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On inequalities involving the spherical operator

transforms

Fuad Kittaneh, Satyajit Sahoo and Hranislav Stanković

Abstract. This paper explores refinements of some operator norm inequal-
ities through the generalized spherical Aluthge transform and the spherical
Heinz transform. We introduce the spherical Schatten p-norm for operator tu-
ples and establish several related inequalities. Additionally, equality conditions
for some of these inequalities are also presented. Furthermore, we define the
(joint) Schatten p-numerical radius and the Schatten hypo-p-norm for operator
tuples, deriving some fundamental inequalities in this setting.

1. Introduction and preliminary results

Let (H, 〈·, ·〉) be a separable complex Hilbert space, and denote by B(H) the
space of all bounded linear operators on H. The null space and the range of an
operator T ∈ B(H) are denoted by N (T ) and R(T ), respectively. The adjoint of
T is represented by T ∗. The modulus of T is given by |T | = (T ∗T )1/2, while its real
and imaginary parts are defined as ℜ(T ) = T+T ∗

2
and ℑ(T ) = T−T ∗

2i
, respectively.

An operator T is called positive, denoted T ≥ 0, if 〈Tx, x〉 ≥ 0 for all x ∈ H. If
−T ≥ 0, we write T ≤ 0. An operator T is self-adjoint (or Hermitian) if T = T ∗.
The set of positive operators forms a convex cone in B(H), inducing the partial
order ≥ on the set of self-adjoint operators: for Hermitian operators A and B, we
write A ≥ B if and only if A−B ≥ 0. This order is known as the Löwner order. It
is evident that |T | ≥ 0, and that ReT and ImT are self-adjoint for any operator
T ∈ B(H). An operator T is normal if it satisfies T ∗T = TT ∗, and it is unitary
if T ∗T = TT ∗ = I. Due to importance of normal operators in operator theory, as
well as in quantum mechanics, many generalizations of this class have appeared
over the decades. An operator T is said to be quasinormal if T commutes with
T ∗T , i.e., TT ∗T = T ∗T 2, and hyponormal if TT ∗ ≤ T ∗T . Clearly, both of these
classes generalize the class of normal operators, and we have that

normal ⇒ quasinormal ⇒ hyponormal.

For other generalizations of normal operators, see, for example, [32].

Closely related to hyponormal operators (and especially p-hyponormal oper-
ators) are various operator transforms. If T ∈ B(H), then T admits a polar
decomposition T = U |T |, where U is a partial isometry (so that U∗U and UU∗
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are projections). The Aluthge transform of an operator T ∈ B(H) is given by

T̃ = |T |1/2U |T |1/2. The Duggal transform of T is defined as TD = |T |U, while

the mean transform is given by T̂ = 1
2
(U |T |+ |T |U) = 1

2
(T + TD). For t ∈ [0, 1],

the generalized Aluthge transform of T is defined as T̃ (t) = |T |tU |T |1−t. Clearly,

T̃ (0) = T , T̃ (1) = TD, and T̂ = 1
2
(T̃ (0) + T̃ (1)). Recently, the authors of [14]

introduced the generalized mean transform of T , given by

T̂ (t) =
1

2
(T̃ (t) + T̃ (1− t)),

while the λ-mean transform of T is introduced in [49], and it is defined by

Mλ(T ) = λT + (1− λ)TD

for λ ∈ [0, 1]. In particular, M0(T ) = TD and M 1

2

(T ) = T̂ is the mean transform

of T . For further details on the Aluthge and Duggal transforms, see [8, 18, 36].
In recent years, the mean transform and its generalizations have also received
significant attention (see [4, 5, 16, 17, 40]).

Next, let K(H) denote the ideal of compact operators on the Hilbert space H.
For T ∈ K(H) the singular values of T , denoted by s1(T ), s2(T ), . . . , correspond
to the eigenvalues of the positive operator |T | and are arranged in decreasing
order, accounting for multiplicity. Furthermore, let

S :=

{
T ∈ K(H) :

∞∑

j=1

sj(T ) < ∞
}
.

Operators in S are called the trace class operators. The trace functional, denoted
by tr(·), is defined on S as

tr(T ) =
∞∑

j=1

〈Tej , ej〉, T ∈ S, (1.1)

where {ej}∞j=1 forms an orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space H. It is worth
noting that this definition coincides with the standard trace definition when H is
finite-dimensional. The series in (1.1) converges absolutely, and its value remains
unchanged regardless of the choice of basis.

Additionally, let us clarify the definition of the Schatten p-class with p ≥ 1.
An operator T belongs to the Schatten p-class, denoted as Cp(H), if the sum of
the p-th powers of its singular values is finite. More precisely, T ∈ Cp(H) if

tr(|T |p) =
∞∑

j=1

sj(T )
p < ∞.

The Schatten p-norm of T ∈ Cp(H) is given by

‖T‖p := [tr(|T |p)] 1p .
When p = 2, the ideal C2(H) is referred to as the Hilbert–Schmidt class. In
this case, C2(H) forms a Hilbert space with the inner product 〈T, S〉2 = tr(TS∗).
Also, when p = 1, we obviously have that C1(H) = S.
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Recall that for any unitarily invariant norm |||·||| on H, the invariance property
|||UTV ||| = |||T ||| holds for any pair of unitary operators U and V , provided that
T ∈ J|||·|||, where J|||·||| denotes the norm ideal associated with |||·|||. The standard
operator norm and the p-Schatten norms are examples of unitarily invariant, or
symmetric, norms. It is well known that |||T ||| = ||| |T | ||| = |||T ∗||| for any
T ∈ J|||·|||. Furthermore, all these ideals are contained within the ideal of compact
operators. For a comprehensive exploration of the general theory of unitarily
invariant norms, we refer to [34].

Furthermore, let us introduce some notations from the multivariable operator
theory, as well as briefly recall some classes of operator d-tuples, which will be
of interest in the sequel. For T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d, by T

∗ we denote the
operator d-tuple T

∗ = (T ∗
1 , . . . , T

∗
d ) ∈ B(H)d. If T = (T1, . . . , Tm) ∈ B(H)m and

S = (S1, . . . , Sn) ∈ B(H)n, the product of T and S is given by

T ◦ S := (T1S1, . . . , T1Sn, . . . , TmS1, . . . , TmSn).

Related to this definition, we introduce the following notation:

T
1 = T and T

n+1 = T ◦Tn,

where n ∈ N.
For S, T ∈ B(H), let [S, T ] = ST − TS be the commutator of S and T .

We say that an d-tuple T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d of operators on H is jointly
hyponormal if the operator matrix

[T∗,T] :=




[T ∗
1 , T1] [T ∗

2 , T1] · · · [T ∗
d , T1]

[T ∗
1 , T2] [T ∗

2 , T2] · · · [T ∗
d , T2]

...
...

. . .
...

[T ∗
1 , Td] [T ∗

2 , Td] · · · [T ∗
d , Td]




is positive on the direct sum of n copies of H (cf. [10, 22]). An operator d-tuple
T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d is said to be commuting (or a d-tuple of commuting
operators) if TiTj = TjTi for all i, j ∈ {1, . . . , d}. A d-tuple T is said to be
normal if T is commuting and each Tk is normal, k ∈ {1, . . . , d}. The notion of
quasinormality has several multivariable analogues. We shall restrict ourselves
to the spherically quasinormal operator tuples. We say that a commuting op-
erator d-tuple is spherically quasinormal if each Ti commutes with

∑n
j=1 T

∗
j Tj ,

i ∈ {1, . . . , d} (see [33]). As shown in [10], [11] and [33], we have

normal ⇒ spherically quasinormal ⇒ jointly hyponormal.

For more details on these classes and the relations between them, see [23,24,28,
43,44]. The norm of an operator d-tuple appears in several important forms. The
spherical operator norm (or joint operator norm) of T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d is
given by

‖T‖ := sup





(
d∑

k=1

‖Tkx‖2
) 1

2

: x ∈ H, ‖x‖ = 1



 .
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The following simple observations provide useful characterizations of the spherical
operator norm.

Lemma 1.1. [31, Lemma 2.1] Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then

‖T‖ =

∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

k=1

T ∗
kTk

∥∥∥∥∥

1

2

.

Lemma 1.2. [6, Lemma 2.1] Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then

‖T‖ = ‖T‖ ,
where T denotes the following operator matrix on Hd = ⊕d

i=1H:

T =



T1 0 · · · 0
...

...
...

Td 0 · · · 0


 . (1.2)

The hypo-norm introduced in [29] (as a special case of more general hypo-p-
norms) is defined by

‖T‖h := sup
(λ1,...,λd)∈Bd

‖λ1T1 + . . .+ λdTd‖,

where Bd denotes the open unit ball of Cd with respect to the Euclidean norm
‖ · ‖2, i.e.,

Bd :=

{
λ = (λ1, . . . , λd) ∈ C

d : ‖λ‖22 =
d∑

k=1

|λk|2 ≤ 1

}
. (1.3)

As shown recently, it turns out that ‖T‖ and ‖T‖h are always equivalent on
B(H)d (see [42, Theorem 1.18] and [30, Proposition 2.1]):

1√
d
‖T‖ ≤ ‖T‖h ≤ ‖T‖, T ∈ B(H)d.

There is also a notion of the Euclidean operator norm, which first appeared in [41]
and it is given by

‖T‖e :=
(

n∑

k=1

‖Tk‖2
)1/2

.

However, when we speak about the norm of an operator d-tuple, we usually think
of a spherical operator norm. It is worth mentioning that while ‖T‖h = ‖T∗‖h
and ‖T‖e = ‖T∗‖e for any T ∈ B(H)d, this is not the case for ‖ · ‖. For other
related concepts, we refer the reader to [7, 47].

For T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d, we define the joint (or spherical) numerical
radius of T as

ω(T) = sup

{( d∑

k=1

|〈Tkx, x〉|2
) 1

2

: x ∈ H, ‖x‖ = 1

}
.
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For more details, see [19]. It was shown in [42, Proof of Theorem 1.19] that ω(T)
coincides with the hypo-numerical radius ωh(T), which is given by

ωh(T) := sup
(λ1,...,λd)∈Bd

ω(λ1T1 + . . .+ λdTd).

For T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d, it was shown in [12, Theorem 2.2] and [13,
Theorem 2.4] that

1

2
√
d
‖T‖ ≤ ω(T) ≤ ‖T‖e ≤ ‖T‖.

The spectrum of an operator tuple also has many (nonequivalent) definitions.
See, for instance, [9, 48]. An operator d-tuple T ∈ B(H)d is said to be Taylor
invertible if its associated Koszul complex K(T,H) is exact. For d = 2, the
Koszul complex K(T,H) associated with T = (T1, T2) on H is given by:

K(T,H) : 0 −→ H T−→ H⊕H (−T2 T1)−→ H −→ 0,

where T =

(
T1

T2

)
.

Let d ∈ N. For T1, . . . , Td ∈ B(H), consider a d-tuple T =



T1
...
Td


 as an

operator from H into H⊕ · · · ⊕ H, that is,

T =



T1
...
Td


 : H →

H
⊕
...
⊕
H

. (1.4)

We define (canonical) spherical polar decomposition of T (cf. [25, 26, 37]) as

T =



T1
...
Td


 =



V1
...
Vd


P =



V1P

...
VdP


 = VP,

where P :=
√

T ∗
1 T1 + · · ·+ T ∗

d Td is a positive operator on H, and

V =



V1
...
Vd


 : H →

H
⊕
...
⊕
H

,

is a spherical partial isometry from H into H⊕ . . .⊕H. In other words, V ∗
1 V1 +

· · · + V ∗
d Vd is the (orthogonal) projection onto the initial space of the partial
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isometry V which is

N (T)⊥ =

(
d⋂

i=1

N (Ti)

)⊥

= N (P )⊥ =

(
d⋂

i=1

N (Vi)

)⊥

.

The following characterization of spherically quasinormal tuples in terms of the
polar decomposition will be useful later.

Theorem 1.1. [46, Theorem 1.2] Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d be a d-tuple of
commuting operators. The following conditions are equivalent:

(i) T is spherically quasinormal;
(ii) PV = VP, where

V =



V1 0 · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
Vd 0 · · · 0


 and P =



P . . . 0
...

. . .
...

0 . . . P


 .

Next, let us recall the multivariable analogues of the earlier mentioned operator
transforms. For T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) ∈ B(H)d, the following concepts are
introduced:

• spherical Aluthge transform:

T̃ = (T̃1, . . . , T̃d) = (P
1

2V1P
1

2 , . . . , P
1

2VdP
1

2 );

• spherical Duggal transform:

T
D = (TD

1 , . . . ,T
D
d ) = (PV1, . . . , PVd);

• spherical mean transform:

T̂ =
1

2
(T+T

D);

• generalized spherical Aluthge transform:

T̃(t) = (T̃1(t), . . . , T̃d(t)) = (P tV1P
1−t, . . . , P tVdP

1−t),

for t ∈ [0, 1];
• spherical Heinz transform:

T̂(t) =
1

2
(T̃(t) + T̃(1− t)),

for t ∈ [0, 1]. In other words, T̂(t) = (T̂1(t), . . . , T̂d(t)), where

T̂i(t) =
1

2

(
P tViP

1−t + P 1−tViP
t
)
, i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.

Obviously, T̂(t) = T̂(1− t), T̂(0) = T̂(1) = T̂ and T̂(1
2
) = T̃.

For more details on the mentioned concepts, we refer the reader to [15, 25, 26,
31, 37, 45, 46]. Finally, we can extend the notion of the λ-mean transform to a
multivariable setting, as well.
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Definition 1.1. Let T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) ∈ B(H)d be the canonical spher-
ical polar decomposition of a d-tuple T and let λ ∈ [0, 1]. The spherical λ-mean
transform of T is defined as

Mλ(T) = (M1
λ(T), . . . ,Md

λ(T)) = λT+ (1− λ)TD.

In particular, M0(T) = T
D and M 1

2

(T) = T̂.

Note that many properties of the ordinary spherical mean transform (see [45])
also hold for the spherical λ-mean transform.

The organization of the paper is as follows. Section 2 presents several re-
finements of operator norm inequalities using the generalized spherical Aluthge
transform and the spherical Heinz transform. Section 3 introduces the spherical
Schatten p-norm for operator tuples and establishes related inequalities involving
these transforms. Additionally, equality conditions for some of these inequalities
are also discussed. In Section 4, we define the (joint) Schatten p-numerical radius
and the Schatten hypo-p-norm for operator tuples, deriving several fundamental
inequalities in this context.

2. Operator norm inequalities

In this section, we have established some refinements of earlier results.
For every unitarily invariant norm, we have the Heinz inequalities

2
∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣A 1

2XB
1

2

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣ ≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣AνXB1−ν + A1−νXBν
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |||AX +XB|||, (2.1)

for A,B, and X be operators on a complex separable Hilbert space such that A

and B are positive and for 0 ≤ ν ≤ 1.
The following inequality is a refinement of the second inequality in (2.1), which

follows from [39, Corollary 3]. Let A,B, and X be operators such that A and B

are positive. Then for 0 ≤ ν ≤ 1 and for every unitarily invariant norm,
∣∣∣∣∣∣AνXB1−ν + A1−νXBν

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ 4r0

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣A 1

2XB
1

2

∣∣∣
∣∣∣
∣∣∣+ (1− 2r0)|||AX +XB|||

≤ |||AX +XB|||,
(2.2)

where r0 = min{ν, 1− ν}.
In [38, Theorem 2], it was shown that for A,B are positive operators in B(H)
and X ∈ B(H), the inequality

∣∣∣∣∣∣AνXB1−ν
∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ |||AX|||ν |||XB|||1−ν

, (2.3)

holds for every ν ∈ [0, 1].
The following two results are refinements of [46, Theorem 4.4].

Theorem 2.1. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then

‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 2r0‖T̃‖+ (1− 2r0)‖T̂‖ ≤ ‖T̂‖ ≤ ‖T‖
for any t ∈ [0, 1], where r0 = min{t, 1− t}.

In particular,

‖T̃‖ ≤ ‖T̂‖ ≤ ‖T‖.
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Proof. Let t ∈ [0, 1] be arbitrary and T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) be the spherical
polar decomposition of T. Let V and P be as in Theorem 1.1. By Lemma 1.2,

‖T̂(t)‖ =
1

2

∥∥∥∥∥∥



P tV1P

1−t + P 1−tV1P
t 0 . . . 0

...
...

...
P tVdP

1−t + P 1−tVdP
t 0 . . . 0



∥∥∥∥∥∥

=
1

2
‖Pt

VP
1−t + P

1−t
VP

t‖.

(2.4)

Now, using (2.2), we have

‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 2r0‖P
1

2VP
1

2‖+ (1− 2r0)

2
‖PV+ VP‖

≤ 1

2
‖PV+ VP‖ = ‖T̂‖. (2.5)

Therefore,

2r0‖P
1

2VP
1

2‖+ (1− 2r0)

2
‖PV+ VP‖ = 2r0‖T̃‖+ (1− 2r0)‖T̂‖. (2.6)

Using (2.5) and (2.6), we have

‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 2r0‖T̃‖+ (1− 2r0)‖T̂‖ ≤ ‖T̂‖.
Now using the inequality of [46, Theorem 4.4], we get

‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 2r0‖T̃‖+ (1− 2r0)‖T̂‖ ≤ ‖T̂‖ ≤ ‖T‖.
�

Theorem 2.2. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then

‖T̃‖ ≤ ‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 1

2
(‖TD‖t‖T‖1−t + ‖TD‖1−t‖T‖t) ≤ ‖T‖ (2.7)

for any t ∈ [0, 1].
In particular,

‖T̃‖ ≤ ‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 1

2
(‖TD‖+ ‖T‖) ≤ ‖T‖.

Proof. Let t ∈ [0, 1] be arbitrary and T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) be the spherical
polar decomposition of T. Using (2.4) and the triangle inequality, we have that

‖T̂(t)‖ =
1

2
‖Pt

VP
1−t + P

1−t
VP

t‖

≤ 1

2
‖Pt

VP
1−t‖+ ‖P1−t

VP
t‖.

Now, using (2.3), we have

‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 1

2
‖PV‖t‖VP‖1−t +

1

2
‖PV‖1−t‖VP‖t

=
1

2
(‖TD‖t‖T‖1−t + ‖TD‖1−t‖T‖t). (2.8)
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Now,

‖TD‖ = ‖PV‖ ≤ ‖V‖‖P‖ = ‖T‖
∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

V ∗
i Vi

∥∥∥∥∥

1

2

≤ ‖T‖. (2.9)

Using (2.8) and (2.9), we have

‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 1

2
(‖TD‖t‖T‖1−t + ‖TD‖1−t‖T‖t) ≤ ‖T‖. (2.10)

Let A = B = P, X = V in the first inequality of (2.1), we obtain

‖T̃‖ = ‖P 1

2VP
1

2‖ ≤ 1

2
‖Pt

VP
1−t + P

1−t
VP

t‖ = ‖T̂(t)‖ (2.11)

Now combining (2.10) and (2.11), we obtain

‖T̃‖ ≤ ‖T̂(t)‖ ≤ 1

2
(‖TD‖t‖T‖1−t + ‖TD‖1−t‖T‖t) ≤ ‖T‖.

�

Inspired by [49, Theorem 3.2], we extend the one-dimensional case to a multi-
variable operator setting. More precisely, the following theorem is a generalization
of [46, Eq. (4.5)]. (We emphasize that in [46], the hypo-norm of a tuple T is
denoted by ‖T‖e, which is here reserved for the Euclidean norm of T. We also
remark that there is a typo in [46, Eq. (4.4)] and [46, Eq. (4.5)], as the right
hand side of the second inequality in both equations should be ‖T‖ instead of
‖T‖e.)
Theorem 2.3. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then for each 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1,

2
√
λ− λ2‖T̃‖h ≤ ‖Mλ(T)‖h ≤ λ‖T‖h + (1− λ)‖TD‖h ≤ ‖T‖. (2.12)

In particular, for λ = 1
2
,

‖T̃‖h ≤ ‖T̂‖h ≤ ‖T‖.
Proof. Let T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) be the spherical polar decomposition of T.
It follows from (2.1) that

‖A 1

2XB
1

2‖ ≤
∥∥∥∥
AX +XB

2

∥∥∥∥ , (2.13)

for positive operators A,B, and X ∈ B(H). Let µ = (µ1, . . . , µd) ∈ Bd be

arbitrary and let Uµ =
∑d

i=1 µiVi. Setting A = (1 − λ)P , X = Uµ and B = λP

in (2.13), we obtain

2
√
λ− λ2‖P 1

2UµP
1

2‖ ≤ ‖(1− λ)PUµ + λUµP‖. (2.14)

Next, note that

µ1T̃1 + · · ·+ µdT̃d = P
1

2UµP
1

2 ,

µ1M
1
λ(T) + · · ·+ µdM

d
λ(T) = (1− λ)PUµ + λUµP.
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By taking the supremum over all (µ1, . . . , µd) ∈ Bd in (2.14), we have

2
√
λ− λ2‖T̃‖h ≤ ‖Mλ(T)‖h. (2.15)

Further, since Mλ(T) = λT + (1 − λ)TD, and using the fact ‖TD‖h ≤ ‖TD‖ ≤
‖T‖, we have

‖Mλ(T)‖h ≤ λ‖T‖h + (1− λ)‖TD‖h ≤ ‖T‖. (2.16)

Now, (2.12) follows from (2.15) and (2.16). �

Using a similar technique, we obtain the following theorem, which is a refine-
ment of [46, Theorem 4.5].

Theorem 2.4. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then

‖T̂(t)‖h ≤ 2r0‖T̃‖h + (1− 2r0)‖T̂‖h ≤ ‖T̂‖h ≤ ‖T‖
for any t ∈ [0, 1], where r0 = min{t, 1− t}.

In particular,

‖T̃‖h ≤ ‖T̂‖h ≤ ‖T‖.
In a similar way as in Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.3, we can prove the following

operator norm inequalities, which is a generalization of [46, Eq. (4.2)].

Theorem 2.5. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then for each 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1,

2
√
λ− λ2‖T̃‖ ≤ ‖Mλ(T)‖ ≤ λ‖T‖+ (1− λ)‖TD‖ ≤ ‖T‖.

In particular, for λ = 1
2
,

‖T̃‖ ≤ ‖T̂‖ ≤ ‖T‖.
The following theorem follows from the same method as used in [46] and from [1,

Theorem 6].

Theorem 2.6. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. Then

ω(T̃) ≤ ω(T̂(t)) ≤ ω(T̂),

for any t ∈ [0, 1].

Theorem 2.7. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d. The following conditions are
equivalent:

(i) T
2 = 0;

(ii) T̃(t) = 0 for each t ∈ (0, 1];

(iii) T̃(t) = 0 for some t ∈ (0, 1];

(iv) T̂(t) = 0 for each t ∈ (0, 1);

(v) T̂(t) = 0 for some t ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. The equivalence (i) ⇔ (ii) ⇔ (iii) follows directly from [46, Theorem 2.7].

The implications (ii) ⇒ (iv) ⇒ (v) are also obvious. Now assume that T̂(t) = 0

for some t ∈ (0, 1). By (2.7), we have that

‖T̃‖ ≤ ‖T̂(t)‖ = 0,

i.e., T̃ = 0, showing that (iii) holds. �
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Remark 2.1. Note that the case t = 0 in the previous theorem must be considered
separately. In fact, it was shown in [45, Corollary 2.3] that

T = 0 ⇐⇒ T̂ = 0.

We also mention that λ = 0 in [4, Proposition 3.2] should be excluded.

3. Spherical Schatten p-norm inequalities

Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ B(H)d and 1 ≤ p < ∞. By treating T as an operator
column given by (1.4), we can naturally say that the operator d-tuple T belongs

to the Schatten p-class if



T1
...
Td


 ∈ Cp(H,Hd), i.e., if

tr (P p) < ∞,

where P =
√

T ∗
1 T1 + · · ·+ T ∗

dTd. We shall simply write T ∈ C
d
p(H).

Definition 3.1. Let T ∈ C
d
p(H). The (spherical) Schatten p-norm of T, ‖T‖s,p,

is defined as

‖T‖s,p := [tr (P p)]
1

p .

The following elementary lemma provides another way of looking at the quan-
tity ‖T‖s,p.

Lemma 3.1. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H) and 1 ≤ p < ∞. Then T ∈ Cp(Hd)

and

‖T‖s,p = ‖P‖p = ‖T‖p ,
where T is given by (1.2).

Proof. By direct computation, we have

‖T‖p =

∥∥∥∥∥∥



T1 0 · · · 0
...

...
...

Td 0 · · · 0



∥∥∥∥∥∥
p

=


tr







√
T ∗
1 T1 + · · ·+ T ∗

dTd

0
. . .

0




p





1

p

= [tr (P p)]
1

p = ‖T‖p .
The first equality is obvious. �

We will also need the following simple result.
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Lemma 3.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T1, . . . , Td ∈ Cp(H). Then

‖T1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Td‖p =
(

d∑

i=1

‖Ti‖pp

) 1

p

Proof. By the definition of p-norm,

‖T1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Td‖p =

∥∥∥∥∥∥



T1

. . .

Td



∥∥∥∥∥∥
p

=


tr





|T1|p

. . .

|Td|p








1

p

=

(
d∑

i=1

tr (|Ti|p)
) 1

p

=

(
d∑

i=1

‖Ti‖pp

) 1

p

.

�

Note that if T ∈ C
d
p(H), then in particular, the operator column given in (1.4)

is compact, and thus Ti is compact for each i ∈ {1, . . . , d}. A natural question
arises whether each coordinate operator belongs to Cp(H). The following theorem
provides an affirmative answer to this question.

Theorem 3.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) ∈ C
d
p(H).

Then Ti ∈ Cp(H) and
‖Ti‖p ≤ ‖T‖s,p

for each i ∈ {1, . . . , d}.
Proof. Let i ∈ {1, . . . , d} be arbitrary. Since V ∗

i Vi ≤
∑d

i=1 V
∗
i Vi ≤ I, we have

that ‖Vi‖ ≤ 1, and thus

‖Ti‖p = ‖ViP‖p ≤ ‖Vi‖ ‖P‖p ≤ ‖P‖p .
The conclusion now follows from Lemma 3.1. �

Theorem 3.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) ∈ C
d
p(H). Then

Mλ(T) ∈ C
d
p(H) for each 0 ≤ λ ≤ 1, and

‖Mλ(T)‖s,p ≤ (λ+ (1− λ)
p
√
d) ‖T‖s,p . (3.1)

In particular,

‖TD‖s,p ≤ p
√
d ‖T‖s,p and ‖T̂‖s,p ≤

1 + p
√
d

2
‖T‖s,p . (3.2)

Proof. Using the triangle inequality for the Schatten p-norm, and the fact that
‖TS‖p ≤ ‖T‖p ‖S‖, we have

‖Mλ(T)‖s,p =
∥∥λT+ (1− λ)TD

∥∥
s,p

= ‖λVP+ (1− λ)PV‖p
≤ λ ‖VP‖p + (1− λ) ‖PV‖p
≤ λ ‖T‖p + (1− λ) ‖P‖p ‖V‖ .
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Since
∑d

i=1 V
∗
i Vi is the orthogonal projection onto R(P ), Lemma 1.1 and Lemma

1.2 imply that

‖V‖ = ‖V‖ =

∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

V ∗
i Vi

∥∥∥∥∥

1

2

≤ 1

Furthermore, by Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.2, we have that ‖T‖p = ‖T‖s,p, and

‖P‖p = ‖P ⊕ · · · ⊕ P‖p =
(

d∑

i=1

‖P‖pp

) 1

p

=
p
√
d ‖P‖p =

p
√
d ‖T‖s,p .

Therefore,

‖Mλ(T)‖s,p ≤ λ ‖T‖p + (1− λ) ‖P‖p ‖V‖
≤ λ ‖T‖s,p + (1− λ)

p
√
d ‖T‖s,p

= (λ+ (1− λ)
p
√
d) ‖T‖s,p ,

showing that (3.1) holds. �

In the case when p = 2 and dim (H) < ∞, we also have the following estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) be a d-tuple of n × n complex
matrices. Then ∥∥TD

∥∥
s,2

≤ √
n ‖T‖s,2 .

Proof. Since T
D = (PV1, . . . , PVd), we have that (TD)∗TD =

∑d
i=1 V

∗
i P

2Vi, and
thus

∥∥TD
∥∥2
s,2

= tr

(
d∑

i=1

V ∗
i P

2Vi

)
=

d∑

i=1

tr
(
V ∗
i P

2Vi

)

=

d∑

i=1

tr
(
P 2ViV

∗
i

)
= tr

(
P 2

d∑

i=1

ViV
∗
i

)

Since tr(AB) ≤ tr(A)tr (B) for positive semi-definite matrices A and B, it follow
that

∥∥TD
∥∥2
s,2

≤ tr
(
P 2
)
tr

(
d∑

i=1

ViV
∗
i

)
. (3.3)

Now, since
∑d

i=1 V
∗
i Vi ≤ I, using the monotonicity of the trace functional, we

have

tr

(
d∑

i=1

ViV
∗
i

)
=

d∑

i=1

tr (ViV
∗
i ) =

d∑

i=1

tr (V ∗
i Vi)

= tr

(
d∑

i=1

V ∗
i Vi

)
≤ tr (I) = n.
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Furthermore, since ‖T‖2s,2 = tr (P 2), (3.3) implies that

∥∥TD
∥∥2
s,2

≤ n ‖T‖2s,2 ,
and thus, ∥∥TD

∥∥
s,2

≤ √
n ‖T‖s,2 .

�

Theorem 3.3. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) be a d-tuple of n×n complex matrices. Then

‖Mλ(T)‖s,2 ≤ (λ+ (1− λ)
√
min{n, d}) ‖T‖s,2 .

In particular,

‖T̂‖s,2 ≤
1 +

√
min{n, d}
2

‖T‖s,2 .

Proof. It follows from Theorem 3.3 that

‖Mλ(T)‖s,2 ≤
∥∥λT+ (1− λ)TD

∥∥
s,2

≤ λ ‖T‖s,2 + (1− λ)
∥∥TD

∥∥
s,2

≤ (λ+ (1− λ)
√
n) ‖T‖s,2 .

The conclusion now follows by combining the previous inequality with (3.1). �

Theorem 3.4. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H). Then T̂(t) ∈

C
d
p(H) for each 0 ≤ t ≤ 1, and

‖T̂(t)‖s,p ≤ 2r0‖T̃‖s,p + (1− 2r0)‖T̂‖s,p ≤ ‖T̂‖s,p ≤
1 + p

√
d

2
‖T‖s,p , (3.4)

where r0 = min{t, 1− t}.
In particular,

‖T̃‖s,p ≤ ‖T̂‖s,p ≤
1 + p

√
d

2
‖T‖s,p.

Proof. Let t ∈ [0, 1] be arbitrary and T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) be the spherical
polar decomposition of T. Using Lemma 3.1, we have that

‖T̂(t)‖s,p =
1

2

∥∥∥∥∥∥



P tV1P

1−t + P 1−tV1P
t 0 . . . 0

...
...

...
P tVdP

1−t + P 1−tVdP
t 0 . . . 0



∥∥∥∥∥∥
p

=
1

2
‖Pt

VP
1−t + P

1−t
VP

t‖p.

(3.5)

Now, as in the proof of Theorem 2.1 we conclude that the first two inequalities
hold (3.4), while the last one follows from (3.2). �

In a similar fashion, we can prove the following p-norm analogue of Theorem
2.2.
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Theorem 3.5. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H). Then

‖T̃‖s,p ≤ ‖T̂(t)‖s,p ≤
1

2
(‖TD‖ts,p‖T‖1−t

s,p + ‖TD‖1−t
s,p ‖T‖ts,p) ≤

d
t
p + d

1−t
p

2
‖T‖s,p

for any t ∈ [0, 1].
In particular,

‖T̃‖s,p ≤ ‖T̂(t)‖s,p ≤
1

2
(‖TD‖s,p + ‖T‖s,p) ≤

1 + p
√
d

2
‖T‖s,p.

By combining Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.5, we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 3.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H). Then

‖T̃‖s,p ≤ ‖T̂(t)‖s,p ≤ ‖T̂‖s,p ≤
1 + p

√
d

2
‖T‖s,p. (3.6)

for any t ∈ [0, 1].

Recall the following theorems from [39], which consider the equality conditions
in (2.1).

Theorem 3.6. [39, Theorem 5] Let A,B, and X be operators such that A and
B are positive, and let 1 < p < ∞. Then

‖AνXB1−ν + A1−νXBν‖p = ‖AX +XB‖p
for some ν with 0 < ν < 1 if and only if AX = XB.

Theorem 3.7. [39, Theorem 6] Let A,B, and X be operators such that A and
B are positive and invertible, and let 1 < p < ∞. Then

2
∥∥A1/2XB1/2

∥∥
p
=
∥∥AνXB1−ν + A1−νXBν

∥∥
p

for some ν with 0 < ν < 1, v 6= 1
2
, if and only if AX = XB.

The following result provides a necessary and sufficient condition for the second
inequality of (3.6) to hold.

Theorem 3.8. Let 1 < p < ∞ and let T = VP = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) ∈ C
d
p(H) be a

commuting d-tuple. Then

‖T̂(t)‖s,p = ‖T̂‖s,p (t ∈ (0, 1)), (3.7)

if and only if T is normal.

Proof. If T is normal, then it is spherically quasinormal. Using [27, Lemma 2.1],

we have that ViP = PVi, i ∈ {1, . . . , d}. From here, it is obvious that T̂(t) = T

for any t ∈ [0, 1]. In particular, T̂(t) = T̂, showing that (3.7) holds.

Now assume that (3.7) is true. It follows from (3.5) that for any t ∈ [0, 1],

‖T̂(t)‖s,p =
1

2
‖Pt

VP
1−t + P

1−t
VP

t‖p.
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Hence, ‖T̂(t)‖s,p = ‖T̂‖s,p is equivalent with

‖Pt
VP

1−t + P
1−t

VP
t‖p = ‖PV+ VP‖p.

By Theorem 3.6, we have that PV = VP. Now, Theorem 1.1 yields the spherical
quasinormality of T. Consequently, T is jointly hyponormal, and in particular,
for each i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, Ti is hyponormal. We also have that Ti is compact. Since
every compact hyponormal operator is in fact normal (see [20, Corollary 4.9]), we
obtain that Ti is normal for each i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, showing that T is normal. �

In a similar fashion, we consider the first inequality in (3.6). Note that due to
an invertibility condition, we are restricted to a finite-dimensional case.

Theorem 3.9. Let 1 < p < ∞ and let T = (T1, . . . , Td) be a d-tuple of commuting
complex matrices. If T is Taylor invertible, then

‖T̃‖s,p = ‖T̂(t)‖s,p
(
t ∈ (0, 1), t 6= 1

2

)
,

if and only if T is normal.

Proof. Since T is Taylor invertible, [21, Corollary 3.6] implies that P is invertible.
Consequently, P is also invertible. The proof now follows from Theorem 3.7 and
by using the similar lines of arguments as in the proof of Theorem 3.8. �

4. Joint Schatten p-numerical radius inequalities

Following the work of [2], we give the following definition:

Definition 4.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H). The (joint)

Schatten p-numerical radius of T, ωs,p(T), is defined as

ωs,p(T) := sup
λ∈Bd

ωp (λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd) ,

where Bd is given by (1.3) and ωp(T ) = supθ∈R

∥∥ℜ
(
eiθT

)∥∥
p
, T ∈ Cp(H). In other

words,
ωs,p(T) = sup

λ∈Bd

sup
θ∈R

∥∥ℜ
[
eiθ(λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd)

]∥∥
p
.

We also define the following quantity:

Definition 4.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H). The Schatten

hypo-p-norm of T, ‖T‖s,h,p, is defined as

‖T‖s,h,p := sup
λ∈Bd

‖λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd‖p .

The following theorem shows that the previously introduced notions are well-
defined and provides fundamental relations between them.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) = (V1P, . . . , VdP ) ∈ C
d
p(H).

Then
ωs,p(T) ≤ ‖T‖s,h,p ≤ ‖T‖s,p. (4.1)
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Proof. Let us first show the second inequality in (4.1). Let λ = (λ1, . . . , λd) ∈ Bd

be arbitrary and let Uλ =
∑d

i=1 λiVi. Then

λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd = UλP.

Note that [3, Theorem 17] applied to Ai = λiI and Bi = Vi, i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, yields

‖Uλ‖ =

∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

λiVi

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤
(

d∑

i=1

|λi|2
) 1

2

∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

|Vi|2
∥∥∥∥∥

1

2

≤ 1,

since λ ∈ Bd and
∑d

i=1 V
∗
i Vi ≤ I. Thus, using Lemma 3.1, we have

‖λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd‖p = ‖UλP‖p ≤ ‖Uλ‖ ‖P‖p ≤ ‖T‖s,p.
Therefore,

‖T‖s,h,p = sup
λ∈Bd

‖λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd‖p ≤ ‖T‖s,p,

Since ‖T‖p = ‖T ∗‖p for any operator Cp(H), using [1, Theorem 2], it follows that

ωp (λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd) ≤ ‖λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd‖p
From here,

sup
λ∈Bd

ωp (λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd) ≤ sup
λ∈Bd

‖λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd‖p ,

i.e.,

ωs,p(T) ≤ ‖T‖s,h,p .
This completes the proof. �

Remark 4.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞. Since ‖T‖p = ‖T ∗‖p and ℜ(T ) = ℜ(T ∗) for any

T ∈ Cp(H), it is easy to see that

‖T‖s,h,p = ‖T∗‖s,h,p and ωs,p(T) = ωs,p(T
∗)

for T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H). In the case p = 2, using the commutativity of the

trace, we also have that

‖T‖2s,2 = tr

(
d∑

i=1

T ∗
i Ti

)
= tr

(
d∑

i=1

TiT
∗
i

)
= ‖T∗‖2s,2 .

However, the previous equality does not always hold for ‖ · ‖s,p, p 6= 2 (we can
take T as in Example 4.1 below). This complements a similar remark regarding
the operator norm and the hypo-norm of operator tuples.

In order to prove our next result, we need the following useful lemma. It
follows from [35, Lemma 2.1], by choosing the function f(t) = tr, which is concave
(convex) for 0 < r < 1 (r ≥ 1) on [0,∞).
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Lemma 4.1. [35, Lemma 2.1] Let Ak ∈ B(H), k ∈ {1, . . . , d}, be positive
operators. Then, for every unitarily invariant norm

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

(
d∑

k=1

Ak

)r∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

d∑

k=1

Ar
k

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣, (4.2)

for 0 < r < 1 and
∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

(
d∑

k=1

Ak

)r∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ dr−1

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

d∑

k=1

Ar
k

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣, (4.3)

for r ≥ 1.

Theorem 4.2. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H). Then

1

2
‖T‖s,h,p ≤ ωs,p(T) ≤ ‖T‖s,h,p.

Moreover,

1
p
√
d
‖T‖s,p ≤ ‖T‖s,h,p ≤ ‖T‖s,p (4.4)

for 1 ≤ p < 2, and

1√
d
‖T‖s,p ≤ ‖T‖s,h,p ≤ ‖T‖s,p (4.5)

for 2 ≤ p < ∞.

Proof. Let λ = (λ1, . . . , λd) ∈ Bd be arbitrary. Using [1, Theorem 2] again, we
have that

1

2
‖λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd‖p ≤ ωp (λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd)

and therefore,

1

2
‖T‖s,h,p =

1

2
sup
λ∈Bd

‖λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd‖p ≤ sup
λ∈Bd

ωp (λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd) = ωs,p(T).

Now assume that 1 ≤ p < 2. Note that for each i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, we have that

‖T‖s,h,p = sup
λ∈Bd

‖λ1T1 + · · ·+ λdTd‖p ≥ ‖Ti‖p ,

and thus,

d ‖T‖ps,h,p ≥
d∑

i=1

‖Ti‖pp . (4.6)
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Now, since 1
2
≤ p

2
< 1, inequality (4.2) implies that

‖P‖pp =

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(
d∑

i=1

T ∗
i Ti

) p

2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤
∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

(T ∗
i Ti)

p

2

∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤
d∑

i=1

‖(T ∗
i Ti)

p

2‖1 =
d∑

i=1

‖|Ti|p‖1

=
d∑

i=1

‖Ti‖pp.

It now follows from Lemma 3.1 and (4.6) that

d ‖T‖ps,h,p ≥ ‖T‖ps,p,
i.e.,

1
p
√
d
‖T‖s,p ≤ ‖T‖s,h,p.

To prove the complementary inequality, assume that 2 ≤ p < ∞. Now, since
p
2
≥ 1, inequality (4.3) implies that

‖P‖pp =

∥∥∥∥∥∥

(
d∑

i=1

T ∗
i Ti

) p

2

∥∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤ d
p

2
−1

∥∥∥∥∥

d∑

i=1

(T ∗
i Ti)

p

2

∥∥∥∥∥
1

≤ d
p

2
−1

d∑

i=1

‖(T ∗
i Ti)

p

2‖1 = d
p

2
−1

d∑

i=1

‖|Ti|p‖1

= d
p

2
−1

d∑

i=1

‖Ti‖pp.

From here,

d ‖T‖ps,h,p ≥
1

d
p

2
−1

‖T‖ps,p,
i.e.,

1

d
p

2

‖T‖ps,p ≤ ‖T‖ps,h,p.
This completes the proof. �

Corollary 4.1. Let 1 ≤ p < ∞ and T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
p(H). Then

1

2
p
√
d
‖T‖s,p ≤

1

2
‖T‖s,h,p ≤ ωs,p(T) ≤ ‖T‖s,h,p ≤ ‖T‖s,p

for 1 ≤ p < 2, and

1

2
√
d
‖T‖s,p ≤

1

2
‖T‖s,h,p ≤ ωs,p(T) ≤ ‖T‖s,h,p ≤ ‖T‖s,p

for 2 ≤ p < ∞.
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By using [1, Theorem 8] and a similar argumentation as in the proof of Theorem
4.1, we have that the following better estimate holds in the case p = 2.

Corollary 4.2. Let T = (T1, . . . , Td) ∈ C
d
2(H). Then

1√
2d

‖T‖s,2 ≤
1√
2
‖T‖s,h,2 ≤ ωs,2(T) ≤ ‖T‖s,h,2 ≤ ‖T‖s,2.

Example 4.1. Note that the first inequality in (4.5) is sharp. Indeed, let p ≥ 2

be arbitrary and let T = (T1, T2), where T1 =

[
1 0
0 0

]
and T2 =

[
0 0
1 0

]
. Then

P =
√

T ∗
1 T1 + T ∗

2 T2 =

[√
2 0
0 0

]
,

and thus,

‖T‖ps,p = tr (P p) = 2
p

2 .

On the other hand,

‖T‖ps,h,p = sup
|λ1|2+|λ2|2=1

‖λ1T1 + λ2T2‖pp = sup
|λ1|2+|λ2|2=1

∥∥∥∥
[
λ1 0
λ2 0

]∥∥∥∥
p

p

= sup
|λ1|2+|λ2|2=1

tr

([√
|λ1|2 + |λ2|2 0

0 0

]p)

= sup
|λ1|2+|λ2|2=1

(
|λ1|2 + |λ2|2

) p

2 = 1.

Therefore,
1√
2
‖T‖s,p = 1 = ‖T‖s,h,p.

Example 4.2. Let p ≥ 1 and let T = (T1, T2), where T1 =

[
1 0
0 0

]
and T2 =

[
0 0
0 1

]
. Then

P =
√

T ∗
1 T1 + T ∗

2 T2 = I,

and therefore,
1
p
√
2
‖T‖s,p =

1

2
1

p

[tr (P p)]
1

p =
1

2
1

p

· 2 1

p = 1.

On the other hand,

‖T‖s,h,p = sup
|λ1|2+|λ2|2=1

‖λ1T1 + λ2T2‖p = sup
|λ1|2+|λ2|2=1

∥∥∥∥
[
λ1 0
0 λ2

]∥∥∥∥
p

= sup
|λ1|2+|λ2|2=1

(|λ1|p + |λ2|p)
1

p = 1.

This shows that the first inequality in (4.4) is sharp and the equality can hold for
any p ≥ 1.
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[14] C. Benhida, M. Chō, E. Ko, J. E. Lee, On the generalized mean transforms of complex

symmetric operators. Banach J. Math. Anal. 14 (2020), 842–855.
[15] C. Benhida, R. Curto, S. H. Lee, J. Yoon, The spectral picture and joint spectral radius of

the generalized spherical Aluthge transform, Adv. Math. 408 (2022), Paper No. 108602, 27
pp. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2022.108602.

[16] F. Chabbabi, M. Mbekhta, Jordan product maps commuting with the λ-Aluthge transform,
J. Math. Anal. Appl. 450 (2017), 293–313.

[17] F. Chabbabi, M. Ostermann, On the image of the mean transform, arXiv preprint
arXiv:2207.13163.
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