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REFINEMENTS OF SOME NUMERICAL RADIUS
INEQUALITIES FOR HILBERT SPACE OPERATORS

MOHAMMAD .W. ALOMARI

ABSTRACT. In this work, some generalizations and refinements
inequalities for the numerical radius of the product of Hilbert space
operators are proved. New inequalities for the numerical radius of
block matrices of Hilbert space operators are also established.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let # () be the Banach algebra of all bounded linear operators de-
fined on a complex Hilbert space (7; (-, -)) with the identity operator
For a bounded linear operator T" on a Hilbert space .77, the numerical
range W (T) is the image of the unit sphere of .7 under the quadratic
form © — (Tx, x) associated with the operator. More precisely,
WA(T)={(Tz,z):x € 7, |x| =1}.

Also, the numerical radius is defined to be
w(T)=sup{|A|: xe W(T)} = sup [(Tz,z)|.

l[zl=1
The spectral radius of an operator 1" is defined to be
r(T)=sup{|A\| : Aesp(T)}.

We recall that, the usual operator norm of an operator 7" is defined
to be

| T[] = sup {||T'z|| : = € H, ||z[| =1},
and
OT): = inf {|Ta|| : € 2, | = 1)
= inf{|(Tz,y)| : x,y € A, ||z|| = [ly[| = 1}.
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It’s well known that the numerical radius is not submultiplicative, but
it is satisfies w(7T'S) < 4w (T)w (S) for all T, S € A (). In partic-
ular if 7', S are commute, then w(7'S) < 2w (T)w (S). Moreover, if
T, S are normal then w (+) is submultiplicative w(7'S) < w (T) w ().
Denote |T| = (T*T)"? the absolute value of the operator 7. Then we
have w (|T']) = ||T'||]. It’s convenient to mention that, the numerical
radius norm is weakly unitarily invariant; i.e., w (U*TU) = w (T for
all unitary U. Also, let us not miss the chance to mention the impor-
tant property that w (7') = w (T*) and w (T*T) = w (TT*) for every
T e B ().

A popular problem is the following: does the numerical radius of the
product of operators commute, i.e., w(7'S) = w (ST for any operators
T,Se€B(H)?

This problem has been given serious attention by many authors and
in several resources (see [14], for example). Fortunately, it has been
shown recently that, for one of such operators must be a multiple of a
unitary operator, and we need only to check w (T'S) = w (ST) for all
rank one operators S € Z () to arrive at the conclusion. This fact
was proved by Chien et al.in [6]. For other related problems involv-
ing numerical ranges and radius see [6] and [7] as well as the elegant
work of Li [27] and the references therein. For more classical and re-
cent properties of numerical range and radius, see [6] [7], [27] and the
comprehensive books [4], [16] and [17].

On the other hand, it is well known that w (-) defines an operator
norm on % () which is equivalent to operator norm || - ||. Moreover,
we have

STl < w () < 7] (1)

for any T' € % (). The inequality is sharp.
In 2003, Kittaneh [21] refined the right-hand side of (1.1), where he
proved that

w(T) < 3 (1T + 17%)17) (12)

for any T' € B ().
After that in 2005, the same author in [19] proved that

1 1
LA A+ AL <0 (4) < S A" A+ ALY (1.3)

The inequality is sharp. This inequality was also reformulated and
generalized in [13] but in terms of Cartesian decomposition.
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In 2007, Yamazaki [30] improved (1.1) by proving that
1 ~ 1 2111/2
w() <5 (1T +w(T)) <5 (ITh+72"), @4

where T = |T|Y2U|T|/? with unitary U.
In 2008, Dragomir [11] used Buzano inequality to improve (1.1),
where he proved that

w?(T) < % (IT] +w (T?)). (1.5)

This result was also recently generalized by Sattari et al.in [29].

This work, is divided into four sections, after this introduction, in
Section 2, we recall some well-known inequalities for bounded linear
operators. In Section 3, some generalizations and refinements of the
numerical radius inequalities are proved. In Section 4, new refinement
inequalities for the numerical radius of n x n Hilbert space operator
matrices are established.

2. LEMMAS
In order to prove our results we need a sequence of lemmas.

Lemma 1. We have
(1) The Power-Mean inequality

a®b'* <aa+(1—a)b< (ad” + (1 —a)b’)?, (2.1)

for all a € [0,1], a,b >0 and p > 1.
(2) The Power-Young inequality

a B pa B\ 7
ab<%+b—<<a—+bi) (2.2)

f0ralla,bEOanda,ﬁ>1withé%—%:landallpzl.

==

Lemma 2. (The McCarty inequality). Let A € B ()™, then
(Az, z)’ < (APx, x), p>1, (2.3)
for any unit vector x €
The mixed Schwarz inequality was introduced in [25], as follows:
Lemma 3. Let A€ B ()", then
Az ) < (AP, 2) (| y),  0<a<l (24)

for any vectors x,y €
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In order to generalize (2.4), Kittaneh in [24] used the following key
lemma to prove a generalization of Kato’s inequality (2.4).
A C*
C B
B (A & A) if and only if |(Cx,y)|* < (Az,x) (By,y) for every vec-
tors x,y € .

Indeed, in [24] we find that

Lemma 5. Let A, B € B () such that |A|B = B*|A|. If f and g
are nonnegative continuous functions on [0, 00) satisfying f(t)g(t) =t
(t >0), then

[(ABz,y)| < (B)[[f (A]) [ lg ([A"]) ]l (2.5)
for any vectors x,y € .

Lemma 4. Let A,B € B ()". Then [ } is positive in

Clearly, by setting B = 1, and choosing f(t) = t<, g(t) = t}7¢,
then the inequality (2.5) reduces to (2.4).

The following useful estimate of a spectral radius was also obtained
by Kittaneh in [20].

Lemma 6. If A,B € B (). Then

r(AB)

< i <||AB|| + || BA|| + \/(||AB|| — | BA||)® + 4m (A, B)) . (26)

where m (A, B) := min {||A[| | BABI|, | B]| [ ABA][}-

In some of our results we need the following two fundamental norm
estimates, which are:

A+ B

1
<5 (114 151+ 00 = 181"+ alaeB ), 2

and
|AYV2BY2|| < ||AB||"? . (2.8)
Both estimates are valid for all positive operators A, B € £ (). Also,

it should be noted that (2.7) is sharper than the triangle inequality as
pointed out by Kittaneh in [23].

A new refinement of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality was recently ob-
tained in [3], as follows:
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Lemma 7. Let A€ B ()", then

(Az, ) < [(A%2, @) — (|A — (Az, ) Lul" v, )] (2.9)

x [(APy,y) — (|A = (Ay, v) 1ul" v, )]
< (AP, ) (APy,y)

for all p > 2 and every x,y € H.

3. NUMERICAL RADIUS INEQUALITIES

Let us begin with the following result.

Theorem 1. Let A,B € A () such that |A|B = B*|A|. If f,g
be nonnegative continuous functions on [0,00) satisfying f(t)g(t) = t,
(t >0). Then

r(B)w ((f* (1A]) + g (147])))

< < (UBI+ [1B21") {1172 AN ] + llg (14*])

w(AB) <

oolr—tl\blr—t

)| (3.1)
+\/(||f2 (AN = llg® (JADINZ + 411 f (JA] g (JA=])|?

In particular, we have
w(A) < s (£ (4D + ¢ (147)).

Proof. Setting y = z in (2.5), we get
[(ABz,x)| < r (B) || f (|A]) z| [lg (|A™]) 2|

—

=r( <f2 |A]) x x>1/2 <g (|A*]) = x>1/2
< 5r(B) (P (ADw2) + (@ (ADwx)) by (21)
= 5P (B (AN + ¢ (4] 7.)

Thus, by taking the supremum over z € .7 we get that

r(B) sup ((f*(|A]) +¢* (|4"])) =, z)

[|lz]|=1
F(B)w (2 (1A + ¢ (14°)))
B) [[(£2 (14D + * (14" )H) by (L1).

sup [(ABz, z)| <
Jall=1

(=5

N = l\DIF—‘

[\Dli—‘
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which proves the first inequality in (3.1).

sup [(ABz, z)| <
Jall=1

r(B)w ((f*(1A]) + g (147])))

<

l\DI}—‘ l\DIr—*

B) | (£ (1A + g* 1A D) |

The second inequality follows by employing the (2.7) on the last in-
equality above i.e.,

(2 (JAD +* (| A7) )H<17° (B) {172 A AD] + [l (1A*])

|
+\/(Hf2 (ADI = 1192 (A=D1 + 4 Hf(lA\)g(lA*l)H2}

also, by using (2.6) with A = 1,,, we get

)|
U (AN - llg? (1A DI +41.f <|A|>g<|A*|>||2}

sup [(ABz,2)] < < (1B + 1B {12 AN + [1o* (14°

flzf|=1

and this proves the second inequality in (3.1).

U
Corollary 1. Let A, B € B () such that |A|B = B*|A|. Then,
1 « * —x
w(AB) < 51 (B)w ((JAP + 14" ™))
1 o ‘| a)
< < (1BI+182017%) {lare) + [|1arpe- (3.2)

ey (lhare - asre=

forall 0 < a <1.

) +4H|A|‘“|A*|1—‘“H2}'

Proof. Setting f(t) = t* and g(t) =t 0 < a < 1,¢ > 0 in Theorem
1. U

Corollary 2. Let A, B € B () such that |A|B = B*|A|. In particu-

lar, we have

w(AB) < - (1Bl +[B2"*) - (14l + [42"*)  33)

NG,
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Proof. Setting a = 1 in (3.2) we get

r(B)w (1P + A Pt))

<1

2

1 9111/2 . .

<< (IBI+1B21) NAI + 1Al by (2.6) with A= 1)
2}

where the last inequality follows from (2.8) and using the fact that
I|All| = [|A*||| = ||A]| and this proves the desired result. O

w(AB) <

M (AL = DAY + 4 1A a2

=< (1B B2)7) - (Al + 142

A generalization of Theorem 1 is given as follows:

Theorem 2. Let A,B € % () such that |A|B = B*|A|. If f,g
be nonnegative continuous functions on [0,00) satisfying f(t)g(t) = t,
(t >0). Then,

wr (4B) < (B)-w (L7 a) + o (4°) )

< (8| 27D + 5o (1)

e

forallle,a2ﬁ>1withé+%:1andﬁpZQ. Moreover we
have

w (AB) < oo (181 + || B %) (3.5)

< {7 ADI =+ [l (AN + @ (. 9: A) }

where @ (f, g; A) = \/Hf“p(\AD\ = llg® (AN + 41| f7 (Al 972 (|A]) |
and v = max{ <, B}
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Proof. Using the mixed Schwarz inequality (2.5), we have
[(ABz, z)|"
<" (B)If (AD =" llg (|A™]) "

— 7 (B) (f* (|A]) 2, 2)% (g* (|A"]) w, )2

< (@) L 1aDn DT 4 L@ ahan®] oy e2)
< (B) | (AD ) + 5 (7 (4D )] Oy 23)

= 1”(B) < Efap (JA]) + %gﬁp (‘A*D} x,x> .

Taking the supremum over x € 5, we obtain the first inequality in
(3.4). To obtain the second inequality, by utilizing (1.1) on the first
inequality in (3.4) we have

w (570D + 5o a) )

1 ap l Bp *
<[ an + 3o

< max(3, 5} £ (1A + 7 (A7)
< S (£ (4D + g™ (147) (by (2.7))

+\/Hf°‘p ([AD] = llg® (|A=DIN* + 4[| fro/2 (|A]) gno7 (\A*\)||2)

N —

< sy (77 (ADT + [lg™ (A7)

(by (2.8))

+\/Hf°‘p (AN = llg? (|A=DIT* + 41 f7> (|A]) g7 (IA*I)H) :

Hence, by substituting all in (3.4) we get

N —

wr (4B) < (B)w (L7 (4D + 5o (4°) )

< (B). Héfwm) + 507 (4°)

< oo - (181 +18272)’
x {17 (ADI + [lg™ (14°)

+@(f,9;A)},
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where the last inequality follows from (2.6) with A = 1, and this is
yield the required result, where ® (f, g; A) is defined above. O

A generalization of Sattari et al.inequality which was obtained in
[29] is given as follows:

Theorem 3. Let A, B € B () such that

(1) AB = BA, and
(2) |A%|B* = (B?)" | A4?|.

If f, g be nonnegative continuous functions on [0, 00) satisfying f(t)g(t) =

t, (t >0). Then,
w? (AB) < L ABIP + 1 (18] + |13 )
< {177 (AN + g (A + (.90} (36)

where ® (f, g; A) is defined in Theorem 2, and v = max{é, %}, for all
p>l,a>p>1 withéjt%:l and Bp > 2.

Proof. Let us first note that the Dragomir refinement of Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality reads that [12]:

(=, 9)| < [z, ) (e, )] + [{z, y) = (2, €) (e, y)| < =[] [yl

for all z,y,e € J with |le| = 1.
It’s easy to deduce the inequality

e o)l < 5 (e o)) + 2l ). (3.7)

2
Setting e = u, x = ABu, y = B*A*u in (3.7) and using the Power-Mean
inequality (2.1) we get

[(ABu, u) (u, B"A™u)| < 5 ((ABu, B A™u)| + || Aul| || B*A*ul})

N —

<|<(AB)2u,U>\p + [[Aul” ||A*UI|”) ’
2 ’

since A, B are commutative so that (AB)? = A?B?. Equivalently, we

may write

[(ABu, )| < = (|((AB)*u,w)|" + ||ABu|]” || B*A*u|") . (3.8)

N —
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Now, using the mixed Schwarz inequality (2.5) by replacing A, B by
A?. B?; respectively, then we have

}<(AB)2:£,x>}p

<o (B) [ (el o () ol

o (B2) (77 (|4%]) ) (g7 ((4%)" )

() [ (A o) S ()
<o (8) [ 2 (e () ) + 5 G () D) by 23)
= () (|20 (20) + 5o (7] ).

Substituting in (3.8) and taking the supremum over = € J#, and finally
proceed as in the proof of Theorem 2 we get the desired inequality. We
shall omit the details. U

IN

):::,@Bf] (by (2.2))

Corollary 3. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3, we have

1 o 1 1/2 1/2

w?(AB) < 5 | ABI + 5 (182 + [1B11"7%) (14l +1142]7%)
Theorem 4. Let A, B € ()" such that AB is contraction. Then
w? (AB) < [||A7]| = £ ([[1(A = [[AIDFID]
< (1B =€ (I1(B = IBIDI"N] (3.9)

for all p > 2. In particular, we have

w? (A) < [JAP| = (1A = [[ADII)
for every positive contraction A.

A  B*A* .
AB B ]E%(%@%)IS
positive. Since AB is contraction, then by Proposition 1.3.5 ([4], p.
10), [AIB BIA } is positive. Thus,

p_[ A BAT]_[A0] [0 BA
4B B |~ |0 B AB 0

Proof. Let us first prove that T' = [

is positive since A, B > 0.
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Now, tet x = (71 ) in o @ o, sl that [l + il = 1
2

Since AB is contraction then AAB B BA is positive. Therefore, by
setting C' = AB in Lemma 4, and this implies that
|<ABI’1,ZL’2>|2P S <Al’1,l’1>p <Bl’2,l’2>p (310)

If we wish setting x; = x5 and employing the first inequality in Lemma
7, we get

((ABzy, 22)[” < (Az1, 11)" (Bxa, 22)"
< ((APy, 1) — (|[A = (A, 20) 1) 21, 24))
X ((Bpl'g,l’2> — <|B — <BZL’2,ZL'2> 1H|p 1’2,1'2>)

< <<Apx1,x1> — < $1,$1>)
X ((Bpx2,x2> — < $2,$2>>

Taking the supremum over x1, x5 € J, we observe that
P
T1, T >]

sup |(ABx1, x2) \2”
p

llz1]|=[lw2 =1
< sup
lz1l|=llz2(=1
p
X1, .Z’1>
p
Z2, .Z'2>

<Bpl'2,l’2> - <
= [IlA7][ = £(NICA = [ ADED) < WB"I = € B = [1BIDIFID]
which completes the proof. O
A B*A*
AB B

in Theorem 4 is essential. A more general case could be obtained for
general operators A, B without any contractivity assumptions.

A— sup (Azy, 1) 1y
llz1]]=1

B — sup (B, 1) 1y
llz2[[=1

A— sup (Azy, @) 1y
(=1

<Apl’1, ZL’1> — <

X B— sup <BZL’2,[L’2> 17—[

[[z2]/=1

A— sup (Azy, 1) 1y
[[z1]=1

< sup (APzq,x1) — inf <

llz1]|=1 [[z1]=1

B — sup (B, 1) 1y

llz2]l=1

X sup (BPry,x9) — inf <

llz1]|=1 [lz2][=1

As we have seen, the positivity assumption of T' =
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*

Corollary 4. Let A,B € B ()" such that T = [ é B } is posi-
tive. Then
w? (C)
< [1A7[ = € (1A = [LAIDFIDT < (1871 = €(lI(B = [IBINFID] - (3.11)
for all p > 2. In particular, we have
w? (C) < [[|AP]| = € (1A = 1ADFID] -
Moreover, in special case for C' = A, we have
w? (A) < (|47 = (1A= [[ADFIN]-
Proof. The proof follows from Lemma 5 and Theorem 4. O
Corollary 5. Let T € % () be any operator. Then
w? (T) < (1771 = € (I = T HII]
X [T = AN = THrnT (3.12)

for all p > 2.

: T T1* : . .
Proof. Since T T € B(H & ) is positive (see[24]), then
the result follows from Corollary 4. O

4. REFINEMENTS OF NUMERICAL RADIUS INEQUALITIES FOR 1 X n
MATRIX OPERATORS

Several numerical radius type inequalities improving and refining the
inequality (1.1) have been recently obtained by many other authors see
for example [2], [9], [L0], [21]-[23], [28]. Among others, three important
facts concerning the Numerical radius inequalities of n x n Operator
matrices are obtained by different authors which are grouped together,

as follows:
Let A =[A;;] € B(D;_, H;) such that A;; € B (H;, 7). Then

( ()] s
w ( tij ) , Hou& Du in [1§]
w(A) <{ w ( -tg-)- ) , BaniDomi & Kittaneh in [5] ;  (4.1)
w ( -tg’)- ) , AbuOmar & Kittaneh in [1]
\ L J
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where

1 21/2 . .
i 2 2 ,1_1” _'_ CZjZZ )7 1 =
Wow(Tyl)), 2= { (Il + 1T =g
175511 oy
and
t@:{ w(Ty), i=j
Y T35, @7
In the next result we refine the latest bound tg’) by adding a third

part; which is the numerical range of the sub-operators on the opposite
diagonal.

Theorem 5. Let A = [A;;] € B (D], i) such that A;; € B(H;, H),
and f, g be as in Lemma 5. Then

w(A) < w([a;]), (4.2)
where
w (4;5), j=1i and j#n—i+1
aij: UJ(Aij), ]:n—l—l—l and ]7&7]
1431 J#Fn—i+1 and j#i
Proof. Let © = [ @1 @y -+ }T € @, , # with ||z|| = 1. For
simplicity setting k; = n — ¢+ 1, then we have
[(Az, 2)| = | > (Ayx;, z)
ij=1
<) Ay, )]
ij=1

+ > Ay, )|

J#iki

n n
<Y WAz )+ (A we o)
=1 =1
n n n
2 2
<N w (Aa) llwill? + > w (A TP+ 1A il ;]
i=1 i=1 i
n
< ag llill |1
=1

= (laijl v, y)

where y = (|lzo|l [zl <o ||zl )T. Taking the supremum over
x € P A, we obtain the desired result. U
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Corollary 6. If A = [
1
2

w40 42 ]) = 50+ ot (43)

(0 () = 0 (A + (w0 (A1) + 0 (420

w (Agl) w (Agg) )
w (All) w (A12) +w (Agl)

Proof. From Theorem 5, we have

Ay Agg
<
w([A21 A22]>w<

w (All) w (Alg)

w (Az1) +w (Ai2) w (Az)
(w (An) +w (Agg)

|

/(0 (An) — w (An))? + (1 (Ars) + w0 <A21>>2)

which proves the result. U

Using the fact that for any n x n matrix A = [4;;] such that 4;; > 0.
Then w (A) <r (W), we may state Theorem 5 as follows:

Corollary 7. Let A = [A;;] € B (D, ) and f,g be as in Lemma
5. Then

w (A) < ([by]) (4.4)
where
w (Agj) j=i and j#n—i+1
3 (A1 + (1A jAin—i+1

Theorem 6. Let A = [A;j] € B (D), ) and f,g be as in Lemma
5. Then

w(A) <w([ey]) (4.5)
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where
(3177 (1Aal) + ¢* (145D j=i and j#n-—i+l
Ci; = < %Hf2(|Aij|)+92(Afj) ) j=n—i+1 and jF#1 ‘
[ A1l jEin—i+1
\
Proof. Let x = [xl Ty o xp }T € @, A with ||z]| = 1. For

simplicity setting k; = n — ¢+ 1, then we have

n

> (A, )

ij=1

<Y Ay, @)

h,j=1

[(Az, x)| =

1=1 1=1

JF#i

< ST (A @) (g (AL i)'
=1

) Ly xki>1/2

*
Akiki

+ Z <f2 (‘AkzkzD Lk xki>l/2 <g2 (
i=1

+ Z |(Aijzj, :)]
j#i

2 A (Al i) + (4 <|A;|>a:i,xi>]

<

N —

Ll
2

=1

+ ) (A, @)

JFi
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—_

—Z ([F2 (1Aa]) + 62 (A5 25, 2:)

[\

+ 5 Z<[f2 (|Akzkl|) +g2 (‘Azzlﬁ‘)} Iki’xki>
1=1

+ ) (A, @)

J#
= (leij]y,9)
where y = ([lzo|l 2ol -+ [l )T. Taking the supremum over
€ @ 4, we obtain the desired result. U

As we did in Corollary 7 we may restate Theorem 6 in terms of
spectral radius as follows:

Corollary 8. Let A = [A;;] € B (D, ) and f,g be as in Lemma
5. Then

w (A) < r([dy]), (4.6)
where
(1172 (1A5]) + o2 (| A5)) j—i and jAn—it1
1 L2 (1450 +g ( D
dij = +Hf2 jil +9( )H]; j=n—1+1 and j#1i
(1Al + 140D, Pdim—itl
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