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Abstract

In this paper we investigate majorization for probability distributions and column stochastic
matrices. We show that majorizations in general can be reduced to these sets. We characterize
linear operators that preserve majorization for probability distributions, and show their equivalence
to operators preserving vector majorization. Our main result provides a complete characterization of
linear preservers of strong majorization for column stochastic matrices, revealing a richer structure
of preservers, than in the standard setting. As a prerequisite to this characterization, we solve the
problem of characterizing linear preservers of majorization for zero-sum vectors, which yields a new
structural insight into the classical results of Ando and of Li and Poon.
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1 Introduction and main results

Let Mn,m denote the space of all real n ×m matrices, with Mn used when m = n. For a matrix X , its
(i, j)-entry is denoted by xij . Throughout this paper, we use the following standard matrices:

• I denotes the identity matrix

• J denotes the matrix of all ones

• 0 denotes the zero vector and the zero matrix of the appropriate sizes.

For a matrix A, we denote its j-th column by A(j) and its i-th row by A(i). A matrix represented by its

columns is written as
(

A(1) A(2) . . . A(m)
)

. The n× 2 submatrix consisting of columns j1 and

j2 of A is denoted by A(j1,j2).

We write A ≥ O (resp. v ≥ 0) when all entries of the matrix A (resp. the vector v) are nonnegative.

Vectors in R
n are treated as column vectors and identified with corresponding n-tuples. We denote:

• ej as the j-th standard basis vector

• e = (1 . . . 1)t as the vector of all ones

• max(v) and min(v) as the maximum and minimum entries of v ∈ R
n

• N = {1, . . . , n} and M = {1, . . . ,m}

• For v ∈ R
n and I ⊆ N , vI denotes the vector comprised of entries of v indexed by I

• v+ denotes the sum of all positive entries of v ∈ R
n
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We use Mn,m(0, 1) and {0, 1}n to denote the set of (0, 1)-matrices of size n×m and (0, 1)-vectors of size
n, respectively.

Key vector sets of interest include:

• 0
n = {v ∈ R

n : etv = 0}, the set of all zero-sum vectors

• 1
n = {v ∈ R

n : etv = 1 and v ≥ 0}, the set of probability distributions.

The set of n × n permutation matrices is denoted by P (n), with P(ij) ∈ P (n) representing the matrix
obtained by interchanging rows i and j of the identity matrix I. For a linear operator Φ on R

n, its matrix
representation in the standard basis is denoted by [Φ]. The cardinality of a set X is denoted by |X |.

Majorization provides a powerful mathematical framework for comparing degrees of disorder in vectors
and matrices, with applications ranging from linear algebra and economic inequality measures to quantum
information theory and statistical experiments.

For a vector x ∈ R
n we let x↓ denote the permutation of its entries in the non-increasing order. For

a, b ∈ R
n we say that a is majorized by b, denoted by a � b, if

k
∑

j=1

a
↓
j ≤

k
∑

j=1

b
↓
j for k = 1, 2, . . . , n− 1 and

n
∑

j=1

a
↓
j =

n
∑

j=1

b
↓
j .

A matrix is called row (resp. column) stochastic if it is nonnegative and each row (resp. column) sum is
equal to 1. A matrix is called doubly stochastic, if it is both row and column stochastic. The set of all
n×n row, column or doubly stochastic matrices is denoted by Ωrow

n ,Ωcol
n ,Ωn, respectively. Similarly, the

set of all n×m column stochastic matrices is denoted by Ωcol
n,m.

The classical Birkhoff–von Neumann Theorem shows that Ωn is the convex hull of P (n).

Theorem 1.1. [17, Theorem I.2.A.2] The elements of the set P (n) of permutation matrices are the
extreme points of Ωn. Moreover, Ωn is the convex hull of matrices in P (n).

The famous Hardy, Littlewood and Pólya theorem expresses vector majorization in terms of doubly
stochastic matrices.

Theorem 1.2. [17, Theorem I.2.B.2] Let a, b ∈ R
n. Then a � b if and only if a = Db for some D ∈ Ωn.

This approach inspired many important generalizations of majorization to matrices, most notably, strong
majorization.

Definition 1.3. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m. Strong majorization is defined by A �s B if A = DB for some
D ∈ Ωn.

Thus vector majorization is nothing but strong majorization for single-column matrices.

In this paper we investigate majorization for column stochastic matrices. In particular, we study vector
majorization for probability distributions (single-column stochastic matrices). These problems are mo-
tivated by several aspects. It turns out that majorization in general can be reduced to majorization for
column stochastic matrices and probability distributions in the vector case. On the other hand, majoriza-
tions of these objects are very important in applications, for instance, in Quantum Information Theory
and Theory of Statistical experiments.

Vector majorization is often used to compare vectors and probability distributions, offering insights into
the concepts of order and disorder in various systems. The quantum mechanical analogue of a probability
distribution is the density matrix. A density matrix A is said to be more chaotic or less pure than the
density matrix B, if the spectrum of A is majorized by the spectrum of B. This notion is usually called
Quantum Majorization or simply Matrix Majorization depending on the context. Spectra of density
matrices are exactly probability distributions.

Majorization serves as a fundamental mathematical tool for understanding quantum information pro-
cesses, providing deep insights into quantum measurement, entanglement transformation, and quantum
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dynamics. The relation a � b between vectors captures the intuitive notion that a is ”more mixed” or
”more disordered” than b, providing a mathematical framework more precise than entropic measures for
quantifying quantum disorder. This can be demonstrated through the concept of Schur-convex functions,
which are real-valued functions that preserve the majorization relation between vectors. Both Shannon
entropy and von Neumann entropy are Schur-concave functions, meaning they increase as the disorder
of a system increases. However, because they are Schur-concave, they do not offer any more information
than what is already captured by majorization itself. There are many problems where entropy is insuf-
ficient. The tools of majorization have been successfully applied to such problems. An example of an
approach combining entropies and majorization can be found in [9].

The wide applicability of majorization to quantum mechanics was first established through two semi-
nal results: Horn’s lemma and Uhlmann’s theorem that connect vector majorization to unitary matrices.
Recent applications have revealed majorization’s power in characterizing post-measurement states, condi-
tions under which one entangled state can be converted to another through local operations and classical
communication (LOCC), possible probability distributions that can appear in ensemble decompositions of
quantum states and so on. A more comprehensive treatment on applications of Majorization in Quantum
Information can be found in [18].

Majorization for column stochastic matrices arises in the Theory of Statistical Experiments. In the
discrete settings, statistical experiments are expressed as column stochastic matrices. The matrix ma-
jorization relation introduced in [5] turns out to be the criteria of one experiment being more informative
than the other. Strong majorization, that we focus on, is a particular (stronger) case of this majoriza-
tion. Further information can be found in [25, 4, 5, 6]. Note that in these references, compared to the
present paper, mostly the transposed versions of the notions are used. In particular, the matrices are
row-stochastic.

We establish straightforward reductions of majorization to column stochastic matrices and probability
distributions. After that we study linear operators preserving such majorizations. In the context of
majorization, order-preserving functions are called Schur-convex functions, see [21] and [17, Chapter I.3].
Generalizing this approach, Linear Preserver Problems investigate linear maps that preserve majorization.
Such maps have been extensively studied for different types of majorization and different restrictions on
the matrix (resp. vector) set, see [1, 2, 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 22, 23, 24]. For a general survey on Linear
Preserver Problems that date back to Frobenius, see [20, 15].

The first result in this theory that concerns majorization is a characterization of linear operators pre-
serving vector majorization, obtained by Ando.

Definition 1.4. A linear operator φ on R
n preserves vector majorization if a � b implies φ(a) � φ(b)

for any a, b ∈ R
n.

Theorem 1.5. [1, Corollary 2.7] Let Φ be a linear operator on R
n. Then the following conditions are

equivalent:

1. Φ preserves vector majorization.

2. One of the following holds:

(a) Φ(x) = (etx)s for some s ∈ R
n.

(b) Φ(x) = αPx + βJx for some α, β ∈ R and some P ∈ P (n).

We refer to operators of the form 2a as Ando’s operators of the first type and operators of the form 2b
as Ando’s operators of the second type.

We can similarly define linear operators preserving majorization for probability distributions.

Definition 1.6. A linear operator φ on R
n preserves majorization for probability distributions if a � b

implies φ(a) � φ(b) for any a, b ∈ 1
n.

For the sake of brevity, we sometimes simply say that φ preserves majorization on 1
n. In the same way,

we define linear preservers of majorization on 0
n, linear preservers of strong majorization and strong

majorization for column stochastic matrices.
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Definition 1.7. A linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserves strong majorization (resp. preserves strong
majorization on Ωcol

n,m) if A �s B implies Φ(A) �s Φ(B) for anyA,B ∈ Mn,m (resp. for anyA,B ∈ Ωcol
n,m).

Vector majorization can be reduced to majorization for probability distributions, as we show in Section
3.4. In Theorem 4.5 we prove that a linear map preserves vector majorization if and only if it preserves
majorization for probability distributions. This is proved via (0, 1)-vectors and the respective linear
preservers, see [12]. It turns out, however, that the same approach fails in the case of matrices.

The main result of the paper is Theorem 6.19 that characterizes linear operators preserving strong
majorization for column stochastic matrices. Despite the fact that strong majorization in general can
also be reduced to column stochastic matrices, and despite the simplicity of the reduction, we obtain a
richer structure of the preservers.

Notably, this problem turns out to be more complicated than other similar matrix majorization preserver
problems in the following sense. A matrix operator on Mn,m can be decomposed in a standard way into
m2 linear operators on R

n, see Definition 6.1. In the case of preservers of majorizations for real or for
(0, 1)-matrices, the m2 components of the operator preserve the respective majorization in the vector
case. This approach already gives a strong necessary condition which goes a long way toward solving the
characterization problem.

In the case of column stochastic matrices, however, we cannot claim that the components of a preserver
preserves majorization for n× 1 column stochastic matrices, i.e. probability distributions. Indeed, as we
see from Theorem 6.19 and Example 7.1, this is not the case. However, we find that these operators must
preserve majorization for zero sum vectors. The concise characterization of such operators is found in
Theorem 5.25. This result provides better insight into the nature of Ando’s classical operators, showing
that they emerge as two particular cases of this natural and simple general structure.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains several additional notions of majorization
and preliminary results. In Section 3 we show how majorization can be reduced to column stochastic
matrices. Section 4 provides characterization of linear preservers of majorization for probability distri-
butions. Linear preservers of strong majorization for column stochastic matrices are characterized in
Section 6. Section 5 solves the prerequisite problem of characterizing linear preservers of majorization
for zero sum vectors. Finally, Section 7 presents several concluding observations and open problems.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper we demonstrate that strong majorization can be reduced to the case of column stochastic
matrices. Since the same approach works for directional majorization and to a lesser extent for weak
majorization, we also investigate these related majorizations.

Definition 2.1. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m.

• Directional majorization is defined by A �d B if Av � Bv for any v ∈ R
m.

• Weak majorization is defined by A �w B if A = RB for some R ∈ Ωrow
n .

Strong majorization implies directional majorization, and directional majorization implies weak majoriza-
tion. None of the reverse implications is true in general. A necessary condition for directional majorization
(and thus also for strong majorization) is the equality of column sums.

Lemma 2.2. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m. If A �d B, then etA = etB.

Multiplication by an invertible matrix on the right does not affect these majorizations.

Lemma 2.3. [11, Corollary 2.13] Let A,B ∈ Mn,m. Then for any invertible Y ∈ Mm the following
holds:

1. A �w B if and only if AY �w BY .

2. A �d B if and only if AY �d BY .
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3. A �s B if and only if AY �s BY .

As a direct consequence, we obtain the following property.

Corollary 2.4. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m. Let D ∈ Mm be a nonsingular diagonal matrix. Then A �s B if and
only if AD �s BD. The same property is true for directional and weak majorizations.

For our convenience, we introduce the following equivalence relations induced by majorization.

Definition 2.5.

• For a, b ∈ R
n it is said a ∼ b if a � b � a;

• For A,B ∈ Mn,m it is said A ∼s B if A �s B �s A.

Both relations turn out to be nothing but equality up to a permutation.

Lemma 2.6. Let a, b ∈ R
n. Then a ∼ b if and only if a = Pb for some P ∈ P (n).

Lemma 2.6 is a particular case of the following more general statement.

Lemma 2.7. [19, Theorem 3.24] Let A,B ∈ Mn,m. Then A ∼s B if and only if there exists P ∈ P (n)
such that A = PB.

For more information on strong, directional and weak majorization, see [19, 17, 6, 7, 8] and the references
therein.

Majorizations for (0, 1)-matrices and vectors were investigated in [7]. It turns out that strong majorization
on Mn,m(0, 1) is precisely the equivalence relation ∼s.

Theorem 2.8. [7, Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.6] Let A,B ∈ Mn,m(0, 1). Then A �s B if and only if
A ∼s B.

For vector majorization, this takes the following form.

Corollary 2.9. Let a, b ∈ {0, 1}n. Then a � b if and only if eta = etb.

Finally, we provide the following characterization of linear operators preserving strong majorization. It
was obtained by Li and Poon in [16], see also [2, 11].

Theorem 2.10. [16, Theorem 2] Let Φ be a linear operator on Mn,m. The following conditions are
equivalent:

1. Φ preserves strong majorization.

2. One of the following holds:

(a) There exist S1, . . . , Sm ∈ Mn,m such that Φ(X) =
m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))Sj.

(b) There exist R,S ∈ Mm and P ∈ P (n) such that Φ(X) = PXR+ JXS.

3 Reduction to column stochastic matrices

In this section we establish that when dealing with strong or directional majorization, we can always
reduce the problem to column stochastic matrices. The same reduction applies to vector majorization.
When dealing with weak majorization, we can make one of the matrices column stochastic (whichever
we choose). Additionally, we specifically examine the role of (0, 1)-matrices.
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3.1 Strong majorization

We begin by establishing several key properties that enable reductions to column stochastic matrices.

Lemma 3.1. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m and λ ∈ R, λ 6= 0. Then A �s B if and only if λA �s λB.

Lemma 3.2. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m and v ∈ R
m. Then A �s B if and only if A+ evt �s B + evt.

Proof. Let A �s B. Then A = QB for some Q ∈ Ωn. Observe that B + evt = QA + Qevt. Therefore
A+ evt �s B + evt.

Now assume that A+evt �s B+evt. By the proven above, A = (A+evt)−evt �s (B+evt)−evt = B.

Corollary 3.3. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m and λ ∈ R. Then A �s B if and only if A+ λJ � B + λJ .

We now show how the general case of matrix majorization can be reduced to column stochastic matrices.

Reduction 3.4. Given A,B ∈ Mn,m we construct column stochastic matrices A′, B′ ∈ Mn,m in the
following way:

1. Choose λ ≥ 0 large enough so that the matrices A1 = A + λJ and B1 + λJ are nonnegative. By
Corollary 3.3, A �s B if and only if A1 �s B1.

Note that etA1 = etA+ nλet and etB1 = etB + nλet.

2. Choose µ > 0 large enough so that the column sums of A2 = 1
µ
A1 and B2 = 1

µ
B1 do not exceed 1.

Due to Lemma 3.1, we have A1 �s B1 if and only if A2 �s B2.

Note that etA2 = 1
µ
etA1 = 1

µ
(etA+ nλet) and etB2 = 1

µ
(etB + nλet).

3. Define v ∈ R
n by vt = 1

n
(et − etB2) and let A′ = A2 + evt and B′ = B2 + evt. Note that v is

nonnegative by the definition of B2. Then A′ and B′ are also nonnegative.

By Lemma 3.2 we obtain that A2 �s B2 if and only if A′ �s B′. Therefore A �s B if and only if
A′ �s B′.

Observe that

etA′ = etA2 + etevt = etA2 + nvt =
1

µ
(etA+ nλet) + et −

1

µ
(etB + nλet) = et +

1

µ
(etA− etB)

and
etB′ = etB2 + etevt = etB2 + nvt = et.

Therefore B′ is column stochastic. Moreover, etA = etB if and only if etA′ = etB′.

We have obtained

Corollary 3.5. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m. Let A′, B′ ∈ Mn,m be obtained via Reduction 3.4. Then A �s B if
and only if A′ �s B′. In addition, B′ is column stochastic.

Since etA = etB is a necessary condition for A �s B, we obtain that if the majorization holds, then
etA′ = et and both A′, B′ are column stochastic matrices.

To illustrate the reduction process, consider the following example.

Example 3.6. Let us perform Reduction 3.4 on A =

(

−1 −2 4 −6
1 −4 2 −6

)

and B =

(

3 −6 0 −6
−3 0 6 −6

)

.

First, taking λ = 6 we obtain A1 =

(

5 4 10 0
7 2 8 0

)

and B1 =

(

9 0 6 0
3 6 12 0

)

.

Then, taking µ = 20, we obtain A2 =

(

0.25 0.2 0.5 0
0.35 0.1 0.4 0

)

and B2 =

(

0.45 0 0.3 0
0.15 0.3 0.6 0

)

.

It follows that vt = 1
n
(et − etB2) =

1
2 ((1 1 1 1)− (0.6 0.3 0.9 0)) = (0.2 0.35 0.05 0.5).

Finally, A′ =

(

0.45 0.55 0.55 0.5
0.55 0.45 0.45 0.5

)

and B′ =

(

0.65 0.35 0.35 0.5
0.35 0.65 0.65 0.5

)

.

Observe that A′, B′ ∈ Ωcol
2,4. Moreover, A �s B if and only if A′ �s B′.
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A slightly different approach is the following.

Reduction 3.7. Given A,B ∈ Mn,m we construct column stochastic matrices A′, B′ ∈ Mn,m in the
following way:

1. Choose λ ≥ 0 large enough so that the matrices A1 = A+ λJ and B1 + λJ are nonnegative and do
not contain zero columns. By Corollary 3.3, A �s B if and only if A1 �s B1.

Note that etA1 = etA+ nλet and etB1 = etB + nλet.

2. Let D = diag(etB1). That is, D is the diagonal matrix, made up of the column sums of B1. Note
that by the definition of B1, the diagonal entries of D are strictly positive. The same is true for
D−1.

Consider A′ = A1D
−1 and B′ = B1D

−1. By Corollary 2.4 we obtain that A1 �s B1 if and only if
A′ �s B′. Therefore A �s B if and only if A′ �s B′.

Observe that A′ and B′ are nonnegative. In addition, etB′ = et and

etA′ =
(

etA(1)+nλ
etB(1)+nλ

. . . etA(m)+nλ
etB(m)+nλ

)

.

Therefore B′ is column stochastic. Moreover, etA = etB if and only if etA′ = etB′.

Clearly, Corollary 3.5 is also satisfied for Reduction 3.7. This reduction offers a more direct approach via
diagonal scaling than Reduction 3.4. On the other hand, Reduction 3.4 is more flexible and provides a
more convenient general expression for etA′.

Example 3.8. Let us perform Reduction 3.7 on A =

(

−1 −2 4 −6
1 −4 2 −6

)

and B =

(

3 −6 0 −6
−3 0 6 −6

)

.

First, taking λ = 7 we obtain A1 =

(

6 5 11 1
8 3 9 1

)

and B1 =

(

10 1 7 1
4 7 13 1

)

.

Then D = diag(14, 8, 20, 2) and we obtain A′ =





6
14

5
8

11
20

1
2

8
14

3
8

9
20

1
2



 and B′ =





10
14

1
8

7
20

1
2

4
14

7
8

13
20

1
2



.

Observe that A′, B′ ∈ Ωcol
2,4. Moreover, A �s B if and only if A′ �s B′.

3.2 Weak majorization

Note that in Lemma 3.2 we only use the row stochasticity of Q. Therefore statements 3.1 — 3.3 remain
true for weak majorization and we obtain

Corollary 3.9. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m. Define a pair A′, B′ ∈ Mn,m via Reduction 3.4 or via Reduction 3.7.
Then A �w B if and only if A′ �w B′. In addition, B′ is column stochastic.

Remark 3.10. Note that weak majorization does not imply that etA = etB. Therefore we cannot always

assume that the conditions A �w B and B ∈ Ωcol
n,m imply that A ∈ Ωcol

n,m. For example,

(

1 1
1 1

)

�w

(

1 1
0 0

)

.

However, if in Reduction 3.4, Item 3 we substitute v = 1
n
(et − etB2) with w = 1

n
(et − etA2), then A′

becomes column stochastic, while B′, in general, does not. Analogously, in Reduction 3.7 we can substitute
D = diag(etB1) with diag(etA1).

3.3 Directional majorization

Statements 3.1 — 3.3 remain true for directional majorization, as we show below.

Lemma 3.11. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m and λ ∈ R, λ 6= 0. Then A �d B if and only if λA �d λB.

Lemma 3.12. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m and v ∈ R
m. Then A �d B if and only if A+ evt �d B + evt.

7



Proof. Let A �d B. Consider arbitrary x ∈ R
m. Then there exists Q ∈ Ωn such that Ax = QBx.

Observe that Bx + evtx = QAx + Qevtx. Therefore (A + evt)x � (B + evt)x. As x was arbitrary, we
obtain A+ evt �d B + evt.

Now assume that A+evt �d B+evt. By the proven above, A = (A+evt)−evt �d (B+evt)−evt = B.

Corollary 3.13. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m and λ ∈ R. Then A �d B if and only if A+ λJ �d B + λJ .

Therefore the same principles apply to directional majorization.

Corollary 3.14. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m. Define a pair A′, B′ ∈ Mn,m via Reduction 3.4 or via Reduction
3.7. Then A �d B if and only if A′ �d B′. In addition, B′ is column stochastic.

Since etA = etB is a necessary condition for A �d B, we obtain that if the majorization holds, then
etA′ = etB′ and both A′, B′ are column stochastic matrices.

3.4 Vector majorization

As a natural consequence of our matrix reduction techniques, vector majorization can be similarly reduced
to the study of probability distributions.

More explicitly, consider a, b ∈ R
n. Assume that eta = etb, otherwise a 6� b. Choose λ ≥ 0 so that a+λe

and b+ λe are nonnegative and nonzero.

Consider a′ = 1
eta+nλ

(a + λe) and b′ = 1
eta+nλ

(b + λe). Then a′ and b′ are nonnegative vectors with

eta′ = etb′ = 1.

Finally, similarly to Corollary 3.5 we obtain that a � b if and only if a′ � b′.

3.5 (0, 1)-matrices

It is worth considering the case of (0, 1)-matrices separately. Majorization for (0, 1)-matrices can be easily
reduced to column stochastic matrices with the help of the following map.

Definition 3.15. Let us define an operator Θ on Mn,m by Θ(X)(j) =

{

X(j)

etX(j) , if X(j) 6= 0,
1
n
e, otherwise

for any

j ∈ M.

Remark 3.16. Let A ∈ Mn,m(0, 1). Then every column of Θ(A) up to a permutation lies in the set

{e1,
1
2e1 +

1
2e2,

1
3e1 +

1
3e2 +

1
3e3, . . . ,

n
∑

q=1

1
n
eq}.

In particular, Θ(A) ∈ Ωcol
n,m.

Theorem 3.17. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m(0, 1) with etA = etB. Then the following are equivalent:

1. A �d B;

2. A �s B;

3. A = PB for some P ∈ P (n);

4. Θ(A) �d Θ(B);

5. Θ(A) �s Θ(B);

Proof. The equivalence of Items 1 — 3 follows from the characterization of directional majorization for
(0, 1)-matrices, see [7, Theorem 3.5]

Observe that as etA = etB, we conclude that A(j) = 0 if and only if B(j) = 0 for any j ∈ M. Define
v ∈ R

m by
{

vj = 1, if A(j) = B(j) = 0;

vj = 0, otherwise.

8



Define A′, B′ ∈ Mn,m(0, 1) by A′ = A + evt and B′ = B + evt. In other words, we substitute all zero
columns of A,B by the columns of all ones.

Note that Θ(A) = Θ(A′) and Θ(B) = Θ(B′). Moreover, by Lemma 3.2, A �s B if and only if A′ �s B′.
The same is true for directional majorization due to Lemma 3.12.

Observe that etA′ = etB′ and matrices A′, B′ have no zero columns. Let D = diag (etA′) = diag (etB′) ∈
Mm. Then the matrix D is invertible. Moreover, Θ(A′) = A′D−1 and Θ(B′) = B′D−1. Then, by
Corollary 2.4, we obtain that A′ �d B′ if and only if Θ(A) = Θ(A′) �d Θ(B′) = Θ(B), while A′ �s B′ if
and only if Θ(A′) �s Θ(B′).

Corollary 3.18. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m(0, 1) with A �d B. Then the following holds:

1. A �s B;

2. A = PB for some P ∈ P (n);

3. Θ(A) �d Θ(B);

4. Θ(A) �s Θ(B);

Proof. Let A �d B. Then etA = etB and the result follows from Theorem 3.17.

The following example shows that Θ(A) �s Θ(B) does not necessarily imply A �s B for A,B ∈
Mn,m(0, 1). This happens when the condition etA = etB is not satisfied.

Example 3.19. Let A =





1
1
1



 , B =





1
1
0



. Then Θ(A) =





1
3
1
3
1
3



 and Θ(B) =





1
2
1
2
0



. Observe that

A 6�s B, while Θ(A) = (13J)Θ(B).

Corollary 3.20. Let Φ be an operator on Mn,m. Assume that Φ preserves strong majorization for column
stochastic matrices.

Then Φ ◦Θ preserves strong majorization for (0, 1)-matrices.

Proof. Let A,B ∈ Mn,m(0, 1) with A �s B. Then Θ(A) �s Θ(B). Moreover, Θ(A),Θ(B) ∈ Ωcol
n,m by

Remark 3.16. It follows that Φ(Θ(A)) �s Φ(Θ(B)).

Linear operators preserving strong majorization for (0, 1)-matrices were characterized in [12]. Note,
however, that the operator Θ is not linear. Indeed, a map with column-stochastic image can not be
linear, since the zero matrix is not column stochastic.

Therefore, in general, we cannot characterize linear preservers of strong majorization for column stochastic
matrices, via the result for (0, 1)-matrices. In the vector case, however, this reduction is possible, as we
show in the next section.

4 Linear operators preserving majorization for probability dis-

tributions

In this section we characterize linear operators preserving majorization for probability distributions. As
we show in the lemma below, such operators necessarily preserve majorization for (0, 1)-vectors.

Definition 4.1. A linear operator φ on R
n preserves majorization for (0, 1)-vectors if a � b implies

φ(a) � φ(b) for any a, b ∈ {0, 1}n.

Lemma 4.2. Let φ be a linear operator on R
n. Assume that φ preserves majorization for probability

distributions. Then φ preserves majorization for (0, 1)-vectors.
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Proof. Assume that a, b ∈ {0, 1}n and a � b. Then, by Corollary 2.9, eta = etb = k for some integer
0 ≤ k ≤ n. If k = 0, then a = b = 0 and φ(a) = φ(b) = 0.

If k 6= 0, then a′ = 1
k
a and b′ = 1

k
b are probability distributions. Therefore φ(a′) � φ(b′). But then

φ(a) = kφ(a′) � kφ(b′) = φ(b).

Therefore, φ preserves majorization for (0, 1)-vectors.

The characterization of linear operators preserving majorization for (0, 1)-matrices was obtained in [12].
We provide here only the following two results concerning the vector case. They will be necessary for
Theorem 4.5

Theorem 4.3. [12, Theorem 4.35] Let φ be a linear operator on R
n, where n 6= 3.

Then φ preserves majorization for (0, 1)-vectors if and only if φ preserves vector majorization.

Corollary 4.4. [12, Corollary 4.36] Let Φ be a linear operator on R
3. Let α ∈ R \ {0, 1}.

Then Φ preserves vector majorization if and only if Φ preserves majorization for (0, 1)-vectors and

Φ(
(

α
1
0

)

) ∼ Φ(
(

α
0
1

)

).

Theorem 4.5. Let φ be a linear operator on R
n.

Then φ preserves majorization for probability distributions if and only if φ preserves vector majorization.

Proof. If φ preserves vector majorization, then, in particular, it preserves majorization for probability
distributions. Therefore we only need to prove the converse.

Assume that φ preserves majorization for probability distributions. Then, by Lemma 4.2, φ preserves
majorization for (0, 1)-vectors. If n 6= 3, then φ preserves vector majorization by Theorem 4.3.

It remains to consider the case n = 3. Let a =





2
1
0



 , b =





2
0
1



. Then 1
3a ∼ 1

3b and these vectors are

probability distributions. Therefore φ preserves the majorization relation 1
3a ∼ 1

3b. As a consequence,
φ(a) ∼ φ(b). Then φ preserves vector majorization by Corollary 4.4.

5 Linear operators preserving majorization for the zero sum

vectors

In this section we characterize the following types of linear operators. Recall that 0
n is the set of

all real zero-sum vectors. This characterization turns out to be crucial for linear operators preserving
majorization for column stochastic matrices.

Definition 5.1. A linear operator φ on R
n preserves majorization on 0

n if a � b implies φ(a) � φ(b) for
any a, b ∈ 0

n.

For the sake of brevity, we introduce the following terminology.

Definition 5.2. A matrix X ∈ Mn,m satisfies condition (0), if Xa ∼ XPa for any a ∈ 0
m and any

P ∈ P (m).

Consider the following necessary condition.

Lemma 5.3. If a linear operator φ on R
n preserves majorization on 0

n, then [φ] satisfies (0).

Proof. Let a ∈ 0
n and P ∈ P (n). Then a � Pa and Pa � a. It follows that [φ]a = φ(a) ∼ φ(Pa) =

[φ]Pa.

This condition is actually necessary and sufficient, as we will show in Lemma 6.4.

In Statements 5.4—5.7 we establish some column similarity properties of matrices satisfying (0).
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Lemma 5.4. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (0). Then X(i) −X(j) ∼ X(k) −X(l) for any distinct i, j ∈ N and any
distinct k, l ∈ N .

Proof. Observe that as i 6= j and k 6= l we obtain ei − ej ∼ ek − el. Moreover, as et(ei − ej) = 0, we
conclude that X(i) −X(j) = X(ei − ej) ∼ X(ek − el) = X(k) −X(l).

Corollary 5.5. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (0). Then X(i) −X(j) ∼ X(j) −X(i) for any i, j ∈ N .

Corollary 5.6. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (0). Then etX(i) = etX(j) for any i, j ∈ N .

Proof. Let i, j ∈ N . Then X(i) − X(j) ∼ X(j) − X(i) by Corollary 5.5. Therefore et(X(i) − X(j)) =
et(X(j) −X(i)) = −et(X(i) −X(j)). Thus et(X(i) −X(j)) = 0 and etX(i) = etX(j).

Corollary 5.7. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (0). If X(i) = X(j) for some distinct i, j ∈ N , then X = X(1)et.

Proof. Consider arbitrary k ∈ N , k 6= i. Then by Corollary 5.5 we have 0 = X(i) −X(j) ∼ X(i) −X(k).
Therefore X(i) = X(k). It follows that X = X(1)et, as k was arbitrary.

In Statements 5.8—5.11 we investigate the action of a matrix satisfying (0) on 0
n.

Corollary 5.8. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (0). Then Xv ∈ 0
n for any v ∈ 0

n.

Proof. Observe that etX = (etX(1))et by Corollary 5.6. Then etXv = (etX(1))etv = 0.

The following lemma shows that we can always find a nonzero v ∈ 0
n such that Xv has at most two

nonzero coordinates. Then the corollary above shows that these nonzero coordinates sum up to zero.

Lemma 5.9. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (0). Then for any distinct i, j ∈ N there exists a nonzero v ∈ 0
n such

that Xv = α(ei − ej) for some α ≥ 0.

Proof. If n = 2, then let v =

(

1
−1

)

. It follows from Corollary 5.8 that Xv =

(

β

−β

)

for some β ∈ R. If

(Xv)i ≥ 0, then we have found the desired v. Otherwise −(Xv)i ≥ 0 and −v is the required vector.

For n > 2 consider the (n − 2) × n submatrix X ′ obtained by deleting the rows X(i) and X(j) from X .

Let X ′′ =

(

et

X ′

)

∈ Mn−1,n.

The columns of X ′′ are linearly dependent. Therefore there exists v ∈ R
n with X ′′v = 0. Then etv = 0

and X ′v = 0. It follows that Xv = αei + βej for some α, β ∈ R. In addition, β = −α by Corollary 5.8.

If α ≥ 0, then we have found the desired v. Otherwise −α ≥ 0 and −v is the required vector.

The lemma above shows that there exists such v ∈ 0
n that Xv has at most two nonzero coordinates. The

case Xv = 0 is investigated in the following corollary.

Corollary 5.10. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (0). Assume that there exists a nonzero v ∈ 0
n such that Xv = 0.

Then X = X(1)et.

Proof. Since v ∈ 0
n and it is nonzero, there exist i, j ∈ N such that vi 6= vj .

Then P(ij)v = v− (vi − vj)ei + (vi − vj)ej and 0 = Xv ∼ XP(ij)v = Xv− (vi − vj)X
(i) +(vi − vj)X

(j) =

(vi − vj)(X
(j) −X(i)).

However, vi − vj 6= 0. It follows that X(i) = X(j). Then X = X(1)et by Corollary 5.7.

As a simple consequence, we obtain

Corollary 5.11. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (0). Assume that X(i) 6= X(i) for some i, j ∈ N . Then there is no
nonzero v ∈ 0

n such that Xv = 0. In particular, α > 0 in Lemma 5.9.

Proof. As X(i) 6= X(j), we obtain that X 6= X(1)et. Then the rest follows by Corollary 5.10.
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We now prove the following technical lemma.

Lemma 5.12. Let y ∈ R
n, α > 0. If α(e1 − e2)−λy ∼ α(e1 − e2) +λy for any λ > 0, then y1 = y2 = 0.

Proof. Denote a = α(e1 − e2)− λy, b = α(e1 − e2) + λy.

Let us choose a sufficiently small λ > 0 so that α > 2λmax
i

|yi|.

Then α− λy1 > 2λmax
i

|yi| − λmax
i

|yi| = λmax
i

|yi| > −λyq for any q ∈ N .

Also α− λy1 > −α− λy2.

It follows that α− λy1 = max(a).

Similarly, α+ λy1 > 2λmax
i

|yi| − λmax
i

|yi| = λmax
i

|yi| > λyq for any q ∈ N and α+ λy1 > −α+ λy2.

Therefore α− λy1 = max(b).

On the other hand, max(a) = max(b) since a ∼ b. Then α− λy1 = α+ λy1, while λ > 0. It follows that
y1 = 0.

Considering vectors −a and −b we similarly obtain that y2 = 0.

For n ≥ 5 we can establish an upper bound on the number of possible distinct values in a matrix satisfying
(0).

Lemma 5.13. Let X ∈ Mn, n ≥ 5, satisfy (0). Then for any i, j ∈ N the columns X(i) and X(j) can
have distinct values only in at most three rows. That is, there are at most three nonzero coordinates in
X(i) −X(j).

Proof. Assume that X(i) and X(j) have distinct values in at least four rows. Without loss of generality,
x1i 6= x1j , x2i 6= x2j , x3i 6= x3j , x4i 6= x4j .

By Lemma 5.9, there exists a nonzero v ∈ 0
n such that Xv = α(e4 − e5) for some α ≥ 0. Moreover,

α > 0 by Corollary 5.11.

There are two possibilities:

Case 1. vi 6= vj . Observe that P(ij)v = v − (vi − vj)(ei − ej). Since etv = etP(ij)v = 0 and v ∼ P(ij)v,
we obtain that

α(e4 − e5) = Xv ∼ XP(ij)v = Xv − (vi − vj)(X
(i) −X(j)) = α(e4 − e5)− (vi − vj)(X

(i) −X(j)).

On the other hand, for q ∈ {1, 2, 3} we observe (XP(ij)v)q = (vj − vi)(xqi − xqj) 6= 0. This contradicts
XP(ij)v ∼ Xv = α(e4 − e5) because the latter vector has only two nonzero coordinates. Therefore, this
case is impossible.

Case 2. vi = vj . Consider arbitrary λ > 0 and u = v − λ(ei − ej), w = v + λ(ei − ej). Observe that

etu = etw = etv = 0. In addition,











ui = vi − λ = vj − λ = wj ;

uj = vj + λ = vi + λ = wi;

uq = wq = vq, if q 6= i, j.

That is, u = P(ij)w.

Therefore, Xu ∼ Xw. Moreover,

{

Xu = Xv − λ(X(i) −X(j));

Xw = Xv + λ(X(i) −X(j)).

Finally, for any λ > 0 we have α(e4 − e5) − λ(X(i) − X(j)) ∼ α(e4 − e5) + λ(X(i) − X(j)). Then
(X(i) −X(j))4 = 0 by Lemma 5.12, a contradiction.

The following simple observation allows us to refine the lemma above in Corollary 5.15.

Lemma 5.14. Let v ∈ R
n and v ∼ −v. Then the number of the nonzero coordinates of v is even.

Proof. As v ∼ −v, the number of the positive coordinates of v and −v coincides. That is, the number of
the positive coordinates of v coincides with the number of the negative coordinates of v. It follows that
the number of the nonzero coordinates of v is even.
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Corollary 5.15. Let X ∈ Mn, n ≥ 5, satisfy (0).

Then either X = X(1)et, or there exists α > 0 such that X(i) −X(j) ∼ α(e1 − e2) for any i, j ∈ N .

Proof. Consider the columns X(1) and X(2). According to Lemma 5.13, the vector X(1) −X(2) can have
at most three nonzero coordinates. On the other hand, X(1)−X(2) ∼ X(2)−X(1) by Corollary 5.5. Then
it follows from Lemma 5.14 that either X(1) = X(2), or the vector X(1) −X(2) has exactly two nonzero
coordinates.

If X(1) = X(2), then X = X(1)et by Corollary 5.7.

Assume that X(1)−X(2) has exactly two nonzero coordinates. By Corollary 5.6 et(X(1)−X(2)) = 0 and
thus X(1) −X(2) ∼ α(e1 − e2) for some α > 0.

Finally, by Lemma 5.4, α(e1 − e2) ∼ X(1) −X(2) ∼ X(i) −X(j).

We can generalize the result above to smaller matrices.

Lemma 5.16. Let X ∈ Mn, n ≥ 3, satisfy (0).

Then either X = X(1)et or there exists α > 0 such that X(i) −X(j) ∼ α(e1 − e2) for any i, j ∈ N . In
particular, in the latter case any two different columns X(i), X(j) have distinct values in exactly two rows.

Proof. Due to Corollary 5.15 we only need to consider n = 3 and n = 4.

Observe that X(1)−X(2) ∼ X(2)−X(1) by Corollary 5.5. Therefore Lemma 5.14 states that the number
of nonzero coordinates in X(1) −X(2) is even. Note also that etX(1) = etX(2) by Corollary 5.6.

If X(1) = X(2), then X = X(1)et by Corollary 5.7. If X(1) −X(2) has exactly two nonzero coordinates,
then X(1) −X(2) ∼ α(e1 − e2) for some α > 0. Moreover, by Lemma 5.4, we obtain that X(i) −X(j) ∼
X(1) −X(2) ∼ α(e1 − e2).

Assume thatX(1)−X(2) has four nonzero coordinates. Naturally, this can only happen if n = 4. Therefore
X(1)−X(2) has no zero coordinates. Then by Lemma 5.4 there are no zero coordinates in X(i)−X(j) for
any distinct i, j ∈ N . Therefore the entries x11, x12, x13 and x14 are distinct. Without loss of generality,
assume that x11 < x12 < x13 < x14.

As X(i) − X(j) ∼ X(k) − X(l) for any distinct i, j ∈ N and any distinct k, l ∈ N , the distinct values
x11−x14 < x11−x13 < x11−x12 < x12−x11 < x13−x11 < x14−x11 must be the entries of X(1)−X(2).
But this contradicts n = 4.

5.1 Matrices satisfying (α)

Consider the following property of a matrix X ∈ Mn.

Definition 5.17. A matrix X ∈ Mn satisfies condition (α), if there exists α > 0 such that X(i)−X(j) ∼
α(e1 − e2) for any distinct i, j ∈ N .

Lemma 5.16 states that if X ∈ Mn, n ≥ 3, satisfies (0) and X 6= X(1)et, then X satisfies (α). In this
section, we are going to characterize all square matrices satisfying (α). As we shall see in Theorems 5.22
and 5.25, this property is very similar to preserving majorization for the zero sum vectors.

Lemma 5.18. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (α). Then etX(i) = etX(j) for any i, j ∈ N .

Proof. Observe that et(X(i) −X(j)) = et(α(e1 − e2)) = 0.

Next we show that in every row of X there are at most two distinct values.

Lemma 5.19. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (α). Then for any i ∈ N there are at most two distinct entries in
X(i).

Proof. Assume that for some i, j, k, l ∈ N we have xij < xik < xil. In this case, xil − xij and xik − xij

are distinct positive numbers. But this contradicts X(l) −X(j) ∼ X(k) −X(j) ∼ α(e1 − e2).
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The following technical lemma shows that for some fixed columns k, l,m the situation xik 6= xil = xim

can only happen in one row of X .

Lemma 5.20. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (α). Assume that there are i ∈ N and distinct k, l,m ∈ N such that
xik 6= xil = xim. Then xjk ∈ {xjl, xjm} for any j ∈ N , j 6= i.

Proof. Assume that xjk 6= xjl, xjm. Then, by Lemma 5.19, xjl = xjm. As X satisfies (α), xik 6= xil and
xjk 6= xjl, we obtain that xqk = xql for any q ∈ N , q 6= i, j. Similarly, xqk = xqm for any q ∈ N , q 6= i, j.
It follows that X(l) = X(m) and X(l) −X(m) = 0, a contradiction.

The lemma below provides the key feature of matrices satisfying (α).

Lemma 5.21. Let X ∈ Mn satisfy (α). Then in every row X(i) of X at least n− 1 of the n entries are
equal.

Proof. By Lemma 5.19 in every row ofX there are at most two distinct entries. For n ≥ 3 this immediately
proves the required result.

Let n ≥ 4. Assume the contrary, that, without loss of generality, x11 = x12 6= x13 = x14. The vector
X(1) − X(2) has exactly two nonzero coordinates. Without loss of generality, we may assume that

x21 6= x22 and x31 6= x32. Then X =











x11 x11 x13 x13 · · ·
x21 x22 · · ·
x31 x32 · · ·
...











.

Applying Lemma 5.20 to rows 1, 2 and columns 1, 3, 4 we obtain that either x21 = x23 or x21 = x24.
Similarly, applying that lemma to the same rows and to columns 2, 3, 4 we obtain that either x22 = x23

or x22 = x24.

Permuting, if necessary, columns X(3) and X(4) we obtain X =











x11 x11 x13 x13 · · ·
x21 x22 x21 x22 · · ·
x31 x32 · · ·
...











. Observe

that X(1) and X(4) have distinct values in rows 1, 2. Therefore x31 = x34. Similarly, X(2) and X(3) have
distinct values in rows 1, 2. Therefore x32 = x33.

It follows that X =











x11 x11 x13 x13 · · ·
x21 x22 x21 x22 · · ·
x31 x32 x32 x31 · · ·
...











and

X(1) −X(2) = (x21 − x22)e2 + (x31 − x32)e3 ∼ X(3) −X(4) = (x21 − x22)e2 + (x32 − x31)e3.

But this is impossible since x32 − x31 6= 0.

The following theorem characterizes square matrices satisfying (α). In the next section we will show that
this essentially characterizes linear operators preserving majorization for the zero sum vectors.

Theorem 5.22. Let X ∈ Mn. Then X satisfies (α) if and only if X = vet+λP for some λ 6= 0, v ∈ R
n

and P ∈ P (n).

Proof. Assume that X satisfies (α).

First of all, note that due to Lemma 5.21 in every row of X at least n− 1 of the n entries coincide. Let
us call the other entries ‘unique’. In other words, an entry xij of X(i) is unique if xij 6= xi1 = . . . =
xi,j−1 = xi,j+1 = . . . = xin. There are at most n unique entries in all of X . Note that, in general, the
unique entries of different rows do not have to be distinct.

By Lemma 5.20, no column of X can have more than one unique entry. On the other hand, if there are
two columns X(j1), X(j2) without unique entries, then X(j1) − X(j2) = 0, which contradicts Condition
(α).
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If there is only one column X(j1) without unique entries, then any other column X(j2) must have exactly
one unique entry. But in this case the vectorX(j1)−X(j2) has exactly one nonzero entry, which contradicts
Condition (α).

Finally, we conclude that there is exactly one unique entry in every column of X . Combining this with
the fact that in every row there is at most one unique entry, we obtain that there exists P ∈ P (n) such
that xij is unique if and only if pij = 1.

Let v ∈ R
n be such that vi is the non-unique entry value of X(i), i ∈ N . That is, xij = vi for any i, j ∈ N

with pij = 0.

Consider D = X − vet. Recall that by Lemma 5.18 etX = (etX(1))et. Then etD = etX − etvet =
et(X(1) − v)et = λet, where λ = et(X(1) − v).

By the definitions of v and P we obtain that dij 6= 0 if and only if pij = 1. Then for any i, j ∈ N with
pij = 1 we obtain dij = (etD)j = λ. Therefore D = λP .

Finally, X = vet + λP . In addition, λ 6= 0, because otherwise X(1) = X(2), which contradicts (α).

Now to prove the converse, assume that X = vet + λP for some λ 6= 0, v ∈ R
n and P ∈ P (n). Then

X(i) −X(j) = λ(P (i) − P (j)) ∼ λ(e1 − e2).

5.2 Characterization of linear operators preserving majorization for the zero

sum vectors

In this section, we characterize linear operators preserving majorization on 0
n. We start by proving the

following sufficient condition.

Lemma 5.23. Let φ be a linear operator on R
n given by [φ] = vet + λP for some v ∈ R

n, λ ∈ R and
P ∈ P (n).

Then φ preserves majorization on 0
n.

Proof. Let a, b ∈ 0
n with a � b.

Then φ(a) = veta+ λPa = λPa. Dually, φ(b) = λPb. It follows that φ(a) � φ(b).

Before providing the general characterization, we treat the case n = 2 separately.

Lemma 5.24. Let φ be a linear operator on R
2. Then φ preserves majorization on 0

2 if and only if
[φ] = vet + λP for some v ∈ R

2, λ ∈ R and P ∈ P (2).

Proof. Assume that φ preserves majorization on 0
n. Then X = [φ] satisfies (0) by Lemma 5.3. It follows

that etX(1) = etX(2) by Corollary 5.6. It means that x22 = x11 + x21 − x12 and

X =

(

x11 x12

x21 x11 + x21 − x12

)

=

(

x12

x21

)

(1 1) + (x11 − x12)I.

Lemma 5.23 concludes the proof.

Theorem 5.25. Let φ be a linear operator on R
n. Then φ preserves majorization on 0

n if and only if

[φ] = vet + λP for some v ∈ R
n, λ ∈ R and P ∈ P (n).

Proof. The case n = 2 was settled in Lemma 5.24. Thus we only consider n ≥ 3.

Assume that φ preserves majorization on 0
n. Then X = [φ] satisfies (0) by Lemma 5.3. By Lemma 5.16,

one of the following holds:

1. X = X(1)et = X(1)et + 0I.

2. X satisfies (α). In this case, [φ] = X = vet+λP for some v ∈ R
n, λ 6= 0 and P ∈ P (n) by Theorem

5.22.

Lemma 5.23 concludes the proof.
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Operators in Theorem 5.25 provide a better understanding of the nature of Ando’s operators, see Theorem
1.5. The two types of Ando’s operators are just particular cases of the natural general structure vet+λP

that describes linear preservers of majorization on 0
n. Namely, Ando’s operators of the first type are

obtained by letting λ = 0, while Ando’s operators of the second type are obtained by letting v = γe for
some γ ∈ R.

6 Linear operators preserving strong majorization for column

stochastic matrices

In this section we give a complete characterization of linear operators preserving strong majorization for
column stochastic matrices. We consider a standard decomposition of a linear operator on Mn,m into m2

linear operators on R
n.

Definition 6.1. For a linear operator Φ on Mn,m we consider its decomposition into m2 linear operators

Φj
i , i, j ∈ M on R

n:

Φ(X) =

(

m
∑

j=1

Φj
1(X

(j)) . . .
m
∑

j=1

Φj
m(X(j))

)

.

This is a standard decomposition, but for the sake of completeness, we provide the following

Lemma 6.2. The decomposition of Φ into operators Φj
i always exists and it is unique. Namely, Φj

i (v) =
Φ(vetj)ei for any v ∈ R

n.

Proof. For any i, j ∈ M consider Φj
i , defined by Φj

i (v) = Φ(vetj)ei. Then, due to the linearity of Φ, we
obtain

Φ(X) =

m
∑

j=1

Φ(X(j)etj) =

(

m
∑

j=1

Φ(X(j)etj)
(1) . . .

m
∑

j=1

Φ(X(j)etj)
(m)

)

=

(

m
∑

j=1

Φj
1(X

(j)) . . .
m
∑

j=1

Φj
m(X(j))

)

,

which gives the desired decomposition.

On the other hand, consider an arbitrary decomposition

Φ(X) =

(

m
∑

j=1

Φj
1(X

(j)) . . .
m
∑

j=1

Φj
m(X(j))

)

.

Then for any v ∈ R
n and any i, j ∈ M we have

Φ(vetj)ei =
(

Φj
1(v) . . . Φj

m(v)
)

ei = Φj
i (v).

Therefore, the decomposition is unique.

Assume that Φ preserves strong majorization for column stochastic matrices. As it turns out, we cannot
say that each Φj

i preserves majorization for probability distributions. An analogous reduction was possible
from preservers of strong majorization to preservers of vector majorization, see [16, Theorem 2]. Also,
from preservers of strong majorization for (0, 1)-matrices to majorization for (0, 1)-vectors, see [12, Lemma
5.5]. The same approach fails here, because it relies on matrices with exactly one nonzero column, see
[16]. For m > 1 these matrices are not column stochastic and the operator Φ does not have to preserve
majorization for such matrices. We shall indeed see in Example 7.1 that Φj

i does not necessarily preserve
majorization for probability distributions.

However, we will discover that every Φj
i preserves majorization for the zero sum vectors. This will be

shown in Section 6.1. Moreover, in the following lemma we show that the operators
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k do preserve

majorization on 1
n. Recall that due to Theorem 4.5 this is equivalent to preserving vector majorization

in general.
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Lemma 6.3. Let Φ be a linear operator on Mn,m preserving strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m. Then

m
∑

j=1

Φj
k

preserves vector majorization for any k ∈ M.

Proof. Consider arbitrary a, b ∈ 1
n with a � b. Let A = aet, B = bet. Then A �s B. Therefore

Φ(A) �s Φ(B), as A,B ∈ Ωcol
n,m. In particular, Φ(A)(k) � Φ(B)(k).

Further, Φ(A)(k) =
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k(A

(j)) = (
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k)(a). Dually, Φ(B)(k) = (

m
∑

j=1

Φj
k)(b). Then (

m
∑

j=1

Φj
k)(a) �

(
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k)(b). It follows that

m
∑

j=1

Φj
k preserves majorization on 1

n. Finally,
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k preserves vector ma-

jorization by Theorem 4.5.

6.1 Every Φj

k preserves majorization on 0
n

We start by observing that the necessary condition in Lemma 5.3 is actually sufficient.

Lemma 6.4. Let φ be a linear operator on R
n. Then φ preserves majorization on 0

n if and only if
φ(a) ∼ φ(Pa) for every a ∈ 0

n and every P ∈ P (n) .

Proof. The necessity follows from Lemma 5.3. We only need to prove the sufficiency.

Assume that φ(x) ∼ φ(Px) for any x ∈ 0
n and P ∈ P (n). Consider arbitrary a, b ∈ 0

n with a � b. Our
goal is to prove that φ(a) � φ(b). Observe that a = Qb for some Q ∈ Ωn by Theorem 1.2.

On the other hand, by Theorem 1.1,

Q = λ1P1 + . . . λkPk for some (λ1 . . . λk)
t ∈ 1

k and P1, . . . , Pk ∈ P (n).

It follows that a =
k
∑

i=1

λiPib.

Due to the conditions on φ we obtain that for any i ∈ {1, . . . , k} there exists P ′
i ∈ P (n) such that

φ(Pib) = P ′
iφ(b). Therefore, φ(a) = (

k
∑

i=1

λiP
′
i )φ(b).

As (λ1, . . . , λk)
t ∈ 1

k, we conclude that
k
∑

i=1

λiP
′
i ∈ Ωn and thus φ(a) � φ(b). Finally, φ preserves vector

majorization on 0
n.

In Lemma 6.6 and Corollary 6.7 we provide new sufficient conditions for preserving majorization on 0
n.

The following technical lemma allows us to do so.

Recall that a+ denotes the sum of the positive entries of a ∈ R. That is, a+ =
n
∑

i=1

max(ai, 0).

Lemma 6.5. Let s ∈ R
m, X ∈ Mm,n be such that s + Xa ∼ s + XPa holds for any a ∈ 0

n with
0 < a+ ≤ 1 and any P ∈ P (n).

Then Xa ∼ XPa holds for any a ∈ 0
n with 0 < a+ ≤ 1 and any P ∈ P (n).

Proof. If s = λe for some λ ∈ R, then s+Xv ∼ s+XPv is equivalent to Xv ∼ XPv for any v ∈ R
n and

X ∈ Mm,n.

Thus in the following, we may assume that s 6= λe. That is, max(s) > min(s). Let I = {i ∈ M : si =
max(s)}. Observe that 1 ≤ |I| < m.

We prove the lemma by induction on m. For m = 1 the result is trivial, as it is a particular case of
s = λe. Assume that the result is proved for all k < m.

Consider arbitrary a ∈ 0
n with a+ ≤ 1 and P ∈ P (n). Let us show that Xa ∼ XPa.

Let us choose a sufficiently large N ∈ N such that N > max
i

|(XPa)i| and N > max
i

|(Xa)i|. Let us

choose M ∈ N such that M ≥ 1 and (max(s)− sq)M > 2N for any q ∈ M \ I.
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Observe that 1
M
a, 1

M
Pa ∈ 0

n and, since M ≥ 1, ( 1
M
a)+ ≤ 1. Hence s+ 1

M
Xa ∼ s+ 1

M
XPa.

Consider arbitrary i ∈ I and q ∈ M \ I. Then

(s+
1

M
XPa)i = max(s) +

1

M
(XPa)i ≥ max(s)−

N

M
.

On the other hand,

(s+
1

M
XPa)q = sq +

1

M
(XPa)q ≤ sq +

N

M
.

At the same time, max(s)− N
M

− (sq +
N
M
) = (max(s)− sq)−

2N
M

> 0 by the choice of M . It follows that
(s+ 1

M
XPa)i > (s+ 1

M
XPa)q. Similarly, (s+ 1

M
Xa)i > (s+ 1

M
Xa)q.

Consider again the equivalence

s+
1

M
Xa ∼ s+

1

M
XPa (1)

By proven above, the |I| largest entries of the left hand side and the right hand side are located in the
same rows, namely, the rows indexed by I.

Therefore Equivalence (1) remains true when restricted to I. That is,

sI + (
1

M
Xa)I ∼ sI + (

1

M
XPa)I . (2)

But sI = max(s)e. As a consequence, Relation (2) is equivalent to

(Xa)I ∼ (XPa)I (3)

Thus we obtain s + Xa ∼ s + XPa and (s + Xa)I ∼ (s + XPa)I . It follows that (s + Xa)M\I ∼
(s+XPa)M\I . Recall that a ∈ 0

n with 0 < a+ ≤ 1 and P ∈ P (n) are arbitrary.

In other words, the equality
(s+Xa)M\I ∼ (s+XPa)M\I

holds for any a ∈ 0
n with 0 < a+ ≤ 1 and any P ∈ P (n). As 1 ≤ |I|, we obtain that |M \ I| < m.

Therefore the induction hypothesis is satisfied for sM\I and XM\I . Thus (Xa)M\I ∼ (XPa)M\I .
Combining this with Equivalence (3) we obtain that Xa ∼ XPa.

This allows us to prove the following sufficient condition.

Lemma 6.6. Let φ be a linear operator on R
n. Let s ∈ R

n. Assume that s+ φ(a) ∼ s+ φ(Pa) for any
a ∈ 0

n with 0 < a+ ≤ 1 and any P ∈ P (n). Then φ preserves majorization on 0
n.

Proof. Let X denote [φ]. Then s+Xa ∼ s+XPa for any a ∈ 0
n with 0 < a+ ≤ 1 and any P ∈ P (n).

Therefore, by Lemma 6.5, φ(a) = Xa ∼ XPa = φ(Pa) also holds for any a ∈ 0
n with 0 < a+ ≤ 1 and

any P ∈ P (n).

Let us prove that φ(b) ∼ φ(Pb) for any b ∈ 0
n and any P ∈ P (n).

If b = 0, then φ(b) = φ(Pb) = 0 for any P ∈ P (n).

Let b ∈ 0
n, b 6= 0. Then there is at least one positive entry in b. Therefore b+ > 0 and we can consider

a = 1
b+

b. Observe that a ∈ 0
n and a+ = 1. Then φ(a) ∼ φ(Pa) for any P ∈ P (n). On the other hand,

φ(a) ∼ φ(Pa) if and only if φ(b) ∼ φ(Pb).

Finally, φ(b) ∼ φ(Pb) for any b ∈ 0
n and any P ∈ P (n). By Lemma 6.4 this is equivalent the fact that φ

preserves majorization on 0
n.

We now present a refinement of the previous lemma.

Corollary 6.7. Let φ be a linear operator on R
n. Let s ∈ R

n. Assume that s + φ(a) ∼ s + φ(Pa) for
any a ∈ 0

n with 0 < a+ ≤ 1
n
and any P ∈ P (n). Then φ preserves vector majorization on 0

n.
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Proof. Consider arbitrary b ∈ 0
n with b+ ≤ 1. Let a = 1

n
b. Then a ∈ 0

n and a+ ≤ 1
n
. As a consequence,

s+φ(a) ∼ s+φ(Pa). But then ns+φ(b) ∼ ns+φ(Pb). As b ∈ 0
n was arbitrary with b+ ≤ 1, we obtain

that φ preserves majorization on 0
n by Lemma 6.6.

Assume that Φ preserves strong majorization for column stochastic matrices. The next theorem shows
that any sum of Φj1

k , . . . ,Φjr
k is a preserver of majorization on 0

n. This is the main result of this subsection.

Theorem 6.8. Let a linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserve strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m.

Consider arbitrary k ∈ M and arbitrary distinct j1, . . . , jr ∈ M.

Then
r
∑

q=1
Φ

jq
k preserves majorization on 0

n.

Proof. Consider arbitrary a ∈ 0
n with a+ ≤ 1

n
. Observe that |ai| ≤ 1

n
for any i ∈ N . Let A =

1
n
J + a

r
∑

q=1
etjq . Then etA = et and A ≥ 0 due to the choice of a. That is, A ∈ Ωcol

n,m.

Consider arbitrary P ∈ P (n). As A ∼s PA, it must be that Φ(A) ∼s Φ(PA). In particular, Φ(A)(k) ∼
Φ(PA)(k).

Let s =
m
∑

q=1
Φq

k(
1
n
e). Observe that

Φ(A)(k) =

m
∑

q=1

Φq
k(A

(q)) =

m
∑

q=1

Φq
k(

1

n
e) +

r
∑

q=1

Φ
jq
k (a) = s+ (

r
∑

q=1

Φ
jq
k )(a).

Similarly, Φ(PA)(k) =
m
∑

q=1
Φq

k(PA(q)) =
m
∑

q=1
Φq

k(
1
n
Pe) +

r
∑

q=1
Φ

jq
k (Pa) = s+ (

r
∑

q=1
Φ

jq
k )(Pa).

Therefore, we have shown that s+ (
r
∑

q=1
Φ

jq
k )(a) ∼ s+(

r
∑

q=1
Φ

jq
k )(Pa) for any a ∈ 0

n with a+ ≤ 1
n
and any

P ∈ P (n).

Finally, the linear operator (
r
∑

q=1
Φ

jq
k ) preserves vector majorization on 0

n by Corollary 6.7.

As a particular case of Theorem 6.8 for r = 1 we obtain the following

Corollary 6.9. Let a linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserve strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m. Then Φj

k

preserves vector majorization on 0
n for any k, j ∈ M.

6.2 Permutation matrices of Φj

k coincide

We start by showing that for a fixed k we can take the same permutation matrix in every Φj
k. The key

idea is to use the fact that due to Theorem 6.8 and Corollary 6.9, the operators Φi
k, Φ

j
k and Φi

k + Φj
k

have a similar form. The next lemma shows that this is almost enough to give the required result.

Lemma 6.10. Let X,Y ∈ Mn. Assume that X = vet + λ1P1, Y = wet + λ2P2 and X + Y = set + λP

for some v, w, s ∈ R
n, λ1, λ2, λ ∈ R, λ1 6= 0 and P1, P2, P ∈ P (n). Then one of the following holds.

1. There exist w′ ∈ R
n and λ′

2 ∈ R such that Y = w′et + λ′
2P1;

2. n = 3, λ1 = λ2 and P1 + P2 ≤ J .

Proof. If λ2 = 0, then Y = wet+λ2P1. If P1 = P2, then there is nothing left to prove. Therefore, assume
that λ2 6= 0 and P1 6= P2.

If n = 2, then P2 = J − P1. It follows that Y = wet + λ2(J − P1) = (w + e)et − λ2P1.

Now assume that n ≥ 3. Consider the equation vet + λ1P1 + wet + λ2P2 = set + λP . If follows that
(v + w − s)et = λP − λ1P1 − λ2P2.
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In particular, the columns of λP − λ1P1 − λ2P2 are equal. There are two possibilities:

Case 1. v + w − s = 0. In this case, λP = λ1P1 + λ2P2. As λ1, λ2 6= 0, it follows that P1 = P2.

Case 2. v+w−s 6= 0. However, there are at most three nonzero entries in every row of λP−λ1P1−λ2P2.
Thus n ≤ 3, which means that n = 3.

As v + w − s 6= 0, there must be a row without zero entries in λP − λ1P1 − λ2P2. On the other hand,
the columns of λP − λ1P1 − λ2P2 are equal. It means that λ = −λ1 = −λ2.

Therefore (v+w− s)et = λ(P +P1+P2). Then P1 +P2 ≤ J . Indeed, otherwise (P1+P2)ij = 2 for some
1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. This would mean that not all entries of (P + P1 + P2)(i) are equal.

The next lemma shows that for a fixed k we can take the same permutation matrix in every Φj
k.

Lemma 6.11. Let a linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserve strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m.

Let k ∈ M. Then there exist P ∈ P (n) such that for any j ∈ M

[Φj
k] = vjet + λjP, for some vj ∈ R

n and λj ∈ R.

Proof. By Corollary 6.9 every Φj
k preserves vector majorization on 0

n. Then for any j ∈ M there exist

vj ∈ R
n, λj ∈ R and Pj ∈ P (n) such that [Φj

k] = vjet + λjPj . We only need to prove that we can take
the same permutation matrix Pj for any j ∈ M.

If λ1 = . . . = λm = 0, then the result is trivial. Assume that λi 6= 0 for some i ∈ M.

Consider arbitrary j ∈ M, j 6= i. According to Theorem 6.8, the linear operator Φi
k + Φj

k preserves
vector majorization on 0

n. Then, by Theorem 5.25, there exist s ∈ R
n, λ ∈ R and P ∈ P (n) such that

[Φi
k +Φj

k] = [Φi
k] + [Φj

k] = set + λP .

Then, according to Lemma 6.10, there are two possibilities. The first is that [Φj
k] = wet + λ′

jPi for some
w ∈ R

n and λ′
j ∈ R, which is what we need. The second is that n = 3, λi = λj and Pi+Pj ≤ J . In order

to conclude the proof, we show that the latter is impossible.

Denote x =
m
∑

q=1
vq + ( 1

n

∑

r 6=i,j

λr)e. If m = 2, the latter sum is just 0.

Consider an arbitrary permutation l1, l2, l3 of 1, 2, 3. Define A ∈ Mn,m by











A(i) = el1 ;

A(j) = el2 ;

if m > 2: A(r) = 1
n
e, for r 6= i, j.

Observe that A ∈ Ωcol
n,m.

Then

Φ(A)(k) =

n
∑

q=1

Φq
k(A

(q)) =
1

n

∑

r 6=i,j

(vre
t + λrPr)e + (vie

t + λiPi)el1 + (vje
t + λiPj)el2 =

=

m
∑

q=1

vq +
1

n

∑

r 6=i,j

λrPre+ λi(Piel1 + Pjel2) = x+ λi(Piel1 + Pjel2).

Similarly, Φ(P(l2l3)A)
(k) = x + λi(Piel1 + Pjel3). Recall that l1, l2, l3 were an arbitrary permutation of

1, 2, 3. Then as A ∼s P(l2l3)A, we conclude that the equivalence

x+ λi(Piel1 + Pjel2) ∼ x+ λi(Piel1 + Pjel3) (4)

holds for any distinct l1, l2, l3 ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

Let x′ = 1
λi
P−1
i x. Then after multiplying by 1

λi
P−1
i Equivalence (4) becomes

x′ + el1 + P−1
i Pjel2 ∼ x′ + el1 + P−1

i Pjel3 . (5)
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Choose l1 such that max(x′) = x′
l1
. Observe that P−1

i Pjeq 6= eq for any q ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Indeed, otherwise

Pjeq = Pieq, which contradicts Pi + Pj ≤ J . Thus el1 6= P−1
i Pjel1 . Therefore we can choose l2 so that

P−1
i Pjel2 = el1 . In addition, it means that P−1

i Pjel3 = el2 .

Therefore Equation (5) becomes
x′ + 2el1 ∼ x′ + el1 + el2 .

But max(x′ + 2el1) = max(x′) + 2, while max(x′ + el1 + el2) ≤ max(x′) + 1, a contradiction.

Finally, we have shown that only the first option provided by Lemma 6.10 is possible, which is what was
required.

As it was shown in Lemma 6.3,
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k preserves vector majorization. According to Theorem 1.5, there

are two types of such operators. In Lemma 6.13 we show that if some Φj
k has a nontrivial permutation

component, we can always assume the second type of Ando’s operators with the same permutation matrix.
First, we make the following observation.

Lemma 6.12. Let s ∈ R
n. If s + eg − eh ∼ s + P (eg − eh) holds for any P ∈ P (n) and any g, h ∈ N ,

then s = λe for some λ ∈ R.

Proof. Assume that there is no λ ∈ R such that s = λe. Then max(s) > min(s).

Let us choose g such that sg = max(s). Let us choose P ∈ P (n) such that Peg = ew, where sw = min(s).

If follows that max(s+eg−eh) = max(s)+1, while max(s+P (eg−eh)) < max(s)+1, a contradiction.

Lemma 6.13. Let a linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserve strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m.

Assume that for some j1, k ∈ M

[Φj1
k ] = vet + γP for some v ∈ R

n, γ ∈ R and P ∈ P (n).

If γ 6= 0, then

[
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k] = αJ + βP for some α, β ∈ R.

Proof. By Lemma 6.3
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k preserves vector majorization. According to Theorem 1.5 there are two

possibilities

Case 1. [
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k] = set for some s ∈ R

n. We will show that s = λe for some λ ∈ R.

Consider A = 1
n
J + 1

n
(eg − eh)e

t
j1
, where g, h ∈ N are arbitrary distinct indices. Observe that A ∈ Ωcol

n,m.

Then Φ(A)k =
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k(

1
n
e) + Φj1

k ( 1
n
(eg − eh)) = s+ γ

n
P (eg − eh).

Similarly, for any R ∈ P (n) we have Φ(RA)(k) = s+ γ
n
PR(eg − eh).

But as Φ preserves strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m, we obtain that

s+
γ

n
P (eg − eh) ∼ s+

γ

n
PR(eg − eh).

Multiplying by n
γ
P−1, we get

n

γ
P−1s+ (eg − eh) ∼

n

γ
P−1s+R(eg − eh).

By Lemma 6.12, n
γ
P−1s = λe for some λ ∈ R. It follows that s = γλ

n
e and

[

m
∑

j=1

Φj
k] =

γλ

n
J + 0P.
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Case 2. [
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k] = αJ + βQ for some α, β ∈ R and Q ∈ P (n).

If β = 0, or Q = P , then there is nothing to prove. Assume that β 6= 0 and Q 6= P . If n = 2, then

Q = J − P and [
m
∑

j=1

Φj
k] = (α+ β)J − βP .

Assume that n ≥ 3. Then by Lemma 6.11 there exist P ′ ∈ P (n), v1, . . . , v
m ∈ R

n and λ1, . . . , λm ∈ R

such that
[Φj

k] = vjet + λjP
′, for any j ∈ M.

Observe that [Φj1
k ] = vet + γP = vj1et + λj1P

′.

It follows that (v − vj1 )et = λj1P
′ − γP . Recall that γ 6= 0. The columns of the left hand side are equal.

Hence, the columns of the right hand side are equal, which given n > 2 means that P ′ = P .

Therefore, [Φj
k] = vjet + λjP, for any j ∈ M. It follows that αJ + βQ = (

m
∑

j=1

vj)et + (
m
∑

j=1

λj)P . That is,

(αe −
m
∑

j=1

vj)et = (

m
∑

j=1

λj)P − βQ.

Here β 6= 0 and n > 2 and as before, we come to the conclusion that Q = P .

We have shown that for a fixed k the permutation matrices of Φj
k coincide. It remains to show that the

same permutation matrix can be used for all k. We start with the following observation that will allow
us to do so.

Lemma 6.14. Let P ∈ P (n), n ≥ 3 be such that

(eg − eh | P (eg − eh)) ∼
s
(

eg − eh | Q−1PQ(eg − eh)
)

for any g, h ∈ N and Q ∈ P (n). (6)

Then P = I.

Proof. Assume that P 6= I. Then there exist distinct q, r ∈ N such that Peq = er. Consider Equivalence
(6) for g = q, h = r and Q = P(rs), where s 6= q, r. Note that P(rs)PP(rs)eq = P(rs)Peq = es and
P(rs)PP(rs)er = P(rs)Pes.

As a consequence, we obtain

(eq − er | er − Per) ∼
s
(

eq − er | es − P(rs)Pes
)

.

Observe that the left-hand side matrix contains a row (−1 | 1), while the right-hand side does not, a
contradiction.

Finally, we show that we can assume that the permutation matrices of all Φj
k coincide, which is the goal

of this subsection.

Lemma 6.15. Let a linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserve strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m.

Then there exists P ∈ P (n) such that for every i, j ∈ M

[Φj
i ] = v

j
i e

t + λ
j
iP for some v

j
i ∈ R

n, and λ
j
i ∈ R.

Proof. By Lemma 6.11 for any i ∈ M there exists Pi ∈ P (n) such that

[Φj
i ] = v

j
i e

t + λ
j
iPi, for some v

j
i ∈ R

n and λ
j
i ∈ R.

We only need to prove that we can always take P1 = . . . = Pm. Once again, in case n = 2 we can freely
choose permutation matrices. Assume that n ≥ 3.

If λj
i = 0 for all j ∈ M, then we can freely choose any permutation matrices in operators Φj

i .
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Assume that Pi1 6= Pi2 , while λ
j1
i1

6= 0 for some j1 ∈ M and λ
j2
i2

6= 0 for some j2 ∈ M. There are two
possibilities.

Case 1. There exists j1 ∈ M such that λj1
i1
, λ

j1
i2

6= 0.

Consider arbitrary g, h ∈ M and Q ∈ P (n). Let A = 1
n
((eg − eh)e

t
j1

+ J). Observe that A ∈ Ωcol
n,m. In

addition, QA = 1
n
(Q(eg − eh)e

t
j1
+ J).

As A ∼s QA, we obtain Φ(A) ∼s Φ(QA). In particular, (Φ(A))(i1 ,i2) ∼s (Φ(QA))(i1,i2).

Due to Lemma 6.13, we have
m
∑

j=1

[Φj
i1
] = αi1J+βi1Pi1 and

m
∑

j=1

[Φj
i2
] = αi2J+βi2Pi2 for some αi1 , αi2 , βi1 , βi2 ∈

R.

Therefore

Φ(A)(i1) =

m
∑

j=1

Φj
i1
(A(j)) =

1

n
(Φj1

i1
(eg − eh) +

m
∑

j=1

Φj
i1
(e)) =

1

n
(vj1i1 e

t(eg − eh) + λ
j1
i1
Pi1(eg − eh) + αi1ne+ βi1e) =

= (αi1 +
1

n
βi1)e+

1

n
λ
j1
i1
Pi1 (eg − eh).

Similarly,

Φ(A)(i2) = (αi2 +
1

n
βi2)e+

1

n
λ
j1
i2
Pi2 (eg − eh);

Φ(QA)(i1) = (αi1 +
1

n
βi1)e+

1

n
λ
j1
i1
Pi1Q(eg − eh);

Φ(QA)(i2) = (αi2 +
1

n
βi2)e+

1

n
λ
j1
i2
Pi2Q(eg − eh).

Due to Lemma 3.2, we can dispense with (αi1+
1
n
βi1)e and (αi2+

1
n
βi2)e in (Φ(A))(i1 ,i2) ∼s (Φ(QA))(i1,i2).

As a consequence, we obtain

(

1
n
λ
j1
i1
Pi1 (eg − eh)

1
n
λ
j1
i2
Pi2 (eg − eh)

)

∼s
(

1
n
λ
j1
i1
Pi1Q(eg − eh)

1
n
λ
j1
i2
Pi2Q(eg − eh)

)

.

Recall that λj1
i1
, λ

j1
i2

6= 0. Then, due to Corollary 2.4 we can get rid of the coefficients to obtain

(

Pi1(eg − eh) Pi2 (eg − eh)
)

∼s
(

Pi1Q(eg − eh) Pi2Q(eg − eh)
)

.

Let us multiply both sides by P−1
i1

and after that multiply the right-hand side by Q−1. Thus we obtain

(

eg − eh P−1
i1

Pi2(eg − eh)
)

∼s
(

eg − eh Q−1P−1
i1

Pi2Q(eg − eh)
)

.

Note that this equivalence holds for any g, h ∈ M and any Q ∈ P (n). Then, by Lemma 6.14, P−1
i1

Pi2 = I,
which contradicts Pi1 6= Pi2 .

Case 2. There does not exist j ∈ M such that λj
i1
, λ

j
i2

6= 0. However, there exist j1, j2 ∈ M such that

λ
j1
i1
, λ

j2
i2

6= 0. In this case, λj2
i1

= λ
j1
i2

= 0. This case is very similar to the previous one. We just take

A = 1
n
((eg − eh)(e

t
j1
+ etj2) + J) to get the same relations as in Case 1.

For example,

Φ(A)(i1) =
m
∑

j=1

Φj
i1
(A(j)) =

1

n
(Φj1

i1
(eg − eh) + Φj2

i1
(eg − eh) +

m
∑

j=1

Φj
i1
(e))

=
1

n
(vj1i1 e

t(eg − eh) + λ
j1
i1
Pi1(eg − eh) + v

j2
i1
et(eg − eh) + λ

j2
i1
Pi1(eg − eh) + αi1ne+ βi1e) =

= (αi1 +
1

n
βi1)e +

1

n
λ
j1
i1
Pi1(eg − eh).

Similarly,

23



Φ(A)(i2) = (αi2 +
1

n
βi2)e+

1

n
λ
j2
i2
Pi2 (eg − eh);

Φ(QA)(i1) = (αi1 +
1

n
βi1)e+

1

n
λ
j1
i1
Pi1Q(eg − eh);

Φ(QA)(i2) = (αi2 +
1

n
βi2)e+

1

n
λ
j2
i2
Pi2Q(eg − eh).

The rest is identical to the case above and leads to Pi1 = Pi2 .

6.3 Characterization

Lemma 6.15 already leads to a strong necessary condition.

Theorem 6.16. Let a linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserve strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m. Then

Φ(X) =
m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))Sj + PXR for some S1, . . . , Sm ∈ Mn,m, R ∈ Mm and P ∈ P (n).

Proof. By Lemma 6.15, there exists P ∈ P (n) such that for every i, j ∈ M

[Φj
i ] = v

j
i e

t + λ
j
iP for some v

j
i ∈ R

n, and λ
j
i ∈ R.

For every j ∈ M let Sj =
(

v
j
1 . . . vjm

)

∈ Mn,m.

Define R ∈ Mm by rij = λi
j .

Then

Φ(X) =

(

m
∑

j=1

Φj
1(X

(j)) . . .
m
∑

j=1

Φj
m(X(j))

)

=

(

m
∑

j=1

v
j
1e

tX(j) +
m
∑

j=1

λ
j
1PX(j) . . .

m
∑

j=1

vjmetX(j) +
m
∑

j=1

λj
mPX(j

=

(

m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))vj1 . . .
m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))vjm

)

+

(

m
∑

j=1

λ
j
1PX(j) . . .

m
∑

j=1

λj
mPX(j)

)

=

m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))
(

v
j
1 . . . vjm

)

+ P

(

m
∑

j=1

λ
j
1X

(j) . . .
m
∑

j=1

λj
mX(j)

)

=

m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))Sj + PXR.

Remark 6.17. Let Φ(X) =
m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))Sj + PXR for some S1, . . . , Sm ∈ Mn,m, R ∈ Mm and P ∈

P (n). If A ∈ Ωcol
n,m, then Φ(A) =

m
∑

j=1

Sj + PAR.

As we shall see next, this condition is not sufficient.

Corollary 6.18. Let a linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserves strong majorization on Ωn,m and

Φ(X) =
m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))Sj + PXR for some S1, . . . , Sm ∈ Mn,m, R ∈ Mm and P ∈ P (n).

If R 6= 0, then
m
∑

j=1

Sj = evt for some v ∈ R
m.

Proof. Let S =
m
∑

j=1

Sj . If R = 0, then there is nothing to prove. Consider aribitrary l ∈ M with R(l) 6= 0.

Let k ∈ M such that rkl 6= 0. For arbitrary g, h ∈ N and Q ∈ P (n) define A = 1
n
(P−1(eg − eh)e

t
k + J)

and B = 1
n
(P−1Q(eg − eh)e

t
k + J). As A,B ∈ Ωcol

n,m and A ∼s B, we conclude that Φ(A) ∼s Φ(B).
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Due to Remark 6.17, Φ(A) = S + PAR = S + 1
n
((eg − eh)R(k) + JR). Dually, Φ(B) = S + 1

n
(Q(eg −

eh)R(k) + JR). By Corollary 3.3 we obtain

S + (eg − eh)R(k) ∼
s S +Q(eg − eh)R(k) (7)

Considering the j-th column of (7) we obtain S(l) + rkl(eg − eh) ∼s S(l) + rklQ(eg − eh). As rkl 6= 0 and
g, h,Q are arbitrary, we can apply Lemma 6.14 and conclude that S(l) = vle for some vl ∈ R.

It remains to show that S(j) = vje for any j ∈ M with R(j) = 0. Multiplying (7) by el+ej (multiplication
on the right by the same matrix preserves majorization) we obtain S(l) + S(j) + rkl(eg − eh) ∼s S(l) +
S(j) + rklQ(eg − eh). As S

(l) = vle, the latter is equivalent to S(j) + rkl(eg − eh) ∼s S(j) + rklQ(eg − eh).
Same as before, this means that S(j) = vje for some vj ∈ R.

Finally, R 6= 0 implies S = e(v1 . . . vm).

The following is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 6.19. A linear operator Φ on Mn,m preserves strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m if and only if the

following holds:

Φ(X) =

m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))Sj + PXR for some S1, . . . , Sm ∈ Mn,m, R ∈ Mm and P ∈ P (n).

Moreover, if R 6= 0, then
m
∑

j=1

Sj = evt for some v ∈ R
m.

Proof. The necessity was proven in Corollary 6.18. It just remains to prove that the linear operator of
this form does preserve strong majorization on Ωcol

n,m. If R = 0, then the result follows from Theorem

2.10. Assume that R 6= 0. Then
m
∑

j=1

Sj = evt for some v ∈ R
m.

Consider arbitrary A,B ∈ Ωcol
n,m. Then Φ(A) = evt + PAR and Φ(B) = evt + PBR.

Assume that A �s B. Then PAR � PBR by Theorem 2.10. By Lemma 3.2 it follows that Φ(A) �s

Φ(B).

Remark 6.20. Naturally, Theorem 4.5 is a particular case of Theorem 6.19 for m = 1.

7 Conclusion and outlook

In Section 3 we have shown that majorization can always be reduced to the column stochastic matrices.
Despite that, restriction to column stochastic matrices provides a richer structure of linear preservers, as
follows from Section 6. The following example illustrates that.

Example 7.1. Consider a linear operator Φ(X) on M2 defined by Φ(X) = (etX(1) − etX(2))I +X.

Then Φ(C) = C for any C ∈ Ωcol
2 .

On the other hand, consider, for example A =

(

1 0
0 0

)

and B =

(

0 0
1 0

)

. Clearly, A ∼s B. However,

Φ(A) =

(

2 0
0 1

)

and Φ(B) =

(

1 0
1 1

)

. It follows that Φ does not preserve strong majorization, since

Φ(B) 6�s Φ(A).

This example also shows that the components of a linear preserver of strong majorization for column
stochastic matrices (see the remarks after Lemma 6.2) do not, in general, preserve majorization for
probability distributions.

Take, for example, Φ1
1(v) = Φ(vet1)e1 = ((etv)I + vet1)e1 =

(

2v1 + v2
v2

)

. This operator does not preserve

majorization for probability distributions, since Φ1
1(

(

1
0

)

) =

(

2
0

)

6� Φ1
1(

(

0
1

)

) =

(

1
1

)

.
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We conclude with a list of open problems:

• Characterization of linear preservers of strong majorization on Ωn.

• Characterization of linear preservers of other types of majorization on Ωcol
n,m and Ωn.

• Following our observation at the end of Section 5, one could ask the following question:

What is the meaning of the form

Φ(X) =

m
∑

j=1

(etX(j))Sj + PXR for some S1, . . . , Sm ∈ Mn,m, R ∈ Mm and P ∈ P (n),

appearing in Theorem 6.16?

By Corollary 6.18 these operators are not linear preservers of strong majorization on Ωcol
n,m. What

are they?

Once again, this is the most natural construction that encompasses both types of operators pre-
serving strong majorization, see Theorem 2.10. Similarly to the vector case, these operators pre-
serve strong majorization for the ”zero column-sum matrices”. Indeed, Φ(X) = PXR, whenever
etX = 0t.

Does this form completely characterize linear preservers of strong majorization for the ”zero column
sum matrices”, or do other preservers exist?

Acknowledgments. The author is grateful to Prof. Alexander Guterman for interesting and valuable
discussions on the topic of linear preservers.
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