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A NOTE ON THE POSITIVITY OF INVERSE OPERATORS

ACTING ON C⋆-ALGEBRAS

JOCHEN GLÜCK AND ULRICH GROH

Abstract. For a positive and invertible linear operator T acting on
a C⋆-algebra, we give necessary and sufficient criteria for the inverse
operator T

−1 to be positive, too. Moreover, a simple counterexample
shows that T−1 need not be positive even if T is unital and its spectrum
is contained in the unit circle.

1. Introduction

The following conjecture was recently formulated by Fidaleo, Ottomani,
and Rossi in [12, Conjecture 5.5].

Conjecture 1.1. Let T be a completely positive linear map with T1 = 1

on a unital C⋆-algebra A. If the spectrum Sp (T ) of T is contained in the
unit circle T = {λ ∈ C : |λ| = 1}, is T a C⋆-automorphism?

It follows for instance from [18, Theorem 2.10] that the conjecture holds
in finite dimensions. The present note serves the following purposes.

(i) We show by a simple counterexample that Conjecture 1.1 does not
hold in general on infinite-dimensional C⋆-algebras, not even in the
commutative case (Example 3.1).

(ii) We give a short and very simple proof of Conjecture 1.1 in the finite-
dimensional case which is self-contained except for the usage of ele-
mentary spectral theory.

(iii) We observe that the conjecture is true if the assumption Sp (T ) ⊆ T

is replaced by the stronger assumption that T is a bijective isometry
(Proposition 5.1). More interestingly, this remains true without the
assumption that T1 = 1 (Theorem 5.2).

(iv) We show that the conjecture is true if T is doubly power bounded
(which is stronger than Sp (T ) ⊆ T but weaker than T being a
bijective isometry) in the case where A = L (H) and T has a pre-
adjoint T∗ with a strictly positive (sub)fixed vector in the space of
trace class operators (Theorem 7.1). More generally, an analogous
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result holds for operators acting on atomic von Neumann algebras
(Theorem 8.2).

The proof of Theorems 7.1 and 8.2 is based on the so-called Jacobs-de

Leeuw-Glicksberg decomposition from operator theory, which we briefly recall
in Section 6. While our results in Section 7 are special cases of those in
Section 8, we prefer to spell them out explicitly and with different proofs
which we believe can be insightful for readers who are mainly interested in
the situation on L (H).

For the general theory of operator algebras we refer to Blackadar [3] and
for the theory of positive operators on operator algebras to Størmer [20, 21].
In Section 2 we recall some terminology and a few simple results about
positive operators acting on C⋆-algebras (including some proofs) to provide
additional context for the results in the latter sections.

2. Positive Operators on C⋆-algebras

We are interested in the following three classes of bounded linear operators
acting on a C⋆-algebra A:

(i) the positive operators, i.e. operators that map the positive cone A+

into A+;

(ii) the Schwarz operators, i.e. the operators satisfying

T (x)∗ T (x) ≤ ‖T‖T (x∗x) for all x ∈ A;

(iii) and the n-positive operators for n ≥ 2, including the completely
positive operators.

It is well-known that (iii) implies (ii) and (ii) implies (i). If (and only if)
the C⋆-algebra is commutative, then positivity implies complete positivity
and hence all three properties (i)–(iii) are equivalent (see [21, Theorem 1.2.5]
for the details). A positive operator T on a C⋆-algebra A satisfies the Kadi-

son inequality

T (a)2 ≤ ‖T‖T
(

a2
)

for all a ∈ Ah,(2.1)

where Ah denotes the self-adjoint part of A; see [21, Theorem 1.3.1(iii)].

If A is a C⋆-algebra and x, y ∈ Ah, then

x ◦ y :=
1

2
(xy + yx)

is a (non associative) product on Ah, called the Jordan product. A bounded
linear operator T : A → A that satisfies T (x ◦ y) = (Tx) ◦ (Ty) for all x,
y ∈ Ah is called a Jordan homomorphism. The operator T is called a Jor-

dan automorphism if T is a bijective Jordan homomorphism (note that this
implies that T−1 is a Jordan homomorphism, too). Every Jordan homo-
morphism is positive since the positive elements in Ah are precisely those
elements that have a square root in Ah. Hence, if T is a Jordan automor-
phism, then both T and T−1 are positive. In the following proposition we
recall a partial converse to this observation.
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Proposition 2.1. Let T : A → A be a bijective linear operator on a C⋆-

algebra A. If both T and T−1 are contractive and positive, then T is a

Jordan automorphism.

Proof. We first show that T (a)2 = T
(

a2
)

for all a ∈ Ah. Indeed, let a ∈ Ah.

Since ‖T‖ ≤ 1 and ‖T−1‖ ≤ 1, employing the Kadison inequality (2.1) twice
gives

a2 =
(

T−1 (Ta)
)

·
(

T−1 (Ta)
)

≤ T−1
(

(Ta)2
)

≤
(

T−1 ◦ T
)

a2 = a2

and therefore T
(

a2
)

= T (a)2. This implies the claim since

2x ◦ y = (x+ y)2 − x2 − y2

for all x ,y ∈ Ah. �

If T and T−1 are even Schwarz operators, then the previous proposition
can be strengthened.

Proposition 2.2. Let T : A → A be a bijective linear operator on a C⋆-

algebra A. If both T and T−1 are contractive Schwarz operators, then

T (x)∗ T (y) = T (x∗y)

for all x, y ∈ A, i.e., T is a C⋆-automorphism.

Proof. For T being Schwarz operator, we obtain for all x ∈ A

x∗x =
(

T−1 (Tx)
)∗

·
(

T−1 (Tx)
)

≤ T−1( (Tx)∗ (Tx) ) ≤
(

T−1 ◦ T
)

(x∗x) = x∗x,

and hence T (x∗x) = T (x)∗ T (x). Using the polarization identity

4y∗x =
3

∑

k=0

ik
(

x+ iky
)

∗
(

x+ iky
)

we thus obtain T (y∗x) = T (y)∗ T (x) for all x, y ∈ A, as claimed. �

We conclude this section by recalling the following classical result; a proof
can be found in [3, Proposition II.6.9.4].

Proposition 2.3. Let T : A → A be a bounded unital linear map on a unital

C⋆-algebra A. Then T is positive if and only if T is a contraction.



4 JOCHEN GLÜCK AND ULRICH GROH

3. A counterexample

A bounded linear operator T on a Banach space E is called doubly power

bounded if it is bijective and satisfies

sup
n∈Z

‖T n‖ <∞.

For such operators we always have Sp (T ) ⊆ T. In [9], Emel’yanov gave an
example of a doubly power bounded and positive operator T on an L1-space
such that the inverse operator T−1 is not positive. In [1] similar examples
were shown to exist in fact on every infinite-dimensional L1-space. By taking
dual operators, one thus obtains a doubly power bounded positive operator
on a commutative von Neumann algebra such that the inverse operator is not
positive. Yet, this result does not give a complete answer to Conjecture 1.1
since the operators on L1 that are constructed in [9] and [1] are not norm
preserving on the positive cone and hence, their dual operators are not
unital.

The following example is an adaptation of the construction in [9] and
shows that the answer to Conjecture 1.1 is negative, even on commutative
C⋆-algebras.

Example 3.1. Let A be the commutative C⋆-Algebra

A = ℓ∞ (Z)× C

which is unital with 1 = (e, 1), where e is the unit in ℓ∞ (Z). We construct
a unital and (completely) positive operator T on A that is doubly power
bounded with T−1 not positive. Due to the double power boundedness, one
has Sp (T ) ⊆ T.

To this end, let R be the right shift on ℓ∞ (Z) and M the multiplication
operator on ℓ∞ (Z) given by

Mx (j) =

{

x (j) if j 6= 0,
1
2x (0) if j = 0

for all x = (x (j)) ∈ ℓ∞ (Z). Define the operator T : A → A by

T (x, α) =

(

RMx+
1

2
αe1, α

)

for all (x, α) ∈ A, where e1 ∈ ℓ∞ (Z) is the canonical unit vector which is 1
at index 1 and 0 at every other index.

Then T is a positive (hence completely positive) operator satisfying T1 =
1 and ‖T n‖ ≤ 1 for all integers n ≥ 0. The inverse of T is given by

T−1 (x, α) =
(

M−1Lx− αe0, α
)

,

for all (x, α) ∈ A, where L the left shift on ℓ∞ (Z) and e0 ∈ ℓ∞ (Z) is the
canonical unit vector that is 1 at the index 0.

So T−1 is not positive since it maps (0, 1) to (−e0, 1). By using the
formula for T−1 one can easily check that ‖T−n‖ ≤ 3 for each integer n ≥ 1
hence T is doubly power bounded.
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Remark 3.2. Let T be the operator constructed in Example 3.1. Then
every number λ ∈ T is an eigenvalue of T which is geometrically simple if
λ 6= 1 and has geometric multiplicity 2 if λ = 1.

More precisely, the fixed space ker (1− T ) is spanned by the unit 1 and
the vector (x, 0) for x ∈ ℓ∞ (Z) given by

x (j) =

{

2, if j ≤ 0,

1, if j ≥ 1.

For every 1 6= λ ∈ T the eigenspace ker (λ− T ) is spanned by the eigenvector
(x, 0) where x ∈ ℓ∞ (Z) is given by

x (j) =

{

2λ−j if j ≤ 0,

λ−j if j ≥ 1.

4. Positive inverses in finite dimensions

In this section we give a short and self-contained proof that Conjecture 1.1
holds on finite-dimensional C⋆-algebras. More precisely, we show the follow-
ing result.

Theorem 4.1. Let A be a finite-dimensional C⋆-algebra and let T : A → A

be a unital linear map with spectrum Sp (T ) ⊆ T.

(i) If T is positive, then so is T−1 and T is a Jordan automorphism.

(ii) If T is a Schwarz operator, then T is even a C⋆-automorphism.

(iii) In particular, if T is n-positive for some n ≥ 2, then T is a C⋆-

automorphism.

Before the proof a few remarks are in order.

Remark 4.2. (i) On a commutative C⋆-algebra every positive opera-
tor is already completely positive, hence a Schwarz operator. Exam-
ple 3.1 shows that Theorem 4.1 is no longer true if the C⋆-algebra is
infinite-dimensional.

(ii) If A is a finite-dimensional commutative C⋆-algebra and if T satis-
fies the assumptions of Theorem 4.1(i), then T is a row stochastic
positive matrix. It follows that T−1 is also positive and thus T is a
permutation matrix. This is known and can be found in [19, The-
orem I.4.5]. See also [10, Theorem 1.1.15] where almost the same
result (for power bounded rather than row stochastic matrices) is
proved by means of the Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg decomposition
– a method that we discuss in Section 6 below.

Our proof of Theorem 4.1 is based on the following two simple lemmas.
The first one is a special case of well-known results in ergodic theory, see for
instance [8, Proposition 3.12(d)]. However, we include a proof not needing
ergodic theory.
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Recall that topological group is a group endowed with a topology which
makes the group operation and the inverse operation continuous.

Lemma 4.3. Let G be a topological group with neutral element 1 and assume

that G is compact and metrizable. For every g ∈ G there exists a sequence

of integers 1 ≤ nk → ∞ such that gnk → 1.

Proof. Fix g ∈ G. We call a set S left invariant under g if gS ⊆ S. It
follows from the compactness of G and from Zorn’s lemma that there exists
a set M ⊆ G which is minimal (with respect to set inclusion) among all
non-empty, closed subsets of G that are left invariant under g.

Fix a point h ∈ M . The minimality of M implies that, for each integer
n0 ≥ 0, the orbit tail

{gnh : n ≥ n0}

is dense in M . In particular, each of those tails contains h in its closure.
Hence, we can iteratively construct a strictly increasing sequence of integers
1 ≤ nk such that

d (gnkh, h) ≤
1

k
for each k ≥ 1.

So we have limk g
nkh = h and by multiplying from the right with h−1 we

obtain limk g
nk = 1, as claimed. �

We now apply this lemma to power bounded operators on the matrix
algebra Mn (C).

Lemma 4.4. Let m ≥ 1 be an integer.

(i) Let λ1, . . . , λm ∈ T. Then there exists a sequence of integers nk → ∞
such that λnk

j → 1 as k → ∞ for each j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}.

(ii) Let T ∈ Mn (C) be power bounded and assume that Sp (T ) ⊆ T.

Then there exists a sequence of integers nk → ∞ such that T nk → id
as k → ∞, where id denotes the identity operator on Mn (C).

(iii) Let T ∈ Mn (C) be power bounded and let P denote the spectral

projection of T that belongs to the part Sp (T ) ∩ T of the spectrum.

Then there exists a sequence of integers nk → ∞ such that T nk → P
as k → ∞.

Proof. (i) Consider the element λ = (λ1, . . . , λm) in the compact group T
m

(endowed with componentwise multiplication). It follows from Lemma 4.3
that there exists a sequence of integers nk → ∞ such that λnk → 1 as
k → ∞.

(ii) Since T is power bounded and all its eigenvalues are located on T,
the Jordan normal form of T only contains Jordan blocks of size 1, i.e., T
is diagonalizable. Hence, the claim readily follows from (i).

(iii) This follows from (ii) by restricting T to the image of P . �
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The observation in Lemma 4.4(i) is used implicitly in some proofs about
operators acting on finite-dimensional C⋆-algebras, for instance in [13, Propo-
sition 3.1] and [17, Theorem 2.1].

Proof of Theorem 4.1. (i) Since T is unital and positive, it is contractive by
Proposition 2.3 and hence power bounded. As Sp (T ) ⊆ T, Lemma 4.4(ii)
shows that there exists a sequence of integers 1 ≤ nk → ∞ such that T nk →
id. Thus, T nk−1 → T−1, which shows that T−1 is positive, too.

Since T−1 is unital, too, it is also contractive by Proposition 2.3. Thus,
Proposition 2.1 can be applied and gives that T is a Jordan automorphism.

(ii) As shown in (i), one has T−1 = limk→∞ T nk−1, so T−1 is Schwarz.
Since T and T−1 are contractive, it follows from Proposition 2.2 that T is a
C⋆-automorphism.

(iii) This is an immediate consequence of (ii), since every 2-positive oper-
ator is a Schwarz operator. �

5. Positive inverses in infinite dimensions I: the isometric case

If T is a positive and unital operator on an infinite-dimensional unital
C⋆-algebra, the assumption Sp (T ) ⊆ T does not suffice to ensure that T−1

is positive as seen in Example 3.1. Throughout the rest of this paper we
discuss stronger assumptions giving positivity of T−1. The first condition is
that T is a bijective isometry. This is a strong assumption and the proof is
a simple consequence of Proposition 2.3.

Proposition 5.1. Let T : A → A be a positive and unital operator on a

unital C⋆-algebra A. The following are equivalent:

(a) One has 0 6∈ Sp (T ) and the inverse operator T−1 is positive.

(b) The operator T is a bijective isometry.

Proof. In both cases the operator T is a bijection and 0 6∈ Sp (T )

(a) =⇒ (b) Since T and T−1 are both positive and unital, they are both
contractive according to Proposition 2.3.

(b) =⇒ (a) Since T is isometric, T−1 is contractive and satisfies T−1
1 =

1. Proposition 2.3 implies that T−1 is positive. �

The next result is slightly more involved and shows that the implication
(b) =⇒ (a) in Proposition 5.1 remains true if T is not assumed to be
unital (and even if the underlying C⋆-algebra is not unital). An analogous
result is known to hold for positive operators an Banach lattices, see [10,
Theorem 2.2.16].

Theorem 5.2. Each positive surjective linear isometry on a C⋆-algebra has

a positive inverse.



8 JOCHEN GLÜCK AND ULRICH GROH

Proof. Let T be a positive and surjective linear isometry on the C⋆-algebra
A. We have to show that T (A+) = A+.

In the first step we show T (Ah) = Ah. Indeed, if b ∈ Ah, then there exists
x ∈ A such that Tx = b. We can decompose x into its real part x1 and its
imaginary part x2, i.e.,

x = x1 + i x2 , hence b = T (x1) + iT (x2) .

Since T is positive, Tx1 and Tx2 are self-adjoint, so T (x2) = 0 and b =
T (x1).

If y ∈ A+ and ‖y‖ = 1, we find, as we have just shown, x ∈ Ah, ‖x‖ = 1,
such that T (x) = y. We now decompose x into its positive part x+ and it’s
negative part x−, i.e.,

x = x+ − x−, x+x− = x−x+ = 0, ‖x‖ = max
{

‖x+‖, ‖x−‖
}

.

We have to show that x− = 0. The positive elements

y1 = Tx+, y2 = Tx−

of A satisfy 0 ≤ y = y1 − y2.

We now prove by induction that, for each n ∈ N,

(5.1) ‖x+ − nx−‖ ≤ 1.

The case n = 1 is known, so assume now that (5.1) has been shown for a
fixed n ∈ N. One has

− (y1 + ny2) ≤ y1 − (n+ 1) y2 ≤ y1 + ny2.

Since y1 and y2 are self-adjoint we thus obtain the norm estimate

‖y1 − (n+ 1) y2‖ ≤ ‖y1 + ny2‖ = ‖T
(

x+ + nx−
)

‖

= ‖x+ + nx−‖ = ‖x+ − nx−‖ = 1.

Again, since T is isometric, it follows that

‖x+ − (n+ 1) x−‖ ≤ 1,

proving (5.1). Now we divide (5.1) by n and let n→ ∞ to obtain x− = 0. �

Remark 5.3. (i) If T is a surjective isometry on a Banach space, then
Sp (T ) ⊆ T if T is surjective. If T is not surjective, then its spectrum
is equal the set D = {λ ∈ C : |λ| ≤ 1} (see e.g. [12, Theorem 3.3]).
Since injective C⋆-homomorphism are isometric, the theorem gives
a spectral characterization of C⋆-automorphism.

(ii) Isometric operators between unital C⋆-algebras are discussed in [15]
and more can be found in [20].

(iii) An operator T on a C⋆-algebra A is called n-isometric if its canonical

extension T (n) to Mn (A) is isometric. Assume that T is n-positive,
n-isometric and surjective. Then we can apply Theorem 5.2 to the
extension T (n) and obtain that T−1 is n-positive. Hence, T is a C⋆-
automorphism by Proposition 2.2. As a special case we obtain [4,
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Corollary 1.3.10]: Every completely isometric unital surjection on
an C⋆-algebra is already a C⋆-automorphism.

6. Intermezzo: the Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg decomposition

The arguments used to prove the finite-dimensional Theorem 4.1 relied
on the fact that a power bounded matrix acts as a multiplication on its
eigenspaces and on the fact that one can find a sequence 1 ≤ nk → ∞
such that λnk → 1 simultaneously for all λ from a finite subset of the unit
circle T (Lemma 4.4). These arguments cannot be directly generalized to
infinite-dimensional spaces (although Lemma 4.4(a) can be generalized to
obtain λnk → 1 simultaneously for all λ ∈ T if one allows (nk) to be a subnet
rather than a subsequenes of the natural numbers – the net is needed due
to the fact that the product topology on T

T is not metrizable).

However, there is an infinite-dimensional substitute for the arguments
from Section 4. This is the so-called Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg decom-

position, which we now formulate in a version that is appropriate for our
application to positive operators on C⋆-algebras. We refer for instance to
[8, Chapter 16] or [16, Section 2.4] for the details of this theory.

To make the decomposition work, a compactness assumption on the orbits
of the operator is needed. A bounded linear operator T on a Banach space
E is called almost periodic if the orbit {T nx : n ∈ N0} is relatively norm
compact in E for each x ∈ E. Note that almost periodicity implies power
boundedness by the uniform boundedness theorem.

Theorem 6.1. Let T be a bounded linear operator on a complex Banach

space E. If T is almost periodic, then there exists a bounded linear projection

P on E with the following properties.

(i) The projection P commutes with T and hence the kernel kerP and

the range PE are invariant under T .

(ii) The restriction T |PE is bijective from PE to PE.

(iii) There exists a net of integers 1 ≤ nk → ∞ such that T nk → P
strongly.

(iv) The kernel of P is given by kerP = {x ∈ E : T nx→ 0 as n→ ∞}.

(v) The range Erev := PE of P is the closed linear span of the eigenspaces

ker (λ− T ), where λ runs through all eigenvalues of T with modulus

1.

The subspace Erev = PE in part (v) above is called the reversible part of
the space E.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. All these properties can be found in the above men-
tioned references [8, Chapter 16] and [16, Section 2.4]. The only differ-
ence is that, in these references, the relative compactness of the orbits
{T nx : n ∈ N0} is only assumed with respect to the weak topology and thus,
the net (T nk) in (iii) converges to P in the weak operator topology only
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and in (iv) the subspace kerP consists of those x for which 0 is in the weak
closure of the orbit {T nx : n ∈ N0}.

The relative norm compactness of the orbits then readily gives (iv) as
stated in the theorem. To get our version of (iii) one only has to observe
that the relative norm compactness of all orbits {T nx : n ∈ N0} is equiva-
lent to relative compactness of the set {T n : n ∈ N0} in the strong operator
topology, see for instance [11, Corollary A.5]. �

Further details on the Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg decomposition under
the assumption that the orbits are relatively compact in norm can be found
in [11, Subsection V.2(c)].

Remark 6.2. For a bounded linear operator T on a finite-dimensional com-
plex Banach space E, almost periodicity of T is equivalent to power bound-
edness. Then the projection P from Theorem 6.1 is the spectral projection
that belongs to the part of Sp (T ) on the unit circle. Hence, assertion (iii)
of the theorem is an infinite-dimensional version of Lemma 4.4(iii).

7. Positive inverses in infinite dimensions II: the doubly power
bounded case on L (H)

Let L (H) denote the C⋆-algebra of all bounded linear operators on a
complex Hilbert space H. By K (H) we denote the ideal of all compact
operators and by L1 (H) the ideal of all trace class operators in L (H).

We use the Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg decomposition from Theorem 6.1
to prove the following result. Related arguments are used in [2, 5]

Theorem 7.1. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and let T : L (H) → L (H)
be a positive and unital linear operator. Assume that T has a pre-adjoint T∗
acting on the space L1 (H) and assume that there exists an injective trace

class operator 0 ≤ b ∈ L1 (H)+ that satisfies T∗b ≤ b. Then the following

are equivalent.

(a) The inverse operator T−1 exists and is positive.

(b) The operator T is a bijective isometry.

(c) The operator T is doubly power bounded.

The implication from (c) to (a) can be seen as a partial positive answer
to Conjecture 1.1: We replaced the assumption Sp (T ) ⊆ T by the stronger
assumption that T be doubly power bounded and obtain, under the assump-
tions in the theorem, that T−1 is positive.

It is not clear to us whether this implication remains true if one replaces
the double power boundedness of T by the weaker assumption Sp (T ) ⊆ T.
Let us pose this explicitly as an open problem.
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Open Problem 7.2. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and let T : L (H) →
L (H) be a positive and unital linear operator which has a pre-adjoint T∗ act-
ing on L1 (H). Assume that T∗b = b for an injective operator b ∈ L1 (H)+.

If Sp (T ) ⊆ T, does it follows that T−1 is positive?

We do not even know the answer to this problem in the commutative
situation, see the discussion after Corollary 8.4 below. For the proof of
Theorem 7.1 we need a couple of auxiliary results.

Lemma 7.3. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and let a be a positive oper-

ator in K (H). Then the order interval

[0, a] = {c ∈ K (H) : 0 ≤ c ≤ a}

is norm compact in K (H).

Proof. Let (xα)α∈A be a net in [0, a] and choose a number 0 < γ < 1/2.
According to [3, Corollary II.3.2.5] there exists a norm bounded net (yα)α∈A
in L (H)+ such that

xα = aγyαa
γ

for each α ∈ A. A subnet
(

yαβ

)

β∈B
of (yα)α∈A converges to an operator

y ∈ L (H)+ with respect to the weak operator topology. To simplify the
notation, we denote this subnet by (yα)α∈A from now on.

Since aγ is compact, it follows that a (aγyα)α∈A converges to aγy with
respect to the strong operator topology. Again due to the compactness of
aγ this implies that

(aγyαa
γ)α∈A = (xα)α∈A

converges with respect to the operator norm in L (H). Since K (H) is norm
closed in L (H) and [0, a] is norm closed in K (H) we conclude that [0, a] is
indeed norm compact. �

Lemma 7.4. Let p ∈ [1,∞[ and 0 ≤ x ∈ ℓp. Then there exists 0 ≤ y ∈ ℓp

and 0 ≤ z ∈ c0 such that x = yz.

Proof. It suffices to prove the lemma for p = 1 since for other values of p the
claim then follows by considering the componentwise power xp; so let p = 1
and we also assume that all entries of x are non-zero.

We construct an increasing sequence of vectors 0 ≤ y(n) ∈ ℓ1 recursively
as follows. Set y(1) := x. If y(n) has already been defined, choose an index
kn ∈ N such that the tail sum estimate

∞
∑

k=kn

y
(n)
k0

≤
1

2n

holds. We set

y
(n+1)
k :=

{

y
(n)
k if k < kn,

2y
(n)
k if k ≥ kn,
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Then

‖y(n+1) − y(n)‖1 ≤
1

2n

for each n. Therefore the increasing sequence
(

y(n)
)

n∈N
is Cauchy in ℓ1 and

thus converges to a limit y ∈ ℓ1 satisfying y ≥ x. In particular, yk > 0 for
each index k. Define zk := xk/yk for each k.

For every n ∈ N and index k with k ≥ max {k1, . . . , kn} one has

yk ≥ y
(n+1)
k ≥ 2nxk

and thus 1
2n ≥ zk. So, indeed, z ∈ c0. �

Lemma 7.5. Let H be a complex Hilbert space and consider a positive trace

class operator b in L1 (H).

(i) The order interval

[0, b] :=
{

a ∈ L1 (H) : 0 ≤ a ≤ b
}

is norm compact in L1 (H).

(ii) If b is injective, then the linear span of [0, b] is dense in L1 (H).

Proof. (i) We start with the following preliminary observation. For ev-
ery a ∈ [0, b] and every γ ∈ ]0, 1/2[ there exists, again according to [3,
Corollary II.3.2.5], an operator cγ ∈ K (H)+ such that a = bγcbγ and

‖c‖ ≤ ‖b1−2γ‖ = ‖b‖1−2γ . By using the compactness of closed balls in
L (H) with respect to the weak operator topology we can thus find an oper-
ator c ∈ L (H)+ such that a = b1/2cb1/2 and ‖c‖ ≤ 1. (See also [3, II.3.2.4]
for such an observation in the setting of von Neumann algebras).

Now let (an) be a sequence in [0, b]. According to our preliminary obser-

vation we can find a sequence (cn) ∈ L (H)+ such that an = b1/2cnb
1/2 and

‖cn‖ ≤ 1 for each n. The operator b1/2 is Hilbert-Schmidt, so the sequence
of its eigenvalues is in ℓ2 and we can thus apply Lemma 7.4 to this sequence.
Thus we obtain a Hilbert-Schmidt operator y ≥ 0 and a compact operator
z ≥ 0 such that b1/2 = yz = zy and hence, an = yzcnzy for each index n.

The sequence (zcnz) is contained in the order interval
[

0, z2
]

in the space
K (H). So according to Lemma 7.3 it has a subsequence (zcnk

z) which
norm converges to an element of K (H). Finally, observe that z 7→ yzy is a
continuous mapping from K (H)+ to L1 (H)+ since y is a Hilbert-Schmidt

operator. Hence, (ank
) converges in L1 (H). Since the order interval [0, b] is

norm closed in L1 (H) we thus obtain the claimed compactness.

(ii) It suffices to show that for every h ∈ H the finite rank operator h⊗h
given by (h⊗ h) ξ = (ξ|h) h for all ξ ∈ H is in the closure of the span of
[0, b]; so fix h ∈ H.

Since the compact operator b is injective, the space H is separable. If
H is finite-dimensional the claim is clear, so assume now that H is infinite-
dimensional. Then there exists an orthonormal basis (ξn)n∈N of H consisting
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of eigenvectors of b such that the corresponding eigenvalues λn decrease to
0 and note that they are all non-zero since b is injective.

For every n ∈ N let Pn denote the orthogonal projection onto the span of
{ξ1, . . . , ξn}. Then

0 ≤ Pn (h⊗ h)Pn ≤ ‖h‖2Pn ≤
‖h‖2

λn
b.

Hence, the operator Pn (h⊗ h)Pn = (Pnh) ⊗ (Pnh) belongs to the span of
[0, b]. Moreover, a brief computation shows that (Pnh)⊗ (Pnh) converges to
h⊗h with respect to the trace norm as n→ ∞, so the proof is complete. �

A result similar to Lemma 7.5(ii) also holds in the space K (H), see [14,
Examples 2.15(i) and 2.16]. Now we can prove the main result of this sec-
tion.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. The implication (a) =⇒ (b) is a special case of
Proposition 5.1 and (b) =⇒ (c) is obvious.

(c) =⇒ (a): Since T is doubly power bounded, we have 0 6∈ Sp (T ) . The
pre-adjoint T∗ is also doubly power bounded, so it it suffices to show that
its inverse T−1

∗
is positive.

For every a ∈ [0, b] the positivity of T∗ and the inequality T∗b ≤ b imply
that the orbit {T n

∗
a : n ≥ 0} is contained in [0, b]. The order interval [0, b] is

norm compact in L1 (H) according to Lemma 7.5(i), so the orbit is relatively
norm compact in L1 (H). Since T∗ is power bounded and the span of [0, b]
is dense in L1 (H) according to Lemma 7.5(ii), it follows that the orbit
{T n

∗
a : n ≥ 0} is relatively norm compact in L1 (H) for every a ∈ L1 (H),

see [11, Corollary A.5].

So T∗ is almost periodic and hence, the Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg de-
composition from Theorem 6.1 is applicable to the operator T∗. For T∗
doubly power bounded, part (iv) of the theorem shows that kerP = {0}; so
P = id. Now let 1 ≤ nk → ∞ be a net of integers as in part (iii) of the same

theorem. Then it follows that T nk−1
∗ → T−1

∗
strongly as k → ∞ and hence,

T−1
∗

is positive, as claimed. �

Remark 7.6. The Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg decomposition can also be
used to show algebraic properties of the closed span of the eigenvectors of
an operator that belong to the unimodular eigenvalues. We illustrate this
briefly for one concrete situation.

Let H be a complex Hilbert space and let T : K (H) → K (H) be a positive
and power bounded linear operator. Assume moreover that there exists an
injective operator b ∈ K (H) such that Tb = b. Since the order interval [0, b]
is norm compact in K (H) by Lemma 7.3 and since the linear span of [0, b]
is dense in K (H) according to [14, Examples 2.15(i) and 2.16], the same
argument as in the proof of Theorem 7.1 shows that T is almost periodic.
Hence, the Jacobs-de Leeuw-Glicksberg decomposition from Theorem 6.1
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can be applied and gives a positive projection P : K (H) → K (H) as stated
in the theorem.

For self-adjoint elements x, y in the range of P one can define the binary
operation x ⋆ y := P (x ◦ y), which defines a Jordan product on the range
of P (see [7, Theorem 1.4]). Similarly, if T is 2-positive, then so is P and
hence (x, y) 7→ P (xy) defines a product that turns the range of P into a
C⋆-algebra, see [4, Theorem 1.3.13]. If P is faithful, then the assumption
Schwarz operator is sufficient.

If P is faithful, then in both cases the algebraic operators defined on the
range of P coincide with the same operations on A.

8. Positive inverses in infinite dimensions III: the doubly power
bounded case on atomic von Neumann algebras

In this last section we extend our results from Section 7 to von Neumann
algebras that are atomic, which means that every projection in A dominates
a minimal projection [23, Definition III.5.9.]. More on atomic von Neumann
algebras can be found in [3, IV.2.2.1–IV.2.2.4] and [23, Exercise V.2.8].

Recall that a bounded linear form ϕ on a von Neumann algebra A is called
normal if ϕ ∈ A∗, where A∗ is the predual of A. If such a ϕ is positive,
we denote by s (ϕ) the support projection of ϕ, i.e. s (ϕ) = 1 − supP
where

P = {p ∈ Ah : p projection and ϕ (p) = 0} .

We refer to [22, 5.15] for various properties of s (ϕ). The following result
generalizes Lemma 7.5 to preduals of atomic von Neumann algebras.

Lemma 8.1. Let A be an atomic von Neumann algebra and let 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ A∗

by a normal state.

(i) If A is atomic, then the order interval

[0, ϕ] := {ψ ∈ A∗ : 0 ≤ ψ ≤ φ}

is norm compact in A∗.

(ii) If ϕ is faithful, then the face generated by ϕ in the positive cone A
+
∗
,

i.e. the set

Fϕ :=
⋃

n

n [0, ϕ] ,

is dense in A
+
∗
. Hence, the linear span of [0, ϕ] is dense in A∗.

Proof. (i) The order interval [0, ϕ] is weakly compact, hence every sequence
(ψn) has a weakly convergent subsequence by Eberlein’s theorem. But if
ψnk

→ ψ weakly, then limk‖ψnk
− ψ‖ = 0 by [23, Corollary III.5.11].

(ii) The closure of the face Fφ is given by

Fϕ = {0 ≤ ψ ∈ A∗ : s (ψ) ≤ s (ϕ)} ,

see [6, Lemma 4.1]. Hence, if ϕ acts faithfully on A, then Fϕ equals in the
predual A∗ since s (ϕ) = 1. �
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Let T be a positive operator on a von Neumann algebra A and consider
its adjoint operator T ′ on the dual space of A. If T ′ϕ ≤ ϕ for a normal state
0 ≤ ϕ ∈ A∗, then T

′ leaves the face Fϕ invariant and if ϕ is faithful, it thus
follows that T ′

A∗ ⊆ A∗. Therefore the restriction of T ′ onto A∗ defines a
positive operator T∗ which leaves the order interval [0, ϕ] invariant.

Now we can extend Theorem 7.1 to atomic von Neumann algebras.

Theorem 8.2. Let A be a von Neumann algebra and let 0 ≤ ϕ ∈ A∗ be a

faithful and normal state on A. Let T : A → A be a positive and unital linear

operator such that T ′ϕ ≤ ϕ. Then the following are equivalent.

(a) The operator T is invertible and its inverse operator T−1 is positive.

(b) The operator T is a bijective isometry.

(c) The operator T is doubly power bounded.

The proof is literally the same as the proof of Theorem 7.1 – one just has
to replace the references to Lemma 7.5 by references to Lemma 8.1.

Remark 8.3. In the situation of Theorem 8.2 the von Neumman algebra
A is σ-finite since ϕ is faithful. Moreover, since A is atomic one has

A =
⊕

k∈N

L (Hk) ,

where N is a countable set and Hk is a Hilbert space for every k ∈ N which
can be infinite-dimensional (see [3, Theorem IV.2.2.2]).

We find it worthwhile to state the commutative case explicitly as a corol-
lary.

Corollary 8.4. Let T : ℓ∞ → ℓ∞ be a positive linear operator satisfying

T1 = 1. Assume that there exists a vector b ∈ ℓ1 such that bk > 0 for each

index k and such that T ′b ≤ b.

Then T is invertible with positive inverse T−1 if and only if T is a bijective

isometry if and only if T is doubly power bounded.

This follows readily if one applies Theorem 8.2 to the atomic von Neumann
algebra ℓ∞. Of course one can also prove the corollary directly, without
refering to von Neumann algebra theory, by copying the proof of Theorem 7.1
and using the well-known – and easy to prove – fact that order intervals in
ℓ1 are norm compact.

Let us stress again that we do not know the answer to Open Problem 7.2
in the commutative case, either. Example 3.1 does not provide a counterex-
ample since the pre-adjoint T∗ on ℓ1 does not have a strictly positive fixed
vector (and if it had one, then the double power boundedness of T would
imply that T−1 is positive, as we have just pointed out).
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