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ACCRETIVE PARTIAL TRANSPOSE MATRICES AND THEIR

CONNECTIONS TO MATRIX MEANS

EMAN ALDABBAS AND MOHAMMAD SABABHEH

Abstract. Accretive partial transpose (APT) matrices have been recently defined, as

a natural extension of positive partial transpose (PPT) matrices.

In this paper, we discuss further properties of APT matrices in a way that extends

some of those properties known for PPT matrices.

Among many results, we show that if A,B,X are n× n complex matrices such that

A,B are sectorial with sector angle α for some α ∈ [0, π/2), and if f : (0,∞) → (0,∞) is

a certain operator monotone function such that

[

cos2(α)f(A) X

X∗ cos2(α)f(B)

]

is APT,

Then

[

f(A)∇tf(B) X

X∗ f(A∇tB)

]

is APT for any 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, where ∇t is the weighted

arithmetic mean.

1. Introduction

In the sequel, upper case letters will be used to denote square matrices of appropriate

sizes. The zero matrix will be denoted by O, while the identity matrix by I. The algebra

of all n× n matrices is denoted by Mn. Thus, if A,B,C,D ∈ Mn, then the 2× 2 block

form

[

A B

C D

]

is an element of M2n.

Block matrices have acquired a considerable attention in the literature, as they can

be used to better understand certain notions and to simplify some proofs. We refer the

reader to [23, 26, 33, 34, 46, 49, 50] where applications of block matrices can be seen.

An important subclass of Mn is the cone of positive matrices. Recall that A ∈ Mn is

said to be positive semi-definite, and written as A ≥ O, if 〈Ax, x〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ Cn. If,

for all nonzero x ∈ Cn, we have 〈Ax, x〉 > 0, then A is said to be positive definite, written

as A > O.

Given A ∈ Mn, the numerical range W (A) of A is defined as the image of the unit

sphere of Cn under the quadratic form x 7→ 〈Ax, x〉 . That is,

W (A) = {〈Ax, x〉 : x ∈ C
n, ‖x‖ = 1} .

The numerical range has been an important notion in matrix analysis, with numerous

applications and considerable interest in the literature. Studies of the numerical range

cover all possible related notions, such as its shape in the complex plane [6, 15, 30],

geometric properties such as compactness and convexity [5, 16, 41], inclusion of eigenvalues

[55], and inclusion of the origin [21].

The concern of whether W (A) includes the origin or not has received the attention of

researchers due to the following interesting property [28].
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2 EMAN ALDABBAS AND MOHAMMAD SABABHEH

Proposition 1.1. Let A ∈ Mn be such that 0 6∈ W (A). Then there exists θ ∈ R such that

W
(

eiθA
)

⊆ {z ∈ C : ℜz > 0},

where ℜz = z+z∗

2
is the real part of z.

Due to this property, an accretive matrix was defined as a matrix with numerical range

in Γ := {z ∈ C : ℜz ≥ 0}. For simplicity, we will write A ∈ Γn to mean that A ∈ Mn is

accretive.

Letting ℜ(A) = A+A∗

2
and ℑ(A) = A−A∗

2i
be the real and imaginary parts of A, respec-

tively, we have

A ∈ Γn ⇔ ℜ(A) ≥ O.

If ℜ(A) > O, we write A ∈ Γ+
n , to mean that A is strictly accretive. We remark that

in the literature, accretive matrices were defined as those matrices A with ℜ(A) ≥ O,

sometimes and as those with ℜ(A) > O. This is just a conventional matter.

Remark 1.2. If A ∈ Γn, we may define Ak = A + 1
k
I as a sequence of matrices such

that Ak ∈ Γ+
n , and Ak → A. Thus, elements of Γn are limits, in the norm topology, of

elements from Γ+
n . This remark becomes handy when we need to deal with the inverse of

an accretive matrix. Elements of Γ+
n are invertible, while some elements of Γn are not.

Related to accretive matrices, the notion of sectorial matrices is used as an alternative

terminology. If we define, for α ∈
[

0, π
2

)

,

Sα = {z ∈ C : ℜ(z) ≥ 0 and |ℑ(z)| ≤ tan(α)ℜ(z)},

then it can be seen that Sα is a sector in the right half plane, with half angle α. It can

be easily shown that

A ∈ Γn ⇔ W (A) ∈ Sα for some α ∈
[

0,
π

2

)

.

For α ∈ [0, π/2), we use the notation Πn,α to denote all matrices in Mn with numerical

range in Sα. Thus, it is evident that

Γn =
⋃

α∈[0,π/2)

Πn,α.

The class of accretive matrices has recently gained a great attention. We refer the

reader to [29, 4, 7, 8, 9, 17, 18, 20, 37, 45, 48, 51, 56, 40, 53] as a list of such references.

For the 2 × 2 block matrix M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

, its partial transpose is defined by M τ =

[

A X∗

X B

]

. It is well known that if M ≥ O, then M τ ≥ O need not be true [22, p. 221].

We say that M is positive partial transpose (PPT for short) if M ≥ O and M τ ≥ O.

The class of PPT matrices has been a renowned topic with significance in mathematical

physics. We refer the reader to [1, 2, 23, 36, 38, 47] for some recent progress on PPT

matrices, and to [25, 42] for significance of this class in physics.

Motivated by the recent treatment of accretive matrices, accretive partial transpose

(APT) matrices have been defined recently in [31] to extend the concept of PPT matrices.
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The 2× 2 block matrix M =

[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

is called accretive partial transpose if M and M τ

are accretive. Clearly, the class of APT matrices includes that of PPT matrices.

One can see that if M is accretive, then so is

[

B Y ∗

X A

]

, by conjugating with

[

O I

I O

]

.

We refer the reader to [26, 27, 31, 39, 54] for properties and inequalities related to APT

matrices.

Given A ∈ Mn, if all eigenvalues of A are real, we use the notation λj(A) to denote the

j−th eigenvalue. The singular values of A ∈ Mn are the eigenvalues of |A| = (A∗A)1/2,

and sj(A) will denote the j−th singular value of A . A unitarily invariant norm ‖ · ‖u
on Mn is a matrix norm that satisfies the additional property ‖UAV ‖u = ‖A‖u for all

A,U, V ∈ Mn such that U and V are unitaries. In the sequel, when we write ‖·‖u, we mean

an arbitrary unitarily invariant norm on Mn, normalized so that ‖diag(1, 0, . . . , 0)‖ = 1.

Of particular interest, the spectral norm (or the usual operator norm) is denoted by ‖ · ‖.
The main purpose of this paper is to prove new properties of APT matrices, in a way

that extends some known facts about PPT ones. However, to state and prove our results,

we will need some results and notions from the literature, as discussed in the next section.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we discuss briefly some needed notions and facts that are known to

researchers in this field. A familiar reader with the topic can proceed to the main results

section immediately. The organization of the stated results in this section will be as

follows. We begin with some results about positivity of the block form M , then some

results about accretive matrices will be presented. After that results on PPT and APT

matrices will be stated.

Lemma 2.1. ([10, Theorem 1.3.3]) Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that A,B > O. Then

M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

≥ O, if and only if A ≥ XB−1X∗.

As an interesting contribution, we prove the accretive version of Lemma 2.1 in Theorem

3.1 below.

Lemma 2.2. Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

≥ O.

(i) [13] For any unitarily invariant norm ‖ · ‖u on Mn,

‖M‖u ≤ ‖A+B‖u.

(ii) [13] If X is Hermitian, then there exist two unitary matrices U, V ∈ Mn such that

M =
1

2

(

U(A +B)U∗ + V (A+B)V ∗

)

.

(iii) [52] For j = 1, . . . , n,

2sj(X) ≤ sj(M).
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The notion of matrix means is indeed essential in studying positivity of block matrices.

We recall that the weighted geometric mean of the positive definite matrices A and B is

defined by the equation

(2.1) A♯tB = A1/2
(

A−1/2BA−1/2
)t

A1/2, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

When t = 1
2
, we simply write A♯B. The weighted geometric mean is a special case of

matrix means. Recall that a matrix mean on the set of all positive definite matrices is a

binary operation σ defined by

(2.2) AσB = A1/2 f(A−1/2BA−1/2)A1/2,

where f ∈ m := {f : (0,∞) −→ (0,∞) : f is an operator monotone function with f(1) =

1}. By an operator monotone function f : (0,∞) → (0,∞), we mean a function that

satisfies f(A) ≤ f(B) whenever O < A ≤ B. The geometric mean above corresponds to

the function f(x) = xt, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Another important mean is the weighted arithmetic

mean defined for A,B ≥ O as A∇tB = (1 − t)A + tB, 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. For background on

matrix means, we refer the reader to [32]. Although the above definition for matrix means

is stated for positive definite matrices, it is still valid for positive semi-definite matrices

via a limit approach. The geometric mean enjoys the following properties [43].

Lemma 2.3. Let A,B,C,D ≥ O, and let t ∈ [0, 1]. Then

(i) A♯tB ≥ O..

(ii) A♯1−tB = B♯tA.

(iii) A♯tB ≤ C♯tD, if A ≤ C and B ≤ D.

The notion of matrix means was extended to accretive matrices in [7], where the defi-

nition in (2.2) applies to strictly accretive matrices.

For a non-zero matrix mean σ, the adjoint σ∗ is defined by [32]

Aσ∗B =
(

A−1σB−1
)

−1

.

One can easily verify that for any strictly accretive matrices A and B, and for any

invertable matrix X, we have [7, Theorem 5.4]

X∗(AσB)X = (X∗AX)σ(X∗BX),

and for any A,B ≥ O and for any matrix X,, we have [32]

(2.3) X∗(AσB)X ≤ (X∗AX)σ(X∗BX).

For the next result, we clarify one point. When f ∈ m, it is defined on (0,∞). However,

it is known that such f has an analytic continuation to C\(−∞, 0], see [11, Theorem

V.4.7]. See also [7, Proposition 1.2] for further details. When A ∈ Γ+
n , we know that the

spectrum of A avoids (−∞, 0], which makes f(A), for such A, well defined.

Moreover, by appealing to a limit argument as in Remark 1.2, we can see how to pass

from Γ+
n to Γn for most results. In what follows, Π+

n,α = Γ+
n ∩ Πn,α.
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Lemma 2.4. [7, Proposition 7.1, Proposition 7.2] Let A ∈ Π+
n,α for some α ∈ [0, π/2)

and let f ∈ m. Then

cos2(α)ℜ(f(A)) ≤ f(ℜ(A)) ≤ ℜ(f(A)).

Moreover [18, 35],

ℜ(A−1) ≤ (ℜ(A))−1 ≤ sec2 αℜ(A−1).

Lemma 2.5. [7] Let A,B ∈ Π+
n,α for some α ∈ [0, π/2) and let σ be any matrix mean.

Then

ℜ(A)σℜ(B) ≤ ℜ(AσB) ≤ sec2(α)(ℜ(A)σℜ(B)).

So, if A,B ∈ Γ+
n , then so does AσB.

In addition to the above lemmas, we have the following results about PPT matrices.

The first result is usually referred to as Hiroshima’s inequality [24, 38].

Lemma 2.6. Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

is PPT. Then ‖X‖u ≤

‖A+B‖u.

Lemma 2.7. [23, Theorem 2.1] Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that A,B ≥ O. Then M =
[

A X

X∗ B

]

is PPT if and only if

[

A♯tB X

X∗ A♯1−tB

]

is PPT for all t ∈ [0, 1].

The APT version of Lemma 2.7 is stated in Theorem 3.4 below.

Lemma 2.8. [47, Theorem 2.1, Corollary 2.1] Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that M =
[

A X

X∗ B

]

is PPT, and let X = U |X| be the polar decomposition of X. Then for any

0 ≤ t ≤ 1,

|X| ≤
(

A♯t (U
∗BU)

)

♯
(

A♯1−t (U
∗BU)

)

,

and

|X∗| ≤
(

(UAU∗)♯tB
)

♯
(

(UAU∗)♯1−tB
)

.

Furthermore,

|X| ≤
(

A♯tB
)

♯
(

U∗(A♯1−t B)U
)

,

and

|X∗| ≤
(

U(A♯t B)U∗

)

♯
(

A♯1−tB
)

.

Lemma 2.9. [47, Corollary 2.2] Let M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

be PPT with A,B,X ∈ Mn. Then

for j = 1, 2..., n and 0 ≤ t ≤ 1,

λj(2|X| − A♯tB) ≤ λj(A♯1−tB).

We refer the reader to Corollary 3.8, Corollary 3.9 and Corollary 3.11 for the APT

versions of Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.9.
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Lemma 2.10. [23, Theorem 2.3] Let M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

be PPT with A,B,X ∈ Mn, and

let σ be a matrix mean. Then

[

Aσ∗B X

X∗ BσA

]

is PPT.

Lemma 2.11. [23, Theorem 2.8] Let f : [0,∞] −→ (0,∞) be an operator concave function

and let

[

f(A) X

X∗ f(B)

]

be PPT. Then

[

f(A)∇tf(B) X

X∗ f(A∇tB)

]

is PPT for any 0 ≤ t ≤

1.

The APT versions of Lemma 2.10 and Lemma 2.11 are stated in Theorem 3.13 and

Theorem 3.15 below.

Finally, we state some results for APT matrices.

Lemma 2.12. Let M =

[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

be APT with A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X, Y ∈ Mn.

(i) [56, Theorem 3.5] If M ∈ Π2n,α for some α ∈ [0, π/2), then ‖M‖u ≤ sec(α)‖A+B‖u.

(ii) [39] The block matrix

[

A♯B X

Y ∗ A♯B

]

is also APT.

3. Main Results

In this section, we present our results, where we extend some of the known properties

and inequalities in the PPT case to the APT case.

We point out that upon letting α = 0, all stated results for APT matrices below reduce

to known scenarios for PPT matrices.

Before proceeding, we state and prove the following version of Lemma 2.1 for accretive

blocks. The motivation of this result is the observation that A ≥ XB−1X∗ is equivalent

to A−XB−1X∗ ≥ O. We point out that the first assertion of this theorem was shown in

[18].

Theorem 3.1. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X ∈ Mn. If M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

∈ Γn, then A−XB−1X∗ ∈ Γn.

On the other hand, if B ∈ Πn,α for some α ∈ [0, π/2), is such that A − XB−1X∗ ∈ Γn,

then

[

A cosαX

cosαX∗ B

]

∈ Γn.

Proof. If M ∈ Γn, then ℜ(M) ≥ O. Since ℜ(M) =

[

ℜ(A) X

X∗ ℜ(B)

]

, Lemma 2.1 implies

that ℜ(A) ≥ X(ℜ(B))−1X∗. But it is well known that when B ∈ Γ+
n , then (ℜ(B))−1 ≥

ℜ(B−1); see Lemma 2.4. Consequently, ℜ(A) ≥ X(ℜ(B))−1X∗ ≥ Xℜ(B−1)X∗ = ℜ(XB−1X∗),

which ensures that ℜ(A−XB−1X∗) ≥ O. This is equivalent to saying that A−XB1X∗ ∈
Γn.

On the other hand, assume that A−XB−1X∗ ∈ Γn. This means that ℜ(A−XB−1X∗) ≥
O, or ℜ(A)−Xℜ(B−1)X∗ ≥ O. But we know that ℜ(B−1) ≥ cos2 α(ℜ(B))−1 from Lemma
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2.4. Therefore, we have ℜ(A) − cos2 αX(ℜ(B))−1X∗ ≥ O, which is equivalent to saying

that

[

ℜ(A) cosαX

cosαX∗ ℜ(B)

]

≥ O. This last statement ensures that

[

A cosαX

cosαX∗ B

]

∈

Γn. �

Notice that since A− (A−1)−1 ≥ O for any invertable A ∈ Mn, then by Theorem 3.1,

we have the following

Corollary 3.2. Let A ∈ Γ+
n . Then

[

A cos(α)I

cos(α)I A−1

]

∈ Γn.

Remark 3.3. If A ∈ Mn is positive definite (α = 0), then

[

A I

I A−1

]

≥ O, which is

a well-known fact [10, page15]. On the other hand, since ℜ(A) ≤ (ℜ(A−1))−1 for any

strictly accretive A ∈ Mn, the block matrix

[

A I

I A−1

]

is never accretive for any strictly

accretive non-Hermitian matrix A.

The following theorem extends part (ii) of Lemma 2.12.

Theorem 3.4. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X, Y ∈ Mn. Then M =

[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

is APT if and only if

[

A♯tB X

Y ∗ A♯1−tB

]

is APT for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. Assume first that M =

[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

is APT, and set Z =
X + Y

2
. Since M is APT,

then

[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

,

[

A Y ∗

X B

]

∈ Γ2n. Conjugating these two accretive matrices with

[

O I

I O

]

implies that

[

B Y ∗

X A

]

,

[

B X

Y ∗ A

]

∈ Γ2n.

Now,
[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

,

[

B X

Y ∗ A

]

∈ Γ2n ⇒
[

ℜ(A) Z

Z∗ ℜ(B)

]

,

[

ℜ(B) Z

Z∗ ℜ(A)

]

≥ O.

Applying Lemma 2.1, we obtain

(3.1) Zℜ(B)−1Z∗ ≤ ℜ(A) and Zℜ(A)−1Z∗ ≤ ℜ(B).

Similarly,
[

A Y ∗

X B

]

,

[

B Y ∗

X A

]

∈ Γ2n ⇒
[

ℜ(A) Z∗

Z ℜ(B)

]

,

[

ℜ(B) Z∗

Z ℜ(A)

]

≥ O.

Lemma 2.1 again implies

(3.2) Z∗ℜ(B)−1Z ≤ ℜ(A) and Z∗ℜ(A)−1Z ≤ ℜ(B).
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But for any t ∈ [0, 1], Lemma 2.5 implies

ℜ(A♯1−tB) ≥ ℜ(A)♯1−tℜ(B).

Since both ℜ(A),ℜ(B) > O, we get

Z
(

ℜ(A♯1−tB)
)

−1

Z∗ ≤ Z
(

ℜ(A)♯1−t ℜ(B)
)

−1

Z∗

= Z
(

ℜ(A)−1♯1−t ℜ(B)−1
)

Z∗

= Z
(

ℜ(B)−1♯t ℜ(A)−1
)

Z∗

≤
(

Zℜ(B)−1Z∗♯t Zℜ(A)−1Z∗

)

(by (2.3))

≤ ℜ(A)♯t ℜ(B) (by (3.1) and Lemma 2.3)

≤ ℜ(A♯tB) (by Lemma 2.5).

Applying Lemma 2.1, this is equivalent to

[

ℜ(A♯tB) Z

Z∗ ℜ(A♯1−tB)

]

≥ O.

Similarly,

Z∗

(

ℜ(A♯1−tB)
)

−1

Z ≤ Z∗

(

ℜ(A)♯1−t ℜ(B)
)

−1

Z

= Z∗

(

ℜ(A)−1♯1−t ℜ(B)−1
)

Z

= Z∗

(

(ℜ(B)−1♯t ℜ(A)−1
)

Z

≤
(

Z∗ℜ(B)−1Z♯t Z
∗ℜ(A)−1Z

)

≤ ℜ(A)♯t ℜ(B) by (3.2)

≤ ℜ(A♯tB),

which is equivalent to saying

[

ℜ(A♯tB) Z∗

Z ℜ(A♯1−tB)

]

≥ O. Thus, we have shown that

[

ℜ(A♯tB) Z

Z∗ ℜ(A♯1−tB)

]

,

[

ℜ(A♯tB) Z∗

Z ℜ(A♯1−tB)

]

≥ O,

which means that

[

A♯tB X

Y ∗ A♯1−tB

]

and

[

A♯tB Y ∗

X A♯1−tB

]

are accretive, and hence

[

A♯tB X

Y ∗ A♯1−tB

]

is APT for any t ∈ [0, 1]. This completes the sufficiency part of the theorem.

For the necessity part, assume that

[

A♯tB X

Y ∗ A♯1−tB

]

is APT for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Then by

letting t = 0, we reach the desired conclusion because A♯0B = A and A♯1B = B. �
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Notice that if M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

is accretive, then ℜ(M) =

[

ℜ(A) X

X∗ ℜ(B)

]

≥ O. Hence,

by part (iii) of Lemma 2.2,

2sj(X) ≤ sj(ℜ(M)).

Since, λj(ℜ(A)) ≤ sj(A) for any matrix A, one may apply Lemma 2.12 to obtain the

following extension of part (iii) of Lemma 2.2 and of Lemma 2.6.

Proposition 3.5. Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

∈ Γ2n. Then

2sj(X) ≤ sj(M), j = 1, 2, ..., n.

Moreover, if M is APT and M ∈ Π2n,α for some α ∈ [0, π/2), then

(3.3) 2‖X‖u ≤ sec(α)‖A+B‖u

Remark 3.6. It is worth mentioning here that part (iii) of Lemma 2.2 is equivalent to

the following well-known fact

sj(A− B) ≤ sj(A⊕ B), j = 1, 2, ..., n,

when A,B ≥ O. Here the direct sum A ⊕ B denotes the block diagonal matrix

[

A O

O B

]

.

This is no longer true in the accretive case. To see this let

A =

[

2 + 2i −1 + 2i

3 + 2i 1 + i

]

and B =

[

1 + 2i −2 − i

−2− i 5 + i

]

.

Then it can be seen that both A,B ∈ Γ+
n , and

s(A−B) =

{

√

1

2

(

5
√
97 + 61

)

,

√

1

2

(

61− 5
√
97
)

}

≈ {7.42443, 2.42443},

and

s(A⊕ B) =

{

√

1

2

(

3
√
165 + 41

)

,

√

7
(√

3 + 2
)

,

√

7
(

2−
√
3
)

,

√

1

2

(

41− 3
√
165

)

}

≈ {6.30618, 5.1112, 1.36954, 1.11002}.

That is, in this example, s1(A−B) > s1(A⊕ B).

Applying Proposition 3.5, together with Theorem 3.4, implies the following.

Corollary 3.7. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

is APT with

M ∈ Π2n,α for some α ∈ [0, π/2). Then, for any t ∈ [0, 1],

(3.4) ‖X‖u ≤ sec(α)

2
‖A♯tB + A♯1−tB‖u.
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Corollary 3.8. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X, Y ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

is APT. Then

∣

∣

∣

X + Y

2

∣

∣

∣
≤ ℜ

(

A♯t(V
∗BV )

)

♯ℜ
(

A♯1−t (V
∗BV )

)

,

and
∣

∣

∣

X∗ + Y ∗

2

∣

∣

∣
≤ ℜ

(

(V AV ∗)♯tB
)

♯ℜ
(

(V AV ∗)♯1−t B
)

,

where V is the unitary matrix in the polar decomposition
X + Y

2
= V

∣

∣

∣

X + Y

2

∣

∣

∣
.

Proof. Since M is APT, then ℜ(M) =







ℜ(A) X + Y

2
X∗ + Y ∗

2
ℜ(B)






is PPT. Hence, by Lemma

2.8,
∣

∣

∣

X + Y

2

∣

∣

∣
≤

(

ℜ(A)♯t (V ∗ℜ(B)V )
)

♯
(

ℜ(A)♯1−t (V
∗ℜ(B)V )

)

=
(

ℜ(A)♯t ℜ(V ∗BV )
)

♯
(

ℜ(A)♯1−t ℜ(V ∗BV )
)

≤ ℜ(A♯t (V ∗BV ))♯ℜ(A♯1−t (V
∗BV )),

where we have used Lemma 2.5 and part (iii) of Lemma 2.3 to obtain the last inequality.

Similarly,
∣

∣

∣

X∗ + Y ∗

2

∣

∣

∣
≤

(

(V ℜ(A)V ∗)♯tℜ(B)
)

♯
(

(Vℜ(A)V ∗)♯1−tℜ(B))
)

=
(

ℜ(V AV ∗)♯tℜ(B)
)

♯
(

ℜ(V AV ∗)♯1−tℜ(B)
)

≤ ℜ
(

(V AV ∗)♯tB
)

♯ℜ
(

(V AV ∗)♯1−t

)

,

which completes the proof. �

Corollary 3.9. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X, Y ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

is APT. Then

∣

∣

∣

X + Y

2

∣

∣

∣
≤

ℜ
(

A♯tB + V ∗(A♯1−tB)V
)

2
,

and
∣

∣

∣

X∗ + Y ∗

2

∣

∣

∣
≤

ℜ
(

V (A♯tB) V ∗ + (A♯1−tB)
)

2
,

where V is the unitary matrix in the polar decomposition
X + Y

2
= V

∣

∣

∣

X + Y

2

∣

∣

∣
.
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Proof. Since M is APT, then ℜ(M) =







ℜ(A) X + Y

2
X∗ + Y ∗

2
ℜ(B)






is PPT. Hence, by Lemma

2.8,
∣

∣

∣

X + Y

2

∣

∣

∣
≤

(

ℜ(A)♯t ℜ(B)
)

♯
(

V ∗ (ℜ(A)♯1−t ℜ(B)) V
)

≤ ℜ(A♯t B)♯
(

V ∗ℜ(A♯1−t B) V
)

= ℜ(A♯t B)♯ℜ
(

V ∗ (A♯1−t B) V
)

≤
ℜ(A♯t B) + ℜ

(

V ∗ (A♯1−t B) V
)

2

=
ℜ
(

(A♯t B) + V ∗ (A♯1−t B) V
)

2
,

where we have used Lemma 2.5, part (iii) of Lemma 2.3 and the arithmetic-geometric

mean inequality to obtain the last two inequalities. In a similar fashion,
∣

∣

∣

X∗ + Y ∗

2

∣

∣

∣
≤

(

V (ℜ(A)♯tℜ(B)) V ∗

)

♯
(

ℜ(A)♯1−tℜ(B))
)

≤
(

V ℜ(A♯tB) V ∗

)

♯ℜ(A♯1−tB)

= ℜ
(

V (A♯tB) V ∗

)

♯ℜ(A♯1−tB)

≤
ℜ
(

V (A♯tB) V ∗

)

+ ℜ(A♯1−tB)

2

=
ℜ
(

V (A♯tB) V ∗ + (A♯1−tB)
)

2
,

completing the proof. �

By applying the same argument used in the proof of Corollary 3.9 and Weyl’s mono-

tonicity principle, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 3.10. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X, Y ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

Y ∗ B

]

is APT. Then

sj

(X + Y

2

)

≤ sj

(

(ℜ(A)♯tℜ(B))♯(V ∗(ℜ(A)♯1−tℜ(B))V )
)

≤ sj

(

ℜ(A♯tB)♯(V ∗(ℜ(A♯1−tB)V )
)

≤ sj

(ℜ(A♯tB + V ∗(A♯1−tB)V

2

)

≤ sj

(A♯tB + V ∗(A♯1−tB)V

2

)
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Extending Lemma 2.9 to the APT case, we have the following.

Corollary 3.11. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

is APT. Then,

for any t ∈ [0, 1],

λj

(

2|X| − ℜ(A♯tB)
)

≤ λj(ℜ(A♯1−tB)) ≤ sj(A♯1−tB), j = 1, . . . , n.

Proof. By Corollary 3.9, we have

2|X| ≤ ℜ(A♯tB) + V ∗ℜ(A♯1−tB) V,

so that

2|X| − ℜ(A♯tB) ≤ V ∗ℜ(A♯1−tB) V.

Thus, by Weyl’s monotonicity principle,

λj

(

2|X| − ℜ(A♯tB)
)

≤ λj

(

V ∗ℜ(A♯1−tB) V
)

= λj

(

ℜ(A♯1−tB)
)

≤ sj(A♯1−tB)).

This completes the proof. �

An interesting version of Corollary 3.7 is stated next.

Corollary 3.12. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

is APT. Then,

for any t ∈ [0, 1],

‖X‖u ≤ 1

2
‖(A♯t B) + V ∗ (A♯1−t B) V ‖u,

where V is the unitary matrix in the polar decomposition X = V |X|.

Proof. Notice that, by Corollary 3.9,

2sj

(X + Y

2

)

= 2λj

(
∣

∣

∣

X + Y

2

∣

∣

∣

)

≤ 2λj

(

ℜ(A♯tB)♯ℜ
(

V ∗ (A♯1−tB) V
))

≤ λj

(

ℜ
(

(A♯tB) + V ∗ (A♯1−tB) V
))

≤ sj

(

A♯tB + V ∗ (A♯1−tB) V
)

.

Letting Y = X completes the proof. �

Now we have the following extension of Lemma 2.10 to the APT case.

Theorem 3.13. Let A,B ∈ Γ+
n , X ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

is APT. Then

[

Aσ∗B X

X∗ BσA

]

is APT, for any matrix mean σ.
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Proof. Since M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

is APT, it follows that

[

ℜ(A) X

X∗ ℜ(B)

]

,

[

ℜ(A) X∗

X ℜ(B)

]

≥ O.

Applying Lemma 2.1 on these two block forms implies that

(3.5) Xℜ(B)−1X∗ ≤ ℜ(A), Xℜ(A)−1X∗ ≤ ℜ(B).
[

Aσ∗B X

X∗ BσA

]

is accretive if

[

ℜ(Aσ∗B) X

X∗ ℜ(BσA)

]

≥ O. But

X
(

ℜ(BσA)
)

−1

X∗ ≤ X
(

ℜ(B)σℜ(A)
)

−1

X∗ (by Lemma 2.5)

= X
(

ℜ(B)−1σ∗ℜ(A)−1
)

X∗

≤
(

Xℜ(B)−1X∗

)

σ∗

(

Xℜ(A)−1X∗

)

(by (2.3))

≤ ℜ(A)σ∗ℜ(B) (by (3.5))

≤ ℜ(Aσ∗B) (by Lemma 2.5).

Lemma 2.1 then implies that

[

ℜ(Aσ∗B) X

X∗ ℜ(BσA)

]

≥ O, and hence

[

Aσ∗B X

X∗ BσA

]

is

accretive. Similarly, one can show that

[

Aσ∗B X∗

X BσA

]

is accretive, which means that

[

Aσ∗B X

X∗ BσA

]

is APT.. �

The following lemma is needed to complete the proof of the next main result, which

discusses a sufficient condition that

[

f(A)∇tf(B) X

X∗ f(A∇tB)

]

is APT.

Lemma 3.14. Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that A,B ∈ Π+
n,α for some α ∈ [0, π/2), and

let f ∈ m be such that

[

cos2(α)f(A) X

X∗ cos2(α)f(B)

]

is APT. Then

[

f(ℜ(A)) X

X∗ f(ℜ(B))

]

is PPT.

Proof. Since the matrix

[

cos2(α)f(A) X

X∗ cos2(α)f(B)

]

is APT, it follows that

[

cos2(α)ℜ(f(A)) X

X∗ cos2(α)ℜ(f(B))

]

,

[

cos2(α)ℜ(f(A)) X∗

X cos2(α)ℜ(f(B))

]

≥ O.

Applying Lemma 2.1 on these two block forms implies that

(3.6) X(cos2(α)ℜ(f(B)))−1X∗ ≤ cos2(α)ℜ(f(A))

and

(3.7) X∗(cos2(α)ℜ(f(B)))−1X ≤ cos2(α)ℜ(f(A))
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Now,

X
(

f(ℜ(B))
)

−1

X∗ ≤ X
(

cos2(α)ℜ(f(B))
)

−1

X∗ (by Lemma 2.4)

≤ cos2(α)ℜ(f(A)) (by (3.6))

≤ f(ℜ(A)) (by Lemma 2.4).

Similarly,

X∗

(

f(ℜ(B))
)

−1

X ≤ X∗

(

cos2(α)ℜ(f(B))
)

−1

X (by Theorem 2.4)

≤ cos2(α)ℜ(f(A)) (by (3.7))

≤ f(ℜ(A)) (by Lemma 2.4).

That is,

[

f(ℜ(A)) X

X∗ f(ℜ(B))

]

,

[

f(ℜ(A)) X∗

X f(ℜ(B)).

]

≥ O. This implies the desired

conclusion. �

Theorem 3.15. Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that A,B ∈ Π+
n,α for some α ∈ [0, π/2), and

let f ∈ m be such that

[

cos2(α)f(A) X

X∗ cos2(α)f(B)

]

is APT. Then

[

f(A)∇tf(B) X

X∗ f(A∇tB)

]

is APT for any 0 ≤ t ≤ 1.

Proof. Since the matrix

[

cos2(α)f(A) X

X∗ cos2(α)f(B)

]

is APT, Lemma 3.14 implies that

the matrix

[

f(ℜ(A)) X

X∗ f(ℜ(B))

]

is PPT. Consequently, by Lemma 2.11, the matrix

[

f(ℜ(A))∇tf(ℜ(B)) X

X∗ f(ℜ(A∇tB))

]

is PPT for any t ∈ [0, 1], which implies

(3.8) X
(

f(ℜ(A)∇tℜ(B))
)

−1

X∗ ≤ f(ℜ(A))∇t f(ℜ(B)).

Now,

[

f(A)∇tf(B) X

X∗ f(A∇tB)

]

is APT if

[

ℜ(f(A)∇tf(B)) X

X∗ ℜ(f(A∇tB))

]

is PPT. But,

X
(

ℜ(f(A∇tB))
)

−1

X∗ ≤ X
(

f(ℜ(A∇tB))
)

−1

X∗ (by Lemma 2.4)

= X
(

f
(

ℜ(A)∇tℜ(B)
))

−1

X∗

≤ f(ℜ(A))∇t f(ℜ(B)) (by (3.8))

≤ ℜ(f(A))∇tℜ(f(B)) (by Lemma 2.4)

= ℜ(f(A)∇t f(B)).

Similarly, one can show that

X∗

(

ℜ(f(A∇tB))
)

−1

X ≤ ℜ(f(A)∇t f(B)),

which completes the proof. �
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Let A,B,X ∈ Mn. If A,B > O, and ‖X‖ ≤ ‖A♯B‖, we say that Schwarz inequality

holds for the triple (A,B,X), in order.

In [3], Ando established certain conditions on the matrices A,B,X ∈ Mn under which

the positivity of the block matrix M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

ensures that Schwarz inequality holds

for (A,B,X), as follows.

Lemma 3.16. [3, Theorem 3.6]] Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that A,B > O and that

M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

≥ O. Then Schwarz inequality holds for (A,B,X) if any of the following

conditions holds:

1. AX = XA.

2. X∗A−1X = XA−1X∗.

3. ∃k > 0 : B = kA.

In Theorem 3.17 we extend Theorem 3.16 to the accretive case.

Theorem 3.17. Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that A is normal. Assume further that

M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

is accretive, with A,B ∈ Γ+
n . Then ‖X‖ ≤ ‖A♯B‖ if one of the following

conditions holds:

1. AX = XA.

2. X∗A−1X = XA−1X∗.

3. ∃k > 0 : B = kA.

Proof. Assume first that AX = XA. Then, as a consequence of Fuglede-Putnam Theorem

[19, 44], we infer that A∗X = XA∗. Adding these two relations for A and X implies

ℜ(A)X = Xℜ(A). Now, since M is accretive, then ℜ(M) =

[

ℜ(A) X

X∗ ℜ(B)

]

≥ O.

Consequently, by Lemma 3.16, then Lemma 2.5,

‖X‖ ≤ ‖ℜ(A)♯ℜ(B)‖ ≤ ‖ℜ(A♯B)‖ ≤ ‖A♯B‖.

Similarly, if X∗A−1X = XA−1X∗, then X∗(ℜ(A))−1X = X(ℜ(A))−1X∗.

Now, since M is accretive, then ℜ(M) =

[

ℜ(A) X

X∗ ℜ(B)

]

≥ O. Proceeding as before proves

the desired conclusion when X∗A−1X = XA−1X∗.

Finally, if B = kA for some k > 0, then ℜ(B) = kℜ(A), and the same argument as above

completes the proof. �

The following two lemmas are needed for our last result.

Lemma 3.18. [14, Theorem 3.1] Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that AX = XA and M =
[

A X

X∗ B

]

≥ O. Then

sj(X) ≤ sj

(

A1/2 B1/2
)

for j = 1, 2, ..., n.
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Lemma 3.19. [12] Let A,B ∈ Mn be positive semi-definite. Then

sj

(

A1/2 B1/2
)

≤ sj

(A+B

2

)

for j = 1, 2, ..., n.

Theorem 3.20. Let A,B,X ∈ Mn be such that M =

[

A X

X∗ B

]

∈ Γn and AX = XA.

Then

‖X‖u ≤ 1

2
‖A+B‖u.

Proof. Since M is accretive, then ℜ(M) =

[

ℜ(A) X

X∗ ℜ(B)

]

≥ O, and since AX = XA,

then ℜ(A)X = Xℜ(A). Consequently, by Lemma 3.18, then Lemma 3.19, we obtain

sj(X) ≤ sj

(

(ℜ(A))1/2 (ℜ(B))1/2
)

≤ sj

(

ℜ
(A+B

2

))

≤ sj

(A+B

2

)

for j = 1, 2, ..., n.

Equivalently, ‖X‖u ≤ 1

2
‖A+B‖u. �
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