2.3) X + γI ∈ eiφγS(Qγ) ⊆ P(X + γI)

for some φγ ∈ R. Applying T we have

A+ γI = T (X + γI) ∈ T (eiφγS(Qγ)) ⊆ T (P(X + γI)) ⊆ P(T (X + γI)) = P(A + γI).

Multiplying by eiθγ gives

eiθγ (A+ γI) ∈ ei(θγ+φγ)T (S(Qγ)) ⊆ P(eiθγ (A+ γI)) = P(A+ γI).

Since wk(e
iθγ (A+ γI)) = tr(eiθγ (A+ γI)P+) is attained uniquely at P+, and since RanP+ reduces

eiθγ (A + γI), and ei(θγ+φγ)T (S(Qγ)) is a cone of dimension γ(n, k), we can apply Lemma 2.6 to

conclude that ei(θγ+φγ)T (S(Qγ)) = T (ei(θγ+φγ)S(Qγ)) ⊆ S(P+).

But this holds for all γ with positive real part. Hence, by Lemma 2.5, there is a single projection

Q+ such that Qγ = Q+ for all γ with Re γ > 0. Let z0 = trXQ+ ∈ Wk(X). Then

wk(X + γI) = | tr(X + γI)Q+| = |γk + trXQ+| = |γk + z0|

for all γ with positive real part; by continuity, this holds for all γ with nonnegative real part.

In particular, if w = w1 + iw2 is the Cartesian decomposition of w ∈ Wk(X) (and likewise for

γ = γ1 + iγ2 and z0 = x0 + iy0), we have

(w1 + kγ1)
2 + (w2 + kγ2)

2 ≤ (x0 + kγ1)
2 + (y0 + kγ2)

2; γ1 ≥ 0.

When γ1 = 0 this simplifies into the inequality

w2
1 − x20 ≤ (y0 + kγ2)

2 − (w2 + kγ2)
2 = (y0 − w2)(2kγ2 + w2 + y0),

valid for every γ2 ∈ R, which is possible only if w2 = y0. Thus Wk(X) lies in the horizontal line

segment [−x0 + iy0 , x0 + iy0]. It follows that the k-numerical range of X̂ := X − y0
k
iIn lies in a

real line, so X̂ is Hermitian by [6, 5.1(a)]. Moreover, by the uniqueness of the rank-k projection

Q+ = Qγ in (2.3), we must have λk(X̂) > λk+1(X̂), where as usual we organize the eigenvalues of

X̂ in descending order λ1(X̂) ≥ · · · ≥ λn(X̂), and Q+ is the projection onto the subspace spanned

by the eigenvectors of X̂ corresponding to λ1(X̂), . . . , λk(X̂).

Now let P− be the rank-k projection whose range is spanned by {vn−k+1, . . . , vn}. Then for all

complex γ with Re γ < 0, P = P− is the only rank-k projection satisfying | tr(P (A + γI)P )| =

wk(A + γI) = |1 + kγ|. Hence, we may repeat the preceding arguments to conclude that there

exists a unique projection Q− for which (2.3) holds true when Re γ < 0. Consequently λn−k(X̂) >
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λn−k+1(X̂) and Q− is the projection onto the subspace spanned by the eigenvectors of X̂ corre-

sponding to λn−k+1(X̂), . . . , λn(X̂).

To summarize, | tr(X̂±rI)Q±| = wk(X̂±rI) for all r > 0, so by continuity, wk(X̂) = | tr X̂Q+| =

| tr X̂Q−| is attained at both Q+ and Q−. Since λk(X̂) > λk+1(X̂),

tr X̂Q+ =

k∑

j=1

λj(X̂) >

k∑

j=1

λn+1−j(X̂) = tr X̂Q−,

so tr X̂Q− = − tr X̂Q+. This shows that Wk(X) = [−b+ iy0, b+ iy0], for some b > 0, is symmetric

relative to imaginary axis.

Finally, let z ∈ C satisfy Re z > 0. Then X + zI ∈ (b+ iy0 + kz)S(Q+). Applying T , and noting

that T (S(Q+)) ⊆ µS(P+) for some µ ∈ T, gives

A+ zI ∈ (b+ iy0 + kz)T (S(Q+)) ⊂ (b+ iy0 + kz)µS(P+).

Divide by 1 + kz to get

A+ zI

1 + kz
∈

b+ iy0 + kz

1 + kz
T (S(Q+)) ⊆

b+ iy0 + kz

1 + kz
µS(P+) ⊆ P

(
A+ zI

1 + kz

)
.

Since wk((A + zI)/(1 + kz)) = trP+(A + zI)/(1 + kz) is attained uniquely at P+, we can apply

Lemma 2.5 to conclude that the cone C = b+iy0+kz
1+kz

µS(P+) ⊆ S(P+). Thus f(z) = b+iy0+kz
1+kz

has

constant argument for Re z > 0. In other words, the Möbius transformation f maps the open right-

half plane into a ray, so it must be a constant function, whence b+ iy0 = 1. Thus, Wk(X) = [−1, 1]

as asserted.

Case 2. Suppose ak = ak+1 or an−k = an−k+1. For m = 1, 2, . . . , let Am = (1− 1/m)A+B/m,

where B =
∑n

j=1 βjvjv
∗
j with β1 > · · · > βn,

∑k
j=1 βj = 1 = −

∑k
j=1 βn−j+1. Then λk(Am) >

λk+1(Am), λn−k(Am) > λn−k+1(Am), Wk(Am) = [−1, 1] and Am → A. Suppose T (Xm) = Am.

Then Wk(Xm) = [−1, 1] by the result in Case 1. Since Am → A, we see that Xm → X so that

λj(Xm) → λj(X) for j = 1, . . . , n. Hence, Wk(X) =
[∑k

j=1 λn−j+1(X),
∑k

j=1 λj(X)
]
= [−1, 1]. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. The implications (c) ⇒ (b) ⇒ (a) are clear. It remains to prove (a)

⇒ (c). To this end, suppose T : Mn → Mn is a bijective linear preserver of parallel pairs with

respect to the k-numerical radius. By Lemma 2.7, T (CI) = CI. Without loss of generality we

may assume T is unital. By Lemma 2.9, T−1 maps the set {A ∈ Mn : Wk(A) = [−1, 1]} to

itself. Thus, if A = A∗ and Wk(A) = [α1, α2] with α2 > α1, then for r = (α2 + α1)/(2k) and

s = (α2 − α1)/2, the matrix B = (A − rI)/s satisfies Wk(B) = [−1, 1], so Wk(T
−1(B)) = [−1, 1].

As a result, Wk(T
−1(A)) = [α1, α2]. Thus, T−1 preserves the k-numerical range of Hermitian A.

By [5, Theorem 2], T−1 has the desired form, and hence so does T . �

Note that if T−1 is a unital linear map sending the set {A ∈ Mn : Wk(A) = [−1, 1]} to itself,

then T (Hn) = Hn. One may then use Theorem 1.2 to finish the proof. Nevertheless, it is more

direct to show that T−1 preserves the k-numerical range, so that there is no need to consider maps

of the form (c.2) and (c.3) in Theorem 1.2.
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we use the following notations. For A ∈ Hn, let

P(A) = {B ∈ Hn : B is parallel to A},

and for a rank-k orthogonal projection P ∈ Hn let

S(P ) = {B ∈ Hn : tr(BP ) = wk(B)}.

Many of the lemmas for Mn in Section 2 can be adapted to the Hermitian case. We list the results

below and only give the proofs if they are different.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose A,B ∈ Hn. Then A‖B if and only if there is a rank-k orthogonal projection

P such that wk(A) = | tr(AP )| and wk(B) = | tr(BP )|.

Then from Lemma 3.1, we get the following.

Lemma 3.2. Let 1 ≤ k < n, A ∈ Hn. Then

P(A) =
⋃

{θS(P ) : θ ∈ {−1, 1}, P 2 = P = P ∗, trP = k, | trAP | = wk(A)}.

We fix

γHn (k) := k2 + (n − k)2.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose P ∈ Hn is a rank-k orthogonal projection. Then S(P ) is a convex cone

with real affine dimension γHn (k). Moreover, with respect to the direct sum decomposition C
n =

RanP ⊕KerP ,

(3.4) S(P ) =

{
B =

(
B11 0
0 B22

)
: B11 ∈ Hk, B22 ∈ Hn−k, trB11 = wk(B)

}

and

SpanR(S(P )) = Hk ⊕Hn−k.

Notice that two rank-k projections P1, P2 coincide if and only if S(P1) = S(P2); in fact, we

shall show more in the next lemma, analogous to Lemma 2.4. But there is a slight change in both

statement and proof, so we provide a proof for the lemma below.

Lemma 3.4. Given two rank-k orthogonal projections P,Q we have

SpanR S(P ) = SpanR S(Q)

if and only if P = Q, or n = 2k and P = I −Q.

Proof. If P 6= Q and P 6= I−Q, then there exists a unit vector x ∈ KerP with x /∈ (KerQ)∪(ImQ).

Let G = xx∗. By Lemma 3.3, G ∈ SpanR S(P ). On the other hand, x /∈ KerQ and x /∈ ImQ implies

xx∗ /∈ H(ImQ)⊕H(KerQ) = SpanR S(Q), where H(V ) denotes the space of all self-adjoint matrices

on a subspace V ⊆ C
n.

The converse is trivial. �
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Lemma 3.5. Let T : Hn → Hn be a bijective R-linear map. Suppose P1, P2 are rank-k orthogonal

projections with SpanR S(P1) 6= SpanR S(P2), and let θ1, θ2 ∈ {−1, 1}. Then there do not exist a

rank-k orthogonal projection Q and θ3 ∈ {−1, 1} such that T (θ1S(P1)) ∪ T (θ2S(P2)) ⊆ θ3S(Q).

Lemma 3.6. Let A ∈ Hn. Suppose wk(A) is attained at a unique (rank-k) projection P and

wk(A) = tr(AP ). Suppose C is a cone with affine dimension greater or equal to γHn (k) = k2+(n−k)2

satisfying A ∈ C ⊆ P(A). Then C ⊆ S(P ), so its affine dimension equals γHn (k).

Now, we focus on bijective R-linear maps preserving parallel pairs on Hn. We first observe that

for such a map T , T (I) is a scalar multiple of I; this follows from the following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let A ∈ Hn. The following are equivalent.

(a) A = γI for some γ ∈ R.

(b) A‖B for every B ∈ Hn.

(c) A‖P for every rank-k orthogonal projection P ∈ Hn.

Lemma 2.8 also holds with a slight modification of the proof as shown below.

Lemma 3.8. Let T : Hn → Hn be a bijective R-linear map preserving parallel pairs with respect to

the k-numerical radius. Suppose A ∈ Hn attains its k-numerical radius at a unique projection Q.

Then X = T−1(A) also attains its k-numerical radius at a unique projection P , or, if n = 2k, at

P and I − P only.

Proof. Suppose X attains its k-numerical radius at two distinct rank-k projections P1, P2. Then,

by Lemma 3.2, X belongs to two cones µ1S(P1), µ2S(P2) ⊆ P(X) for some µ1, µ2 ∈ {1,−1}, and

each of these cones has, by Lemma 3.3, affine dimension

γHn (k) := k2 + (n − k)2.

By Lemma 3.4, whenever 2k 6= n, or 2k = n and P2 6= I − P1, their R-linear spans are different.

Clearly T maps both cones into cones

Ci := T (µiS(Pi)) ∋ T (X) = A,

contained in T (P(X)) ⊆ P(T (X)) = P(A). However, A achieves its k-numerical radius at a unique

rank-k projection Q, and hence, by Lemma 3.6, both Ci are contained in S(A). Then bijective

R-linear T would map the space SpanR(S(P1) ∪ S(P2)), whose dimension is greater than γHn (k),

onto SpanR(C1 ∪ C2) ⊆ SpanR(S(A)), a contradiction.

We deduce that X attains its k-numerical radius at a single rank-k projection P or, if n = 2k,

only at P and I − P . �

We now focus on proving Theorem 1.2. There are two main steps.

Step 1: We first prove that the inverse map of a bijective unital R-linear map preserving parallel

pairs with respect to k-numerical radius on Hn preserves commuting pairs.

Step 2: Theorem 1.2 holds for n ≥ 3 and under the extra assumption that T−1 preserves

commuting pairs.

To prove Step 1, the following lemma will turn out to be very useful.
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Lemma 3.9. Suppose we have an s-tuple (s ≤ n) of positive integers n = (n1, . . . , ns) satisfying

n1 + · · ·+ ns = n. Then, with integer k ∈ {1, . . . , n− 1} kept fixed,

|Ωn| := |{{i1, . . . , ir} : ni1 + · · ·+ nir = k}| ≤

(
n

k

)
;

equality holds if and only if s = n and n1 = · · · = ns = 1.

Remark 3.10. The same proof can be adapted to also show that, if n = 2k ≥ 4, then

|Ω̂n| := |{{{i1, . . . , ir}, {j1, . . . , js−r}} : ni1 + · · ·+ nir = nj1 + · · ·+ njs−r
= k}| ≤

1

2

(
n

k

)

with equality if and only if s = n and n1 = · · · = ns = 1.

Before proving this, we illustrate it with an example.

Example 3.11. Consider (k, n) = (9, 10) and an s = 7-tuple n = (2, 2, 2, 1, 1, 1, 1), that is, n1 =

n2 = n3 = 2 and n4 = n5 = n6 = n7 = 1. Then,

Ωn = {{1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6}, {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7}, {1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7}, {1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7}}.

The first collection is in Ωn because n1 + n2 + n3 + n4 + n5 + n6 = 2 + 2 + 2 + 1 + 1 + 1 = 9 = k;

likewise for the other collections.

Proof. If n1 = · · · = ns = 1, then there are clearly
(
s
k

)
possibilities to select k items among the s

available, which gives the sufficiency. Suppose n1 ≥ 2 and consider another collection of t = s+ n1

integers m = (m1, . . . ,mt) := (1, . . . , 1, n2, . . . , ns) (so we split n1 into units and keep every other

integer from the original collection).

With every selection ni1 + · · · + nir = k, 2 ≤ i1 < · · · < ir (of integers from n) we associate the

same selection of integers from m and with every selection n1+ni2 + · · ·+nir = k, 2 ≤ i2 < · · · < ir

we associate a selection (m1 + · · ·+mn1
) + (ni2 + · · ·+ nir) = k of integers from m.

This association is one-to-one, but perhaps not surjective. So

|Ωm| ≥ |Ωn|.

Proceeding recursively, at the one-but-last stage we end up with a sequence of integers o =

(o1, . . . , op), o1 + · · · + op = n, where exactly one integer is greater than 1. Without loss of

generality we assume o1 ≥ 2. As shown above, |Ωo| ≥ |Ωn|. With one additional step we end up

with a sequence z = (1, . . . , 1) of n units. Now, |Ωz| =
(
n
k

)
, and the above one-to-one association

between elements from Ωo and Ωz cannot be surjective: Namely, the collection of indices in Ωo

corresponding to a selection oi1 + · · · + oir = n with 2 ≤ i1 < · · · < ir associates to itself, while for

every selection with i1 = 1 we have, besides the associated selection (1 + · · · + 1) + oi2 + · · · + oir
(of integers in z) also a new selection, namely the one with indices {1, (n− k + 2), . . . , n} ∈ Ωz (or

{1} if k = 1). �

Lemma 3.12. Let 1 ≤ k < n. Suppose a unital, bijective, R-linear T : Hn → Hn preserves

parallel pairs with respect to the k-numerical radius wk in one direction. Then, T−1 preserves

commutativity.
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Proof. Note that A,B ∈ Hn commute if and only if they are simultaneously diagonalizable under

conjugation by a unitary matrix. By absorbing the corresponding unitary conjugation inside T

we can assume that A,B are already diagonal. The result will then follow once we show that

Xj := T−1(Ejj) ∈ Hn are commuting.

We shall heavily use Lemmas 3.2–3.3, that is, if X ∈ Hn attains its norm at a unique rank-k

projection P (or, when n = 2k, at P and possibly I − P ) then P(X) = S(P ) ∪ (−S(P )) (or, when

n = 2k, possibly P(X) = S(P )∪ (−S(P ))∪S(I −P )∪ (−S(I−P ))), so for each k ∈ {1, . . . , n−1},

SpanR P(X) = SpanR S(P ) = H(ImP ) ⊕ H(KerP ), where H(V ) denotes the R-subspace of self-

adjoint operators on a vector space V . We shall also use the following claim.

Claim: If Q is a rank-k diagonal projection, and V =
⊕s

j=1Hnj
, then (SpanS(Q)) ∩ V = V if

and only if the compressions of Q to diagonal blocks Hnj
are 0 or Inj

.

Proof of Claim: Recall that SpanS(Q) = H(Im(Q)) ⊕ H(Ker(Q)). Assume the compression Q1

of Q to Hn1
is neither identity nor zero. Then there exist normalized vectors x1, y1 ∈ C

n1 such

that Q1x1 = x1 and Q1y1 = 0. Let x := x1 ⊕ 0 ∈ C
n and likewise y := y1 ⊕ 0. It follows that

xy∗ + yx∗ ∈ Hn1
⊕ 0 ⊆ V, however, it does not belong to H(Im(Q))⊕H(Ker(Q)), so it lies outside

of SpanS(Q). In particular, SpanS(Q)∩ V is properly contained in V. The other direction is easy

(and actually will not be required in the proof).

By using Lemma 3.8, we now note that, for each i1 < · · · < ik, the matrix X̂i1,...,ik := Xi1 +

· · · + Xik either attains its k-numerical radius at a unique rank-k projection Pi1,...,ik , or n = 2k

and it attains its k-numerical radius at only Pi1,...,ik and I − Pi1,...,ik . In either of these two cases,

Lemmas 3.2 and 3.3 give

SpanR P(X̂i) = H(ImPi)⊕H(KerPi)

for each multiindex i = (i1, . . . , ik). Note that the rank-k projections for distinct multiindices i

and j must be pairwise distinct (except when n = 2k and {i} ∪ {j} = {1, . . . ,n}), for otherwise,

due to SpanR S(Pi) = SpanR P(X̂i), T would map SpanR S(Pi) = SpanR S(Pj) bijectively onto

SpanR P(Ei1i1 + · · · + Eikik) and onto SpanR P(Ej1j1 + · · · + Ejkjk), respectively, which are two

different spaces.

Choose a multiindex i = (i1, . . . , ik). There exists a unitary Ui such that UiX̂iU
∗
i = Ŷi ⊕ Ŷ ′

i with

wk(Ŷi) ≥ wk(Ŷ
′
i ) (and equality is possible only when n = 2k). Also, there exists a permutation

matrix Zi such that Ei1i1 + · · · + Eikik = Z∗
i (E11 + · · ·+ Ekk)Zi. It follows that

UiX̂iU
∗
i ∈ S(E11 + · · · + Ekk) ⊆ P(UiX̂iU

∗
i ) = UiP(X̂i)U

∗
i ,

and hence

Z∗
i (E11 + · · ·+ Ekk)Zi = Ei1i1 + · · ·+ Eikik = T (X̂i) ∈ T (U∗

i S(E11 + · · · +Ekk)Ui)

⊆ T (P(X̂i)) ⊆ P(T (X̂i)) = P(Ei1i1 + · · · + Eikik)

= Z∗
i P(E11 + · · · + Ekk)Zi

Conjugate on both sides by Zi and apply Lemma 3.6, with A := E11 + · · · + Ekk, on a cone

C := ZiT (U
∗
i S(E11 + · · · + Ekk)Ui)Z

∗
i , of affine dimension γHn (k), contained in P(A) to get C ⊆
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S(E11 + · · · +Ekk). Taking linear spans, we have

T (U∗
i (Hk ⊕Hn−k)Ui) = T (SpanR(U

∗
i S(E11 + · · · +Ekk)Ui))

= SpanR T (U∗
i S(E11 + · · ·+ Ekk)Ui) ⊆ SpanR Z∗

i P(E11 + · · ·+ Ekk)Zi = Z∗
i (Hk ⊕Hn−k)Zi.

Since T is an R-linear bijection, we must actually have U∗
i (Hk⊕Hn−k)Ui = T−1(Z∗

i (Hk⊕Hn−k)Zi).

Finally, conjugation by the permutation matrix Zi permutes the diagonal matrices among them-

selves, so Ejj ∈ Z∗
i (Hk ⊕Hn−k)Z

∗
i , and hence

(3.5) UiX̂iU
∗
i ∈ S(E11 + · · ·+ Ekk) and Xj = T−1(Ejj) ∈ U∗

i (Hk ⊕Hn−k)Ui for all j = 1, . . . , n.

Now, apply this to the multiindex i0 = (1, . . . , k). We may assume that Ui0 = In; then Pi0 =

E11 + · · ·+ Ekk and

Xj ∈ Hk ⊕Hn−k for j = 1, . . . , n;

so consequently also

X̂i ∈ Hk ⊕Hn−k for every multiindex i.

If (n, k) = (2, 1) we are done. We proceed assuming n ≥ 3.

Choose a multiindex i1 := (i1, . . . , ik) 6= i0. Recall that X̂i1 achieves its k-numerical radius

norm at a unique rank-k projection (again, except if n = 2k when it might achieve the k-numerical

radius also at its orthogonal complement) which coincides with the eigenprojection to the k-tuple of

its eigenvalues whose sum is maximal in modulus. Now this norm-achieving k-tuple of eigenvalues

consists of k1 eigenvalues that belong to the first block and k2 eigenvalues that belong to the second

block. Then there exists a unitary U1 = U ′
1 ⊕ U ′′

1 ∈ Mk ⊕ Mn−k such that U1X̂i1U
∗
1 achieves its

k-numerical radius at a diagonal rank-k projection Pi1 = (E11+ · · ·+Ek1k1)+ (E(n−k2+1)(n−k2+1)+

· · ·+Enn). Notice that, due to their block-diagonal structure, we still have that U1X̂i0U
∗
1 achieves

its k-numerical radius at E11 + · · ·+ Ekk.

We can hence also assume that U1 = In. Let now Si1 be the permutation matrix which permutes

the last k2 rows/columns with rows/columns indexed by (k1 + 1), . . . , k. Then (3.5) holds for two

multiindices i1 = (i1, . . . , ik) (and unitary Ui1 = Si1) as well as for i0 = (1, . . . , k) (and unitary

Ui0 = In) and gives

Xj ∈ S∗
i1
(Hk ⊕Hn−k)Si1 ∩ (Hk ⊕Hn−k); j = 1, . . . , n

One can check that this is equivalent to

(3.6) Xj ∈ Hk1 ⊕Hk−k1 ⊕Hn−k−k2 ⊕Hk2 ; j = 1, . . . , n.

Thus, we may repeat the above procedure to see that every X̂j achieves its k-numerical radius at

a unique rank-k projection (and perhaps its orthogonal complement, if n = 2k) in Hk1 ⊕ Hk−k1 ⊕

Hn−k−k2 ⊕ Hk2 . By conjugating with a suitable block-diagonal unitary Uj in Mk1 ⊕ Mk−k1 ⊕

Mn−k−k2 ⊕ Mk2 we can achieve that this projection is the sum of k diagonal matrix units Ett,

while the rank-k projections associated with previously treated X̂i0 and X̂i1 remain the same. We

can again assume that Uj = In; then the equation (3.6) will be still valid but with more blocks of

smaller size.
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We can now recursively repeat the above procedure for all
(
n
k

)
different matrices X̂i which have

pairwise different associated rank-k projections (or, if n = 2k, we consider the half as many pairwise

distinct associated pairs of projections and their orthogonal complement); each time either at least

one block in the currently obtained version of (3.6) will split into two smaller blocks or else, by the

Claim, the associated rank-k projection will be the sum of identities in some of the blocks.

By the pigeonhole principle it is impossible that in the final intersection, the obtained equivalent

of (3.6), that is,

(3.7) Xj ∈
s⊕

i

Hni
; j = 1, . . . , n

would have some block of size bigger than 1-by-1. Namely, every associated rank-k projection of

X̂j1,...,jk is either zero or identity in each block and as such the number of different associated rank-k

projections match the number of collection of indices {i1, . . . , ir} satisfying ni1 + · · ·+ nir = k. By

Lemma 3.9 (if n = 2k ≥ 4 we use Remark 3.10 instead) this number is strictly below
(
n
k

)
except if

s = n and n1 = · · · = ns = 1, i.e, except when in (3.7) all the blocks are 1-by-1.

Thus, by a recursive sequence of unitary conjugations we achieve that all Xj are diagonal, and

hence commute. �

Lemma 3.13. Let n = 2k and let P ∈ Hn be a rank-k projection. Then S(P ) ∪ −S(P ) cannot

contain a two-dimensional subspace.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume P = Ik ⊕ 0k. Suppose A,B ∈ Hn are nonzero

matrices whose span is contained in S(P ) ∪ −S(P ). Without loss of generality we may suppose

A,B ∈ S(P ). We may write A = A1 ⊕ A2, B = B1 ⊕ B2 with trA1 = wk(A) > 0 and trB1 =

wk(B) > 0. Choose t < 0 such that trA1 + t trB1 = 0. Since A + tB ∈ S(P ) ∪ −S(P ), we must

have 0 = | tr(A1 + tB1)| = wk(A+ tB), so A+ tB = 0. Thus A and B are linearly dependent. �

Lemma 3.14. Let n ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ k < n. Suppose T : Hn → Hn is a unital surjective linear map

that preserves parallel pairs with respect to the k-numerical radius and T−1 preserves commutativity.

Then there exists a unitary U such that

(a) T−1 has the form A 7→ U∗AU or A 7→ U∗AtU , or

(b) n = 2k and there exists a nonzero c ∈ R such that T−1(A) = cU∗AU for all A ∈ H
0
n, or

T−1(A) = cU∗AtU for all A ∈ H
0
n, where H

0
n denotes the set of trace zero matrices in Hn.

Proof. Because T−1 is a linear surjective map preserving commutativity, by [1, Theorem 2], there

exists a unitary matrix U , a linear functional f on Hn, and a nonzero scalar c such that T−1 has

one of the following forms:

(1) T−1(A) = cU∗AU + f(A)I for all A ∈ Hn, or

(2) T−1(A) = cU∗AtU + f(A)I for all A ∈ Hn.
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Consider the first case; the second case is similar. Since T is unital, I = cI+f(I)I, so 1 = c+f(I).

For all r ∈ R,

T−1(A+ rI) = cU∗AU + (cr + f(A) + rf(I))I = cU∗AU + (r + f(A))I

= c(U∗AU +
1

c
(r + f(A))I)

Now suppose A has distinct eigenvalues λ1(A) > · · · > λn(A) and let

s = −
1

2k

(
k∑

i=1

λi(A) +

k∑

i=1

λn+1−i(A)

)
.

Then A + rI attains its numerical radius at a unique rank-k projection for all r 6= s. Consider

the case n 6= 2k. Then Lemma 3.8 implies that T−1(A+ rI) also attains its numerical radius at a

unique rank-k projection for all r 6= s. But U∗AU + tI attains its k-numerical radius at a unique

rank-k projection for all t 6= s, so

s =
1

c
(s+ f(A)).

Thus

f(A) = s(c− 1) = −sf(I) =
f(I)

2k

(
k∑

i=1

λi(A) +

k∑

i=1

λn+1−i(A)

)
;

by continuity, this holds for all A ∈ Hn. If f is the zero functional the result follows. Now suppose

f(I) 6= 0. This implies that the map g defined by

g(A) =

(
k∑

i=1

λi(A) +

k∑

i=1

λn+1−i(A)

)

is linear, a contradiction. (For example, when n > 2k, observe that g(A+B) 6= g(A) + g(B) when

A = Ik⊕(−Ik)⊕0n−2k and B = Ik⊕01⊕(−Ik)⊕0n−2k−1; while if n < 2k we consider A = Ik⊕0n−k

and B = 0n−k ⊕ Ik.)

Now let n = 2k. It suffices to prove that f is a scalar multiple of the trace functional X 7→ Tr(X).

Note that the inverse of the unital linear map T−1 : Y 7→ cU∗Y U + f(Y )I is

T (X) = Y =
1

c
UXU∗ −

1

c
f(UXU∗)I.

To see this, start with X = T−1(Y ) = cU∗Y U + f(Y ), then Y = 1
c
UXU∗ − 1

c
f(Y )I; applying

f(·) and using f(I) = 1 − c we deduce that T (X) = Y = 1
c
UXU∗ − 1

c
f(UXU∗)I. Define T̃ by

T̃ (X) = cU∗T (X)U , so T̃ preserves parallel pairs and

T̃ (X) = X + g(X)I,

where g(X) := −f(UXU∗).

Suppose, by way of contradiction, that g is not a scalar multiple of the trace functional. Then

there exists a Hermitian X ∈ KerTr \Ker g with all its eigenvalues simple (since the set of trace-

zero Hermitian matrices with all eigenvalues simple is dense in KerTr∩Hn). We can assume that

X = X1 ⊕ X2, X1 = diag (λ1(X), . . . , λk(X)), X2 = diag (λk+1(X), . . . , λn(X)), and Tr(X1) =
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−Tr(X2) = wk(X). Since all eigenvalues of X are simple, it attains its k-numerical radius at

exactly two rank-k projections, P = E11 + · · · + Ekk and I − P . As such, P(X) = (−S(P )) ∪

S(P ) ∪ (−S(I − P )) ∪ S(I − P ) contains a two-dimensional R-subspace, namely RIk ⊕ RIk =

R(Ik ⊕ 0k) + R(0k ⊕ Ik). This is mapped into T̃ (X) = X + g(X)I which achieves its k-numerical

radius at exactly one rank-k projection (if g(X) > 0 this is P ; if g(X) < 0 this would be I − P ).

But then (−S(P )) ∪ S(P ) = P(T̃ (X)) ⊇ T̃ (P(X)) would contain a two-dimensional subspace,

contradicting Lemma 3.13. Thus g is a scalar multiple of the trace functional, and hence so is f . �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The implication (b) ⇒ (a) is clear. The implication (a) ⇒ (c) follows from

Lemma 3.14 if n ≥ 3, so suppose (a) holds and n = 2. We may assume that T is unital by Lemma

3.7. Suppose a nonzero X ∈ H2 has trace zero. Then X attains its numerical radius at exactly two

rank-1 projections P and I−P . Thus P(X) = S(P )∪ (−S(P ))∪ (−S(I−P ))∪S(I−P ) contains a

two-dimensional subspace RP +R(I−P ). Since T (P(X)) ⊆ P(T (X)) and T is bijective, P(T (X))

contains a two-dimensional subspace. It follows that TrT (X) = 0. (Reason: If TrT (X) 6= 0, then

T (X) (which can’t be a scalar multiple of I due to the bijectivity of T ) must attain its numerical

radius at a unique projection Q, so P(T (X)) = S(Q)∪−S(Q) contains a two-dimensional subspace,

contradicting Lemma 3.13.) It follows that T preserves the set of trace-zero matrices; since T is

also unital, it preserves the trace and (c.3) holds.

It remains to prove (c) ⇒ (b). If (c.1) holds, then clearly (b) holds.

Suppose (c.2) holds. We may replace T by A 7→ γUT (A+)U∗ for a suitable nonzero γ and

unitary U (here A+ denotes A or At, depending on the case in (c.2)) and assume that T is unital

and T (X) = cX for all X ∈ H
0
n. Now suppose (A1, A2) is a nontrivial TEA pair (that is, A1, A2

are nonzero). If A1 +A2 attains its k-numerical radius at a rank-k projection P then

| trA1P |+ | trA2P | ≤ wk(A1) + wk(A2) = wk(A1 +A2) = | tr(A1 +A2)P | ≤ | trA1P |+ | trA2P |,

so wk(Aj) = | trAjP | and trA1P , trA2P have the same sign. Moreover, RanP is a reducing

subspace for both A1 and A2. If needed, we may replace Aj by −Aj and assume trAjP > 0.

We may write Aj = ajI + Zj where trZj = 0. With respect to the decomposition C
n =

RanP⊕KerP , we may further write Zj = Xj⊕Yj with trYj = − trXj . Then wk(Aj) = ajk+trXj

and aj , trXj ≥ 0 (if they had opposite signs, | trAj(I−P )| = |ajk−trX1| > |ajk+trX1| = trAjP =

wk(Aj), a contradiction).

By Proposition 1.3(2) it follows that trXj is the sum of the k largest eigenvalues of Zj . Thus

T (Aj) = ajI+cZj attains its k-numerical radius at P if c > 0 and at I−P if c < 0, so T (A1), T (A2)

form a TEA pair. Thus (b) holds.

Finally, suppose n = 2 and (c.3) holds. We may scale T and assume T is unital. Suppose (A1, A2)

is a nontrivial TEA pair. As above when we assumed (c.2), we may write Aj = ajI + xj
(
1 0
0 −1

)

with respect to a suitable basis. Write X0 =
(
1 0
0 −1

)
. Since T preserves trace, we may replace T

by A 7→ UAU∗ for a suitable unitary and assume that T (X0) = cX0 for some nonzero c. Then the

argument for (c.2) applies and we conclude that T (A1), T (A2) form a TEA pair, so (b) holds. �
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