oerators
nd
atrices
Volume 15, Number 4 (2021), 1427-1444 doi:10.7153/0am-2021-15-89

SOME GENERAL QUADRATIC NUMERICAL
RADIUS INEQUALITIES FOR THE OFF-DIAGONAL
PARTS OF 2 x2 BLOCK OPERATOR MATRICES

RONGFANG L1, DEYU WU* AND ALATANCANG CHEN

(Communicated by F. Kittaneh)

Abstract. In this paper, the elementary properties for the quadratic numerical radius are intro-
duced. Furthermore, some general quadratic numerical radius inequalities for the off-diagonal
parts of 2 x 2 block operator matrices are studied. These inequalities are based on the general-
ized mixed Schwarz inequality, Young inequality and Jensen inequality.

1. Introduction

Let H;,H; be complex Hilbert space with inner product (-,-), and let B(H;,H;)
denote the Banach space of all bounded linear operators from H; into H;, and abbre-
viate B(H;,H;) to B(H;). For T € B(H), we use T*, N(T) and R(T) to denote the
conjugate, the range space and the null space of 7. The resolvent set p(7) of T con-
sists of the complex numbers A such that T — A is a bijection on H; the spectrum
o(T) of T is the complement of p(T) in C. The point spectrum 6,(T), the residual
spectrum o,(T) and the numerical range W(T) of T are the set

0,(T) ={A € C: T — Al is not injective},

o0,(T)={A €C:T—Alisinjective, R(T —AI) #H},
W(T)={(Tx,x):x € H,|x| =1}.

The real numbers

o(T) = sup [{Tx,x)|,
=1

IT]l = sup |||
=1
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and
r(T)= max |A
() = max |3
are called the numerical radius, the operator norm and the spectral radius, respectively.
By the well-known Toeplitz-Hausdorff theorem, the numerical range for bounded
linear operators is always a convex subset of the complex plane, and it satisfies the
so-called spectral inclusion property (see, e.g., [10]):

0,(T)Uo,(T) CW(T),o(T) C W(T).

However, the numerical range often gives a poor localization of the spectrum and it
cannot capture finer structures such as the separation of the spectrum in two parts. In
view of these shortcomings, the new concept of the quadratic numerical range was
introduced in 1998 in [17] and further studied in [16, 18, 23-24].

Let H; and H, be Hilbert spaces. In the Hilbert space H = H; €@ H, , we consider
the linear operator .o/, given by the block operator matrix

ey

s

CD

with A€ B(H,), D € B(H,), B<€ B(H,,H;) and C € B(H,H,). Let Y, denote the set

S={(4):remacmlri=le =1},

@y o the 2 X 2-matrix

_ (AL, f) (Bg.f)
I = [(Cf,g> (Dg,g)

and %, the 2 x 2-identity matrix.
The set

:|7 f6H17gEH2

W2 (o) = U op(rg)
If1I=llgll=1

is called the quadratic numerical range of the operator .o (with respect to the block
operator representation (1)).
Obviously, W?(.e7) can also be written as

W2 (o) = {JL € C:det(es4—A5) =0, for some (f,g) Z}

_ . (Af.f) =2 (Bg.f)
_{/16 C.det[ (Cf o) (Dg,gg>—k}_0 for some (f,g) 2}

= {/l e C: A= %[(Af,f) +(Dg,g) £ |A‘f7g|eéef~g} for some (f,g) Z},

where Ar, = ((Af,f) — (Dg.g))* +4(Bg, f)(Cf,g). Here the superscript ¢ denotes
the transpose of a vector, 6y, denotes the argument of the complex number Ay ,.
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The quadratic numerical range is always contained in the numerical range (see,
e.g., [23]):
W2(t) C W ().

However, unlike the numerical range, the quadratic numerical range is no longer con-
vex;it consists of at most two components which need not be convex either. On the
other hand, the quadratic numerical range shares other properties with the numerical
range; it has the spectral inclusion property (see, e.g., [23]):

op(H)Uon() CWH ), o(od) CW(),

where .o/ is a bounded block operator matrix.

We know that the numerical radius of a bounded linear operator is a powerful
tool to characterize the spectral distribution, and more inequalities for the numerical
radius can be found in [1-2, 4-5, 7-9, 11, 13-14, 19, 21-22]. For instance, Aghideh,

Moslehian and Rooin in [1] proved thatif T = {0 B ,and f,g are non-negative non-

co
decreasing continuous function on [0,e) such that f(r)g(r) =¢ (¢t > 0), then for all
non-negative nondecreasing convex function 4 on [0,e0),

W((T)) < 31 (1B)) +h((1BD)]+ HIH((C) + A&

The definition of the block numerical radius for bounded operator matrix was intro-
duced in 2014 (see, e.g., [20]). In this paper, we only discuss the quadratic numerical
radius. With respect to the block operator representation (1), then

() =sup{|A|: A € Wz(%)}

is called the quadratic numerical radius of the operator ./ . Obviously, @, (%) can also
be written as
(/)= sup  r(eyg).
I711=llgll=1
It is well-known that o(-) defines a norm on B(H), which is equivalent to the
usual operator norm || - || . Namely, for </ € B(H), we have

o() < ||| < 20().

From the above inequalities (also see, e.g., [10]) and the relationship between the
quadratic numerical range and the spectrum, we can obtain following inequalities:

o) <o) <o) < ||| <20(). (2)
EXAMPLE 1. Let o — {8 (1)] Then || /]| = 1. wy(/) =0, @(e/) = L. ()

= {0}, hence the inequalities (2) hold and the quadratical numerical radius gives more
precise information than the numerical radius in calculating the range of the spectrum.
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In this paper, the elementary properties for the quadratic numerical radius are in-
troduced. Furthermore, the main ideas of the general quadratic numerical radius in-
equalities for the off-diagonal parts of 2 x 2 block operator matrices are motivated by
the references [1, 4-5, 11, 21]. These inequalities are based on the generalized mixed
Schwarz inequality, Young inequality and Jensen inequality.

2. Preliminaries

In order to prove our results we need a sequence of lemmas. The first lemma is
important and it has been proved by Kittaneh [15].

LEMMA 1. ([13]) Let M € B(H) and let h and k be nonnegative functions on
[0,00), which are continuous and satisfy the relation h(s)k(s) = s for all s € [0,00).
Then

[(Mx,y)| < [|h(|M)xI[[[k(|M*])y]| forall x,y€H.

The next lemma follows from the spectral theorem for positive operators and
Jensen’s inequality (see, e.g., [15]).

LEMMA 2. ([15]) Let A be a nonnegative bounded linear operator on a Hilbert
space H, and let x € H be any unit vector. Then

(1) (Ax,x)" < (A"x,x) for r>1;

(ii) (A"x,x) < {Ax,x)" for 0 <r< 1.

The third lemma is a consequence of Young’s inequality.
LEMMA 3. ([3]) (Young inequality)

(1) (The classical Young inequality) If p,q > 1 such that 11—7—|— Ll] =1, then for all
positive real numbers a,b, we have

ab < —+ —. 3)

(i) (Refinement of the scalar Young inequality) If p,q > 1 such that % + é =1,
then for all positive real numbers a,b, we have

11 m m a b\m
arba)" +ry a7—b72<<—+—> ;
(@?ba)" +r5'( ) >

where ry :min{%7 Ll]} and m=1,2,---. In particular, if p=q =2, then
1 mn m m
(a%b%)m+ <§> (a% =b%)> <27"(a+b)". “)

The following lemma is a refinement of Schwarz’s inequality (see, e.g., [6]).
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LEMMA 4. ([6]) Let (H,(-,-)) be real or complex Hilbert space over the real or
complex field K =R,C, o € K with |oo— 1| = 1. Then for any e € H with ||e|| =1
and x,y € H, we have

|06,y) — ol e) (e, )| < e[y -

The last lemma is a consequence of Jensen’s inequality, concerning the convex-
ity or the concavity of certain power functions. It is a special case of Schlomilch’s
inequality for weighted means of nonnegative real numbers (see, e.g., [12], p. 26).

LEMMA 5. ([12]) For a,b >0, 0< o <1, and r #0, let M, (a,b,0) = (ota” +
(1— a)b’)% and My(a,b,a) = a®*b'~%. Then
M (a,b,0) < My(a,b,a), r<s.

The numerical radius has some basic properties, for example, o(aT) = |o|®(T)
and o(U*TU) = o(T), where . € C, T € B(H), U is a unitary operator. Therefore
we will consider the properties of the quadratic numerical radius.

PROPERTY 1. Let ./ be a bounded block operator matrix. Then
(i) () = (7).
(ii) () = (U * AU ), where U = [Ul 0 } or % = [ 0 Ul} U, and U,
’ 0 U, U, 0|’
are unitary operators.
(iil) o (0 ?) = |at|an (), o € C.
(iv) If &7 is selfadjoint, then (%) = ||.«7]|.

Proof. Since W?(o/*) = (W2(&/))* and W(%* /U ) = W?(</), so the proof
of (i) and (ii) are obvious. Part (iii) follows by applying the identity W?(o.e?) =
aW?(o/), where o € C. (iv) If o is selfadjoint, then |.27"|| = ||</||" . Moreover, re-
calling that (<) = lim [l/"| o, thus we have () = wy(#) = (/) = ||7||. O

PROPOSITION 1. Let A,B,C,D € B(H). Then

B3 e
o[ 8] <o (2] o
)= ([35)

]) max{®(A+B),w(A—B)}.
4

o) ox (| g o] ) = (8.

(iii) @

(le
(iv) an (
(

v) o [ ) max{®(A+iB),®(A—iB)}.
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0D CcD
thus @, (/) = max{w(A),w(D)}.

. . . B
Part (ii) follows by applying the property 1(ii) to the operator [el-g C O] and the

Proof. (i) If o = {A B} or o = [A 0} , then W?(7) = W(A)UW (D), and

(1 0
unitary operator %, = 0 ¥I} .
e

Part (iii) follows by applying the property 1(ii) to the operator [g g} and the

unitary operator %5 = (I)(I)
(iv) Since -
1 S [aB)[HI -5 _[a+B 0
Ly E)-pe,
_ﬁlﬁl BA %I —21 0 A-B
AB A+B O
hence@({BAD<m<[ 0 A_BD:max{a)(A+B),a)(A—B)}.
On the other hand,

AB
([54))
P 1%I[<Af,f> T (Ag.8) £ \/I(AF.f) — (Ag.8))* +4(Bg. f)(Bf.g)[e3%s]]

1 i
>3 sup 2(Af.f) £ ABF)BF et
f=gllfll=1

= sup [(Af,f) £ |(Bf.f)|e2%|

= H?clHlEI‘<Af7f> + <Bf7f>‘

=max{w(A+B),0(A—B)}.

Thus we can obtain the result.
(v) By utilizing the similar proof of the (iv), we can obtain the result.
(vi) Taking A =0 in (iv), then we can get the result. [

As we all know, if T € B(H) with o(T) = ||T||, then »(T) = o(T) (see.e.g.,
[10]). So, we consider similar conclusion about the quadratic numerical radius.

PROPOSITION 2. If 2 x 2 bounded block operator matrix </ satisfy ||/ =
(<), then
() = o(d) = o) = |||
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Proof. Since r(«/) < wy(#) < w(A) < ||| and @y (/) = | /] so0
()=,
which means that,

()=o) = o() = || O

For the numerical radius, inequality o(</) < ||«/|] < 20(</) holds naturally, but
for the quadratic numerical radius, it is not necessarily hold (see example 1).

PROPOSITION 3. If 2 x 2 bounded block operator matrix </ satisfies @, (/' +
") < () + 07", then an () < |7 < 2 (7).

Proof. The inequality @,(</) < ||.<7|| is obvious and by the property 1(iv), we
have

||| = ||Rest + ilm< ||
< |[Red || + [[Imd |
= m(Resl ) + i (Imar)
1
= Slon(es + ")+ 0t )
2w (o). O

Also, the known result o(7T") < (o(T))" for all r =1,2,---, so we consider
similar conclusion for the quadratical numerical radius.

0B

PROPOSITION 4. Let &/ = {C 0

forr=1,2,---

} € B(H @ H). Then my(/”) < [oa( )],

Proof. Since

-] -7 )

0 (CB)

by the proposition 1(i) and the the power inequality of the numerical radius, we have

()] = sup  [(Bg.f)I"[(CS.8)|

[£l=llgll=1
> max{ sup |(Bg, f)I"[(Cf, 8, sup [(Bg, /)I"{Cf,a)|"}
B;:O%;l C/im:l
= max{[w(CB)]", [o(BC)]"}
max{a)[(CB)’},(O[( C)'1}
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3. Some general inequalities of the quadratic numerical radius
for off-diagonal 2 x 2 block operator matrices

The aim of this section is to give some general inequalities of the quadratic numer-
0B
co
there is @y () = 0, then its lower bound must be 0. So we assume that B # 0 and
C#0.

ical radius for the operator matrix </ = ] . Considering when B=0 or C =0,

THEOREM 1. Let &/ = [g l(ﬂ €B(H®H), andlet h,k be nonnegative functions
on [0,e0), which are continuous and that satisfy the relation h(s)k(s) = s for all s €

[0,00), and r > 1. Then

(@a(a) < G (B)-+R7(C DI + I8 D+ #(CDD 5, int E(70)
and
, 4max{[0(BO))", [0(CB))'}
> s e DI+ e (B + ] - EUe)
where

E(f28) = (W (B) + K (IC*]))g,8) — (k¥ (|B*]) + K> (IC)f. 1) 2.

Proof. Let f and g be any two unit vectors in H. Then using the elementary
inequality

(ab+cd)? < (a*+ ) (V> +d?),a,b,c,d € R, (5)
we have

(Bg, [)(Cf.8)|2 =|(Bg, /)|Z{(CS,g)|

< %(\ (Bg, N+ (Cf,g)|") (by the arithmetic-geomeiric inequality)

< 3 RUBDEITKIB A + IAICHAIIEIC Jgll) by termma 1

= S0P (B)g.8) (B S A+ 0R(CDS N HRC 8.8

< 3P (B)g.&) R IB S 1) + 027 (CDA N H7(C )8.8) ) (by lemma 2)
< (077 (Bl)g. ) + (€7 1.0 (R (B°F. ) + 02 (Cl) 1)

(by the inequality (5))
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(R (1B])+ K7 (1C[))g,8)* (& (B )+ R (IC) f, £) 2

[{(r> (1BI) + K7 (IC*1))g.8) + (K> (IB*[) + K> (ICI)) f..f)]

-bl»—‘NI'—‘

—Z[<(h2’(lBl)+k2’(IC*|))g,g>% (2 (1B )) + K (IC)S . f) 2]
(by the inequality (4))
(17> (1BI) + &> (IC* )| + K> (|B*[) + B> (IC])II)

m»—

. 1 1
—Z[<(h2’(IBI)+k2’(IC )g:8)7 — (K" (IB*) + K (ICI)f.f) 2] (6)
Thus taking the supremun over f,g € H with || f]| = ||g|| = 1 in inequality (6), we have

[2(/)]" = sup |(Bg.f)(CS.g)|
I £lI=lgll=1

2r 2r (| * 2r (| p* 2r _1
< IR (BID) + K (C DI+ 167 (1B7) + A~ (ICDI]) 200 S(8),

4>|~

where
E(f.8) = (" (IB]) +K¥(IC*])g,8)F — (K (1B*[) + K> (ICI)) £, 1) 212
On the other hand, by the elementary inequality
\/_>1+b,a,b>0, ©)
we have
(B, £){CS.8)1% = (Bg. )I2{CS.8)|5
>2|(Bg. )I'ICS.8)|" (IBg. )" +(CS.8)I") ™" (by the inequality (7))
>4((Bg, )"[(CL,@) "I (1B) + K" (IC* D + 1K (1B*]) + k" (|C]) |
—((R* (1B)) + K (IC*1))g,8)* — ((K*"(1B*) + R (IC) f,£)2)) ! (8)
(by lemma 3 and lemma 1)

>4|(Bg, f)I"I(C. )" 1B (|BI) + K2 (IC* )| + 1K (1B*]) + > (IC))|
_ 1
=t
Taking the supremun over f,g € H with ||f]| = |/g]| = | in inequality (8), we have
[oo(/))" = sup  |(Bg,f)(CS.e)|?
I£11=llgll=1
4 sup  [(Bg, f)I'[(CS.8)l"

I71=lgll=1

> T (B + @ (C ) + [ (B 7 (CD ] Hinlﬁéf)Hzlé (f:¢)
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4 s |BeplChEl
[fl=llgll=1.g= HCfH
S U e e R S e 27
_ 4o (BC)]"
B+ e DT+ I (B -+ (CD — Tt E(7a)
©))
Similarly, taking f = Hg_iu in (9), we have
, 4o (CB))
)" = - }
) ErEy T e DT I (B + (e — it E(7.g)

I71=lgl=1
This completes the proof. [

REMARK 1. If f,g € H with ||f|| = ||g|| = 1, by using the inequality
[(Bg.f)(CF.8)|7 =|(Bg. f)|2](C"g, f)|2
([(Bg, HI"+{C"g, )I")

1
<3
1(IIh(IBI)gH KB DL+ [[R(C el IK(ICDAI)

and the same argument in the proof of the theorem 1, we get the following inequalities:

(@n())" < (W7 (B) -+ 1(C D+ 1K (8D +£7CDI) — 5 int E(F.8)
and
, 4max{[@(BC)]",[®(CB)|"}
O e+ e (F )+ - £
where

E(f,8) = (W (B) + K (1C*)).8) % — (R (IB*) + K> (IC) S, 1) 2]

In the next theorem, we show another general inequality for the quadratic numeri-
cal radius involving 2 x 2 off-diagonal block operator matrix.

THEOREM 2. Let &/ = [g g} €B(H®H), andlet h,k be nonnegative functions
on [0,%0), which are continuous and that satisfy the relation h(s)k(s) = s for all s €

[0,00). Then

2r l r 1 e l r 1 r(|R*
(2 ()17 <1 ZAP (1) + 2R (C DI A (CT) + k(BT
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and

2max{[w(BC)]*",[w(CB))*"}

[ ()" > ’
|5rre (BI) + Sk (C D + 12k (B*]) + Sr2 (I

forall v > 1, p > q > 1 such that %—!—ézlandqr}Z.

Proof. Let f and g be any two unit vectors in H. Then we have
[(Bg, [)(CF,8)|" = (Bg, /)I"{CS,8)l"
<Hh(IBI)gII’Hk(IB*\)fll’llh(\C\)fll’Hk(lC*\)gH’ (by lemma 1)
=(1*(|B))g.8)* (R (1B)f. /) 2 (WP (ICI) £, )2 (K (IC7)g.8)°
=(n*(|B|)g.8)* <k2(|C*|)g &) I (CNS )2 R (BN S f)2
<(0R(BDs.8)F + < 0(C D) ) (S02CDLNE + (2B 1A E)
(by the inequality (3))

< (Il)<hpr(‘B‘)g7g> + é(kq’(\C*Dg,g)) (Il)<hpr(‘c‘)f,f> + $<qu(‘B*|)f’f>>
(by lemma 2)

(580 + Srr(cD e (5D + (15D 1.)
‘.

Taking the supremum over f,g € H with ||f|| = |/g]| =1 in inequality (10), we get the
desired result.
On the other hand, we have

[(Bg, /)(Cf.8)" = (Bg. /) [(Cf.8)I"
> 2|(Bg, /)" 1(CF, )17 (|(Bg, /)P + |(CS,8)[*") ™" (by the inequality (7))
N 2|(Bg, )I*{CS.8)|*
~ R(BD > k(1B £1127 + [|A(CI).f 1> Ik(IC*|)g] >
B 2|(Bg, f)I*"[{Cf.8)*
— (R2(IBI)g. &) (K (IB*)f,f) + (W2 (IC).f. /) (K2(IC*)g, 8)"

2|(Bg, f)I*"l(Cf,8)*"

L2 (|Bl)g, &) + L (R (1B f, ) + L (R2(ICI) £, )P + £ (K2 (IC*|)g, )"

(by the inequality (3))

1
p

1 1
| Lo + e
(B + 2K (ICT)

ey + e

(10)

(by lemma 1)

2/(Bg, f)I[(Cf,8)|*
Ln2rr(1B))g,g) + L2 a(1B*]) £, f) + L2 (1C) . )+ Liera(|Ce g, )
(by lemma 2)

WV
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B 2/(Bg, ) 1(CF,8)
(L2 ([B]) + T (C7)))g.8) + (L2 (1B+]) + L2 ([C)) . 1)

2|(Bg, f)I*"I(CF.8) >
| E2P (|B]) + Sk2ra(|CH )| + || k2a(|B¥]) +  h2P(IC )|

> | (1)

Taking the supremum over f,g € H with || f|| = [|g]| =1 in (11) and the similar proof
in (9), we get the desired result. [

REMARK 2. If f,g € H with ||f|| = ||g|| = 1, by using the inequality

(B, /)(CS:8)" = (B, /) (C &, NI
<[[n(BDgl"Ik(IB* DA IR (IC gl Ik(ICD A"

r

=(12(1B)s,8)* (C (1B .02 (12(1C7)8,8)* K (ICD S )
and the same argument in the proof of the theorem 2, we get the following inequalities:
2r 1 pr 1 qr * 1 pr * 1 qr
[ ()7 < (| =R (|B]) + =R (IC* DI =k (|B*]) + —k"(|C]) |
P q p q
and

. 2max{[w(BC)]*", [w(CB)]*'} 7
) > () + (- + L1218 + (D

forall 7> 1, p>gq>1suchthat £ 41 =1and gr>2.

REMARK 3. Let i(s) =s%, k(s) =s'~%, a € [0,1] and p = g =2 in the theorem
2. Then we get the following inequalities:

r 1 r k —o)r *12r(1— r
[ ()] < ZII\BV“ + [P 1B PO 4 e,
and

4max{[w(BO)*", [w(CB)*'}
d 2r 2 .
[(02( )] ||‘B‘4r0¢+|c*|4r(170¢)” + H|B*|4r(1706)_|_|c|4raH

COROLLARY 1. Let B,C € B(H). Then forall 0 < o0 < 1 and r > 1, we have

r 1 r k —o)r *12r(1— r
[@(BC)Y < /B +|C PO 130+ [c .
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Proof. By utilizing the proposition 1 and proposition 4, we have

x{[w(BC)]",[®(CB)]|"}
'BC 0 1\
| 0 CB )

e[53]
(=[ed])
1( 0B

[@(BC)]" <

® _c ODW

|HB‘20”—|—|C*|21 ar””‘B*‘hl o +‘C‘2ra” 0

Following we show a different general inequality of the quadratic numerical radius
involving 2 x 2 off-diagonal block operator matrix.

THEOREM 3. Let o = [2 g} €B(H®H), and let h,k be nonnegative functions

on [0,e0), which are continuous and that satisfy the relation h(s)k(s) = s for all s €
[0,00). Then

1

[an () < —<||ll,hpf<|c3\> + ékq’(lB*C*DH +IBIICl)

2

e 2max{[w(BC) [0(CB)”)

max{||B||?", [ C||*"} + [ ;4P (|CB|) + gk (IB=C* )|

[ ()] >

forallr>1, p>q>1 with %—l—é:landqr)l

Proof. Let f and g be any two unit vectors in H. Then we have

[(Bg, F)(CS:8)| = [(Bg, [)(f,C"g)
(

(CBg,g)| + ||Bgl||C"¢l|) (bylemma 4)

I\JI'—‘

1
(%uczzg QI+ 5Bl ICl) " (by lemma ),
hence we can obtain
[(Bg, /){f:C7¢)|" < %(\(CBg,gWﬂL 1Bg[I"IC*¢]")
(Ir(cBgl"[[k([B*C*)ell"+ IBII"IC]I") (by lemma 1)

1
S3
= %(<h2(\CBI)g,g>5<k2(lB*C*\)g,g>5 +IBIICl")
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1.1 o1 o . .
5(;<h2(ICB\)g 87+ 5<k2(\B C*)g,8)% +||B|"[[C||") (by the inequality (3))
1.1 1

5(;<h”’(ICB\)g g>+5<kq’(\B*C*\)g7g>+ IB||"[[C]|") (by lemma 2)

1 1 r r * k r r

< S(l=h? (ICB\)+ k” ((B=Cc*DI+[1BlI"IC").- (12)
S 2

Taking the supremum over f,g € H with ||f|| = |/g]| =1 in inequality (12), we get the
desired result.

On the other hand, by the inequality (see, e.g., [7], p. 116)

)2+ [0, v) [P < Ly 1P max{ ], V]I + [, v)], forany y,u,v € H,  (13)

and for any || f]| = |/g]| = 1, we have

VoWV

WV

WV

2 ryl
(5 max{|[B|[>",[|C|[*} + 3 (h*(ICB])g.8) > (K2(|B*C*|)g.8)?)

>

" (Smax{||BI, 27} + 2 (h2(CB])g. ) %

= 1
(g max{[|BI]>", || CIP"} + 55 (" (ICBI)g,8) + 5 (k" (1B*C*[)g,2))

>

= 1
(3 max{|[B|[?",[|CI[2} + || 5;hP" (ICBI) + 2k (|B*C*|)|[)7

2|
2|

[(Bg, £)(Cf,&)| = [{f,Bg)||{f,C g)]
(£,Bg)*|(f,C* &) (|(f,Bg)[* +|(f,C"¢)[) ™" (by the inequality (7))
(f:Bg)P(fC* ) PIII.A 11> (max{||Bg|]*, [C*g|I*} + |(Bg,C*g) )] !
(by the inequality (13))
2|(f,Bg)I*I{f,C*8)I?
max{||Bg||%,|C*g[|*} + [(CBg,g)|
2/(f,Be)I*{f,C8) |
max{||B||%,[|C||*} +[{CBg, g)|
2|(f,Bg)PI(f,.C e)|*
max{||B||2,||C||*} +[|A(|CB|)g||[|k(|B*C*|)g||
[(f,Bg)|*{f,C"¢ >|2
L max{||B||2,|C|[2} + L (h2(|CB|)g,8) * (K2(|B*C*)g,8)?
[(f,Bg)*{f,C )|

(by lemma 1)

(by lemma 5)

|(f,Bg) P, C ) ?
T R(BC g ) %)

(by the inequality (3))
[(f.Bg) P, C*e)?

(by lemma 2)

(. Be)PILf.C)
(3 max{ 1B €17} + (35 (1CBI) + 354" (1B°C*)g. )

(. Bg)P[{f, C) >

)



INEQUALITIES FOR THE BLOCK OPERATOR MATRICES 1441

hence

20(f,Bg) | I{f,C ) >
max{[|B||?", | C[|*"} + | ;4P (ICBI) + gker(IB*C*])]|

[(Bg, /) {f,C )" > (14)

Taking the supremum over f,g¢ € H with ||f]| = ||g|| = 1 in inequality (14) and the
similar proof in (9), we get the desired result. [

REMARK 4. If f,g € H with | f|| = ||g|| = 1, by using the inequality

[(Be. F)(CF.8)| = (B f.8) (8,CP)]
<SUCB LA+ HB*fII les)
< GICB LA+ 1B ATICA

and the same argument in the proof of the theorem 3, we get the following inequality:
2r 1 1 pr * ok 1 qr r r
(oa(e )" < 5 (| e B+ Zrrimen | + 81l

By using the inequality
[(Bg, /)(Cf,8)| = (&, B"f)I|(g.CS)]
and the same argument in the proof of the theorem 3, we get the following inequality:

2max{[0(BC)]*,[w(CB)]*"}
max {||B|[2", |[C[|*} + || 2P (|BC]) + gk (|C*B*|)||

[ ()] >

REMARK 5. Let B =C in the theorem 3 and utilizing the proposition 1. Then we
get the following inequality:

(0B = an(e) " < 5 (|| 178+ k(157D + 1817),

1,1

forall r > 1,p > q > 1 with >+

proposition 2.5 in [21].

=1 and gr > 2. This inequality is given in the

Q |

Using the similar proof of the corollary 2, we obtain the following corollary.
COROLLARY 2. Let B,C € B(H). Then forall 0 < oo < 1 and r > 1, we have
r 1 r * vk —o)r 1 r r
[0(BC)]" < ZIHCBIM +[BC P + S IBIliel”.

Finally, we will give the upper bound of the [, (.«7)]*".
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THEOREM 4. Let &7/ = {gg] € B(H®H). Then forall r > 1, we have

3 . 1
[oa ()] < SIIBIY +[C ][+ 1B+ |C" | [0(CB))"

Proof. Let f and g be any two unit vectors in H . Then using the inequality (see,
e.g.. [9])
, forany x,y,e € Hand |e| =1, (15)

3 1
[Gesed (e < ZINIPII + 5 Il )

we have
|(Bg. F){CT.8)* =(Bs.){f.C )
< 2UB8IPlC gl + §1(CBs. ) IBICg]) by the inequality (15)
< CUBSIPTIC 8] + 1(CBg.2) 1Bl I8 (by lemma 5)
hence
|(Bg. F){F.C8)*

3 || % r 1 ik || r
<Z||38H2 Ic*g|l? +71Bsl"lIC 8l"1{CBg. )]

3 r & R . 5 * 5 r
=7(B"Bg.8)"(CC"g.8)" + 7 (B'Bg,g)> (CC"g,8)*|(CBg. 3)|

4
=2 (1B, )" {IC* Pa.g) + 7 {1BI8.) 1" Pe.g) 1 (CB, )
< (Bl &) + 10" a8+ S (B2 +(1C"Pe.g) ) (CBe. &)
<SUIB.8) + (€ 2,8)) + 5 (1B,8) + (I, )| (CBE, )" (by lemma 2)
<SBIY +1C )+ S IBE +1C P [(CB)
(16)

Taking the supremum over f,g € H with ||f|| = ||g]| =1 in inequality (16), we get the
desired result. [J

REMARK 6. If f,g € H with ||f|| = ||g|| = 1, then by using the inequality

[(Bg, )(CS.8)|* = |(B"f,8)(.CS)I

3
< ZIBAIPICs? + 1Bes. NIl Al

3
4
and the same argument in the proof of the theorem 4, we get the following inequality:

3 Lo
[oa ()] < SB[+ [CI ||+ 1B + €| [0(BC))"
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REMARK 7. Let B=C, r =1 in the theorem 4 and utilizing the proposition 1.

Then we get the following inequality

(B = [on()1* < 1B+ 1B° 1 + S IIBP + 1B (8.

This inequality is given in the theorem 2.1 in [9].
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