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THE INTERMEDIATE VALUE THEOREM FOR LINEAR

TRANSFORMATIONS

RUBEN A. MARTINEZ-AVENDAÑO

Abstract. If a real-valued function is continuous on a real interval and it
takes on two different values, then it will also take any value in between those
two, by the Intermediate Value Theorem. It is not immediately clear what
would be a natural generalization for functions whose domain and range are
in higher-dimensional Euclidean spaces. In this article, we analyze this prob-
lem, by first arriving at what we think is the appropriate question to ask,
and then restricting to linear transformations. Then we show a class of linear
transformations for which we can give a natural generalization of the Interme-
diate Value Theorem. It turns out that this characterization has been studied
before, both in numerical analysis and linear programming.

1. Introduction

In a real analysis course we usually are taught the following very important
theorem:

Intermediate Value Theorem. Let f : I ⊆ R → R be a continuous function on

an interval I. Assume there are values y0, y1 ∈ f(I), with y0 < y1. If y0 6 y 6 y1,

then y ∈ f(I). In fact, if y0 = f(x0) and y1 = f(x1), there exists x between x0 and

x1 such that f(x) = y.

Now, what happens if the domain is a subset of Rn? Suppose that we have a
continuous function f : D ⊆ R

n → R and assume D is path-connected (i.e., any
two points in D can be joined by a curve contained in D). Clearly, if the function
f takes the values c, d ∈ R , then it must take any value between c and d. Indeed,
assume x0, x1 ∈ D satisfy f(x0) = c and f(x1) = d and, without loss of generality,
that c < d. Let γ : [0, 1] → D be a continuous function (a “curve”) such that
γ(0) = x0 and γ(1) = x1. Then f ◦ γ satisfies the hypothesis of the Intermediate
Value Theorem and hence, for every a ∈ [c, d] there exists t∗ ∈ [0, 1], such that
(f ◦ γ)(t∗) = a. In other words, there exists x∗ := γ(t∗) ∈ D “between” x0 and x1

such that f(x∗) = a. Thus, for continuous real-valued functions on path-connected
subsets of Rn, an Intermediate Value Theorem holds.1

What we would like to explore here, in some sense, is the meaning of “between”
in the previous paragraph. Yes, x∗ is in a path that joins x0 and x1, but it seems
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an exaggeration to call this behaviour as being “between” two points. Fortunately,
there is a natural partial order in R

n which we can use: let x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn)
and y = (y1, y2, . . . , yn) in R

n; we say that x 6 y if xj 6 yj for each j = 1, 2, . . . , n.
With this partial order, it is natural to ask the following question:

Question 1. Let f : D ⊆ R
n → R

m be a continuous function on a path-connected

set D. Assume that y0 and y1 are in f(D). Given y ∈ R
m with y0 6 y 6 y1, is it

true that y ∈ f(D)?

The answer to this question is clearly no. For example, if f : R → R
2 is defined

as f(t) = (t, t), then clearly f(0) = (0, 0) 6 (2, 3) 6 (5, 5) = f(5), but (2, 3) is not
in the range of f .

What if the domain and codomain coincide? The answer is still no. For example,
let f : R2 → R

2 be defined as f(x, y) = (x2 + y2, 2xy). Then, since (0, 0) 6 (2, 3) 6
(5, 4), and since f(0, 0) = (0, 0) and f(1, 2) = (5, 4), we would expect that (2, 3) is
also in the image of f . But it is not, since the equations x2 + y2 = 2 and 2xy = 3
have no simultaneous solution.

In the latter example, the only vectors (a, b) with (0, 0) 6 (a, b) 6 (5, 4) that
belong to the image of f are those for which a > b. Thus it seems that characterizing
the functions for which the answer to the above question is affirmative might be
hard, since the range of these continuous functions might be quite complicated (as
opposed to the range of continuous real-valued functions on intervals, which are
always intervals). So, perhaps we ought to ask the following question instead.

Question 2. Let f : D ⊆ R
n → R

m be a continuous function on a path-connected

set D. Let x0 and x1 ∈ D, with x0 6 x1; set y0 := f(x0) and y1 := f(x1) and

assume y0 6 y1. Given y ∈ f(D) with y0 6 y 6 y1 is there a vector x ∈ D with

f(x) = y, and x0 6 x 6 x1?

Unfortunately, the answer to this question is also negative. Consider the con-
tinuous function g : R

2 → R
2 given by g(x, y) = (x2 − y2, 2xy). Observe that

g(0, 0) = (0, 0), that g(7, 1) = (48, 14), that (0, 0) 6 (5, 12) 6 (48, 14) and that
the only solutions of g(x, y) = (5, 12), namely (3, 2) and (−3,−2), do not satisfy
(0, 0) 6 (x, y) 6 (7, 1). Hence, given (0, 0) and (48, 14), there exists a point, namely
(5, 12) in between f(0, 0) = (0, 0) and f(7, 1) = (48, 14) such that none of the points
(x, y) satisfying f(x, y) = (5, 12) lie in between (0, 0) and (7, 1). Hence the answer
to the question above is also negative.

Maybe the function above is “too complicated”? 2 What if we try linear func-
tions? In what follows, we intend to answer Question 2 for linear transformations.

2. Linear Transformations: Questions

Let us see what happens if we consider linear functions, so assume T : Rn → R
m

is a linear transformation. As it is usual, we will identify such a linear transfor-
mation T with its m × n matrix A (with respect to the canonical bases) so that
T (x) = Ax; from now on we will speak of the matrix A instead of the linear trans-
formation T . We should point out that elements in Euclidean space are thought
of as column vectors, so that we can multiply them by matrices; in order to avoid
cumbersome spacing in this text if v is a row vector, we write vT to denote its
transpose, a column vector.

2It is not: the astute reader will notice that g is the complex-valued function g(z) = z2.
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As we saw in the previous section, Question 1 is false even for linear transfor-
mations (see the example right after Question 1). As we mentioned before, one of
the problems here is the range of a linear transformation. Let us examine this in
more detail. Let x = (x1, x2, . . . , xm)T and y = (y1, y2, . . . , ym)T be vectors in R

m

with xk < yk for each k. Consider the set

Z := {z ∈ R
m | x 6 z 6 y}.

In order to answer Question 1, we need to decide if sets like Z are contained in
the range of A. But, with the conditions imposed on x and y above, the set Z

contains an open set in R
m. Since the range of a linear tranformation is a vector

subspace, and the only subspace of Rm that contains nontrivial open sets is R
m

itself, it follows that if Z is contained in the range of A, it must be the case that
A is surjective. Hence, unless A is surjective, there will be vectors z ∈ Z which
are not in the range of A. One can get around this issue by requiring some of the
coordinates of x and y to be equal, but that seems too restrictive.3 Since we do not
want to restrict the choices of x 6 y, and since if we require A to be surjective then
the answer to Question 1 is trivially affirmative, we will forget about Question 1
and instead focus on Question 2, which we rephrase now for linear transformations.

Question 3. Let A be an m × n real matrix. Let x0 and x1 ∈ R
n with x0 6 x1;

set y0 := Ax0 and y1 := Ax1 and assume that y0 6 y1. Given y in the range of A

with y0 6 y 6 y1, is there a vector x ∈ R
n with Ax = y, and x0 6 x 6 x1?

Let us examine the above question. Let

A =

(

4 3
1 1

)

.

Observe that the matrix A is invertible and hence surjective. Clearly, A(0, 0)T =
(0, 0)T and A(3, 1)T = (15, 4)T. Now, consider the vector (10, 3) ∈ R

2: clearly
(0, 0) 6 (10, 3) 6 (15, 4) but the only solution of the equation Ax = (10, 3)T is
x = (1, 2) which does not lie between (0, 0) and (3, 1). So, Question 3 is false in
this case.

Let us examine another example. Let

A =

(

1 0 1
0 1 1

)

.

Consider the vectors x0 = (0, 0, 0)T and x1 = (1, 6, 3)T. Set y0 := Ax0 = (0, 0)T

and y1 := Ax1 = (4, 9)T. Consider the vector y = (3, 1)T. Indeed,

(0, 0) 6 (3, 1) 6 (4, 9)

and since A is surjective there are certainly solutions to the equation A(x, y, z)T =
(3, 1)T. All solutions to the equation A(x, y, z)T = (3, 1)T are of the form (3− t, 1−
t, t)T, for t ∈ R. But there is no real value of t for which

0 6 3− t 6 1,

0 6 1− t 6 6,

0 6 t 6 3.

3One can show that for m > 2, if there exists a unique k∗ such that xk∗ = yk∗ , then Z

is contained in a nontrivial subspace of R
m if and only if xk∗ = 0. If x and y have s equal

coordinates, with s > 2, then Z is contained in an (m − s)–dimensional subspace of Rm without
any further conditions on the values of the coordinates.
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and hence there is no vector (x, y, z) ∈ R
3 such that (0, 0, 0) 6 (x, y, z) 6 (1, 6, 3)

and A(0, 0, 0)T 6 A(x, y, z)T 6 A(1, 6, 3)T.
Hence Question 3 is false for this matrix. But perhaps this example gives a

clue to what is a better question to ask. Indeed, notice that if we start with the
inequality

(0, 0) 6 (3, 1) 6 (4, 9),

but we consider the vector (3, 8, 1)T (instead of the vector (1, 6, 3)T) we also obtain
A(3, 8, 1)T = (4, 9)T. In this case we have that A(3, 1, 0)T = (3, 1)T and indeed,
(0, 0, 0) 6 (3, 1, 0) 6 (3, 8, 1), as desired.

So, let us rephrase our question once again, by focusing on the vectors on the
range of A, instead of starting with vectors in the domain.

Question 4. Let A be an m× n real matrix and let y0 and y1 ∈ R
m, both in the

range of A such that y0 6 y1. Given y in the range of A with y0 6 y 6 y1, is it

true that there exists x0, x and x1 ∈ R
n with Ax0 = y0, Ax = y, and Ax1 = y1,

and such that x0 6 x 6 x1?

As the reader will have observed by now, in the questions above we require
x0 6 x 6 x1. The case x1 6 x 6 x0 can be dealt with similarly, as we point out at
the end of this article. In the next section, we attempt to answer Question 4.

3. Linear Transformations: Answers

Before trying to answer Question 4, we need to make a couple of observations.
The reader will have noticed by now that we have taken x0 = 0, the zero vector, in
all the examples in the previous section. The reason for that should be clear after
the following two propositions. In the first one, we show that when considering
Question 4 above for only one inequality, we may assume one side of the inequality
equals zero. In the second proposition, we will show that this is in fact equivalent
to the inequalities in Question 4.

Proposition 1. Let A be an m × n matrix. The following two statements are

equivalent.

(1) If Ax1 6 Ax2, then there exist vectors x′

1 and x′

2 such that Ax1 = Ax′

1,

Ax2 = Ax′

2, and x′

1 6 x′

2.

(2) If 0 6 Ax, then there exists a vector x′ such that Ax = Ax′, and 0 6 x′.

Proof. Let start by proving that (1) implies (2). Assume 0 6 Ax. Then, A0 6 Ax.
But (1) implies that there exists vectors z1 and z2 such that Az1 = A0 = 0,
Az2 = Ax and z1 6 z2. Setting x′ := z2−z1 > 0 we obtain the desired conclusion,
since Ax′ = A(z2 − z1) = Az2 = Ax and 0 6 x′.

We now show that (2) implies (1). Assume Ax1 6 Ax2. Then we have that
A(x2 − x1) > 0. But then (2) implies that there exists a vector z such that
Az = A(x2 − x1) and 0 6 z. Then, taking x′

2 := x1 + z and x′

1 := x1 gives the
result, since x′

2 − x′

1 = z > 0, since Ax′

1 = Ax1 and since Ax′

2 = A(x1 + z) = Ax2,
as desired. �

It is natural to ask, and perhaps not obvious, if the conditions in the above
proposition hold not only for two inequalities, but for three. It turns out that they
do hold.
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Proposition 2. Let A be an m × n matrix. The following two statements are

equivalent.

(1) If Ax1 6 Ax2, then there exist vectors x′

1 and x′

2 such that Ax1 = Ax′

1,

Ax2 = Ax′

2, and x′

1 6 x′

2.

(2) If Ax1 6 Ax2 6 Ax3, then there exist vectors x′

1, x
′

2, x
′

3 such that Ax1 =
Ax′

1, Ax2 = Ax′

2, Ax3 = Ax′

3 and such that x′

1 6 x′

2 6 x′

3.

Proof. It is obvious that (2) implies (1). So suppose that (1) holds and assume
Ax1 6 Ax2 6 Ax3. Then we have that

A(x2 − x1) > 0 and A(x3 − x2) > 0.

Then, Proposition 1 implies that there exists z2 > 0 and z3 > 0 such that

A(z2) = A(x2 − x1) and A(z3) = A(x3 − x2).

Since clearly
x1 6 x1 + z2 6 x1 + z2 + z3,

it follows that if we set x′

1 := x1, x
′

2 := x1 + z2, and x′

3 := x1 + z2 + z3, then

Ax′

1 = Ax1,

Ax′

2 = A(x1 + z2) = Ax2, and

Ax′

3 = A(x1 + z2 + z3) = Ax2 +A(x3 − x2) = Ax3,

which proves the desired result. �

Hence, to answer question 4, we need to find out for which m × n matrices A

condition (2) of Proposition 1 holds. This leads to the following definition

Definition 3. Let A be an m × n matrix. We say that A is weakly monotone if

for all x ∈ R
n such that 0 6 Ax, there exists a vector x′ such that Ax = Ax′, and

0 6 x′.

It seems that this definition was first given by Ben-Israel and Greville in [2]. The
full characterization of weakly monotone matrices is not easy and it is beyond the
scope of this article (much more information can be found in [1, 8]). Nevertheless,
we will examine a couple of more examples and give a partial characterization.

Let us examine a previous example again. Let

A =

(

1 0 1
0 1 1

)

.

Let us verify that A is weakly monotone. Indeed, let x = (x1, x2, x3)
T such that

Ax > 0. Then

x1 + x3 > 0

x2 + x3 > 0.

But clearly we can choose x′ = (x′

1.x
′

2, x
′

3) with x′ > 0 with x′

1 + x′

3 = x1 + x3 and
with x′

2+x′

3 = x2+x3 (for example, take x′

1 := x1+x3, x
′

2 := x2+x3 and x′

3 := 0)
and hence with Ax = Ax′. Thus A is indeed weakly monotone.

Before we continue talking about weakly monotone matrices, let us state the
following definition which was originally given by Collatz [3] for square matrices.

Definition 4. Let A be an m×n real matrix. We say that A is monotone if 0 6 Ax

implies that 0 6 x.
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Collatz showed that a square matrix is monotone if and only if it is invertible
and its inverse is nonnegative4.

Mangasarian [6] extended the above definition to nonsquare matrices and, fur-
thermore, he showed that a matrix is monotone if and only if A has a nonnegative
left inverse. Of course, if A has a left inverse, then A is injective and, in particular,
m > n.

In what follows, we intend to give a partial characterization of weakly monotone
matrices, using the techniques in [8, 6]. We first start with a famous lemma, whose
proof we include here for the sake of completeness. The proof uses the hyperplane
separating theorem for convex subsets of Euclidean space (see, for example, [5,
p. 510]).

Theorem (Farkas’ Lemma). Let M be an m× n matrix and b ∈ R
m. Then one,

and only one, of the following statements is true.

(1) There exists x ∈ R
n such that Mx = b and x > 0.

(2) There exists y ∈ R
m such that yTM > 0 and yTb < 0.

Proof. Assume (1) does not hold. Let v1,v2, . . . ,vn ∈ R
m be the columns of the

matrix M . Since (1) does not hold, that means the cone generated by the vectors
v1,v2, . . . ,vn, namely

C :=
{

w ∈ R
m | w =

m
∑

k=1

xkvk, xk > 0 for each k
}

does not contain the vector b. Since C is a closed convex set there is a hyperplane
separating b from C. That is, there exists y ∈ R

m, and α ∈ R such that the
hyperplane {w ∈ R

m | yTw = α} separates Rm in two sides, one containing b and
one containing C; in fact, yTb < α and yTw > α for all w ∈ C.

Observe that since 0 ∈ C, we have α < 0 and hence yTb < 0. Since for each λ > 0
and for each k the vector λvk ∈ C we have yTλvk > α; equivalently, yTvk > α

λ
.

Since λ > 0 can be arbitrarily large (and α < 0), this means that yTvk > 0 for all
k. But this is equivalent to yTM > 0. That is, (2) holds.

Now, let us see that (1) and (2) cannot both be true. By contradiction, assume
there exists x ∈ R

n such that Mx = b and x > 0 and there exists y ∈ R
m such

that yTM > 0 and yTb < 0. But then on one hand

yTMx = yTb < 0,

and on the other yTMx > 0, since yTM > 0 and x > 0. This is a contradiction,
and the result follows. �

This allows us to give a sufficient condition for a matrix to be weakly monotone.
Recall an m × n matrix M is called nonnegative, denoted by M > 0, if all of its
entries are nonnegative. Here In and Im denote the identity matrices of size n and
m, respectively.

Proposition 5. Let A be an m× n matrix.

• If m > n, assume there exists an n×m matrix B with BA = In such that

B > 0.

4The anxious reader can try and prove this now: it is not terribly difficult. The patient reader
can prove this after seeing the results ahead
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• If m 6 n, assume there exists an n×m matrix B with AB = Im such that

B > 0.

Then for all x ∈ R
n we have that Ax > 0 implies that there exists x′ ∈ R

m such

that x′ > 0 and Ax = Ax′.

Proof. Assume first that m > n. Let B be an n × m matrix such that BA = In
and B > 0. Let x ∈ R

n such that Ax > 0, then, since B > 0, we have BAx > 0.
But then x > 0, so taking x′ = x finishes this case.

Assume now that m 6 n. Let B be an n ×m matrix such that AB = Im and
B > 0. Let x ∈ R

n and assume b := Ax > 0. If there is no x′ > 0 such that
Ax′ = b, then Farkas’ Lemma implies that there exists y ∈ R

m such that yTA > 0

and yTb < 0. Since B > 0 this implies that yTAB > 0; hence yT > 0. Since
b > 0, this implies yTb > 0, which is a contradiction. This finishes the proof. �

Unfortunately, as we will see later, the above conditions are not necessary. Nev-
ertheless, they are if we give a further condition on A.

Proposition 6. Let A be an m×n matrix of full rank. Assume that for all x ∈ R
n

if we have that Ax > 0 then there exists x′ ∈ R
m such that x′ > 0 and Ax = Ax′.

Then,

• If m > n, then there exists an n × m matrix B with BA = In such that

B > 0.
• If m 6 n, then there exists an n × m matrix B with AB = Im such that

B > 0.

Proof. Assume first that m > n. Since A is of full rank, we have that the rank
of A is n. This means that A is injective. Let ek ∈ R

n be the k-th canonical
vector ek = (0, 0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0)T, with the number 1 in the k-th coordinate. We
claim that, for each k = 1, 2, . . . n, the equation ATx = ek has a solution xk > 0,
xk ∈ R

m; for it not, Farkas’ Lemma would imply that there exist y ∈ R
n such that

yTAT > 0 and yTek < 0. But this is equivalent to saying that Ay > 0 and the
k-th entry of y is negative. But since A is injective, if we set b := Ay, the only
solution to the equation Ax = b is x = y. Since the k-th entry of y is negative, this
contradicts the hypothesis. Therefore, for each k we have that there exists xk > 0

such that
(xk)TA = eTk .

Taking B to be the n × m matrix whose k-th row is the vector (xk)T, gives that
BA = In. Since xk > 0, it follows that B > 0.

Now assume m 6 n. Since A is of full rank, we have that rank of A is m. Hence,
for each k = 1, 2, . . .m, the equation Ax = ek has a solution x ∈ R

n. In fact, by the
hypothesis, one can choose xk > 0, such that Axk = ek. Taking B to be the n×m

matrix whose k-th column is the vector xk, gives that AB = Im. Since xk > 0, it
follows that B > 0, which finishes the proof. �

There is a case in which the above two propositions can be combined into an
easy necessary and sufficient condition as the next corollary states.

Corollary 7. Let A be an 1 × n nonzero matrix. The following conditions are

equivalent:

(1) For all x ∈ R
n if we have that Ax > 0 then there exists x′ ∈ R

m such that

x′ > 0 and Ax = Ax′.
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(2) There exists an n× 1 matrix B with AB = 1 such that B > 0.
(3) The matrix A has at least one positive entry.

Proof. By Propositions 5 and 6, it is clear that (1) is equivalent to (2), since A is
of full rank. That (3) implies (2) is clear: if the k-th entry of A, say ak is positive,
take B to be the n× 1 matrix with 1

ak

on the k-th entry and zeros elsewhere. Now,

assume (2) holds but (3) is not true; that is, all entries of A are nonpositive. But
then, multiplying A by any n × 1 matrix B with B > 0 must give a nonpositive
number, contradicting (2). �

Observe that the corollary above implies that the answer to Question 4 is affir-
mative, for m = 1, if and only if A has a positive entry. This has a nice geometric
interpretation: if we think of the matrix A as a vector in R

n, in order to have an
n× 1 matrix B with AB = 1 and with B > 0, it is necessary and sufficient that the
dot product of the “vector” A with a vector in the first orthant5 of Rn be positive.;
i.e., its angle with a vector in the first orthant of Rn is less than 90 degrees: this is
possible as long as the “vector” A is not in the opposite orthant of the first orthant;
i.e., at least one entry of A is positive (compare with [6, Theorem 1]).

Now there are examples of weakly monotone matrices not of full rank, and hence
we cannot apply Proposition 6 to them. For example, if we let

A =





1 0 1
0 1 1
0 0 0



 ,

then A is of rank 2. An argument similar to the one before Definition 2 shows that
A is weakly monotone, but A cannot have a left or right inverse (in particular, A
is not monotone).

Now, to finish this section, let us briefly explore what can we do to answer
Question 4 if the matrix A is not of full rank. So assume that we are given an
m× n matrix A and a vector b > 0 such that the equation Ax = b has a solution
and we want to find x′ > 0 such that Ax′ = b. Of course, the natural course of
action is to find all solutions to Ax = b and check if we can find a nonnegative one.
The usual procedure is to find an invertible m×m matrix Q such that

QAP =

(

Ik S

0 0

)

,

where P is an n× n permutation matrix, Ik is the k × k identity matrix and S is
a k × (n − k) matrix, and the zero matrices, denoted by 0, are of apropriate sizes
(here k is the rank of A, of course). We should point out that in some cases, there
may be several choices of matrices Q and P (and S).

If Q is a nonnegative matrix, then all works out and hence A is weakly monotone.
Indeed, left multiplying by Q both sides of the equation Ax = b we obtain the
equivalent equation

QAx = Qb, or, equivalently QAPPTx = Qb,

where we are using that PPT = In, since P is a permutation matrix. Since we
know the equation has a solution, it must be that Qb = (b′ | 0)T, for some b′ ∈ R

k

5The first orthant of Rn is the set of vectors x ∈ R
n with x > 0
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and 0 ∈ R
m−k. Furthermore, b′ > 0, since Q and b are nonnegative. But this

implies that if we set PTx = (y | z)T , where y ∈ R
k and z ∈ R

n−k we obtain

(y + Sz | 0)T = Qb = (b′ | 0)T,

and hence y = b′ − Sz. Setting z = 0, gives that PTx = (b′ | 0)T , and hence
x′ = P (b′ | 0)T is the sought-after nonnegative solution.

Let is illustrate this procedure with an example. Let

A =





1 −1 4
−1 2 −3
1 −2 3



 ,

and observe that A(−3, 0, 1)T = (1, 0, 0)T =: b. Then, we can find, by elementary
row operations, the matrix

Q =





2 1 0
1 1 0
0 1 1





such that QA is in reduced row echelon form. But then the equation Ax = b is
equivalent to QAx = Qb. This is the equation





1 0 5
0 1 1
0 0 0









y1
y2
z1



 =





2
1
0



 ,

and hence taking z1 = 0, we obtain a nonnegative solution x′ = (2, 1, 0)T to the
equation Ax = b.

4. Final remarks

To summarize what we have done in this article, if A is a weakly monotone
matrix, the answer to question 4 is affirmative. Of course, as we mentioned before,
characterizing which matrices are weakly monotone is not a simple problem (again,
see [8]). Nevertheless, checking if a single matrix A is weakly monotone or not is a
straightforward (but perhaps not computationally easy) problem, as we mentioned
at the end of the previous section.

Surprinsingly perhaps, the answer to Question 3 is easier. The m × n matrix
A is monotone if and only if it has a right inverse (and hence m > n), and if this
occurs then the answer to Question 3 is affirmative. Of course, as we mentioned
before, fewer matrices will have this stronger property.

The attentive reader will have noticed that Questions 3 and 4 could be rephrased
by changing the direction of the inequalities in the domain (or in the range). But
clearly this problem can be solved by considering the matrix −A instead of the
matrix A.

We should point out that there exists other generalizations of the Intermediate
Value Theorem in several dimensions; e.g. the Poincaré-Miranda theorem (see, for
example, [4]).

Lastly, we remark that there are several applications of the study of monotone
matrices, weakly monotone matrices (and other types of monotonicities). Indeed,
the concept of monotonicity comes from the study of error analysis and the con-
vergence of iterative methods in numerical analysis, and has several applications in
linear programming. See [2, 1, 7] and the references therein for more information.
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Email address: ruben.martinez.avendano@gmail.com


	1. Introduction
	2. Linear Transformations: Questions
	3. Linear Transformations: Answers
	4. Final remarks
	References

