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NEW INEQUALITIES FOR INTERPOLATIONAL OPERATOR MEANS

SHIGERU FURUICHI, HAMID REZA MORADI AND MOHAMMAD SABABHEH

(Communicated by J. Mic¢i¢ Hot)

Abstract. The main goal of this article is to present several refinements and reverses of well
known operator inequalities. These inequalities include operator means, operator monotone
functions, operator log-convex functions and positive linear maps.

Among many other results, we show that forany 0 < o, < 1,

f(AVaB) < f ((AVaB) VpA) taf ((AVaB) VgB) < f (A) taf (B)

whenever f is a non-negative operator log-convex function, A,B € % (.%) are positive opera-
tors, and 0 < o, B < 1. Further, we consider some inequalities of Ando’s type, and prove that if
@ is a positive linear map, then

D (AﬁaB) <o ((AﬁaB) ﬁﬁA) fa® ((AﬁorB) ﬁ/}B) < q)(A) fa® (B) :

Many other refinements and reverses are shown by invoking ideas related to the so called inter-
polational operator means.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

We denote the set of all bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space 7 by
P (). An operator A € A () is said to be positive (denoted by A > 0) if (Ax,x) >
0 for all non zero x € J7 .

The axiomatic theory for connections and means for pairs of positive operators
has been studied by Kubo and Ando [11]. A binary operation ¢ defined on the cone of
positive operators is called an operator mean if for A,B > 0,

(i) Iol =1, where I is the identity operator;
(i) C*(AoB)C < (C*AC)o (C*BC), NC € B(H);

(iii) A, | A and B, | B imply A,06B,, | AGB, where A, | A means that A} > A;...
and A, — A as n — oo in the strong operator topology;

@iv)
A<B & C<D = AcC<BoD,vYC,D>0. (1.1)
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For a symmetric operator mean o (in the sense that AGB = BGA), a parametrized
operator mean Oy (o € [0,1]) is called an interpolational path for ¢ (or Uhlmann’s
interpolation for o) if it satisfies

(c1) AopB = A (here we recall the convention T° = I for any positive operator 7'),
Ao1B =B, and AG%B =AO0B,;

(¢2) (AGuB)0 (A0gB) =AG4.5B forall o, € [0,1];
2
(c3) the map a € [0, 1] — AcB is norm continuous for each A and B.
It is straightforward to see that the set of all y € [0, 1] satisfying
(AGaB) Oy (AGl;B) :AG(l_y)a_H,l;B, (1.2)
for all o, is a convex subset of [0, 1] including 0 and 1. Therefore (1.2) is valid for
all a,B,y€[0,1] (see [7, Lemma 1]).
An example of typical interpolational means the so-called power means
1
11 _1o NN\
AmyB = A (5 (1+ (A ' BA z) )) AY —1<o<l

and their interpolational paths are [8, Theorem 5.24],

v
Ay B = A ((1 —a)l+ a(A’%BA’%> )
In particular, we have

AmyoB=AVgB = (1—0)A+aB,
1 _1 _LI\® 1
Amo7aB:AtiaB::A2<A ' BA z) AL

Am_1 4B=AlgB:= (A"'VB) .

These are called the weighted arithmetic, weighted geometric, and weighted harmonic
means respectively. It is well-known that

AlyB<A8gB<AVyB, 0< o<1, (1.3)

In [5], Aujla et al. introduced the notion of operator log-convex functions in the
following way: A continuous real function f : (0,e0) — (0,0) is called operator log-
convex if

f(AVeB) < f(A)taf(B), 0<a<] (1.4)

for all positive operators A and B. After that, Ando and Hiai [2] gave the following
characterization of operator monotone decreasing functions.
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LEMMA 1.1. Let f be a continuous non-negative function on (0,e). Then the
following conditions are equivalent:

(a) f is operator monotone decreasing;
(b) f is operator log-convex;

(c) f(AVB) < f(A)of(B) for all positive operators A, B and for all symmetric
operator means o .

In Theorem 2.1 below, we provide a more precise estimate than (1.4) for operator
log-convex functions. As a by-product, we improve both inequalities in (1.3). Addi-
tionally, we present a refinement and two reverse inequalities for the triangle inequality.

Our main application of Theorem 2.1 is a subadditive behavior of operator mono-
tone decreasing functions. Recall that a concave function (not necessarily operator
concave) f : (0,00) — [0,0) enjoys the subadditive inequality

fla+b) < fla)+f(b), ab>0. (L.5)

Operator concave functions do not enjoy the same subadditive behavior. However,
in [3] it was shown that an operator concave function f : (0,00) — (0,0) satisfies the
norm version of (1.5) as follows

Hr A+ B[ <[IlF(A)+ f(B)II], (1.6)

for positive matrices A,B and any unitraily invariant norm ||| |||. Later, the authors
in [6] showed that (1.6) is still valid for concave functions f : (0,00) — (0,00) (not
necessarily operator concave).

We emphasize that (1.6) does not hold without the norm. We refer the interested
reader to [15], where additional assumption implies (1.6) without the norm and to [9]
for a reversed version of (1.6). In [4], it is shown that an operator monotone decreasing
function f : (0,e0) — (0,00) satisfies the subadditive inequality

f(A+B) < f(A)Vf(B), (L.7)

for the positive matrices A, B.

In Corollary 2.1, we present multiple refinements of (1.7).

The celebrated Ando inequality asserts that if @ is a positive unital linear map on
PB(H) and A,B € B (H°) are positive operators, then

D (AfoB) < D(A)f,®(B), 0<a<l. (1.8)

Recall that, a linear map @ : B(¢) — HB () is positive if @ (A) is positive whenever
A is positive. In Section 3, we improve and extend this result to Uhlmann’s interpolation
Oup (0< 0, B< 1),

A reverse of (1.8) has been shown in [13, Theorem 4] as follows

(M/m)* +(m/M)*
2

D (A) 1P (B) < ( )@(AﬁB% (1.9)
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whenever A,B € % () are two positive operators such that mA < B < MA for some
scalars 0 <m < M, and @ is a unital positive linear map. In compliance with the theme
of this article, we present a refinement of (1.9) as follows

@ (A) 1D (B)
<3 / (M)~ 5 (@ (4) 10 (B) £ (B)) + (Mim) * (D (A) 10 (B)) 5@ (4))]

. ((M/mﬁ;(m/M)%)q,(AﬁB)_

2. On the operator log-convexity

We begin our main results with a refinement of (1.4), as follows.

THEOREM 2.1. Let A,B € B () be positive operators and 0 < oo < 1. If f:
(0,00) — (0,00) is an operator monotone decreasing function, then

f(AVaB) < f((AVaB) V/BA) ﬁaf((AVaB) V/BB) < f(A) ﬁaf(B)a (2.1
Jorany 0 < B < 1.

Proof. Assume f is operator monotone decreasing (equivalently, operator-log
convex by Lemma 1.1). The following useful identity is easily verified:

AVyB = ((AV4B)VgA) Vo ((AVeB) VgB), (2.2)
which follows from (1.2) with A = AV(B and B = AVB. Then we have
f(AVeB) = f (((AVaB)VA) Ve ((AVeB) VgB))

< f((AVaB)VgA) to f ((AVeB) VgB) (2.3)
<(f(AVaB ti/sf )) to (f (AVaB)tpf(B)) (2.4)
< ((f(A) Eaf (B)) #pf(A)) ta ((f (A) faf (B)) 8 f(B)) (2.5)
= ((f(A) taf (B) g (f(A)tof (B))) ta ((f (A)faf (B))fp (f(A>ﬁ1f(B(>2>)6)
=f(A)8u-p)arpaf (B) (2.7)
=f(A)taf(B),

where the inequalities (2.3), (2.4) and (2.5) follow directly from the log-convexity as-
sumption on f together with (1.1), the equalities (2.6) and (2.7) are obtained from the
property (cl) and (1.2), respectively. This completes the proof. [

As promised in the introduction, we present the following refinement of Aujla
inequality (1.7), as a main application of Theorem 2.1.
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COROLLARY 2.1. Let A,B € B () be positive operators. If f: (0,00) — (0,00)
is an operator monotone decreasing function, then

f(A+B) < f(3AVB)ﬁ f(AV3B)
< f(24)87(2B)
fQRA)Vf(2B)
f(A)VS(B).

Proof. In Theorem 2.1, let o = 8 = % and replace (A,B) by (2A,2B). This im-
plies the first and second inequalities immediately. The third inequality follows from
the second inequality in (1.3), while the last inequality follows from the properties of
operator means and the fact that f is operator monotone decreasing. [

//\ //\/

REMARK 2.1. Let A,B € () be positive operatorsand 0 < ¢ < 1. If fisa
function satisfying

f(AVaB) <f ((AVaB) V[}A) faf ((AVaB) VBB) ) (2.8)
for 0 < B < 1, then f is operator monotone decreasing. This follows by taking 8 =1

in (2.8) and equivalence of (a) and (b) in Lemma 1.1 above.

COROLLARY 2.2. Let A,B € B () be positive operators. If g : (0,00) — (0,00)
is operator monotone increasing, then

g(AVyB) > ¢ ((AVaB) VﬁA) fog ((AVaB) VﬁB) > g(A)tag(B),
forany 0 < a,B <1
Proof. 1t was shown in [2] that operator monotonicity of g is equivalent to oper-

ator log-concavity (g (AVyB) = g(A)fxg (B)). The proof goes in a similar way to the
proof of Theorem 2.1. [

REMARK 2.2. In [2, Remark 2.6], we have for non-negative operator monotone
decreasing function f, and any operator mean ¢ and A,B > 0,

F(AV4B) < f(A)laf(B) < f(A)of(B), 0<a<L. (2.9
Better estimates than (2.9) may be obtained as follows, where 0 < o, 3 < 1
f(AVeB) = f (((AVaB)VA) Vi, ((AVB) VgB))
< f((AVaB)VgA) lof ((AVaB) VB)

<(f(AVaB [3f ) ( AVaB ﬁf B))

<((F(A) af (B) 1pf(A)) ta (£ (A) oS (B)) 1 (B))

= (£ (4)1af (B)) 15 (F(A)'0f(B))) ta ((f (A) taf (B)) g (f(A) 1/ (B)))
=fA)a-pas+paf (B)

:f(A) !af(B)

<f(A)of(B).
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In the following we improve the well-known weighted operator arithmetic-geometric-
harmonic mean inequalities (1.3).
THEOREM 2.2. Let A,B € B () be positive operators. Then
AloB < ((AfaB)2pA) la ((AfaB) tpB)
SAfoB
< ((AﬁocB) ﬁﬁA) Vo ((AﬁocB) ﬁ/}B)
< AVOCB7
for0< o, B < 1.

Proof. 1t follows from the proof of Theorem 2.1 that

AfoB = ((AflaB)tpA) fa ((AfaB)ipB), 0<o,B <L (2.10)
Thus, we have
AfoB = ( Aﬁa ﬁﬁA) fa ((AﬁaB) ﬁ/}B)
< ((AtaB)tpA) Vo ((AfaB)tpB) (2.11)
< ((AVaB)VA) Vo ((AVaB) VgB) (2.12)
= ((AVaB) Vg (AV(B)) Vi ((AV4B) Vg (AVB))
=AV,B, (2.13)

where in the inequalities (2.11) and (2.12) we used the weighted operator arithmetic-
geometric mean inequality and the equality (2.13) follows from (1.2). This proves the
third and fourth inequalities.

As for the first and second inequalities, replace A and B by A~! and B~!, respec-
tively in

AﬁaB < ((AﬁaB) ﬁﬁA) Va ((AﬁaB) ﬁ/}B) < AVOCBa

which we have just shown. Then take the inverse to obtain the required results (thanks
to the identity A~'#o B! = (Ati,B)~!). This completes the proof. [J

REMARK 2.3. We notice that similar inequalities maybe obtained for any sym-
metric mean o, as follows. First, observe that if ¢, 7 are two symmetric means such
that 0 < 7, thentheset 7T = {r: 0 <7< 1and o; < 7} is convex. Indeed, assume
t1,tp € T. Then for the positive operators A, B, we have

Ao+ B= (Ao, B)o(Aoy,B)
2
< (A7, B)t(At,B)
= ATM B,
2
where we have used the assumptions ¢ < 7 and #1,#, € T. This proves that T is convex,

and hence T = [0, 1] since 0,1 € T, trivially. Thus, we have shown that if ¢ < 7 then
Ou < Tg, forall 0 < o < 1. Now noting that

AcyB = ((AcuB)0pA) 64 ((AGyB)0RB)
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and proceeding as in Theorem 2.1, we obtain

F(AVaB) < f ((AVaB)VpA) Ouf (AVaB)VgB) < f(A)0uf (B),  (2.14)

for any 0 < B < 1 and the operator log-convex function f. This provides a more
precise estimate than (¢) in Lemma 1.1 above.
On the other hand, proceeding as in Theorem 2.2, we obtain

A0yB < ((AcuB)0pA) Vi ((A0wuB)0gB) < AVB, (2.15)

observing that 6, < V. This provides a refinement of the latter basic inequality.

In the next result, we aim to provide a more precise estimate than (1.9).

COROLLARY 2.3. Let A,B € B () be positive operators such that mA < B <
MA for some scalars 0 <m < M, and let ® be a positive linear map. Then

®(A) 10 (B)

< %/01 (M)~ (@ (4) 20 (B)) 1 (B)) + (Mm) * (@ (4) 4 (B)) 5@ (4)) |

. ((M/m)ﬁ*;(m/M)A*)q)(AﬁB).

1
Proof. Tt follows from the assumption /m < (A’%BA’%> : <M, so

0< ((A—%BA—%)é - \/r71> (\/A_/I— (atBa~1) 5) .
This implies that
(\/M+ \/rZ> (A*%BA*%f > VMm+ A IBA"E.
Multiply both sides by A? so that
(\/A_/I+ W)AﬁB > VMmA + B.

Thus,

(VM + /) @ (a1B)

> V/Mm® (A) + ®(B)

> (VMm® (4) 10 (B)) 1@ (B) + (VMm® (4) 10 (B) ) v/ Mm (4)

1t 1+

= (Mm) = (@ (A)§(B)) 1 (B)) + (Mm) + ((®(A) 1D (B)) ;P (A))
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thanks to Theorem 2.2. Consequently,

<\/A7 +y/m
2(Mm)?
> 3 [m) 5 (@(4) 20 (8)) 1 (B) + (M) (@ (4) 10 (B) 50 (4)
= ®(A)1D(B).
Integrating over ¢ from O to 1, yields
(\/M +y/m
2(Mm)?

)@Mw)

) @ (AtB)

>%Aﬁ@hﬁﬁ«@mm¢w»m®w»+umm%«@MW@W»m®“”Pﬁ
(A) @ (B).

1 1
The proof is then completed by noting that \/M+\/;? = M/m)* ;(m/ MPE O
2(Mm) 4
Taking into account (2.2), it follows that
A+B=0A+(1—o)(AVB)+aB+ (1 —a)(AVB).

As a consequence of this inequality, we have the following refinement of the well-
known triangle inequality
|4+ B < [|A[l+[IB]-

COROLLARY 2.4. Let A,B € B (). Then, for oo € R,
1A+ Bl < [l0A + (1 = &) (AVB)|| + [aB + (1 — a) (AVB) || < [|A]| + [| B -

REMARK 2.4. Using Corollary 2.4, we obtain the reverse triangle inequalities

1
1A= 11B]l < 5 (I4V-a(2B)[| + AV« (2B)]| - 2[|B]l) < |4 - B,

and

1BIl = [[A[l < 5 (I1BV - (24)[| + [[BV«(24) [ = 2[|A]]) < |4 = B,

N —

where AV B := (1 — o)A + oB for positive operators A,B € Z () and o € R.

3. A glimpse at the Ando inequality

In this section, we present some versions and improvements of the Ando inequality
(1.8).
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THEOREM 3.1. Let A,B € B (H) be positive operators and ® be a unital posi-

tive linear map. Then for any 0 < o, < 1,
D (AfoB) < @ ((AfoB) pA) ta® ((AfaB)ipB) < @(A) e ®(B).  (3.1)

In particular,

zlAjﬁaBj < (Z /ﬁaB ﬁ[}A ) fa (Z (Ajﬁoch) ﬁ[}B./')
j=

(80)e(0)

Proof. We omit the proof of (3.1) because it is proved in a way similar to that of
(2.1) in Theorem 2.1. Now, if in (3.1) we take @ : M, (C) — M; (C) defined by

X1,1
() =X171+...+Xn7n7
Xnn
and apply @ to A =diag(Ay,...,A,) and B=diag(By,...,B,), we get (3.2). O

(3.2)

WME

In the following, we present a more general form of (3.1).

THEOREM 3.2. Let A,B € B () be positive operators and ® be a unital pos-
itive linear map. Then we have the following inequalities for Uhlmann’s interpolation
Ogp and 0 < o<1,

® (Ac,pB) < @ ((AoyB) 0p (AGyB)) 0o ® ((AcyB) 0 (AG1B))
< ®(A) 5D (B).

Proof. From (1.2), we obviously have
((AcyB) o (AGyB)) O ((ACeB) 03 (AG1B))

= (AGu(1-p)B) 0 (ACu(1-p)45B)
== AGaB.

Now, the desired result follows directly from the above identities. [J

REMARK 3.1. From simple calculations, we have the following inequalities for

positive operators A,B € % (), a unital positive linear map @, and 0 < ., f3,7,6 <
1 ’

((AceB)op ((AcyB))) 04® ((AcyB) 03 ((ACsB)))
(A) O (1-p)+B((1—a)y+as) P (B) -

D (AC(1-B)+B((1-0)y+08)B) < P

<D
(3.3)

Apparently, (3.3) reduces to (3.1) when y=0, 6 =1, 04 = fi and op =1tgp-
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