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ON FIVE QUESTIONS OF BOURIN AND LEE: SYMMETRIC MODULI
AND AN EULER OPERATOR IDENTITY

TENG ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We answer five questions posed by Bourin and Lee on symmetric moduli and
related orbit inequalities in [I2], and thereby obtain a sequence of sharp results for matrices
and compact operators. We first show that the isometry-orbit identity behind the matrix
weighted parallelogram law cannot be extended beyond the parameter range 0 < z < 1, and
that a counterexample already exists in dimension one. Next, we prove that the exponent 2
in the Bourin—Lee unitary-orbit estimate for the quadratic symmetric modulus is optimal in
every dimension n > 2 by constructing an explicit 2 X 2 counterexample for all p > 2. We
then construct a compact operator Z for which the associated singular-value inequality fails
for every p > 2, in fact for a fixed choice of indices. We also settle a Thompson-type triangle
problem for symmetric moduli: the inequality fails for the arithmetic symmetric modulus but
holds for the quadratic symmetric modulus. Finally, we develop isometry-orbit refinements of
an Euler operator identity and derive sharp Clarkson—-McCarthy type inequalities for Schatten
p-norms, together with further consequences for unitarily invariant norms and singular values.

1. INTRODUCTION

Throughout this paper, ‘H denotes a complex Hilbert space, and K the ideal of compact
operators on H. For Z € K, we write {,uﬁl(Z )}m>1 for the singular values of Z, namely the
eigenvalues of |Z| = (Z*Z)Y/? (counted with multiplicity) arranged in nonincreasing order.
Let M, , be the space of complex m x n matrices, and write M,, := M,,,. Let X € M,,.

We adopt the convention that 1, (X) = 0 for all m > n, so that {,uin(X)}mzl can be re-
garded as an infinite nonincreasing sequence, consistent with the compact-operator notation.
We denote by X7 its transpose, and by X* its conjugate transpose (adjoint). For scalars
dy,...,d, € C, we denote by diag(dy,...,d,) the r x r diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries
are dy,...,d, (and all off-diagonal entries are 0). More generally, if X1 € M,,,,..., X, € M,,,
then diag(Xy,..., Xg) := X1 ®---® X}, denotes the block-diagonal matrix with diagonal blocks
X, Xk

1.1. A problem on matrix weighted parallelogram law. For A, B € M,, and z € R, we
write AV,B := (1 — x)A + xB for the weighted arithmetic mean of A and B. We begin by
recalling a unitary-orbit refinement of the weighted parallelogram identity due to Bourin and
Lee [12].

Theorem 1.1 (|12, Corollary 2.2|). Let A, B € Ml,, and 0 < x < 1. Then there exist isometries
UV,S,T € My, ,, such that
|A® B|? = U|AV,B[>U* + V |BVAPPV* + 2(1 — x){ S|A— B|*S* +T|A - BPT*}.

Taking traces in Theorem [I.1] yields
|A® B|3 = [[AV.BII3 + | BV All3 + 22(1 - 2)[|A - B3
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for 0 <z < 1. Since the right-hand side of that trace identity is a polynomial in z, it extends
to all z € R. This motivates the following question.

Question 1.2 ([12, Question 2.3|). Does Theorem[I.1] hold for every z € R?

We first answer Question in the negative: the restriction 0 < x < 1 in Theorem
cannot be removed and therefore is sharp (see Theorem below).

Theorem 1.3. Fiz x € R\ [0,1]. Then Theorem[I.1] fails for this x and some A, B € M,. In
fact, a counterexample exists already for n = 1.

1.2. Symmetric moduli and three related questions. For two Hermitian matrices A, B €
M,,, we write A < B if B— A is positive semidefinite. While for A, B € M, one has the triangle
inequality
A+ Blly < [[AllL + 1B,
simple examples show that the inequality
|A+ B| < |A| + |B]

need not hold in the positive semidefinite order. However, Thompson [20] observed that there
exist unitaries U,V € M, such that

|A+ B| < UJA|U* + V|B|V*, (1.1)

which, upon taking traces, yields the triangle inequality as a consequence. Such “unitary-orbit”
inequalities have since been generalized and extended to a variety of settings; see the surveys
by Bourin, Harada and Lee [7] [9].
In this paper, we generalize to the setting of rectangular matrices (see Lemma in
order to address Question [1.11}
Recall the Cartesian decomposition of a matrix Z € M,,:
* *
Z =ReZ+iImZ, ReZ::Z_;Z , ImZ::Z%Z .
Note that |Re Z|> 4+ |Im Z|? = (|Z|* 4+ |Z*|?) /2. Bourin and Lee [12, Corollary 4.3] obtained
the following unitary-orbit estimate for the quadratic symmetric modulus, which can be re-
garded as a matrix analogue of the scalar inequality |z| < |a| + |b| for a complex number
z=a+1b.

Theorem 1.4 (Bourin-Lee). Let Z € M,,. Then there exist unitary matrices U,V € M,, such

that
Z2 VA 2
w"g" < U|Re Z|U* 4+ V|Im Z|V*.

They also posed the following question concerning the optimality of the exponent 2.

Question 1.5 ([12, Question 4.6]). Let p > 0. Suppose that, for every Z € M,,, one can find
unitary matrices U,V € M, such that
1Z|P +|Z*P
2

Must we necessarily have p < 29

1/p
> <U|Re Z|U*+V |Im Z| V™. (1.2)

Our second result answers Question affirmatively in every noncommutative dimension
n > 2 by constructing a 2 x 2 counterexample for p > 2.

Theorem 1.6. Let n > 2 and p > 0. If for every Z € M, there exist unitary matrices
U,V € M, such that (1.2) holds, then necessarily p < 2.
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Remark 1.7. For n = 1, the statement of Question [1.5]is different: for a complex number
z, the left-hand side of (1.2)) equals |z| for every p > 0, while the right-hand side equals
|Rz| + [Sz| > |z]. Hence holds for all p > 0 in dimension 1. The necessity p < 2 is
therefore a genuinely noncommutative phenomenon requiring n > 2.

Bourin and Lee [12] further raised the following question on singular values.

Remark 1.8. In [12] Corollary 4.7], the indices on the right-hand side appear with a typo-
graphical slip. Starting from the operator inequality in [I2] Corollary 4.3] and applying the
Weyl inequality for singular values,

My an(A+B) < ity (A) + it (B) (A B 20),

one obtains the corrected bound

Z]? + |2+
Nh#k(ﬁ < i, ;(Re Z) + py . (Im 2). (1.3)

Accordingly, the natural corrected version of [12, Question 4.8| asks whether there exists Z € K
such that for every p > 2 one has

ZIP 4 | Z*[P\ /P
MJ1,+j+k<<|’2’> > MJ{H(RGZ) +u%+k(ImZ)

for some integers j, k > 0.

Question 1.9 ([12, Question 4.8|). Does there exist Z € K such that for every p > 2 one has

ZP + |Z* P\ VP
Aﬂ%«";) )>@¢mm+@Mmm> (1.4

for some pair of integers j, k > 0%
We answer Question [I.9]in the affirmative.

Theorem 1.10. There exists Z € K and fized integers j, k > 0 such that for every p > 2,
(1.4) holds. In our construction one may take (j, k) = (2,0).

Let /2
Zin . 212 _CW+MW>
sym -— 9 ) qgsym -— 2

be the arithmetic symmetric modulus or the quadratic symmetric modulus of Z € M, respec-
tively.

Now, we turn to a related problem raised by Bourin and Lee concerning Thompson-type
triangle inequalities for symmetric moduli, compared with .

Question 1.11 ([12, Question 4.9]). Denote by |Z|(qsym €ither the arithmetic symmetric
modulus or the quadratic symmetric modulus of Z € Ml,,. Let X, Y € M,,. Does the Thompson
triangle type inequality

|X + Y|(q)sym <U ’X’(q)sym Us+Vv ‘Y‘(q)sym V. (1'5)
hold for some unitary U,V € M, ?

Our next theorem provides a complete answer to Question the inequality (1.5)) fails
for the arithmetic symmetric modulus but holds for the quadratic symmetric modulus.

Theorem 1.12. Let X,Y € M,,.
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(i) In general, there do not exist unitaries U,V such that
| X + Ysym < UX|symU™ + VY |sym V™.
(ii) There exist unitaries U,V such that
[ X+ Yiasym < Ul X |asymU”™ + V[V ]qsym V"

1.3. Matrix analogues of Euler’s quadrilateral identity. Finally, Bourin and Lee [12]
asked for matrix analogues of Euler’s quadrilateral identity.

Question 1.13 (|12, Question 4.10]). What are the matriz versions, if any, of Euler’s quadri-
lateral identity

o+ g+ 202+ ol + gl + 1212 = o+ gl + lly + 202 + 12 + o)
for three points x,y,z € C"?
A direct computation yields the following Euler-type operator identity.
Proposition 1.14 (Euler operator identity). Let A, B,C € M,,. Then
A+ B+ CP2+ A%+ |B?+|C*=|A+ B>+ |B+C>+|C + A% (1.6)

We recall that an isometry is a rectangular matrix W € M,, ,, such that W*W = I,,. Bourin
and Lee [12] suggested exploring isometry/unitary-orbit refinements of Euler-type identities.
Our following three results give isometry-orbit refinements of (|1.6]).

Theorem 1.15. Let A,B,C € M,,. Then there exist isometries U;; € Myppn, 1 < 0,5 < 4,
such that

4 4
1 f 1 .
yA+ByQ@yB+C\2@\C+A\2@O:1E U1j1A+B+CPU1j+Z§ Uy |AP* Us;

j=1 j=1
1o 1o

+iZU3j ’B|2 Ugj—FZZUM‘CPUL. (17)
j=1 j=1

Theorem 1.16. Let A, B,C € M,,. Then there ewist three isometries Uy, Uz, Uz € M3y, 5, such
that

3
1
A+ B*®|B+CPPa|A+C)? = gZUk (JA+ B+ C)* + |A* +|B|* + |C?) U;.
k=1

Theorem 1.17. Let A, B,C € M,,. Then there exist four isometries Uy,Us,Us, Uy € Muy, p,
such that

4
1
IA+B+CPPa AP |BP?a|C)? = i > Uk ([A+BP +|B+CP+|A+CP) Us.
k=1

Naturally, we ask the following question.
Question 1.18. Does there exist isometries Uy, Us, Uz, Uy € M3y, 5, such that
A+ BP?®|B+CPPa@|A+CP?P=U|A+B+C2U; + U |AP?Us
+Us |BI*U; + Uy |C)PU; ?
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Unfortunately, the answer to Question [1.18]is negative. In fact, take A = B = C = I,.
Then

|A+ B> = 2L,> =41,, |[A+B+CP?= 3L, =91, |A?=|B?=|C}=1I,.
Hence the desired identity would become
415, = UL U + UxU; + UsUs + UaUj.
Since all terms on the right-hand side are positive semidefinite, we have
413, > 99U, UT.

But U U] is an orthogonal projection (of rank n), so ||9U1Uf|lec = 9 while ||413,lcc = 4, a
contradiction. Therefore such isometries cannot exist in general.

1.4. Sharp Clarkson—McCarthy type inequalities on Euler’s identity. For a Hilbert
space H, let S, denote the Schatten p-class. For p > 0, we say that X € S, if X is a compact

operator on ‘H whose singular values (,ut(X))kZl satisfy D ;- ,ui(X)p < oo . In this case, the
Schatten p-(quasi)norm is defined by

X = (X ukor) "
k>1

(When 0 < p <1, | is a quasi-norm.)
Building on the Euler operator identity (1.6, we obtain the following sharp Clarkson—
McCarthy type inequalities.

Theorem 1.19. Let A,B,C € Sp,. Then forp > 2,
|A+BlE+ 1B+ Cl5 +1C + Allp < 2P72(|A+ B+ C|p + | A5 + |B]IE + |CI5).

For 0 < p < 2, the inequality is reversed. Moreover, the constant 2°~2 is optimal: equality

holds for all p > 0 by taking A= B =—-C # 0.

As a complement to Theorem [1.19] numerical evidence suggests the following sharp inequal-
ity. For a weaker bound with coefficient 3%—1’ see Theorem [7.10

Conjecture 1.20. Let A,B,C € S,. Then forp > 2,

3141
[A+B+Cl5+ [JAp + IBIp + ICI5 < ——— (A + Bl + [|1B+Cl5 + [[C + Alp) .
op
For 0 < p < 2, the inequality is reversed. Moreover, the constant SP;;‘H 18 optimal: equality

holds for all p > 0 by taking A= B = C # 0.

Classical Hlawka-type inequalities compare norms (or their powers) of vector sums with
those of their pairwise sums. A standard form of Hlawka’s inequality [17] asserts that if V' is
an inner product space and x,y,z € V, then

[z +yll +lly + 2l + 2+l <zl + lyll + 2] + lz +y + 2,

where || - || denotes the norm induced by the inner product; equivalently, the inequality holds
for any norm satisfying the parallelogram identity. Numerous refinements and variants replace
|| - || by powers || - ||” and/or adjust the constants.

Theorem and Conjecture can be viewed as a Schatten—p (i.e. noncommutative L)
analogue: it features a sharp p-dependent constant and exhibits a change in behavior at p = 2,
as is typical for inequalities governed by the uniform convexity /concavity of L, spaces.

As a further refinement of Theorem we establish the following sharp mixed ¢,/
Clarkson—McCarthy type inequalities.
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Theorem 1.21. Let A,B,C € S,. Then for1 <p <2,
_a qa/p
IA+B+Clg+ A1+ 1B + [Cl1g < 2 (HA+ By + 1B+ Cll; + HC+AHP)

IA+ Bl + B+ Clg+|C+Alg < 2" (||A+B+C||p+ IA[L + 11BII; + HCIIP)

where q is the conjugate exponent of p. Forp > 2, these two inequalities are reversed. Moreover,
_4g
the constant 2" v is optimal: equality holds for all p > 1 by taking A= B = —C # 0.

Remark 1.22. Setting C = —B in Theorems [I.19] and [I.2]] recovers the classical Clarkson—
McCarthy inequality of [16]. For a complete Characterlzatlon of the validity of Clarkson—
McCarthy type inequalities, see the author’s paper [21, Corollary 1.14] and the following
Theorem [1.23] (also see [21], Theorem 1.16]). For further results and developments on Clarkson—
McCarthy type inequalities, we refer the reader to |5} (6, O, 10, 5] 2T, 22].

We now record the following mixed-norm inequality (Theorem , which strengthens the
result in the author’s earlier work [21,, Theorem 1.16]. Unlike the approach in [21], which applies
the three-lines theorem to a suitable trace functional and then invokes a duality argument, we
present a new proof based on a vector-valued Riesz—Thorin type complex interpolation scheme.

Theorem 1.23 (Mixed ¢4(Sp)—¥p(Sp) estimates). Let U = [u;;] € Mg and set

o= 1<z<r£l 1<5<t ‘U”‘

For1 <p < oo, let q be the conjugate exponent of p, i.e. %D + % = 1. Define the linear map on
t-tuples

t t
TU : E;(Sp) —)EZ(SP), TU(Zly"'7Zt) = (Zulij, ey Zustj>.
j=1 j=1

We will regard Ty as an operator between £y,- and y-sums when equipped with the corresponding
norms.

(i) Assume that U is a contraction, i.e. Ul < 1 (in particular, this holds if U*U = I
or UU* = 1I5). Then for 1 <p <2,

s t . 1/q , ‘ 1/p
(Slwnl) < i (Sim) »
i=1  j=1 —

and the inequality is reversed for p > 2 if U*U = I;.
(ii) Assume in addition that U*U = I; (i.e. U is an isometry). Then for 1 < p <2,

(jilnzﬂig) o (Z |32 wz| ) -,

]7
and the inequality is reversed for p > 2.

Theorem has several interesting consequences. For example, Audenaert—Kittaneh’s con-
jecture [I Section 8.1, Conjecture 7| (proved by the author in [22]) states that if Aq,..., A, €
Sp, then for 1 <p <2,

a/p
+ oy A=Al <H<Z||AII”> : (1.10)

D 1<i<j<n
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where ¢ is the conjugate exponent of p; for p > 2 the inequality is reversed. Moreover, the
constant n is optimal: equality holds for all 1 < p < oo by taking A; = ... = A, # 0. This
inequality can be recovered from Theorem by choosing the isometry

1 =1 - 0
1 :
U=—1|1 0 . 0]|eMu :
V2N (52
0 0 - -1

whose rows encode the combinations . ; A; and A; — A;. Moreover, Theorem yields
the following sharp reverse-type companion to ([1.10]). For more details, see Subsection

Corollary 1.24. Let Aq,..., A, € Sp. Then for 1 <p <2,
q
P

P
+ ) A=Al (1.11)
p  1<i<j<n

n

>4

=1

n
Do lAg <
i=1

where q stands for the conjugate exponent of p. For p > 2, (L.11)) is reversed. Moreover, the
constant n~9P is optimal: equality holds for all 1 < p < co by taking Ay = ... = A, # 0.

As further consequences of Euler’s identity ([1.6)), we next derive sharp Clarkson—-McCarthy
type inequalities for general unitarily invariant norms, together with a unitary-orbit refinement.

Theorem 1.25. Let A, B,C € Ml,,. Then forp > 2,
1A+ BP +[B+CP+|C+ APl <2°72 |[|[A+ B+ CIP + [AP + |B]P + |CP]].

For 0 < p < 2, the inequality is reversed. Moreover, the constant 2P~2 is optimal: equality
holds for all p > 0 by taking A= B = —C #0.

Theorem 1.26. Let A, B,C € M,,. Then for p > 2, there exist unitaries Uy,Us,Us € M,
such that

Ur|A+ BIPUf + Us|B + C|PU; + Us|C + APPU; < 2°7%(|A+ B+ CP + |A]P + |B]P + |CP).

For 0 < p < 2, the inequality is reversed. Moreover, the constant 2P~2 is optimal: equality

holds for all p > 0 by taking A= B = —-C # 0.

Organization of this paper. Section [2| gives a negative answer to the extension problem
for the matrix-weighted parallelogram law: for each x ¢ [0, 1] we construct a counterexample,
proving Theorem In Section [3] we prove Theorem and show that the range p < 2
in the Bourin—Lee unitary-orbit inequality (Theorem is optimal by exhibiting an explicit
2 X 2 obstruction for every p > 2. Section [f] establishes Theorem [I.10] via a compact-operator
construction that forces the failure of the corresponding singular-value inequality for all p > 2,
and hence confirms the optimality of . In Section we resolve the Thompson-type
triangle problem for symmetric moduli (Theorem. Finally, Sections|6{{8|develop isometry-
orbit refinements of an Euler operator identity (Theorems [1.15] [1.16} [1.17)), derive Clarkson—
McCarthy type inequalities, and draw further consequences for unitarily invariant norms and
singular values.
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2. PROOF OF THEOREM [L.3]
Proof of Theorem[1.3 Let n =1 and take scalar matrices

A=1, B=2"

(note that = # 0 since = ¢ [0, 1]).

Then
-1
T —0,

AV, B=(1-z)A+zB=(1—2)+x- .

while
r—1 2¢ — 1
+x=

BV, A=(1-z)B+zA=(1—x)

because z ¢ [0,1] implies = # 5. Moreover,

r—1

A-B=1-

1
=~ #0.
T €T

Assume, for contradiction, that Theorem holds for this z. Since x ¢ [0,1], we have
z(1—x) < 0. With AV;B = 0, the identity in Theorem [1.1| would reduce to

\A@BP:VUﬂGm%”+ﬂl—@{MA—BF9+JWA—BRW}

for some isometries V, S, T € My ;. Moving the last term to the left and using —z(1 —z) > 0,
we obtain

M@BF+@¢@—@HSM—BR?+TM—BR?}:VBVﬂWVf

Here |A ® B|? = diag(|A|%, |B|?) = diag(1, |(z — 1)/z|?) is positive definite, and the bracketed
term is positive semidefinite; hence the whole left-hand side is positive definite, thus has rank
2.

On the other hand, since V' € M> 1 is an isometry, V'V* is a rank-one projection; moreover
|BV,A|> > 0. Therefore the right-hand side V |BV,A[*V* has rank 1.

This is impossible. Hence Theorem cannot hold for this x. Since z € R\ [0,1] was
arbitrary, the claim follows. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

3.1. Trace necessary condition. Assume (|1.2)) holds for a given Z € M, and some unitaries
U, V. Then, taking traces yields

P *|p 1/p
ﬁomty”> < Tr|Re Z| + Tr|Im Z|. (3.1)

Indeed, all terms in ((1.2)) are positive semidefinite, and for 0 < A < B we have Tr A < Tr B.
Moreover, the right-hand side of (|1.2)) has trace independent of the choice of U,V by unitary
invariance. Consequently, if (3.1)) fails for some Z, then ([1.2)) fails for that Z for all choices of
uVv.

Thus, to disprove ([1.2)) for p > 2, it suffices to find, for a given p, a matrix Z violating (3.1)).

3.2. A 2x2 counterexample for p > 2. Fix § € (0,7/2) and set ¢ = cosf, s = sinf. Define

Zp = <_CS 8) € M. (3.2)

Note that Zy is real, hence Z; = ZJ.
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Claim 3.1. For every p > 0,

| Zo|P + | Z3 P 1/1?_ 14\ 1—c\1/P
(120 (529 (59 (33)
¥ c 10
ZyZy = (—3) (¢, —s) = (0 O) =: P.

Hence |Zp| = (Z} Z)'/? = P. Similarly,
« 2 —cs
ZQZQ = (_ 2 =: Q

CS S

Proof. Compute

A direct computation shows Q? = Q. Moreover Q = Q* (indeed @ is real symmetric), hence
@ is an orthogonal projection. Therefore |Z;| = (ZgZ;)l/2 =Q.
Since P and @ are projections, PP = P and QP = @ for every p > 0. Thus

(rzeru rzsrp>1/P B <P+Q>1/p
— 9 ) =\ -

We compute the eigenvalues of (P + Q)/2. We have

1+ —cs

P—i—Qz( 2>, Tr(P + Q) = 2, det(P + Q) = s*.

—CS S

Hence the characteristic polynomial is A2 — 2\ 4 s? = 0, so the eigenvalues are Ay = 1+
V1 —s2 =1+ c. Therefore the eigenvalues of (P 4 Q)/2 are (1 =+ ¢)/2, and those of ((P +

Q)/2) VP are (1£¢)/2) Ve, Taking the trace yields (3.3)). O
Claim 3.2. For Zy in (3.2),
Tr|Re Zg| + Tr|Im Zy| = 1 + s. (3.4)
Proof. We compute
Zygt+Zy [ e —s/2 Zy—Zy (0 —is/2
ReZ9—72 _<—S/2 0 ), ImZg—izi = iS/Q 0 .
For Re Zy, the characteristic polynomial is
2 s?
Af—ecA— —
c 1
whose roots are
ctvVet+s2 e+l
Ay = = :
2 2
Since ¢ € (0,1), we have Ay > 0 and A_ < 0, hence
1+¢ 1-c¢
Tr|Re Zg| = | M 4|+ |A=| = 5t = 1.
For Im Zy, the eigenvalues are +s/2, hence Tr |Im Zy| = s. Adding yields ([3.4]). O
Combining (3.1]), Claims and we see that if ((1.2)) were to hold for Zy, then necessarily
1 1/P 1— 1/17
( ‘2”> +< 2C> <1+s. (3.5)

Claim 3.3. Letp > 2. Then there exists 0y € (0,7/2) such that for all 6 € (0,0¢) the inequality

(3.5) fails.
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Proof. Define

1/p _ 1/p
@(9);:(”2“’59) +<1 ;089> — (1 +sin#).

As 6 — 07 we have the standard expansions

2
sinf =0 + 0(6%), 0050:1—%+O(94).
Hence
2 1/p
Lmsezl_i+0(94) — <1+C050> =1+ 0(6?),
2 4 2
and
1 —cosf 62 " 62 9
_— = — =—(1
S =T 00 = 7 (14+0(6%)
1—cosf\? “1/pp2/ 2 —1/pp2/ 2/p+2
== — =4 0 7’(1+O(9 )):4 PO<IP + O(0°/PT=).

Combining these estimates gives
®(0) = 471/Pg*P — 9 4 O(6%) + O(6*/P2) (0 — 07).
Dividing by @ yields

2O) _ y-vmgrre1 4 0(0) + O(H*/P) —— 40,

0 6—0+
since p > 2 implies 2/p — 1 < 0. Therefore ®(0) > 0 for all sufficiently small 6, i.e. (3.5) fails
for all 6 € (0,6) for some 6y > 0. O

and reduce to (3.5), which fails for all sufficiently small 6 by Claim [3.3] Hence (1.2)
cannot hold for all Z € My when p > 2.

If n > 2, embed Zy as Zy ® 0,,_o € M,;; the same trace obstruction applies, so fails in
M, as well. This contradicts the hypothesis, so necessarily p < 2. (|

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

Proof of Theorem[1.10, Let H = ¢*(N) with its standard orthonormal basis (e,,),>1, and define
a finite-rank operator Z € K by

Zel = eg, Zes = e3, Ze, =0 (n>3).
Equivalently, Z is the unilateral shift truncated to the first three coordinates, that is,

0 00
Z=110 0)®2000®---.
010

We first compute |Z| and |Z*|. Since
7°7 = diag(1, 1,0, 0,0,...),  ZZ* =diag(0, 1,1, 0,0,...),
we get

1Z| = (2*Z)'/? = diag(1, 1, 0,0,0,...), |Z*|=(Z2")"/? = diag(0, 1, 1, 0, 0,...).
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Hence, for every p > 0,
ZP iz (11
— =d -1, =-,0,0,...
2 lag 2 ) ) 2 ) ) ) )
and therefore

VAl Z*|p 1/p
<||z|‘) = diag(27/7,1,271/%,0,0,..).

In particular, the singular values of this operator satisfy
:UJJ{ =1, /LJZI = 2—1/p7 M% = 2—1/10, ,uin =0 (m > 4).

Next, compute the real and imaginary parts:

1
5 0
Z+ 2z 2 Z -7z
ReZ = z =3 0 }|s0808 -, 7 =—-—.
1 i
0 5 0
A direct computation shows that Re Z has eigenvalues 0 and +271/2, hence

iH(Re Z) = (2—1/2, 9-1/2_0, 0, 0,. ) :

Moreover, Im Z is unitarily similar to Re Z. Indeed, for the 3 x 3 leading block set D =
diag(1, —i, —1) and extend it by &I on the remaining coordinates. Then one checks that

ImZ =D (ReZ)D*.
Hence Re Z and Im Z have the same singular values.

pHIm Z) = (2—1/2, 2712 0, 0, 0,. ) .

Therefore,
pim2z) =272 p(ReZ) = 0.
Choose j =2 and k =0,sothat 1 +j+k=3,14+ 75 =3, and 1 +k = 1. Then for every

p>2,
v (121 Z NN (12 12PN
H14jtk 9 K3 9 )

uhj(Re Z)+ ,uh_k(lmZ) = ué(Re Z)+ /J%(ImZ) = 042712 =271/2

while

Since p > 2 implies 277 > 271/2 we conclude that

2P+ 12\
“%+j+k ((2 > N%ﬂ(Re Z) + th(lm Z).

O

Remark 4.1. The construction is intentionally minimal and answers the existence question in

«p\ 1/P
Question Here Z has rank 2, and the operator (W) is diagonal and easy to read

off explicitly. The strict inequality is obtained by selecting indices (j, k) = (2,0) for which the
corresponding singular value of Re Z vanishes at level 14 j = 3, while Im Z contributes only its
top singular value 272, yet the third singular value on the left-hand side equals 2717 > 2-1/2
whenever p > 2.
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5. RECTANGULAR THOMPSON INEQUALITY AND PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we establish a rectangular version of Thompson’s inequality, which will be the
main tool in the proof of Theorem m (ii). The key idea is to reduce the rectangular setting
to the square one by means of the polar decomposition: for a rectangular matrix X € M,, ,,
one can write X = W|X]| with a partial isometry W whose initial projection coincides with
the support projection of |X|. After recording this elementary fact (Lemma 7 we apply
the classical (square) Thompson inequality to the compressed matrices W*A and W*B and
then compare |[W*A|, |[W*B| with |A|,|B|, respectively, to obtain the desired unitary-orbit
domination. Finally, we use the rectangular Thompson inequality to settle Question
thereby proving Theorem [T.12]

Lemma 5.1. Let X € M., ,. Then there exists a partial isometry W € M, ,, such that
X =W|X|, |X]=(X*X)"?

and
W*W = supp(| X)), WW < L, WW* < I, (W*W) | X| = |X|,
where supp(-) means the support projection.
Proof. Take a singular value decomposition X = UXV* where U € M,,, and V € M,, are

unitary and

3> = (ZO) 8) EMm,na D:diag(slv"')sr)v 812"'25r>0’ T‘:I'a,l'lk(X)'

Then
2
XX =V(Z%)V*, YEY = (D 0) ,
hence

X|=(X"X)"2=V (D 0> V.

I, 0O
0 0

WIXI:U<L‘ 0>V*-V<D 0>V*:U<D O)V*:UZV*:X.

Define W :=U < > V* e My, . Clearly, W*W < I,,, WW* < I,,, and
0 0 0 0 0 0

Moreover,

(W*W)|X| = P|X]| = (v (IO 8) v*) (V (10) 8) V*) —v (10) 8) v =|X]|.

That is, W*W is exactly the support projection of | X|. O

Lemma allows us to choose the partial isometry in the polar decomposition so that it
acts as the identity on the range of |X|. This normalization is exactly what we need to turn
|A+ B| into the absolute value of a square matrix, to which the classical Thompson inequality
applies.

Lemma 5.2 (Rectangular Thompson inequality). Let A, B € M, ,,. Then there exist unitary
matrices U,V € M, such that

|A+ B| < UAU* +V|B|V*. (5.1)
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Proof. By using Lemma there exists a partial isometry W such that A+ B = W |A + B,
W*W is the support projection of |A + B| and W*W |A 4+ B| = |A + B|.Therefore

W*(A+ B)=W*(W|A+ B|) =|A+ B|.
In particular,

|A+ B|=|W*(A+ B)|=|W"A+W*B]. (5.2)
Now W*A and W*B are n x n (square) matrices. Applying Thompson’s inequality (1.1)) (the
square case) to W*A and W*B, there exist unitaries U,V € M, such that

W*A+W*B| < U |[W*A|U* + V |W*B| V*. (5.3)

Since the left-hand side equals |A + B], it remains to compare |W*A| with |A].
Since WW* < I,,,, we have

W*A|2 = (W*A)*(W*A) = A WW*A < A*A = | AP
By the operator monotonicity of t ~ t'/2 on [0,00), this implies [W*A| < |A|. Similarly,
|W*B| < |B|. Conjugating preserves the order, hence
UW*A|U* < U|A|U*, VIW*B|V* < V|B|V*.
Substituting into and combining with yields . O

With Lemma in hand, we now prove Theorem [1.12] Part (i) is verified by a concrete
counterexample for the symmetric modulus, while part (ii) follows from an application of
Lemma [5.2] to a suitable linear embedding that converts the quadratic symmetrization into a
rectangular modulus.

Proof of Theorem[I.13, (i) Take
-1 -1 0 -1
X_<0 _1>, Y_<O O)eMg(R).

A direct computation gives

1 (5 2 1 L (21
|X|SYm = 27\/5 <2 5> ) |Y|Sym = 512’ R +Y|Sym - E <1 2) '
H
ence 3 7 1
H‘X—I_Y‘SymHOO:ﬁ, ||‘X‘SymHOO:ﬁ’ H‘Y‘SymHOO 257
SO

. 3 7 1
I+ Yol > (Xl Wl (i > 24 3).

If the inequality in Question [I.11] held for some unitaries U, V, then taking operator norms
would yield

I1X + Ylsymll o < 01X by + VIV Iy V[, < 11X syl o + 1Y sy | o

a contradiction. This proves (i).
(ii) Define the linear map I' : M, — My, ,, by

Then
T(2)T(Z) = Z*Z+ ZZ*,  hence  [T(Z)| = (Z2°Z + 22*)"* = V2| Zqsym.
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Moreover, I'( X +Y) =T'(X)+T'(Y). Applying rectangular Thompson inequality (Lemma
yields unitaries U, V € M, such that

(X +Y)| <UIX)|U* 4+ VI|I(Y)|V*.
Dividing by v/2 and using |['(Z)| = V2 |Z|qsym gives
[ X+ Ygsym < UlX|qsymU™ + VY [gsym V™,
as desired. 0

6. EULER-TYPE IDENTITIES AND ISOMETRY ORBITS

In this section, we develop an operator-valued Euler identity and its consequences in the
language of isometry orbits. Our goal is twofold. First, we give a proof of Theorem [I.15] by
encoding the Euler-type relation into a unitary conjugation of suitable block matrices and then
decomposing the resulting positive operator into isometric compressions of its blocks. Second,
we collect a convenient isometry decomposition principle for positive block matrices, which
will be used later to derive orbit-dominance statements from positivity and symmetry.

We start with a Pythagoras-type theorem for partitioned matrices due to Bourin and
Lee [I1], which allows us to express the square modulus of a block matrix as a sum of isometric
conjugations of the square moduli of its blocks.

Lemma 6.1 (|1, Theorem 2.1]). Let m,n > 1 and let T' = [T;;]{";_; be an m x m block matriz

with T;; € ML,,. Then there exist isometries Wi; € My, such that
m m
2 2
TP = Wiy [Ty W
i=1 j=1

Remark 6.2. The standard m x m grid partitioning is row/column compatible in the sense
of [11], so the above lemma applies directly to block matrices T' = [T};] written with respect
to such a partition.

We now apply Lemma [6.1] to a block matrix obtained from a Hadamard conjugation. This
provides an isometric-orbit refinement of the Euler operator identity and yields Theorem [1.15

Proof of Theorem[I.15 Let

A+B+C A+B
_ A _|B+C
X = 5 . Y= 004 | € Mina.
C 0

Consider the 4 x 4 Hadamard matrix

1 1 1 1

11 -1 1 -1

211 1 -1 =1}
-1 1 1 =1

and set U := H® I, € My,. A direct block computation gives X =U Y. Hence X*X =Y*Y,

ie. (1.6].
Let

H= H'H=1I,

0
0
0 € My,.
0
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Set
A+B+C A B C
'_ L1 A A+B+C  —C B
T=UAyU =5 B —C A+B+C A
C —-B —A A+B+C

Since U is unitary,
T2 = AU P = U |AyPUT = U ding(|A + BP%, |B +CP, [C+ AP, 0)u”.

Apply Lemma with m = 4 to the 4 x 4 block matrix T" = [Tj;]. We obtain isometries
Wi; € Myy, , such that

4 4
TP = Wiy TP Wy,
i=1 j=1
Every block T;; equals (A+ B+ C)/2, £A/2, £B/2 or £C/2. Hence
T € {314+ B+ CP, §lAF, 1IBP, 5ICI°}-
Moreover, each of (A + B + C)/2, A/2, B/2, C/2 appears exactly four times among the

sixteen blocks. Grouping the corresponding four terms and renaming the isometries, we obtain
isometries V;; € My, , such that

4 4 4 4
T|? = ZZVM |[A+B+CPVy; + ZZV% A]? Va; + ZZVE” |BI* V5 + EZVM O V5.
j=1 j=1 J=1 =1
Conjugating by U* yields
1o 1o
Ay |2 = T > U V) A+ B+ CP U V) + -+ 1 > U Vi) [C]P U Vag)*.
j=1 j=1
Finally, each U*V;; is still an isometry in My, , since
(U Vi) (U Vig) = VGUUVig = ViiVig = In.
Renaming U;; := U*V;; gives (L.7)). O
Next, we record a useful lemma of Bourin and Lee [9], which decomposes a 2 x 2 positive

block matrix into a sum of two unitary orbits of its diagonal compressions. This lemma will
serve as a building block for a higher-dimensional isometry decomposition.

XY
Y* Z
blocks. Then there exist unitary matrices U, Vy € Mo, such that

X v X 0),. 0 0) .
(= %)= p)oo 2)

As an immediate consequence of Lemma [6.3] one obtains an isometry decomposition for
positive block matrices with an arbitrary number of blocks. For the reader’s convenience, we
include a self-contained proof.

Lemma 6.3 (|9, Lemma 3.4]). Let ( € My, be positive semidefinite, written in n x n

Lemma 6.4. Let m > 2 and let H = [Hij]%zl € M, be positive semidefinite, written in
n x n blocks. Then there exist isometries Vi,..., Vi € Mypn oy (i.e., ViVi = I,,) such that

H= Z Vie Hi, Vi (6.1)
k=1
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Proof. Since H > 0, let R :== H'/? so R = R* and H = R?> = RR* = R*R. Partition R into
block columns R = [R; --- Rp,]. Then

H=RR*=) RyR;. (6.2)
k=1

Step 1: Identify the diagonal blocks. By block multiplication, the (k,k) diagonal block of
H=R'Ris
Hy = RZRI@ S M:
In particular, |Ry| := (RjRy)"/? = H,i,éQ
Step 2: Polar decomposition and a partial isometry. Take the polar decomposition of each Ry:

Ry = Uy |Ry| = Uy, H;IQQ,

where Uy, € M, 1, is a partial isometry satisfying

UiUy = Py, Py, := supp(|Ry|) = supp(Hk)

(the orthogonal projection onto Ran(|Ry|)). Note that H;f([n — P,) =0.

Step 3: Extend Uy, to a genuine isometry V. If P, = I,,, then UUj, = I, and Uy, is already
an isometry; set Vi := Uy.

Assume now Py # I,. Set dj := rank(Py) < n. Then dimRan(l,, — P;y) = n — d. Also,
since Uy is a partial isometry with initial projection Py, its range projection Qj := UiUj has
rank dj, hence

dimRan(ly, — Qr) = mn —dy, > n —dy,
using m > 2 = mn > n.
Therefore, there exists an isometry
Wk : Ran(In — Pk) — Ran(Imn — Qk),
i.e. a matrix Wy, € M, , such that
W]:Wk :In_Pk7 I/VIcVV];I< < Imn_Qk‘

(For example, choose orthonormal bases of the two subspaces and map one to the other.)
Now define
Vi, =U,+ W € an,n-
Then we claim the cross terms vanish. First, since @, := U,U} is the range projection of Uy,
we have QrUy, = Uy, hence Uy (Lnn — Qi) = 0. On the other hand, W, W} < I, — Q) implies
Ran(Wy) € Ran(In, — Qk), equivalently (I, — Qk)Wi = Wj. Therefore
UiWy = U (In, — Qi)W = 0.
Similarly, Uy, has initial projection P, = U} Uy, so UpP, = Uy and hence (I, — P,)U;; = 0.
Since WiW), = I, — Py, we have Ran(W}") C Ran({,, — Py), equivalently W} = W} (1, — Py).
Thus
WU, = Wi (I, — Py)U, = 0.
Consequently,
ViiVie = (U + Wi)" (Ui + W) = UpUy + WiWy = Py + (In — Py) = I,
so Vj, is an isometry in My, p.
Moreover, since H,if([n — P;) = 0, we still have

ViH? = (U + W) HL? = UpHY? = Ry
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Step 4: Conclude the decomposition. From Ry, = VkH;f we deduce
ReRY = Vi H? HYPVi = Vi Hi Vi
Summing over k£ and using (6.2) gives

H=> RpRj=> ViHuV{,
k=1 k=1

which is exactly (6.1)). O

We are now ready to prove Theorem and Theorem In both cases, we conjugate
an appropriate direct sum by a Fourier matrix F,, ® I,, to obtain a positive block matrix with
constant diagonal blocks, and then apply Lemma to conclude the desired isometry-orbit
domination.

Proof of Theorem[1.16 First, we compute Fourier conjugations of two direct sums. Let w =

e2m/3 and set
1 I I I
Ws=— |1 wl WI|=F&I,cMs,.
V3 I Wi wI
For
D1 = ‘A—{_B‘Z)
D:=|A+Bl’®|B+C|"@|A+C|* = diag(D1, Dy, D3), { Dy=|B+CP,
D3 = |A+C)?
one has

Dy + Dy + Dg D+ w2D2 +wD3s Dyi+wDg + w2D3
WgDng =—|Di4+wDy+ w2D3 D1+ Dy + D3 D+ w2D2 +wDs3 | . (6.3)
Dy +w?Dy +wDs Dy +wDy+w?Ds Dy + Dy + Dy
In particular, every diagonal block of W3 DW3 equals (D + D2 + D3)/3.
Clearly, W3 DW3 > 0 and, by (6.3, each diagonal block equals (D 4+ D2 + D3)/3. A direct

expansion shows
Di+Dy+D3=|A+BP?+|B+CP*P+|A+C>=|A+B+CP + AP + B> + |C%.
Denote this common sum by T". Hence W3 DW3 is a 3 x 3 block positive matrix with constant

diagonal block T'/3. Applying (6.1) to H = W3 DWJ yields isometries V1, Va, V3 € M3, ,, such
that

3
WsDW5 =Y Vi (T/3) V.
k=1
Conjugating by W3 and setting Uy, = W5V}, (still isometries) gives the claim. Il

Proof of Theorem [T.17 First, let n = e*™/* = i and set

I I I I

LT oI 21 »’I
W4:§ I ,,,’721' 241 ZGI :F4®In€M4n7

I 31 o1 n°I

so that n? = —1, n® = —i, n* = 1. For
E:=|A+B+C*®|A?®|B)? @ |C|? = diag(E1, Fs, E3, Ey),
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with By = |A+ B + C|?, Ey = |A|?, E3 = |B|?, E4 = |C|?, we obtain

4
r,s=1’

1
WiEW} = = [M,] Mys=E1+n "B 42095 43079, (6.4)

4
In particular, every diagonal block of Wy EW} equals (E) + E2 + E3 + Ey4)/4.
Clearly, W4 EW} > 0 and, by (6.4), each diagonal block equals (E1 + E2 + E3 + E4) /4. As
in the previous proof,
Ey+Fy+E3+E;=|A+B+CP+|AP+|BP?+|C*=|A+B*+|B+C*+ A+ C)%

Denote this sum by S. Thus W, EW] is a 4 x 4 block positive matrix with constant diagonal
block S/4. Applying (6.1)) to H = W4 EW} yields isometries Vi,..., V) € My, such that

4
Wi EW; =Y Vi (S/4) Vy.
k=1
Conjugating by W, and setting Uy = WV}, completes the proof. O

7. SHARP CLARKSON-MCCARTHY TYPE INEQUALITIES ON EULER’S IDENTITY

In this section, we exploit Euler’s operator identity and the associated isometry-
/unitary-orbit refinements obtained in Section |§| to derive sharp Clarkson—-McCarthy type
inequalities. We treat two parallel frameworks: first, inequalities for general unitarily invariant
norms; second, stronger unitary-orbit dominations, from which Schatten p-norm inequalities
follow by taking traces. Finally, we introduce a vector-valued complex interpolation scheme
and deduce a mixed £4(Sy,)£,(Sy) estimate, which will be used to prove the mixed-exponent
Fuler-type inequalities later in the paper.

7.1. Unitarily invariant norm case. We begin with a Jensen-type principle for unitarily
invariant norms, which allows us to convert the square-sum identity into p-power estimates
via the function ¢ — t#/2.

We will use the following Jensen-type inequalities for unitarily invariant norms.

Lemma 7.1 (|14, Lemma 2.1]). Let m > 1. Let Ay,..., A, € M, be positive semidefinite and
let aq,...,a., be positive real numbers such that Z;n:1 aj = 1. Then

(1) for every convex function f :[0,00) — [0,00) with f(0) =0,
A i) || < [ asran]|
j=1
> FA) ||| < f(ZAj) %
i=1 :

j
(2) for every concave function f :[0,00) — [0,00) with f(0) =0,

I
=y
QQ
=
N—

> aif(4))
j=1

=
™
=
N—
A
NE
ol
=
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Proof of Theorem[1.25 Set r :=p/2 and f(t) := " on [0,00). Note that f(0) =

Define the p081t1ve semldeﬁnlte matrices
=|A+ B}, Xy;:=|B+C)?, X3:=|C+ A}
and
=|A+B+C]* Ya:=|AP?, Y3:=|B|?, Yi:=|C]*
By Euler’s identity ,
X1+ Xo+ Xg=Y1+YVo+Ys+Yy=65.
Moreover, |A 4+ B = X] = f(X1), etc., and |[A]P =Y = f(Ya), etc.

Step 1: case 1: p > 2. That is, r > 1 Then f is convex.
Applying Lemma [7.1)(1) the second inequality to X1, Xo, X3 yields

1 (X1) + f(X2) + F(X)[| < [ILf (X1 4+ X2+ X3)[[[ = [ F ()] -
Next, applying Lemma (1) the first inequality with n = 4 and «; = 1/4 to Y1,Y5,Y3,Y)

gives
1
‘H )| < || 30w + 0w+ o + o |
Using f(tX) =t"f(X) for ¢t > 0 and the absolute homogeneity of |||-|||, we obtain

47|||f( M= ~ () + £ (¥2) + £ (¥3) + S

Hence
A< 4™ IF () + F(Y2) + F(Y3) + f(YD)ll = 2072 [|A+ B+ CPP + [A]P + | B + |C[] -
Combining the above inequalities yields the desired estimate for p > 2.
Step 2: 0 < p < 2. That is, 0 < r < 1. Then f is concave.
Applying Lemma [7.1](2) the second inequality to X1, X2, X3 yields
LA = 1I1LF (X1 4+ X + Xa)| < [I1f(X1) + f(X2) + f(Xs)]]-

Next, applying Lemma (2) the first inequality with n = 4 and o; = 1/4 to Y1,Y2,Y3,Y)
gives

|50+ s+ s + s | < [|(55) |

Using homogeneity again

T !Hf(Yl)+f(Y2)+f(Y3)+f(Y4)H eI

<4
and therefore
P2 |[A+ B+ CP+ AP+ |BP +|CPP =471 [IIF (Y1) + f(Ya) + F(Ya) + fYD)I < IFS)I-

Combining with ||| f(S)|| < [If(X1) + f(X2) + f(X3)]|| yields the reversed inequality for 0 <
p < 2.

Step 3: optimality. Taking A= B =—-C #0,wehave A+ B=2A, B+ C=0,C+ A=0,
and A+ B+ C = A. Thus

A+ BI” +[B + CPP + |C + AP = [[[2A][]| = 2" [[[A["]l

while
2272 ||A+ B+ O + |AP + [BI + [CP||| = 2P72 [[4|A[P|l| = 2 Il APl
Hence equality holds for all p > 0, and the constant 2P~2 is best possible. O
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7.2. Unitary orbit case. We next turn to a unitary-orbit version of Jensen’s inequality for
monotone convex/concave functions. These orbit inequalities yield matrix-order dominations,
and hence deduce Schatten p-norm consequences.

The following unitary-orbit inequalities on monotone concave/convex functions will be used
in the sequel. Lemma(l) the first inequality is obtained by a straightforward induction on
n from the corresponding two-variable inequality |9, Corollary 3.2]. Lemma(2) the first in-
equality follows similarly from [, Theorem 3.1] (equivalently, [2, Theorem 2.1]). Lemmal|7.2|(1)
the second inequality follows from the isometric-column Jensen inequality [9, Corollary 2.4| by
choosing Z; = /a; I, so that > | Z*Z; = I and ) ! | ZfA;Z; = Y ", ;A;. Similarly,
Lemma [7.2](2) the second inequality follows from the same result, using the fact that the
inequality in [9, Corollary 2.4] reverses for concave functions.

Lemma 7.2. Let Aq,...,A, € M, be positive semidefinite and let aq,. .., a, be positive real
numbers such that Z?:l aj =1. Then

(1) for every monotone convex function f :[0,00) — R with f(0) <0, there exist unitaries
UU,...,U, € M, such that

n n

13- 45) = YUy
i=1 i=1
f(fj OéjAj) U(Zn: Oéjf(Aj)) Ur
j=1 i=1

(2) for every monotone concave function f : [0,00) — R with f(0) > 0, there exist unitaries
UUy,...,U, € M, such that

(X 4) < Y ura;.
j=1
f(i:ajAj) > U(iajf(AjDU
=1 =1

We remark that Theorems [1.19] [1.26] and [7.10] can in fact be derived directly from the
results of the author in [2I, Theorem 1.12 and Corollary 1.14]. For the reader’s convenience,
and to keep the present paper self-contained, we nevertheless include complete proofs.

IN

Proof of Theorem[1.26, Let r := p/2 and define f( ) := 1" on [0,00). Note that f is monotone.
If p> 2, then r > 1 and f is convex with f(0) =0 < 0. f0<p§2, then 0 < r <1 and f is

concave with f(0) =0 > 0.
Set

=|A+B|*, X,:=|B+C|?, X3:=|C+A]
and
—|A+B+CP Yo:=|AP, Ys:=|B]? Yi:=]|C]>
By Euler’s identity ,
S=X1+Xo+X5=Y1+Yo+ Y3+ Y,

Moreover, f(X1) = [A+ BJP, f(X2) = |[B+C|P, f(X3) = |C+ AP, and f(Y1) = [A+B+CP,
f(Y2) = [AP, f(Y3) = |BIP, f(Ya) = |C|".
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Step 1: case p > 2. Apply Lemma (1) the first inequality to X1, X9, X3. Then there exist
unitaries Wy, Wa, W3 € M, such that

ZWf W < f(9). (7.1)

Next apply Lemma (1) the second inequality to Y1,Ys,Ys, Yy with weights a; = 1/4. Then
there exists a unitary U € M, such that

1 1<
i(39) = oS
Using f(tX) =t"f(X) for t > 0, we obtain

15)=1/(3s) < -t u(3 100

k=1
Conjugating by U* yields

4
U (U < 4771 f(W). (7.2)

Now conjugate (7.1) by U* and set U; := U*Wj to get
ZUf Ur < U*f(S)U.
Combining with (7.2)) gives

ZUf GG < 47 1Zf Vi) = 2°72(JA+ B+ C|P + |AJP + | BPP + [C|P),
k=1
1.e.

Ur|A + BPU 4 Us|B + CPU; + Us|C + AJPU; < 2°7%(|A+ B + C|P + |A]P + | B + |C).

Step 2: case 0 < p < 2. Now apply Lemma (2) the first inequality to X1, Xo, X3 to get

3
) < D Wif(X)W.
j=1

for some unitaries W;. Also apply Lemma (2) the second inequality to Yi,...,Y, with
aj = 1/4 to get a unitary U such that

s =r1(ls) = 0SS s

Conjugating and combining exactly as above (setting U; := U*Wj) yields the reversed inequal-
ity
3 4
Z Up > 471 f(Vi) =272 (JA+ B+ CPP + |AP + [BPP +|CPP).
j=1 k=1
Step 3: optimality. Take A= B =—-C #0. Then A+ B=2A, B+C=0,C+ A=0, and

A+ B+ C = A. Hence the inequality becomes an equality for all p > 0, and the constant
2P=2 = 471 is best possible. O
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Taking traces in the unitary-orbit inequality (or, equivalently, taking the trace norm in the
unitarily invariant norm statement) immediately yields the Schatten p-norm formulation.

Proof of Theorem[1.19 Taking trace norms in Theorem [I.25] or simply taking traces in The-
orem and then passing to general Schatten class operators by approximating with finite-
rank operators, yields Theorem [T.19] O

7.3. Complex interpolation theory. We now introduce the tools from complex interpola-
tion needed in this paper; for the basic theory of interpolation, we refer the interested reader
to |3, Chapters 1-5|.

Definition 7.3. Let Ay and A; be two topological vector spaces. We say that Ag and A,
are compatible if there exists a Hausdorff topological vector space Z such that Ag and A; are
subspaces of Z. In this case, we can form their sum Ay + A; and their intersection Ag N A;.

Definition 7.4. Let X and Y be normed spaces, and let T : X — Y be a bounded linear
operator. The operator norm of T is defined by

Tx||y
|IT||x—y := sup ITz] .
reX ”xHX
x#0
Definition 7.5. Let (Xo, X7) be a compatible Banach couple and 0 < # < 1. The space
(Xo, X1)[g) is defined as

(Xo, X1)jg :=1{f(0) : [ € F(Xo, X1)},
where F (X, X1) denotes the space of all bounded continuous functions f: {z € C:0 < Rz <
1} — Xo+ X; which are analytic on {z € C: 0 < Rz < 1}, satisfy f(it) € X, for all ¢ € R and
f(1+it) € X; for all t € R, and are bounded on the boundary lines in the respective norms
of Xy and X;. The norm on (Xp, X1)[g) is given by

el o 0 2= i0F {1050y ¢ F(6) = @}

We recall the abstract complex interpolation theorem for Banach couples; see [3, Theo-
rem 4.1.2].

Theorem 7.6 (|3]). Let (Xo,X1) and (Yo,Y1) be two compatible couples of Banach spaces,
and let 0 < 6 < 1. Suppose that

T:Xo+X1 — Y9+ 1

is a linear operator such that T : X; — Y is bounded for j = 0,1. Then T is bounded from
(XQ,Xl)[g] to (K),Yl)[g], and
1-6 0
HTH(X07X1)[9]—>(Y0,Y1)[9] S HTHXO—>YD ”THX1—>Y1
We will also use the classical Riesz—Thorin interpolation theorem. For LP spaces, see |3,
Theorem 5.1.1]. For certain noncommutative LP spaces, such as the Schatten p-classes S,
a Riesz—Thorin interpolation theorem is also known to hold; see [18, Eq. (2.1)], since matrix

algebras are semifinite von Neumann algebras. See also [13] Theorem 13.1], [I9, Theorems 2.9—
2.10], and [19, Remark 1, p. 23|.

Theorem 7.7 ([18]). Assume that 1 < pg,p1 < oo and 0 < 6 < 1. Then
(Spo» Sp1)je) = Sp  (with equal norms),
if
1 1-6 0

Po 4!
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We shall also use the complex interpolation formula for ¢,-sums; see [3, Theorem 5.6.3,

p. 123|]]

Theorem 7.8 ([3]). Let (Xo,X1) be a compatible couple of Banach spaces. Assume that
1 <po,p1 <0 and 0 <0 < 1. For each m € N and k = 0,1, define £, (Xy) as the space of

m-tuples a = (a1, ..., any) with a; € Xy, equipped with the norm
1
(s laglB,) ™, i < oo,
allem (X)) —
Pk
maxi<j<m [la;llx,,  pr = oo
Then

(EZ(L)(XO), Egi (X1) )[9] = K?((Xo,Xl)[g]) (with equal norms),

1 1-6 0
_.l_

p Do b1
Combining Theorem [7.7] and Theorem [7.8| gives the following.

Theorem 7.9. Assume that 1 < pg,p1,q0,q1 < 00 and 0 < 0 < 1. Then for each m € N,
(fgé (Sqo)s lo (Sq1) )io) = €' (Sq) (with equal norms),

if
1 1-6 40 1 1-6 0
- = +— and - = +—.
p Po n q q0 q1
With the interpolation tools in hand, we proceed to prove Theorem We first obtain
(1.8) for 1 < p < 2 via complex interpolation between the endpoints (p,q) = (1,00) and (2,2),

and then deduce ((1.9) from (|1.8)) applied to U*.

Proof of Theorem[I.23 We first prove (1.8) for 1 < p < 2 by complex interpolation between

the endpoints (p,q) = (1,00) and (p,q) = (2,2), and then deduce (1.9)) from (1.8) applied to
U*.

Step 1: endpoint 1: 04(S1) — £5,(S1). For each i,

¢ ¢ ¢
| Yz, < bl 1251 < 1Y 124110
j=1 j=1 j=1
Taking the maximum over 7 yields

1T (2) les, (s1) < 11216t (51)5

hence

HTUHK’i(Sl)—)EgO(Sl) < (7.3)

1Follovving [3l p. 121, Section 5.6], let A be a Banach space, let s € R and ¢ > 0. Denote by Eqs (A) the space
of all bi-infinite sequences a = (a.)vez with a, € A such that

1/q
”aHZ;(A) = <Z(2VS|QV|A)Q> < oo.

VvEL
In particular, taking s = 0 and fixing m € N, we may identify an m-tuple (a1,...,an) with an element of this
sequence space by extending it to a bi-infinite sequence a = (ay)vez via a, = 0 for all v ¢ {1,...,m}; this

agrees with our definition in Theorem
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Step 2: endpoint 2: 5(S2) — €5(S2). Equip Sz with the Hilbert-Schmidt inner product
(X,Y) = Tr(Y*X), so that || X||3 = (X, X). A direct computation gives
t
1T (D) 1Fys0) = D U V) (Zx, Zj) = Te(UU G), G = [(Zg, Zj)] ey > 0.
k=1

If |U|loo <1, then U*U < I, and therefore

t
1T (2) 175 s,) Z 1Z13 = 12117, s,

so that
1Tl e (50)—t5(50) < 1- (7.4)

Step 3: interpolation. Fix 0 < 8 < 1. Applying Theorem to the couples
Xo=0(S1), X1 =140(S), Yo=1£5(51), Yi=1£(S9),

and using ((7.3)—(7.4]), we obtain

HTU‘|(X0,X1)[9]—>(YO,Y1)[9] < Ml_e. (7.5)
By Theorem
(Xo, X1) [0 = 6 (Sp), (Yo, Y1) 19 = £5(Sp),
where
1_,_9 1.9
p 2 q 2

so that ¢ is the conjugate exponent of p and 1 < p < 2. Thus ([7.5]) yields

— 2_1
1T (2)Nlescs,y < ' N2 Nlers,) = 27 1Z1les s,
which is exactly (|1.8]).

Step 4: the case p > 2 (reverse inequality in ) Assume in addition that U*U = I; (as
required in the statement for the reverse direction). Let ¢ be the conjugate exponent of p, so
that 1 < ¢ < 2.

Let Z = (Z1,...,7Z;) € £,(Sp). By duality,

t
1Zlly05,) = sup { [KZ. W)= W € 6408, [Wilggsy <1 (Z.W) = 31w} 2).
j=1
For such a W, since U*U = I we have Ty« o Ty = Id, hence Z = Ty+(Ty(Z)) and therefore
(Z,W) = Ty~(Ty(2)), W) = (Tu(Z), Tu(W)).
By Holder’s inequality for Schatten classes and for £,-sums,
(Tu(Z), TuW))| < | Tu(Z)lleg(s,) 1To(W)llescs,)

Since 1 < ¢ < 2 and ||U|| < 1, we may apply the already proved estimate (1.8]) (with ¢ in
place of p and p in place of ¢) to obtain

2_q 1—2
1Ty W)lles(sg) < ma [IWllee sy =1 7 [IWllees
Hence, for HWHEZ(Sq) <1,
1—-2
(2, W) < 115 T2 s,
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Taking the supremum over all such W yields

1—2
1Z]le(s,) < v 7 (1Tu(2) lles(s,)-
equivalently,
24
1T (Z)les(s,) = e (121l (s,)-
This is exactly the reversed inequality in (1.8)) for p > 2.

Step 5: the reverse-direction estimate. Assume now that U*U = I;. Consider the adjoint
matrix U* € M s and the associated map

S S
Tu-: £(Sp) — £5(S,),  Tu=(Wh,..., W,) = (ZWW me)
=1 i=1

Then Ty« o Ty = Id on £4(S,). Applying (L.8) to U* (note that max;; [(U*)i;] = p) gives, for
I<p<2,

2_ S
1Toe W )lleis,) S 27 IWlesgs,y) (W € 6(Sy)).

Taking W = Ty (Z) and using Ty« (Ty(Z)) = Z yields (1.9). The case p > 2 again follows by
duality. O

Proof of Theorem[I.21] Fix1 < p < 2 and let ¢ be the conjugate exponent of p, i.e. 1/p+1/q =
1. Set

X1 =A+B, X,:=B+C, X3:=C+HA, Y1 = A+B+C, Y5 :=A,Ys:=B, Y, :=C.

Step 1: A suborthogonal coefficient matrix with U* isometric. Consider the real 3 x 4 matrix

1 1 1 1 -1
U:= 5 1 -1 1 1
1 1 -1 1
Then
X1 ? 4
Xo| =U Y§ ;o de Xi=) wY (i=1,2,3).
X3 j=1
Yy

Moreover, a direct computation gives UU* = I3; hence U* is an isometry. Also max; j |u;;| =
1/2 =: p.
Step 2: The relations X = UY and Y = U*X. By construction,

Xy 0
Xo | =U|:7?
P Y3
’ Y,
Moreover, a direct computation gives Y = U* X and explicitly
Xi1+X+ X X1 —-Xo+ X Xi1+X— X X1+ X+ X
Y, = 1+22+ 3’ Y, = 1 22+ 3’ Y, = 1+22 37 Y, = 1+22+ 3’

which are easily verified from X1 = A+ B, Xo =B+ (C, X3 =C+ A.
Step 3: Apply Theorem[1.23 Since |U||o < 1, Theorem [1.23|(i) gives for 1 < p < 2,

2

1/q 1/p
(X2 + 1% 8+ 1X60) < e (Va2 + V2l + %315 + Vallp)
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Raising both sides to the power ¢ and using p = 1/2 yields

1—-4 q/p
[ X0 llF + 1 Xallf + [ Xs]5 <277 <||Y1||§ + [1Y2ly + 11¥all5 + ||Y4H§) :
which is the second inequality.
Applying the same estimate to U* and using Y = U* X gives
q q q q 1/q 21 p p P e
(112 + 12108 + 13008+ 1vallg) " < e (Il + Xl + 1 Xsl)

and raising to ¢ again yields the first inequality with the same constant 2 -3

Step 4: optimality. Taking A = B = —-C #0gives A+ B=2Aand B+C =C+ A =0,
q
while A+ B+ C' = A. Thus equality holds for all p > 1, and the constant 217 p is optimal.
O

7.4. Derivation of Audenaert—Kittaneh’s inequality and its sharp complement. In
this subsection, we show that the Audenaert—Kittaneh inequality (1.10) and the complementary
estimate ([1.11)) both follow from Theorem by a suitable choice of the coefficient matrix

U
n
=1 .
s + <2>

Let n > 2 and set
Fix an enumeration of the pairs (i,7) with 1 <i < j < n:

(ihjl)v <i27j2)7 R (Z(’ﬂ)7](n)>

2 2

Define
1T
] -]
U= \} (e, —€j) | ¢ M
n . ’
el —el )

()
HCC)
where 1 = (1,...,1)T € C" and e} denotes the kth standard basis vector in C". Then
1
N

We claim U is an isometry, i.e. U*U = I, (hence |U||c = 1 and U is a contraction). Indeed,

ft 1= max [uq,| =
a?]

* 1 * k
UU = (117 + Do (ei—eplei—e) |,
1<i<j<n
and one checks the identity
Z (e; — ej)(ei — ej)* =nl, — 11*.
1<i<j<n
Therefore U*U = (11* +nl, — 11*) = I,,.

Given Ay, ..., An € Sp, consider the n-tuple Z := (Ay, ..., An) € £;(Sp). By construction,

Ty (Z) = (%;Ak, Gl = A3, A —Aj(g))) € £5(Sy).
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Consequently, for r € {p,q} we have

iHi“afAJ - HZAkH £ JA-al]. (7.6
a=1 j=1

1<i<j<n
In particular, (7.6) with r = g gives the left side of (1.8), and with » = p gives the right side
of (T9).

Step 1: Audenaert-Kittaneh inequality from Theorem (2) Let 1 < p <2 and let ¢ be the
conjugate exponent of p. Since U is a contraction, we may apply (1.8) to Z = (4y,...,4,):

(Z HZ%JA ! > §_1<§|1Aj\r£> "

=1 j=1

Using (7.6) with » = ¢ and p = 1/4/n, we obtain

1/a n 1/p
q 1y\5t P

= ZAkH O -l < (E)" (X

1<i<j <n j=1

Multiplying by y/n and noting that
2_1 1 1
a1\ 1 - ) =
\/ﬁ(\/ﬁ) n.r, and q(l p) 1,

we get

/
HZAkH + 1A — A, ||q<n<i||,4j||§>qp,

1<z<]<n

which is exactly ((1.10) - For p > 2, the inequality is reversed by Theorem M( ) since U*U =
I,.

Step 2: the complementary estimate from Theorem (zz) Since U*U = I, we may apply
(11.9) to the same U and Z. For 1 < p < 2,

n 1/q ) s n » 1/p
(ZHAjuz) <w‘1(ZHZumAjH)
j=1 a=1 j=1 P

Using (7.6) with » = p and p = 1/y/n yields

n 1/q
(;wg) s(\}ﬁ) ( ) HZAkH+ 4 Ayl

1<i<j<n

1/p

2_
Since (ﬁ)? . ﬁ = np, raising both sides to the power ¢ gives (1.11). For p > 2, the

inequality is reversed by Theorem M(u)

Step 3: optimality of the constant in (1.11]). Let Ay =--- = A, = A#0. Then ) ;_, Ay =nA
and A; — A; =0, hence

LHS of (TLII) = nllAl%,  RHS of (TIT) = n~7|ln Al = n=/" - n?| A|2 = nl| A2

Thus equality holds for all 1 < p < oo, and the constant n~9/? is best possible.
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7.5. A weaker bound on Conjecture We record a non-sharp estimate with the
explicit constant 3%—1, which follows directly from the Euler-type identities; however, this
coefficient is not optimal.

Theorem 7.10. Let A,B,C € Sy,. Then forp > 2,
D _
A+ B+ Clp+ AIp+ Bl + Cll; < 32 1(|\A+B||g+ 1B+ Cll; + ||C+A||§)-
For 0 < p <2, the inequality is reversed.
Proof. Set r:=p/2 and f(t) :=t" on [0,00). Let
Xi1:=|A+ B>, X2:=[B+CP, X3:=|C+A],

and
Yi:=|[A+B+C]* Yy:=|A? Yz:=|B]? Yi:=|C
By Euler’s identity (|1.6]),
S=X1+Xo0+X3=Y1+Yo+Y3+Y,.

Assume first that p > 2, i.e. r > 1, so that f is convex and f(0) = 0. Using the trace form of
the Jensen/Rotfel’d type inequality for convex f (equivalently, Lemma [7.1](1) with the trace
norm), we have

4
(> () < Te(f(S)). (7.7)
k=1

Next apply Jensen’s inequality with weights a; = 1/3 to X1, Xo, Xa:

or equivalently

Combining — gives
4 4 3 3
(> lT) = (3 r)) <3 (Y rx) =3 (D11,
k=1 k=1 j=1 j=1

Finally, passing to general Schatten class operators by approximating with finite-rank opera-
tors, we obtain exactly the desired inequality with constant 3"~ = 3571,

For 0 < p <2 (i.e. 0 < r < 1), the function f is concave and all inequalities above reverse,
yielding the reversed statement. O

Remark 7.11. The constant 327" in Theorem is generally not optimal; numerical evi-
dence suggests that the sharp constant should be the one proposed in Conjecture [1.20]
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8. UNITARY-ORBIT REFINEMENTS OF EULER’S IDENTITY AND SPECTRAL CONSEQUENCES

8.1. A unitary-orbit bound for the Euler modulus. To convert the square-sum identity
(1.6) into a linear (modulus) estimate in unitary orbits, we use the following unitary subad-
ditivity result for concave functions due to Aujla and Bourin |2, Theorem 2.1|, which is also

included in Lemma (2) the first inequality.

Lemma 8.1 (Aujla-—Bourin). Let H, K € M, be positive semidefinite and let f : [0,00) —
[0,00) be monotone concave with f(0) > 0. Then there exist unitaries U,V € M, such that

FH + K) < Uf(H)U* + VF(K)V*.

We now apply Lemma with the concave function f(t) = t1/2 to the Euler square-sum
relation (1.6]). This yields a three-term unitary-orbit domination of the Euler modulus by the
pairwise moduli.

Theorem 8.2. Let A, B,C € M,,. Then there exist unitaries U, V,W € M, such that
VIA+B+CPR+ AR+ |BR+|C)2 <U|A+ BlU* +V|B+ C|V* + WI|C + A[W*. (8.1)
Proof. By ,
VIA+B+CR+|AR+|BR2 +|C)2=|A+ B2 +|B+C]2+|C+ A=

Apply Lemmawith f(t) = Vtto H=|A+B|? and K = |B+ C|> + |C + A]? to get
unitaries Uy, Vq with

VH + K <Ui|A+ B|Uf + iVKV.
Apply Lemma again to |B 4+ C|? and |C + A|? to obtain unitaries Us, Va such that

VK < Us|B+ C|U;s + Va|C + AV
Substitute and absorb conjugation by Vj into Us, V5 to obtain (8.1J). O

As a first immediate consequence, taking any unitarily invariant norm in (8.1)) and using
the triangle inequality yields a norm inequality.

Corollary 8.3. Let A,B,C € M,,. Then
| VAT B+ CP+TAP+[BE+ICP|| < 1A+ Bl + 1B + Cll + lIC + Al

We next record a singular-value refinement, obtained by combining Theorem with the
Weyl inequality for sums of positive semidefinite matrices.

Corollary 8.4. Let A, B,C € M,,,. Then for all integers j, k,¢ € {0,1,...,n — 1},
i yjensd VIAT B+ CP AP+ [BP+ICP) < iy j(A+ B)+ pf (B +C)+puf  (C+ A).
Proof. By Theorem [8.2] there exist unitaries U, V,W € M,, such that
VIA+ B+ CP24 A2+ B2 +|C2<U|A+ BlU*+V|B+C|V* + W|C + A|W*.
Set X = U|A+ B|U*, Y :=V|B+C|V* and Z := W|C + A[W*. Then X,Y,Z > 0 and
,uj(X) = ,uj(|A + BJ|) = ,U%(A + B), and similarly for Y, Z.
We use the following singular-value inequality (see, e.g., [4]): for P,Q > 0 and r,s > 0,
it s(P+ Q) < i (P) + 1140 (Q): (8:2)
Applying (8.2) to P =X and Q =Y + Z gives
M%—l—j—i—k-@-e(X +Y +27) < N%H(X) + N%+k+z(y + 7).
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Next apply (8.2) to P =Y and Q = Z to obtain

/‘th(Y +7Z) < th(y) + M\1L+Z(Z)'

Combining the last two inequalities yields

i X +Y + 2) <y (X)) + iy (V) + 1 (2).

Finally, since

VIA+B+CP+[AP+[BP +[CP < X +Y +2

and both sides are positive semidefinite, the monotonicity of singular values gives

M%+j+k+€<\/|A +B+CP+ AP + B + |C\2> <y X +Y +2),

which implies the desired estimate. U

8.2. Symmetric norms, antinorms, and Ky Fan consequences. Finally, since Euler’s
identity is an exact equality of positive operators, it also yields further consequences for
symmetric norms and antinorms (in the sense of [8]) on the positive semidefinite cone of M,,,
and in particular for Ky Fan sums of singular values.

Corollary 8.5. Let A,B,C € M,,.

(a) For every symmetric (unitarily invariant) norm |||-|||,
14+ B +CP+ AP +1B° + [CP[| < [[l4+ B[ + l[lB+ Pl + [l[lC + APl

(b) For every symmetric antinorm || - |,
|14+ B+ CP+ 142 +1BP +1CP|| = 14+ BE||, + 1B+ CP|, + [lic + AP,

Applying Corollary to Ky Fan m-norms and Ky Fan m-antinorms gives the following
eigenvalue-sum inequalities.

Corollary 8.6. Let A,B,C € M,,. Then form=1,...,n,

m

SO ul(lA+B+CP+1AR + |BE +[C12) < (1 A+ BE) + 3 (1B +CP) + > ul(C + 4P),
J=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

> u}(lA +B+C|* + AP+ |B|* + |C\2) > ST ul(1A+BP) + Y k(1B + )+ ul(o + AP).
Jj=1 j=1 j=1 j=1
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