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FROM NORM INEQUALITIES TO SPECTRAL GRAPH THEORY

PINTU BHUNIA AND SATYAJIT SAHOO

Abstract. We develop a new refinement of the Kato’s inequality and using this re-
finement we obtain several upper bounds for the numerical radius of a bounded linear
operator as well as the product of operators, which improve the well known existing
bounds. Further, we obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for the positivity of
2× 2 certain block matrices and using this condition we deduce an upper bound for the
numerical radius involving a contraction operator. Furthermore, we study the Schatten
p-norm inequalities for the sum of two n × n complex matrices via singular values and
from the inequalities we obtain the p-numerical radius and the classical numerical radius
bounds. We show that for every p > 0, the p-numerical radius wp(·) : Mn(C) → R

satisfies wp(T ) ≤
√

1
2

∥

∥|T |2(1−t) + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2t
∥

∥

p/2
for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Con-

sidering p → ∞, we get a nice refinement of the well known classical numerical radius

bound w(T ) ≤
√

1
2 ‖T ∗T + TT ∗‖.

As an application of the Schatten p-norm inequalities we develop a bound for the energy
of graph. We show that E(G) ≥ 2m

√

max1≤i≤n

{

∑

j,vi∼vj
dj

}

, where E(G) is the energy of a

simple graph G with m edges and n vertices v1, v2, . . . , vn such that degree of vi is di for
each i = 1, 2, . . . , n.
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1. Introduction and motivation

Suppose B(H) denotes the C∗-algebra of all bounded linear operators on a complex Hilbert
space H. If H is finite-dimensional with dimension n, then B(H) is identified with Mn(C),
the set of all n × n complex matrices. For T ∈ B(H), T ∗ denotes the Hilbert adjoint of
T and |T | denotes the positive operator (T ∗T )1/2. Let Re(T ) = 1

2
(T + T ∗) and Im(T ) =
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2 P. BHUNIA AND S. SAHOO

1
2i
(T − T ∗) be the real and the imaginary part of T , respectively. Let ‖T‖ and w(T )

denote the operator norm and the numerical radius of T , respectively. Recall that ‖T‖ =
sup{‖Tx‖ : x ∈ H, ‖x‖ = 1} and w(T ) = sup{|〈Tx, x〉| : x ∈ H, ‖x‖ = 1}. It is easy
to verify that w(T ) = max{‖Re(λT )‖ : λ ∈ C, |λ| = 1}, see [8]. The numerical radius
w(·) : B(H) → R defines a norm and it satisfies

1

2
‖T‖ ≤ w(T ) ≤ ‖T‖ for every T ∈ B(H). (1.1)

The numerical range and the associated numerical radius have important contribution to
study operators and their various analytic and geometric properties. However, the exact
value calculation of the numerical radius of an arbitrary operator is still a hard problem.
So many mathematicians have been tried to develop different bounds which improve the
classical bounds in (1.1), see the books [13, 42]. One well known improved upper bound
is

w(T ) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|T |+ |T ∗|
∥

∥, (1.2)

given by Kittaneh [34]. Another improvement is shown by Bhunia and Paul [15], namely,

w(T ) ≤
√

‖α|T |2 + (1− α)|T ∗|2‖, for all α ∈ [0, 1]. (1.3)

This bound improves the bound w(T ) ≤
√

1
2
‖|T 2|+ |T ∗|2‖, proved by Kittaneh [33]. For

more recent development bounds for the numerical radius, the reader can see the articles
[9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 29, 31, 32, 38, 41].

One of the most basic useful inequalities to study numerical radius bounds is the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, i.e., | 〈x, y〉 | ≤ ‖x‖‖y‖, for all x, y ∈ H. An extension of this
inequality is the Buzano’s inequality [17], namely,

|〈x, e〉〈e, y〉| ≤ ‖e‖2
2

(‖x‖‖y‖+ |〈x, y〉|) , for any x, y, e ∈ H. (1.4)

Closely related to the Buzano’s inequality (1.4), Dragomir [20, Corollary 1] proved that
for every T ∈ B(H),

|〈Tx, Ty〉| ≤ ‖T‖2
2

(|〈x, y〉|+ ‖x‖ ‖y‖) . (1.5)

The Buzano’s inequality and its siblings have been interestingly used in the literature to
present certain applications of operator inequalities, one can see in [17, 20, 21, 39]. A
refinement of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality is given in [31, Theorem 2.6], namely,

|〈x, y〉| ≤
(

‖x‖ − infλ∈C ‖x− λy‖2
2‖x‖

)

‖y‖, for x, y ∈ H with x 6= 0. (1.6)

A generalization of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality is the Kato’s inequality [30], namely,

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤ ‖|T |tx‖ ‖|T ∗|1−ty‖, T ∈ B(H), for all x, y ∈ H and for all t ∈ [0, 1]. (1.7)

This is also very useful to study numerical radius bounds of bounded linear operators.
In Section 2, we obtain an improvement of the Kato’s inequality (1.7). In particular,

we prove that
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Theorem 1.1. (See Lemma 2.2)

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤







(

‖|T |tx‖ − infλ∈C‖|T |tx−λ|T |1−tU∗y‖2

2‖|T |tx‖

)

‖|T ∗|1−ty‖ when ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ 6= 0

‖|T |tx‖ ‖|T ∗|1−ty‖ when ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ = 0, for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Using the above improvement we develop various refinements of the existing numerical
radius bounds. We show that

Theorem 1.2. (See Theorem 2.6)

w(T ) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

‖|T ∗|1−txn‖
2‖|T |txn‖

inf
λ∈C

∥

∥

(

|T |t − λ|T |1−tU∗)xn

∥

∥

2
,

for all t ∈ [0, 1] and w(T ) = limn→∞ |〈Txn, xn〉|.
This is a non-trivial refinement of w(T ) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1], proved
by El-Haddad and Kittaneh [22, Theorem 1]. Among other bounds we obtain that

Theorem 1.3. (See Theorem 2.12)

w (T ) ≤ ‖T‖1−t

2





∥

∥|T |t + |T ∗|t
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

∥

∥

∥|T ∗| t2xn

∥

∥

∥

2
∥

∥

∥
|T | t2xn

∥

∥

∥

inf
λ∈C

∥

∥

∥
(|T | t2 − λ|T | t2U∗)xn

∥

∥

∥

2



 ,

for all t ∈ [0, 1].

This is a non-trivial refinement of w(T ) ≤ ‖T‖1−t

2

∥

∥|T |t + |T ∗|t
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1], re-
cently proved by Bhunia [6, Corollary 2.13]. Further, we develop an upper bound for the
numerical radius of the product of operators. In particular, we prove that

Theorem 1.4. (See Theorem 2.15) If X ≥ 0, then

w (AXB) ≤ ‖X‖
2

(

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

‖A∗xn‖
2‖Bxn‖

inf
λ∈C

‖(B − λA∗)xn‖2
)

≤ ‖X‖
2

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥ .

In Section 3, we obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for the positivity of 2 × 2

block matrix

[

A C∗

C B

]

∈ B (H⊕H). In particular, we show that

Theorem 1.5. (See Theorem 3.2) Suppose A,B,C ∈ B (H) with A ≥ 0 and B ≥ 0.

Then

[

A C∗

C B

]

∈ B (H⊕H) is positive if and only if there is a contraction K such that

|〈Cx, y〉| ≤
√

〈

A
1

2 |K|A 1

2x, x
〉〈

B
1

2 |K∗|B 1

2y, y
〉

for all x, y ∈ H.

Applying this condition, in Theorem 3.5, we obtain an upper bound for the numerical
radius, which improves recently developed bound [38, Theorem 2.5].

In Section 4, we study the Schatten p-norm and p-numerical radius bounds for n × n
complex matrices. For a matrix T ∈ Mn(C), the p-numerical radius of T is defined as

wp(T ) = max{‖Re(λT )‖p : λ ∈ C, |λ| = 1}, p > 0
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where ‖·‖p is the Schatten p-norm. Recall that ‖T‖p =
(

∑n
j=1 s

p
j(T )

)1/p

= (trace |T |p)1/p ,
where s1(T ) ≥ s2(T ) ≥ . . . ≥ sn(T ) are the singular values of T , i.e., the eigenvalues of |T |.
For p = ∞, ‖T‖p = ‖T‖ = s1(T ) and so wp(T ) = w(T ) is the classical numerical radius
of T. For p ≥ 1, the Schatten p-norm defines a norm on Mn(C). For 1 ≤ p ≤ q ≤ ∞,
‖T‖ ≤ ‖T‖q ≤ ‖T‖p ≤ ‖T‖1. The Schatten p-norm is very useful to study matrix theory
and compact operators also. Over the years many researchers have been studied various
results on it, see [1, 2, 3, 7, 19] and the references therein. Here, we develop the Schatten
p-norm inequalities for the sum of two n × n complex matrices via singular values. In
particular, we show that

Theorem 1.6. (See Theorem 4.2) Let T, S ∈ Mn(C) and e, f, g, h are non-negative
continuous functions on [0,∞) such that f(t)g(t) = t and e(t)h(t) = t for all t ≥ 0. Then

sj(T + S) ≤
∥

∥g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|)
∥

∥

1/2
s
1/2
j

(

f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|)
)

for every j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Furthermore,

‖T + S‖p ≤
∥

∥g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|)

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
for every p > 0 . (1.8)

Among other Schatten p-norm inequalities, from the bound (1.8), we deduce the fol-
lowing p-numerical radius bound for matrices.

Theorem 1.7. (See Corollary 4.7)

wp(T ) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|T |2(1−t) + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2t

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
,

for every p > 0 and for all t ∈ [0, 1] . Considering p → ∞, we get

w2(T ) ≤ 1

4

∥

∥|T |2(1−t) + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2t
∥

∥ . (1.9)

The bound (1.9) refines the well known bound w2(T ) ≤ 1
2
‖T ∗T + TT ∗‖ , given by

Kittaneh [33].
Finally, in Section 5, as an application of the Schatten p-norm inequalities we develop a

lower bound for the energy of a graph which is introduced by Gutman [24] in connection
to the total π-electron energy in Chemical Science. In particular, we prove that

Theorem 1.8. (See Theorem 5.1)

E(G) ≥ 2m
√

max1≤i≤n

{

∑

j,vi∼vj
dj

}

,

where m is the number of edges of a simple graph G and di is the degree of the vertex vi,
for i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

This bound improves E(G) ≥ 2
√
m (see [18]) for a certain class of graphs. We provide

computational examples to illustrate the bounds.
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2. A refinement of the Kato’s inequality and numerical radius bounds

In this section, we obtain a refinement of the Kato’s inequality (1.7) and using the
refinement we develop upper bounds for the numerical radius of bounded linear operators,
which improve the existing bounds. To prove the results first we need the following lemma
which follows from the identity ‖x‖2‖y‖2 − |〈x, y〉|2 = ‖y‖2‖x− λy‖2 − |〈y, x− λy〉|2 for
all λ ∈ C and x, y ∈ H.

Lemma 2.1. [31] If x, y ∈ H, then ‖x‖2‖y‖2 − |〈x, y〉|2 = ‖y‖2 infλ∈C ‖x− λy‖2.

Here we mention that a simple proof of the inequality (1.6) can be derived from Lemma
2.1, since ‖y‖2 infλ∈C ‖x − λy‖2 = ‖x‖2‖y‖2 − |〈x, y〉|2 ≤ 2‖x‖‖y‖(‖x‖‖y‖ − |〈x, y〉|).
We now obtain a refinement of the Kato’s inequality (1.7), which also generalizes the
refinement of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (1.6).

Lemma 2.2. Let T ∈ B(H) and T = U |T | be the polar decomposition of T. Then for all
x, y ∈ H, we have

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤







(

‖|T |tx‖ − infλ∈C‖|T |tx−λ|T |1−tU∗y‖2

2‖|T |tx‖

)

‖|T ∗|1−ty‖ when ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ 6= 0

‖|T |tx‖ ‖|T ∗|1−ty‖ when ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ = 0,

for all t ∈ [0, 1]. In particular, for t = 1
2
, we have

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤







(

∥

∥|T |1/2x
∥

∥− infλ∈C‖|T |1/2(x−λU∗y)‖2

2‖|T |1/2x‖

)

∥

∥|T ∗|1/2y
∥

∥ when ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ 6= 0
∥

∥|T |1/2x
∥

∥

∥

∥|T ∗|1/2y
∥

∥ when ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ = 0.

Proof. If ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ = 0 then the result follows from (1.7), so we only prove the case
when ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ 6= 0. We have

〈|T |2tx, x〉1/2〈|T ∗|2(1−t)y, y〉1/2 − |〈Tx, y〉|

=
〈|T |2tx, x〉〈|T ∗|2(1−t)y, y〉 − |〈Tx, y〉|2

〈|T |2tx, x〉1/2〈|T ∗|2(1−t)y, y〉1/2 + |〈Tx, y〉|

≥ ‖|T |tx‖2‖|T ∗|1−ty‖2 − |〈|T |tx, |T |1−tU∗y〉|2
2〈|T |2tx, x〉1/2〈|T ∗|2(1−t)y, y〉1/2 (by using (1.7))

=
‖|T |tx‖2‖|T |1−tU∗y‖2 − |〈|T |tx, |T |1−tU∗y〉|2

2〈|T |2tx, x〉1/2〈|T ∗|2(1−t)y, y〉1/2

=
‖|T ∗|1−ty‖2 infλ∈C ‖|T |tx− λ|T |1−tU∗y‖2

2 ‖|T |tx‖ ‖|T ∗|1−ty‖ (by Lemma 2.1).

This implies

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤ 〈|T |2tx, x〉1/2〈|T ∗|2(1−t)y, y〉1/2 − ‖|T ∗|1−ty‖2 infλ∈C ‖|T |tx− λ|T |1−tU∗y‖2

2 ‖|T |tx‖ ‖|T ∗|1−ty‖ ,

as desired. �

From Lemma 2.2, we obtain the following inequality for positive operators.
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Proposition 2.3. If T ∈ B(H) is positive then for all x, y ∈ H, we have

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤







(

‖T tx‖ − infλ∈C‖T tx−λT 1−ty‖2

2‖T tx‖

)

‖T 1−ty‖ when ‖Tx‖‖Ty‖ 6= 0

‖T tx‖ ‖T 1−ty‖ when ‖Tx‖‖Ty‖ = 0,

for all t ∈ [0, 1]. In particular, for t = 1
2
, we have

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤







(

∥

∥T 1/2x
∥

∥− infλ∈C‖T 1/2(x−λy)‖2

2‖T 1/2x‖

)

∥

∥T 1/2y
∥

∥ when ‖Tx‖‖Ty‖ 6= 0
∥

∥T 1/2x
∥

∥

∥

∥T 1/2y
∥

∥ when ‖Tx‖‖Ty‖ = 0.

Here, we consider an example to show that Lemma 2.2 is a proper refinement of (1.7).

Example 2.4. Take H = Cn, T = I, x = (1, 0, 0, . . . , 0) and y = ( 1√
2
, 1√

2
, 0, . . . , 0). We

have

|〈Tx, y〉| = 1√
2

<
3

4
=

(

∥

∥|T |tx
∥

∥− infλ∈C ‖|T |tx− λ|T |1−tU∗y‖2

2 ‖|T |tx‖

)

∥

∥|T ∗|1−ty
∥

∥

< 1 = ‖|T |tx‖‖|T ∗|1−ty‖.
Applying Lemma 2.2, we now obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for which

the Kato’s inequality (1.7) becomes equality. Note that when ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ = 0 then
|〈Tx, y〉| = ‖|T |tx‖‖|T ∗|1−ty‖ = 0 for every t ∈ [0, 1] .

Proposition 2.5. Let T ∈ B(H) and let x, y ∈ H be such that ‖Tx‖‖T ∗y‖ 6= 0. Then

|〈Tx, y〉| = ‖|T |tx‖‖|T ∗|1−ty‖ for every t ∈ [0, 1]

if and only if

inf
λ∈C

∥

∥|T |tx− λ|T |1−tU∗y
∥

∥ = 0 (T = U |T | is the polar decomposition of T ).

Proof. The necessary part follows from Lemma 2.2 and so we only prove the sufficient part.
Suppose infλ∈C ‖|T |tx− λ|T |1−tU∗y‖ = 0. Therefore, this implies |〈|T |tx, |T |1−tU∗y〉| =
‖|T |tx‖‖|T |1−tU∗y‖, i.e., |〈Tx, y〉| = ‖|T |tx‖‖|T ∗|1−ty‖. �

Again applying Lemma 2.2, we develop an upper bound for the numerical radius of
bounded linear operators which refines the existing bound (1.2).

Theorem 2.6. Let T ∈ B(H), T 6= 0 and T = U |T | be the polar decomposition. Then

w(T ) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

‖|T ∗|1−txn‖
2‖|T |txn‖

inf
λ∈C

∥

∥

(

|T |t − λ|T |1−tU∗) xn

∥

∥

2

≤ 1

2

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1]

where the sequence {xn} ⊂ H, ‖xn‖ = 1 such that w(T ) = limn→∞ |〈Txn, xn〉|. For t = 1
2
,

w(T ) ≤ 1

2
‖|T | + |T ∗|‖ − lim

n→∞

∥

∥|T ∗|1/2xn

∥

∥

2 ‖|T |1/2xn‖
inf
λ∈C

∥

∥|T |1/2 (I − λU∗)xn

∥

∥

2
(2.1)

≤ 1

2
‖|T | + |T ∗|‖ .
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Proof. Put x = xn and y = xn in Lemma 2.2 and taking limn→∞, we get the desired
bounds. �

Clearly, Theorem 2.6 refines the existing bound w(T ) ≤ 1
2

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥ , for all t ∈
[0, 1], which is proved by El-Haddad and Kittaneh [22, Theorem 1]. We show in Example
2.14 that this refinement is proper. Next, we obtain an inner product inequality for the
product of operators.

Lemma 2.7. Let A,X,B ∈ B(H) with X is positive. Then

|〈AXBx, y〉| ≤ ‖X‖
2

(

2‖Bx‖‖A∗y‖ − infλ∈C ‖Bx− λA∗y‖2
2‖Bx‖ ‖A∗y‖

)

,

for all x, y ∈ H with Bx 6= 0.

Proof. For any T ∈ B(H), we can write (1.5) as

∣

∣

〈

|T |2x, y
〉∣

∣ ≤ ‖ |T | ‖2
2

(|〈x, y〉|+ ‖x‖ ‖y‖) =
∥

∥|T |2
∥

∥

2
(|〈x, y〉|+ ‖x‖ ‖y‖) .

Substitute |T |2 by X , we get

|〈Xx, y〉| ≤ ‖X‖
2

(|〈x, y〉|+ ‖x‖ ‖y‖) (2.2)

(see also [39, Remark 3.1]). Now we replace x and y by Bx and A∗y respectively, we get

|〈AXBx, y〉| ≤ ‖X‖
2

(|〈Bx,A∗y〉|+ ‖Bx‖ ‖A∗y‖) .

Therefore, using (1.6), we get

|〈AXBx, y〉| ≤ ‖X‖
2

[(

‖Bx‖ − infλ∈C ‖Bx− λA∗y‖2
2‖Bx‖

)

‖A∗y‖+ ‖Bx‖ ‖A∗y‖
]

=
‖X‖
2

(

2‖Bx‖‖A∗y‖ − infλ∈C ‖Bx− λA∗y‖2
2‖Bx‖ ‖A∗y‖

)

.

�

If we consider A = U |T |
1−t
2 (where T = U |T | is the polar decomposition), B = |T |

t
2

and X = |T |
1

2 in Lemma 2.7, we obtain

Proposition 2.8. Let T ∈ B(H) and T = U |T | be the polar decomposition of T . Then

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤ ‖T‖
1

2

2

(

2
√

〈

|T |tx, x
〉 〈

|T ∗|1−ty, y
〉

− infλ∈C ‖|T |
t
2x− λ|T | 1−t

2 U∗y‖2

2‖|T | t2x‖
‖|T ∗| 1−t

2 y‖
)

,

for all t ∈ [0, 1] and for any x, y ∈ H with Tx 6= 0.

Again, by setting A = U |T |
t
2 , B = |T |

t
2 and X = |T |1−t in Lemma 2.7, we get

Proposition 2.9. Let T ∈ B(H) and T = U |T | be the polar decomposition. Then

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤ ‖T‖1−t

2

(

2
√

〈

|T |tx, x
〉 〈

|T ∗|ty, y
〉

− infλ∈C ‖|T |
t
2x− λ|T | t2U∗y‖2

2‖|T | t2x‖
‖|T ∗| t2y‖

)

,

for all t ∈ [0, 1] and for any x, y ∈ H with Tx 6= 0.
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Consider x = xn and y = xn in Proposition 2.9 and taking limn→∞, we get the following
stronger upper bound for the numerical radius than that in (1.1).

Theorem 2.10. Let T ∈ B(H), T 6= 0 and T = U |T | be the polar decomposition. Then

w(T ) ≤ ‖T‖ − ‖T‖1−t lim
n→∞

∥

∥

∥
|T ∗| t2xn

∥

∥

∥

4‖|T | t2xn‖
inf
λ∈C

∥

∥

∥
(|T | t2 − λ|T | t2U∗)xn

∥

∥

∥

2

, for all t ∈ [0, 1]

≤ ‖T‖,
where the sequence {xn} ⊂ H, ‖xn‖ = 1 such that w(T ) = limn→∞ |〈Txn, xn〉|.

Again, from Proposition 2.8 we obtain

Theorem 2.11. Let T ∈ B(H), T 6= 0 and T = U |T | be the polar decomposition. Then

w (T ) ≤ ‖T‖
1

2

2





∥

∥|T |t + |T ∗|1−t
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

∥

∥

∥
|T ∗| 1−t

2 xn

∥

∥

∥

2‖|T | t2xn‖
inf
λ∈C

∥

∥

∥
(|T | t2 − λ|T | 1−t

2 U∗)xn

∥

∥

∥

2





≤ ‖T‖
1

2

2

∥

∥|T |t + |T ∗|1−t
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1],

where the sequence {xn} ⊂ H, ‖xn‖ = 1 such that w(T ) = limn→∞ |〈Txn, xn〉|.
Proof. From Proposition 2.8, we get

|〈Tx, x〉| ≤ ‖T‖
1

2

2

(

〈

|T |tx, x
〉

+
〈

|T ∗|1−tx, x
〉

− infλ∈C ‖|T |
t
2x− λ|T | 1−t

2 U∗x‖2

2‖|T | t2x‖
‖|T ∗| 1−t

2 x‖
)

≤ ‖T‖
1

2

2

(

∥

∥|T |t + |T ∗|1−t
∥

∥− infλ∈C ‖|T |
t
2x− λ|T | 1−t

2 U∗x‖2

2‖|T | t2x‖
‖|T ∗| 1−t

2 x‖
)

,

where Tx 6= 0. This gives the desired bounds. �

Similarly, form Proposition 2.9, we obtain

Theorem 2.12. Let T ∈ B(H), T 6= 0 and T = U |T | be the polar decomposition. Then

w (T ) ≤ ‖T‖1−t

2





∥

∥|T |t + |T ∗|t
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

∥

∥

∥
|T ∗| t2xn

∥

∥

∥

2
∥

∥

∥
|T | t2xn

∥

∥

∥

inf
λ∈C

∥

∥

∥
(|T | t2 − λ|T | t2U∗)xn

∥

∥

∥

2





≤ ‖T‖1−t

2

∥

∥|T |t + |T ∗|t
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1],

where the sequence {xn} ⊂ H, ‖xn‖ = 1 such that w(T ) = limn→∞ |〈Txn, xn〉|.
Remark 2.13. Recently, Bhunia [6, Corollary 2.13] proved that

w(T ) ≤ ‖T‖t
2

∥

∥|T |2α(1−t) + |T ∗|2(1−α)(1−t)
∥

∥ , 0 ≤ α, t ≤ 1. (2.3)

In particular, for α = 1
2
,

w(T ) ≤ ‖T‖t
2

∥

∥|T |1−t + |T ∗|1−t
∥

∥ , 0 ≤ t ≤ 1 (2.4)
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and also for t = 1
2
,

w(T ) ≤ ‖T‖1/2
2

∥

∥|T |α + |T ∗|1−α
∥

∥ , 0 ≤ α ≤ 1. (2.5)

Again if we take α = 1
2
in (2.5), then w(T ) ≤ 1

2
‖T‖1/2

∥

∥|T |1/2 + |T ∗|1/2
∥

∥ , which is also
proved by Kittaneh et al. [32]. Here we would like to remark that Theorem 2.11 refines
the bound (2.5) and Theorem 2.12 refines the bound (2.4). To show proper refinement
we consider the following example.

Example 2.14. Take T =





0 1 0
0 0 2
0 0 0



 . Then U =





0 1 0
0 0 1
0 0 0



 such that T = U |T |

is the polar decomposition. Here, ‖T‖ = 2, w(T ) =
√
5
2

= |〈Tx0, x0〉|, where x0 =
(

1√
10
, 1√

2
,
√
2√
5

)

∈ C3. Also, simple calculation shows that infλ∈C

∥

∥

∥
(|T | t2 − λ|T | t2U∗)x0

∥

∥

∥

2

=

infλ∈C

{

1
2

∣

∣

∣
1− λ√

5

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2t
∣

∣

∣

√
2√
5
− λ√

2

∣

∣

∣

2
}

> 0,
∥

∥

∥
|T ∗| t2x0

∥

∥

∥
=
√

1
10

+ 2t

2
> 0 and ‖|T | t2x0‖ =

√

1
2
+ 21+t

5
> 0. In particular, for t = 0.01, we see that

‖T‖1−t

∥

∥

∥
|T ∗| t2x0

∥

∥

∥

4‖|T | t2x0‖
inf
λ∈C

∥

∥

∥
(|T | t2 − λ|T | t2U∗)x0

∥

∥

∥

2

≈ 0.06089

and so ‖T‖ − ‖T‖1−t

∥

∥

∥
|T ∗|

t
2 x0

∥

∥

∥

4‖|T |
t
2 x0‖

infλ∈C

∥

∥

∥
(|T | t2 − λ|T | t2U∗)x0

∥

∥

∥

2

≈ 1.9391 < 2 = ‖T‖ and so

the refinement in Theorem 2.10 is a proper. Similarly, using the same example we can
show that the refinements in Theorem 2.6, Theorem 2.11 and Theorem 2.12 are also
proper.

Next, by using Lemma 2.7, we obtain the following numerical radius bound for the
product of operators.

Theorem 2.15. Let A,B,X ∈ B(H) with B 6= 0 and X is positive. Then

w (AXB) ≤ ‖X‖
2

(

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

‖A∗xn‖
2‖Bxn‖

inf
λ∈C

‖(B − λA∗)xn‖2
)

≤ ‖X‖
2

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥ ,

where the sequence {xn} ⊂ H, ‖xn‖ = 1 such that w(AXB) = limn→∞ |〈AXBxn, xn〉|.
For X = I,

w (AB) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

‖A∗xn‖
4‖Bxn‖

inf
λ∈C

‖(B − λA∗)xn‖2 (2.6)

≤ 1

2

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥ .
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Proof. From Lemma 2.7, we obtain

|〈AXBx, x〉| ≤ ‖X‖
2

(

2‖Bx‖‖A∗x‖ − infλ∈C ‖Bx− λA∗x‖2
2‖Bx‖ ‖A∗x‖

)

≤ ‖X‖
2

(

〈(

|A∗|2 + |B|2
)

x, x
〉

− infλ∈C ‖Bx− λA∗x‖2
2‖Bx‖ ‖A∗x‖

)

≤ ‖X‖
2

(

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥− infλ∈C ‖Bx− λA∗x‖2
2‖Bx‖ ‖A∗x‖

)

,

where x ∈ H with ‖x‖ = 1 and Bx 6= 0. This gives the desired bounds.
�

Remark 2.16. (i) Let A,X ∈ B(H) with A 6= 0 and X is positive. Put B = A in

Theorem 2.15, we get w(AXA) ≤ ‖X‖
2
‖A∗A + AA∗‖.

(ii) The inequality (2.6) is a non-trivial improvement of w (AB) ≤ 1
2

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥ , which
follows from [33, Remark 1, (17)]. This also follows from [40, Proposition 2.8] by setting

f(t) = g(t) = t
1

2 , r = 1, p = q = 2, X = I.
(iii) By setting α = 1, r = 1, p = q = 2 in [40, Theorem 3.1] we have that w (AXB) ≤
‖X‖
2

‖A2 +B2‖ , for A,B,X ∈ B(H) such that A,B are positive. In particular, w (AB) ≤
1
2
‖A2 +B2‖ . Note that the bounds in Theorem 2.15 are better (more generalize) than

these above bounds.

Suppose S = U |S| is the polar decomposition. Letting A = U |S|
1

2 , X = |S|
1

2 and
B = T in Theorem 2.15, we obtain

Corollary 2.17. Let T, S ∈ B(H), T 6= 0, S = U |S| be the polar decomposition. Then

w (ST ) ≤ ‖S‖ 1

2

2





∥

∥|S∗|+ |T |2
∥

∥− lim
n→∞

∥

∥

∥|S∗| 12xn

∥

∥

∥

2‖Txn‖
inf
λ∈C

‖(T − λ|S∗| 12U∗)xn‖2


 ,

where the sequence {xn} ⊂ H, ‖xn‖ = 1 such that w(ST ) = limn→∞ |〈STxn, xn〉|.

We now provide an example to illustrate the numerical radius bounds in Theorem 2.15.

Example 2.18. Take A =





0 1 0
0 0 2
0 0 0



 and X = B = I. We have ‖A‖ = 2 and

w(A) =
√
5
2

= |〈Ax0, x0〉|, where x0 =
(

1√
10
, 1√

2
,
√
2√
5

)

∈ C3. Also, infλ∈C ‖(B − λA∗)x0‖2 =

infλ∈C

{

1
10

+
∣

∣

∣

1√
2
− λ√

10

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣

∣

√
2√
5
− λ

√
2
∣

∣

∣

2
}

≈ 0.405, ‖A∗x0‖ =
√

21
10

and ‖Bx0‖ = 1.

Therefore, ‖A∗x0‖
2‖Bx0‖ infλ∈C ‖(B − λA∗)x0‖2 ≈ 0.2934 and so

‖X‖
2

(

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥− ‖A∗x0‖
2‖Bx0‖

inf
λ∈C

‖(B − λA∗)x0‖2
)

≈ 2.3532 < 2.5 =
‖X‖
2

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥ .

Thus, Theorem 2.15 is a proper refinement of w(AXB) ≤ ‖X‖
2

∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥ .
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3. A Refinement of the numerical radius bounds via contraction
operators

In this section, we study the numerical radius bounds for a single operator as well
as product operators involving contraction operators. We begin this section with the
following known lemma.

Lemma 3.1. [38, Lemma 1.1] Let A,B,C ∈ B (H), where A and B are positive and let
x, y ∈ H. Then the following statements are equivalent.

(i)

[

A C∗

C B

]

∈ B (H⊕H) is positive.

(ii) |〈Cx, y〉| ≤
√

〈Ax, x〉〈By, y〉.
(iii) There is a contraction K (i.e., ‖K‖ ≤ 1) such that C = B1/2KA1/2.

Using Lemma 3.1, we now prove another equivalent statement of the positivity of the

block matrix

[

A C∗

C B

]

∈ B (H⊕H).

Theorem 3.2. Let A,B,C ∈ B (H), where A and B are positive and let x, y ∈ H.

Then

[

A C∗

C B

]

∈ B (H⊕H) is positive if and only if there is a contraction K such that

|〈Cx, y〉| ≤
√

〈

A
1

2 |K|A 1

2x, x
〉〈

B
1

2 |K∗|B 1

2y, y
〉

.

Proof. Suppose

[

A C∗

C B

]

∈ B (H⊕H) is positive. Then form Lemma 3.1, we obtain

|〈Cx, y〉|2 =
∣

∣

〈

B1/2KA1/2x, y
〉∣

∣

2
=

∣

∣

〈

KA1/2x,B1/2y
〉∣

∣

2

≤ 〈|K|A1/2x,A1/2x〉〈|K∗|B1/2y, B1/2y〉
= 〈A1/2|K|A1/2x, x〉〈B1/2|K∗|B1/2y, y〉.

Conversely, let |〈Cx, y〉| ≤
√

〈

A
1

2 |K|A 1

2x, x
〉〈

B
1

2 |K∗|B 1

2 y, y
〉

. Since |K| ≤ I and |K∗| ≤

I, we have

√

〈

A
1

2 |K|A 1

2x, x
〉〈

B
1

2 |K∗|B 1

2 y, y
〉

≤
√

〈Ax, x〉 〈By, y〉. Thus, Lemma 3.1

implies

[

A C∗

C B

]

∈ B (H⊕H) is positive. �

Next, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. [35] Let T ∈ B(H) and f, g are non-negative continuous functions on [0,∞)

such that f(t)g(t) = t for all t ≥ 0. Then |〈Tx, y〉| ≤
√

〈f 2(|T |)x, x〉〈g2(|T ∗|)y, y〉 for all
x, y ∈ H.

By applying Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, we obtain the following Kato’s type inequal-
ity, which is an improved version of [38, Corollary 2.1].

Proposition 3.4. Let T ∈ B (H). If f, g are non-negative continuous functions on [0,∞)
satisfying f (t) g (t) = t, t > 0, then there is a contraction operator K such that

|〈Tx, y〉| ≤
√

〈f (|T |) |K |f (|T |) x, x〉 〈g (|T ∗|) |K∗|g (|T ∗|) y, y〉, for all x, y ∈ H.
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Proof. From Lemma 3.3, we get |〈Tx, y〉|2 ≤ 〈f 2(|T |)x, x〉〈g2(|T ∗|)y, y〉 for all x, y ∈ H
and so from Lemma 3.1, we get

[

f 2(|T |) T ∗

T g2(|T ∗|)

]

∈ B (H⊕H) is positive. Therefore,

Theorem 3.2 implies the desired result. �

Applying Proposition 3.4, we now obtain an upper bound for the numerical radius.

Theorem 3.5. Let T ∈ B (H). If f, g are non-negative continuous functions on [0,∞)
satisfying f(t)g(t) = t (t ≥ 0), then there is a contraction operator K such that

w (T ) ≤ 1

2
‖f (|T |) |K |f (|T |) + g (|T ∗|) |K∗|g (|T ∗|)‖ ≤ 1

2

∥

∥f 2 (|T |) + g2 (|T ∗|)
∥

∥ .

In particular, for f(t) = g(t) =
√
t,

w (T ) ≤ 1
2

∥

∥

∥
|T |

1

2 |K| |T |
1

2 + |T ∗|
1

2 |K∗| |T ∗|
1

2

∥

∥

∥
≤ 1

2

∥

∥ |T |+ |T ∗|
∥

∥. (3.1)

Proof. From Proposition 3.4, we get

|〈Tx, x〉| ≤ 〈f(|T |)|K|f(|T |)x, x〉1/2〈g(|T ∗|)|K∗|g(|T ∗|)x, x〉1/2

≤ 1

2
〈(f(|T |)|K|f(|T |) + g(|T ∗|)|K∗|g(|T ∗|))x, x〉.

Taking the supremum over ‖x‖ = 1, we get the desired first bound. �

Remark 3.6. For any contraction operator K, we see that |K| ≤ |K|1/2 ≤ I and |K∗| ≤
|K∗|1/2 ≤ I. Therefore, Theorem 3.5 implies the existing bound [38, Theorem 2.5], namely,

w (T ) ≤ 1
2

∥

∥

∥
f (|T |) |K|1/2f (|T |) + g (|T ∗|) |K∗|1/2g (|T ∗|)

∥

∥

∥
and also implies [22, Theorem

1], namely, w(T ) ≤ 1
2

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Again, by applying Theorem 3.2 and using the positivity of

[

|B|2 B∗A

A∗B |A|2
]

∈ B(H⊕H),

we can also obtain the following numerical radius bound for the product two operators,
which improves the bound in [38, Remark 2.4] as well as [33, (17)].

Corollary 3.7. If A,B ∈ B (H), then there is a contraction operator K such that

w (A∗B) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥

∥
|A| |K∗| |A|+ |B| |K| |B|

∥

∥

∥
≤ 1

2
‖A∗A+B∗B‖ .

The following example illustrates that the inequalities in Corollary 3.7 are proper.

Consider A =





0 1 0
0 0 2
0 0 0



 and B = I. Then there exists a contraction K =





0 0 0
1 0 0
0 1 0





such that A∗B = |A|K|B|, and we see that

w(A∗B) =

√
5

2
<

1

2

∥

∥

∥
|A| |K∗| |A|+ |B| |K| |B|

∥

∥

∥
= 2 <

5

2
=

1

2
‖A∗A+B∗B‖ .

4. Schatten p-norm and p-numerical radius bounds via singular values

In this section, we develop the Schatten p-norm inequalities for the sum of two n × n
complex matrices and from which we deduce the p-numerical radius bounds. To get the
results first we need the following lemma.
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Lemma 4.1. [5, Corollary III.1.2] Let T ∈ Mn(C). Then

sj(T ) = max
dim M=j

{

min
x∈M, ‖x‖=1

‖Tx‖
}

.

Theorem 4.2. Let T, S ∈ Mn(C) and e, f, g, h are non-negative continuous functions on
[0,∞) such that f(t)g(t) = t and e(t)h(t) = t for all t ≥ 0. Then

sj(T + S) ≤
∥

∥g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|)
∥

∥

1/2
s
1/2
j

(

f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|)
)

for every j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Furthermore,

‖T + S‖p ≤
∥

∥g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|)

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
for every p > 0 . (4.1)

Proof. From Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.3, we get that

(

f 2(|T |) T ∗

T g2(|T ∗|)

)

≥ 0 and
(

e2(|S|) S∗

S h2(|S∗|)

)

≥ 0. Therefore,

(

f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|) T ∗ + S∗

T + S g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|)

)

≥ 0 and

so again from Lemma 3.1, we get

|〈(T + S)x, y〉|2 ≤ 〈(f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|))x, x〉〈(g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|))y, y〉, for all x, y ∈ H.

Taking the supremum over ‖y‖ = 1, we get

‖(T + S)x‖2 ≤ ‖g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|)‖〈(f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|))x, x〉, for all x ∈ H.

This implies

max
dim M=j

min
x∈M, ‖x‖=1

‖(T+S)x‖2 ≤ ‖g2(|T ∗|)+h2(|S∗|)‖ max
dim M=j

min
x∈M, ‖x‖=1

〈(f 2(|T |)+e2(|S|))x, x〉,

for every j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Therefore, using Lemma 4.1, we get

sj(T + S) ≤ ‖g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|)‖1/2s1/2j (f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|)) for every j = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Now we have
(

n
∑

j=1

spj(T + S)

)1/p

≤ ‖g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|S∗|)‖1/2
(

n
∑

j=1

s
p/2
j (f 2(|T |) + e2(|S|))

)1/p

.

This gives (4.1). �

From the inequality (4.1), we deduce that

Corollary 4.3. Let T, S ∈ Mn(C). Then

‖T + S‖p ≤
∥

∥|T ∗|2t + |S∗|2t
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|T |2(1−t) + |S|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
(4.2)

and

‖T + S‖p ≤
∥

∥|T ∗|2t + |S∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|T |2(1−t) + |S|2t

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
, (4.3)

for every p > 0 and for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Considering p → ∞ in Corollary 4.3, we get
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Corollary 4.4. Let T, S ∈ Mn(C). Then

‖T + S‖ ≤
∥

∥|T ∗|2t + |S∗|2t
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|T |2(1−t) + |S|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2
(4.4)

and

‖T + S‖ ≤
∥

∥|T ∗|2t + |S∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|T |2(1−t) + |S|2t

∥

∥

1/2
, (4.5)

for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 4.5. Let T, S ∈ Mn(C). In particular, for t = 1/2, we get

‖T + S‖ ≤ ‖|T ∗| + |S∗|‖1/2 ‖|T | + |S|‖1/2 . (4.6)

Moreover, if T and S are normal, then

‖T + S‖ ≤
∥

∥|T | + |S|
∥

∥. (4.7)

Using Theorem 4.2, we now obtain the p-numerical radius bound.

Theorem 4.6. Let T ∈ Mn(C) and let e, f, g, h are non-negative continuous functions
on [0,∞) such that f(t)g(t) = t and e(t)h(t) = t for all t ≥ 0. Then

wp(T ) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|T |)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥f 2(|T |) + e2(|T ∗|)

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
, for every p > 0 .

Proof. Replacing T by eiθT and S by e−iθS∗ (θ ∈ R) in Theorem 4.2, we get

‖Re(eiθT )‖p ≤ 1

2

∥

∥g2(|T ∗|) + h2(|T |)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥f 2(|T |) + e2(|T ∗|)

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
, for every p > 0 .

Considering the supremum over θ ∈ R, we get the desired inequality. �

From Theorem 4.6, we deduce that

Corollary 4.7. Let T ∈ Mn(C), then

wp(T ) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|T |2(1−t) + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2t

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
,

for every p > 0 and for all t ∈ [0, 1] . Considering p → ∞, we get

w2(T ) ≤ 1

4

∥

∥|T |2(1−t) + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2t
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1] . (4.8)

Remark 4.8. For T ∈ Mn(C), we see that

1

4

∥

∥|T |2(1−t) + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2t
∥

∥ =

∥

∥

∥

∥

|T |2(1−t) + |T ∗|2(1−t)

2

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

∥

|T |2t + |T ∗|2t
2

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

|T |2 + |T ∗|2
2

∥

∥

∥

∥

1−t ∥
∥

∥

∥

|T |2 + |T ∗|2
2

∥

∥

∥

∥

t

=
1

2

∥

∥|T |2 + |T ∗|2
∥

∥ for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Therefore, the bound (4.8) refines the well known bound w2(T ) ≤ 1
2
‖|T |2 + |T ∗|2‖ , given

in [33]. Also, we remark that the bound (1.2) follows from (4.8) by setting t = 1/2.

From Theorem 4.6, we also deduce that
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Corollary 4.9. Let T ∈ Mn(C), then

wp(T ) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2

p/2
,

for every p > 0 and for all t ∈ [0, 1] .

Considering p → ∞, we get w(T ) ≤ 1
2

∥

∥|T |2t + |T ∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1] , which is
also proved in [22, Theorem 1]. Now from Corollary 4.7 (for t = 1/2), we get

Corollary 4.10. Let T ∈ Mn(C), then

wp(T ) ≤ 1

2
‖|T |+ |T ∗|‖1/2 ‖|T |+ |T ∗|‖1/2p/2 , for every p > 0.

Taking p → ∞, we get the existing bound (1.2). Considering T = S in (4.2), we get

Corollary 4.11. Let T ∈ Mn(C), then

‖T‖p ≤ ‖T‖t‖T‖1−t
p(1−t), for every p > 0 and for all t ∈ (0, 1). (4.9)

In particular, for t = 1/2,

‖T‖p ≤
√

‖T‖‖T‖p/2, for every p > 0. (4.10)

5. An application to estimate the energy of a graph

As an application of the Schatten p-norm inequalities obtained above, we develop a
lower bound for the energy of a simple graph, which was introduced by Gutman [24] in
connection to the total π-electron energy. For details on the general theory of the total
π-electron energy, as well as its chemical applications, the reader can see [25, 26]. Let G be
a simple (undirected) graph with n vertices v1, v2, . . . , vn andm edges e1, e2, . . . , em. Let di
denote the degree of the vertex vi for i = 1, 2, . . . , n. The adjacency matrix associated with
the graph G, denoted as Adj(G), is defined as Adj(G) = (aij)n×n, where aij = 1 if vi ∼ vj
(i.e., vi is adjacent to vj) and aij = 0 otherwise. Clearly, Adj(G) is a self-adjoint matrix
with entries 0, 1 and the main diagonal entries are zero. Let λ1(G) ≥ λ2(G) ≥ . . . ≥ λn(G)
be the eigenvalues of Adj(G). It is well known that λ1(G) > 0 and so ‖Adj(G)‖ = λ1(G).
In 2019, Bhunia et al. [16, Theorem 2.2] proved that

‖Adj(G)‖ ≤

√

√

√

√

√max
1≤i≤n







∑

j,vi∼vj

dj







. (5.1)

The energy of the graphG, denoted as E(G), is defined as E(G) =
∑n

i=1 |λi(G)|.The search
of lower and upper bounds for E(G) is a wide subfield of the spectral graph theory. In 1971,
McClelland [36] provided an upper bound that E(G) ≤

√
2mn. After that various bounds

have been studied, we refer to see [28, 37] and the references therein. Recently, Bhunia

[7] showed that E(G) ≤
√

2m (rank Adj(G)). Clearly,
√

2m (rank Adj(G)) <
√
2mn for

every singular graph G. A lower bound is provided in [18] that E(G) ≥ 2
√
m. We now

develop a new lower bound of E(G) in terms of the degree of the vertices and the number
of edges.
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Theorem 5.1. Let G be a simple graph with m edges and n vertices v1, v2, . . . , vn such
that degree of vi is di for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then

E(G) ≥ 2m
√

max1≤i≤n

{

∑

j,vi∼vj
dj

}

.

Proof. From (4.10), we obtain that ‖Adj(G)‖2p ≤ ‖Adj(G)‖‖Adj(G)‖p/2, for every p > 0.
In particular, for p = 2, we get

2m =

n
∑

i=1

di = trace |Adj(G)|2 = ‖Adj(G)‖22

≤ ‖Adj(G)‖‖Adj(G)‖1

= ‖Adj(G)‖
n
∑

i=1

|λi(G)|

≤
n
∑

i=1

|λi(G)|

√

√

√

√

√max
1≤i≤n







∑

j,vi∼vj

dj







(by (5.1)).

Therefore, E(G) =
∑n

i=1 |λi(G)| ≥ 2m
√

max1≤i≤n

{

∑

j,vi∼vj
dj

}

, as desired. �

Remark 5.2. Clearly, Theorem 5.1 gives better bound than the bound E(G) ≥ 2
√
m if

m >

√

√

√

√

√max
1≤i≤n







∑

j,vi∼vj

dj







.

We consider two graphs G1 and G2 and their adjacency matrices (known as Huckel
matrices [27]) associated with the molecular structure of the carbon skeleton of 1, 2-
divinylcyclobutadiene and 1, 4-divinylbenzene, respectively.

v4

v3

v6

v5

v2

v1

v7

v8

8

Figure 1. Graph G1 and Adj(G1)

From Theorem 5.1 we get E(G1) ≥ 16√
7
and E(G2) ≥ 20√

6
, whereas the existing bound

E(G) ≥ 2
√
m gives E(G1) ≥ 2

√
8 and E(G2) ≥ 2

√
10.
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v6

v7

v8

v3

v4

v5

v2

v1

v9

v10

10

Figure 2. Graph G2 and Adj(G2)
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