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

PINTU BHUNIA

Abstract. Let A = [Aij ] be an n× n operator matrix where each Aij 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(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] is an n × n

complex matrix with

aij =















w(Aii) if i = j

min
0≤t≤1

∥

∥|Aij |2t + |A∗
ji|2t

∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗

ij |2(1−t) + |Aji|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2
if i < j

0 if i > j.

This bound refines the well known bound w(A) ≤ w(Â), where Â = [âij ] is an n× n

matrix with âij = w(Aii) if i = j and âij = ‖Aij‖ if i 6= j [Linear Algebra Appl.
468 (2015), 18–26]. We deduce that if A, B are bounded linear operators on H, then

w

([

0 A

B 0

])

≤ 1

2

∥

∥|A|2t + |B∗|2t
∥

∥

1/2
∥

∥

∥
|A∗|2(1−t) + |B|2(1−t)

∥

∥

∥

1/2

for all t ∈ [0, 1].

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) ≤ 1

2‖A‖t
∥

∥|A|1−t + |A∗|1−t
∥

∥ for all t ∈ [0, 1], which refines as well as
generalizes the existing ones.

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 Mn(C),
the set of all n × n complex matrices. For A ∈ B(H), let |A| = (A∗A)1/2 and |A∗| =
(AA∗)1/2, 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
‖A‖ = sup {‖Ax‖ : x ∈ H, ‖x‖ = 1} and w(A) = sup {|〈Ax, x〉| : x ∈ H, ‖x‖ = 1} .
The numerical radius, w(·) : B(H) → R defines a norm on B(H) and it satisfies
1
2
‖A‖ ≤ w(A) ≤ ‖A‖, for every A ∈ B(H). Here w(A) = ‖A‖ = r(A) if A is normal

and w(A) = 1
2
‖A‖ if A2 = 0. A complete characterization of w(A) = 1

2
‖A‖ is given in

[5]. Analogous to the operator norm, the numerical radius satisfies w(An) ≤ wn(A),
for every positive integer n, and w(An) = wn(A) if A is normal. For further readings
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2 P. BHUNIA

on the numerical radius, we refer to [7, 16]. It is well known that ([10, p. 44] and [4])
if A = [aij ] is an n× n complex matrix such that aij ≥ 0 for all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n, then

w(A) =
1

2
w (A+ A∗) =

1

2
r (A+ A∗) . (1.1)

Therefore, the spectral radius monotonicity of matrices with non-negative entries (see
in [11, p. 491] implies that if A =

[

aij
]

and B =
[

bij
]

are n× n complex matrices with
0 ≤ aij ≤ bij for all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n, then w(A) ≤ w(B).
Let Aij ∈ B(H) for all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then A = [Aij ] ∈ B (⊕n

i=1H) is an n × 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

w (A) ≤ w(Ã) where Ã = [aij] ∈ Mn(C) with aij = ‖Aij‖. (1.2)

Then, in 2015, Abu-Omar and Kittaneh [1] provided a refinement of (1.2), namely,

w (A) ≤ w(Ã) where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =

{

w(Aii) if i = j

‖Aij‖ if i 6= j.
(1.3)

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

w (A) ≤ w(Ã) where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =











w(Aii) if i = j
∥

∥|Aij|+ |A∗
ji|
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|Aji|+ |A∗

ij |
∥

∥

1/2
if i < j

0 if i > j.

(1.4)

In this paper, we obtain a refinement of (1.4). Among other numerical radius bounds,
we prove that w (A) ≤ w(Ã) where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =























w(Aii) if i = j
(

∥

∥|Aij |1/2|Kij||Aij|1/2 + |A∗
ji|1/2|K∗

ji||A∗
ji|1/2

∥

∥

1/2

×
∥

∥|A∗
ij|1/2|K∗

ij||A∗
ij|1/2 + |Aji|1/2|Kji||Aji|1/2

∥

∥

1/2
)

if i < j

0 if i > j,

whereKij , for all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n, are contractions satisfy Aij = |A∗
ij|1/2Kij|Aij |1/2. We

also deduce the numerical radius bounds for certain 2× 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× 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,∞) such that f (λ) g (λ) = λ, λ ≥ 0. Then there exists a
contraction K (i.e., ‖K‖ ≤ 1), where A = g(|A∗|)Kf(|A|), such that |〈Ax, y〉|2 ≤
〈f (|A|) |K |f (|A|) x, x〉 〈g (|A∗|) |K∗|g (|A∗|) y, y〉 for all x, y ∈ H.

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

Theorem 2.2. Let A = [Aij ] be an n × n operator matrix where Aij ∈ B(H) for
all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Let fij and gij be non-negative continuous functions on [0,∞)
such that fij (λ) gij (λ) = λ, λ ≥ 0. Then there exist contractions Kij, where Aij =

gij(|A∗
ij |)Kijfij(|Aij |), such that w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =

{

w(Aii) if i = j

‖fij(|Aij |)|Kij|fij(|Aij|)‖1/2
∥

∥gij(|A∗
ij|)|K∗

ij|gij(|A∗
ij|)

∥

∥

1/2
if i 6= j.

Proof. Let x =









x1

x2
...
xn









∈ ⊕n
i=1H with ‖x‖ = 1, i.e., ‖x1‖2 + ‖x2‖2 + . . . + ‖xn‖2 = 1.

Then, using Lemma 2.1, we have

|〈Ax, x〉| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

i,j=1

〈Aijxj , xi〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
n

∑

i,j=1

|〈Aijxj , xi〉| =
n

∑

i=1

|〈Aiixi, xi〉|+
n

∑

i,j=1
i6=j

|〈Aijxj , xi〉|

≤
n

∑

i=1

|〈Aiixi, xi〉|

+
n

∑

i,j=1
i6=j

〈fij(|Aij |)|Kij|fij(|Aij|)xj , xj〉1/2〈gij(|A∗
ij|)|K∗

ij|gij(|A∗
ij|)xi, xi〉1/2.

Therefore, we obtain

|〈Ax, x〉| ≤
n

∑

i=1

w(Aii)‖xi‖2

+
n

∑

i,j=1
i6=j

‖fij(|Aij|)|Kij|fij(|Aij |)‖1/2
∥

∥gij(|A∗
ij|)|K∗

ij|gij(|A∗
ij|)

∥

∥

1/2 ‖xi‖‖xj‖

=
〈

Ã|x|, |x|
〉

,
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where |x| =









‖x1‖
‖x2‖
...

‖xn‖









is an unit vector in Cn. Therefore, |〈Ax, x〉| ≤ w(Ã) for all

x ∈ ⊕n
i=1H with ‖x‖ = 1. This gives w(A) ≤ w(Ã). �

Considering fij(λ) = λt and gij(λ) = λ1−t (0 ≤ t ≤ 1) in Theorem 2.2, we get

Corollary 2.3. Let A = [Aij ] be an n × n operator matrix where Aij ∈ B(H) for
all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then there exist contractions Kij, where Aij = |A∗

ij |1−tKij |Aij|t
(0 ≤ t ≤ 1), such that w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =

{

w(Aii) if i = j

‖|Aij|t|Kij||Aij|t‖1/2
∥

∥|A∗
ij|1−t|K∗

ij||A∗
ij|1−t

∥

∥

1/2
if i 6= j.

In particular, for t = 1/2, we have w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =

{

w(Aii) if i = j
∥

∥|Aij |1/2|Kij ||Aij|1/2
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗

ij|1/2|K∗
ij||A∗

ij|1/2
∥

∥

1/2
if i 6= j.

Remark 2.4. Since |Kij| ≤ 1 and |K∗
ij | ≤ 1, so |Aij |1/2|Kij ||Aij|1/2 ≤ |Aij | and

|A∗
ij|1/2|K∗

ij||A∗
ij|1/2 ≤ |A∗

ij|. Thus,
∥

∥|Aij|1/2|Kij||Aij|1/2
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗

ij|1/2|K∗
ij||A∗

ij|1/2
∥

∥

1/2 ≤
‖Aij‖. Therefore, the numerical radius bound (1.3) follows from Corollary 2.3.

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

Theorem 2.5. Let A = [Aij ] be an n × n operator matrix where Aij ∈ B(H) for
all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Let fij and gij be non-negative continuous functions on [0,∞)
such that fij (λ) gij (λ) = λ, λ ≥ 0. Then there exist contractions Kij, where Aij =

gij(|A∗
ij |)Kijfij(|Aij |), such that w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =























w(Aii) if i = j
(

∥

∥fij(|Aij|)|Kij|fij(|Aij|) + gji(|A∗
ji|)|K∗

ji|gji(|A∗
ji|)

∥

∥

1/2

×
∥

∥gij(|A∗
ij|)|K∗

ij|gij(|A∗
ij|) + fji(|Aji|)|Kji|fji(|Aji|)

∥

∥

1/2
)

if i < j

0 if i > j.

Proof. Let x =









x1

x2
...
xn









∈ ⊕n
i=1H with ‖x‖ = 1, i.e., ‖x1‖2 + ‖x2‖2 + . . . + ‖xn‖2 = 1.

Then, using Lemma 2.1, we have

|〈Ax, x〉| =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

i,j=1

〈Aijxj , xi〉
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣
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≤
n

∑

i,j=1

|〈Aijxj , xi〉| =
n

∑

i=1

|〈Aiixi, xi〉|+
n

∑

i,j=1
i6=j

|〈Aijxj , xi〉|

=

n
∑

i=1

|〈Aiixi, xi〉|+
n

∑

i,j=1
i<j

(|〈Aijxj , xi〉|+ |〈Ajixi, xj〉|)

≤
n

∑

i=1

|〈Aiixi, xi〉|

+
n

∑

i,j=1
i<j

(

〈fij(|Aij|)|Kij|fij(|Aij |)xj, xj〉1/2〈gij(|A∗
ij|)|K∗

ij|gij(|A∗
ij|)xi, xi〉1/2

+ 〈fji(|Aji|)|Kji|fji(|Aji|)xi, xi〉1/2〈gji(|A∗
ji|)|K∗

ji|gji(|A∗
ji|)xj , xj〉1/2

)

.

Therefore, from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

|〈Ax, x〉| ≤
n

∑

i=1

w(Aii)‖xi‖2

+

n
∑

i,j=1
i<j

(

∥

∥fij(|Aij|)|Kij|fij(|Aij|) + gji(|A∗
ji|)|K∗

ji|gji(|A∗
ji|)

∥

∥

1/2

×
∥

∥gij(|A∗
ij|)|K∗

ij|gij(|A∗
ij|) + fji(|Aji|)|Kji|fji(|Aji|)

∥

∥

1/2
)

‖xi‖‖xj‖

=
〈

Ã|x|, |x|
〉

,

where |x| =









‖x1‖
‖x2‖
...

‖xn‖









is an unit vector in Cn. Therefore, |〈Ax, x〉| ≤ w(Ã) for all

x ∈ ⊕n
i=1H with ‖x‖ = 1 and so w(A) ≤ w(Ã). �

Considering fij(λ) = λt, gij(λ) = λ1−t where i < j and fji(λ) = λ1−t, gji(λ) = λt

where i < j (0 ≤ t ≤ 1) in Theorem 2.5, we obtain

Corollary 2.6. Let A = [Aij ] be an n × n operator matrix where Aij ∈ B(H) for
all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then there exist contractions Kij, where Aij = |A∗

ij |1−tKij |Aij|t
and Aji = |A∗

ji|tKji|Aji|1−t, i < j (0 ≤ t ≤ 1), such that w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where

Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =























w(Aii) if i = j
(

∥

∥|Aij|t|Kij||Aij|t + |A∗
ji|t|K∗

ji||A∗
ji|t

∥

∥

1/2

×
∥

∥|A∗
ij|1−t|K∗

ij ||A∗
ij|1−t + |Aji|1−t|Kji||Aji|1−t

∥

∥

1/2
)

if i < j

0 if i > j.
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Again, considering fij(λ) = λt and gij(λ) = λ1−t for all i 6= j (0 ≤ t ≤ 1) in Theorem
2.5, we obtain

Corollary 2.7. Let A = [Aij ] be an n × n operator matrix where Aij ∈ B(H) for
all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then there exist contractions Kij, where Aij = |A∗

ij |1−tKij |Aij|t
(0 ≤ t ≤ 1), such that w(A) ≤ w(Ã) where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =























w(Aii) if i = j
(

∥

∥|Aij|t|Kij||Aij|t + |A∗
ji|1−t|K∗

ji||A∗
ji|1−t

∥

∥

1/2

×
∥

∥|A∗
ij|1−t|K∗

ij||A∗
ij|1−t + |Aji|t|Kji||Aji|t

∥

∥

1/2
)

if i < j

0 if i > j.

In particular, for t = 1/2, we have w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =























w(Aii) if i = j
(

∥

∥|Aij |1/2|Kij||Aij|1/2 + |A∗
ji|1/2|K∗

ji||A∗
ji|1/2

∥

∥

1/2

×
∥

∥|A∗
ij|1/2|K∗

ij||A∗
ij|1/2 + |Aji|1/2|Kji||Aji|1/2

∥

∥

1/2
)

if i < j

0 if i > j.

Remark 2.8. Let A = [Aij ] be an n × n operator matrix where Aij ∈ B(H) for all
i, j = 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(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =











w(Aii) if i = j
∥

∥|Aij|2t + |A∗
ji|2t

∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗

ij |2(1−t) + |Aji|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2
if i < j

0 if i > j.

(ii) w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =











w(Aii) if i = j
∥

∥|Aij|2t + |A∗
ji|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗

ij |2(1−t) + |Aji|2t
∥

∥

1/2
if i < j

0 if i > j.

(iii) w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =











w(Aii) if i = j
∥

∥|Aij|+ |A∗
ji|
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗

ij |+ |Aji|
∥

∥

1/2
if i < j

0 if i > 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 = [Aij ] be an n× n operator matrix where Aij ∈ B(H) for all
i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Observe that if we choose fij(λ) = λtij , gij(λ) = λ1−tij where i < j
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and fji(λ) = λ1−tji , gji(λ) = λtji where i < j (0 ≤ tij ≤ 1) in Theorem 2.5, then we

deduce that w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij ] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =















w(Aii) if i = j

min
0≤t≤1

∥

∥|Aij |2t + |A∗
ji|2t

∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗

ij|2(1−t) + |Aji|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2
if i < j

0 if i > j.

(ii) Similarly, from Theorem 2.5 we also deduce that w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij] ∈
Mn(C) with

aij =















w(Aii) if i = j

min
0≤t≤1

∥

∥|Aij |2t + |A∗
ji|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗

ij|2(1−t) + |Aji|2t
∥

∥

1/2
if i < j

0 if i > 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 = [Aij ] be an n × n operator matrix where Aij ∈ B(H) for

all i, j = 1, 2, . . . , n. Then w(A) ≤ w(Ã), where Ã = [aij] ∈ Mn(C) with

aij =







w(Aii) if i = j

min

{√

∥

∥

∥

|Aij |2+|A∗
ji
|2

2

∥

∥

∥
,

√

∥

∥

∥

|A∗
ij
|2+|Aji|2
2

∥

∥

∥

}

if i 6= j.

Remark 2.11. (i) Clearly, when ‖Aij‖ = ‖Aji‖ for all i, j = 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 A11 = A22 = 0, A12 = A21 =

[

0 1
0 0

]

. Then the

bounds in Proposition 2.10 gives w(A) ≤ 1√
2
, whereas the bound (1.3) gives w(A) ≤ 1.

(ii) Consider n = 2, A11 = C, A22 = D, A12 = A, A21 = B in Proposition 2.10, we get

w

([

C A
B D

])

≤ 1

2
(w(C) + w(D))

+

√

1

4

(

w(C)− w(D)
)2

+
1

2
min

{

∥

∥|A|2 + |B∗|2
∥

∥,
∥

∥|A∗|2 + |B|2
∥

∥

}

.

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

w

([

0 A
B 0

])

≤ min

{

√

1

2
‖|A|2 + |B∗|2‖,

√

1

2
‖|A∗|2 + |B|2‖

}

. (2.1)

This bound refines the upper bound in [8, Theorem 2.2], namely, w

([

0 A
B 0

])

≤

max
{√

1
2
‖|A|2 + |B∗|2‖,

√

1
2
‖|A∗|2 + |B|2‖

}

.

By putting n = 2, A11 = A22 = 0, A12 = A and A21 = B in Remark 2.8 (i), we get
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Proposition 2.12. Let A,B ∈ B(H). Then

w

([

0 A
B 0

])

≤ 1

2

∥

∥|A|2t + |B∗|2t
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗|2(1−t) + |B|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2
for all t ∈ [0, 1].

In particular, for t = 1/2,

w

([

0 A
B 0

])

≤ 1

2
‖|A| + |B∗|‖1/2 ‖|A∗| + |B|‖1/2 . (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) ≤ 1

2

∥

∥|A|2t + |A∗|2t
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗|2(1−t) + |A|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2
for all t ∈ [0, 1]. (2.3)

Clearly,

1

2

∥

∥|A|2t + |A∗|2t
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|A∗|2(1−t) + |A|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2 ≤
√

1

2
‖|A|2 + |A∗|2‖ for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Therefore, the bound (2.3) refines the bound w(A) ≤
√

1
2
‖|A|2 + |A∗|2‖, proved by

Kittaneh [14]. In particular, for t = 1/2 in (2.3), we deduce the well known bound
w(A) ≤ 1

2
‖|A|+ |A∗|‖, proved by Kittaneh [15].

Remark 2.14. (i) Let A,B ∈ B(H). Using the argument 1
2
‖A+ A∗‖ ≤ w(A) and the

inequality (2.2), we obtain that

1

2
‖A+B‖ ≤ w

([

0 A
B∗ 0

])

≤ 1

2
‖|A| + |B|‖1/2 ‖|A∗| + |B∗|‖1/2 . (2.4)

(ii) Clearly, if B = 0, then w

([

0 A
0 0

])

= 1
2
‖A‖. (iii) Clearly, if B = A, then

w

([

0 A
A∗ 0

])

= ‖A‖. (iv) If A,B are positive, then w

([

0 A
B 0

])

= 1
2
‖A + B‖.

(v) If A,B are normal, then ‖A+B‖ ≤ 2w

([

0 A
B∗ 0

])

≤ ‖|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

w(AB ± CD) ≤ 1

4

(

min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|A|2t + |B∗|2t
∥

∥

∥

∥|A∗|2(1−t) + |B|2(1−t)
∥

∥

+ min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|C|2t + |D∗|2t
∥

∥

∥

∥|C∗|2(1−t) + |D|2(1−t)
∥

∥

)

.

Proof. Considering n = 3, A11 = A22 = A33 = A23 = A32 = 0, A12 = A, A13 = C,

A21 = B andA31 = D in Remark 2.9 (i), we obtain w









0 A C
B 0 0
D 0 0







 ≤ w









0 a c
0 0 0
0 0 0







 ,
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where a = min
t∈[0,1]

‖|A|2t + |B∗|2t‖1/2
∥

∥|A∗|2(1−t) + |B|2(1−t)
∥

∥

1/2
and

c = min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|C|2t + |D∗|2t
∥

∥

1/2 ∥
∥|C∗|2(1−t) + |D|2(1−t)

∥

∥

1/2
.

Therefore, now the desired bound follows from the proof of [2, Theorem 2.8]. �

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

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

w(AB ± CD) ≤ 1

4

(

min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|A|2t + |B∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

∥

∥|A∗|2(1−t) + |B|2t
∥

∥

+ min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|C|2t + |D∗|2(1−t)
∥

∥

∥

∥|C∗|2(1−t) + |D|2t
∥

∥

)

.

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) ≤ 1

4

(

min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|A|2t + |B∗|2t
∥

∥

∥

∥|A∗|2(1−t) + |B|2(1−t)
∥

∥

+ min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|B|2t + |A∗|2t
∥

∥

∥

∥|B∗|2(1−t) + |A|2(1−t)
∥

∥

)

.

Put t = 1
2
, we get w(AB ± BA) ≤ 1

2
‖|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

w(AB) ≤ 1

4

∥

∥|A|2t + |B∗|2t
∥

∥

∥

∥|A∗|2(1−t) + |B|2(1−t)
∥

∥ , for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 2.19. Put t = 1 and t = 0, we get max{w(AB), w(BA)} ≤ 1
2
‖|A|2 + |B∗|2‖ .

Also, for t = 1
2
, we get w(AB) ≤ 1

4
‖|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 ± V A) ≤ 1

2
min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|A|2t + I
∥

∥

∥

∥|A∗|2(1−t) + I
∥

∥ .

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

w(AU ± V A∗) ≤ 1

2
min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|A|2t + I
∥

∥

∥

∥|A∗|2(1−t) + I
∥

∥ .

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

w(AU) ≤ 1

4
min
t∈[0,1]

∥

∥|A|2t + I
∥

∥

∥

∥|A∗|2(1−t) + I
∥

∥ .
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Finally, replacing A and B by U |A|1/2 (where A = U |A| is the polar decomposition)
and |A|1/2, 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

w(A) ≤ ‖A‖t
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

(

|A|1−t + |A∗|1−t
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

, for all t ∈ [0, 1].

Remark 2.22. (i) Using the concavity property of f(λ) = λ1−t, λ ≥ 0, we see that

‖A‖t
∥

∥

1
2
(|A|1−t + |A∗|1−t)

∥

∥ ≤ ‖A‖t
∥

∥

1
2
(|A| + |A∗|)

∥

∥

1−t ≤ ‖A‖, for all t ∈ [0, 1]. Hence,
Proposition 2.21 refines the bound w(A) ≤ ‖A‖ for every t ∈ [0, 1].
(ii) Taking t = 1/2 in Proposition 2.21, we get w(A) ≤ ‖A‖1/2

∥

∥

1
2

(

|A|1/2 + |A∗|1/2
)∥

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

w(A) ≤ min
t∈[0,1]

‖A‖t
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

(

|A|1−t + |A∗|1−t
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

≤ ‖A‖1/2
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

(

|A|1/2 + |A∗|1/2
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

.

To show proper improvement we consider a matrix A =





0 2 0
0 0 3
0 0 0



 . Then we see that

min
t∈[0,1]

‖A‖t
∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

(

|A|1−t + |A∗|1−t
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

=
5

2
<

3 +
√
6

2
= ‖A‖1/2

∥

∥

∥

∥

1

2

(

|A|1/2 + |A∗|1/2
)

∥

∥

∥

∥

.
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