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REVERSES AND VARIATIONS OF YOUNG’S
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Abstract. In this paper, we obtain some improved Young and Heinz inequalities and the reverse
versions for scalars and matrices with Kantorovich constant, equipped with the Hilbert-Schmidt
norm, and then we present the corresponding interpolations of recent refinements in the literature.

1. Introduction

Let B(H) be the C* -algebra of all bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space H
equipped with the operator norm and S(H) the set of all bounded self-adjoint operators.
For X,Y € S(H), we write X <Y if ¥ —X is positive, and X <Y if Y — X is positive
invertible. The set of all positive operators of S(H) will be denoted by P(H).

Let M, be the set of all n x n matrices with entries in the complex field C. For
A = (ajj) € M, unitarily invariant norms || - ||| are defined on the matrix algebra
M, so that ||[|UAV||| = |||A||| for any unitary matrices U,V. The Hilbert-Schmidt

norm of A is defined by ||A]]> = ( i s?(A))lp, where s1(A),52(A),---,s,(A) are the
j=1

singular values of A, i.e. the eigenvalues of the positive matrix |A| = (A*A)% , arranged
in decreasing order and repeated according to multiplicity. It is known that the Hilbert-
Schmidt norm is unitarily invariant.

The classical Young inequality says thatif a,b >0 and 0 < v < 1, then

a’b'™" <va+ (1—-v)b (L.1)

with equality if and only if @ = b.

This inequality has been studied, generalized and refined in different directions. It
is worth to mention that in [7], J. Wu and J. Zhao obtained an improved version which
can be stated as follows:

K(Vh,2)"a’b' ™" + r(va— Vb)? <va+ (1—v)b, (1.2)
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where h= 2, r=min{v,1 —v}, ¥ = min{2r,1 — 2r} and K(-,2) is Kantorovich con-

stant, deﬁned by K(t,2) = (tH) for r > 0.
On the other hand, they [7] also presented a reverse of the scalar Young type in-
equality with a,b € R and v € [0,1] — {1}

K(V1,2) " a’b' " + s(va— Vb)? = va+ (1 —v)b, (1.3)

where h = 2, s =max{v,1 —v}, r =min{y,1 —v} and ¥ = min{2r,1 —2r}.
In [6], M. Sababheh, A. Yousef and R. Khalil presented a generalization of the
Young’s inequality as follow:

p_q+r +rypq—r r —rpp+r
Ppt g £ T gptrpd L Y 1.4
“ p—q+2ra +p—q—|—2ra (14

where a,b € RT and p>g>r>0.

Then, they proved a series of interpolated inequalities, reverse inequalities and
their matrix versions.

Since then, many researchers have tried to give new refinements and generaliza-
tions of these inequalities and have obtained a series of improvements. One can refer
to the references of [2, 3, 4].

These inequalities are extended to matrices in various contexts. The original
Young’s inequality was first extended to M, in [1] as follows: For A,B,X € M, and
A,B € P(H), we have

147X B[] < L |[laP*ax ||+ —L|[[x B>+,
p+q p+a

for all p,g > 0.
In [5], M. Sababheh interpolated the above inequality as follow:

p— q+r

Ha7X B[] < S lllAP X B =+ 114" X B |]],

—q+2r
forall p>q>r>0.

Then, each refinement of the scalar Young’s inequality accompanies a correspond-
ing refinement of the matrix inequality. For example, let A,B € P(H). Then the matrix
versions of (1.2) and (1.3) are

K(V,2)" |IA"XB |2+ r||A2X — XB2| |3 < |[vAX + (1 —)XB|h, 0<v<1
and
K(VR,2) " ||A"XB"||, + s||A2X — XB2 |2 > |[VAX + (1 —)XB|l, 0<v<1
respectively, where 1 = %, s=max{v,1 —v}, r=min{v,1 —v} and ¥/ = min{2r, 1 —
2r}.

Getting the matrix version from the scalars version is somehow easy in the case of
the Hilbert-Schmidt norm, however, it is not always valid for general norms. In [6], M.
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Sababheh, A. Yousef and R. Khalil gave a series of generalizations of the scalar Young
type interpolated inequalities and the corresponding matrix versions of [2, 3, 4] for the
Hilbert-Schmidt norm, furthermore, some reverse inequalities were obtained. However,
interpolated inequalities for unitarily invariant norms have appeared recently in [5].

In this paper, we obtain 3-term refinements of Young’s inequality, different from
most results in the literature that treat 2-term refinements.

2. Refinements of the Young’s inequality for scalars

We begin this section with an improvement of the Young type inequality with
Kantorovich constant.

THEOREM 2.1. Let a,b € R" andlet p>qg>r>0. Then

/ r —r —r r 2
K(Vn,2) ab? + — (a%b% —a%b%) 2.1)
p—q+2r
g_p_q+rap+rbq—f a4 TpPrr
p—q+2r p—q+2r ’

— (b\p—qg+2r ! — mi 2r r—q
where h = (2) and v’ = mln{p_q”,, p_q+2,}-

Proof. Let ,f:quzrr =v. Then ;— = 1 —v, and by the inequality (1.2),we have

p—q+r aerrbqfr_i_ r aqfrprrr
p—q+2r pP—q+2r
=v(a”T"hT") + (1 —v)(a?"bPT")

2K(\/}_I,Z)/(ap+rbq7r)v(aq7rbp+r)17V +

+ =

;

p—q+2

M r ptr o gq-r q—r_prr 2

=K(Vh,2) apbq—l—i(a b2 —azb: ) .
p—q+2r

This completes the proof. [l

In the following, we present some refinements of this inequality together with their
reverse inequalities by using computations similar to those in [2, 3, 4].

13 __ p—gq+r _ r
To facilitate our statements, let o¢ = =gt and f§ = = forp>q>r=>0.

THEOREM 2.2. Let a,b € R" andlet p>qg>r>0. Then

K(VA=2B)1,2)" (o — B)Pa® b2 + B2(aP b9 + a9 P *")? 2.2)
1 ptr g—r q—r ptr 2
+ (o — aP+’bq—’<7aTbT_aTbT)
(o —p) - 28

< (aap+rbq—r+ﬁaq—rbp+r)2,
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where h = (2)P=472" yy = min{2B,1 - 2B} and ¥ = min{2y%,1 —2y}.

a
Proof. Observe that

(aap-‘rrbq—r_'_ﬁaq—rbp-&-r)Z o ﬁ2(ap+rbq—r+aq—rbp+r)2

1 ptr g—r q—r ptr 2
— (o — ap“bqr(ia_z bT_aTbT>
( B) T
1 g e\ 2
:((x—ﬁ)al“rrbqr[ap+rbqr+2ﬁaqrbp+r_y()< 1 zﬂaqqu_aqsz;)}

P+rbq_" 1 p+r  g—r —r  p+r 2
— (a—B)aP b {(1—2&7" " +2Ba‘1_’bp+’—y0< a’_ztbiz——aiz—b’—zt>]

V1-2B

rpa—ry 1-28
> (o= B [T 2y (40 ) |

=K(/ A =2B)h,2)" (o.— B)*Parp.

This completes the proof. [

Now we present the v-version of the inequality (2.2) as an application of the The-
orem 2.2.

COROLLARY 2.3. Let a,b € RT. Then for 0 <v < %,

2
K( /(1—2\1)/1_1,2)r/(l—2V)2V(avb1_v)2+vz(a+b)2+%(1_2V)b (\/E_ 1—va>
<(va+(1-v)b)?,

for % <v<l,
K/ 2v=Dh2)" 2v— 1@ )2 + (1= v)X(a+b)?
2
—H@(Zv—l)a( a —\/E)

<(va+(1- v)b)z,

where h="2, yi =min{2v,1—2v}, » =min{2v — 1,2—2v}, ¥ = min{2%,1 — 27}
and " = min{2p,1 —2p}.

Proof. Suppose first that 1 —v > v. Then, by replacing p by 1 —v, g by v and r
by v in (2.2), we get

2
K(,/(l_mh1,2)“(1—zv)2V(aVb1V)2+v2(a+b>2+71(1—ZV>b(ﬁ— 1_b2v>
<(va+(1—-v)b)~

A similar argument works if v > 1—v. [
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THEOREM 2.4. Let a,b € R" andlet p>qg>r>0. Then
J
K(Vh,2)" a**b* 4 B2 (aP b9~ — at "HP "> (2.3)
r —r —r N\ 2
+ Ya? TpI" (a%qu - aqu%>
< (aap-‘rrbq—r 4 ﬁaq—rbp+r)27
and

K(Vh,2)™" a®Pb? + B (al " hT " — a7 hP ) (2.4)
r —r —r N\ 2
+s0aP 1" (cl%bqT — aqu%>
> (aaPt b 4 Bad P2,
where h=(2)P=4+2r v, =min{2,1—28}, so = max{2f3,1 2B} and r' = min{2y,
1-2p}.

Proof. For (2.3), observe that
(aa? B9 + Bad " hP Y — BHaP BT — atTHP )2
— Yal " (a%ib% - aq%,bp%vz
— Pt [(a — B)al b 4 2Bt (T b — a7 ") 2]
>aPtrpar [K(\/fl,z)r’(apﬂbqfr)a*ﬁ (aq*rbp+r)2ﬁ}
=K(Vh,2)" b
As for (2.4), using the inequality (1.3), observe that
(aaP B9 + Bad ™" hP Y — BH(aP BT — atTHPTT)?
— saltp" (apTHb% — czl%rlalj%r)2
=altpi" [(Oc —B)a’ T+ 2Bad BT — s (a%ﬂb% a7 ) 2]
<al "’ [K(\/f_z,Z)_'l(ap+’bq_’)°‘_’3(aq_’b”“)zﬁ]
=K(Vh,2) " a0

By the same processing methods of Theorem 2.4, we can obtain the following
Theorems.
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THEOREM 2.5. Let a,b €R" andlet p>qg>r>0. Then

K(Vh2) B ar + B2 (a7 57" - qu”T) 2.5)
+yOazbz'< 55— /BT ”T)
<o2aP I 4 BRI
and
K(Vh2) ™" BParbi+ B2 (o' %—a%b”%’)z (2.6)

Ty X
> (x2ap+rbq—r +ﬁ2aq—rbp+r’
where h=(2)P=472 vy =min{2,1-2B}, so =max{2f,1—2B} and r = min{2y,
1-— 2’)/0}.
THEOREM 2.6. Let a,b € R" andlet p>q>r>0. Then

K(vVh,2) apb‘1+[5< =2 %—a?b”%f 2.7)

ptr 77( p+r q—r

a7 b —c%b”T“)z
<oa” I+ Bat T HP
and
K(Vh,2)~ apbq—Fﬂ( Bt "
—l-soapTHb% (apTﬂb¥ —a¥pr+r>2

2 aap+rbq—r + ﬁaq—rbp+r7

(2.8)

where h = (2)P=472 vy =min{2,1-2B}, so = max{2f,1—2B} and r = min{2y,
1-— 2’)/0}.

The following Corollary can be easily obtained by applying Theorem 2.6 twice
and will be used to prove the refined interpolated Heinz inequality.

COROLLARY 2.7. Let a,b € R™ andlet p > q>r > 0. Then
K(VR,2)" (aPb + a®bP)? + 2B (aP B9 — gt hP )2 2.9)
r_g-r —r r\ 2
(P TTIT + a T P (a%b”T - a”Tb%) - (K(\/ﬁ,z)" - 1) aPHapPTa

< (ap+rbq—r+aq—rbp+r)2’
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and

K(VR,2) ™" (aPb? +a®b?)? +2B(a”bT " — at TP )? (2.10)
r —r —r r 2 ’
0@ b1+t (" b" — B ) — (K(VR2) - 1) @ bt
Z(ap+rbq—r+aq—rbp+r)2’

where h = (g)”"ﬁzr, 1 =min{28,1—-2B}, so =max{2p,1—28} and ¥ = min{2y,
1-2%}.

REMARK 1. Since K(¢,2) = (tztl)z > 1 forall t > 0, the inequalities (2.1)—(2.10)
except the reverse inequalities, are the improvements of the scalar Young type inequal-
ities of [6].

REMARK 2. Obviously, the inequalities (2.1)—(2.10) are 3-term refinements of
Young’s inequality, different from most results in the literature that treat 2-term refine-
ments.

3. Refinements of the Young’s inequality for matrices

Based on the improvements of the scalar Young type inequalities (2.1)—(2.10), we
present matrix versions of these inequalities.
We first prove the matrix version of Theorem 2.2.

THEOREM 3.1. Let A,B,X € M, such that A,B € P(H) andlet p>qg>r>0.
Then

K(/T=2Bh,2)" (cc— BPIAPX BY|3 + B2|A” "X BY " = AT "X B3 (3.1)

+Yo(a—ﬁ)H\/1%—2ﬁ

<||eAPTTX BT+ BATTTX B3,

pra - pra||?

APTTXBTTT — AT XB'T 5

>p7q+2r

where h = (HB”Z

W > = mln{zﬁa 1— Zﬁ} and r’ = min{ZyO,l — 2/)/0}

Proof. Since A,B > 0, then by the spectral decomposition, there are unitary matri-
ces U,V € M, suchthat A=UAU" and B=VTV", where A = diag(A1,A2, -, An),
I' =diag(ui, Mo, -+, Uy), and A;, u; (j=1,---,n) are the eigenvalues of A and B,
respectively. Let Y = U*XV = [y;;]. Then

APXBI = UNYTV* = U |2 udyif] V", (3.2)

AP+rXBf17r :I:AqirXBerr U {(xiPJrr.u;]—riAiq—r”;Jrr) yij} V*, (3.3)

OAPTTX BT+ BATT'XBPTT = U [(a)tf*’uj” + mﬁ*’u;’“) y,-j} VE  (34)
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1 , rta  pig
(gt 0
(3.5)

1
1-28

rtq rtq

APTTXBT" AT XB T =U v,

It follows from (3.2), (3.3), (3.4), (3.5) and Theorem 2.2 that

K(v/(1=2B)h,2)" (o = B)?P||APX BY| 13 + B[ AP/ X BY "+ AT "X B"*"|[3

1
+ 00— ﬁ)”\/T—zﬁ
KT 2Bh2) (e~ B 3, (A0 i

ij=1

+ B2 i (;Lip+r N Ea p+r> \yij|2

ij=1

rta P*q

APYTXBIT AT XB 7 |3

2
L 1 - Pt ptq
+p(a—pB) Y, (7/1’” wi™ =27 ) [yl
1 1-28

i,j=
n
2 <akip+r‘u;1—r+ﬁz/iq—r p+r> ‘y:1|2
ij=1
aAPTTX BT+ BATTXBPT||3.

N

This completes the proof. [l

By similar computations to Theorem 3.1, one can prove the matrix version of
Theorem 2.4.

THEOREM 3.2. Let A,B,X € M|, such that A,B € P(H) andlet p>qg>r>0.
Then

K(Vh,2)" ||APX BY| |2 + B2||APT X B9~ — AT "X BPTT| 2
2 2
Ptaq

+0][AP T XBIT — A" XB"T |}
<||aAPTTX BT+ BATTXBPTT||3,

and
K(Vh,2)™"||APXBY|[3 + B2||APH" X BI — AT"X BV}
+s0||APTTX BT — A" X B3
>||aAPTTX BT+ BATTTX B3,
P—q+2r
where h = (%) , % =min{2B,1 —2B}, so = max{2B,1—2B} and ¥ =

min{2y,1 -2y}

In the following, we give the matrix version of Theorem 2.5.
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THEOREM 3.3. Let A,B,X € M|, such that A,B € P(H) andlet p > q>r>0.
Then

K(vVh,2)" B?P||APX BY||} + B2||AP*"XBI~" — ATTX B3 (3.6)
+2aB|lA" XB" 3 plla" XBY — /BA" xB" 3
<||eAPTTX BT+ BATTTX BPYT|3,
and
K(Vh,2)™" B*P||APXBY|[3 + B||AP*"XBI" — AT XBPH| |} (3.7
+20B)|A" XB" B+ 50| XBT — \/BA" xB"F |2
> ||eAPTTX BT+ BATX B3,

_ (1B
where h = (W)
min{2yO7 1-— 2’]/()}.

Proof. For (3.6), following the same notations of the Theorem 3.1, we have

, % =min{2B,1 —2B}, so = max{2B,1 2B} and ¥ =

3 p rtq  ptq
A xB%! :UK&- T, )yi,} VY, (3.8)

APTIXBI—T _ A9-TXBPTT — [()LPJH )Lq r P+r> ylj} V* , (3.9)
P+

T —r £ +
A" XBS — JBAT XB ”4—UK T Ny ”>yl-j]v*, (3.10)

It follows from (3.2), (3.4), (3.8)—(3.10) and Theorem 2.5 that

K(\/E72)I’,ﬁ2l3”APXBqH%+ﬁ2‘|AP+VXBq—F_Aq rXBp+rH2+2(XﬁHA XBMHZ
+0llA"T XBT — \/BA"T XB"" |3
n
’ 2p .2 r r r
k(2B Y (A7) g+ B2 3 (A0l =2 p+> v
Lj=1 ij=1
Tq pTM ? 2 < 2 4 Tq 2 )
+20p Z H; il 1 X (A y, ~JBA W i
i,j=1 i,j=1

2
pta pta
( 2)Lp+r +B2)Lq r 17+r> |yz,\2+206ﬁ z ( 27w ) \yij|2

i,j=1

(alip-&-r ﬂlq r P-H’) ‘)’ij|2

=||oAPTTXBIT 4 BATTTXBPTT| 3.
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For (3.7), the proceeding is similar to that of the above.
This completes the proof. [l

Next, we present the matrix version of Corollary 2.7.

THEOREM 3.4. Let A,B,X € M|, such that A,B € P(H) andlet p>q>r>0.
Then

K(V1,2)"[|APX BY + AIX BP|[3 4 2B||AP*"X BT~ — A" X BPTT)?
r+q P+q P+q

+% (\ |APTTX BT —_ At xp%! |3+ ||A9"XBP*"— AT XBT | |§)

rtq

— (K(Vh2)y 1) 1a" xB""|3
<||APTTX BT+ ATTTXBOP |3,

and
K(Vh,2)™" ||[APX BT+ AIXBP||3 + 2B||AP*'XBI™" — AT "X BPHT)?
+ 50 <| APTTX BT — AT X BB+ | AT X BPTT — AT X BT \5)
— (K(Vh2)y 1) 1" X8 3
> [|APTTX BT+ ATTXBOPT|3,
B2\ P4 . /
where h = (W) , Yo =min{2B,1 2B}, so = max{2B,1 —2B} and ¥ =

min{ZYO, 1-— 2)/0}

REMARK 3. Obviously, the inequalities of section 3 are the improvements of the
matrix version Young type inequalities of [6]. And the reverse inequalities are the
refinements of the Young type inequality which are different from those in [6].
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