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MEAN-TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR THE
NUMERICAL RADIUS AND THE OPERATOR NORM

AMIN HOSSEINI, MAHMOUD HASSANI AND HAMID REZA MORADI

(Communicated by S. Furuichi)

Abstract. In this paper, utilizing the Hadamard product of matrices, we show several new bounds
for the numerical radius in a way that extends some known bounds for the operator norm. How-
ever, the presented results treat special cases to overcome the general case, invalid for the nu-
merical radius. As a consequence of our discussion, we find relations between the numerical
radii of the Aluthge and Duggal transformations. Then, we show some bounds for the product
of three Hilbert space operators, and some mean-like terms are treated using operator matrices
techniques.

1. Introduction

Let (A7, (-,-)) be a complex Hilbert space and % () denote the C*-algebra of
all bounded linear operators on 5 . In the case when dim.sZ = n, we identify Z ()
with the matrix algebra ., of all n x n matrices with entries in the complex field C.
Given an orthonormal basis {e j} of a Hilbert space .7, the Hadamard product Ao B
of two operators A,B is defined by (AoBej,ej) = (Aej,ej) (Bej,ej). For matrices,
one easily observes that the Hadamard product of A = (g;;) and B = (b;;) is AoB =
(aijbij), a principal submatrix of the tensor product A ® B = (a,-jB)1<l.j<n. If T e

B (H), the real and imaginary parts of 7' are defined by RT = T+T and 3T =I5 T* ,
respectively. We call a norm on operators or matrices weakly umtarlly invariant 1f its
value at operator T is not changed by replacing 7 by U*TU , provided only that U is
unitary.

The numerical range of an operator T in % () is defined as W (T) = {(T'x,x) :
|lx|l = 1}. The numerical radius and the usual operator norm of an operator T € A (.5)
are defined respectively as @ (T) = sup |[{(Tx,x)| and ||T|| = sup [|Tx]|. Itis well-

[lxll=1 lxll=1
known that o (-) defines a norm on % (¢), which is equivalent to the usual operator
norm ||-||. Namely, for T € Z (), we have

1
STl <o) <7 (L1

Other facts about the numerical radius can be found in [7].
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The inequalities in (1.1) have been improved considerably by many authors, (see,
e.g., [8, 10,12, 13, 18, 25]). Kittaneh [16, 17] has shown the following precise estimates
of w(T) by using several norm inequalities and ingenious techniques:

1 1
o(T) < 5 <T+HT2H2>, (1.2)

and | |
i H\T\2+ \T*FH <o)< H|T\2+ |T*\2H. (1.3)

In [5], Dragomir gave the following estimate of the numerical radius which refines the
second inequality in (1.1): For every T,

W (T) < % (0 (1) + 7))

We refer the reader to [1, 11, 21, 23, 24] as a list of references that treated numerical
radius inequalities, with attempts to sharpen the above and other bounds. B

Let T = U|T| be the polar decomposition of 7. The Aluthge transform T of
T is defined by T = |T\%U \T|% [2]. The Duggal transform TDAof T is specified by
TP = |T|U which is first referred to in [6]. The mean transform T of T is represented
by T = # . This transform was first raised in [19]. A type of operator transform is
the generalized mean transform T (v) of T, presented recently in [3], by

N TIYU|T|"™Y +|T|'VU|T|Y 1
T(v):H |7 erl\ H;Ogvgi.

In this paper, we first discuss some related bounds for the numerical radius and
then new types of operator norm inequalities. In particular, we present possible upper
bounds for the numerical radius of Heinz-type quantities and a mean-type inequality for
the numerical radius. An application will include a new relation between the Aluthge
and Duggal transforms.

Among many results, we show that

w (f(v)) <w <2rf+ (1 —2r)f> ,

where r = min {v,l -, % — v| } Moreover, we show an arithmetic-geometric mean
inequality for the numerical radius in Theorem 2.4. As for the norm results, we show
AC*

that if [ C B
This presents a new mean inequality for the product of three operators.

As atechnical lemma, we state the following simple observation when simplifying
the products.

] is a positive operator in B (A & ), then

e < A2 BT €
|BCA +AC™B|| < fH[C B]
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LEMMA 1.1. Let T,X € M,, be such that T = diag(A;) is a diagonal matrix. If
o, B >0, then TOXTP = (2%x;;10).

Proof. Letting r;(-) and c;(-) be the i—th row and j— th column,respectively, we
have

r,-(TaX) = r,-(To‘)X
= [/L-ax,-l y )Ll-axiz, e ,Aiaxin] .
Now, it is evident that

r(TX)e (TP) = AfxAl

which is the desired conclusion. [

2. Numerical radii inequalities

Before expressing the first main result of this section, recall that a continuous real-
valued function f defined on an interval J C R is called operator monotone if A < B
implies that f(A) < f(B) for all self-adjoint operators A, B with spectra in J.

THEOREM 2.1. Let T,X € M,, such that T is positive definite and let f be an
operator monotone function on (0,00). Then

o (f(T)X =Xf(T)) <o (f(T)) o (TX -XT).

Proof. We focus on case T = diag(A;) > 0. If T is not diagonal, then using the
spectral decomposition T = Udiag (A;)U* and noting that o () is weakly unitarily
invariant imply the result. Letting Z = f(T)X — X f(T), we can see that

_ {xij(f(?ti) —f(A)), i#]j
0, i=j

Ai)—f(Aj . .
{ %xi/’(% — ) iF
S (a)xii(Ai = 25), i=j
Notice that this can be written as Z =Y o (TX — XT) where ¥ = flU(T), i.e.,
- m%w when i # j
le = i J .
S (A); wheni=j
By [4, Theorem V.3.4], fI!/(T) > 0. Consequently
o (f(T)X ~Xf(T)) = (Y o (TX — XT))
< maxy;;o (TX —XT)
= |/ (T)]|o(TX -XT)
= (f(T)o(TX—-XT).
This completes the proof. [l
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REMARK 2.1. It follows from Theorem 2.1 that
o(T"X —XT") < r||T" | w(TX —XT); 0<r< 1.
In particular,

o (|T|'U~U|T|") < rH|T|"1H o(TP-T); 0<r< 1.

THEOREM 2.2. Let T,X € M,, such that T be positive definite. Then for any
o<v«l,

o (T"XT"V +T'VXTY) < 0 (4rT%XT% +(1-2r)(TX +XT)>

1
53—V

where r:min{v, ,l—v}.

Proof. First, we consider the case 0 < v < % . Let T =diag (A;) > 0. Of course, if
T is not diagonal, then using the spectral decomposition T = Udiag (A;) U* and noting
that w (-) is weakly unitarily invariant imply the result. By Lemma 1.1, we conclude
that for 0 <r < %,

(TYXT'V+ T 7VXTY),
= liinj)lefv + )Ll-livxij},jy

_ 1-2 1-2 .
=3 (A ) Ay

A’iv (ljl—2v+)til—2v> )L}/

11
= 1 <4r/li2)tj2 +(1—2r)(/li+)Lj))x,-j
4”}72}’]‘2 + (1 - 2}") (ll‘f')tj)
Aiv <Aj172v _|_)Li172v> )Ljy | |
= T li 4rﬂi2x,‘j)tj2 + (1 — 27’) (/1,-x,-j —|—x,-j/1j)) .
4rAZAE + (1= 20) (it )

This means that
TYXT'"V 4T\ VXTY =Wo <4rT%XT% +(1—2r)(TX +XT)>
where W is a Hermitian matrix with entries

A (A}*Z"HL}’Z")AJV

- ; wheni# j
Wij = 4rxi7/1j7 +(1=2r)(Ai+A5) .
1; wheni=j
From [14, Theorem 4.4], we know that W > O whenever 0 < r < ‘l‘. Therefore,
o (TYXT"V+T"XTY) =0 (Wo (4rT%XT% +(1-2r)(TX +XT)>)

<w (4rT%XT% +(1—2r)(TX +XT)> ,
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which completes the proof for the case 0 < v < % For the case % < v < 1, replacing
v by 1 — v in the first case implies the desired conclusion. [J

REMARK 2.2. It observes from Theorem 2.2 that
® (\T\VU\T|1—V+ |T|1—VU\T|V) <o <4r|T|%U|T\% +(1 —2r)(\T\U+U\T\))

which can be written as

20 (f(v)) <w (4;»? (%) +2(1— 2r)?(0))
— (4rf+2(1 —2r)?>

i.e.,

® (f(v)) <o <2rf+ (1 —2r)f> .

Integral inequalities have attracted several researchers’ attention in operator the-
ory, as found in [14]. In the following result, we present possible bounds for the nu-
merical radius of the integral of the Heinz means.

THEOREM 2.3. Let T,X € M, such that T be positive definite. Then for any
o,pBeER,

® (T#XTI_# + Tl‘LZﬁXT#>

p
o /(TVXTl_V +TIVXTY) dv

o

1
B -
1

<50 (TO‘XT“O‘ L rimoxTe f TBXTIR 4 T“BXTB) .

<

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that o < 8. Let T = diag (A;) > 0. Of
course, if 7 is not diagonal, then using the spectral decomposition 7 = Udiag (A;) U*
and noting that o (-) is weakly unitarily invariant imply the result.

Lemma 1.1 implies that, for i # j,

oftp ot

a+p a+p o+p o+p atp _otp —
s e D e T R e o
ij
Ba Ba
A; * (logAi—loghj)A; *
= )Liﬁfa—/ljﬁfa Nijs
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where
X j

- logki;logkj

B
:x,-j/a (liv)tj-l_v—f—)til_vljy) dv

mj (=202} P42 Al v aza) =~ atmoag)

B
= /a ()L,-"xij/ljlf" + Al-livxij)t}/) dv.
This means that

a+p o+ o+ o+pB B
T XT' =7 + T2 XT™ =Yo (/ (TVXTl—V+T1—VXTV)dv>

o

where Y is the Hermitian matrix with entries

B-a B-a
A2 (logl,-floglj))tj 2

i

yij = AP

; wheni# j

B+a; wheni=j

Notice that B+a follows from the above integral when i = j, up to a scalar factor.
It has been shown in [14, Theorem 4.1] that Y > O. Thus,

a+p

o o o B
o (T X1 LT ) =0 (Yo (/ (TYXT'™ +7'-vXT") dv))
o

1 B
o / (TYXT'=Y + T'=VXT")dv ).
B—oa a

<

So, for arbitrary o, 3,

o <Tazﬁxz"1—# +T1‘#XT#> <1

B
< ® TYXT' "™V +T'""VXTV)dv
|/ )

To prove the second inequality, by Lemma 1.1 and an argument similar to that in the
proof of the first inequality, we have

p
/ (TYXT'™ 4+ T IXTY) dv =20 (TOXT'= 4 T' =X T 4+ TPXT' P 4 7' PXTF)
[0

where Z is the Hermitian matrix with entries

APl
Zij = (loglifloglj) (llp7a+lf7a

ﬁ%a; wheni=j

);wheni;«éj
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From [14, Theorem 4.1] we know that Z > O. Thus,

p
o / (TYXT'™Y + T'=VXT") dv
[0

— (Zo (T“XT““ Lri-oxTe f TRXTIR ¢ TI’BXTﬁ»

—
< ﬁTw <T°‘XT1_°‘ +ToxT* + BT P 4 Tl‘ﬁXTﬁ)
as required. [J

REMARK 2.3. It follows from Theorem 2.3 that

(1 (252)) <o) 22000

2 2

A possible arithmetic-geometric mean inequality for the numerical radius can be
stated as follows. We should remark that, in the next result, a similar bound for w(7'SX)
cannot be found similarly. This idea was discussed in [20].

THEOREM 2.4. Let T,X € M,,. Then for any t >0,

Q+1)0(TXT*) < (\T\2X+t|T|X 7| +X|T\2)

2+t
< o (ITPx +X|TP).
Proof. Let T =diag(A;) > 0. By Lemma 1.1, we have for r > v >0 or r < v <0,
orr>0>2v,orr<0<vandr >0,

TVX 1 (THYXTY W Y ITWXTRY) 4 XTY = Ho (T'XTY ™ + TV /XT")
where

)Lv-s-t(/l‘”/l (=w) 0= “)A“VHLV)
hij: )L’)LV T Av r)L’

; wheni# j
1+1t; wheni=j
As is shown in the proof of Theorem 4.4 in [22], H > O. Thus,
® (T"X ' (T“"XT"(I’“) + T"“"”XT“") +XTV)
= (Ho(T'XT" "+ T"'XT"))
<1+ (T'XTV " +TV'XT")

ie.,

( VX—l—t( TRV X TVI-R) L V(- “)XT“V> FXT )
(I+0)o (T

VXTV r+TV VXTI’)
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If weset u= % and replace 7 by %, in the above inequality, we obtain

20 (TVX ITEXT? +XTV) <Q+0o (TXT " +TV/XT).  (2.1)
In particular, the case v =2 gives,

20 (T?X +1TXT +XT?) < 2+1) o (T?°X +XT?). (2.2)
On the other hand, one can see that forany —2 <t <2 and 1 <2r <3,
Q+1)o (T'XT*> "+ T* 'XT") <20 (T°X +1TXT +XT?).
Indeed, this inequality is a consequence of the observation that (see Lemma 1.1)
Q+1) (T"XT* "+ T>'XT") =Ko (T?°X +1TXT +XT?),

where

)Li’)tjz_’—k)tiz_’/l;
kij=(2+1)

The matrix K is positive definite by [26, Theorem 6]. Thus, when r = 1, we have
2+1)o (TXT) < o (T*X +1TXT +XT?). (2.3)
Combining inequalities (2.2) and (2.3), we get
2+1)o (TXT) < o (T*X +1TXT +XT?)
< ?w (T°X +XT?). 29

Now, if we assume T is an arbitrary matrix with the Cartesian decomposition 7 =
U|T|, we get from (2.4) that

R+ (TXT")=Q2+1)o (U|T|X|T|U")
= (Q2+0)o(T|X|T])
<o <\T\2X+t|T|X|T|+X|T\2>
241
< %w (1TPx+x|7P).
This completes the proof. [

REMARK 2.4. Assume that T = U|T| is the polar decomposition of 7. The
second inequality in Theorem 2.4 can be written in the following form

1
O (TXT") < o (T|T|XU" + UX|T|T" +1TXT"), (2.5)
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due to |
o(TXT") < 30 (\T|2X+X|T\2+t|T|X|T\)
1

= 5@ WATITIX+ X|T||T|+¢|T|X [T U”)

1
=—o(T|T|XU*+UX|T|T"+tTXT").
24t
Notice that (2.5) is a generalization and refinement of [20, Lemma 2.1].

3. Norm bounds
In this section, we present some bounds for the operator norm of certain operators.

THEOREM 3.1. Let A, B, and C be operators in B(I), where A and B are

*

positive. If [Ié %} is a positive operator in B (A & H), then

A2+ B? *
IBCA +AC*B|| < M H [A ¢ ] ’
X
Proof. Let x,y not both equal to zero, and let z = H HLH ik Then, z is a unit
x|+ ly
vector in 7 @ 5. On the other hand, notice that [15, Lemma 1]
AC*
c gl =0 € (Cxy)| < V(Axx) (Byy); (Vx,ye ). 3.1
Therefore,
4R(C. 2[(C 2R (C
2< x,y>2 < K x,y>\2+ <2x,y> (since Ra < |a| for any a € C)
[l€l1= 4 NIyl [l =+ Iyl
2\/ Ax,x) (By,y) + 2R (Cx
\By,y SUNIERD)
¢l + Iy
o (Ax,x) + (By,y) + 2R (Cx,y)
2 2
[x[1= + {1l

(by the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality)

(eI BLED

<[§g]j 1;2
<J[es]]
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maw<<wf“)uﬁw}

for all x,y € 7. Now, replacing x and y by Ax and Bx, in (3.2), we infer that
R (BCAx,x) = R(CAx, Bx)

(e

_ <(A2+B2)x,x> HA C*] ’
4 CB
e

Thus,

’ (3.2)

i.e.,
A%+ B[] ||TA c*
s < WEE ]|
> 122457
A+ B A C*
pscacay) < 2 ST

as desired. [

COROLLARY 3.1. Let A,B € % (), where A is self-adjoint, B> O, and +A <

B. Then 5
8]

IBAB|| < max ([|B+A[,[|B—Al).
In particular,
IAlI>
[IA[ A JAT ]| < ax (| [Al+A [ [HA[=AT]).
BA . |BA|. . . . B+A O
Proof. Let X = [ A B] . The matrix [ A B} is unitarily equivalent to [ 0 B— A} ,

indeed,

BAl . [B+A O ] . 1 [I1
U{AB}U _[ 0 B—A_’U_ﬁ[—u]'

Meanwhile, +£A < B, so it follows that X is positive. Thus, by Theorem 3.1, we have
jpas) < 121
2

- IHB*“ %

2 O B-A
il
= 1 max (|B+A[,[B-Al),
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as desired.
To prove the second inequality, notice that if A is a self-adjoint operator, then
+A < |A|. Now, the result follows from the first inequality. O

COROLLARY 3.2. Let A, B, and C be operators in (), where A and B are

*

positive. If [Ié %} is a positive operator in B(H & H), then

lA+B|?

[I(A+B)(RC) (A+B)|| < max (||[A+B+2RC||,||A+ B —2RC|)).

AC* B C A+ B 2RC
Proof. 1f [C B] > 0, then [C* A] > 0. So, {ZWC A+B] > 0. Now, apply-
ing Theorem 3.1, we get
|A+B|* || [A+ B 2%RC
_ |A+B|? ||[A+B+2%C 0
4 0 A+B—2%RC
A+ B|?

= TmaX(HA—!—B—!—TﬁCH,||A+B—2%C||)

as desired. [

COROLLARY 3.3. Let A,B € B (H) be positive operators. Then

HA%‘+B% HA% + B3
|AB+BA|| < 5
5 Bl A AB?
Proof. Let X = [AO BO} . Then X*X = Al B > 0. Now, by employing
Theorem 3.1, we get
2, p2 11
HB%A%—FA%B% < HA +B H lA 1 AZBZ‘| H
2 B2A2 B
Notice that L .
A AzBz||| ||Az 0| [aA% B2
Biaz B || |[|B20o||lO O
|lTaz B3] |A2 0
“lo o] |Bro
_|[[a+BO
||l 0o o
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i.e.,

|A%>+B2||||A+B||

3.3 3 3
HA737 +BIA3 :

<
Replacing A and B by A% and B3 , we deduce the desired result. []

If A and B are arbitrary, then letting X = [A B and use the positivity of the

0 0]
A]> A*B

matrix X*X = 2
B*A |B|

] . The same arguments imply that

1At 112 | |1+ 182

H|A|2A*B|B|2+ |B\2B*A\A|2H < :

REMARK 3.1. Let T = U |T| be the polar decomposition of T. Replacing A =
IT|" and B = |T|'™" in Corollary 3.3 with 0 <7 < 1.

i ey

= |l (i ) o

_ HU|T|I|T|171U* +U|T‘17[|T|[U*

=2(u|T|v”|
=20/ 7|l Gy [7.p. 58D
=27
Thus,
1% 120501+ i 30|
ITll< L (0<r<1)

4 9
for any T € HAB(s). The equality holds when ¢ = % Indeed, in this case, we obtain
T < H\T\% H|T|% , but the right side is equal to ||T|| (remember, if X € £ (7)),
and if f is a non-negative increasing function on [0,e0), then || 7 (|X])]| = f (|IX|]))-
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