MINIMAL COMPACT OPERATORS, SUBDIFFERENTIAL OF THE MAXIMUM
EIGENVALUE AND SEMI-DEFINITE PROGRAMMING

TAMARA BOTTAZZI 12 AND ALEJANDRO VARELA3*

ABSTRACT. We formulate the issue of minimality of self-adjoint operators on a Hilbert space as a semi-
definite problem, linking the work by Overton in [18] to the characterization of minimal hermitian ma-
trices. This motivates us to investigate the relationship between minimal self-adjoint operators and the
subdifferential of the maximum eigenvalue, initially for matrices and subsequently for compact operators.
In order to do it we obtain new formulas of subdifferentials of maximum eigenvalues of compact operators

ﬁ that become useful in these optimization problems.

=) Additionally, we provide formulas for the minimizing diagonals of rank one self-adjoint operators, a

o\ result that might be applied for numerical large-scale eigenvalue optimization.

=

CG 1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

= Let B(H) and K(H) be the spaces of linear bounded and compact operators defined on a Hilbert
Sispace H, respectively. We call A € B(H) a minimal operator if [A| < ||A + D], for all D diagonal in a

fixed orthonormal basis F = {e;};c; of H and | - | the operator norm. Note that when A € K(H), we
z‘dn suppose that H is separable since there is only a numerable set {e;, }ien such that A(e;, ) # 0.
In particular, minimal compact self-adjoint operators are related with the distance to the subspace
ﬁ)f diagonal self-adjoint operators, denoted by Diag(K (H))*, since for A € K(H) self-adjoint
© dist (A, Diag(K(H))**) = DEDi;&fK(H)) A+ D|.
—Ninimal operators allow the concrete description of geodesics in homogeneous spaces obtained as orbits
—of unitaries under a natural Finsler metric (see [11]).
= . In the case that H = C", B(H) is the space of complex square matrices of n x n, that is M, (C). The
atricial case of minimal operators was extensively studied in [1], [2] and [15].
o) In [7], [5] and [4] we studied minimal self-adjoint compact operators where it was stated that in
eneral neither existence nor uniqueness of compact minimizing diagonals was granted. Some of these
results were recently generalized to more general subalgebras of K(H) and to C*-algebras in [23, 24].
The characterization of minimal self-adjoint matrices can be stated as a semi-definite programming
<{problem [18]. Moreover, in [19] Overton develops several algorithms using the subdifferential of the
maximum eigenvalue of a matrix, which is the set

= OAmaz(A) = {V € M,(C) : V =V* and A (Y) — A1(A4) = Re tr(V(Y — A)), VY e M}(C)}.

>e%‘l‘his subdifferential was also studied in [22] and is a powerful tool in cases of non-differentiable functions
9, 10].
The work of Overton in [18] and [19] motivated us to study the relation between minimal operators
and subdifferentials, first for matrices, and then for compact operators.
In [3, 13, 21|, the authors give useful expressions for the subdifferential of the norm operator and
they relate this concept with the distance to some closed subsets in B(H).
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In the present work, we relate minimal operators with subdifferentials of the maximum eigenvalue
and of the norm. We vinculate these concepts with the moment of the eigenspace of the maximum
eigenvalue and the joint numerical range, which was developed in [16] for matrices, and [6] for compact
operators.

Indeed, one of our main results is an explicit formulation for the largest eigenvalue subdifferential of
a compact self-adjoint operator A(z) with variable real diagonal z,

O (Amaz(A(z))) = Diag(0Amaz(A(2))) = msg,..,
in terms of myg,,,. = co{|v]* : v € Spas, |V = 1}, the moment of the eigenspace related to the largest
eigenvalue A\, (A(z)) (see (3.2), (3.3) and Theorem 3). Additionally, when the smallest eigenvalue
Amin(A(z)) is negative, we give explicit formulas for (3()\mm(A(:c))) and vinculate 0\,0e and O\in
with the subdifferential of the spectral norm of A(x). The above leads us to a new characterization of
minimal self-adjoint compact operators that involves 0(A;(A(z))), 0| A(z)]|, the intersection of moments
of the maximum and minimum eigenvalues of A(x) and the joint numerical range of a certain family of
operators that has been studied in [6] and [16].

We first obtain the subdifferential formulas and the characterization of minimal operators when
A(x) € M!(C). In order to extend it to the compact operator case, we needed some additional tools
from non-smooth analysis and optimization. We used [9] and [10] as our main references of the topic.

The formula of the subdifferentials that we obtain can be applied to eigenvalues with multiplicity
higher than one, but in case of a simple eigenvalue, our formula coincides with the definition of gradient
and partial derivatives of the maximum eigenvalue of a matrix (see [17] and [14]). This may be useful
to develop or improve algorithms for large-scale eigenvalue optimization.

The results we present in this paper are divided in three parts. Section 2 is devoted to state the
minimality of self-adjoint matrices as a semi-definite problem, relating some of the results obtained by
Overton in [18] with the main characterization theorems that appear in [2]. Inspired by [19], in Section
3 we study the subdifferential of the maximum eigenvalue, first for matrices and then for compact
operators, and we link it with the moment of its eigenspace. In order to obtain these results we
calculate new formulas of subdifferentials of eigenvalues of compact self-adjoint operators and operator
norms (see Theorems 5 and 6). Finally, in section 4 we show explicit formulas for the minimizing
diagonals for a given rank-one self-adjoint compact operator. These results might be used to improve
some algorithms recently obtained for large-scale eigenvalue optimization problems (see [14]).

Next we introduce some additional definitions and notations.

We use the superscript ** to note the subset of self-adjoint elements of a particular subset of B(H).
A self-adjoint element A € B(H) is called positive if (Az,z) > 0 for all x € H and it is denoted by
A = 0. For an operator A € B(H) we use ker(A) to denote the kernel of A and |A| the modulus of A
given by (A*A)Y2.

For every compact operator A € K(H), let s1(A), s3(A), -+ be the singular values of A, i.e. the
eigenvalues of |A| in decreasing order (s;(A) = X\;(]4]), for each i € N) and repeated accordmg to
multiplicity. Let

o]

(1.1) [ Al = ) si(A) = tr|Al,

i=1

where tr(+) is the trace functional, i.e.

(1.2) tr(A) = Z<Ae]~, €;)
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where e; are the elements of a fixed orthonormal basis E. Observe that the series (1.2) converges
absolutely and it is independent from the choice of basis and this coincides with the usual definition of
the trace if H is finite-dimensional.

We define the usual ideal of trace class operators as

(1.3) Bi(H)={Ae K(H): |A], < »}.

2. THE CHARACTERIZATION OF MINIMAL MATRICES AS A SEMIDEFINITE-PROBLEM
Let Ag € M"(C) and ¢ : R® — R be the function given by
p(x) = max [A;(A(z))],

1<isn

where A(z) = Ay + Diag(z), x € R™ and {\;(A(x))}, are its eigenvalues in decreasing order counted
with multiplicity. We are interested to study the following convex optimization problem:

(2.1) min ¢(z).

zeR™

Any solution of (2.1) gives us the spectral norm of a minimal matrix A(zy) and a best real diagonal
approximation to the subspace of real diagonal matrices Diag(xy) (may be not unique). In this case,
we say that A(zg) is a minimal matrix, that is

|A(z0)| < |A(x)|, for every z € R".

When A is a real symmetric matrix, this problem is a particular case from [18] and it can be stated
as

(2.2) min  w such that —w < \;(A(x)) <w, 1 <i<n,

weR, weR™
or equivalently

wl —A(z) =20

wl + A(x) = 0.

Problem (2.3) can be viewed as a Semi-Definite Programming (SDP) issue with two semidefinite con-

straints. Fletcher in [12] deals with a similar problem with only one semidefinite constraint.
If A(x) is minimal, then there exist natural numbers 1 < s,¢ < n such that

)\Z(A(.T>> = )\Z 1= 1,2, ., n

(2.3) min w such that {

weR, zeR™

A =w 1=1,2,...,t
(2.4) A= —w it=n—s+1,...n
w = )\1 =..= >\t > )\t+1 = .= )\n—s > >\n—s+1 = ..= )\n = —w.

If {q1, ..., ¢s} is an orthonormal set of eigenvectors corresponding to {A1, ..., \,,}, we define
(2.5) Q1 = [a1]---|@] and @2 = [gn—s11]--|gn],

matrices of n x t and n x s, respectively.
Let Ey, = ex ® e, = exey, with {ex}7, the canonical basis of R™ for any m € N.
The next result is a particular case of Theorem 3.2 in [18] applied to our context.

Proposition 1. Let Ag e R"*", Ay = A} and x € R™. The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) x is a solution of (2.2) (i.e: A(x) is minimal).
(2) A(x) fulfills (2.4) and there exist semidefinite positive symmetric matrices U of t x t and V' of
s X s such that
o tr(U) +tr(V) =1,
o ir{QLEyQ U) — tr(QLELQ.V) =0, k=1,...,n.
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According to [8] we can convert an SDP complex problem into a real SDP, using the following result.

Lemma 1. For every Y € M"(C),
_ <k
(2.6) Y > 0 of and only if lg( ; \S(Y)] > 0,

(here R(Y) = 3(Y +Y) and S(Y) = (Y —=Y)).

I, 1l
. . _ L n n
Proof. First define the block matrix U = 7 [2 I I }, and observe that

UU* = U*U = [[O" [ﬂ
Then,
[ } % [ Y+Y iy —_?)} _ [2(}/) —S(Y)].
V) —(

Therefore, [2(}/) R(Y ))} is unitary block equivalent to [ig %] and

() R(Y)

[%(Y) ~(Y) -

] > 0 if and only if [Y R] > 0.
So, in order to prove (2.6), we only need to show that

Y >0 if and only if [Y 2} = 0.

L 1

implies ¥ > 0. On the other hand, Y 0, there exist a unitary V € M, (C) such that ¥ =
V*Dlag()\(Y))V with A\;(Y) = 0, for every i = 1,...,n. Then,

It is evident that the inequality

Y = V' Diag(A\(Y))V = V' Diag(A(Y))V = 0,

since V' is also unitary, and

MO
UJ
Proposition 2. Let Ay e M"(C), x € R" and A[z] € R*™?" such that
(27) Atel = [ 500 ] | P ]
Then, we state problem (2.1) as the following real SDP
(2.8) min _ w such that

weR, zeR™

(2.9) w [é ﬂ ~A[z] >0 and w [é ﬂ + Afz] > 0.
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Proof. By Lemma 1, linear matrix restrictions wl — A(x) = 0 and wl + A(z) > 0 are equivalent to
conditions in (2.9).

U
If A[z] is a solution of (2.8) and (2.9), then there exist natural numbers 1 < 5,7 < 2n such that
Ni(Alz]) = N i=1,2,..,2n

\ = w i=1,2,...1
(2.10) A= —w t=n—5+1,....2n
w = )\1 = ... — )\[ > )\erl = .= )\Qn_g > )\Zn—§+1 = .. = )\Qn = —w.

If {q1, ..., qon} is an orthonormal set of eigenvectors corresponding to {1, ..., Ao, }, we define

(2-11) Ql = [C]1|---|CJE] and Q2 = [Qn—§+1|-~-|q2n]77

matrices of 2n x t and 2n x 3, respectively.
Therefore, we arrive to the next result in relation with the study of

(2.12) min | Af]].

Theorem 1 (SDP Complex into SDP real). Let Ay € M"(C), x € R* and A[x] € C**?" as in (2.7).
The following conditions are equivalent:
(1) = is a solution of (2.1) (i.e. A(zx) is a minimal matriz of n x n).
2) |A[z]| < |Aly]| for every y e R™ (i.e., (z,x) € R®™ is a solution of (2.12)).
(3) Following the same notation as in Proposition 2, (2.10) and (2.11), there exist semidefinite
positive symmetric matrices U of t x t and V of 5 x 5 such that

o tr(U) +tr(V) =1,
° tT(Qlt(Ek + B k)Q1U) — tT(Q2t(Ek + B, 1)@V)=0,k=1,..n.

Proof. 1t follows directly from the conversion of Problem (2.1) into a SDP real problem, as we did in
Proposition 1. 0]

Theorem 1 indicates that A(x) is minimal if and only if the real 2n x 2n block matrix A[z] is a
solution of the problem (2.12).

Observe that a solution A[x] of (2.12) is not necessarily a minimal matrix of 2n x 2n, since it can
exist a 2n x 2n best real diagonal approximant D such that

= = . Diag(x 0 =
|A[0] + D| < |Alx]| with D [ g( ) Diag(:c)} = ];:ckAk,

where A, = E;, + E,_; and

_ Cx n 2n
Alz] = §§ S(4o) +x Z exeh + Z exel,
k=1

k=n+1

L I k=1 x

R(A) —S(A4))]
- ggAg mf%){ i ZA

However, A(z) (with the same z) is a minimal matrix of n x n.
Next, we obtain another characterization of the solution of problem (2.1) without convert it into a
real SDP problem.
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Theorem 2. Let Ae M"(C) and x € R™. The following conditions are equivalent:
a) x = Diag(A) is a solution of (2.2) (i.e: A = A(x) is minimal).
b) (Adapted to the more general case of A€ M"(C) from [18, Theorem 3.2])
If {q1,...,qn} is an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors of A corresponding to the eigenvalues
Al =X == A\ = —||A], Q1 = [¢1] .- |a], @2 = [gn_ss1|---|qn] are the n x t and n x s
matrices whose columns correspond to the eigenvectors of \y and X\, respectively, then there exist
semidefinite positive self-adjoint matrices U € C*** and V € C¥*% such that

(2.13) tr(U) +tr(V) =1, and

(2.14) tr(QF Ex@Q1U) — tr(Q5EpQ2V) =0, Yk =1,...,n.
c) (Adapted from [23, Theorem 2.1.6] to the particular case of W(H) = Diag(M"))
There exists X € M, (C) with Diag(X) = 0 such that AX = |A||X|, where | X| = (X*X)"2.
d) (From [2, Theorem 2 (ii)]) Let E, (respectively E_) be the spectral projection of A corresponding

to the eigenvalue A\ = Apae(A) (respectively N, = Anin(A)). Then there is a non-zero X €
M"(C) such that

Diag(X) =0, E, X" =X", E_.X =X~ and tr(AX) = |A||X]|,
where X = |X‘T+X and X~ = |X‘+X (with | X| = (X%)Y2=0).
Proof. The equivalences a) <> ¢) < d) have already been proved in the provided citations. The equiv-

alence with item b) is the only that needs a proof.
Let W be the unitary n x n matrix whose columns are the eigenvectors of A:

W= [Q1|Q2|R]7

with R = [gi41] - .. |gn—s] (following the notation used in (2.5)) and @4, Q2 from b).
Now consider the diagonal blocks of ¢ x ¢, s x s and (n —t — s) x (n —t — s) to define the following

n x n self-adjoint matrix

X=W-([0]—OV8>-W*
0 0 O

using the positive semidefinite matrices U and V' from b) of sizes t x t and s x s respectively.
Then using (2.14) it can be proved that Diag(X) = 0. Moreover, using (2.13) and the fact that U = 0,

V = 0 we obtain
HXH1=tr|X|=tr‘W~([o]fov(o])-w* :tr(W‘(%PvS))W*) =tr)<%7°v8>)
0 0 O 0 0 O 0 0 O
ztr<[0]88)=1.
000

And A can be diagonalized using W as

Al 0 0 "
A=W~( 0 i, o)-W
0 0 Do

where Dy is the diagonal matrix with the eigenvalues of A distinct from A\; and —\; = A, (including
multiplicity) and I denotes the k x k identity matrix.

Hence
MlIs O 0 U 0 0 MU 0 0
A-XzW—( 0% _aun 0>-W*-W-<ofvo>-W*=W-( b A1VO>-W*
0 0 Do 0 0 O 0 0 0

:A1W-<%88).W*:A1|X|
000

hold, which together with the fact that A\; = ||A| and item c) of Proposition 2 imply that A is a minimal
matrix.
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To prove de implication a) = b) we will use that the statement d) is equivalent to the condition of
being a minimal matrix. Then given a minimal matrix A € M"(C) there exists X such that Diag(X) = 0,
tr(|X]) = |X| =1, tr(AX) = |A|, FEx X = X and E_X = X.

Now consider the unitary matrix @ = [@Q1|Q2|Q3] constructed as follows. The n x ¢ and n x s matrices
Q1 = [vi| ... |ve], Q2 = [Vn_s41] - |v,] are constructed with columns of eigenvectors corresponding to
the eigenvalues A\ = ||Al| and A, = —||Al, and Q3 = [vi11] ... |vn—s| IS @ n x (n — s — t) matrix with
columns formed by eigenvectors of A that complete an orthonormal basis of C".

Then, from the proof of (i) = (ii) in [2, Theorem 2 (ii)] follows that there exists Y = 0, Z = 0 such
that

0 % 1It 0 0 %
x-o(b e maa-q (g f) o
Then since tr|X| = 1 it must be
Y 00 . Y] 0 0
(2.15) 1=tr|X|=tr(Q‘<ofzo )Q) r(o Z|o)=tr(Y+Z).
000 0 00

Moreover, using the expression @ = [Q1]Q2|Q3] = (Q1 Q2 Q3) we can compute

0

4 0 Ql * *
Y- @ @ o) (j ) (&) -ave-aze
Hence, since Diag(X) = 0 follows that

Xk = (1Y QT — Q2ZQ3) ke = tr(Ep(Q1Y Q7 — QZQ5)E,) =0, Ve =1,...,n
and therefore

(2.16) 0 = tr (Ep(Q1Y Q] — Q22Q3)) = tr (QTEp@Q1Y — Q3 ExQ22)
Then considering U = Y and Z = V the equations (2.15) and (2.16) prove that item b) holds if A is
minimal. O]

Observe that the proof of Theorem 2 is different than the one made by Overton [18] and Fletcher
[12], and it is related with the characterization of minimal self-adjoint matrices made in [2].

3. SUBDIFFERENTIAL AND MOMENT OF A SUBSPACE

Here we generalize some of the results developed by Overton in [19] to complex matrices and compact
self-adjoint operators. Also, we relate the concept of subdifferential of the maximum eigenvalue with
the moment of a subspace. In order to do this, it is necessary to state some particular definitions and
previous results.

Recall that, given a subspace S of a separable Hilbert space H, the moment of S is defined by

(3.1) ms = coflol? s v e S, Jo] = 1},

where v = (vy,vg,...) are the coordinates of v any fixed basis of H, and |v
particular, if H = C™, by Proposition 3.2 in [16]

(3.2) mg = Diag ({Y e M}(C): Y = 0,tx(Y) = 1,Im(Y) = S}) ,
and if H is an infinite dimensional Hilbert space, by Proposition 1 in [6]
(3.3) ms = Diag ({Y € Bi(H)**: Y > 0,tr(Y) = 1, Im(Y) < S}).

On the other hand, consider a sequence A = {A;}72, of self-adjoint compact operators or matrices A;
with bounded norm (|| A4, H ¢, for all j). We define the joint numerical range of A by

(3.4) W (A) = {{tr (pA;) :pe M,(C)" Atr(p) =14 p =0},

’2 = (’U1’2,|’02’2,...). In
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when A < M, (C)", and
(3.5) W (A) = {{tr (oA} 2y - p e B(H) A tr(p) = 1 p > 0},
when A < C**(H).

For B = {e;}72, we will denote with e; ® e; = Ej, the rank-one orthogonal projections onto the
subspaces generated by e; € E, for all j € N. We will be particularly interested in the study of W (A)
in the case of A = Agg = {Psl;Ps};2, and S a finite dimensional subspace of H

(3.6) W (Asg) = {{tr (PsE;Psp)}, : pe Bi(H), p=0 and tr(p) = 1}.
Note that W (Agg) < ¢* (R) nRY,. In this context, we will consider the set of its density operators
(3.7) Ds={YeBi(H): PsY =Y >0,tr(Y) =1}

(note that PsY = Y Ps = PsY Ps for Y € Dg). If dimS < oo, the affine hull of Dg is also finite
dimensional.

There exists a relation between the moment of a subspace and the Joint numerical range of the
particular family Ag g, as we illustrate in the next result.

Proposition 3 (Proposition 2 [6]). The following are equivalent definitions of mg, the moment of S
(see (3.6)), with dim S = r < o, related to a basis E = {e;};2, of H. Note the identification made
between diagonal operators and sequences.
a) mg = Diag(Dg).
b) mg = co{|v]> :ve S and |v| = 1}.
o ms— U coflsPh,.

{s’}i_jo.n. setin S
) mg = {(tr(E\Y),...,tr(E,)Y),...) e (}(R) : Y € Dg}.
) mg = W(PsFE\Ps,...,PsE,Ps,...) N {x e *(R):x; =0 and Z:il T, = 1}, where Pg is the
orthogonal projection onto S, and W is the joint numerical range (3.5).

o

e

See [16, 6] for more properties about mg in finite and infinite dimensional cases, respectively.

3.1. The finite dimensional case. Let A € M"(C), define \,,q.(A) = A (A) and assume that it has
multiplicity s > 1. Then, \; : M"(C) — R is a convex function, since it can be written as the maximum
of a set of linear functions,

(3.8) M(4) = max{(Aq,q): ¢ C", |g| =1} = max {tr(Aqq") : g € C", |lq| = 1}
= max{(A,R), : Re M}(C),U = 0,tr(R) = 1}.
The proof of the previous fact is done in Proposition 5 in a more general context.

Definition 1. For any convex function f : X — R defined on a Banach space X, and X* its dual, it
can be defined the subdifferential of f at x € X as

(3.9) Of(x) = {ve X*: fy) — f(z) = Rev(y — o),V y e X},
as in [3].
In particular, if X = M"(C) and f(-) = M\i(-), the subdifferential at x = A € M, (C)" is
OM(A) = {Ve MC): M(Y) = M(A) =Re (V,(Y — A)),., VY e M"(C)}.
Then, using (3.8) and similar arguments than those in [19], the subdifferential of A\; at A is the set
(3.10) OM(A) = cofqq® : Ag = M\ (A)q and |¢| = 1}
= {QRQ1: Ry e M{(C), Ry > 0,tr(R,) = 1},
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where the columns of @)1 form an orthonormal set of s eigenvectors for A\;(A) (an orthonormal basis of
the eigenspace of A;(A)). Observe that (); depends on the matrix A.

Let A(z) = Ao + Diag(z) = Ag + X7, wxeres, with Ag € M}(C), {ex}}_, a fixed orthonormal basis
of C" and x € R". The maximum eigenvalue of A(z), A\{(A(z)) = Anae(A(2)), is @ map from R™ to R.
Observe that A\ (A(z)) is a composition of a smooth function A(-) and a convex map A;(-). Moreover,
for every k, the partial derivatives of A are

0A
8xk

Adapting Theorem 3 in [19] to the self-adjoint case, the subdifferential of A;(A(z)) is
(3.11)  0(M(A(2) = {veR™: v, = (R, Q1(2)*ereiQi(2)),, , Rs € MI(C), Ry = 0,tr(R,) = 1},

() = ereg.

where s is the multiplicity of A;(A(z)) and the columns of @;(z) form an orthonormal basis of eigen-
vectors for A\;(A(x)). Note that Q;(x) depends on A(z) and

vk = (Ry, Qi(7) ere;Qu(x)),, = tr(RsQu(z) ere@u(2)) = 0,

for every k, since R, and Q;(z)*exe;Q1(x) are semidefinite positive matrices.
Using (3.11), we obtain the following characterization of the subdifferential.

Theorem 3. Let A(x) = Ay + Diag(z), with Ag € M"*(C) and z € R™, and S, be the eigenspace of
M(A(x)). Then

(3.12) 0 (M(A(x))) = Diag(eA(A(2))) = ms,.

where mg, s the moment of the eigenspace S and we have identified diagonal matrices with vectors in
the last equality.

Proof. Suppose A\ (A(z)) = Apnaz(A(z)) has multiplicity s and S; is the eigenspace of A\;(A(x)) with a
fixed orthonormal basis of eigenvectors {gi(z), ..., ¢;()}. If Q1(z) = [q1(x)|...|¢s(x)] € C™*. By (3.11),
any v € 0\ (A(z)) has coordinates

v = tr (RsQ1(x)*epe;Qr(x)) = tr (Y(x)ere)) =Y (x)ex, ex) = Yir,
with Ry € M"(C), R, = 0, tr(R,) = 1, for every k = 1,...,n. Then, v = (v1, s, ...,v,) = Diag(Y (x))
with Y (z) = Q1(2)RsQ1(x)* € oA (A(x)) satisfies
o Y(2)=Y(2)* >0,

o tr(Y(x)) = tr(Q1(x)RsQ1(2)*) = tr(RsQ1(2)*Q1(x)) = tr(Rs) = 1, and
e Im(Y(x)) c S;. Indeed, for every h € C™ note that

Y(x)h = Q1(x) | RsQ1(z)*h | = Q1(x)w € Sy,
—_——
with w a column vector of s coordinates.
Therefore, by (3.2)
v = Diag(Y (z)) = Diag (Q1(x)RsQ1(x)*) € mg,.

On the other hand, take any v € mg,. Then, it can be written as

v = (tr(ere)Y), tr(eqe3Y), ..., tr(eqerY)),
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with Y = Y* > 0, tr(Y) = 1 and Im(Y) = S;. In terms of the orthogonal decomposition C"* = S; ® S,
given by the matrix Q = [Q1(z) Q2(z)] (Q is a matrix whose columns form an orthonormal set for
St and @ is an unitary matrix), Y is defined by

Yy —Q [g 8] Q" = Qi) Qi (a)°

with V e M?(C), 1 = tr(Y) = tr(V) and V = 0. Therefore, v € O\, (A(x)). O
Corollary 1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, if A (A(x)) has multiplicity one (i.e., s = 1), then
M (A(@)) = {]o]” + A(x)v = M(A(2))v, |v] = 1},

M (A(x)) is derivable and %(:c) = |vg|? for everyk =1,2,...n

The next result gives a concrete formula to the directional derivative of A\;(A(z)) and appears in [19],
but here we include an explicit proof for the self-adjoint case.

Proposition 4. Let A(z) = Ay + Diag(z), with Ay € M"(C) and x € R". Suppose \i(A(z))
Amaz (A(T)), has multiplicity s, with a corresponding orthonormal basis of eigenvectors {qi(x), ..., gs(x)
and Q1(z) = [qu(2)|...]qs(x)]. Then the directional derivative of Ay at x € R™ in the direction w € R
that is defined by

S —~

X (z.w) = lim A (z + tw) — A (A(x))
! t—0+ t

1s the largest eigenvalue of
Z wr Q1 ()" exer Q1 ().

Proof. Recall that A\;(A(x)) = A\ o A(z), is a composition of a smooth map A(x) with a convex function
A1. Then, for every w € R"

N(z,w) = max {(v,w),
1z, w) vea)\l(A(x))< ’

since the generalized derivative and generalized gradient coincide with the directional derivative and
subdifferential, respectively (see Proposition 2.2.7 in [9]). Therefore,

A (r,w) = max {Z vpwy : v = ( Ry, Q1(2)*ere;Q1(2)),,. , Rs € MM(C), R, = 0,tr(R,) = 1}

k=1

= {< Z wrQy(x eke}’;Ql(:c’)> . Rye M"(C),R, = 0,tr(R,) = 1}
tr
= max{(Ry, B(w)), : Rye M(C),R, >0, tr(R,) =1}
= Mi(B(w)),
where the last equality is due to (3.8). 0

Lemma 2. Let A(x) = A + Diag(x), with Ay € M"(C) and x € R*, \,(A(z)) be the minimum
eigenvalue of A(x) and S, its corresponding eigenspace. Then,

(3.13) OM(A(x)) = O\ (x) = —mg,,.
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Proof. Since \,(A(z)) = =\ (—A(x)) for any A(x) € M"(C), then
OAn(A(z)) = =M (—A(x))
= — Diag (cof{uu™ : |ul| =1, —A(z)u = A\ (—A(z))u})
—  Diag (cofun® : Ju] = 1, A(x)u = A(A(@))u})

= —msn.

The subdifferential of the spectral norm of a matrix A is
0| Al = co{uv® : Au = |Aljv and |v|| = 1}

(3.14) ,
={VRW?*: R, e M*(C), R, = 0,tr(R;) = 1},

where V, W are unitary matrices of the singular value decomposition of A, A = VDiag(s(A))W* and
s1(A) = |A||. The proof of (3.14) appears first in [22] for the real case and, more recently for the
complex case, in [3] and [13].

The subdifferential (3.14) can be closely related with the subdifferentials of A; and A, in some cases,
as we observe in the next statement.

Remark 1. The expression in (3.14) for any A(z) = Ao + Diag(x), with A € M"(C) and x € R" is
(3.15) J|A(z)| = co{uu® : A(z)u = |A(x)||u and |u| = 1}.

Let \,(A(x)) and M\ (A(zx)) be the minimum and maximum eigenvalue of A(x), respectively. Considering
(3.15) and Lemma 2, it is evident that

0 (A(x)) if |Ax)] = A (A(z))
JA()[ = § An(A(2)) if |A(@)] = =An(A(x)) = |An(A(2))]
co (0A1(A(z)) v OA(A(2))) o [A(2)] = =An(A(2)) = A (A(2)).

Theorem 4. Let A(z) = Ay + Diag(x), with Ag € M*(C) and x € R" such that M\;(A(z)) = =\, (A(2)).

Then, the following statements are equivalent,

(1) 0 0| A(x)].

(2) 0€ N (A(x)) + N (A(2)).

(3) ms, nmg, # &, where Sy and S, are the eigenspaces of \1(A(x)) and N\, (A(z)), respectively.
(4) W ({Ps,eiej Ps,};_y) 0 W ({Ps, eief Ps, }i_y) # {0}

(5) A(zx) is minimal.

Proof. The equivalences (3) < (4) < (5) have already been proved in [16].
(1)=(3) If 0 € 0] A(x)| and A;(A(x)) = =M. (A(x)), then using Remark 1

0 € co (O (A(2)) U dM(A(2))) = co (mg, U —mg,)

and there exist a € (0,1), Yy € {Y € M"C) : Y = 0,tr(Y) = 1,Im(Y) < S} and Zy € {Z €
MMC) : Z = 0,tr(Z) = 1,Im(Z) = S,} such that 0 = aDiag(Y) + (1 — a)Diag(—2). Using that
tr(Y) = tr(Z) = 1 we obtain that @ = 1 and then Diag(Y) = Diag(Z). Therefore, mg, N mg, # .
The converse implication can be proved reversing the previous steps.
To prove (2)<>(3) we can use the formulas d(A\;(A(z))) = mg, and dA,(A(x)) = —myg, from (3.12) and
(3.13). Then it is trivial that mg, nmg, # ¢ if and only if 0 € mg, —mg, = oA (A(z))+ N, (A(z)). O
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3.2. The compact operator case.
Lemma 3. Let B(H) be the ideal of trace class operators. Then,
co({hh*:he H |h||=1}) ={Y e Bi(H):Y =20, tr(Y) = 1},
Proof. 1f Zj a;jh/(h7)* is a convex combination of unitary vectors A/ € H, then it fulfills that is a

semidefinite positive compact operator with tr (Z jaih? (W )*) = >,;a; = 1. On the other hand, every

Y € Bi(H)*, with Y > 0 and tr(Y) = 1 can be written as a (maybe infinite) convex combination of
rank one operators .

OJ

Definition 2. Given a Banach space X, a function f: X — R is said to be reqular at x € X if

(1) for all v, the usual one-sided derivative

o) =t T ) =)

t—0+ t

exists.
(2) For allv, f'(x,v) coincides with the general derivative.

To see more details of this definition, see [10] and [9].
Proposition 5. Let Ae K(H)** and
(3.16) Amaz(A) = max{\ € C: A — A is not invertible}

be the maximum eigenvalue of the spectrum of A, then the following statements hold.

(1) Mnaz(A) € R is an eigenvalue of A and it has finite multiplicity if Apaz(A) # 0.
(2) The following are equivalent forms to describe Apaz(A),

(3.17) Amax(4) = m&g (Ah, h)
(3.18) = max{tr(Ahh*) : |h| = 1} = max{(A, hh*),. : ||h]| = 1}
(3.19) — max{(A,Y), : Y eB(H)*Y >0,t(Y) = 1}.

(3) Amax : K(H)** — R is a convex function and is Lipschitz near A and regular in the sense of
Definition 2.
(4) As a particular case of Lemma 3, we define the set

(3.20) D5 = c0({qq" : g € H, Aq = Anax(A)g, gl = 1}) .
Then,

(3.21) Ds. ={YeB(H*“:Y>0,EY =YE,, tr(Y) =1},
where E is the orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace of Apax(A). Moreover, if Apax(A) # 0,
then

(3-22) DSmax = {RSQ;aX : Rs € Mf((C), Rs 20, tT’(Rs) = 1}7

where s is the multiplicity of Amax and the columns of Quax form an orthonormal basis of eigen-
vectors of Amax-

Proof. (1) It is a well-known fact of the spectrum of compact operators.



MINIMAL COMPACT OPERATORS, SUBDIFFERENTIAL AND SDP 13

(2) Equality (3.17) holds since for any A eigenvalue of A and v € Sy, v # 0, Av = Apax(A)v and
(Av, vy = A{v,v) € R. Then,

A
Amax(A) = max{\ € R : Jv € H such that Av = \v} = max {<< U’? SVE H} = m\aX<Ah Jhy.
v, v 1
(3.18) follows from the equality (Ah,h) = tr(Ahh*), and (3.19) is due to Lemma 3, since
maximizing a linear function (the trace) over a set gives the same result as maximizing it over
its convex hull.

(3) By (3.17), if A, Be K(H)** and ¢ € [0, 1], then
Amax(tA+ (1 —=t)B) = max {(tA+ (1 =t)B)h,h) = max [t (Ah,hy + (1 —t) (Bh, h)]

tmax (Ah,h) + (1 —1t) max <Bh h>

= tAmax(A) + (1 — t) Anax(B).
Therefore, A\pax : K(H)*® — R is a convex function. On the other hand, A« is bounded above
on a neighborhood of A = A* (since Apax(A) < [|A| < o0 for all A e B(H)), so by [9] (Prop.

2.2.6 and 2.3.6), A\yax is Lipschitz near A and regular.
(4) The first equality is evident, since any Y > 0, such that F.Y = YFE, and tr(Y) = 1 can be

written as
S
Y = > aiqq”,
i=1

where > a; = 1, a; = 0 for every i, and {¢;}{_, is an orthonormal basis of the eigenspace
Smax Of A, If Apax(A) # 0, then s < oo and we can define Quax = [¢1|g2]...|¢s] and R =
Diag ({a;}5_,) € M"(C), such that

Y QmaxR Qmax

N

For Apax : K(H)** — R, it can be defined the subdifferential at A € K(H)**, using (3.9), as
(3.23) OAmax(A) ={Y € B1(H)** : Apax(B) — Amax(A) = Re tr(Y(B — A)),¥ Be K(H)*},
In the next result, we obtain more useful expressions of O\ ay.

Proposition 6. If A€ K(H)*", Maz(A) = Anax(A) has multiplicity s > 1 and Dg,,,, is as in (3.20),
then the subdifferential of Apmax(A) is the set

(324) a)\max(A) = Dsmax
= {YeB(H)"™:Y>0,EY =YE,, tnY) =1},

where Ey is the orthogonal projection onto the eigenspace of Amax(A). In particular, if Apax(A) # 0,
then

(3.25) OAmax(A) = {Qmax s Qrax + Ils € Msh((c)a Ry = 0,tr(R;) = 1},
where the columns of Qumax form an orthonormal basis of eigenvectors for Apax.

Proof. As a consequence of (3.18), the subdifferential of A, at A can be expressed as
OMmax(A) = co{qq™ : Aq = Anax(A)q and ||¢| = 1}.

Then the formulations of dAp.x(A) in (3.24) and (3.25) follow directly from (3.21) and (3.22), respec-
tively.
UJ
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Definition 3. Let X and Y be Banach spaces. A function F : X — Y is strictly differentiable at x € X
if there exists a continuous linear operator from X to Y, denoted by DsF(x), such that

(3.26) lim F(2' +tv) — F(2)

' >z, t—0t t

= Re tr(DsF(z),v),

for every v e X. The operator DsF(x) is the strict differential of F at x.

Lemma 4. Let ¢o(R) = cq be the space of real sequences that converge to 0 and
(3.27) A(z) = Ag + Diag(z) = Ag + Z TRexer,
jeN
be an affine function with Ag € K(H)** fized and x € c.
(1) For every k,
0A

. %
oo () = egeg.

and A(+) is a smooth function
(2) A:co— K(H)* is strictly differentiable at x and

D A(z) = Y wrexel = Diag(z) € D(K(H)™),

jeN

where DA is the map defined in (3.26).
(3) DsA:co— K(H)* satisfies that its adjoint DsA* : K(H)** — ¢y, is

D;A(C) = Diag(C) = Diag ({(Ce;, €:)},oy) » for every C e K(H)*.

Proof. The proof of item 1 is direct, since each partial derivative of A is a constant function. Then, for
every x € ¢g the differential D A is

D A(z) = Y xrexe} = Diag (z) € D(K(H)™).

jeN

Additionally, if A is a smooth function, then it is strictly differentiable ([9], p. 32) and D A(x) is the
strict derivative of A at x. The adjoint D;A* : K(H)** — ¢, fulfills

D,A*(C)x = Re tr(C*D;A(z)), V C e K(H)*, V x € .

*

Then, for each E;; = €ie;

and for every C' € K(H)** and e;
DSA*(C)GZ = Re tI‘(CDSA(GZ)) = C“

Basically, D;A* is the pinching operator, which extracts the main diagonal of every C' € K (H )** (respect
on the orthonormal prefixed basis {e;}cy of H), that is

D,A*(C) = Diag(C) = Diag ({(Ce;, e} 1on,)

We are now in position to state one of the the main results of this subsection.
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Theorem 5. Let A\pax : K(H)* — R and A : ¢g — R be the functions defined in (3.16) and (3.27),
respectively. Consider the composition map Amax © A : cg = R, given by Apax © A(x) = Anax(A(z)). Let
s be the multiplicity of Amax(A(x)) and Syax the eigenspace of Apax(A(z)).

Then, the subdifferential of Amax(A(z)) at x € ¢y is

0 (Amax(A(2))) = Diag (Ds,..)
(3.28) = Diag(0Amax(A()))
= MSnax;

where mg,, is the moment of the eigenspace Smax (see (3.1)).
In particular, if Apax(A(z)) # 0

(3.29) O (Amax(A(2))) = Diag ({Qmax(2) RsQmax(2)* : Ry € M (C), Ry = 0, tr(R) = 1}),
where the columns of Qumax () form an orthonormal set of eigenvectors for Apax(A(x)).

Proof. Let x € cg. As it was proved in Lemma 4, A(z) is a smooth function and, particularly, strictly
differentiable at x. Furthermore, by Proposition 5, A\yax is convex, Lipschitz near A(x) and regular (in
the sense of Definition 2). Therefore, by Theorem 2.3.10 (Chain rule) and Remark 2.3.11 in [9],

O (Amax(A(2))) = 0 (Amax © A) (2) = DA*0Xax(A(2)),
where DA* is the adjoint of DA. By Lemma 4, DA* : K(H)** — ¢, fulfills that
DA*(C') = Diag(C') = Diag ({{Ce;, €;)},cn) -
By (3.24),
OAmas(A(2)) = D = (V(#) € By(H) : Y(2) 2 0, B, Y (1) = Y(2) Ey, n(Y(2)) = 1},
Combining the above,
8 Ov(A(2))) = Ding (A A(2))) = Ding (Ds,...) = ms.

where the last equality is due to Proposition 3.
On the other hand, if A\pa(A(z)) # 0, by (3.25)

Omax(A(@)) = {Qmax(7) RsQmax(2)* : Ry € ML (C), R, = 0, tx(R,) = 1},

where s is the multiplicity of Apax(A(x)), and the columns of Quax(x) form an orthonormal set of
eigenvectors for Ayax (7). In this case, we obtain the following equality

O(Amax (A(7))) = DA*OAmax(A(z)) = Diag{Qmax RsQfax : Rs € M (C), Ry = 0,tr(R;) = 1}.

max

Corollary 2. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5, the following formula holds
OAmax () = {v € o : v, = tr (RsQmax () exer Qmax()) , Yk € N}.
Proof. By the mentioned Theorem and its proof, any v € dApax(2)
v = Diag(Qmax(2) RsQmax (1)),

where Ry, € M!(C), R, > 0, tr(R,) = 1 and the columns of Quax(7) form an orthonormal set of
eigenvectors for Ayax(x). Then, the coordinates of v are

Vg = (Qmax(x)Rstax(x)*>kk = tr (Qmax(x)Rstax(x>*€kez> = tr (Rstax(x>*ek€ZQmax(x>> .
for every k € N. O
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Recently, in [21], the author gave the following explicit expression for the subdifferential of the
operator norm of A € B(H) such that dist(A, K(H)) < ||A],

(3.30) J|A| =c0 {uv* : u,ve H, Au = |A|v and |u| = |v|| = 1},

where the closure of the convex hull o is in the operator norm.

When A(z) is compact self-adjoint but not semi-definite, we obtain analogous results as Lemma 2
and Remark 1, since A\pax(A(z)) and Apin(A(z)) are real eigenvalues of A(x) with finite multiplicity.
We compile these facts in the next proposition and we omit the proof, which is similar to the matricial
case (see Lemma 2 and Remark 1).

Proposition 7. Let A(z) = Ag + Diag(x), with Ag € K(H)** and x € ¢y, be such that A(x) is such that
Amin(A(2)) < 0 < Apax(A(x)). Then the following properties hold.

(1) If Apin(A(2)) is the minimum eigenvalue of A(x) and Sy, its corresponding eigenspace, then

(3.31) O(Amin(A(2))) = \pin(x) = —ms, ..
(2) The equivalent expression of equation (3.30) in this case is
(3.32) 0 (J|A(z)|)) = co{uu™® : A(z)u = ||A(x)||u and |u| = 1}.
(3) Considering (3.31) and (3.32), it is evident that
OAmax(A(z)) if [A@)] = Amax(A(z))
o(JA@)]) = Amin(A(2)) if [A@)] = =Amin(A(2)) = [Amin(A(2))|
€0 (Omax(A(@)) U OAmin(A(2)))  if |A(@)] = =Amin(A(2)) = Amax(A(2)

)-
Proposition 8. Let K € K(H)** be such that K < 0, with dim(ker(K)) = o and Y,Z € B1(H) that
satisfy Y Pg, =Y, ZPaw) =42,Y 20, Z >0, tr(Y) tr(Z) = 1 and Diag(Y') = Diag(Z). Then

A=K+ mI 15 a minimal operator.

Proof. Observe that K < 0 implies that —Apin (/) = [Apin(K)| = | K| and hence Sy, (k) = S—|x]-
Now consider the spectral projection Py, . (k) = P|x| on the eigenspace Sy, .. (k) = S—|k| correspond-

ing to the eigenvalue A, (K) = || K| and the orthogonal projection onto the kernel of K denoted by

Prex(ic)- Note that then A = —|K|P_jx + R+ ”%”[ with R orthogonal to P_x|. Hence we can obtain

the following equalities

e (v (100 I o (v B3 o (e )
(i) -1
2 2
(3.34) tr(ZA) = tr (ZK + %2) <ZPker(K)K L ) <0 L ) _ &)

min (K)

(3.33)

2 2

Now consider X = Z5* € Bi(H) with null diagonal, and deﬁne ¥ in the dual of B(H) as (W) =

tr(XW). Then 1 satisfies
e (X D) = 0 for every diagonal operator D since Diag(X) = 0,
o Y(A) = itr (ZK+ ”%”Z) — $tr (YK+ @Y) =1 <”£2” — (—”%”)) = H% = |A|, where we
have used (3.33) and (3.34), and
. |1 X = tr(|X]) = tr ('7') = —tr (22 -YZ—2zY +Y?*)'?)

1 1
= Str (22 +Y?*)?) = Fr(Z+Y) =1



MINIMAL COMPACT OPERATORS, SUBDIFFERENTIAL AND SDP 17

where we have used that Y and Z act on orthogonal subspaces.

This proves that v is a witness of the minimality of A with respect to the diagonal operators, and hence
A is minimal (see Section 5 and in particular Proposition 5.1 of [20] and Remark 9 of [7]). O

Example 1. We describe here a concrete case where Proposition 8 can be applied. Given h € H,

|h| = 1, consider the rank one and hence compact operator K = —hh* < 0 with |hj|*> < & and h; # 0

forall j e N. Then A = K+ %I is minimal as can also be proved using Theorem 8(2) since A is minimal

if and only if —A 1s.
Now we can prove a similar result as that obtained in Theorem 4 for matrices.

Theorem 6. Let A(x) = Ay + Diag(z), with Ay € K*(H) and x € ¢y such that A (A(z)) =
—Amin(A(x)). Then, the following statements are equivalent,

(1) 0 o A()]).

(2) 0 € OAmax(A(x)) + OAmin(A(2)).

(3) mg,.. N"Mms,.. # &, where Spax and Smin are the eigenspaces of Amax(A(x)) and Amin(A(2)),
respectively.

(4) W ({Psmaxeze’:kpsmax}il) A W ({PSmineiejpsmin };il) # {(07 et 07 e )}

(5) There exists m € N, concrete C*-isomorphisms Us, .. : Maim(Smw) — PsmaxB(H)Ps,,.. and
Uspin © Maims,n) — PsninB(H)Ps,,. (for example, as defined in Proposition 10 and subsec-
tion 5.1 of [6])), matrices {B;}jL, < Mdlm(SmaX)( ) and {C}7L, < M(’}lm( ) (C) with B; =
US_’H}&X (Psmax ]6] PSmax)’ C] USmin(PSmlnej jPSmln) SUCh that

W({B;}jz) n WHC L) # {(0,..., 0)}.
(6) A(x) is minimal.

Proof. The equivalences (3) < (4) < (5) < (6) have already been proved in [6, Proposition 12 and
Theorem 4].
(1)=(3) If 0 € 0| A(x)|| and Apax(A(7)) = —Amin(A(z)), then using Proposition 7,

)
0 € co (OAmax(A(2)) U OX(A(2))) = €0 (Mg U —Msy,)

and with the same steps used on the proof of the (1)<(3) equivalence in Theorem 4 follows that
Mg, N Ms... # &. The converse can be proved similarly.
To prove (2)<>(3) we can use the formulas 0. (A(z)) = msmax and OAmin(A(z)) = —mg,_, proved in

Theorem 5 and Proposition 7. Then it is trivial that mg,, nms_, # ifand only it 0 € mg, . —ms_ . =
OAmax(A(z)) + 0Amin(A(2)). O

Remark 2. Observe that item (5) of Theorem 6 allows the use of joint numerical ranges of finite
self-adjoint matrices to decide the minimality of the compact operator.

4. MINIMIZING DIAGONALS FOR RANK ONE SELF-ADJOINT OPERATORS

Any rank-one self-adjoint (compact) operator R € B(H )** is a positive scalar multiple of an orthogonal
projection hh* € B(H) with h € H and |h| = 1. Then, Dy is a minimizing diagonal of hh* if and only
if rDg is a minimizing diagonal of rhh* = R. In this subsection we will describe explicitly diagonals
Dy € B(H) (in a fixed orthonormal basis £ = {e;}je; of H) such that |hh* + Dy| < |hh* + D|, for
every diagonal (with respect to E) D € B(H). We will call them minimizing diagonals of hh* in the
E basis. We can suppose that |h;| > 0, Vj and for numerable j, since otherwise we can work in a
closed subspace of H. In this context (hq, ha, ..., hy,...) € H, with h; denotes the coordinates of h in
the fixed orthogonal basis E. As mentioned, the results can be easily translated to general rank-one
self-adjoint operators.
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Let us consider h € H with |h| = 1 and the rank one projection hh* € B(H). We will explicitly
describe diagonals Dy € B(H) (in a fixed orthonormal basis E = {e;};e; of H) such that |hh* 4+ Dy <
|hh* + D|, for every diagonal (with respect to E) D € B(H). We will call them minimizing diagonals of
hh* in the E basis. We can suppose that |h;| > 0, Vj and for numerable j, since otherwise we can work
in a closed subspace of H. In this context (hy, ho,..., hy,...) € H, with h; denotes the coordinates of
h in the fixed orthogonal basis E.

The following is a slight generalization of the sufficient part of [1, Theorem 2.2] and its proof follows
the same idea.

Lemma 5. Let A be a C*-algebra, B < A a C*-subalgebra, H a Hilbert space and p : A — B(H) a
representation of A, and there exists £ € H, |€|%4 = 1, Z € A such that {p(Z)¢, p(D)E) = 0 VD € B,
p(Z*Z)6 = | Z|*€ then
|Z| < |Z+ D| ,vD € B.
That is, Z is a minimal element with respect to B.
Proof. Observe that for every D € B
|Z + D|* = (p(Z + D)¢, p(Z + D)E)

= (p(2)€, p(2)€) + (p(Z)€, p(D)E) + {p(D)E, p(Z)E) + {p(D)E, p(D)E)

= (p(2)€,p(2)§) = p(Z)*p(2)€,&) = (p(Z7Z)&. &)

= 2], & = |1Z)?
and therefore ||Z|| < |Z + D|VD € B. O

We include here a result adapted to our needs.

Lemma 6. Let Z be an operator of B(H), and & € Bo(H) (a Hilbert-Schmidt operator) with tr(§*€) = 1
such that Z*Z§& = ||Z|%¢, tr(ZE(DE)*) = tr(Z&€*D*) = 0, YD € Diag(B(H)) (the algebra of diagonal
operators in a fized basis), then

|Z|| < |Z + D|, VD € Diag(B(H)).
Proof. The proof is also motivated in the previous lemma.
|Z + D|| = tr (Z+ D) ((Z + D)E)*) = tr(Z*ZEE* + ZEC*D* + DEE*Z* + D* DEE™)
= t1(Z7ZE€7) + 0 + 0 + tr(D*€€™) = te(Z27Z€€7) = tr(| Z)°¢€¥) = [ Z]*te(e€™) = | 2]
for all D € Diag(B(H)). O

The next result follows directly from [15, Theorem 9] and [5, Theorem 2]. We state it here for the
sake of clarity.

Theorem 7. Let T € B(H)** described as an infinite matriz by (T;;), oy in a fived basis. Suppose that
T satisfies that

a) there exists jo € N satisfying Tj, ;, = 0, with T}, , # 0, for all n # jo,
b) if TV is the operator T with zero in its joth-column and joth-row then
ok (D)) = [T
(where ||col;,(T')| denotes the Hilbert norm of the joth-column of T'), and
c) {coly,(T),cn(T)) =0 for each n e N, n # jo.
Then,
(1) [T = [[eolsy (T)]]
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(2) T is minimal, that is

IT| = inf HT + D| = inf T+ D|,
DeDiag(B(H DeDiag(K (H))

and D = Diag ({Tnn}neN) 18 the umque bounded minimal diagonal operator for T.

Next, we introduce equivalent conditions for a rank one orthogonal projector in B(H) to achieve
minimality.
Theorem 8. Let h be an element of H with |h|a =1 and h = (hy, ha, ..., hy,...) in a fized basis E of
H. Then,
(1) if there exists jo such that |hj,|* > 1/2 then
hh* — Diag(1 — |hjo %, o, 1= |hg % [hjo |25 1 = R %, .. .) =
= hh* + (|h]0|2 - 1)[ + (1 - 2|hjo| ) €50 € ]0
is a minimal matriz and s unique iof h;y # 0 Vj.
(2) and if |h;|* < 1/2 for every j then Dy = —%I is a minimizing diagonal for hh*. Moreover, if
h; # 0 Vj, then this minimizing diagonal is unique (see also Corollary 3).
Proof. Recall that the diagonal of hh* € H is Diag(hh*) = {|hi|?, |ha|?, ..., |hal?, ...} and hh* is a
trace class positive operator (a projection or rank one) with tr(hh*) = 3. |h;|* = 1 and hence a
Hilbert-Schmidt operator with |hh*|o = tr(hh*(hh*)*) = tr(hh*) = 1. We would also consider that the
indexes j belong to N although they could be finite in which case the proof is similar. We would also

suppose that the coordinates h; # 0 for all j € N since otherwise the entire j-th row and column of hh*
must be null and we can reorder the basis and take those j away.

1) We will use Theorem 7 to prove that under the hypothesis |h;,|[* > 1/2 the infinite matrix
( p yp o
m = hh* + (|h]0|2 - 1)[ + (1 - 2|hjo| ) €50 € ]0
is minimal. The diagonal of m is
Jo

Diag(m> :(|h1|2+|h’j0|2_1 ) |h2|2+|hj0|2_17"'7 0 7|hj0+1|2+|h'j0|2_17--'>'
Observe first that if & # jo, since 3 |h;[* = 1, then my = [he|> + |hj|* — 1 = —(1 — [Iy]* —
hjol?) = = X 1417 and that my, jo = [hjo|* + ([hj|* — 1) + (1 = 2[hy[*) = 0. With these
elements in the diagonal a direct computation shows that the columns col,(m) and col;,(m) are
orthogonal for k # jy (the elements of the diagonal were chosen for this purpose).

Now consider the rank one operator p,(fh) — plo) (h(jo))* where hU0) equals h except in the j,

entry where there is a zero. Then its spectrum is o <p§f°)) = {0,]|R9)2} = {0,1 — |, |*} and

hence using functional calculus o (p(” (|hjo)> = DI J°)> = {|hj|?> — 1,0}, where IU0) is the

identity matrix with a 0 in the jo, jo entry. Hence, denoting with col;,(m) the jo-column of m,

we have that
I = o + (Al = IO = 1= Ay [2 = 4/1 = g2 /1 = 1y,
I |hj0|2|hj0| = HCOljo(m)H

where we used that /1 — |h;[2 < |hj,| & 1/2 < |h;|* and that colj,(m) = h;,h) then

oLy (m)l| = Ao 1RV = Thjo |y /3554 [hil? = A/1 = TRy 2.
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Therefore, considering that coly(m) L colj,(m) for k # jo and that |[mU)| < |col;,(m)]|
(see (4.1)) hold and Theorem 7 we can conclude that m is a minimal matrix. Hence Diag(1 —
\hio 12, 1= [hjol?, [ |2, 1 — |hyel?, - . ) 1s the closest diagonal to hh* if h; # 0 for all j.

(2) This item could be proved using Proposition 8 but we include here a proof using other techniques
regarding this special case. First we will show that there exists an element k € (span{h})" ¢ H
such that |h;| = |k;| ¥j € N. This can be done considering an infinite polygon in the C plane
with sides |h;|? that starts and ends in (0,0). This can be constructed if and only if |h;|* < 1/2,
Vj € N. Then define a collection of angles —7/2 < 6; < 7/2, for j € N, of the corresponding sides
of length |h;|? with respect to the positive real axis required in order to obtain the mentioned
closed polygon. With these notations we obtain that

e |h? =0
jeN
since the origin is where the polygon ends. Now, if h; = |h;|e’®, for j € N, we have that
(4.2) 0= e nyl* = > e |hyle =D |hy| = (o k)
jeN jeN
for k=3 cn 1hy le=i®i~e)e;. Hence k € (span{h})", satisfies that |k;| = |h;| Vj € N and hence
[]* = ZjeN|k # = Djen Ihs* = 1.

Then hh* is a rank one projector with eigenvectors h and k with corresponding eigenvalues 1
and 0 (hh*h = h and hh*k = h(k,h) = 0). Then the operator Z = hh* — I has eigenvalues 1
and ’71 with corresponding eigenvectors h and k (where I € B(H) denotes the identity operator).

Now consider the operator Z = hh*—1I. Observe that the diagonal of Z is (|hq|*—1/2, |ho|* —
1/2,...,|ha|> = 1/2,...) in the fixed basis and that if we choose & = %(hh* + kk*) then
Z¢ = ;% (hh* — kk*) and Z*Z¢ = ZZ¢ = (3)*75(hh* + kk*) = | Z|*¢. Moreover, using
that Z§2 = 1(hh* — kk*) and that the diagonal of hh* — kk* is null, follows that tr(Z£(DE)*) =
tr(Z¢2D*) = ftr((hh*—kk*)D*) = 0. Now we can apply Lemma 6 with our defined Z = hh*—41
and ¢ = %(hh* + kk*) to prove that Z is a minimal operator with respect to Diag(B(H)).

O

Remark 3. Note that the minimizing diagonals for a rank one operator, as stated in Theorem 8, are
bounded but not compact.

Next we show that the uniqueness of the minimizing diagonal fails if h has any zero coordinate.

Corollary 3. Let h € H such that |h;| < 1/2 for all j € N, and suppose that there exists jo € N such
that h;, = 0. Then, hh* + %ejoe;"o are minimal operators.

Proof. By item 2 of Theorem 8, —31 is a minimizing diagonal for hh* and |hh* — 31| = 5. Now consider
hh* + 1 2€jo€j,» With h as in the hypothems Then,

H <hh + G ]0) ol = ’C’ <hh + 5Cin® ]0)
and for each j # jo,

1
o (10 + geaes )| - \/|hj|4 S Ihgf2lhel2 = Al + g1 — s 2) = Iy <

k#j

1
hh* + —e; e*

S Jo ]0

(\V]

DO | —
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1 * 1 *
C; (hh 200 ) 1 C; (hh §6J06Jo)

for every j # jo. Then, by Corollary 6.3 in [4],
’ 1

Cjo(hh + 56]0 jO)
therefore hh* + % 1€j, are minimal operators. O

Also, observe that

1
5630 Jo

e +

The following is a related result with a different approach that provides conditions under which a
diagonal matrix D is minimal related to a rank-one operator.

Lemma 7. Let h € H such that |h| =1 and D € D(B(H)**). If there exists jo € N such that
(1) [hh* = D|| = [[(hh* = D)ejo|| = |Cjy(hh* — D).
(2) 1hjol* = Dijojo-
Then, hh* — D is minimal with C;(hh* — D) L C;,(hh* — D) for every j # jo.
Moreover, if hj # 0 for all j € N, then D is the unique minimizing diagonal and its entries are defined
as

(4.3) Djj = |hy|* = hshjo (1 = |1;*), for every j # jo.
Proof. The minimality of hh* — D is a direct consequence of Lemma 6.1 in [4], since
(Ah* = D)jogo = |hjol* = Djo o = 0.

Moreover, if ¢;,(hh* — D); = (hh* — D);;, # 0 for all j # jo, then hh* — D has a unique minimizing
diagonal defined by

<Cj(hh* — D)5, cjo(hh* — D)3>
(hh* = D)jjq

(hh* — D)J,] = — ) fOI'j # jOa

where ¢, (X); € H © gen{e;} is the element obtained after taking off the I"* entry of ¢, (X) € H. Then,
for 7 # jo

_<cj(hh* — D)s, cj(hh* — D);>

(hh* — D);; =
7 (hh* = D); o
[hil* = Dy = Y halPhih, + Ry, (1higl* = Digsio)
i#]
hi1* =Dy = > [hal*hshy,
i#]
Dj; = |hg[> = |hil*hhy,
i#]
Dj; = |hl* = hhs, (1 = |
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