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LIMIT OF ITERATION OF THE INDUCED ALUTHGE

TRANSFORMATIONS OF CENTERED OPERATORS

HIROYUKI OSAKA AND TAKEAKI YAMAZAKI

Abstract. Aluthge transform is a well-known mapping defined
on bounded linear operators. Especially, the convergence property
of its iteration has been studied by many authors. In this paper,
we discuss the problem for the induced Aluthge transforms which
is a generalization of the Aluthge transform defined in 2021. We
give the polar decomposition of the induced Aluthge transforma-
tions of centered operators and show its iteration converges to a
normal operator. In particular, if T is an invertible centered ma-
trix, then iteration of any induced Aluthge transformations con-
verges. Using the canonical standard form of matrix algebras we
show that the iteration of any induced Aluthge transformations
with respect to the weighted arithmetic mean and the power mean
converge. Those observation are extended to the C∗-algebra of
compact operators on an infinite dimensional Hilbert space, and
as an application we show the stability of AN and AM properties
under the iteration of the induced Aluthge transformations. We
also provide concrete forms of their limit points for centered ma-
trices and several examples. Moreover, we discuss the limit point
of the induced Aluthge transformation with respect to the power
mean in the injective II1-factor M and determine the form of its
limit for some centered operators in M.
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1. Introduction

Let H be a complex Hilbert space, and B(H) be a C∗-algebra of
bounded linear operators on H . S2(H) ⊂ B(H) denotes the set of
all Hilbert-Schmidt operators, and let ‖X‖2 := (Tr(X∗X))1/2 be the
Schatten 2-norm for X ∈ S2(H). Let Mm(C) be the set of all m–
by–m matrices with complex entries. Let F(H) and K(H) be the set
of all finite rank operators and the set of all compact operators on H ,
respectively. For a C∗-algebraM , M+ andM++ are defined as the set of
all positive elements inM , and the set of all positive invertible elements
inM , respectively. For self-adjoint A,B ∈ B(H), A ≤ B (resp. A < B)
is defined by B − A ∈ B(H)+ (resp. B − A ∈ B(H)++). In what
follows, the “lim” means the strong operator topology. A continuous
function f defined on an interval I ⊂ R is called operator monotone if
f(A) ≤ f(B) holds for all self-adjoint A,B ∈ B(H) satisfying A ≤ B
and σ(A), σ(B) ⊆ I, where σ(X) means the spectrum of X ∈ B(H).

Let T = U |T | ∈ B(H) be the polar decomposition of T . The Aluthge
transformation [1] ∆(T ) is defined as follows:

∆(T ) = |T | 12U |T | 12 .
The Aluthge transform has a lot of nice properties. Especially, the
following properties are well known: (i) σ(∆(T )) = σ(T ) [22], (ii)
∆(T ) has a non-trivial subspace if and only if so does T [24], (iii) if T
is semi-hyponormal (i.e. |T ∗| ≤ |T |), then ∆(T ) is hyponormal (i.e.,
|∆(T )∗|2 ≤ |∆(T )|2) [1]. More generally, for any scalar λ ∈ [0, 1], the
λ-Aluthge transformation of T is defined by ∆λ(T ) := |T |1−λU |T |λ
in [22]. There are many papers on Aluthge transform, for example,
[1, 2, 3, 4, 12, 13, 15, 17, 20, 21, 22, 24, 38]. In [27], as another operator

mapping, mean transform T̂ is defined as follows:

T̂ :=
U |T |+ |T |U

2
.

The mean transform has similar properties to the Aluthge transform,
for example, [6, 10, 11, 25]. However, σ(T̂ ) = σ(T ) does not hold, in
general [27].

For A,B ∈ B(H)++, an operator connection

A
1

2 (A− 1

2BA− 1

2 )
1

2A
1

2

is called the operator geometric mean. It was first considered by Pusz-
Woronowicz in [32]. Then Kubo and Ando generalized it with an ax-
iomatic definition in [26]. Moreover, for any operator mean m, there
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exists a positive operator monotone function f defined on (0,∞) such
that f(1) = 1 and

(1) m(A,B) = A
1

2 f(A− 1

2BA− 1

2 )A
1

2

holds for all A ∈ B(H)++ and B ∈ B(H)+ in [26]. In this case, f is
called the representing function of an operator mean m. In what fol-
lows, we write mf by an operator mean with the representing function
f .

Recently, one of the author defined the induced Aluthge transform
in the viewpoint of operator means, which is defined by using double
operator integrals in [39]. It interpolates between mean and Aluthge
transformations when |T | is invertible.
Definition 1.1 (Induced Aluthge transformation, [39]). Let T = U |T | ∈
B(H) with the spectral decomposition |T | =

∫

σ(T )
sdEs. For an opera-

tor mean mf with a representing function f , the induced Aluthge trans-

formation (IAT, for short) ∆mf
(T ) of T with respect to mf is defined

as follows.

(i) If |T | is invertible, then

∆mf
(T ) :=

∫

σ(|T |)

∫

σ(|T |)

Pf(s, t)dEsUdEt,

where Pf (s, t) = sf( t
s
) for s, t ∈ (0,∞).

(ii) If |T | is not invertible, and if there exists an isometry V such
that Tε = V (|T |+ εIH) is the polar decomposition for all ε > 0
and limεց0 Tε = T , then

∆mf
(T ) = lim

εց0
∆mf

(Tε).

We remark that ∆mf
(T ) can be defined if f is a representing function

of an operator mean [39].
We often use the symbol ∆f instead of ∆mf

, simply.

Example 1.2 ([39, Example 2]). Let T ∈ B(H) such that |T | is in-
vertible with the polar decomposition T = U |T |.

(i) Let λ ∈ [0, 1] and fλ(x) = 1 − λ + λx for x ∈ [0,∞), i.e.,
the corresponding operator mean mfλ is called the λ-weighted
arithmetic mean. Then the IAT with respect to mfλ is

∆fλ(T ) = (1− λ)|T |U + λU |T |.
Especially, ∆f1/2(T ) = T̂ , the mean transformation of T defined
in [27].

(ii) Let λ ∈ [0, 1] and gλ(x) = xλ for x ∈ [0,∞), i.e., the corre-
sponding operator mean mgλ is called the λ-weighted geometric
mean. Then the IAT with respect to mgλ is

∆gλ = |T |1−λU |T |λ.
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We obtain ∆g1/2 = ∆, the Aluthge transform [1].

(iii) Let λ ∈ [0, 1] and fr,λ(x) = [1 − λ + λxr]
1

r . If r ∈ [−1, 1]\{0},
then fr,λ is a representing function of the operator power mean.
For a natural number n, the IAT with respect to the power
mean with the parameter r = 1

n
is given as follows.

(2) ∆f 1
n ,λ

(T ) =

(

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−k|T | knU |T |n−k
n

)

.

In this paper, we shall consider iteration of IATs. For a non-negative
integer n and a representing function f of an operator mean, define
∆n

f (T ) as follows.

∆0
f(T ) = T and ∆n

f (T ) = ∆f (∆
n−1
f (T ))

for invertible T ∈ B(H). We call {∆n
f (T )}∞n=0 the induced Aluthge

sequence (the IAS, for short). It is known that if f(x) =
√
x or f(x) =

1+x
2

and dimH < +∞, then the IAS converges to a normal matrix in
[4, 39], respectively. However concrete forms of their limit points are
not known. Moreover the proof for the case f(x) =

√
x is complicated.

In this paper, we shall discuss convergence properties of IASs under
the centered condition. Moreover, we give a concrete limit point. As
an application we shall show that limit point of IASs stable under AN
and AM properties (the definitions of AN and AM properties will be
introduced in the Section 7). Recall that T ∈ B(H) is called centered

if and only if

O(T ) = {Um∗|T |Um, |T |, Un|T |Un∗;n,m = 1, 2, ...}
is a commuting set, i.e., for each two elements in O(T ) are commuting,
[28]. The set of centered operators includes scalar weighted shifts and
isometries. Moreover it is shown that the partial isometry part of the
polar decomposition of centered operators is a power partial isometry
[28].

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we shall give the
polar decomposition of IATs of centered operators. In Section 3, we
shall show that the IAS with respect to arbitrary operator mean of an
invertible semi-hyponormal centered operator converges to a normal
operator. In Section 4, we shall show that if T is an invertible cen-
tered matrix, then the IAS with respect to an arbitrary operator mean
converges to a normal matrix. Using the canonical standard form of
matrix algebras, we show that the IAS with respect to the weighted
arithmetic mean converges, which is a generalization of [39, Theorem
5.1], and the power mean converges. Moreover it is shown that the limit
point does not depend on the weight parameter in Section 5. Those
observations can be extended in the C∗-algebra of compact operators
on an infinite dimensional Hilbert space in Section 6. As applications



LIMIT OF ITERATION OF THE INDUCED ALUTHGE TRANSFORMATIONS 5

of the results in Section 6, we show the stability of AN and AM prop-
erties under the limit of IAS in Section 7. In section 8 we shall discuss
the concrete form of the limit point of IAS for a centered matrix and
give an example of the limit point. Lastly, we discuss the limit point
of the IAS with respect to the power mean in the injective II1-factor
and determine the form of its limit which is an generalization of [13,
Theorem 5.2].

2. The induced Aluthge transformation of centered

operators

In this section, we shall give the polar decomposition of the IAT of
centered operators. The following result gives another formula of the
IAT.

Theorem 2.1. ([39, Theorem 4.1]) Let T ∈ B(H) be invertible and
the polar decomposition of T is T = U |T |. For an operator mean mf ,
the induced Aluthge transformation ∆f (T ) of T with respect to mf is
computed as follows. There exists a positive probability measure dµ
on [0, 1] such that

∆f(T ) :=

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

e−(1−λ)s|T |−1

Ue−λs|T |−1

dsdµ(λ).

To consider IAS, we need the polar decomposition of the IAT.The
polar decomposition of IATs are obtained in case of the arithmetic and
geometric means in [10] and [23], respectively. Unfortunately, it has
not been obtained in the cases of arbitrary operator means. However
we can get the polar decomposition of IAT if T is an invertible centered
operator.

Definition 2.2 (Centered operators [28]). Let T = U |T | ∈ B(H) be
the polar decomposition.

(i) T is called binormal if and only if [|T |, |T ∗|] = 0 (i.e., |T ||T ∗| =
|T ∗||T |), and

(ii) T is called centered if and only if

O(T ) = {Um∗|T |Um, |T |, Un|T |Un∗;n,m = 1, 2, ...}
is a commuting set, i.e., each pair of elements in O(T ) com-
mutes.

Theorem 2.3. Let T = U |T | ∈ B(H) be the polar decomposition,
and T is invertible. Assume that one of the following conditions are
satisfied,

(i) m is a weighted operator arithmetic mean,
(ii) m is an operator mean and T is binormal.

Then the polar decomposition of IAT of T with respect to m is given
as follows.

∆m(T ) = Um(U∗|T |U, |T |).
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Hence |∆m(T )| = m(U∗|T |U, |T |).
To prove this, we refer to the following result.

Theorem 2.4 ([18]). Let f be a positive operator monotone function
defined on the positive half-line satisfying f(1) = 1. Then there exists
a bounded positive probability measure µ on the closed interval [0, 1]
such that

f(x) =

∫ 1

0

[1− λ+ λx−1]−1dµ(λ) for all x > 0.

For A,B ∈ B(H)++ and any operator mean m, we have

(3) m(A,B) =

∫ 1

0

[(1− λ)A−1 + λB−1]−1dµ(λ)

by (1) and Theorem 2.4.

Proof of Theorem 2.3. (i) Assume that m is a weighted operator arith-
metic mean. Then

∆m(T ) = (1− λ)|T |U + λU |T |
= U [(1 − λ)U∗|T |U + λ|T |]
= Um(U∗|T |U, |T |),

since U is unitary. |∆m(T )| = [(1 − λ)U∗|T |U + λ|T |] can be shown
easily.

(ii) If T is binormal, then

[U∗|T |U, |T |] = U∗|T |U |T | − |T |U∗|T |U
= U∗(|T |U |T |U∗ − U |T |U∗|T |)U
= U∗(|T ||T ∗| − |T ∗||T |)U = 0.

(4)

We note that eA+B = eAeB holds for self-adjoint A,B ∈ B(H) satisfying
[A,B] = 0. Then we have

∆m(T ) =

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

e−(1−λ)s|T |−1

Ue−λs|T |−1

dsdµ(λ) by Theorem 2.1

= U

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

U∗e−(1−λ)s|T |−1

Ue−λs|T |−1

dsdµ(λ)

(since T is invertible and U is unitary)

= U

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

e−(1−λ)s(U∗|T |U)−1

e−λs|T |−1

dsdµ(λ)

= U

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

e−(1−λ)s(U∗|T |U)−1−λs|T |−1

dsdµ(λ) (by (4))

= U

∫ 1

0

[

(1− λ)(U∗|T |U)−1 + λ|T |−1
]−1

dµ(λ)

= Um(U∗|T |U, |T |) (by (3)).
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Next, we shall consider IASs. We will show that (i) if T ∈ B(H) is
invertible and centered, then ∆m(T ) is so. Hence ∆

n
m(T ) is centered for

all non-negative integer n, and (ii) we will give a concrete formula of
the polar decomposition of ∆n

m(T ) for an invertible centered T ∈ B(H).
To show them, we prepare the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.5. Let m be an operator mean with the representing func-
tion f , and let {A,B,C,D} ⊂ B(H)++ be a commuting set. Then

[m(A,B),m(C,D)] = 0.

Proof. We note that, if [X, Y ] = 0, then [f(X), f(Y )] = 0. Since
m(A,B) = A1/2f(A−1/2BA−1/2)A1/2 and {A,B,C,D} is a commuting
set, we have [m(A,B),m(C,D)] = 0.

Lemma 2.6. Let T ∈ B(H) be invertible and centered. Then ∆m(T )
is invertible and centered.

Proof. Since T is centered, T is binormal, and we have the polar de-
composition of ∆m(T ) as ∆m(T ) = Um(U∗|T |U, |T |) by Theorem 2.3.
Then for any natural numbers n and m, we have

{|∆m(T )|, U∗m|∆m(T )|Um, Un|∆m(T )|U∗n}
= {m(U∗|T |U, |T |), U∗mm(U∗|T |U, |T |)Um, Unm(U∗|T |U, |T |)U∗n}
= {m(U∗|T |U, |T |),m(U∗(m+1)|T |Um+1, U∗m|T |Um),

m(Un−1|T |U∗(n−1), Un|T |U∗n)}.
Since T is centered and Lemma 2.5, it is a commuting set for all n,m ∈
N. Therefore ∆m(T ) is centered. Invertibility of ∆m(T ) is obtained by
Theorem 2.3 since |∆m(T )| = m(U∗|T |U, |T |) is invertible.
Theorem 2.7. Let T = U |T | ∈ B(H) be the polar decomposition, and
T is invertible. Then the following statements hold.

(i) If m is an weighted operator arithmetic mean, then for each
non-negative integer n, the polar decomposition of ∆n

m(T ) is

(5) ∆n
m(T ) = UMn(U, |T |),

where M0(U, |T |) = |T | and

Mn(U, |T |) := m

(

U∗Mn−1(U, |T |)U,Mn−1(U, |T |)
)

> 0

for n = 1, 2, ....
(ii) If m is an operator mean and T is centered. Then for each

non-negative integer n, ∆n
m(T ) is centered and the polar de-

composition of ∆n
m(T ) is given as the form (5).
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Proof. (i) can be shown in the same way as (ii). Hence we only prove
(ii). (ii) Firstly, we can obtain that ∆n

m(T ) is centered by Lemma 2.6.
Hence we only show (5). It can be shown by mathematical induction on
n. The n = 0 case is obvious. In fact, since T is centered, ∆0

m(T ) = T =
U |T | is centered. Assume that Theorem 2.7 holds for all non-negative
integer n such that 0 ≤ n ≤ k.

We shall prove n = k + 1 case. By the induction hypothesis,

∆k
m(T ) = UMk(U, |T |)

is the polar decomposition, and ∆k
m(T ) is binormal. Then by Theorem

2.3, we have

∆k+1
m (T ) = Um(U∗|∆k

m(T )|U, |∆k
m(T )|)

= Um(U∗Mk(U, |T |)U,Mk(U, |T |))
= UMk+1(U, |T |).

We can obtain a concrete form of Mk(U, |T |) if T is an invertible
centered operator and m is the power mean case. For r ∈ [−1, 1] \ {0}
and λ ∈ [0, 1], let fr,λ(x) = [1 − λ + λxr]1/r. Then fr,λ is an operator
monotone function, and the corresponding operator mean is called the
power mean. We remark that fr,λ(x) is monotone increasing on r ∈
[−1, 1] \ {0} and limr→0 fr,λ(x) = xλ.

Proposition 2.8. Let T be an invertible centered operator with the
polar decomposition T = U |T |. For λ ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ [−1, 1]\{0}. Let
fr,λ(x) = [1−λ+λxr]1/r and m be an operator mean with a representing
function fr,λ. Then

(6) Mn(U, |T |) =
[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗k|T |rUk

]1/r

for all non-negative integer n.

Remark 2.9. (i) If r = 1, then the centered condition of T can
be removed by Theorem 2.7 (i).

(ii) Proposition 2.8 is an extension of [10] which showed the case
r = 1 and λ = 1

2
without the centered condition.

Proof of Proposition 2.8. We note that for A,B ∈ B(H)++ such that
[A,B] = 0, the following holds.

m(A,B) = A1/2
[

(1− λ)I + λ(A−1/2BA−1/2)r
]1/r

A1/2

= [(1− λ)Ar + λBr]1/r .

We shall prove (6) by mathematical induction on n. The case n = 0.
It is easy to see M0(U, |T |) = |T |. Assume that (6) holds for some
non-negative integers n, and we shall prove n + 1 case. Since T is
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centered, UMn(U, |T |) is centered and it is the polar decomposition for
all n = 0, 1, 2, ... by Theorem 2.7. Moreover

Mn+1(U, |T |)r = m (U∗Mn(U, |T |)U,Mn(U, |T |))r

= (1− λ)U∗Mn(U, |T |)rU + λMn(U, |T |)r

= (1− λ)U∗

[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗k|T |rUk

]

U

+ λ

[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗k|T |rUk

]

=

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−kU∗k+1|T |rUk+1

+

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn+1−kU∗k|T |rUk

=

n+1
∑

k=0

(

n+ 1
k

)

(1− λ)kλn+1−kU∗k|T |rUk.

The proof is completed.

Remark 2.10. f0,λ(x) = limr→0 fr,λ(x) = xλ case, we have

(7) Mn(U, |T |) =
n
∏

k=0

U∗k|T |





n
k



(1−λ)kλn−k

Uk

for all non-negative integer n.

It can be shown by the following fact [14, Proof of Lemma 3.1]: Let
n be a non-negative integer, and Ak ∈ B(H)++ (k = 1, 2, ..., n). For
ak ∈ (0, 1) such that

∑n
k=1 ak = 1, then

lim
r→0

(

n
∑

k=1

akA
r
k

)
1

r

= exp

(

n
∑

k=1

ak logAk

)

holds, uniformly. Put ak =

(

n
k

)

(1 − λ)kλn−k and Ak = U∗k|T |Uk.

Then we have (7) because T is centered.

3. Semi-hyponormal centered operators case

In this section, we shall show that IAS of an invertible semi-hyponormal
centered operator converges to a normal operator. An operator T ∈
B(H) is said to be semi-hyponormal if and only if |T ∗| ≤ |T | holds.
In [17], we showed that if T is an invertible semi-hyponormal operator
and m is a non-weighted arithmetic mean, then the IAS of T converges
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to a normal operator. However, we could not have any result when m

is an arbitrary operator mean. In this section, we discuss the problem
when T is a centered operator.

Because an arbitrary operator mean can be represented via the har-
monic mean by Theorem 2.4 and (3), we first consider the harmonic
mean case before proving a general result.

Proposition 3.1. Let T = U |T | be the polar decomposition of an
invertible centered operator T ∈ B(H), λ ∈ (0, 1), and h be an operator
weighted harmonic mean, i.e., the representing function f is f(x) =
[1− λ+ λx−1]−1. If T is semi-hyponormal, then {∆n

h (T )} converges to
a normal operator UL, where L := limn→∞ U∗n|T |Un.

We remark that if T = U |T | is a semi-hyponormal operator, then
U |T |U∗ = |T ∗| ≤ |T | holds. Hence we have

|T | ≤ U∗|T |U ≤ U∗2|T |U2 ≤ · · · ≤ U∗n|T |Un ≤ · · · ≤ ‖T‖I.

Therefore there exists L = limn→∞ U∗n|T |Un. L is called the polar
symbol [37, page 28]. To prove Proposition 3.1, we prepare the follow-
ing lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let T = U |T | be the polar decomposition of an invertible
operator T ∈ B(H). For λ ∈ (0, 1), the following hold.

(1) If T is semi-hyponormal, then there exists L = limn→∞U∗n|T |Un

and

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗k|T |Uk ր L (as n → ∞).

(2) If T ∗ is semi-hyponormal, then there exists L = limn→∞ U∗n|T |Un

and

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗k|T |Uk ց L (as n → ∞).

Proof. Proof of (1) is given in the similar way as [17, Theorem 3.4]
(also see [10]).

Proof of (2). If T ∗ is semi-hyponormal if and only if |T | ≤ |T ∗| =
U |T |U∗, then we have

|T | ≥ U∗|T |U ≥ U∗2|T |U2 ≥ · · · ≥ U∗n|T |Un ≥ 0.

Hence there exists L = limn→∞ U∗n|T |Un. The latter part can be
proven in the similar way as (1).
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Proof of Proposition 3.1. Since T is centered and by Theorem 2.3, we
have

∆h(T ) = Uh(U∗|T |U, |T |)
= U

[

(1− λ)(U∗|T |U)−1 + λ|T |−1
]−1

= U
[

(1− λ)U∗|(T ∗)−1|U + λ|(T ∗)−1|
]−1

.

Hence

(8) |∆h(T )|−1 = (1− λ)U∗|(T ∗)−1|U + λ|(T ∗)−1|.
On the other hand, we have the polar decomposition (T ∗)−1 = U |(T ∗)−1|,
and (T ∗)−1 is centered since |(T ∗)−1| = |T |−1. Moreover let a be a
weighted operator arithmetic mean. We shall show |∆n

a ((T
∗)−1)| =

|∆n
h (T )|−1 holds for all n = 0, 1, 2, ... by mathematical induction on n.

The n = 0 case has already been shown. We shall show the n = 1 case.
By (8),

∆a((T
∗)−1) = Ua(U∗|(T ∗)−1|U, |(T ∗)−1|)

= U
[

(1− λ)U∗|(T ∗)−1|U + λ|(T ∗)−1|
]

= U |∆h(T )|−1,

we have |∆a((T
∗)−1)| = |∆h(T )|−1. Assume that it holds for n = k.

Then

|∆k+1
a ((T ∗)−1)| = (1− λ)U∗|∆k

a((T
∗)−1)|U + λ|∆k

a((T
∗)−1)|

= (1− λ)U∗|∆k
h(T ))|−1U + λ|∆k

h(T )|−1 = |∆k+1
h (T )|−1.

Hence |∆n
a ((T

∗)−1)| = |∆n
h (T )|−1 holds for all n = 0, 1, 2, .... Therefore

by Proposition 2.8 for r = 1, we have

|∆n
a ((T

∗)−1)| =
n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

λk(1− λ)n−kU∗k|((T ∗)−1|Uk.

On the other hand, since T is semi-hyponormal, we have

(T ∗)−1[(T ∗)−1]∗ = (T ∗)−1T−1

= (TT ∗)−1

≥ (T ∗T )−1 = [(T ∗)−1]∗(T ∗)−1,

and hence [(T ∗)−1]∗ is semi-hyponormal. Hence by Lemma 3.2 (2),
{|∆n

a ((T
∗)−1)|} converges to

lim
n→∞

U∗n|(T ∗)−1|Un = lim
n→∞

U∗n|T |−1Un

= lim
n→∞

(U∗n|T |Un)−1 = L−1.

Therefore

lim
n→∞

∆n
h (T ) = U lim

n→∞
|∆n

h (T )| = U lim
n→∞

|∆n
a

(

(T ∗)−1
)

|−1 = U(L−1)−1 = UL.
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Normality of UL can be shown as follows: Since U is unitary, UL = LU
holds, i.e., UL is quasinormal. Moreover since T is invertible, UL is
also invertible, and hence UL is normal (see [37, Corollary 1.3]).

Theorem 3.3. Let T = U |T | be the polar decomposition of an in-
vertible centered operator T ∈ B(H), and mf be an operator mean,
s.t.,

(9) [1− λ+ λt−1]−1 ≤ f(t) ≤ 1− λ+ λt

holds for all t > 0, where f is a representing function of mf and λ =
f ′(1). If T is semi-hyponormal, then

lim
n→∞

∆n
f (T ) = UL.

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, limn→∞ |∆n
a (T )| = limn→∞ |∆n

h (T )| = L
holds. Then by Theorem 2.3 and (9), we have

|∆h(T )| = h(U∗|T |U, |T |)
≤ mf (U

∗|T |U, |T |) = |∆f(T )|
≤ a(U∗|T |U, |T |) = |∆a(T )|.

Moreover, by the monotonicity of operator means,

|∆2
h(T )| = h(U∗|∆h(T )|U, |∆h(T )|)

≤ mf (U
∗|∆h(T )|U, |∆h(T )|)

≤ mf (U
∗|∆f(T )|U, |∆f(T )|) = |∆2

f(T )|
≤ a(U∗|∆f(T )|U, |∆f(T )|)
≤ a(U∗|∆a(T )|U, |∆a(T )|) = |∆2

a(T )|.
Repeating the above, we have

|∆n
h (T )| ≤ |∆n

f (T )| ≤ |∆n
a (T )| ≤ L

for all n = 1, 2, ..., where the last inequality holds by Lemma 3.2 (1).
Moreover limn→∞〈|∆n

f (T )|x, x〉 = 〈Lx, x〉 for all x ∈ H by Proposition
3.1. Therefore L− |∆n

f (T )| ≥ 0 and

‖(L− |∆n
f (T )|)1/2x‖2 = 〈Lx, x〉 − 〈|∆n

f (T )|x, x〉 → 0, as n → ∞
for all x ∈ H . Hence limn→∞ |∆n

f (T )| = L. Therefore, limn→∞∆n
f (T ) =

UL.

Remark 3.4. (i) If f(t) = 1− λ+ λt in Theorem 3.3. We do not
need the centered condition of T (see [17, Theorem 3.4]). (ii)
We cannot remove the semi-hyponormality of T in Theorem 3.3.
In fact, there exists a weighted shift (weighted shift is centered)
such that {∆n

m(T )} does not converge in [39, Theorem 5.2].

Question 1. What is the equivalent condition of T ∈ B(H) for which
{∆n

m(T )} converges as n → ∞.
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4. Centered matrices case

In the previous section, we considered semi-hyponormal operators.
This condition cannot be removed. However, if T is a centered matrix,
then the IAS converges. In this section, we shall show the fact. We
note that, if T is a matrix and there exists a limit point of {∆n

mf
(T )},

then the limit point is a normal matrix [39, Theorem 2.4].

Theorem 4.1. Let T = U |T | ∈ Mm(C) be invertible and centered,
and let mf be an operator mean with a representing function f satis-
fying f(x) ≤ 1 − λ+ λx for all x > 0, where λ := f ′(1) ∈ (0, 1). Then
{∆n

mf
(T )} converges to a normal matrix as n → ∞.

Remark 4.2. The case f(x) = 1+x
2

has been already shown in [39,
Theorem 5.1] without the centered condition of T . By the similar way,
the case f(x) = 1 − λ + λx for λ ∈ (0, 1) in Theorem 4.1 also holds
without the centered condition of T , too.

To prove Theorem 4.1, we prepare the following results.

Lemma 4.3. Let T = U |T | ∈ Mm(C) be the polar decomposition of
an invertible centered matrix. Then there exists a non-negative integer
n such that |T | = U∗n|T |Un.

Proof. Since U is unitary, U∗k|T |Uk has the same characteristic func-
tion for all k = 0, 1, 2, ..., that is, every σ(U∗k|T |Uk) is the same
with the same multiplicity for all k = 0, 1, 2, .... If T is centered,
then {U∗k|T |Uk : k = 0, 1, 2, ...} is commuting. Hence all U∗k|T |Uk

are simultaneous diagonalizable. Therefore we may assume |T | =
diag(a1, ..., am), and every U∗k|T |Uk is also a diagonal matrix whose
diagonal entries are a permutation of {a1, ..., am}. The number of per-
mutations is at most m! This means that there exists n such that
n ≤ m! and |T | = U∗n|T |Un.

Theorem 4.4. Let A1, ..., An ∈ S2(H)++ Let mf be an operator mean
with a representing function f such that f ′(1) := λ ∈ (0, 1) and f(x) ≤
1 − λ + λx for all x > 0. Define A

(1)
k = Ak, A

(ℓ+1)
k := mf (A

(ℓ)
k+1, A

(ℓ)
k )

for k = 1, 2, ..., n − 1 and A
(ℓ+1)
n := mf (A

(ℓ)
1 , A

(ℓ)
n ). Then for all k =

1, 2, ..., n, the sequences {A(ℓ)
k } converge to the same limit as ℓ → ∞.

Theorem 4.4 is firstly considered by Pálfia [30] for λ = 1
2
. The above

result is a generalization of Pálfia’s result. Proof is just a modification,
but we introduce it for the reader’s convenience (see also [19, Theorem
5.18]).

Proof. From the assumption

(10) mf (X, Y ) ≤ (1− λ)X + λY for all X, Y ∈ B(H)++,



14 H. OSAKA AND T. YAMAZAKI

we have
n
∑

k=1

A
(ℓ+1)
k ≤

n
∑

k=1

A
(ℓ)
k .

Therefore the decreasing positive sequence has a limit L:

(11)

n
∑

k=1

A
(ℓ)
k → L as ℓ → ∞.

On the other hand, by (10), for X, Y ∈ S2(H)++, we have

0 ≤ Tr [{(1− λ)X + λY +mf (X, Y )}{(1− λ)X + λY −mf(X, Y )}]
= Tr {(1− λ)X + λY }2 − Tr

(

mf(X, Y )2
)

= (1− λ)Tr(X2) + λTr(Y 2)− λ(1− λ)Tr(X − Y )2 − Tr
(

mf (X, Y )2
)

= (1− λ)‖X‖22 + λ‖Y ‖22 − λ(1− λ)‖X − Y ‖22 − ‖mf (X, Y )‖22.
Hence

‖mf(X, Y )‖22 ≤ (1− λ)‖X‖22 + λ‖Y ‖22 − λ(1− λ)‖X − Y ‖22.
Therefore,

aℓ+1 :=

n
∑

k=1

‖A(ℓ+1)
k ‖22

≤
n
∑

k=1

‖A(ℓ)
k ‖22 − λ(1− λ)

(

n−1
∑

k=1

‖A(ℓ)
k − A

(ℓ)
k+1‖22 + ‖A(ℓ)

n − A
(ℓ)
1 ‖22

)

:= aℓ − cℓ ≤ aℓ.

Since the numerical sequence aℓ is decreasing, it has a limit and it
follows that cℓ → 0 as ℓ → ∞. Therefore,

‖A(ℓ)
k − A

(ℓ)
k+1‖2 → 0 and ‖A(ℓ)

n − A
(ℓ)
1 ‖2 → 0 as ℓ → ∞

for k = 1, 2, ..., n− 1. Combining formulas with (11), we have

A
(ℓ)
k → 1

n
L as ℓ → ∞ for k = 1, 2, ..., n.

The limit L can be considered as a multivariate operator mean.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Assume that T is a centered matrix. By Lemma
4.3, there exists a natural number n such that |T | = U∗n|T |Un. Let

Ak := U∗k|T |Uk for k = 0, 1, ..., n − 1, and define {A(ℓ)
k } by the same

way to Theorem 4.4, i.e., A
(0)
k := Ak for k = 0, 1, ..., n − 1, A

(ℓ+1)
k :=

mf (A
(ℓ)
k+1, A

(ℓ)
k ) for k = 0, 1, ..., n− 2 and A

(ℓ+1)
n−1 := mf (A

(ℓ)
0 , A

(ℓ)
n−1).

Firstly, we shall prove that

(12) U∗A
(ℓ)
k U = A

(ℓ)
k+1, and U∗A

(ℓ)
n−1U = A

(ℓ)
0 for k = 0, 1, ..., n− 2.
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Since A
(0)
k = Ak = U∗k|T |Uk,

U∗A
(0)
k U = U∗(k+1)|T |Uk+1 = Ak+1 = A

(0)
k+1

holds for k = 0, 1, ..., n− 2, and U∗A
(0)
n−1U = A

(0)
0 is shown similarly by

U∗n|T |Un = |T |. Hence (12) holds for ℓ = 0. Assume that (12) holds
for some ℓ. Then

U∗A
(ℓ+1)
k U = U∗m(A

(ℓ)
k+1, A

(ℓ)
k )U

= m(U∗A
(ℓ)
k+1U, U

∗A
(ℓ)
k U)

= m(A
(ℓ)
k+2, A

(ℓ)
k+1) = A

(ℓ+1)
k+1 ,

and U∗A
(ℓ+1)
n−1 U = A

(ℓ+1)
0 holds, too. Hence we have (12) for all ℓ =

0, 1, 2, ...

Next, we shall prove that |∆ℓ
mf
(T )| = A

(ℓ)
0 holds for ℓ = 0, 1, 2, ... by

mathematical induction on ℓ. The case ℓ = 0, we have

|∆0
mf
(T )| = |T | = A0

0.

Assume that |∆ℓ
mf
(T )| = Mℓ(U, |T |) = A

(ℓ)
0 for some ℓ. Then

|∆ℓ+1
mf

(T )| = m(U∗Mℓ(U, |T |)U,Mℓ(U, |T |))
= m(U∗A

(ℓ)
0 U,A

(ℓ)
0 )

= m(A
(ℓ)
1 , A

(ℓ)
0 ) = A

(ℓ+1)
0 .

Hence |∆ℓ
mf
(T )| = A

(ℓ)
0 for all ℓ = 0, 1, 2, ...By Theorem 4.4, {|∆ℓ

mf
(T )|} =

{A(ℓ)
0 } converges as ℓ → ∞. By Theorem 2.7, the polar decomposition

of ∆ℓ
mf
(T ) is ∆ℓ

mf
(T ) = U |∆ℓ

mf
(T )|. Therefore {∆ℓ

mf
(T )} converges as

ℓ → ∞.
We put UL as the limit point of {∆ℓ

mf
(T )}. Then ∆mf

(UL) = UL

holds. Hence UL is normal by [39, Theorem 2.4].

5. Standard form and its applications

Let M be a von Nuemann algebra and φ be a weight of M . In the
case that M is finite, we may consider φ as a faithful state. In our case
we consider M = Mm(C). So, φ be a normalized trace on Mm(C),
that is, φ = 1

m
Tr.

Let (Hφ, πφ, ηφ) be the GNS construction of M . Set Nφ = {a ∈
M |φ(a∗a) < ∞}. Then, Nφ is σ-weak dense inM and ηφ : Nφ → Hφ is a

linear map such that ηφ(Nφ) = Hφ. Then, πφ(a)ηφ(b) = ηφ(ab). Then,
πφ : M → B(Hφ) is a normal representation. Set a conjugate-linear
operator Sφ on a dense subspace ηφ(Nφ ∩ N∗

φ) of Hφ by Sφ(ηφ(a)) =

ηφ(a
∗), which is closable. By taking the polar decomposition Sφ =

Jφ∆
1/2
φ of Sφ which is the closure of Sφ, we define a positive self-adjoint

operator ∆φ called the modular operator, and a conjugate involution
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Jφ (J2
φ = 1) called the modular conjugation. Then by the Tomita’s

fundamental theorem [7] says that

(1) JφMJφ = M ′,
(2) ∆it

φM∆−it
φ = M (t ∈ R).

In the case of M = Mm(C). Then, Hφ = Mm(C) as a set and
Sφ = Jφ. We do not need the general theory when M = Mm(C).

Lemma 5.1. Let (Hφ, πφ, ηφ) be the standard representation ofMm(C),
U ∈ Mm(C) a unitary. Define αU ∈ B(Hφ) by αU(ηφ(a)) = ηφ(U

∗aU).
Then, (αU)

∗ = αU∗ and ‖αU‖ = 1.

Proof. For any a, b ∈ Mm(C)

(αU(ηφ(a))|ηφ(b)) = (ηφ(U
∗aU)|ηφ(b))

= φ(b∗U∗aU) = φ(Ub∗U∗a)

= (ηφ(a)|αU∗(ηφ(b)))

Hence, (αU)
∗ = αU∗ .

For a ∈ Mm(C)

‖αU(ηφ(a))‖2 = ‖ηφ(U∗aU)‖2 = φ(U∗a∗aU) ≤ ‖a‖2.
Hence, ‖αU‖ ≤ 1. Since αU(1) = 1, ‖αU‖ = 1.

Lemma 5.2. Let U ∈ Mm(C) be a unitary. Then, ker(αU−I) = {U}′

,
the relative commutant of U .

Proof. For any a ∈ ker(αU − I). Then, (αU − I)(a) = 0 . That is,
U∗aU = a. Hence, aU = Ua, a ∈ {U}′

. The converse inclusion is easy.

The following is the natural extension of [13, Theorem 4.1].

Proposition 5.3. Let T ∈ B(H) be a contraction, i.e., ‖T‖ ≤ 1 and
λ ∈ (0, 1). Then, for every v ∈ H , the vector

Ln(λ)(v) =

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kT kv

converges to Pv as n → ∞, where P is the orthogonal projection of H
onto its subspace ker(T − I) = {x ∈ H|Tx = x}.

The case λ = 1
2
has been shown in [13, Theorem 4.1]. Hence Propo-

sition 5.3 is a generalization of [13, Theorem 4.1]. However, the proof
is simpler than [13, Theorem 4.1].
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Proof. Set an,k := (1− λ)kλn−k (0 ≤ k ≤ n). Note that Ln(
1
2
) = Hn in

[13, Theorem 4.1] and
∑n

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,k = 1.

As in the same argument of [13, Theorem 4.1], we may assume that
v = Ty − y for some y ∈ H .

Ln(λ)(v) =

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,k(T
k+1y − T ky)

= −an,0y +

n
∑

k=1

[(

n
k − 1

)

an,k−1 −
(

n
k

)

an,k

]

T ky + an,nT
n+1y.

Since |
(

n
k − 1

)

an,k−1 −
(

n
k

)

an,k| = |k−(1−λ)(n+1)|
kλ

(

n
k − 1

)

an,k−1, we

get

‖Ln(λ)(v)‖ ≤
(

an,0 +

n
∑

k=1

|k − (1− λ)(n+ 1)|
kλ

(

n
k − 1

)

an,k−1 + an,n

)

‖y‖

=

(

1− λ

λ
nan,0 +

n
∑

k=1

|(k + 1)− (1− λ)(n + 1)|
λ(k + 1)

(

n
k

)

an,k

)

‖y‖,

where the last equation holds for n ≥ λ
1−λ

, i.e., it holds for sufficiently
large n.

Since limn→∞
1−λ
λ
nan,0 = limn→∞ n(1 − λ)λn−1 = 0, we may show

that

lim
n→∞

n
∑

k=1

|(k + 1)− (1− λ)(n+ 1)|
λ(k + 1)

(

n
k

)

an,k = 0.
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Put M = ⌊(1− λ)n− λ⌋. Then
n
∑

k=1

|(k + 1)− (1− λ)(n+ 1)|
λ(k + 1)

(

n

k

)

an,k

=
M
∑

k=1

(1− λ)(n+ 1)− (k + 1)

λ(k + 1)

(

n

k

)

an,k +
n
∑

k=M+1

(k + 1)− (1− λ)(n+ 1)

λ(k + 1)

(

n

k

)

an,k

=
M
∑

k=1

[

(n+ 1)!

(k + 1)!(n− k)!
(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1 − n!

k!(n− k)!
(1− λ)kλn−k−1

]

+
n
∑

k=M+1

[

n!

k!(n− k)!
(1− λ)kλn−k−1 − (n+ 1)!

(k + 1)!(n− k)!
(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1

]

=

M
∑

k=1

[(

n+ 1

k + 1

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1 −
(

n

k

)

(1− λ)kλn−k−1

]

+

n
∑

k=M+1

[(

n

k

)

(1− λ)kλn−k−1 −
(

n + 1

k + 1

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1

]

=
M
∑

k=1

[(

n

k

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1 +

(

n

k + 1

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1 −
(

n

k

)

(1− λ)kλn−k−1

]

+
n
∑

k=M+1

[(

n

k

)

(1− λ)kλn−k−1 −
(

n

k

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1 −
(

n

k + 1

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1

]

=

M
∑

k=1

[(

n

k + 1

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1 −
(

n

k

)

(1− λ)kλn−k

]

+

n
∑

k=M+1

[(

n

k

)

(1− λ)kλn−k −
(

n

k + 1

)

(1− λ)k+1λn−k−1

]

=

(

n

M + 1

)

(1− λ)M+1λn−M−1 −
(

n

1

)

(1− λ)λn−1

+

(

n

M + 1

)

(1− λ)M+1λn−M−1 −
(

n

n+ 1

)

(1− λ)n+1λ−1

= 2

(

n

M + 1

)

(1− λ)M+1λn−M−1 − n(1− λ)λn−1.

where

(

n
n+ 1

)

= 0. Since limn→∞ n(1− λ)λn−1 = 0, we only prove

lim
n→∞

(

n
M + 1

)

(1− λ)M+1λn−M−1 = 0

for M = ⌊(1− λ)n− λ⌋.
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We note that since (1 − λ)n − λ − 1 ≤ M ≤ (1 − λ)n− λ, we have
limn→∞

M
n
= 1− λ. By Starling’s formula,

√
2πnn+1/2e−n ≤ n! ≤ enn+1/2e−n

holds for all natural number n. Then we have

0 ≤
(

n
M + 1

)

(1− λ)M+1λn−M−1 =
n!

(M + 1)!(n−M − 1)!
(1− λ)M+1λn−M−1

≤ enn+1/2e−n

√
2π(M + 1)M+1+1/2e−M−1

√
2π(n−M − 1)n−M−1+1/2e−n+M+1

(1− λ)M+1λn−M−1

=
e

2π

nn

(M + 1)M+1(n−M − 1)n−M−1

√
n√

M + 1
√
n−M − 1

(1− λ)M+1λn−M−1

=
e

2π

1√
n

1
√

(M
n
+ 1

n
)(1− M

n
− 1

n
)

(

(1− λ)n

M + 1

)M+1(
λn

n−M − 1

)n−M−1

≤ e

2π

1√
n

1
√

(M
n
+ 1

n
)(1− M

n
− 1

n
)

(

(1− λ)n

(1− λ)n− λ

)M+1(
λn

n− (1− λ)n+ λ− 1

)n−M−1

(by (1− λ)n− λ− 1 ≤ M ≤ (1− λ)n− λ)

=
e

2π

1√
n

1
√

(M
n
+ 1

n
)(1− M

n
− 1

n
)

(

1− λ

(1− λ)n

)−n(M
n
+ 1

n
)(

1− 1− λ

λn

)−n(1−M
n
− 1

n
)

→ e2

2π
· 0 · 1

√

λ(1− λ)
= 0

as n → ∞.
Hence the proof is completed.

Corollary 5.4. Let T ∈ B(H) be a contraction, i.e., ‖T‖ ≤ 1 and
λ ∈ (0, 1). Then, for every v ∈ H , there exists limn→∞ Ln(λ)(v), and
it does not depend on λ.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 5.3.

Theorem 5.5. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space and λ ∈
(0, 1), fλ be a function by fλ(x) = 1 − λ + λx. Then, for any in-
vertible element T ∈ B(H) with the polar decomposition T = U |T |,
limn→∞∆n

fλ
(T ) exists, and it does not depend on λ.

Proof. Let (Hφ, πφ, ηφ) be the standard form of Mm(C) and αU ∈
B(Hφ) as in Lemma 5.1. Then, by Proposition 2.8.
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ηφ(∆
n
fλ
(T )) = ηφ

(

U

[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗k|T |Uk

])

= πφ(U)

(

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kα
k
U

)

(ηφ(|T |)).

Note that lim
n→∞

(

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kα
k
U

)

(ηφ(|T |)) = Pηφ(|T |) for a pro-

jection P : Hφ → ηφ({U}′

) by Proposition 5.3, where {U}′

= {X ∈
Mm(C)|UX = XU}.

Since the norm ‖ ‖φ is equivalent to the standard norm ‖ ‖ on
Mm(C), limn→∞∆n

fλ
(T ) exists, and limn→∞∆n

fλ
(T ) = UP . Moreover

we obtain that the limit point does not depend on λ by Corollary 5.4.

The following corollary is a generalization of [39, Theorem 5.1].

Corollary 5.6. Let λ ∈ (0, 1), and fλ be a function by fλ(x) = 1 −
λ + λx. For an invertible T ∈ M(C), let T = U |T | be the polar
decomposition. Then, there exists limn→∞∆n

fλ
(T ), and it does not

depend on λ.

Proof. It follows from the proof in Theorem 5.5 and Corollary 5.4.

Remark 5.7. Let (Hφ, πφ, ηφ) be the standard form of Mm(C) and

U ∈ B(Hφ) be a unitary. Then, for any S ∈ Mm(C),

{

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kSUk

}

n∈N
converges as n → ∞ by the same argument in Theorem 5.5.

Corollary 5.8. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space, λ ∈ (0, 1),
r ∈ [−1, 1) \ {0} and define fr,λ(x) = [1 − λ + λxr]1/r on x > 0. Let
T = U |T | be the polar decomposition of an invertible centered matrix
T ∈ Mm(C). Then, limn→∞∆n

fr ,λ
(T ) exists, and it does not depend

on λ.

Proof. By Proposition 2.8, we have the polar decomposition of ∆n
fr,λ

(T )
as follows:

∆n
fr,λ

(T ) = U

[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗k|T |rUk

]1/r

.

By Remark 5.7, {|∆n
fr,λ

(T )|r} converges as n → ∞. Moreover, by
Corollary 5.6, the limit point does not depend on λ. The proof is
completed.
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6. Compact operators case

In this section, we shall show that IAS converges to a normal operator
in the case of centered compact operators.

Proposition 6.1. Let H be an infinite dimensional Hilbert space, U ∈
B(H) be a unitary and λ ∈ (0, 1). Then, for any F ∈ F(H)+, there
exists

lim
n→∞

n
∑

k=1

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗kFUk ∈ F(H),

and it does not depend on λ.

Proof. Set an,k = (1 − λ)kλn−k. Let ‖ ‖2 be the Schatten 2-norm.
Then for any F ∈ F(H)+, ‖F‖ ≤ ‖F‖2. Hence, from the same argu-
ment in Theorem 5.5 (here Hφ = S2(H))

lim
n→∞

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kFUk

exists. Moreover, from Proposition 5.3 there exists a projection P ∈
B(S2(H)) such that lim

n→∞

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kFUk = PF ∈ F(H).

Corollary 6.2. Let H be an infinite dimensional Hilbert space, U ∈
B(H) be a unitary, λ ∈ (0, 1) and K ∈ K(H)+. Then, there exists

lim
n→∞

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗kKUk

and it does not depend on λ.

Proof. Let an,k = (1− λ)kλn−k. For any ǫ > 0 there exists F ∈ F(H)+
such that ‖K − F‖ < ǫ.

Since

{

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kFUk

}

n∈N

has a limit as n → ∞ by Propo-

sition 6.1, there exists n0 ∈ N such that for any n,m ≥ n0

‖
n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kFUk −

m
∑

k=0

(

m
k

)

am,kU
∗kFUk‖ < ǫ.

Then, we have
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‖
n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kKUk −

m
∑

k=0

(

m
k

)

am,kU
∗kKUk‖

= ‖
n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗k(K − F )Uk

+

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kFUk −

m
∑

k=0

(

m
k

)

am,kU
∗kFUk

−
m
∑

k=0

(

m
k

)

am,kU
∗k(K − F )Uk‖

≤ 2‖K − F‖+ ‖
n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kFUk −

m
∑

k=0

(

m
k

)

am,kU
∗kFUk‖

< 3ǫ

This implies that lim
n→∞

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kKUk ∈ K(H)+ exists because

the sequence is a Cauchy sequence.
By Proposition 6.1, we get the conclusion.

Using Proposition 2.8 and Corollary 6.2, we have the following result.

Theorem 6.3. For λ ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ [−1, 1] \ {0}, let fr,λ(x) = [1 −
λ+ λxr]1/r. Assume that T = U |T | ∈ B(H) is invertible and centered.
If T ∈ K(H) or a n–by–n matrix, then there exists limn→∞∆n

fr,λ
(T ).

Moreover, the limit point does not depend on λ.

Proof. By Proposition 2.8, we have the polar decomposition of ∆n
fr,λ

(T )

as follows:

∆n
fr,λ

(T ) = U

[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

(1− λ)kλn−kU∗k|T |rUk

]1/r

.

By Corollary 6.2, {|∆n
fr,λ

(T )|r} converges as n → ∞. Moreover, by

Corollary 6.2, the limit point does not depend on λ. The proof is
completed.

Remark 6.4. If r = 1 in Theorem 6.3, then the centered condition of
T is not needed. See Remark 2.9.

7. AN and AM operators

In this section, we shall consider larger classes of operators than
the class of compact operators. We shall treat AN and AM opera-
tors. Let H1 and H2 be infinite dimensional Hilbert spaces. We recall
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that T ∈ B(H1, H2) is said to be an absolutely norm attaining oper-

ator or an AN operator for short, if T |M , the restriction of T to M ,
is norm attaining for every non-zero closed subspace M ⊆ H1, that
is, there exists a unit vector x ∈ M such that ‖T |M‖ = ‖T |Mx‖ [8].
We denote AN (H1, H2) as the class of AN operators in B(H1, H2).
Especially, if H1 = H2, then we write AN (H) for short. An operator
T ∈ B(H1, H2) is said to be an absolutely minimal attaining opera-

tor or an AM operator for short, if T |M , the restriction of T to M ,
is minimal attaining for every non-zero closed space M ⊆ H1, that
is, there exists a unit vector x ∈ M such that m(T |M) = ‖T |Mx‖,
where m(T ) = inf{‖Tx‖ | x ∈ SH1

} [9] and [5, Definition 2.4]. We
denote AM(H1, H2) as the class of AM operators in B(H1, H2). Es-
pecially, if H1 = H2, then we write AM(H) for short. The class of AN
operators includes all compact operators and partial isometries with fi-
nite dimensional kernels. The class of AM operators includes finite
rank operators and partial isometries with finite dimensional kernels
or ranges. We note that the class of AM operators includes non-
injective compact operators. Essential spectrum of every AN or AM
operator is a singleton [34, Theorem 2.4] and [5, Theorem 3.10], re-
spectively. Properties of AN and AM operators are introduced in
[5, 8, 9, 16, 17, 29, 31, 33, 34, 35, 36] and reference there in.

In this section, we shall show that the IASs of invertible AN and
AM operators with respect to the power means converge. Moreover,
the limit operation preserves AN and AM properties, respectively.

We shall start this section by introducing the following basic prop-
erties of AN and AM operators. The following results are shown in
[29, Theorem 2.5], [16, Theorem 5.9] and [16, Theorem 5.6].

Theorem 7.1. The following statements hold.

(i) T ∈ AN (H)+ if and only if there exist a positive number α ≥ 0,
K ∈ K(H)+ and a self-adjoint F ∈ F(H) such that

T = αI +K + F ([29, Theorem 2.5]).

(ii) T ∈ AM(H)+ if and only if there exist a positive number α ≥ 0,
K ∈ K(H)+ and F ∈ F(H)+ such that

T = αI −K + F,

KF = 0 and 0 ≤ K ≤ αI. The decomposition is unique ([16,
Theorem 5.9]).

(iii) Let F ∈ F(H) be self-adjoint and K ∈ K(H)+. Then for every

positive number α satisfying ‖K‖
2

≤ α, we have

αI −K + F ∈ AM(H) ([16, Theorem 5.6]).

Lemma 7.2. Let T ∈ B(H) be invertible. Then the following state-
ments hold.

(i) T ∈ AN (H) if and only if T−1 ∈ AM(H),
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(ii) T ∈ AN (H) if and only if T ∗ ∈ AN (H).

Remark 7.3. In general, T ∈ AN (H) does not imply T ∗ ∈ AN (H)
[8, Proposition 3.14].

Proof of Lemma 7.2. (i) Let T ∈ AN (H). Then

T ∈ AN (H) ↔ |T | ∈ AN (H) ([31, Lemma 6.2])

↔ |T |−1 ∈ AM(H) ([5, Theorem 3.8])

↔ |(T ∗)−1| ∈ AM(H) (|T |−1 = |(T ∗)−1|)
↔ (T ∗)−1 ∈ AM(H) ([16, Proposition 3.2])

↔ T−1 ∈ AM(H) ([5, Corollary 3.15]).

(ii) Suppose that T ∈ AN (H). By (i), it is equivalent to T−1 ∈
AM(H). Hence,

T−1 ∈ AM(H) → |T−1| ∈ AM(H) ([29, Proposition 3.2])

→ |T ∗|−1 ∈ AM(H) (|T |−1 = |(T ∗)−1|)
→ |T ∗| ∈ AN (H) ([5, Corollary 3.15])

→ T ∗ ∈ AN (H) ([31, Lemma 6.2])

Theorem 7.4. Let T ∈ B(H)++, and f be a positive continuous func-
tion defined on (0,∞). Then the following statements hold.

(1) Assume that T ∈ AN (H)++

(i) If f is a strictly increasing function, then f(T ) ∈ AN (H)+,
(ii) if f is a strictly decreasing function, then f(T ) ∈ AM(H)+.

(2) Assume that T ∈ AM(H)++

(iii) If f is a strictly increasing function, then f(T ) ∈ AM(H)+,
(iv) if f is a strictly decreasing function, then f(T ) ∈ AN (H)+.

Proof. (i) has been already shown in [36, Theorem 2.12].
Proof of (ii). Assume that f is a positive and strictly decreasing func-
tion. Then 1/f(x) is a positive and strictly increasing function. If T ∈
AN (H)++. Then f(T )−1 ∈ AN (H)+ by (i). Hence f(T ) ∈ AM(H)+
by Lemma 7.2 (i).

(2) If T ∈ AM(H)++, then T−1 ∈ AN (H)++ by Lemma 7.2 (i).
Proof of (iii). Assume that f is a positive, continuous and strictly
increasing function. Then g(x) := f(x−1) is a positive, continuous and
strictly decreasing function. Then by (ii), f(T ) = g(T−1) ∈ AM(H)+.

(iv) can be proven by the same way to (iii). Therefore the proof is
completed.

Theorem 7.4 holds for non-invertible operators, too. The proof is
the same way to [36, Theorem 2.12].
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Theorem 7.5. For λ ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ [−1, 1] \ {0}, let fr,λ(x) =
[1 − λ + λxr]1/r. Let H be an infinite dimensional Hilbert space, and
T = U |T | ∈ B(H) be invertible and centered. If T ∈ AN (H) (resp.
T ∈ AM(H)). Then, there exists limn→∞∆n

fr,λ
(T ) = UL, and UL ∈

AN (H) (resp. UL ∈ AM(H)). Moreover, the limit point does not
depend on λ.

Proof. By Proposition 2.8, we have

(13) ∆n
fr,λ

(T ) = U

[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗k|T |rUk

]
1

r

,

where an,k = (1 − λ)kλn−k. Assume that T ∈ AN (H). Then |T | ∈
AN (H)+ by [29, Corollaries 2.10 and 2.11]. Moreover |T |r ∈ AN (H)+
for r > 0 and |T |r ∈ AM(H)+ for r < 0 by Theorem 7.4.

If r > 0, there exist a positive number α ≥ 0, self-adjoint F ∈ F(H)
and K ∈ K(H)+ such that

|T |r = αI +K + F

by Theorem 7.1 (i). Then by (13), we have

∆n
fr,λ

(T ) = U

[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗k|T |rUk

] 1

r

= U

[

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗k(αI +K + F )Uk

]
1

r

= U

[

αI +
n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kKUk +

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kFUk

]
1

r

.

From Proposition 6.1 and Corollary 6.2, there exists KL ∈ K(H)+ and
FL ∈ F(H) such that

lim
n→∞

(

αI +
n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kKUk +

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

an,kU
∗kFUk

)

= αI +KL + FL = PL ∈ AN (H)+,

where PL ∈ AN (H)+ follows Theorem 7.1 (i).

Hence L := P
1

r
L ∈ AN (H)+ for r > 0 by Theorem 7.4 (i), and there

exists

lim
n→∞

∆n
fr,λ

(T ) = UL.

If r < 0, there exist a positive number α ≥ 0, K ∈ K(H)+ and
F ∈ F(H)+ such that

|T |r = αI −K + F,
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KF = 0 and 0 ≤ K ≤ αI by Theorem 7.1 (ii). Then by the same
argument to the case r > 0, we can prove the case r < 0 by Theorems
7.1 (iii) and 7.4 (iv). The case T ∈ AM(H) can be proven by the same
way to the case T ∈ AN (H).

The limit point does not depend on λ by Theorem 6.3.

Remark 7.6. The centered condition of T is not needed if r = 1. See
Remark 2.9 (i).

Question 2. Is it possible to get the same conclusion for arbitrary
operator mean in Theorem 7.5?

8. Limit point

In this section, we shall give a concrete form of the limit point of
IAS for centered matrices. To discuss the limit point, we recall the
following result [39, Theorem 5.1].

Theorem 8.1 ([39, Theorem 5.1]). Let T ∈ Mm(C) be invertible with
the polar decomposition T = U |T |. Let a be a non-weighted arithmetic
mean. Then the sequence {∆n

a (T )}n∈N converges to a normal matrix
N such that Tr(T ) = Tr(N) and Tr(|T |) = Tr(|N |).
Corollary 8.2. For λ ∈ (0, 1) and r ∈ [−1, 1] \ {0}, define fr,λ(x) =
[1 − λ + λxr]1/r. Let T = U |T | ∈ Mm(C) be the polar decomposition
of an invertible centered matrix. If U = V ∗diag(α1, ..., αm)V such that
V is unitary and αi 6= αj for i 6= j. Then

lim
n→∞

∆n
fr,λ

(T ) = U [V ∗(I ◦ V |T |rV ∗)V ]1/r,

where X ◦ Y means the Hadamard product of matrices X and Y .
Especially, if r = 1, then the centered condition of T can be removed.

Proof. By Theorem 6.3, we only prove λ = 1
2
case. Since αi 6= αj for

i 6= j and |αk| = 1 for all k = 1, 2, ..., m,

lim
n→∞

[(

1 + αjαi

2

)n]

= I.

Hence by Proposition 2.8 and the same argument as in [39, Proof of
Theorem 5.1], we have

lim
n→∞

|∆n
fr(T )| = lim

n→∞
V ∗

([(

1 + αjαi

2

)n]

◦ V |T |rV ∗

)1/r

V

= [V ∗ (I ◦ V |T |rV ∗) V ]1/r.

If r = 1, all of the above discussion can be done without the centered
condition.
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Example 8.3. Let U =





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0



, |T | =





a 0 0
0 b 0
0 0 c



 for a, b, c > 0

and T = U |T | =





0 0 c
a 0 0
0 b 0



. Then for each k = 1, 2, ..., U∗k|T |Uk

is a diagonal matrix, and T is centered. For r ∈ [−1, 1] \ {0}, let

fr(x) = (1+xr

2
)
1

r . In this case

Nr = lim
n→∞

∆n
fr(T ) =

(

ar + br + cr

3

)1/r




0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0



 .

Moreover, Tr(T ) = Tr(Nr) = 0,

σ(T ) = {(abc)1/3, (abc)1/3ω, (abc)1/3ω2}, and

σ(Nr) = {
(

ar + br + cr

3

)1/r

,

(

ar + br + cr

3

)1/r

ω,

(

ar + br + cr

3

)1/r

ω2},

where ω 6= 1 is a cube root of 1. Hence σ(T ) 6= σ(Nr) for r ∈ [−1, 1] \
{0}.

Since limr→0(
ar+br+cr

3
)1/r = (abc)1/3, we have a limit of IAS

N0 = lim
n→∞

∆n(T ) = (abc)1/3





0 0 1
1 0 0
0 1 0



 .

We can check that it satisfies Tr(T ) = Tr(N0) = 0 and σ(T ) = σ(N0).

We have the following question.

Question 3. Can we have a concrete form of the limit of {∆n
m(T )}

for other operator mean? For example, consider the logarithmic mean

case (f(x) = x−1
logx

=
∫ 1

0
xtdt).

Using the matrix T in Example 8.3, we may obtain a kind of the
logarithmic mean for 3-positive numbers as a solution of Question 3
if possible. We may define any other means of n-positive numbers by
considering Question 3.

9. Iteration of induced Aluthge transformation with

respect to the power mean in finite von Neumann

algebras

Let G be a locally compact group, A be a C∗-algebra and M be a
von Neumann algebra. Let Aut(A) denote the set of all automorphisms
on A.

Definition 9.1. (1) An action α : G → Aut(A) is said to be strongly
continuous if for any a ∈ A, ‖αg(a)− a‖ → 0 (g → e).
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(2) An action α : G → Aut(M) is said to be a σ-weakly continuous
if for any x ∈ M and φ ∈ M∗, |φ(αg(x))− φ(x)| → 0 (g → e)

Note that if s ∈ G 7→ αs(a) ∈ A is σ(A,A∗)-continuous, then, α is
strongly continuous.

Definition 9.2. Let G be a locally compact group, µ be a left invariant
Haar measure on G, and ∆ be a unimodular. A representation λ : G →
B(L2(G.µ)) is called a left regular representation if for any ξ ∈ L2(G, µ)
and g, h ∈ G

λ(g)ξ(h) = ξ(g−1h).

A representation ρ : G → B(L2(G, µ)) is called a right regular repre-
sentation if for any ξ ∈ L2(G, µ) and g, h ∈ G

ρ(g)ξ(h) = ∆(t)
1

2 ξ(hg).

A von Neumann algebra R(G) generated by {λ(g)|g ∈ G} is called
a group von Neumann algebra. Note that R(G) = {λ(g)|g ∈ G}′′

by von Neumann’s double commutant theorem and ρ(g) ∈ R(G)
′

, the
commutant of R(G). Note that R(G)

′

= {ρ(g)|g ∈ G}′′

.

Definition 9.3. Let M be a von Neumann algebra, G a locally com-
pact group, and α σ-weakly continuous action on M . Set K = H ⊗
L2(G, µ). Define a representation π : M → B(K) and a unitary repre-
sentation u : G → B(K) by

(πα(x)ξ)(h) := α−1
h (x)ξ(h), (x ∈ M, ξ ∈ K, t ∈ G)

(u(g)ξ)(h) := ξ(g−1h), (g ∈ G).

Then, we have

πα((αh)(x)) = u(h)πα(x)u(h)
∗, (x ∈ M,h ∈ G)

The von Neumann algebra generated by πα(x) (x ∈ M) and u(h)
(h ∈ G) is called the crossed product of M and G, and is written as
M ⋊α G.

Let (X, µ) be a probability space and φ be an invertible, measure
preserving transformation of X . Consider the crossed product algebra
M = L∞(X, µ)⋊αφ

Z, where αφ(f)(x) = f(φ(x)) for all f ∈ L∞(X, µ)
and x ∈ X . Then, there is a unitary U on L2(X, µ)⊗ L2(Z) such that
αφ(f) = UfU∗ = f ◦ φ for all f ∈ L∞(X, µ). Note that linear span
of {Ukf |k ∈ Z, f ∈ L∞(X, µ)} is strongly dense in M , and there is a
normal state τ on M such that

τ(Ukf) = δk,0

∫

X

fdµ, k ∈ Z, f ∈ L∞(X, µ).

Any element in {Ukf |k ∈ Z, f ∈ L∞(X, µ)} is centered because that
|Ukf | = |f | ∈ L∞(X, µ), Um∗|Ukf |Um = α−m(|f |) and Un|Ukf |Un∗ =
αn(|f |) ∈ L∞(X, µ).
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Proposition 9.4. Let T = U |T | ∈ M be centered such that |T | ∈
L∞(X, µ). For r ∈ [−1, 1]\{0}, λ ∈ (0, 1) and fr,λ(x) = [1−λ+λxr]1/r,

lim
n→∞

‖∆n
fr,λ

(T )− UH‖2 = 0,

where H = (Eφ(|T |r))1/r.
Proof. By Theorem 6.3, we only prove λ = 1

2
case.

Since

|∆n
f
r, 1

2

(T )| =
(

1

2n

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

U∗k|T |rUk

)1/r

=

(

1

2n

n
∑

k=0

(

n
k

)

|T |r ◦ φk

)1/r

by Proposition 2.8, |∆n
f
r, 1

2

(T )| converges in probability to (Eφ(|T |r))1/r

by [13, Corollary 4.4]. As in the proof of [13, Theorem 5.2] we get the
conclusion.

The following is the partial answer to Question 3.

Corollary 9.5. Let T = U |T | ∈ M such that |T | ∈ L∞(X, µ). For
r ∈ [−1, 1]\{0}, λ ∈ (0, 1) and fr,λ(x) = [1− λ+ λxr]1/r,

∆n
fr,λ

(T ) → UH (n → ∞)

in the strongly operator topology, where H = (Eφ(|T |r))1/r.

10. Conclusion

In this paper, we obtain convergence properties of IASs. To consider
this matter, we divide four cases as follows.

(i) Matrices case. In this case, for arbitrary operator mean, IAS of
an invertible centered matrix converges to a normal matrix in Theorem
4.1. The limit points may depend on the operator mean, especially
we give a concrete form of the limit point in the power mean case in
Corollary 8.2. Especially, in the arithmetic mean case, the centered
condition is not needed.

(ii) Compact, AN and AM operators cases. These operators are
defined on an infinite dimensional Hilbert space. We obtain that IAS
of an invertible centered operator converges to a normal operator for
the power mean case in Theorems 6.3 and 7.5. It is obtained by using
a kind of a generalization of von Neumann’s mean ergodic theorem as
in Proposition 5.3. In the arithmetic mean case, the centered condition
is not needed.

(iii) General operators case. There is an invertible centered operator
such that IAS with respect to an arbitrary operator mean does not
converge in [39, Theorem 5.2] (see [12]). However, IAS with respect to
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an arbitrary operator mean of an invertible centered semi-hyponormal
operator converges to a normal operator, and the limit point does not
depend on operator means in Theorem 3.3. In the arithmetic mean
case, the centered condition for an invertible semi-hyponormal operator
is not needed.

(iv) Finite von Neumann algebras case. If T ∈ M = L∞(X, µ)⋊αφ
Z

such that |T | ∈ L∞(X, µ), then IAS with respect to power means
converges. The limit point can be represented by the conditional ex-
pectation in Corollary 9.5.

In the all cases, all limit points do not depend on the weight of
operator power means. In other words, we may give a classification of
means by considering limit points of IASs.
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