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1 &

Hilbert 25 ED WA REREIEHFZE A, B 0<a<1IZHLT,
A#aB — Al/Q(A—1/2BA—1/2)aA1/2

TEHRIND 2HEE #, 13 A & BOEMFHLIFENTVEY. a=1/2
DA% Pusz & Woronowicz [26] 12 & > TEZEI 41, Kubo & Ando [17] IZ
o TIEHFATFHOMERE UTERINE Uiz, ERIEBATETOWTHAT
ERCL S,

A# B<T = A™#,B" <I, r>1

l& Ando & Hiai 3] IZ& o TmaEn, BHETILDFERVPMSNTVET
[13, 16, 24, 27, 28, 29, 30]. ATk EidddE%z AH AEXR LU X 7.

BAE % 3 O LEOfTH - I3EHEZEOGZEITHIRT 2 Z i, RED
RIFRRIET U7, MR [2) OREIRE [23, 4] DY — < VEAEERIZ L -
THRANZR S 0, Tk, #EFEOT 7Ta—F13, [18, 21, 20, 25| D &
1T, HLDEHIZE > TERINTWET. BIE, V- RAZHT S
0 —F DL EHEEMTEYE, Wb b Karcher HREAOEE U THRE I -
¥ (Karcher “F¥9) 2 EIR LU £ 9.

AH REX D Karcher AN DILIRIE Yamazaki [32] 12 & > T E L
7. ARGTIE, [29] LABKROFZ A ST, —MiRn ZECEEIZOWT H kL
72 Ando-Hial BIRZERXNEETE LI 2R UET. TOEDIZ, £7, n
ERIERAZTFYEOER T 2EHZE LT, BB FEITE 2 5N LEBEY
& 2EROEN S L B SRRNOME (RER) (T TEHRLET.
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SEBOTH R EHT 5L LT Pélfia [25] O 5 A XEHHEH STV
T, BBEHOHEE, T 5LFHE D EOTHOSERTIC AT E
¥, ARATETE, SZEOFH M O AHBIRER

M(Ay,...,A)) >T= M(A],...,A") > 1T (1.1)

IZDOWT, JLAXEHEOEELEDT, @#imlLEd.
HGEREE f ¢ (0,00) — (0,00) & A[WIEEHZE A, B IR L

P;(A,B) := BY2f(B~Y/2AB~1/?)B'/? (1.2)

IS B IEHHE 2 2B Py 25 X £5. Py i3EHZEITE (operator
perspective) EIEENTWET. AfEEYETIE, INEIFEHAZEEEO L
EFEA, —iAl AH BIRSEA

A,B>0,P;(AB) <= P;(A?,B") < I

»HBVIE
A,B>0,P;(AB)>1= P;(A?,B") > I

WZOWTCikim L £ 7.

2 SEHEARTHEERTY
2.1 nZEHEY

Hilbert 22 H L OB FREILIEARZ 2% B(H) £ U, B(H) B 5 1E
TEHZ 2% B(H)"T, ATYIEEHZ2KEZ P = P(H) & ES£T. FHZE
X ePIZHUT, | X] & X OFEHE VL, Apin(X) 1 X DARZ LD
BMEZE ER LU £

PN DME %27 S B MOEHRERE M« P — P &2 n ZHDEH
PP ET

(I) BRI Aj,Bj eP, Aj < Bj (1 <j< n) molX
M(Ay,..., A)) < M(By, ..., By).
(II) ERAFREM: Ay,..., A, eP AW S e B(H) IZHLT,

S*M(Ar,...,An)S = M(S*AS, ..., S*A,S).

(1) BEFAERM: A, A eP(1<j<nkeN). &jITHLT Ay \ Aj,

M(Alk7~--,Ank) — M(Al,,An) in SOT.



(IV) E|ME: M(I,....1) = 1.

Remark 1. M %% n ZEAEHFE L5, RO M* 1 n ZHAIFHZFEEIZ
20, M O (adjoint) EFHENE T :

M*(Ay,...,Ay) == M(ATY, . A D A; eP.

2.2 ZEFIEH

M P n ZEOIEAZLET o H (Kubo & Ando DEEKTD) 2 ZHAIEH
FEHE LUET. o NEAPFEE I (AIB = A) TRWE &, ROFGFENILME
—fRERL T

X =M(XcA,...,X0A,) for X eP. (2.1)

LEOHRRDMEE o IC& B M DERF (deformed mean) &IV M, &
HEFET[12).

Theorem 2.1. (1) For every Ay,..., A, € P there exists a unique Xy €
P which satisfies (2.1).

(2) Write M,(A1,...,Ay) for the unique solution Xo to (2.1) given in
(1). Then M, : P* — P is an n-variable mean satisfying (I)—(IV)

again.

B) IfYePandY < M(YcAi,....YoA,), thenY < My(A1,...,A,).
IfYePandY > M(YoAs,...,YoA,), thenY > M,(Aq,..., An).

Remark 2. (M,)* = (M*),- NV S H 5.

Example 2.2. (1) #ERXZ bl w = (wy,...,w,) XL, BEMEE A,
TR H, = (AL)* 2L RO XS IR THIE Bk (D-(IV) %
W7-UET :

n n -1
Au(Ar, . An) =) wiAj, 7@4Ah.”,An)::<§:qujl> .
j=1 i=1
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(2) a € [-1, 1)\ {0} izxt L, (BEAFE) REFH P, o(Ay, ..., A,) KR
DOHFREROME—E L CTEZRINET [21, 19, 20] :

X = A, (X#, AL, .., X#4An) for0<a <1,
X = Ho(X#_adr, ..., X#_oA,) for —1<a <0.

EVWHZNIE0<a<1ITHL,
P.u,a = (Aw)#a7 Pw,—a = (Hw)#a = (Pw,a)*
Y0 ERO (1) (IV) 217 LT

(3) ZAEBGEMIFYY (Karcher ) Gy (Aq,..., Ay) RO ABRRDME L
LTEHEINKT :

Z w;ilog(X~V2A; X712 =0
j=1

(see [23, 21, 20]). [20] THER I N TVWE K5I
Po_o(Ar, .. A) < Gu(AL, .. Ay) < Pyo(Ar, .. A,), 0<a<1
BEU a0 DR,

Pw7a(A17'H7An) \( Gw(A17"'7An)7 (22)
Po alArre s A)) 2 Gu(Ar,.. . Ay). (2.3)

YIRBIENS, G, BERD 1) (IV) Wi d L h0h0 £

2.3 2BHDOERIEY

Kubo & Ando DFEKRTD 2 ZH I 7 & o 1T L, o BWAEBIREI TR
We E, BREE 1, BEZADIENTEET. 7, ORBBEK f,, 23T
5&

x = fr. (t) = 115t = (zol)T(z0t) (2.4)

VWS HBEANTEET. BB, HER (24) O 1, ORBEBKTT. &
<HIGNT 2 BHEEIZOWTEE L THAET.

(1) 7=V, 0 =1y DGA.
(V) gt = (1 —w+ wt®)/e,

DF O ’ (vw)#LY = Pw.a Tj—'



(2) T=Vw, 0= #a @i}%é

(V) t

200
B2, vi=# T3, # 3« HRETALRTI S v =# 5000 7.
(3) T=4#, 0 =V, DHH.

(1-a)1+t)++/(1 )21 +)2+4a2 — a)t
22— )

1#V0t - 5 t > 0

Remark 3. w# 5 OWF, #, = (Vu), L7525 o IJMFIEL EEA [14].
Remark 4. w # % D, 1(#u)v t Z2EENTOEFELZSTY.

3 Palfia ® lambda ¥15
3.1 SLYEH

SCHR [25] 1\ BT Pélfia BSEA LT LAXERREE %2, SEBERRT
HOGEIZIREL TERTAEY. MR Ml w = (w)) & (0,00) EDOH
BIEEHZRHFER g 2F A £ 9. Palfia iZghig(l)=0and ¢(1) =1 %
723 & &, GKE (generalized Karcher equation ) :

> wig(XVPAX V) =0, (3.1)
i=1

DX ePHR—RITHELZZERLUELE. M X % ANw;g; A1,...,Ap)
HBULKIF AL ((4) EEFEEFT. Ay 1321 HIOREWKRT n Z2BIEHR TS
T7.

Remark 5. 7 A XEAZ L TE T RWSARIEHEZ LB H O 9. H#
ZWE M(A,B,C,D) = L[(A+ B)#(C + D).

3.2 OMi &L
VEFZRFHEHR D7 A ELLND X SICEHRLET
OM!} :=={f| f:(0,00) = (0,00), operator monotone, f(1) =1},

L:={g]g:(0,00) = R, operator monotone, g(1) =0, ¢’(1) = 1}.
ROBRIZEETNE, EOPDBELRELEEFGN T LXEHYTHDH I L
FHHS M TY -

logf f-1 f'-1
E D ) )
- {f’(l) fra =

fe 0Mi\{1}}.

\/((1fafw)t+wfa)2+4a(lfa)tf((17a7w)t+wfa)’
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Example 3.1. A, = A, ;1 (BEWFE) | G, = Ay joge (Karcher ¥9)
Hw :Aw t-1_1 (EJE[%[]ﬁi’;j) .

3.3 TLYEHEEHEY
3.3.1 S LYEHOER

T LR ADE NI DOWTERTAET. FRDge L& fe OMI\{1}
IZ2WT

X = (Aug)o; (A) = X = (Au)(Xopds))
= T = (M) ((F(X1/24,X71/2))
= X = (Augor/sr)((4))
LRBDTKNEAET :

(Mug)oy = Ay gor - (3.2)

3.3.2 HEMTEHOER

0M1\{1} n5 Lo:={g € L] lim_o+g(t) > —00} ~DEM o(f) :=
f . ZDEBK o I RHROT, #MR fe OMI\{1} & ffioT
A _Aw,Ap(f) tijij— L7zhioT

X = A, ((4) = O—Zwl (f)(XYV2A,X71/%)
— X = ZleUfA
= X = (Av)o, ((4)).
HIBRDB D90 £ (wZEELET) -

{Aug | g€ Lo} ={(Au)o, | f € OM\{1}}. (3.3)
Remark 6. p(V1) = ¢ (@) LRV ETODT o FHEFNTIEHY £EA.

3.3.3 #MF1Y (Karcher ) DERH
ED (3.2), (3.3) »SU S £F (w AMELET) -
{(Gu)o, | F€OMIN{1}} ={Auiog /51y | f € OMIN{1}}.

{(Gu)oy | f € OM}F\{l},f(O) >0 ={Auogr/ry) | f € OMi\{l}J(O) >0}
C{Auwg | g€ Lo}

= {(Aw)o'f ‘ f € OM—}-\{I}}



Remark 7. £, :={g€ L | limy_,o+ g(t) = —c0} £T5& LoNL =2 T
e
{Avglgelofn{Auglgela} =2

IR Y FEA. BIZIE 2 BECEEORER # = vy (Remark 3 218) 235\
mzx5L

Aw,logt = Aw,?(f—_flfl)’ (w = (1/27 1/2))
Y, Lo2 o083 ER ERE £T.

Example 3.2. a € (0,1) IZXf LT

Poo=(Av)#. = Mo (to=1)/a> Po—o=Ho)pa = Aayt—o—1)/(=a)-

4 BZEHFAIEYT S AHERER
41 AHBEFREXE pmifk
J5 X TR 7z AH RER Ok & 72 5 RO R -
M(Ay, ..., Ay) >T= M(A},...,AT)>1 forr>1 (4.1)

Z AH BIARER LU Ed. LomEziiikd 2 285 L IFZ L R0 T
% pmi FEIFOE T, 2 Z2HIEAFETEY (Kubo & Ando DR TOIEH
FEH) IZDOWTIE, op A pmi TH D & & KRB f OME :

fOP<f(t*) (p=1,t>0)

EFIE T [29]. Z22ABCRMAEE (Karcher “E4) @ pmi P1% Yamazaki 12 & -
TmREINZE L7 [32].

4.2 T ALAYIEHO pmitk

T LB pmi 12725 A D SEIEDF SN TWE S [33, Theorem 8]. B
#®, Ay i={w=(w1,...,wn) €0, )" | 37 jw; =1} EULET.

Proposition 4.1. Let g € L. Assume [ is the representing function of an

operaotr mean A((1 — X\, X), g, A, B). Then the following are equivalent:
(1) fa(x)P < fa(xP) holds for allp > 1, X € [0,1] and = € (0, 00);
(2) pg(x) < g(xP) for allp > 1 and x € (0,00);

(8) Au.g(A) > I implies Ay, g(AP) > I for allw € Ay, A €P" and p > 1.
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4.3 ZEHFEHD pmitk
BT E TOERZELENE, L NOBEBRE 1Y 7.
logf
Gy, 72
(Gw) (1) i (2)
= f(z)? < f(aP) for p > 1.

cpmi for all w € A,, <= g(z) ==

af

(Au)o, :pmiforallw e A, <= g(z):= f(fm,)(l_) ! M (2) &4

< pf(z) —p< f(aP) —1forp>1
— f(z)P < f(a”) for p > 1.

Remark 8. f(z) := 2220043, g5 2 BEOREA &7 3 FFI%EMN

1422173

B TT. LA UBRBROARERLHZ L XA,

KEOBHIT, BTHO pmiths F oy 232 5% SRAL £ [14].

Theorem 4.2. Let M : P — P be an n-vartable operator mean. Let o be a
pmi operator mean with o # 1. If M satisfies (4.1) for every Ay, ..., A, € P,
then M, does the same.

Remark 9. 2 Z2HCFEOHI %5 X F9. RS # & pmi FIF72 DT LD
EHDPS (#)v & pmi FHETY. 238 TREZK 51T, (#)v DRILBEEIZ
L(#) gt = CVIERIAEL & 70 p 4, ;®Iﬂ®mmﬁéﬁﬁfﬁaﬁ5
DIFEHTIEH Y iﬂ'h?ﬁ L DEB A S LT

Remark 10. EOTHIZ T AKX EYI TR pmi EIZDOWTHERITT.
Remark 5 TH.7z 4 280 M(A, B,C, D) == 1[(A+ B)#(C + D)] I& pmi
P 1<r<2QLZREBIIHNY, SSITHVELIET r>2 THRL
$5) TIPS My(A,B,C,D) = [(A+ B)#v(C+ D)] & pmi FHTY.

5 {ERFREEE
5.1 TE&xEHH

VeV (operator perspective) Py % (1.2) @ & S I1ZE&HFT U, BA
NEEBIZHPD T :
Pp(A,B) = Pp(A~', B!
Py (A, B) = Py(B, A),
XPp(A,B)X = Py(XAX,XBX) (X >0).



ZZT, () =1/f(1)0), f'(t) = tf(1/t) TT
L}%\ fin i
A,B>0,P;(A B) <= P;(A?,B") < I (5.1)
H 50

A,B>0,P;(A,B) > 1= P;(A?,B?) > I

ZAHBRAER LR LIZUET. AEITlk, REBEK f 2BEHEZEMOE
A EEHEZMDEEIZDOWT AH BIAR%ER 2 U 7.

5.2 FARTHDOTFENX

ERbE o d B f AMERZE M OGS (BB f e OML DBE), Py
DRHYIZop ZDO0o T, M@zl L X9 [15].

Theorem 5.1. Let h € OM} and A,B > 0. Set C' := A~Y/2BA~1/2,
Then the following inequalities hold:

2
APoy B > )\mir,(h(c )>)\p "(Aoy,B)(AopB) for1<p<2,

h(C) min
APg, BP < HZ oy |A nB|2> (Ao, B) for 1 <p <2,
h(CP) X
APg, BP < h(CY )\fmn (Ao, B)(Ao, B) for0<p<1,

h(CP)

P P> . Z
A UhB - /\mm<h(c)p

VA BI (o) foro<p <.
where || X||o be the operator norm of X and Amin(X) be the minimum of
the spectrum of X.
Corollary 5.1. Let h € OMi. The following are equivalent:
(1) h(t?) > h(t)? for1l <p <2;
(2) APg, B? > P (Ao, B)(AoyB) for1<p<2, A B>0;

(8) APgy, BP < \P° 1(AO'hB)(AO'hB) for0<p<1, A B>0;

min

(4) A,B>0,AonB>1= AP, B? > 1 for1<p<2.

5.3 EHEAL{ERREREBEI

Cor. 5.1 DARER (1) &7z T BIEL f € OM % pmi BIE, o % pmi F
BLIFOET (41 HiEH2MR). 512 pmi BEREHEE PMT & HE £

PMI={f€OM | f(t)* < f(t*) for all t > 0,p € (1,2)},

13
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Kubo-Ando HiF1Z &, PMT & pmi FHOLKLFA—HTEET. PMI
R AREANTREO I o FEF T2, SXoNBE PMIIZELTW
BT 5 LN TIED D EHA.

5.4 pmi DBV R
FEB Y (0<a<]) BLXUOEBROMEHE v 2B TERS
NBEBUE PMT ODEHTY. Zhs0Lfk
mw:{fﬂwz/ wmﬁmzuimu®%$m%}
0.1

FEELEHRTYE (BAE, NEBCEYE, BEE) 25ATWEY. GM
& PMI OEICIZIRERZ DD D [4], &5, EAKTHOES 2 52 GOV
ERDESITEHRT DL, GM C GOV C PMI M0 b £7 [31]:

GCV :={f e OM; | f(Vzy) <V [(2)f(y)}.
PMI %8875 A% —DFAE L LS. BAIEHEVRESBIEHDL T 2
PMI,, = {f € OM} | 3a € [0,1]; f(t) > t°}

ZHEADE PMIC PMI, COM} &7 %9 [31].

6 RFFLEIFRRELLE AHBERER
6.1 {FAFROM L RO

HGERAE £ (0,00) — (0,00) PMEED X € (0,1) EAEED A, B > 0124
LT, AER

A+ (1—=X)B) <Af(A)+(1-N)f(B)
9L &, fAEHZENERERCET. f OFEHAEZENMET P OFRE
(AT
Pr(AA + (1= N\)B,AC + (1 — A\)D) < AP;(A,C)+(1 — \)P;(B, D)
(A€ (0,1))
LRBTH S I EARSNTWET ([6,[5]). Mg, EAULI N (F(1) =1
L %) FHFZENBEBEKE OC, L HEZXT.

P&, f(O+) :=lim;_op f(t) & UET. BEREM (F(0+) =0) 2{EL
T2 AN B0 £9



Proposition 6.1. The following are equivalent:
(1) f(t) = th(t) for some h € OML;
(2) f(0+) =0 and Py is jointly convex;

(3) Ps(A,B1) 2 Py(A,Bz) (B1 < Ba).

6.2 pmilk

BEIEC f MERIZR DG A AH IAER2ER 5 L, Hiffi (Cor. 5.1 @
(4) 2) TR MmE

hePMI, Py(AB)>1= Py(A?,B?)>1 forl<p<2
ERELTMEIEONET.

Theorem 6.1. ([15]) Let f € OCL. If f(0+) = 0, then the following are
equivalent:

(1) f(7) = f(t)P for 1 <p <2
(2) f(t) =th(t) for some h € PMI;
(3) A,B>0,P;(A,B) <= Ps(AP,B?") <1 for 0<p<1.

Corollary 6.2. ([16],[/13]) For o € [—1,0) U (1,2], P satisfies (5.1) for
0<p<l.

51T
Fa = {p>0 | A,B>07Pt<)(A7B) SI:>Pta(Ap7Bp) SI}

bl R

0,1 ifae[-1,0)U(1,2];
[1,00) if a€(0,1);

Y720 £9 ([30),[15]).

6.3 LR
BIEIOFEROIER L LT, ROFERBBSNLTHET [15).
Theorem 6.2. Let h€ PMI andn > 2. Then
A,B>0,Pmp(A,B) <I= Pup(AP,BP) < I for 0<p<1/2.

Remark 11. BJ#U% {t"h | h € OM}} I3/EfHFR k-HFHEE L U TORIEAD
b ET /7]

17
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