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CONVEXITY OF SUMS OF EIGENVALUES OF A SEGMENT OF

UNITARIES

GABRIEL LAROTONDA AND MARTIN MIGLIOLI

Abstract. For a n×n unitary matrix u = ez with z skew-Hermitian, the angles

of u are the arguments of its spectrum, i.e. the spectrum of −iz. For 1 ≤ m ≤ n,

we show that sm(t), the sum of the first m angles of the path t 7→ etxey of

unitary matrices, is a convex function of t (provided the path stays in a vecinity

of the identity matrix). This vecinity is described in terms of the opertor norm of

matrices, and it is optimal. We show that the when all the maps t 7→ sm(t) are

linear, then x commutes with y. Several application to unitarily invariant norms

in the unitary group are given. Then we extend these applications to Ad-invariant

Finsler norms in the special unitary group of matrices. This last result is obtained

by proving that any Ad-invariant Finsler norm in a compact semi-simple Lie group

K is the supremum of a family of what we call orbit norms, induced by the Killing

form of K.
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1. Introduction

In this paper we study the eigenvalues of a geodesic segment in the unitary group

U(n) of matrices

t 7→ u(t) = eitxeiy t ∈ R

where x, y are self-adjoint n × n complex matrices, and in particular we establish

that

t 7→ ‖ log(eitxeiy)‖∞
is convex as long as ‖u(t) − 1‖∞ <

√
2. This eigenvalue problem has been ap-

proached with several techniques in the literature, in different contexts (matrices,

compact operators, bounded operators, etc), see [ALR10, AL10, ACL10] and also

[M23] and the references therein. It is part of what in the literature is known loosely

as product eigenvalue problems, and connected to many relevant results in matrix

analysis and operator theory, such as the quantum Horn conjecture/theorem proved

by Belkale [Bel08] which characterizes the eigenvalues of a product of unitary ma-

trices. For techniques more closely related to those in this paper, see also [M24] and

the references therein. With indirect relation to our results, convexity properties of

the condition number of a matrix are known, see for instance [BDMS12] and the

references therein.

In particular, this convexity allows for a good control in the dispersion of the

spectrum of a path of unitary matrices. More to the point, since the neighbourhood

of convexity we obtain with our techniques in this paper is optimal, we are able

to use our results to obtain the optimal radius of convexity of balls in the unitary

group U(n), for distances that are bi-invariant for the action of the group itself.

Our results can be stated in terms of the distance map t 7→ d(t) from a point to

a geodesic segment in the unitary group of matrices, and it can be though of as a

generalization of a well-known result in the Riemannian geometry of the unit sphere

Sn ⊂ Rn+1, that says that such a distance map from the nort pole of the sphere to

a geodesic segment is convex, as long as the geodesic stays in the upper hemisphere.

What follows is a brief description of the organisation and main results of this

paper. In Section 2 introduce the notations and recall (with a self-included proof)

the first and second variation formulas for the eigenvalues of a smooth path of normal
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matrices. In Section 3 we specialize these formulas to our segment t 7→ u(t) = eitxeiy,

with eigenvalues eiθk(t) and θ1(t) > θ2(t) > · · · > θn(t), and with this we prove that

for each 1 ≤ m ≤ n, the map t 7→∑m
i=1 θi(t) is convex provided ‖u(t)− 1‖∞ <

√
2

(the norm here is the spectral norm). Later it is proved that this neighbourhood is

optimal. The case of linear maps is proved to be equivalent to the commuation of

x and y. Then by means of a limiting argument, we extend the result to the case

of collapsing eigenvalues θi, which is one of the main result of this paper (Theorem

3.9). Similar results are obtained for the partial sums of singular values. In Section

4, we use these results to prove that for any unitarily invariant norm ‖ · ‖, if we

write eix(t) = u(t) = eitxeiy for x(t) the skew-adjoint logarithm of u, then t 7→ ‖x(t)‖
is convex, provided ‖x(t)‖∞ < π

2
(Theorem 4.2). In Section 5 we move on to

application to weakly invariant norms i.e. norms invariant for the adjoint action

of the group on itself, in particular for SU(n) we only ask that ‖UXU∗‖ = ‖X‖
for any X ∈ su(n) and any U ∈ SU(n). The case of (only) positively homogeneous

norms is also included in this discussion, in what we call Ad-invariant Finsler norms.

Ellaborating on some ideas that follow from Kostant’s theorem, we prove (Theorem

5.8) that for a compact semi-simple group K with Lie algebra k, any Ad-invariant

Finsler norm can be obtained as a supremum of a distinguished family of norms

induced by the Killing form (what we call orbit norms). This extends a known

result of Horn and Mathias [HM90] to this general setting. Combining this and

the previous results, we extend the convexity theorem to weakly invariant norms in

SU(n), and we characterize the case of strict convexity for orbit norms with different

eigenvalues (Theorem 5.13). In Section 6 we finish the paper with applications of the

previous results, combined with our results from [LM23], to establis the convexity

of the map

t 7→ dφ(1, e
itxeiy)

where dφ is the rectifiable distance induced in U(n) or SU(n) by an invariant norm

(Theorems 6.3 and 6.7).

2. First and second variation formulas for eigenvalues

Let I ⊂ R be a compact connected interval, and let u : I → Mn(C) be a smooth

path of normal matrices, and let λk(t) be its eigenvalues. Assume that all of them

are distinct for each t ∈ I. Then, being the zeroes of the characteristic polynomial

p(t, λ) = 0 (and since there are no multiple roots) the map p is regular and

∂p

∂λ
(t, λk(t)) 6= 0.

By means of the implicit function theorem, it follows that t 7→ λk(t) is as smooth

as t 7→ u(t). For each k, we pick a unit norm eigenvector vk(t) for λk(t), i.e.

(1) u(t)vk(t) = λk(t)vk(t).

The functions vk, being a solution of a linear system with smooth coefficients, can be

chosen smooth. A practical way of doing this is to select a circle Ck ⊂ C containing

each eigenvalue, such that it contains λk(t) for all t ∈ I = [0, b] (since λk are
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continuous, this can be done for a compact interval which we assumme is the whole

of I). Now for each k = 1, · · · , n we consider the eigenprojection

pk(t) =
1

2πi

∮

Ck

(λ− u(t))−1dλ.

Clearly pk : I →Mn(C)sim is smooth (as smooth as u). Now let

εk(t) = 2pk(t)− 1,

which is also smooth and is a symmetry with fixed subspace the range of pk(t). As

long as ‖pk(t)− pk(0)‖ < 1, we see that ‖εk(t)εk(0)− 1‖ < 2. Then it is well-known

that if we set

zk(t) =
1

2
ln(εk(t)εk(0))

then zk(t) is a direct rotation that exchanges the symmetries i.e. e2zk(t)εk(0) = εk(t)

(this can be checked by hand). Now for t = 0 we pick a unit norm vector vk ∈
Ran(pk(0)), and we consider the smooth paths of unit vectors

vk(t) = ezk(t)vk.

Then it can be readily checked that these are eigenvectors for u, i.e. (1) is satisfied

for each k.

Note that since u is normal, eigenvectors corresponding to different eigenvalues

are orthogonal, so we a have a smooth, moving orthonormal basis {vk(t)}k=1,...,n

spanning the whole space.

What follows are the classical first and second variation formulas for the eigen-

values of u; we include a proof since it is elementary and we want this article to be

as complete as possible. We use 〈v, w〉 to denote the standard inner product in Cn,

which is conjugate-linear in its second entry.

Theorem 2.1. Let u : I → Mn(C) be a Cr path of normal matrices (r ≥ 1). As-

summe that all the eigenvalues λk(t) of u(t) are different for all t. Let {vk(t)}k=1,...,n

be a smooth orthonormal basis of its eigenvectors. Then the first variation formula

is

λ′k(t) = 〈u′(t)vk(t), vk(t)〉
and the second variation formula is

λ′′k(t) = 〈u′′(t)vk(t), vk(t)〉+ 2
∑

j 6=k

〈u′(t)vk(t), vj(t)〉〈u′(t)vj(t), vk(t)〉
λk(t)− λj(t)

.

Proof. From uvk = λkvk, we have u′vk + uv′k = λ′kvk + λkv
′
k, and multiplying by v∗j

we get

〈u′vk, vj〉+ 〈uv′k, vj〉 = λ′kδjk + λk〈v′k, vj〉
Now

〈uv′k, vj〉 = 〈v′k, u∗vj〉 = 〈v′k, λjvj〉 = λj〈v′k, vj〉,
hence

〈u′vk, vj〉 = λ′kδjk + (λk − λj)〈v′k, vj〉.
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In particular taking j = k we obtain the first variation formula. Now note that for

each k, we have v′k =
∑n

j=1 c
k
j vj for the smooth functions cj = 〈v′k, vj〉. Then from

the previous identity we see that

ckj =
〈u′vk, vj〉
λk − λj

for j 6= k,

hence

(2) v′k =
∑

j 6=k

〈u′vk, vj〉
λk − λj

vj + ckkvk.

Now we differentiate the first variation formula:

(3) 〈u′′vk, vk〉+ 〈u′v′k, vk〉+ 〈u′vk, v′k〉 = λ′′k,

and using (2) we compute

〈u′v′k, vk〉 =
∑

j 6=k

〈u′vk, vj〉
λk − λj

〈u′vj , vk〉+ ckk〈u′vk, vk〉

and

〈u′vk, v′k〉 =
∑

j 6=k

〈u′vk, vj〉
λk − λj

〈u′vk, vk〉+ ckk〈u′vk, vk〉

Now from ‖vk‖ = 1 we see that

2Re〈v′k, vk〉 = 〈v′k, vk〉+ 〈vk, v′k〉 =
d

dt
‖vk‖2 = 0,

hence ckk = 〈v′k, vk〉 is purely imaginary. Thus adding the previous two expressions,

we see from (3) that

λ′′k = 〈u′′vk, vk〉+ 2
∑

j 6=k

〈u′vk, vj〉〈u′vj , vk〉
λk − λj

,

which is the second variation formula. �

3. Convexity of geodesic segments in Un(C)

3.1. Second variational formula for the arguments of eigenvalues. A path

u(t) = eitxeiy of unitaries, x∗ = x, y∗ = y, is called a segment since it is a geodesic

arc for the canonical Lie group connection induced by any bi-invariant metric in the

unitary group Un(C).

We assumme that the path is subject to the condition ‖u(t)− 1‖ < 2. If iz(t) =

log(u(t)) is the (smooth) principal branch of its logarithm, then z∗ = z, ‖z‖ < π.

We are interested in the eigenvalues of such path.

To this end, let −π < θ1(t) ≤ θ2(t) ≤ · · · ≤ θn(t) < π be the eigenvalues of z(t),

i.e. λk(t) = eiθk(t) are the eigenvalues of u(t). If we assume that the eigenvalues

of u(t) are distinct for all t, then each θk : I → R is smooth from the previous

discussion. As before, let vk(t) be the corresponding unit norm eigenvector, that is

u(t)vk(t) = eiθk(t)vk(t).
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Proposition 3.1. Let −π < θ1(t) < θ2(t) < · · · < θn(t) < π be the arguments of

the eigenvalues of a path u(t) = eitxeiy such that ‖u(t) − 1‖ < 2 for all t ∈ [a, b].

Then, for k = 1, . . . , n we have

(4) θ′k(t) = 〈xvk(t), vk(t)〉,

θ′′k(t) = 2
∑

j 6=k

sin(θj(t)− θk(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2.(5)

and for each 1 ≤ m ≤ n

(6)
m
∑

k=1

θ′′k(t) = 2
m
∑

k=1

n
∑

j=m+1

sin(θk(t)− θj(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2.

Proof. In our case u′(t) = ixu(t), hence the first variation formula tells us that

θ′k(t) = 〈xvk(t), vk(t)〉. Since u′′(t) = −x2u(t), the second variation formula tells us

that

λ′′k(t) = −eiθk(t)〈x2vk(t), vk(t)〉 − 2
∑

j 6=k

ei(θk(t)+θj(t))
|〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2
eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)

.

Comparing with λ′′k(t) = eiθk(t)(−θ′k(t)2 + iθ′′k(t)), we get

−〈x2vk(t), vk(t)〉 − 2
∑

j 6=k

eiθj(t)
|〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2
eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)

= −θ′k(t)2 + iθ′′k(t).

Since x∗ = x, the term 〈x2vk, vk〉 is real, and taking the real part in the previous

equation we recover (4), but with a modulus. But if we take the imaginary parts,

we see that

θ′′k(t) = −2
∑

j 6=k

Im{ eiθj(t)

eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)
}|〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2

therefore

θ′′k(t) = 2
∑

j 6=k

sin(θj(t)− θk(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2.

Now note that
m
∑

k=1

θ′′k(t) =2

m
∑

k=1

∑

j 6=k

sin(θk(t)− θj(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2

=S1(t) + S2(t)

where

S1(t) = 2
∑

(j,k):1≤j,k≤m,j 6=k

sin(θk(t)− θj(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2

and

S2(t) = 2
m
∑

k=1

n
∑

j=m+1

sin(θk(t)− θj(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2.
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In the sum S1(t), for each {j, k} such that j 6= k the indices (j, k) and (k, j) appear

in the sum. Note that

sin(θk(t)− θj(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2 = −sin(θj(t)− θk(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2

= −sin(θj(t)− θk(t))

|eiθj(t) − eiθk(t)|2 |〈xvj(t), vk(t)〉|2,

so that

sin(θk(t)− θj(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2 +
sin(θj(t)− θk(t))

|eiθj(t) − eiθk(t)|2 |〈xvj(t), vk(t)〉|2 = 0.

Therefore the S1(t) = 0. �

Remark 3.2. Since eTrA = det(eA) for any A ∈ Mn(C), for x, y as in Theorem 2.1

we have

ei
∑

k θk(t) = eTr(log(u(t))) = det(elog(u(t))) = det(eitxey) = eitT r(x)eiT r(y).

Differentiating we see that ei
∑

k θk(t)(i
∑

k θ
′
k(t)) = eiT r(y)eitT r(x)i T r(x). Hence can-

celling we see that
n
∑

k=1

θ′k(t) = Tr(x),

and since u(0) = eiy it must be

n
∑

k=1

θk(t) = t T r(x) + Tr(y).

3.2. Segments with distinct eigenvalues. In what follows we show that the

partial increasing sums of these angles are always convex mappings.

Theorem 3.3. If ‖eitxeiy − 1‖ <
√
2 and u(t) = eitxeiy has distinct eigenvalues

eiθk(t) with θ1(t) > θ2(t) > · · · > θn(t) for all t ∈ [0, t0], then for 1 ≤ m ≤ n

t 7→
m
∑

i=1

θi(t)

is convex in [0, t0].

Proof. In (6) the summands are

sin(θk(t)− θj(t))

|eiθk(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xvk(t), vj(t)〉|2

with k < j. Note that ‖u(t)− 1‖ ≤
√
2 is equivalent −π/2 ≤ θi(t) ≤ π/2 for all i,

thus 0 ≤ θk(t)−θj(t) ≤ π for all j, and this implies sin(θk(t)−θj(t)) ≥ 0. Therefore

the summands are nonnegative, so the second derivative is non-negative. �



8 CONVEXITY OF SUMS OF EIGENVALUES OF A SEGMENT OF UNITARIES

3.3. The condition
∑

θ′′k(t) = 0.

Remark 3.4. If ‖eitxeiy − 1‖ ≤
√
2 for t ∈ [0, t0] then it must be ‖y‖ ≤ π

2
and

‖tx‖ < π for all t ∈ [0, t0]. In fact, at t = 0 we have ‖eiy − 1‖ ≤
√
2 which bounds

the norm of y, and then by the triangle inequality

‖eitx − 1‖ ≤ ‖eitx − e−iy‖+ ‖e−iy − 1‖ ≤ 2
√
2.

Now if |eiθ − 1| ≤ 2
√
2, an elementary computation shows that | cos(θ)| ≤

√
2 − 1,

which in turn implies that |θ| ≤ 0, 87π.

Let x, y be as in Theorem 3.3. In particular we have

(7) θ′′1(t) = 2
n
∑

j=2

sin(θ1(t)− θj(t))

|eiθ1(t) − eiθj(t)|2 |〈xv1(t), vj(t)〉|2.

Then

Lemma 3.5. For fixed t ∈ [0, t0], the following are equivalent:

(a) θ′′1(t) = 0

(b) xv1(t) = θ′1(t)v1(t)

(c) yv1(t) = (θ1(t)− tθ′1(t))v1(t).

In particular v1(t) is a simultaneous eigenvector of x and y.

Proof. If the eigenvalues do not interlace, we have sin(θ1(t) − θj(t)) > 0 for j > 1.

The case of θ′′1(t) = 0 is then only possible by (7) if 〈xv1, vj〉 = 0 for all j ≥ 2.

But in this case it must be xv1(t) = µ(t)v1(t) for some real analytic function µ.

Plugging this in the first variation formula, for k = 1, we see that µ(t) = θ′1(t),

that is xv1(t) = θ′1(t)v1(t), which proves (b). Now assumme that (b) holds, from

uv1 = λ1v1, we get

0 = eiθj(t)〈vj(t), v1(t)〉 = 〈eitxeiyvj(t), v1(t)〉 = 〈eiyvj(t), e−itxv1(t)〉
= 〈eiyvj(t), e−itθ′1(t)v1(t)〉 = eitθ

′

1(t)〈eiyvj(t), v1(t)〉.

Thus 〈vj(t), e−iyv1(t)〉 = 0 for all j > 1, and this is only possible if e−iyv1(t) =

β(t)v1(t); note that |β(t)| = 1. Now

eiθ1(t)v1(t) = eitxeiyv1(t) = eitxβ(t)v1(t) = β(t)eitθ
′

1
(t)v1(t),

which implies that eiyv1(t) = ei(θ1(t)−tθ′1(t))v1(t). Note that since at t = 0 we have

‖eiy − 1‖ ≤
√
2, it must be ‖y‖ ≤ π

2
, hence there exists k ∈ Z such that yv1(t) =

(θ1(t) − tθ′1(t) + 2kπ)v1(t). Hence (y + tx)v1(t) = (θ1(t) + 2kπ)v1(t), and taking

norms we see that

|θ1(t) + 2kπ| = ‖y + tx‖ ≤ t‖x‖+ π

2
<

3π

2

by the previous remark. Since −π
2
≤ θ1(t) ≤ π

2
, this is only possible if k = 0. Then

(y + tx)v1(t) = θ1(t)v1(t) which proves (c). Now if (c) holds, then

eiθ1(t)v1(t) = eitxeiyv1(t) = eitxeiθ1(t)e−itθ′
1
(t)v1(t),



CONVEXITY OF SUMS OF EIGENVALUES OF A SEGMENT OF UNITARIES 9

hence eitxv1(t) = eitθ
′

1(t)v1(t). Then, since ‖tx‖ < π, by the first variation formula

(4) we also have |tθ′1(t)| < π, which implies that xv1(t) = θ′1(t)v1(t). This certainly

implies (a) by (7). �

Proposition 3.6. Let x, y be as in Theorem 3.3. If
∑m

k=1 θk(s)
′′ = 0 for some

t ∈ [0, t0], and all 1 ≤ m ≤ n − 1, then the span of {v1(s), · · · , vm(s)} is invariant

for both x and y, and [x, y] = 0.

Proof. Since θk(t)− θj(t) > 0 for j > k, in equation (6) all the terms must vanish,

then is easy to check that for each k = 1, . . .m (following the proof of the previous

lemma) that it must be 〈xvk(s), vj(s)〉 = 0 for all j 6= k, j = 1, . . . n. Then we have

a common basis for diagonalizing x, y therefore [x, y] = 0. �

3.4. Convexity, general case. We now prove that segments with repeated eigen-

values can be approximated by segments with different eigenvalues for all t.

Proposition 3.7. Let u(t) = eitxeiy satisfy ‖u(t) − 1‖ < r < 2 for all t ∈ (a, b).

Then for each t ∈ (a, b) there exists yn → y such that for each n the segment

un(t) = eitxeiyn satisfies ‖un(t) − 1‖ < r and has distinct eigenvalues in some open

interval I ⊂ (a, b) around t.

Proof. Denote

A = {z : z = z∗ and z ⊥ x}.
We define the map ψ : R×A→ Un(C) as

ψ(t, z) = eitxeizeiy.

The differential at a point (t, 0) with t ∈ R is

ψ∗(t,0)(s, z) = eitxisxeiy + eitxizeiy = ieitx(sx+ z)eiy .

We note that since (s, z) 7→ z+sx is an isomorphism from R×A onto TetxeyUn(C) ≃
A ⊕ {x} the map ψ is a local diffeomorphism around (t, 0) with t ∈ (a, b): there

exists an ǫ > 0 such that if I = (t− ε, t+ ε) and Aǫ = A ∩B(0, ǫ), then

ψǫ = ψ|I×Aǫ

is a diffeormorphism onto its image and moreover ‖ψǫ(t, z) − 1‖ < r for all (t, z) ∈
I × Aǫ (since ψ(t, 0) = eitxeiy). From now we denote this restricted map with ψ.

Now, it is well known that the set of Hermitian matrices with at least one repeated

eigenvalue has codimension 3 inside the Hermitian matrices [L07, p.142].

Then the assertion is also true for the the open ball ‖x‖ < π
2

inside the Hermitian

matrices. This ball is diffeomorphic with the (relatively) open set

Un(C) ∩ {u : ‖u− 1‖ < 2} =: U0 ⊂ Un(C)

by means of the exponential map x 7→ eix. Then it follows that the set S of unitary

matrices in U0 with repeated eigenvalues has codimension 3 in U0.

Therefore ψ−1(S ∩ U0) has codimension at least 3 in I × Aǫ. We denote by

p : I × Aǫ → Aǫ
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the projection onto the second factor and note that p(ψ−1(S ∩Un(C)) has codimen-

sion at least 2 in Aǫ, p being a smooth submersion with one dimensional kernel.

Therefore, there is zn → 0 such that zn ∈ Aǫ and such that zn /∈ p(ψ−1(S ∩ U)),

which means that ψ(t, zn) = eitxeizneiy has distinct eigenvalues for all t ∈ I. If we

set yn such that eiyn = eizneiy then the curve un(t) = eitxeiyn satisfies the conclusions

of the proposition. �

3.5. Doubling the spectrum. Let J be a complex conjugation on C
n which we

denote with u = JuJ . Note that if (ei)
n
i=1 is an orthonormal basis of Cn then a

complex conjugation is defined by J :
∑n

i=1 αiei 7→ αiei. In this case the matrix

of u is the complex conjugate of the matrix of u. The representation u 7→ JuJ

is isomorphic to the dual of the standard representation u 7→ u. We consider the

representation of Un(C) on C
2n given by

ρ(u) = u⊕ u.

Recall that the singular values {σi(x)}i=1,...,n of x ∈Mn(C) are the eigenvalues of

|x| =
√
x∗x ≥ 0, ordered in a non-increasing fashion.

Lemma 3.8. Let u ∈ Un(C) with eigenvalues eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn and let σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ · · · ≥
σn ≥ 0 be the singular values of

−i log(u).
Then the eigenvalues of u are e−iθ1 , . . . , e−iθn and the eigenvalues of ρ(u) = u ⊕ u

are eiσ1 , . . . , eiσn , e−iσn , . . . , e−iσ1 with σ1 ≥ σ2 ≥ . . . σn ≥ −σn ≥ · · · ≥ −σ1.

Proof. The first assertion follows from JλuJ = λJuJ for λ ∈ C. If the eigenvalues of

u are eiθ1 , . . . , eiθn we define θj = −θj−n for j = n+ 1, . . . , 2n. Then the eigenvalues

of ρ(u) = u⊕ u are eiθ1, . . . , eiθ2n . The lemma follows. �

Theorem 3.9. Let u(t) = eitxeiy with ‖u(t) − 1‖ <
√
2 in [0, t0] have eigenvalues

eiθk(t) with θ1(t) ≥ θ2(t) ≥ · · · ≥ θn(t), and denote σ1(t) ≥ σ2(t) ≥ · · · ≥ σn(t) ≥ 0

the singular values of −i log(u). Then for 1 ≤ m ≤ n

t 7→
m
∑

i=1

θi(t)

is convex in [0, t0],

t 7→
n
∑

i=m

θi(t)

is concave in [0, t0], and

t 7→
m
∑

i=1

σi(t)

is convex in [0, t0],
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Proof. Being a local property, it suffices to check the assertions around each t1 ∈
[0, t0]. By the previous theorem there is yj → y such that for each j the segment

uj(t) = eitxeiyj satisfies ‖uj(t) − 1‖ <
√
2 and has distinct eigenvalues in some

interval I around t1. We denote with θ1(t) ≥ θ2(t) ≥ · · · ≥ θn(t) the arguments of

the eigenvalues of u(t) and with θ1,j(t) > θ2,j(t) > · · · > θn,j(t) the arguments of the

eigenvalues of uj(t). Then

θk(t) = λk(−i log(u(t)))
and

θk,j(t) = λk(−i log(uj(t))).
Note that

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

m
∑

k=1

θk(t)−
m
∑

k=1

θk,j(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
m
∑

k=1

|θk(t)− θk,j(t)| ≤
n
∑

k=1

|θk(t)− θk,j(t)|

= ‖(θk(t)− θk,j(t))
n
k=1‖l1

= ‖(λk(−i log(u(t)))− λk(−i log(uj(t)))nk=1‖l1
≤ ‖−i(log(u(t))− log(uj(t)))‖1

where the last inequality follows from the Hoffman-Lidskii-Wielandt inequality [B07,

Theorem 9.7]. For fixed t ∈ I we have eitxeiyj → eitxeiy as j → ∞ since yj → y.

Therefore, log(uj(t)) → log(u(t)) and we conclude that for all t ∈ I

m
∑

k=1

θk,j(t) →
m
∑

k=1

θk(t).

The functions
∑m

k=1 θk,j(t) are convex in I for each j by Theorem 3.3 and converge

pointwise to the function
∑m

k=1 θk(t) there, hence
∑m

k=1 θk(t) is convex in I.

From the first assertion, by means of Lemma 3.8, we obtain the second assertion

of this lemma if we take the curve u(t) = e−itxe−iy. The last statement of this lemma

follows from Lemma 3.8 if we take the curve

ρ(u(t)) = eit(x⊕−x)ei(y⊕−y).

�

Remark 3.10. The ‖u(t)− 1‖ <
√
2 bound in the previous theorem is optimal, see

[M23, Example 3.11] for an example in n = 2.

4. Unitarily invariant norms in Un(C)

For n ∈ N consider

R
n
+,↓ = {(α1, . . . , αn) ∈ R

n : α1 ≥ α2 ≥ · · · ≥ αn ≥ 0 and α1 > 0}.
For an integer 1 ≤ k ≤ n the Ky-Fan norms are defined by

‖x‖(k) =
k
∑

i=1

σi(x),



12 CONVEXITY OF SUMS OF EIGENVALUES OF A SEGMENT OF UNITARIES

where σ1(x) ≥ σ2(x) ≥ · · · ≥ σn(x) ≥ 0 is the string of singular values of x. For

α ∈ R
n
+,↓ we define

‖x‖α =

n
∑

i=1

αiσi(x).

Note that by setting αn+1 = 0 we have

‖x‖α =
n
∑

i=1

(αi − αi+1)‖x‖(i).

We now recall this fundamental result for unitarily invariant norms [HM90, The-

orem 2.1]:

Theorem 4.1. For every unitarily invariant norm ‖ · ‖ there is a subset A ⊆ R
n
+,↓

such that

‖x‖ = max
α∈A

‖x‖α.

Theorem 4.2. Let u(t) = eitxeiy = eix(t) ∈ Un(C) be a segment defined for t ∈
[t1, t2]. If ‖ · ‖ is an unitarily invariant norm on u(n) such that for t ∈ [t1, t2] we

have ‖x(t)‖∞ < π
2
, then t 7→ ‖x(t)‖ is convex in [t1, t2].

Proof. By Theorem 4.1 we have

‖x‖ = max
α∈A

‖x‖α

for a subset A ⊆ R
n
+,↓. If we show that ‖x(t)‖α is convex for any α ∈ R

n
+,↓ then the

conclusion follows, since ‖x(t)‖ is a supremum of convex functions so it is convex.

Let α ∈ R
n
+,↓ and let σ1(t) ≥ σ2(t) ≥ · · · ≥ σn(t) be the eigenvalues of x(t). The

conditions of Theorem 3.9 are satisfied and by this theorem

m
∑

i=1

σi(t)

are convex for all m. Note that by setting αn+1 = 0 we have that

‖x(t)‖α =
n
∑

i=1

(αi − αi+1)‖x(t)‖(i) =
n
∑

i=1

(αi − αi+1)
i
∑

k=1

σk(t)

is a sum of convex functions, hence it is convex. This concludes the proof. �

Example 4.3 (p-norms). For p = [1,+∞], we can consider the p-Schatten norms

‖x‖p = (tr |x|p)1/p =
(

n
∑

k=1

|λk(x)|p
)1/p

.

In [ALR10] we showed that the map t 7→ ‖x(t)‖p where eix(t) = eitxeiy as before is

convex for p = 2k, k ∈ N, and certain radius depending on p. With the previous

theorem, we now have the result extended for all p, with a uniform, optimal radius

for all p.
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5. Ad-invariant norms in compact semisimple groups

In this section we recall some facts on Ad-invariant norms on the Lie algebra k of

a compact semisimple group K, and we prove a series of results that will enable us

to extend the convexity results to Ad-invariant norms in SU(n).

Definition 5.1 (Ad-invariant Finsler norms). A Finsler norm in k is a map ‖·‖ : k →
R≥0 which is subadditive, non-degenerate and positively homogeneous: ‖λv‖ = λ‖v‖
for any λ ≥ 0 and any v ∈ k. An Ad-invariant Finsler norm is a Finsler norm

invariant for the adjoint action of K: ‖Adu v‖ = ‖v‖ for any v ∈ k and any u ∈ K.

Definition 5.2. Let h be the Lie algebra of a maximal torus in a compact semisiple

Lie group K, and let h+ be a positive Weyl chamber given by a choice of positive

roots in the Cartan algebra h. Let 〈·, ·〉 denote the Ad-invariant Killing form of k,

and for x, µ ∈ k we define

‖x‖µ = max
k∈K

〈x,Adk µ〉.
This is an Ad-invariant Finsler norm in k, and it is a norm if and only if µ is

symmetric, i.e. µ = −µ. See Section 2 in [LM23] for all the details.

Example 5.3. When K = SUn(C), these where called orbit norms in [LR23]. Let

µ ∈ k = su(n) have eigenvalues iµ1, . . . , iµn with µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ · · · ≥ µn and let

x ∈ su(n) have eigenvalues ix1, . . . , ixn with x1 ≥ x2 ≥ · · · ≥ xn. Then it is not

hard to check that

‖x‖µ = x1µ1 + · · ·+ xnµn.

See Lemma 2.12 in [LR23] for a proof and further details.

Theorem 5.4 (Kostant). If K is a compact Lie group and T is a maximal torus in

K and p : k → h is the projection onto h, then

p(K.x) = conv(W .x),

where W .x is the Weyl group orbit of x ∈ k.

We recall the following corollary of Kostant’s convexity theorem.

Corollary 5.5. If B ⊆ k is an Ad-invariant convex set then and p : k → h is the

orthogonal projection onto h then

p(B) = B ∩ h.

Proof. Let b ∈ B and let k ∈ K such that Adk(b) ∈ h. By invariance of B we know

that Adk(b) ∈ B. Hence by Kostant’s convexity theorem

p(b) ∈ p(K.b) = conv(W .Adk(b)) ⊆ B ∩ h.

This proves that p(B) ⊆ B ∩ h. The other inclusion is trivial. �

We recall from [MOZZ03, Lemma 2.9] the following generalization of the re-

arrangement inequality

(8)
n
∑

i=1

xρ(i)yi ≤
n
∑

i=1

xiyi



14 CONVEXITY OF SUMS OF EIGENVALUES OF A SEGMENT OF UNITARIES

for x1 ≤ · · · ≤ xn, y1 ≤ · · · ≤ yn and all permutations ρ. From this one can deduce

the following:

Lemma 5.6. Suppose x, y ∈ h, then

sup
w∈W

〈x, w.y〉 = 〈x, y〉

if and only if x and y belong to the same Weyl chamber.

Let Bµ = {x ∈ k : ‖x‖µ ≤ 1} be the unit ball of k with the norm ‖ · ‖µ.

Lemma 5.7. For µ ∈ h we have

Bµ ∩ h = {x ∈ h : max
w∈W

〈x, w.µ〉 ≤ 1}.

Proof. If x, µ ∈ h then

‖x‖µ = max
k∈K

〈x,Adk µ〉 = max
k∈K

〈x, p(Adk µ)〉

= max〈x, conv(W .µ)〉 = max
w∈W

〈x, w.µ〉

where the third equality is given by Theorem 5.4. Hence the lemma follows. �

For a set C ⊆ k we denote with C◦ its polar dual and with bdC its boundary.

Theorem 5.8. If ‖ · ‖ is an Ad-invariant Finsler norm on k and B ⊂ k is its closed

unit ball, then

‖x‖ = sup
µ∈bdB◦∩h+

‖x‖µ.

Proof. This is equivalent to B =
⋂

µ∈bdB◦∩h+ Bµ, and by Ad-invariance of the norms

this is equivalent to

B ∩ h =
⋂

µ∈bdB◦∩h+

Bµ ∩ h.

We denote C = B ∩ h and Cµ = Bµ ∩ h, so have to show that C =
⋂

µ∈bdB◦∩h+ Cµ.

(⊆) Since C and Cµ are W-invariant it is enough to prove that if µ ∈ B◦ ∩ h+

then C ∩ h+ ⊆ Cµ ∩ h+. By Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.6 we have

Cµ ∩ h+ = {x ∈ h+ : 〈x, µ〉 ≤ 1}
Since µ ∈ B◦ ∩ h+ ⊂ B◦ ∩ h = C◦, then for x ∈ C ∩ h+ ⊂ C we have 〈µ, x〉 ≤ 1,

that is x ∈ Cµ ∩ h+.

(⊇) If x ∈ h+ and x /∈ C by the Hahn-Banach separation theorem there is a λ ∈ h

such that 〈x, λ〉 > 1 and maxc∈C〈c, λ〉 = 1. By definition of the Weyl chamber there

is a w ∈ W such that w.λ ∈ h+ and we set µ = w.λ. Then since x, µ ∈ h+ by

inequality (8) we have

〈x, µ〉 ≥ 〈x, λ〉 > 1

thus x /∈ Cµ. We have to show that µ ∈ bdB◦ ∩ h+. By the W-invariance of C and

of the inner product we have max〈C, µ〉 = 1 and by Corollary 5.5 we have

max〈B, µ〉 = max〈p(B), µ〉 = max〈C, µ〉 = 1,

hence µ ∈ bdB◦. �
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5.1. The case of SUn(C). We now prove the convexity results in the setting of this

compact semisimple group.

Theorem 5.9. Let u(t) = etxey = ex(t) ∈ SU(n) be a segment defined for t ∈ [t1, t2].

If ‖·‖ is an Ad-invariant norm on su(n) such that for t ∈ [t1, t2] we have ‖x(t)‖∞ <
π
2
, then t 7→ ‖x(t)‖ is convex for t ∈ [t1, t2].

Proof. By Theorem 5.8 we have

‖x‖ = sup
µ∈bdB◦∩h+

‖x‖µ.

If we show that ‖x(t)‖µ is convex for any µ ∈ su(n) then the conclusion follows,

since ‖x(t)‖ is a supremum of convex functions so it is convex.

Let µ ∈ su(n) have eigenvalues iµ1, . . . , iµn with µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ · · · ≥ µn. Let

θ1(t) ≥ θ2(t) ≥ · · · ≥ θn(t) be the eigenvalues of x(t). The conditions of Theorem

3.9 are satisfied and by this theorem t 7→
∑m

i=1 θi(t) are convex functions for all m.

Note that if we set µn+1 = 0 then by Example 5.3 we have

‖x(t)‖µ = µ1θ1(t) + · · ·+ µnθn(t) =
n
∑

k=1

(µk − µk+1)
k
∑

j=1

θj(t)

is a sum of convex functions, hence it is convex. This concludes the proof. �

5.2. Strict convextity.

Theorem 5.10. Let u(t) = eitxeiy = eix(t) be a path such that ‖eitxeiy − 1‖ <
√
2,

with eigenvalues eiθk(t) and θ1(t) ≥ θ2(t) ≥ · · · ≥ θn(t) for all t ∈ [0, t0]. Let µ be a

diagonal matrix with µ1 > µ2 > · · · > µn, consider

fµ(z(t)) = sup
u∈U

tr(uµu−1z(t)) = µ1θ1(t) + µ2θ2(t) + · · ·+ µnθn(t).

If there is a t∗ ∈ [a, b] such that all the eigenvalues of u(t) are distinct and such that

f ′′
µ(z(t∗)) = 0 then x and y commute.

Proof. Set µn+1 = 0 and note that
∑n

j=1 θj(t) is linear by Remark 3.2. Then

fµ(z(t)) = µ1θ1(t) + µ2θ2(t) + · · ·+ µnθn(t) =
n
∑

k=1

(µk − µk+1)
k
∑

j=1

θj(t).

Let t∗ ∈ [a, b] such that all the eigenvalues of u(t) are distinct and such that

f ′′
µ(z(t∗)) = 0. Then

n−1
∑

k=1

(µk − µk+1)
k
∑

j=1

θ′′j (t∗) = 0

and since each term in the sum is non negative this implies that for all k = 1, . . . , n−1

we have
∑k

j=1 θ
′′
j (t∗) = 0. By Proposition 3.1

m
∑

k=1

θ′′k(t∗) = 2
m
∑

k=1

n
∑

j=m+1

sin(θk(t∗)− θj(t∗))

|eiθk(t∗) − eiθj(t∗)|2 |〈xvk(t∗), vj(t∗)〉|2
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for m = 1, . . . , n − 1, where (vj(t∗))
n
j=1 is an orthonormal basis of u(t∗). Since

‖eit∗xeiy − 1‖ ≤ r <
√
2 we have

sin(θk(t∗)− θj(t∗))

|eiθk(t∗) − eiθj(t∗)|2 > 0,

hence for all j > k we have

〈xvk(t∗), vj(t∗)〉 = 0.

This implies that x commutes with u(t∗) = eit∗xeiy, so it also commutes with

e−it∗xeit∗xeiy = eiy. Finally, this implies that x commutes with −i log(eiy) = y. �

Before the next theorem, we need a couple of remarks:

Remark 5.11. If (fn)n be a sequence of C2 convex functions from [0, t0] to R which

converges uniformly to a function which is linear in some interval [a, b] ⊆ [0, t0].

Then there is a subsequence (fni
)i and a sequence (ti)i such that ti → t∗ ∈ [a, b] and

f ′′
ni
(ti) → 0. In fact, note that lim inf

(

inft∈[a,b] f
′′(t)
)

= 0, otherwise the sequence

(fn)n cannot converge uniformly to a linear function in [a, b].

Remark 5.12 (Hoffman-Wielandt inequality). Let a, b be normal n × n matrices,

denote λk(a) and λk(b) their respective eigenvalues. If Sn is the permutation group

of n elements, then

min
σ∈Sn

n
∑

k=1

∣

∣λk(a)− λσ(k)(b)
∣

∣

2 ≤ ‖a− b‖2 .

where ‖x‖2 =
√

tr(x∗x) is the Frobenius (also called-Hilbert-Schmidt) norm of x.

For a proof see for instance [B97, Theorem VI.4.1].

Theorem 5.13. Let u(t) = eitxeiy = eiz(t) be a curve such that ‖eitxeiy − 1‖ <
√
2

for all t ∈ [0, t0], with eigenvalues eiθk(t) with θ1(t) ≥ θ2(t) ≥ · · · ≥ θn(t) for all

t ∈ [0, t0]. Let µ be a diagonal matrix with entries µ1 > µ2 > · · · > µn. Then the

function

fµ(z(t)) = sup
u∈U

tr(uµu−1z(t)) = µ1θ1(t) + µ2θ2(t) + · · ·+ µnθn(t)

is strictly convex if and only if x and y do not commute. If x and y commute then

the function is piece wise linear.

Proof. If x and y commute then z(t) = tx+ y and it is easy to check that fµ(z(t)) is

piecewise linear. So let µn+1 = 0 and note that
∑n

j=1 θj(t) is linear by Remark 3.2.

Then

fµ(z(t)) = µ1θ1(t) + µ2θ2(t) + · · ·+ µnθn(t) =
n
∑

k=1

(µk − µk+1)
k
∑

j=1

θj(t).

If fµ(z(t)) is not strictly convex, then because it is convex it must be linear in some

interval [a, b] ⊆ [0, t0], so for each k = 1, . . . , n the sum
∑k

j=1 θj(t) must be linear

for t ∈ [a, b].
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By Proposition 3.7 there is a sequence (yl)l with yl → y and such that for each

l ∈ N the curves ul(t) = eitxeiyl satisfy ‖eitxeiyl − 1‖ ≤ r <
√
2 and has distinct

eigenvalues

θl,1(t) > θl,2(t) > · · · > θl,n(t).

By the Hoffman-Wielandt inequality (see the previous remark) for each k = 1, . . . , n−
1 we have

∑k
j=1 θl,j(t) →

∑k
j=1 θj(t) uniformly, hence

fl(t) =
n−1
∑

k=1

(µk − µk+1)
k
∑

j=1

θl,j(t)

converges uniformly to a function which is linear in [a, b]. Therefore the previous

remark implies that there is a subsequence of (fl)l, which we still denote by (fl)l, a

sequence tl → t∗ such that f ′′
l (tl) → 0. Since for m = 1, . . . , n− 1 we have

(µm − µm+1)
m
∑

j=1

θ′′l,j(tl) ≤ f ′′
l (tl) =

n−1
∑

k=1

(µk − µk+1)
k
∑

j=1

θ′′l,j(tl)

we conclude that for m = 1, . . . , n− 1

m
∑

j=1

θ′′l,j(tl) →l 0.

Therefore, using formula (6) of Proposition 3.1

m
∑

k=1

θ′′l,k(tl) = 2

m
∑

k=1

n
∑

j=m+1

sin(θl,k(tl)− θl,j(tl))

|eiθl,k(tl) − eiθl,j(tl)|2 |〈xvl,k(tl), vl,j(tl)〉|2 → 0

for m = 1, . . . , n− 1. Since ‖eitxeiyl − 1‖ ≤ r <
√
2, for k > j

sin(θl,k(t)− θl,j(t))

|eiθl,k(t) − eiθl,j(t)|2 ≥ c > 0.

The matrix x is self-adjoint so we conclude that for all j 6= k

|〈xvl,k(tl), vl,j(tl)〉| →l 0.

We now compute the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of [x, ul(tl)] using the orthonormal

basis (vl,k(tl))k of ul(tl):

‖[x, ul(tl)]‖22 =
n
∑

j,k=1

|eiθl,k(tl) − eiθl,j(tl)|2|〈xvl,k(tl), vl,j(tl)〉|2.

Therefore ‖[x, ul(tl)]‖2 → 0 and [x, ul(tl)] → [x, u(t∗)] so that [x, eit∗xeiy] = 0. This

says that x commutes with u(t∗) = eit∗xeiy, so it also commutes with e−it∗xeit∗xeiy =

eiy. Finally, this implies that x commutes with −i log(eiy) = y proving the main

assertion of the theorem. �
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Remark 5.14 (Repulsion of angles). Note that (notation as in the previous proof)

we have
m
∑

k=1

θ′′l,k(tl) = 2
m
∑

k=1

n
∑

j=m+1

sin(θl,k(tl)− θl,j(tl))

|eiθl,k(tl) − eiθl,j(tl)|2 |〈xvl,k(tl), vl,j(tl)〉|2

= 2

m
∑

k=1

n
∑

j=m+1

cot

(

θl,k(t)− θl,j(t)

2

)

|〈xlvk,l(t), vj,l(t)〉|2

where cot(λ) = cos(λ) sin(λ)−1 is the contangent function. All the terms are non-

negative, but note also that as λ→ 0+ (collapsing of different eigenvalues), we have

cot(λ) → +∞. On the other hand, if the eigenvalues are far apart (i.e. near being

opposite), these coefficients are near 0.

6. Convexity of the geodesic distance

In this section we prove that the distance from a point to a geodesic segment in

SUn(C) is a convex map, for any Ad-invariant Finsler metric in SUn(C). We also

state the result for invariant metrics in Un(C).

Definition 6.1. For a given Ad-invariant Finsler norm in SUn(C), the length of any

smooth path γ : [0, 1] → SUn(C) is given by L(γ) =
∫ 1

0
‖γ(t)−1γ′(t)‖dt. This length

is bi-invariant:

L(uγ) = L(γu) = L(γ), u ∈ SUn(C).

The Finsler metric d(u, v) among u, v ∈ SUn(C) is defined as the infimum of

the lenghts of piecewise smooth paths joining them in SUn(C). This is a standard

distance which makes of SUn(C) a metric space except for the fact that we have

d(u, v) = d(v, u) for all u, v if and only if the norm is fully homogeneous i.e. ‖λv‖ =

|λ|‖v‖ for any λ ∈ R. The metric is also bi-invariant:

d(upw, uqw) = d(p, q) ∀p, q, u, w ∈ SUn(C).

A path γ in SUn(C) is a geodesic for the Finsler metric if L(γ) = d where d is

the distance among the endpoints of γ.

Remark 6.2. The path γ : [0, 1] ∋ t 7→ etxey is a geodesic for any Ad-invariant

Finsler metric in SUn(C) as long as ‖x‖∞ ≤ π, the later being the spectral norm of

x. See [LM23, Theorem 5.19].

Therefore Theorem 5.9 can be restated as follows:

Theorem 6.3. Let ‖etxey−1‖∞ <
√
2 in [0, 1], let ‖·‖φ be any Ad-invariant Finsler

norm in sun(C), let dφ be the induced Finsler metric in SUn(C). Then

t 7→ dφ(1, e
txey)

is convex for t ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 6.4 (The convexity radius is optimal). The condition ‖ex(t) − 1‖∞ <
√
2

is equivalent to ‖x(t)‖∞ < π/2. If n = 2 then SU2(C) ≃ S3 ⊂ R4. If ‖ · ‖φ is

the Frobenius norm, the identification induces the standard Riemannian metric of
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the sphere S3, and the spectral norm induces the ℓ∞ norm of R4. But the Cartan

algebra is one-dimensional, therefore all metrics are exactly equal there. It is known

that the distance from the north pole to a geodesic segment γt (part of a great

circle) is a convex function in any sphere Sn only if this segment is inside the upper

hemisphere. This amounts to the Euclidean linear distance from γt to the north

pole being less than
√
2, which in turn implies that the maximum of the coordinates

is less than π/2.

Theorem 6.5 (Strict convexity for orbit norms). If µ1 > µ2 > · · · > µn, let

‖ · ‖µ be the orbit norm in sun(C), and let dµ be the induced metric in SUn(C). If

‖etxey − 1‖∞ <
√
2 in [0, 1] and [x, y] 6= 0 then t 7→ dµ(1, e

txey) is strictly convex in

[0, 1]

Proof. Immediate from Theorem 5.13. �

In a similar fashion, we obtain a convexity result for the distance in the setting

of unitarily invariant norms of the full unitary group:

Remark 6.6 (The case of Un(C)). Let ‖ ·‖ be an unitarily invariant norm in un(C),

the rectifiable length and distance in Un(C) are defined accordingly (as in Definition

6.1). Again the path γ : [0, 1] ∋ t 7→ etxey is a geodesic for any unitarily invariant

norm as long as ‖x‖∞ ≤ π (now see [ALV14, Theorem 16] for a proof).

Then Theorem 4.2 can be restated as follows:

Theorem 6.7. Let ‖etxey − 1‖∞ <
√
2 in [0, 1], let ‖ · ‖φ be any unitariliy invariant

norm in un(C), let dφ be the induced metric in Un(C). Then

t 7→ dφ(1, e
txey)

is convex in [0, 1].

By Remark 6.4 this convexity radius is also optimal.
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