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SHARPER BOUNDS FOR THE NUMERICAL RADIUS OF n xn
OPERATOR MATRICES II

PINTU BHUNIA

ABSTRACT. Let A = [A;;] be an n X n operator matrix where each A;; is a bounded
linear operator on a complex Hilbert space H. With other numerical radius bounds
via contraction operators, we show that w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] is an n x n
complex matrix with

s « 1/2 « _ _anl/2 .. .,
aij = 3 gmin, (142 JA5 P 1AG PO 4 AP0 T <
0 ifi> .
This bound refines the well known bound w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] is an n x n
matrix with a;; = w(A4y) if ¢ = j and a;; = ||Ai;|| if ¢ # j [Linear Algebra Appl.
468 (2015), 18-26]. We deduce that if A, B are bounded linear operators on #, then

0 A 1 w12t 111/2 w12(1— _
o[ a]) < gliapes g arpe-n + ppo-y

Further by applying the numerical radius bounds of operator matrices, we deduce
some numerical radius bounds for a single operator, the product of two operators,
the commutator of operators. We show that if A is a bounded linear operator on
H, then w(A) < $||A||* |||A]'~* + [A*[*7t]| for all ¢ € [0, 1], which refines as well as
generalizes the existing ones.

1/2
for all ¢ € [0,1].

1. INTRODUCTION

Let B(H) denote the C*-algebra of all bounded linear operators on a complex Hilbert
space ‘H. If H is an n-dimensional Hilbert space, then B(H) is identified with M,,(C),
the set of all n x n complex matrices. For A € B(H), let |A| = (A*A)Y/? and |A*| =
(AA*)Y/2 where A* is the Hilbert adjoint of A. Let r(A), ||A|| and w(A) denote the spec-
tral radius, the operator norm and the numerical radius of A, respectively. Recall that
[All = sup {[|Az[| : 2 € H, ||z[| = 1} and w(A) = sup{|(Az,2)| : x € H, [lz]| = 1}.
The numerical radius, w(-) : B(H) — R defines a norm on B(H) and it satisfies
Al < w(A) < ||A]|, for every A € B(H). Here w(A) = ||A|| = r(A) if A is normal
and w(A) = || A[| if A% =0. A complete characterization of w(A) = || A]| is given in
[5]. Analogous to the operator norm, the numerical radius satisfies w(A™) < w™(A),

for every positive integer n, and w(A") = w"(A) if A is normal. For further readings
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on the numerical radius, we refer to [7, 16]. It is well known that ([10, p. 44] and [4])

if A = [a;;] is an n x n complex matrix such that a;; > 0 for all i, 7 = 1,2,...,n, then
1 1
w(A) = §w(A+A*) = 3" (A4 AY). (1.1)

Therefore, the spectral radius monotonicity of matrices with non-negative entries (see
in [11, p. 491] implies that if A = [ai]—} and B = [bij] are n X n complex matrices with
0<a;; <bjforali j=1,2...,n, then w(A) <w(B).

Let A;; € B(H) for all 4,j = 1,2,...,n. Then A = [A;;] € B(&}_;H) isan n X n
operator matrix. The operator matrices, a useful tool to study Hilbert space operators,
have been studied over the years, see [9]. In 1995, Hou and Du [12] proved that

Then, in 2015, Abu-Omar and Kittaneh [1] provided a refinement of (1.2), namely,
w(A) <w(A) where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with

A ifi=
ay = ) = (13)
[ Ayl if i # 5.

Recently, in 2024, Bhunia [2, Corollary 2.4] developed a refinement of (1.3), namely,

w(A) <w(A) where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with
w(Ay) ifi=
ai = [1Asl + 1A 145l + 143
0 ifi>j.

2 i< (1.4)

In this paper, we obtain a refinement of (1.4). Among other numerical radius bounds,
we prove that w (A) < w(A) where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with

w(A) ifi=j
<H|Aij|1/2|Kij||Aij|1/2 + |Aji|1/2|Kji||Aji|1/2H
" " « 1/2 o .
(|G 2 G LAG 2 + Al V2 Kl Al 2 )it < g
0 ifi>j,

aij

where K;, forall i, j = 1,2,...,n, are contractions satisfy A;; = |A;-kj|1/2Kij|A,~j|1/2. We
also deduce the numerical radius bounds for certain 2 x 2 operator matrices. Applying
the numerical radius bounds for operator matrices, we deduce some new numerical
radius bounds for a single operator, the product of two operators, the sum of the
product of two pairs of operators and the commutator of operators. We consider
computational examples to illustrate the results.

2. MAIN RESULTS

First we develop upper bounds for the numerical radius of n x n operator matrices
which improve the bounds (1.3) and (1.4). To achieve the results we need the following
lemma.
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Lemma 2.1. [6, Proposition 3.4] Let A € B(H) and let f,g be non-negative con-
tinuous functions on [0,00) such that f(A)g(A) = X\, A > 0. Then there exists a
contraction K (i.e., |K|| < 1), where A = g(|A*)Kf(|A|), such that |(Az,y)]> <
(FAADIELF (AD @, 2) (g (JA]) [ K™ |g (|A*)) y, y) for all x,y € H.

We now obtain an upper bound for the numerical radius of n x n operator matrices
which improves (1.3).

Theorem 2.2. Let A = [A;;] be an n X n operator matriz where A;; € B(H)
all i,5 = 1,2,...,n. Let fi; and g;; be non-negative continuous functions on |0,
such that fi; (A) gij (A) = X\, X > 0. Then there exist contractions K;;, where A;

fo
00

—_ 3

J

gl](‘A;ijKUfUOAUD? such that U)(A) S U)(A), where 121 = [aij] € Mn(C) with

aij:{

Proof. Let x =

1 (1 AG D i (A DI g (A5 D g (AL if i # 5

o
€ @ H with [|z]| = 1, ie., ||Jzi|* + |22]|®> + ... + ||Jz.])* = 1.

Tn

Then, using Lemma 2.1, we have

[(Az, z)]

IN

IN

n

> Ay, )

i,j=1

> KAz, a)| = KAz, x|+ Y (A, )]

i,j=1 i=1 ij=1

i#]
n
Z [(Aiiwi, i)
i=1
n

> (i (A DG £ (Aig)zs, 20" (g (|AG DI 93 (|AG i, ) 2.
ij=1
i#£]

Therefore, we obtain

|(Az, )

<

S w(Ag) i
=1

- * * % 1/2

> i (AGD S £ (A DI g (AGD IR g (AG DI ;]
i,j=1

i#]

(Alal lo1)
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4]
x -

where |z| = | 2” is an unit vector in C". Therefore, |(Az,z)| < w(A) for all
Izl ~

x € @ H with ||z|| = 1. This gives w(A) < w(A). O

Considering f;;(A) = A and g¢;;(A) = A" (0 <¢ < 1) in Theorem 2.2, we get
Corollary 2.3. Let A = [A;;] be an n x n operator matriz where A;; € B(H) for

all i,j = 1,2,...,n. Then there exist contractions Ky, where Aj; = |Af [0 KG;| Ayl
(0 <t <1), such that w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] € M,(C) with

_{wmm ifi=j
Qg5

11 A 1B Aag 112 (1) A | B A =2

ifi# 7.
In particular, for t = 1/2, we have w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with

w(Ay) ifi=j
{H\Awwm||AU\1/QH”2HiA* VARGl i
Remark 2.4. Since |K;;| < 1 and |K *‘ < 1, so ‘Aij‘1/2|Kij||Aij‘1/2 < |4y| and
|A*|1/2| Z*JHA |1/2 < |A | Thus H|A1]|1/2| ||Aij|1/2H1/2H|A* 1/2 ||A* 1/2H1/2

||AZ]||. Therefore, the numerlcal radius bound (1.3) follows from Corollary 2.3.

We now obtain another upper bound for the numerical radius of n x n operator
matrices which improves (1.4).

Theorem 2.5. Let A = [A;;] be an n x n operator matriz where A;; € B(H) fo
all i,5 = 1,2,...,n. Let fi; and g;; be non-negative continuous functions on [0, 00
such that fi; (A) gij (A\) = X\, X > 0. Then there exist contractions K;;, where A;;
955 (| A5 1) K5 fi (| Agjl), such that w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with

* 1/2
(Hfz‘j(|Aij\)\Kij|fz’j(|Aij\)+9jz‘(|f4ji\)\ “las(JALD]| /
|| gi (1AL DIE g3 (1 A5 1) + fie(1Az D Eal £ Ajal) H1/2) ifi<j
0 ifi> i

|mgﬁ

aij =

L1
L2
Proof. Let x = | || € @ H with [lz]| = 1, ie, [lz1[]* + [[22]* + ... + 2 ]* = 1

T,
Then, using Lemma 2.1, we have

n

> (Ayj, )

i,j=1

[(Az, z)| =
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< Z| AUZL'],ZL'Z |—Z| zzzlazl |+Z| AUZL'],ZL'Z
i,j=1 i,j=1
i#]
- Z| Agis, w5) | + Z ({Asjzs, )| + [(Ajiws, x;))
22]<]1
< Z\(Aii%xiﬂ
i=1
- <<f,.j(|Aij|)|K,.j|f,.j(|Aij|)xj,xj>1/2<g,~j(|A;;|)|K;;|gij(|A;}I)xi,xi>1/2
ij=1
i<j

+ <fji(|Aji‘)‘Kji|fji(|Ajlii7xi>1/2<gji(‘A;i|)|K;i‘gji(|‘4;i‘)xj7xj>1/2>’

Therefore, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

n

(Az,2)] < Y w(A)lz)?
i=1

3 (WA Kl (1 AgD + gisLALDI K g1 430 |
i,_j<:jl

* * * 1/2
|95 (AL DIE S gis (1A + fia(1 Az D K al £ (| Azl || / )||~”Cz'||||~”€j!|

= (Alal, la1).

4]
T -

where |z| = | 2” is an unit vector in C". Therefore, |(Az,z)| < w(A) for all
Jal ~

x € @ H with ||z|| =1 and so w(A) < w(A). O

Considering fi;(A\) = M, g;;(A) = M7F where @ < j and f;;(\) = A7 gu(\) = N
where ¢ < j (0 <t < 1) in Theorem 2.5, we obtain

Corollary 2.6. Let A = [A;;] be an n X n operator matriz where A;; € B(H) for
all i,j = 1,2,...,n. Then there exist contractions K;;, where A;; = |A5|'" tKw\Aw|

and Ay = |A5'Ku| A" i < § (0 <t < 1), such that w(A) < w(A), where
A= [aij] < Mn((C) with
(Al + A5G 45
(1145 PR AL+ LA Rl Al )i <
0 ifi>j.

aij =
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Again, considering f;;(\) = Af and g;;(\) = A" forall i # j (0 < ¢ < 1) in Theorem
2.5, we obtain

Corollary 2.7. Let A = [A;j] be an n x n operator matriz where A;; € B(H) for
all i,j = 1,2,...,n. Then there exist contractions K, where Aj; = |Af [0 K| Ayl

(0 <t <1), such that w(A) < w(A) where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with

w(Ay) ifi=j

(1Al Bl A1+ A5 B |
(1A R AL+ LAl Gl AL )i <

0 ifi>j.

1/2

aij =

In particular, for t = 1/2, we have w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with
(A P21 A 2 4 A5 21 2

(1A 2 LAG 2 + Al 2 Rl Al 2 ) ifi <
0 ifi>j.

aij =

Remark 2.8. Let A = [A;;] be an n x n operator matrix where A;; € B(H) for all
i,7 = 1,2,...,n. For any contraction K, we have |K| < 1 and |K*| < 1. Therefore,
Corollary 2.6 and Corollary 2.7 give the following bounds for the numerical radius.
(i) w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with
w(Ay) ifi=j
;5 = H‘Aij|2t + ‘A |2tH
0 ifes>j.

V2145 200 A2 i <

, where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with

w(A)
zz 1f’&—]
H\AUPMA PO AL PO+ Az i <
if i > j.

w(d)

(iil) w

, where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with

(ij = H|Az]| + |A 2 H|A |+ |Aﬂ|H1/2 ifi<j
0 ifi>j.

The inequalities in (ii) and (iii) are also proved in [2] and these bounds refine the bound
(1.3), see [2, Remark 2.5].

Remark 2.9. (i) Let A = [A;;] be an n x n operator matrix where A;; € B(H) for all
i,j = 1,2,...,n. Observe that if we choose f;;(A\) = A, g;;(\) = A" where i < j
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and f;i(A) = A7, g;i(A) = N9 where i < j (0 < t;; < 1) in Theorem 2.5, then we
deduce that w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with
w(Ay) ifi=j

amin [[|Ag 2+ L4521 AG P00 AR i<

0 ifi>j.

CLZ'j =

(i) Similarly, from Theorem 2.5 we also deduce that w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;] €
M, (C) with
w(Ay) ifi=j
1/2 2.
anin |42 A5 20 | AG PO 4 A <
0 ife>y.

CLZ'j =

Clearly, bounds in (i) and (ii) of Remark 2.9 are stronger than the same in (iii) of
Remark 2.8, which is given in [2, Corollary 2.4].

Now, from Remark 2.9 (i) (for t =1, t = 0) and using the relation (1.1), we get

Proposition 2.10. Let A = [A;] be an n x n operator matriz where A;; € B(H) for
alli,j=1,2,...,n. Then w(A) < w(A), where A = [a;;] € M,,(C) with

Azz Zf’l—]
%w%m&m

g = mm{%W%MAP } ifi .

Remark 2.11. (i) Clearly, when [|A;;]| = ||A;|| for all 4,5 = 1,2,...,n, then both the
bounds in Proposition 2.10 refine the same in (1.3). To show proper refinement we

consider an example. Take n = 2 and A3 = Ay =0, Ajp = Ay = [8 (1]] Then the
1

bounds in Proposition 2.10 gives w(A) < —, whereas the bound (1.3) gives w(A4) < 1.
(ii) Consider n =2, Ay; = C, Ay = D, Aja = A, Ay; = B in Proposition 2.10, we get

w([g g]) < 5 W(0) +u(D))

" \/i (w(©) — (D))’ + g min {|[| 4 + |B-]|, | 1472 + | B}

(iii) Consider C'= D = 0 in (ii), we get

o(|5 o)) min{\/%H\APHB*IQH,\/%IHA*PHBPH}- 21

This bound refines the upper bound in [8, Theorem 2.2], namely, w <L(})} é]) <
max { \/HIAR + B2, (/3 114%2 + B2 }

By putting n = 2, Aj; = Agy =0, Ajp = A and Ay = B in Remark 2.8 (i), we get
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Proposition 2.12. Let A, B € B(H). Then

(|5 6]) = GIAP 4B PN AP 1 B for aitt e o1

In particular, fort =1/2,

0 4 1 *[11V/2 11 4* 1/2
w([B OD < 5 AT BT AT + Bl (2.2)

Remark 2.13. Considering A = B in Proposition 2.12, we obtain an upper bound for
the numerical radius of a bounded linear operator, namely,

w(A) < %H|A\2t+\A*|2tH1/2H|A*|2(1‘t)+|A\2(1‘t)H1/2 for all ¢ € [0,1]. (2.3)

Clearly,

S0P AP a0 oo D s e o e o)

Therefore, the bound (2.3) refines the bound w(A) < \/% || A|% + |A*|?||, proved by
Kittaneh [14]. In particular, for ¢ = 1/2 in (2.3), we deduce the well known bound
w(A) < |||A| + |A*]||, proved by Kittaneh [15].

Remark 2.14. (i) Let A, B € B(H). Using the argument [|A + A*|| < w(A) and the
inequality (2.2), we obtain that

1 0 A 1 1/2 (| g+ 1 111/2
slarsi<e([g o)) < gaciBE AT,
ii) Clearly, if B = 0, then w 0 4 = 1|4]|. (iii) Clearly, if B = A, then
0 0 2
0 A : » 0 A
w ({A* O]) = ||All. (iv) If A, B are positive, then w ({B O]) = 1|4 + B|.

(v) If A, B are normal, then ||A+ Bl < 2w ({BP* é}) < |||A] +|B]|| -

Applying the numerical radius bound in Remark 2.9 (i), we now obtain a numerical
radius bound for the sum of the product of two pairs of operators.

Theorem 2.15. Let A, B,C, D € B(H). Then
1 3 * * — _
w(AB£0D) < g (min AP+ |5 IO+ |BP)

+ min H|C‘2t + |D*‘2tH H|C*‘2(1_t) + |D|2(1—t)H )
te[0,1]

PT’OOf. Considering n = 3, All = A22 = A33 = Agg = A32 = O, A12 = A, Alg = C,
0 A C 0 a c
Ay = Band Az; = D in Remark 2.9 (i), weobtainw | |B 0 0 <w /| (0 0 O
D 0 0 0 00
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where a = min [ AP + B 7 [|4*[20-0 + [BPO-0]| % and
telo,
¢ = i IO+ 1D O+ D
€l0,1]
Therefore, now the desired bound follows from the proof of [2, Theorem 2.8]. O

Similarly, from Remark 2.9 (ii), we also obtain

Theorem 2.16. Let A, B,C,D € B(H). Then

1 . * - * -
w(AB£0D) < % (min AP + B 400 4 |
+ min [[[CF + DP9 [[[0 200 + D ).
t€[0,1]

Clearly, Theorem 2.16 is stronger than [2, Theorem 2.8]. Considering C' = B and
D = A in Theorem 2.15, we obtain the following numerical radius bound for the
commutator of operators.

Corollary 2.17. Let A, B € B(H). Then
w(AB+ BA) < i( min} H‘A|2t i |B*‘2tH H‘A*‘z(l—t) I ‘B|2(1—t)H

te[0,1
+ min H‘B|2t + |A*|2tH H|B*|2(1—t) + |A‘2(1_t)H )
te[0,1]
Put t = 1, we get w(AB + BA) < 1|||A|+ |B*||||||B] + |A*|||, which is also proved

in [2, Corollary 2.9]. Again, considering C' = D = 0 in Theorem 2.15, we obtain the
following numerical radius bound for the product of two operators.

Corollary 2.18. If A, B € B(H), then
1 * * — —
w(AB) < Ljap 4 B flarpe-o 4+ oy

|, forallte[0,1].

Remark 2.19. Put ¢ = 1 and t = 0, we get max{w(AB),w(BA)} < 1 |[|A]* + |B*[*||.
Also, for t = 3, we get w(AB) < 1 |||A| + |B*||| |]]A*| + |B]|| , which is also proved in
2, Corollary 2.10].

Remark 2.20. (i) Considering B =U, C' =V and D = A in Theorem 2.15, where U
and V' are unitary operators, we obtain

w(AU £VA) < %min [JAPPE + || ||1A* P9 + 1]

te[0,1]

(i) Similarly, considering B = U, C'=V and D = A* in Theorem 2.15, where U and
V' are unitary operators, we obtain

WAU £ VAT < 5 min [JAP+ 1| ||lA7PO + 1.

2 tef0,1]

(iii) Considering B = U in Corollary 2.18, where U is an unitary operator, we obtain

. £12(1—
w(AU) < Lg%é}}} 1A + 1] ||| A 20 t)+]H-
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Finally, replacing A and B by U|A|'/? (where A = U|A| is the polar decomposition)
and |A|'2 respectively, in Corollary 2.18, we deduce the following numerical radius
bound for a single bounded linear operator.

Proposition 2.21. If A € B(H), then

1
w(d) < JAI||5 (A + 14|, for allt € [0,1)

Remark 2.22. (i) Using the concavity property of f(A) = A!7t, A > 0, we see that
_ el L1t

LA |5 (AP + (A9 < TAI |5 (AL + [AD]] < [A]], for all ¢ € [0, 1]. Hence,

Proposition 2.21 refines the bound w(A) < ||A]| for every t € [0, 1].

(i) Taking ¢ = 1/2 in Proposition 2.21, we get w(A) < [|A|"/2 |2 (JA['/2 + [A*[*/2)]],

which is also proved by Kittaneh et al. [13] and also see in [3]. Therefore, we obtaln

1 1- 1— 12 |1 1/2 *[1/2
w(A) < g 1A | QAP+ 149 < iz | gape L)
0 2 0
To show proper improvement we consider a matrix A= |0 0 3| . Then we see that
000
1 5_3 + 3+V6 1
(1A 1—t A* 1—t _ Y A 1/2 || = A 1/2 A* 1/2 )
min A |5 (A1 + 1471 )|| = 5 < 252 = AN {5 (A1 4 40)2)
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