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An improvement and generalization of Rotfel’d type

inequalities for sectorial matrices
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Abstract

By using equivalence conditions for sectorial matrices obtained by Alakhrass and

Sababheh in 2020, we improve a Rotfel’d type inequality for sectorial matrices

derived by P. Zhang in 2015 and generalize a result derived by Y. Mao et al. in

2024.
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1. Introduction

Let Mn be the set of all n× n complex matrices. The set of n× n positive

semidefinite matrices is denoted byM
+
n . A norm ‖·‖ onMn is unitarily invariant

if ‖UAV ‖ = ‖A‖ for any A ∈ Mn and unitary matrices U, V ∈ Mn. For A ∈ Mn,

we denote by A∗ and |A| = (A∗A)
1

2 the conjugate transpose and the modulus

of A, respectively. We denote the j-th largest singular value of A by σj(A). If A

is Hermitian, then its eigenvalues of A are real and its j-th largest eigenvalue is

written as λj(A). Note that σj(A) = λj(|A|), j = 1, · · · , n. For two Hermitian

matrices A,B ∈ Mn, we write A ≤ B to mean B −A ∈ M+
n .

For A ∈ Mn, we can write

A = ℜA+ iℑA,
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where

ℜA =
1

2
(A+A∗), ℑA =

1

2i
(A−A∗).

This is called the Cartesian decomposition of A.

The numerical range of A ∈ Mn is defined by

W (A) = {x∗Ax|x ∈ C
n, x∗x = 1}.

Sectorial matrices were defined in [3] as an extension of the definition of the

positive matrices. For α ∈ [0, π/2), we define a sector on the complex plane

Sα = {z ∈ C
n|ℜz ≥ 0, |ℑz| ≤ (ℜz) tanα}.

A matrix A ∈ Mn whose numerical range is a subset of a sector Sα, for some

α ∈ [0, π/2), is called a sectorial matrix. Relevant studies of sectorial matrices

can be found in Drury and Lin [5], Zhang [12] and references therein. Note that

if α = 0, then a sectorial matrix A is a positive matrix. It is obvious, from the

definition of sectorial matrices that if W (A) ⊆ Sα for some α, then ℜA ∈ M+
n .

Consider a partitioned matrix A ∈ Mn in the form

A =





A11 A12

A21 A22



 , where diagonal blocks A11 and A22 are square. (1)

Let A,B be positive semidefinite matrices and let f(x) be a non-negative

concave function on [0,∞). In [10], Rotfel’d proved a subadditivity result for

concave functions of sums of singular values of operators. In [8], Lee proved

the following result which is considered as an extension of the classic Rotfel’d

theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let A ∈ Mn be positive semidefinite and be partitioned as in

(1), and let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function. Then for any unitarily

invariant norm ‖·‖ it holds

‖f(A)‖ ≤ ‖f(A11)‖+ ‖f(A22)‖.

In [13], Zhang considered sectorial matrices and obtained the following ex-

tension of Lee’s result.
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Theorem 1.2. [13, Theorem 3.4] Let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function

and let A with W (A) ⊆ Sα for α ∈ [0, π/2) be partitioned as in (1). Then

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ ‖f(|A11|)‖+ ‖f(|A22|)‖+ 2(‖f(tan(α)|A11|)‖+ ‖f(tan(α)|A22|)‖).

Zhang also obtained the following result:

Theorem 1.3. [13, Corollary 3.3] Let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function

and let A with W (A) ⊆ Sπ/4 be partitioned as in (1). Then

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ 2(‖f(
√
2

2
|A11|)‖+ ‖f(

√
2

2
|A22|)‖).

Zhang [13] asked whether the coefficient 2 in Theorem 1.3 can be replaced

by 1. Several authors have considered this problem and given solutions under

certain conditions. In [7], Hou and Zhang gave an answer to the problem when

ℑA ∈ M+
n . In [14], when A is normal, Zhao and Ni affirmed this problem. They

proved that

Theorem 1.4. [14, Theorem 3.4] Let A be partitioned as in (1). Suppose

f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a concave function and let A with W (A) ⊆ Sα for

α ∈ [0, π/2) and A is normal. and Then

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ ‖f(|A11|)‖+ ‖f(|A22|)‖+ ‖f(tan(α)|A11|)‖+ ‖f(tan(α)|A22|)‖.

Recently, Yang, Lu and Chen [11] improved Theorem ??. They proved

Theorem 1.5. [11, Theorem 3.1] Let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function

and let A with W (A) ⊆ Sα for α ∈ [0, π/2) and assume A is normal, and let A

be partitioned as in (1). Then

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ ‖f(secα|A11|)‖+ ‖f(secα|A22|)‖.

Fu and Liu [6] also obtained the following generalization of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.6. [6, Theorem 3] Let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function

and let A with W (A) ⊆ Sα for α ∈ [0, π/2) be partitioned as in (1). Then

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ ‖f(sec2 α|A11|)‖+ ‖f(sec2 α|A22|)‖. (2)
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In [9], the authors gave a generalization of Theorem 1.3 to a general angle

α ∈ [0, π/2).

Theorem 1.7. [9, Theorem 2.7] Let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function

and let A with W (A) ⊆ Sα for α ∈ [0, π/2) be partitioned as in (1). Then for

any unitarily invariant norm ‖·‖ it holds

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ 2
(

‖f
( secα

2
|A11|

)

‖+ ‖f
(secα

2
|A22|

)

‖
)

.

In this paper, we improve Theorem 1.2 and give a generalization of Theorem

1.7.

2. Improvements of Rotfel’d theorem for sectorial matrices

In this section, we first list a few lemmas that are useful to derive our main

results.

Lemma 2.1. Let





A X

X∗ B



 partitioned into four blocks in Mn be positive

semidefinite. Then exists some unitary matrix U , for every s > 0,

|X | ≤
s

2
U∗AU +

1

2s
B,

and exists some unitary matrix V , for every s > 0,

|X∗| ≤
s

2
A+

1

2s
V ∗BV.

Proof. Let the polar decomposition of X∗ be X∗ = U |X∗| and s > 0. Notice

that

[

sI −U∗

]





A X

X∗ B









sI

−U



 = s2A− sU∗X∗ − sXU + U∗BU.

= s2A− 2s |X∗|+ U∗BU ≥ 0.

That is,

|X∗| ≤
s

2
A+

1

2s
U∗BU. (3)
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Note that




B X∗

X A



 =





0 I

I 0









A X

X∗ B









0 I

I 0



 ≥ 0,

Applying (3) to





B X∗

X A



 and replacing s by 1/s yield the desired result.

Lemma 2.2. [2, Theorem 2.2] Let A ∈ Mn and α ∈ [0, π/2). Then the following

relations are equivalent:

(1) W (A) ⊆ Sα.

(2)





sec(α)ℜA A∗

A sec(α)ℜA



 ≥ 0.

(3)





tan(α)ℜA ℑA

ℑA tan(α)ℜA



 ≥ 0.

Lemma 2.3. [4, Theorem III.5.6] Let A, B ∈ Mn. Then there exist two unitary

matrices U , V such that

|A+B| ≤ U |A|U∗ + V |B|V ∗.

Lemma 2.4. [1, Theorem 2.1] Let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function

and A, B ∈ M+
n . Then there exist two unitary matrices U , V ∈ Mn such that

f(A+B) ≤ U∗f(A)U + V ∗f(B)V.

A celebrated result due to Fan and Hoffman (see, e.g.[4, p.73]) is as follows.

Lemma 2.5. Let A ∈ Mn. Then

λj(ℜA) ≤ σj(A), j = 1, · · · , n.

Equivalently,

ℜA ≤ U |A|U∗,

for some unitary matrix U ∈ Mn.

Lemma 2.6. Let A ≥ B ≥ 0 and f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function.

Then

‖f(A)‖ ≥ ‖f(B)‖.
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Proof. Note that f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is a concave function implies f is nonde-

creasing. By using Weyl Monotonicity Theorem [4, p. 63], we have λj(f(A)) =

f(λj(A)) ≥ f(λj(B)) = λjf((B)), 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Thus, ‖f(A)‖ ≥ ‖f(B)‖.

It immediately follows from 2.5 that

Corollary 2.7. Let A be a sectorial matrix and f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave

function. Then

‖f(ℜA)‖ ≤ ‖f(|A|)‖.

Next, we present our main results.

Theorem 2.8. Let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function and let A with

W (A) ⊆ Sα for α ∈ [0, π/2) be partitioned as in (1). Then for every s > 0,

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤

2
∑

i=1

(

‖f(|Aii|)‖+ ‖f(
s tanα

2
|Aii|)‖+ ‖f(

tanα

2s
|Aii| ‖

)

.

Proof. Let the Cartesian decomposition of A be A = ℜA+iℑA and s > 0. Then

from Lemma 2.2, we know that





tan(α)ℜA ℑA

ℑA tan(α)ℜA



 ≥ 0. So by Theorem

2.1, we have

|ℑA| ≤
s tanα

2
ℜA+

tanα

2s
U∗ℜAU (4)

for some unitary matrix U ∈ Mn. Thus,

|A| = |ℜA+ iℑA|

≤ U1ℜAU
∗
1 + V1|ℑA|V

∗
1 (By Lemma 2.3)

≤ U1ℜAU
∗
1 +

tanα

2
V1(sℜA+ s−1U∗ℜAU)V ∗

1 (By (4)) (5)

for two unitary matrices U1, V1 ∈ Mn.

By Lemma 2.4, there exists three unitary matrices U2, V2, V ∈ Mn such

that

f(U1ℜAU
∗
1 +

tanα

2
V1(sℜA+ s−1U∗ℜAU)V ∗

1 ) ≤ U2f(ℜA)U
∗
2 + V2f(

s tanα

2
ℜA)V ∗

2

+ V f(
tanα

2s
ℜA)V ∗.

(6)
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Since f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is concave, then f is non-decreasing. Therefore,

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ ‖f(U1ℜAU
∗
1 +

tanα

2
V1(sℜA+ s−1U∗ℜAU)V ∗

1 )‖ (By (5) and Lemma 2.6)

≤ ‖U2f(ℜA)U
∗
2 + V2f(

s tanα

2
ℜA)V ∗

2 + V f(
tanα

2s
ℜA)V ∗‖ (By (6) and Lemma 2.6))

≤ ‖f(ℜA)‖+ ‖f(
s tanα

2
ℜA)‖ + ‖f(

tanα

2s
ℜA)‖

≤

2
∑

i=1

(

‖f(ℜAii)‖+ ‖f(
s tanα

2
ℜAii)‖ + ‖f(

tanα

2s
ℜAii)‖

)

(Since ℜA =







ℜA11

A12 +A∗
21

2
A∗

12 +A21

2
ℜA22






≥ 0, then by Theorem 1.1)

≤

2
∑

i=1

(

‖f(|Aii|)‖+ ‖f(
s tanα

2
|Aii|)‖+ ‖f(

tanα

2s
|Aii)| ‖

)

(By Corollary 2.7)

Remark 2.9. When s ∈ [1, 2], Theorem 2.8 is stronger than Theorem 1.2. For

instance, under same assumptions of Theorem 1.2, in Theorem 2.8, for s = 1,

we have

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ ‖f(|A11|)‖+ ‖f(|A22|)‖+ 2

(

‖f(
tanα

2
|A11|)‖+ ‖f(

tanα

2
|A22|)‖

)

;

for s = 2, we have

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ ‖f(|A11|)‖+ ‖f(|A11|)‖+ ‖f(tanα|A11|)‖+ ‖f(tanα|A22|)‖

+‖f(
tanα

4
|A11|)‖+ ‖f(

tanα

4
|A22|)‖.

Corollary 2.10. Let f(t) = tp, 0 < p ≤ 1. For s = 1 and let A with W (A) ⊆ Sα

for α ∈ [0, π/2) be partitioned as in (1). Then we have

‖|A|p‖ ≤ (1 + 21−p(tanα)p)(‖|A11|
p‖+ ‖|A22|

p‖).

Similarly, we can also get a generalization of Theorem 1.7 along a different

path from Y. Mao in [9].

Theorem 2.11. Let f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) be a concave function and let A with

W (A) ⊆ Sα for α ∈ [0, π/2) be partitioned as in (1). Then for any s > 0,

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤
2

∑

i=1

(

‖f
(s secα

2
|Aii|

)

‖+ ‖f
( secα

2s
|Aii|

)

‖
)

.
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Proof. By Lemma 2.2, we know





sec(α)ℜA A∗

A sec(α)ℜA



 ≥ 0.

By using Lemma 2.1, it implies that

|A| ≤
secα

2
(sℜA+ s−1U∗ℜAU), for any s > 0. (7)

So by Lemma 2.4, there exists two unitary matrices U1, V1 ∈ Mn such that

f(
secα

2
(sℜA+ s−1U∗ℜAU)) ≤ U1f(

s secα

2
ℜA)U∗

1 + V1f(
secα

2s
ℜA)V ∗

1 . (8)

Since f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) is concave, then f is non-decreasing. Therefore,

‖f(|A|)‖ ≤ ‖f(
secα

2
(sℜA+ s−1U∗ℜAU))‖ (By (7) ) and Lemma 2.6)

≤ ‖U1f(
s secα

2
ℜA)U∗

1 + V1f(
secα

2s
ℜA)V ∗

1 ‖ (By (8) ) and Lemma 2.6)

≤ ‖f(
s secα

2
ℜA)‖+ ‖f(

secα

2s
ℜA)‖

≤

2
∑

i=1

(

‖f(
s secα

2
ℜAii)‖ + ‖f(

secα

2s
ℜAii)‖

)

(Since ℜA =







ℜA11

A12 +A∗
21

2
A∗

12 +A21

2
ℜA22






≥ 0, then by Theorem 1.1)

≤

2
∑

i=1

(

‖f(
s secα

2
|Aii|)‖ + ‖f(

secα

2s
|Aii|)‖

)

(By Corollary 2.7)

Remark 2.12. For s = 1 in Theorem 2.11, we obtain the result in 1.7.
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