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Hilbert 25 RO MM ERIEICIEHAZ A, B 0<a<1IZ/LT
A#QB — Al/Q(A—1/2BA—1/2)aA1/2

TEHBIND 2TEFHE #, 13 AL BORTEH LTI TVET. a=1/2
D6 1E Pusz & Woronowicz [26] IZ & > TEZEE 1, Kubo & Ando [17] 12
X o TR EHOERE LTERINE Uz, LRl EHEIZ D W TR
T 5B

A#,B<I = A"#.,B" <1, r>1

1¥ Ando & Hiai 3] IZ& > TmEI N, BHT L DFRERVMONTVET
[13, 16, 24, 27, 28, 29, 30]. AKTIE LidddE%z AH AEXR LU ET.

Bl g% 3 DU EDITF £ 72 IIEAZ DL AR T 5 Z & id, BED
RIFREET U2, BEIL 2] OREEE [23, 4 DY — < VEBMAZFEIC L -
THRAMIZIRILE N, DOk, &0 T u—FiF, [18, 21, 20, 25] D &
I, HLDEFEZHIZE>TERINTVWET. BE, V-~ a2ly 7
O —F DLEFCEMEEIL, Whw3 Karcher GREADHE L THREI N
43 (Karcher E45) 2 EK U £ 7.

AH RFEARD Karcher FIIANDHLIRIT Yamazaki [32] IZ& o TiTbNhvE L
7. KRTIX, [29] LEBKDE X ST, —RR n BECEEIZDOWT H k4
7% Ando-Hiai BIRERNEHETEL I 2 RLET. TOEHIZ, £, n
ERIERHZVHOER I 2EH LT, B EHIEES 2 5N TEY
E2BBEEN S EE D HEROM (FHS) ITL-oTEHRLET.



LB R EFRT 551k UT Pélfia [25] D T AKX EEPRI SN TV E
T. BREHOHEE, 7 AXEE LY EWEFOZEBFEICLHEATE
9. ANMEPETIE, 2EBCEE M O AH A%

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

IZDWT, AKXV OES & T, MHiml X7,
HAERIE f : (0,00) — (0,00) &AM IEFEAZE A, BIZH L

P;(A,B) := B2 f(B~'/2AB~1/?)p1/? (1.2)

RIS HIEHRE 2 BB Py 2% A £3. Py I3EAIZEITIA (operator
perspective) EIFIENTWE . AFE¥TIE, ThzERAZREEO il
EF A, —Mfb AH BURSER

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

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

WZOWTCHEMmL £7.

2 SEBIFRRTHEEHTY
2.1 nBHFH

Hilbert 2 H _EOFEFRBIUAEARZ2MA%EZ B(H) £ L, B(H) IZET5IE
EFZE 2R E B(H)T, AIEEHZE2RE P =P(H) L HEET. FHE
X ePITHULT, [|X] 1F X OFEHAFE VA, Apin(X) 1& X DART LD
B/AMEZERU £

AN OVEE %2 7= 3 S A O EHZEREE M - P" — P % n ZHO/EH
R LI ET

(I) %Eﬁ'lt: Aj,Bj S ]P), Aj < Bj (1 S] < n) AN
M(Ay,...,A,) < M(By,...,By,).
(II) BRAREM: A),...,A, e P &AW S e B(H) IZx LT,

S*M(Ay, ..., An)S = M(S*A,S,...,5*A,S).

(II1) BgAEMEtE: A, A e P(1<j<nkeN). £jITHLT A, \ 4,
FEEAIINLT A S A; BSIE

M(Alkv"'vA’nk) — M(Al,...,An) in SOT.



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

Remark 1. M »’n ZEIERAZFEH LS, RO M* 1 n BRIERAZTHIC
20, M OBEfE (adjoint) ETRENE T :

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

2.2 ZEFEH

M D n ZBEOERAZLET o » (Kubo & Ando DEIRTOD) 2 ZBHAIER
FEHLLUET. o BWEAWFE I (AIB = A) ThWe &, ROFGFERILME
—fRERLET :

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

EDOHBRRDMEE 0 I2& B M DEFFY (deformed mean) &I M, &
HEFT(12).

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

(2) Write My(A1,...,A,) 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) IfY ePandY < M(YoA,...,.YoA,), then Y < My(Aq,..., Ap).
IfYePandY > M(YoAy,...,.YoA,), thenY > M,(Aq,..., Ay).

Remark 2. (M,)* = (M*),« "D ib £7.

Example 2.2. (1) %$N7 }‘ Vw = (wla cee 7wn) L:;&J‘b’ %:ﬁﬁz‘:’:i’/;j Aw
CRAFIE Hy, = (Ay)* ZEAFDO XS IZEE T L Bk (I)-(IV) %
W7z U ET

n n -1
Au(Ar, o Ap) =Y widy,  Hu(Ar,.. . Ay) = (ijAjl> .
j=1 j=1



(2)

2.3

a€ [, 1\ {0} izxf L, (EAFE) REEH P, 4(Ag, ..., A,) IFIR
DHERDOME—fRE L TERINE T [21, 19, 20] :

X = Au(X#. A1, ..., X#.A,) for0<a <1,
X =H (X#_oA,..., X# LA, for -1 <a<0.

T

WHRZNIE 0 <a < 1ITXL,
Pw,a = (Aw)#(,u Pw,—a = (Hw)#a = (Pw,a)*
L0 LR (I)(IV) &7z LT

ZAEBERMEY) (Karcher SEY) Gy (Ag, ..., Ay) (FIRO R OfE &
UTE#HINET :

> wjlog(X2A;X712) =0
j=1

(see [23, 21, 20]). [20] THRMINTVWD XS
Pw7_a(A1, .. ,An) < Gw(Al, .. ,An) < Pw,a(Ala . 7An), O0<a<l
BEU a\ 0 DR,

Pw,oz(Alv"'vAn) \l Gw(Alv"'vAn)a (22)
Po (Ao An) 2 GolAr,...,Ay). (2.3)

YRBIENS, G, BERO (1) (IV) 2T e DM £F

2 EROEWHTY

Kubo & Ando DERTD 2BV 7 & o 12U, o BNAEHEEYI TR
WeE, BV 1, BBEADILNTEET. 7, ORBIEK f. 25ET

o

x = fr. (t) = 115t = (zol)7(z0t) (2.4)

EWSARANTEET. AL, HEKX (24) O 7, OXRBIEHTY. &
SHIGNTZ 2 BECEIZOVWTEIR LU TAET.

(1)

T =V, o=y DEE.
(Vo) pot = (1 —w + wt®)M,

& 9, (vw)#a = Ru,(x TY.



(2) T = Vu, 0 = #a DEA.

l(Vw)!at

Vd—a—-wit+w—a)+4a(l —a)t—((1-a—w)t+w-—a)
2a '
Bz, vi=# T, # 3« HETAETI NS Iy =# 30010 7.

(3) T=4#, 0 =V, DHH.

(1—a)(1+t)+ /(1 —a)2(1+1)2+4a2 — a)t
2(2 — ) ’

1#g,t = t> 0.

Remark 3. w# 3 D, #, = V), &85 o FFEL EEA [14).
Remark 4. w # § O, 1(#,)v.t ZHE FITORHLZS5TY.

3 Palfia @ lambda ¥13
3.1 S LYEH

SCHR [25] (2B WT Palfia AYEA U7z 5 A XEAEZ LY %, SEBIEHRT
HOGEIZREL THERNTAFY. MENT Ml w= (w;) & (0,00) LD
BAEEFAZ BT g 2 F A £ 9. Palfiald gD g(l)=0and ¢(1) =1 %
{ii7=3 & &, GKE (generalized Karcher equation ) :

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

DX ePH—RITIRELZZILERLELZ. X % ANw;g; A1,..., Ay)
HBULKIEALG((A) EFEET. Ay 1321 HiOEKT n Z2BIEHART
T7.

Remark 5. 7 LA XEAZR L TET LR WELEABIERAZEHEH L 5. H#l
ZIX M (A, B,C,D) = L[(A+ B)#(C + D)].

3.2 OMi &L
VEFRARFFEE D T AZLND LS IZEHRLET
OMﬁlL ={f1]f:(0,00) = (0,00), operator monotone, f(1) =1},

L:={g]|g:(0,00) = R, operator monotone, g(1) =0, ¢’(1) = 1}.
MOFBEIZFER TN, HBOVOELREEBEEAN T LA EETHDI L
IZBASHTT .

logf f—-1 f1-1
£ :) 9 b
B {f’(l) T =)

j'e(?Ali\{l}}.
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Example 3.1. A, = Ay -1 (BT | Gy = Aujoge (Karcher ¥¥4) |
Ho =N, 1, GEFIF)

—1

3.3 T LYEHEEREY
3.3.1 SLYFEHOLER

T LR DOEIGTNIDOWTHEZTAET. [FREDge L b f € OM}_\{l}
IZ2WT
X = (Aw,g)crf((Ai)) — X = (Aw,g)((XUfAi))
= 1= (M) ((F(XT124,X712)
= X = (Aygor/p(1))((Ai))
ERBDTRNEAET ¢

(Aw,g>0f =A gof . (3.2)

3.3.2 EMNFTHOEW

OMI\{1} 75 Lo := {g € L | lim_o+ g(t) > —00} ~DEL o(f) :=
L EAET. 0GR FRIABOT, WYL fe OMI\{1} &ffioT
Npg=Ao oy EETET. LdinT

X =Aoy((4) = 0=2 wip(HXT/ZAXT?)
= X =) wiXopd
= X= ('Aw)af((Ai)).

HIB XA £F (w0 Z2EELET) :

{Aug l g€ Lo} ={(Au)s, | f € OMI\{1}}. (3.3)
Remark 6. ¢(vi) = ¢ (%) LHEDETOT o IZRHEHTIED D THA.

3.3.3 ®fA¥H (Karcher ¥13) OEF
E®D (3.2), (3.3) O FRINDET (wZEELXT) :
{(Gw)af | f € OM—}-\{l}} = {Aw,logf/f’(l) | f € OM—}-\{l}}
{(C)oy | £ € OMIN{LLF(0) > 0} = {Ausog s/po) | £ € OMIN{LY, £(0) > 0}

C{Aug | g€ Lo}
={(Au)o, | f € OML\{1}}.
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Remark 7. £;:={g € L | limy_,o+ g(t) = —o0} £ 92 & LoNL, =2 T
ERA
{Auglgelo}n{Auylgeln} =0

IR FRA. BIAIE 2 ZBCEE ORI # = V) (Remark 3ZMR) 23 W
mz s
Aw,logt = Aw)g(ﬁ_l)a (w = (1/27 1/2))

x+1

&Y, Lo2 00K IERD ZRL T

Example 3.2. a € (0,1) 2L T

Poo = (Au)#. = Ao (to—1)/as Po—a=Ho)to = Moyt—o—1)/(—a)-

4 BEHFEHICEAYT 2 AHBEREFR
4.1 AHEFREXE pmiltk
P Tl AR 7z AH RERD— b & 7R 5 IR D :
M(Ay, ..., Ay)>T= M(A},...,A")>1 forr>1 (4.1)

Z AHBIAER P EY. EoMm@EziE23 2288 L IFLERD Y
Z pmi FHEIFOET. 2 Z2HEAZTEY (Kubo & Ando DEKTOIEH
FWET) IZOWTIE, of D pmi TH S Z & EREB f OMHE :

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

WIFEETY [29]. ZABCRTFY (Karcher ) @ pmi M1 Yamazaki 12 & -
TRINZFE L [32].

4.2 FLYFHO pmit

Z LD pmi 12785 BDO SR 5N TWET [33, Theorem 8]. LA
#, Ay i={w=(w1,...,wn) €0, )" | 30" jw; =1} ELUET.

Proposition 4.1. Let g € L. Assume fy is the representing function of an
operaotr mean A((1 — X\, X), g, A, B). Then the following are equivalent:

(1) fr(z)? < fr(aP) holds for allp > 1,\ € [0,1] and z € (0,00);
(2) pg(z) < g(aP) for allp > 1 and z € (0,00);

(3) Aug(A) > 1T implies A, g(AP) > 1T for allw € A,,, A€ P” and p > 1.



4.3 ZEREHED pmi
i E TOZEREELENE, U NOBERLES20 £

(Gu)o, :pmiforallw e A, < g(z):= }?%{) B (2) BT

— f(z)? < f(aP) for p> 1.
(Au)o, :pmiforallw e A, < g(z):= f(;/)(l_) 1733‘ (2) &7
> pf(z) —p< f(aP) —1forp>1

< f(x)? < f(aP) for p > 1.

Remark 8. f(z):= 28220 13, Bfgh 5 2 BHO RS R A 72 T /EHHEN

14+2x1/3

HFREKTY. LA UREDOAFERIN L EEA.

KEORSI, BHTHD pmi th%F v 75 5 kxS LET [14).
Theorem 4.2. Let M : P"* — P be an n-variable operator mean. Let o be a

pmi operator mean with o # 1. If M satisfies (4.1) for every A1, ..., A, € P,

then M, does the same.

Remark 9. 2 ZHCEEHOH %2 HE 2 £5. BAEY # 1% pmi RO T LD
FEHAS (#)y B pmi FHETE. 238 TREZLSIT, (#)v DREBEEZ
L(#)yt = CVIERAEL 2 200 &4 2 OO pmi % TR T 5
DIFEGTIEDHY LAV EOTHERMES LEHTT.

Remark 10. EDOEHEIZ T L X TR pmi EEHIZDOWTEEHNTT.
Remark 5 TR7z 4 B8 M (A, B,C, D) := 3[(A+ B)#(C + D)] 1% pmi
EHA<r<2DLEFXELIZHNY, IOITHEVKRULIET r>2 THEIL
95) TS My(A,B,C,D) = 3[(A+ B)#v(C+D)] & pmi FHTY.

5 {EBRZREEE
5.1 T&EHBM

fEFFEITE (operator perspective) P & (1.2) D & S IZEHET UL, LA
NEXELBIZA»D £T
P (A,B) = Py(A™', B~
Py/(A, B) = Py(B, A),
XPj(A,B)X = P;(XAX,XBX) (X >0).



ZIZT, f1(t)=1/f(1/1), f'(t) =tf(1/t) TF
DIk, i
A,B>0,P;(A B) <I= Ps(AP,B*) < I (5.1)
H5VE

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

Z AHBAFERCIERZ 212U 9. AEITIE, REBEK [ BWMERRM DS
BLEAZMOEGEIZOVWT AHBIARER2Hm L £ 7.

5.2 {FRRTHORER

ERALE N di B f BERZEMOEE (S f e OML DEE), P
DRHY Iz gy ZDOMNPo T, nﬂi%najibij— [15].

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

APopBP > )\min(h(C )>/\p '(AowB)(Aop,B) for1<p<2,

h(c) m]n
aron B < || Ao Bl (A0nB) for1<p<2
= ol w sr=2
h(cp) p—1
AP, BP < H ROl A (Ao B)(AopB) for0<p<1,

MO)
h(C)r

where || X||co be the operator norm of X and Apin(X) be the minimum of

APg, BP > )\min( >||A0hB||§O_1(A(7hB) for 0 < p <1,

the spectrum of X.

Corollary 5.1. Let h € OMi. The following are equivalent:
(1) h(t?) > h(t)? for1l <p<2;
(2) APcy,BP > AP (Ao, B) (Ao, B) for1<p<2 A B>0;
(3) APc, B? < \P" (A0, B)(Aop,B) for0<p<1, A B> 0;

(4) A,B>0,Acp,B>1= APg;BP > 1 for1l<p<2.

5.3 BRERLIERRBFARK

Cor. 5.1 DAER (1) 27 3B f € OM} % pmi B¥, o % pmi F
LU ET (4.1 5H21). X512 pmi BEAE PMT & EEET:

PMI={fe€OM; | f(t)’ < f(t’) forall t >0,p € (1,2)},



Kubo-Ando ¥z L 4E, PMI 1% pmi PO EkEFH—HTEET. PMI
B AAERNTREOT oNE T, GASNEZERDS PMTIZELTWY
LZhEHET 5 IXfHBRTIEH D EEA.

5.4 pmi®DEDI TR
BB (0<a<1)BLOEBEROMERNE v 2HWHO TEHS
NDHEBIT PMI DEZETY. Ths DR
GM = {f | f(t):/ tdu(a), v I [0,1] @Eﬁ%iﬂﬂf&}
[0.1]

ZEEEHRY (A, WHBerE, V) 25ATwET. GM
& PMI OBICIEREZ 03B Y [4], X512, FHREHOMS 2 7 A GCV
ERDESIZEHET DL, GM C GOV C PMI DY b £ [31):

GCV == {f e OM; | f(Vzy) </ f(2)f(y)}.
PMIZEBLI7I7AH—2FZFEL LD, BATFHLOKEREHDI T A
PMI :={f € OM; | Ja € [0,1]; f(t) > t*}

kEx%Y PMIC PMI, COM! 270 £ [31.

6 RFLAERFELERE AHBERER
6.1 {ERARMOM &R

R f 1 (0,00) = (0,00) AMEFED X € (0,1) EAEHD A, B > 0125
LT, REX

FOA+ (1 =N)B) <Af(A) + (1 =N f(B)
Eil- 3o &, f2EAZROBEREWCET. f OFAZRNMER P ORI
] o
Pr(AA+ (1= A)B,AC + (1 = \)D) < AP;(A,C)+(1 — A\)P;(B, D)
(A€ (0,1))

CHETH D ZEDHSNTWET ([6],[5]). LA, EFLIh7z (f(1)=1
L7 %) EARMBEREKE OCL L HE£T.

P&, f(0+) := limy_op f(t) & UET. BEREME (f(0+) =0) Z2IKE L
e IR 00 £9 ¢

10



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

(3) Pr(A,B1) > P(A,B2) (B1 < Ba).

6.2 pmifE

B f MEFRNOGAIC AH BIAER2E RS 5L, §iffi (Cor. 5.1 @
(4) BH) TRA 7=

he PMI, Py(A,B)>1= Py,(A?,B?)>1 forl<p<2
EXERTmENEONET.

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

equivalent:
(1) f@) = f(&)P for 1 <p<2;
(2) f(t) =th(t) for some h € PMI,
(3) A,B>0,Ps(A,B) <T= Py(A?,B")<I for 0<p<I.

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

I HiZ
Iai={p>0|A,B>0,Pu(A,B)<I= Pu(A?,B?) < I}
bl W e

a =

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

Y720 ¥ ([30],[15]).

6.3 L5k
FIEOREOILIE L LT, ROERMIE SN TWET [15].
Theorem 6.2. Let h € PMI and n > 2. Then
A,B>0,Pinp(A,B) <I= Pup(AP,BP)< T for 0<p<1/2.
Remark 11. BI#0% {t"h | h € OML} \XAEMH k-5 Y LT Ok
HoET[7].
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