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RIEMANN SUMS FOR SELF-ADJOINT OPERATORS

J. ROOIN, A. ALIKHANI AND M. S. MOSLEHIAN

(Communicated by J.-C. Bourin)

Abstract. This paper focuses on Riemann sums for the functional calculus of bounded self-
adjoint operaors. We first obtain some monotonicity properties of operator convex functions.
Using these results we then refine an operator Hermite—Hadamard type inequality. Finally we
extend the Alzer and Bennet inequalities to operators on Hilbert spaces.

1. Introduction and preliminaries
Alzer’s inequality [3] states that

T

n_ [t DT
n+1 -\ ayrtli

(1.1

where r is a real number and n is a positive integer, in other words, the sequence of
Riemann sums { % ha (’%)r} of the function x” is decreasing for r > 0 and increasing
for r < 0. This is equivalent with

N <m+D)X " r=0
nZir
<n+l)

i=1 > (n+1) Y r<o.

Actually, this inequality has been implicitly discovered in 1975 by Jan van de Lune [1].
The proof of Alzer in the case of r > 0 uses some techniques combined with Stirling’s
inequality and is rather complicated. Sandor [17] gave an easy proof of the Alzer in-
equality by using the Cauchy mean value theorem and mathematical induction. Several
mathematicians have provided elementary proofs and extensions of this inequality; see
[9, 6, 11, 2] and the references cited therein.

In 1992, Bennet [4] proved the inequality

% < n+l1 >
(n—l—l) ?zlir X 2 r/l
A (1.2)
ny i

> r<l

)
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or equivalently,

r .
< (2) ' nElirr<0orr>1

(n+1)

'M=

1

bl () nxlin o<r<l.
Clearly if r < 1, Bennet’s inequality (1.2) is a refinement of Alzer’s inequality (1.1),
while if » > 1 Bennet’s inequality (1.2) is a converse of Alzer’s inequality (1.1); see also
[16]. The aim of this paper is to extend the Alzer and Bennet inequalities to inequalities
for operators.

Throughout the paper, let B(.##") denote the C*—algebra of all bounded linear
operators acting on a complex Hilbert space (47, (-,-)) and I be the identity operator.
In the case where dim %7’ = n, we identify B(.#’) with the full matrix algebra .#,(C)
of all n x n matrices with entries in the complex field C. An operator A € B(¢) is
called positive if (Ax,x) > 0 holds for every x € 5 and then we write A > 0. If A is
positive and invertible, we write A > 0. For self-adjoint operators A, B, we say A < B
if B—A > 0. A continuous real valued function f defined on an interval J is called
operator monotone if A < B implies that f(A) < f(B) for all self-adjoint operators A, B
with spectrain J. A function f is said to be operator convex on J if

FAA+(1=A)B) <Af(A)+(1-2)f(B)

forall A,B € B(.s¢) with spectrain J and all A € [0,1]. A function f is called operator
concave if —f is operator convex.

The Lowner—Heinz Inequality asserts that f(x) =x" (0 < r < 1) is operator mono-
tone on [0, ). For more information on operator inequalities see [10] and [5].

2. A refinement of an operator Hermite—Hadamard inequality

In this section we present some monotonicity properties of operator convex func-
tions and refine the operator Hermite—Hadamard inequality.

THEOREM 2.1. Let f:J — R be an operator convex function and A,B be self-
adjoint operators with spectra in J. Then for eachn=1,2,---,

1l B A 1 B—A

n-l-ZZf( +1) n+12f<A+l n ) @0
B—A 1l B—A

;;f(A—f—z +1><n+1i§f<A+zn+2>. (2.2)

If f is operator concave, all inequalities are reversed.

Proof. Put
B—A

" =A+ti <I—Z>A+ B (i=0,1,-m n=1,2,--").
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(n)

Due to J is a convex set, the spectrum of C; is contained in J. We observe that

(n+1) i m  ntl—i @ :
C = C C 1<i<n).
’ a0 Usisy

Since f(¢) is operator convex we obtain

n i n n+1—i n .
£(c! +1>)<n+1f(c.<_>1)+ — £y (1<i<n). (2.3)

By summing up (2.3) from i = 1 to i = n we deduce that

Zf n+1

//\

n+1

L n " n+1—1i n
P TACEIEDY £c
i= i=1
(my g ntl
C.
,-:on+ f( , )+i:21

Now by adding f(A) and f(B) to both sides of the above inequality we get

n+2 n—|—2 n+2"< ,,
A
—l-lf( )+n—|—1 n—i—lz‘f

zf ")+ f(A) + £(B) <

Consequently

n+1
n+1 n+2 n
Ef n+lzf

from which we derive (2.1). To prove (2.2), we consider the following convex combi-
nation

" 1—i i—1 .

Since f(¢) is operator convex function on J, we have

n+1—1 (n

fc™) < i

1

. T”>+%f(c<"“)> (1<i<ntl). (4

Again by summing up (2.4) from i =1 to i =n+ 1 we obtain

n+1 1n+1 n+ll_1 n+l)

S rict < 5 e 5
nJrll_l

:ian n+1 +Z—f n+1)
i=0

— e+ 3 (T ) )

n
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Therefore we have

or equivalently

n—1 . n—132& "
> AE") <=3 ")
i=1 i=1

Now by changing n by n+ 1 we get (2.2).
If f is operator concave, apply (2.1) and (2.2) for operator convex function —f.
For a convex function f on [a,b], the double inequality

f<a;b> - a/ £(0) )+f()

is known as the Hermite—Hadamard inequality. It gives us an estimation of the mean
value of the convex function f. There is an extensive amount of literature devoted to
this inequality, which has many applications. Interestingly, each of two sides of the
Hermite—Hadamard inequality characterizes convex functions.

Let f be an operator convex function on an interval J of the real line and A,B be
self-adjoint operators with spectra in J. An operator version of the Hermite—Hadamard
inequality reads as follows

f<A+B /f (1—1)A+1B)dr < M. 2.5)

Recently, Dragomir [8] presented the following generalization of the above operator
Hermite—Hadamard inequality:

(5 A ()

< /Olf((l —1)A+1B)dt

_1 [f<A+B>+f(A)+f(B)} < fA)+f(B)

) 2 2 2

For other recent refinements of operator Hermite—Hadamard inequality see [13]. We
should remark that there is a gap in the proof of Theorem 3.6 of [13]. In the proof, the
unitary U should be different for each 7. The following result gives a refinement of the
operator Hermite—-Hadamard inequality (2.5).

COROLLARY 2.2. Let f:J — R be an operator convex function on J and let
A, B be self-adjoint operators with spectra in J. Then

f(#) Zf <A+zB Jj) < /Olf((l —1)A+1B)dt

2f< BnA><f(A)12Lf(B) (mn=1,2,-). (2.6)

\n—i—l
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If f is operator concave, all inequalities are reversed.

Proof. Since f is continuous, we have

Zf<A+zB A) :/OIf((l—t)A—HB)dt.

It follows from inequality (2.1) that

/Olf((l—t)A—FtB) i <A+anA) i

lim
n—eo 41

Also

lim —2f<A—|—l _}j) :/Olf((l—t)A—HB)dt.

m—oo ;M

Inequality (2.2) yields that

i <A+zB _:;) </1f((l—t)A—|—tB)dt (m=1,2,---).

i=1

1
m

In the sequel, suppose that f :J — R is a real-valued function on J, and A, B are two
self-adjoint operators with spectra contained in J. Let us set

:;Zf<A+zB A) and :lnzlf<A+z A)

PROPOSITION 2.3. Let f:J — R be an operator convex function on J and let
A, B be self-adjoint operators with spectra in J. Then for each n =1,2,---,

1
Snr1+ n(nt2) (Spi1—f(A) S < Spy1 + o) (f(B) = Suy1) 2.7

and | |
o1+ w12 (Tiy1 = f(B)) < Ty < Ty + ) (f(A) = Ty1). (2.8)

In the case that f is operator concave, all inequalities in (2.7) and (2.8) are reversed.
Proof. Put Cl.( " = =A+i%4 Then
nS,+f(4) =¥ (") (2.9)

and
n+1

(n+1)Su1+ f(A Ef cmhy (2.10)
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Putting (2.9) and (2.10) in inequality (2.1) we get

(1 )Sa1+ S A) < — (18,4 F4)).

A straightforward computation yields the first inequality of (2.7). To prove the second
inequality of (2.7) we observe that

(n+1)Sus1 — Zf cmh) (2.11)
and
n+1 n+2
(n+2)Sp12— f( Ef (2.12)

Substituting (2.11) and (2.12) in inequality (2.2) we get

(D2~ £(B)). (2.13)
If n =1 equality holds in the right hand side of (2.7). If n > 2 by changing n by n—1
in (2.13) and again by simplifying the above inequality we reach the second inequality
of (2.7). The double inequality (2.8) can be established in a similar manner.

In the next result we give an operator version of [2, Theorem 2].

()81~ (B) <

COROLLARY 2.4. Let f : [0,00) — R is bounded below and operator concave.

Let A,B be self-adjoint operators with spectra in [at,) such that A < B. Then for
eachn=1,2,---,

St < S T < Ty (2.14)

Proof. 1t follows from [10, Theorem 1.15] that f is operator monotone. The
monotonicity of f implies that

f((l—%>A+k ) f(B) (i=0,1,--3k=1,2,---).
Therefore for each k=1,2,---

= %lﬁlf(q" Zf((l - —) éB) < %lﬁlf(B) =f(B). (2.15)

Considering (2.15) and the second reversed inequality of (2.7) we obtain

1
Sn _Sn+l = n_2 (f(B) _Sn+l)) = 07
which yields the first inequality of (2.14). Similarly note that
T, < f(B) (k=1,2,--),

whence from the first reversed inequality of (2.8)

ﬁ(ﬂm—nm >0,

which yield the second inequality of (2.14).

Tn+l - Tn 2
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3. Operator extensions of Alzer and Bennet inequalities

In this section we obtain some operator versions of the Alzer and Bennet inequal-
ities.

COROLLARY 3.1. (i) Ifeither A\ B>20and 1 <r<2orA;B>0and —1<r<
0, then

(n+1)2<n>r by AL iR o
nY (n+1=i)A+iB) <(n+1)Y ((n—i)A+iB)", (3.1

nn+2) \n+1 = =
2 w1\ N o
(n+1)Y ((n+1—i)A+iB) < <n+2> nY ((n+2—i)A+iB) (3.2)
i=1 i=1
and
A+B\r 1 B—-A\" !
ATBY LS (4 </ 1 —1)A+1BY dr
(55 <mg (1+i51) < w-nasam
1 & B—A\" A +B
< A+i < n=12--). :
ngo i ) 5 (mn ) (3.3)

(ii) If A,B>0 and 0 < r < 1, then all above inequalities are reversed.

Proof. From [10, Corollary 1.16] the power function " on [0,0) is operator con-
vex if 1 < r < 2 and operator concave if 0 < r < 1. In addition, " is operator convex
on (0,00) if —1 < r < 0. Now the assertion follows from Theorem 2.1 and Corollary
2.2.

COROLLARY 3.2. If 1 <r<2and A,B >0, then

n n+1 ) o %
—— (nZ((n—I—l—z)A—f—lB))

i=0

< <1+n(n1+2)): (n:il) (ntig((nﬁLl—i)AﬁLiB)r)%

1
;

< ((n+ 1)i (n— i)A+iB)’>

i=0
and

1
;

A/
=
_|_
=
M=

T
~i—
S | S
+|+
DN | =
/N
S
3
+
—_

((n+1—i)A+iB)’> < ((n+2—i)A+iB)’>



1122 J. ROOIN, A. ALIKHANI AND M. S. MOSLEHIAN

Moreover

1

(%i <A+if1:i>r> % < (/01 (1 —t)A+zB)’dt) '

1

1 & B—A\"\"
< A+i n=12,--).
(i (2)) e

Proof. Since 0 < % < 1, by Lowner—Heinz Theorem (see also [14] and references

L1, . .
therein) ¢+ is operator monotone. Now the assertion follows by taking (1)—th root

from each sides of (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3). '

REMARK 3.3. () If 1 <r<2,putA=0and B=1in (3.1) and (3.2) to get

1 N
no N (g 1 < (n+ 138 i gn—l—l. (3.4)
n-+1 n+1 n(n+2) ”2?:11 ir n+2

The left inequality is a refinement of Alzer’s inequality (1.1) and the right one is Ben-
net’s inequality (1.2).
IfO0<r<1,set A=0 and B =1 in the reversed of (3.1) and (3.2) to reach

1 1
n . r i
n—|—1< (n+1)X0 i <" (i 1
n+2 nytlir n+1 n(n+2)

which is Bennet’s inequality (1.2) and a converse of Alzer’s inequality (1.1).

Finally if —1 < r <0, by taking B = [ and by letting A — 0 in (3.2) we get
Bennet’s inequality (1.2).

These show that indeed Corollaries 3.1 and 3.2 are some operator generalizations
of numerical Alzer and Bennet inequalities (1.1) and (1.2) in the special case of —1 <
r<22.

@) If 1 <r <2 (respectively 0 < r < 1), by taking A =0 and B =1 in (the
reversed form of) (3.3) and by changing m by n, we get (the reversed form of) the
following estimations

r 1 n 17’
mtl) gD s, (3.5)
r+1 = r+1

\g

If —1 <r <0 taking B =1 and tending A — 0, we get only the right hand of (3.5).

REMARK 3.4. Chen et al. [7, Corollary 1] used the convexity or concavity to-
gether with the monotonicity property of the power function ¢” to deduce

1 1
(n+112?;11i’ ’g n_ (n+1)zl;;1ir ’ 3.6)
nyi i n+1 nyihlir
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for any real number r > 0. The right inequality is Alzer’s inequality (1.1).
Changing n by n— 1 in the right hand of (3.4) we can easily seen thatif 1 <r<2,
then (3.4) is equivalent to

1
naii ) A
<("‘”2?’=1i’> <”+1<<(n+1>z:’+llr> | G7)

This shows that both inequalities in (3.7) are stronger than (3.6). In the case 0 < r < 1,
we get a similar conclusion.

~I—

COROLLARY 3.5. If A,B >0, then
1 & A 1 —A
log ( A log ( A
n—|—220g< i +1> +12°g< +i )
1 n+1 —A
-1 A 1 A 3.8
() S d)

i=1

as well as
A+B 1 & B—
10g<%> Zlog<A+z ) /log (1—1)A+1B)dt
1 B—A logA +logB
log | A > n=1.2,---). .
+120g< +i - ) 5 (m,n ) (3.9)

Proof. The assertion follows from (2.1), (2.2) and (2.6) and operator concavity of
f(t) =1logt on (0,00); see [10, Chapter 1].

COROLLARY 3.6. Foreachn=1,2,--- we have

i 1 1
moont i s L (3.10)
e

/1) n+2]

Proof. Let B=1 and A — 0 in (3.8) and in the second inequality of (3.9).

n

REMARK 3.7. The first inequality in (3.10) is a refinement of the Minc—Sathre
inequality, V/n!/ "/(n+1)! > n/(n+1); see [12]. An extension of the Minc—Sathre
inequality was given by Kuang [1 1] by showing that if f is a strictly increasing convex
(or concave) function in (0, 1], then

() e () > f e

Our results can be regarded as operator versions of the first inequality above. Some
numerical extensions of the Minc—Sathre inequality may be found in [15].
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