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A-DAVIS-WIELANDT RADIUS BOUNDS OF SEMI-HILBERTIAN SPACE
OPERATORS

MESSAOUD GUESBA, SOMDATTA BARIK, PINTU BHUNIA, KALLOL PAUL

ABSTRACT. Consider H is a complex Hilbert space and A is a positive operator on
H. The mapping (-,-)a : H x H — C, defined as (y,z), = (Ay, z) for all y,z € H,

induces a seminorm ||-| ;. The A-Davis-Wielandt radius of an operator S on # is

defined as dwy (S) = sup {\/|<SZ,Z>A|2 + ||Sz||fl4 Hzlls = 1} . We investigate some
new bounds for dw4 (S) which refine the existing bounds. We also give some bounds

for the 2 x 2 off-diagonal block matrices.

1. Introduction and preliminaries

Here we collect all the technical ingredients that are necessary to read the paper.
Throughout, H is a complex Hilbert space and B(H) is the C*-algebra of bounded

operators on H. For S € B(H), the null space, range space and closure of the range

space of S are respectively denoted as N (S), R (S) and R (S). A positive opera-
tor A € B(H) defines a sesquilinear form (-,-), : H x H — C defined as (z,2), =
(Ax, z) . This gives a seminorm |||, defined by ||z, = HA%ZH Clearly, ||z]|, = 0

iff = € N (A). Therefore, |||, is a norm on # iff A is one-one. Suppose [|S]|, =

sup % = sup |Sz||, is the A-operator seminorm of S € B(H). If there is

2€ R(A) z€ R(A)
2£0 2l 4=1

a scalar ¢ > 0 such that ||Sz||, < clz||, for all z € R(A), then |S]|, < oo. If

Illa < oo, then ||S|l, = sup {|(Sz, )] @,z € R(A), lally = |24 =1 } . An op-
erator R € B(H) is A-adjoint of S € B(H) if (Sz,z2), = (z,Rz), forall z,z € H,
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or equivalently, AR = S*A. If AS = S*A then S is A-selfadjoint and if AS is pos-
itive then S is A-positive and we write S >4 0. Consider Ba( #H) is the collection
of operators that admit A-adjoints. From Douglas result [11], we have Bs(H) =
{SeBH):R(S*A) CR(A)}={SeB(H): c>0:||ASz|| <c|Az]|,V z€ H}.
For S € B4(H), S admits A-adjoint. Furthermore, there exists a distinguished A-
adjoint of S, namely, the reduced solution of AZ = S*A, i.e., S = ATS*A, where AT
is the Moore-Penrose inverse of A. The operator S satisfies AS* = S*A, R (Sﬁf‘) C
R(A), N (S%4) = N (S*A). Again, by Douglas result, we can see that Byi2(H) =
{SeBH):Tec>0:|52, <cllzll4,Vz e HY. IS € Bap(H), |54 =

sup 2l — sup |S2]|,, see [2]. If S € Bye(H) then S (N (A)) C N (A) and
wgn () Tl eH A
Zl| 4=

152l 4 < [|S1|4 |I2]| 4 for all z € H. The sets Ba(#H) and B yi/2(H) are subalgebras (see

[2]) and Ba(H) € Byi2( H). Note that S is A-selfadjoint, but S = S*4 may not be true.

11 2 2
For example, consider A = ) ) € My (C)" and S = ( 00 ) Here S is A-

1
11
selfadjoint, however Sf4 = < . ) # S. Note that, § = 5% iff R ($*4) C R (A4) and
S is A-selfadjoint. An operator S in B4(H) is A-unitary if ||Sz|4 = ||S*z||a = |2 4,
Va € H. For more we refer to [ 2]. If S € B4(H) then the following holds:
(1) If AS = SA, then S* PrayS™, where Prry denote the orthogonal projection
nR(A).
(2) S¥4S, SS%4 are A-selfadjoint and are A-positive.
fa
i #
(3) 54 € Ba(H), ()" = PrrgySProy, ((59)™) = s%.
(4) If R € Ba(H) then SR € B4(H) and (SR)* = R#S*. Furthermore, for all
S, R € Bai2(H), we have
ISRIL, < IISIL, 17l (1.1)

) 115511, = ISl = [|s# 8|5 = |55

To simplify we write P instead of Przy . An operator R in B4(H) can be writ-

ten as R = R4(R) + iS4(R), where Ra(R) = % and S4(R) = &= RM . Recall

that, w (S) := sup{| (Sz,2) | : z € H,||z]| = 1} is the numerical radius of S € B(H),

see [18]. For more facts, see [12, 16, 20, 28] and references therein. One of the gen-

eralization of the numerical radius is A-numerical radius of S € Ba(#H), it is de-
fined by w4 (5) = sup {|(Sz, 2) 4| : 2 € H, ||z||, = 1}. Obviously, for A = I we ob-
tain the (classical) numerical radius which received considerable attention in recent
years by many researchers. We refer to [7, 8, 15, 17] and references therein. Clearly,
wa (S) =wa (5%4) for any S € Ba(H). Also, the A-numerical radius satisfies the power
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inequality (see [24, 30]): for S € Byi2(H), wa (S™) < w} (S), n=1,2,.... It defines a

seminorm on Byi/2(#H), and it satisfies
1
5 1SI14 S wa (S) <||S||, for every S € Byi2(H). (1.2)

Here wy (S) = [|S|| 4 if S is A-selfadjoint. Recall that, the A-Crawford number of S €
B 1/2(H) is defined by c4 (S) = inf {|(Sz, 2) 4| : # € H,||2]|, = 1} . For more basic facts,
we refer to [14, 27, 30]. The Davis-Wielandt radius of S € B(H) is defined as dw (S) =
sup{(|<5z, 2D+ ||Tz||4)1/2 cz€ H, |z = 1}. For more about Davis-Wielandt ra-
dius we refer to [5, 6, 9, 23, 29, 31]. The A-Davis-Wielandt radius of S € Byi2(H)

is defined (see [3]) as dwa (S) = sup{(|<5z, 2P+ ||Sz||j14)1/2 czeH, |24 = 1} Tt

satisfies max {wa (), [|S|I3} < dwa (S) < \/wi (S) + 1ISI1%-

Very recently some results on the A-Davis-Wielandt radius are studied (see [3]).
In this manuscript we continue the study in this direction and we provide some new
bounds of the A-Davis-Wielandt radius. Further, we give some new bounds for the

Davis-Wielandt radius of 2 x 2 off-diagonal block matrices.

2. BOouNnDS FOR THE A-DAVIS-WIELANDT RADIUS OF OPERATORS

To develop our first bound of A-Davis-Wielandt radius, the following inner-product

inequality is necessary.
Lemma 2.1. [4, 21] Ifa,b,c € H and ||c|]|, =1 and 0 # o € C, then

ov0) g e < 7o (a1 o = 11}l 11 + 0.8

In particular, for a = 2,

arhadeB)al < 5 (llall ol + 1o, B4 ).

Theorem 2.2. Let S € By(H) and 0 # o € C. Then
dw? (S) < w? (SMS + ) + %WA (stag2) 4 madLlo = 1} | (545)" + sﬁASHA .

| |

Proof. Take z € H and ||z||4 = 1. We obtain

(52, 2) 4* + 115211
= [(Sz,2),+ (97, SZ>A|2 —2R4 ((Sz,82) 4, (Sz, 2) 4)
}<(S + SﬁAS) z,z>A}2 +2 ‘<SﬁASz, z>A (z, SZ)A‘

IA

}<(S+ 5#4.9) z,z>A}2 + % [max{l, loe — 1]} HSﬁASzHA Sz 4 + ‘<SﬁASz, SZ>A”

IN

(by Lemma 2.1)



max{1, |a — 1|}

2 2 2
< (S +848) 2, 2), [P + o (I1582] + I15=11%) + o (882,52) |
(by the AM-GM inequality)
= K(S +5%5) Z’Z>A}2 + max{l{cfé = ((S*25z, SﬁASZ>A + <SﬁASZ>Z>A)

2
+m ‘<Z, SﬁAS2Z>A‘

(S + SH8) 2,2y P 4 el o = 1) (((548)72,2) +(s%5z2),)

|

2
+m ‘<Z, SﬁAS2Z>A‘

2 1, jla—1
< Wi (5454 8) e (5487) + max{ ‘O[T‘ b | (5249)" + 5225 .
This gives the bound as desired. 0

Now from Theorem 2.2 (for a = 2), we deduce the bound:

Corollary 2.3. If S € Ba(H) then
du? (S) < w? (S8 + §) + wy (S*452) + % | (5349)" + 5245 .

Again, considering o = n and n — oo in Theorem 2.2, we get the bound:

Corollary 2.4. If S € Bao(H) then
A (S) S W (S5 +8) +||(5249)" + 5243 .

To get next result we need the following semi-inner product inequality.

Lemma 2.5. [22] If a,b,c € H and ||c||, =1 then

(@, ¢) 4 (e b) 4| < % (lallo 16ll4 + Ka, b) 41) = 0(a, b, ¢),

2
”bHA : o _ 1 . .
where (a, b, c) = 4 lela (\(a, c)alinfle = Ablla — 5inf Jla ubHA) if ||| al|b]|a # 0

0 if [lallallblla = 0.
Theorem 2.6. If S € B4(H) then

du? () < w2 (S8 + 8)+wa (sﬁAS2)+% | (55)" - sa5]| 2 inf a(s#52, 5, 2),

l[2lla=1

2
”bHA : o 1 . .
where 8(a,b,c) = 4 1ol (\<a,c>A|;gch Ablla = 3 1nf]a ubHA) if llal allo] 4 #0

0 if [lallallblla = 0.



Proof. Take z € H and ||z||4 = 1. Using Lemma 2.5, we obtain
[(S2, 204" + 115211
(2,2) 4+ (52, 52) 4 — 2R ({52, 52) 1 (52,2),)

< }<(S—|—SﬁAS)z,z>A‘2+2}<SﬁASz,z>A<z,Sz)A}
< (S +5%8) 2, 2) |+ ||S# 2|, 1Szl 4 + | (5%452,52) | — 26(5% Sz, Sz, 2)
< [((S+548) 22, P + % (((548)°2,2) +(s%5%,2),)

+ ‘<z, SﬁA52z>A‘ —26(T%482, Sz, 2)

IN

W2 (S + SH8) 4wy (S152) + % | (545)° + 5225|| — 20552, 52, 2),

which implies the desired bound. 0J
We now obtain both upper and lower bounds.

Theorem 2.7. If S € Ba(H), then

max {wa(Ra(S) +iSMS9), wa(Sa(S) +iSM9)} < dwa(S)

< min {\/wg(%A(S) +i5%8) + |3 a(S)]3, \/wi<%A(S) +1iS5%S) + ||9RA(S)||?4} :

Proof. Take z € H and ||z]|4 = 1. We have

{(RA(S) +iS4(9))z, 2) al” + (58452, 2)%

[(Ra(S)2, 2)al” + [(Sa(S)z, 2)al* + (552, 2)
((Ra(9) +i519)z 204" +[(Sa(S)z,2)al” (21)
< WARA(S) + iS4 S) + (|3 (9) 1%

(52, 2)al” + 15214

This implies

dwi(S) < Wi(Ra(S) +iS4S) + [|Sa(S) |5 (22)
Similarly, we obtain

A (S) < wi(Sa(S) +i5%8) + [Ra(S)|%- (2.3)

Now combining the inequalities (2.2) and (2.3), we get the desired upper bound. Again
from (2.1), we get

(Sz, 2)al* + 1Szl = [{(Ra(S) +i5%45)z, 2) 4| (2.4)
and

(S, 2)al” + 152014 = [{(Sa(S) +iS5™8)z, 2)al. (2.5)



6

Now first taking the supremum over [|z||4 = 1 and then combining them we obtain the

desired lower bound. O

From Theorem 2.7, we now obtain the result which gives the equality for the A-

numerical radius.
Corollary 2.8. If S € Bs(H) with (R4(S%4))? = I4(S#) then
wa(S) = [Ra(S)]Lar/1 + [Ra(S)]3.

Proof. First we suppose S € By(H) with S = S%. Then S is A-selfadjoint and
so dwa(S) = VIISI4+ ISII%4 (see [3]). From Theorem 2.7, it follows dwa(S) =
wa(S +iS?). Hence, wa(S +15%) = /[|S[4 + [[S|I4. Now substitute S by R4(S%)
for S € Ba(H), the result derives from the facts wa(S) = wa(S*) and ||[Ra(9)]|a =
[R4(S*)] 4. [

Remark 2.9. Theorem 2.7 is better than the existing bound in [3], namely

dw?(S) > 2 max{w4(S)ca(5*9), ca(S)|IS|I%} (2.6)

for some operators. If we assume A = ((1] g) and S = ((1] g) then (2.6) gives
dw4(S) > 0, but Theorem 2.7 gives dw4(S) > /2.
A generalization of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality is as the lemma.
Lemma 2.10. [25] If S € Ba(H) and x,z € H with ||z]|, = ||z||, =1 then
|(Sx, z>A|2 < <Sﬁ“51',:£>%1 (SS#z, Z>i .
We now obtain an upper bound.

Theorem 2.11. If S € B4(H) then

dw} (S) < (IS5 + 2S5 — Vea (S%49) ca (S554).
Proof. Take z € H and ||z]|4 = 1. We obtain

(Sz, 2) 41> + 11521

< (SM82,2)8 (5542, 2) % + |52
(by Lemma 2.10)
1
< 5 ((8987,2) , + (S5%2,2) ) + 1524

(by the AM-GM inequality)



1 1\ 2 1 1
(<SﬁASz, z>i + <SSﬁAz, z>i) — <SﬁASz, z>i <SSﬁAz, z>i + 182l

IN

1
2
1 1 1\2 1 1
5 (1578213 + [|55%2]13) + 1215 — (%452, 2)2 (552, 2)3
1

< LISl + 155 E) + 11 - Ver (558 x (558

= 2SI + [ISII% — Vea (5%485) ca (S55a),
which gives the desired bound. OJ
Remark 2.12. Theorem 2.11 is better than the existing bound in [13], namely

dw} (S) < max{[|S|%, 114} +wa (S%45%) (2.7)

10
for some operators. For example, if we consider A = S = <O 2) then (2.7) gives

dw? (S) < 24, whereas Theorem 2.11 gives dw? (S) < 23.
We next obtain a bound which is a refinement of the existing bound given in [13].
Theorem 2.13. If S € B4(H) then
dwi(S) < w?(e?S + 5*.5) + 2||S|14[1RA(e?S) |4, ¥V 0 € R.
Proof. For any z € H and ||z||4 = 1, we obtain

(Sz, 24l + 19214 = [((S+ 5448)z, 2)a|” = 2] 92 ]34 (Ra(S)2, 2) 4
< [{(S+ 8%9)z, 2) } + 2|52 |4 (Ra(5)2, 2)
< wi(S + 548) + 2[[S|AIIRA(S)]]a.

This implies
dw}(S) < wi(S + 5.8) + 2SI RA(S) 4. (2.8)
Replacing S by €S, we obtain the desired bound. O
Remark 2.14. Following Theorem 2.13, we get
dw}(8) < wi(S £ 54.8) + 2/|SA[Ra(S) 4. (2.9)
Clearly, (2.9) is sharper than the existing bound in [13] , namely
dw}(S) < wi(S*8 = 8) + 2/|S|Allwa(S)lLa. (2.10)

We now obtain a lower bound.
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Theorem 2.15. If S € B4(H) then
dw?(S) + 2|[S[AIRA(S)]la > max {w} (S + S#49), wi(S — ST} .

Proof. Take z € H, ||z]|a = 1, we get

Sz, 2)al” + 82l > (S + 8%8)z 2)al” — 282|131 (Ra(S)z2, 2).]
> [{(S + 5%5)z,2)al” = 2/ IRA(S)a
From this we get
dw3(S) + 2| SIAIRA(S) ][4 = wi(S + 5%4.5). (2.11)
Replacing S by —S, we get
dw}(S) + 2 SIAIRA(S)]4 = wWi(S — S%45). (2.12)
Combining (2.11) and (2.12), we obtain the bound as desired. O

Remark 2.16. Theorem 2.15 is better than the existing bound in [3], namely
dw?(S) > 2max{w4(9)ca(5%489), ca(9)]S|4} (2.13)

for some operators. If we consider the same example as in Remark 2.12 then (2.13)
gives dw?(S) > 8 but Theorem 2.15 gives dw?(S) > 20.

Now the following lemmas are needed.

Lemma 2.17. [10] If S € B(H) is A-positive, and z € H, ||z||, = 1 then

(Sz,2)y <(S"z,2), for alln € N.

Lemma 2.18. [22] Ifx,z € H and ||z||a # 0 then

inf ||z — Az
e, 2)al < Dzlla [ alla = 25—
Nl

We now develop a bound.

Theorem 2.19. Suppose S € Bo(H). Then for all a € [0, 1],

dw? (S <HaSﬁAS+(1—a)SsﬁA +(5848) H (ap+ (1 —a)y),

{ , ;\IE%SZ)‘ZA]
1

where

itz = Al - e

= inf
llzll.a=



and

n = inf
ll2]la=1

inf||S#z — \z||%
AeC 4]]Staz||%

inf || 5%z — Az|} — 25 ] .

Proof. Take z € H, ||z||la = 1 and « € [0, 1]. By using lemma 2.18, we obtain

(Sz. 20,7 = al(Sz 204+ (1—a)|( S“AZ>A\2

1nf ||Sz - Xz||4

inf || S*2 — Az
+(1—a) [ [[5%z]4 - *=

IN

2|| 5%z 4

inf [z = Az}
. €
= allSzl+ (- @Sl - a | infllSz - Al - 2o

A

—(1 — fa,
(1—-a) (meAz Azl — TS0,

meSﬁAz — )\ZA)
< <(aSﬁAS+(1—a) SSﬁA)z Z>A (ap+ (1 —a)n).
Therefore, we have
(52, 2) 4" + 115211
= ((aS"S5+ (1 —a)SS*) 2, z> +(S* Sz, z>A (ap+ (1 —a)n)
< {((aS™S + (1 —a)SS™) 2, z) + <(SﬁAS) z,z>A — (ap+ (1 —a)n)
(by Lemma 2.17)
< Hasms 4 (1—a)Sst (SﬁAs)QHA ~(ap+(1—a)n).

This gives
dw? (S) < HasﬁAs (1 a)SSH + (sﬁAs)zHA ~(ap+(1—a)). (2.14)
U
Remark 2.20. (i) Form Theorem 2.19 (for @ = 0) we obtain
dw (S) < (|88 + (5*48) | — . (2.15)

(ii) The bound (2.15) is better than the existing bound in [13], namely

0 (S) < \Jwa ((S345)2 + (S545)1) + 23 (55452) (2.16)
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10 0 1
for some operators. For example, if we consider A = <O 2) and S = (0 0) then
(2.16) gives dw? (S) < % but (2.15) gives dw? (S) < 1.

We now present another upper bound.

Theorem 2.21. [f S € Ba(H) then dw? (S) < min{3,~7}, where

8= min {H%S“ASJF (1 — %Ta) SSH 4 (545)

a€(0,1]

+ %wA (52) -(1- a)n} ,

A

(1 - ‘%) 45 + 7954 + (5445)°

) + %wA (8%) = (1— a),u}

1=
and p,n are as in Theorem 2.19.
Proof. Suppose z € H, ||z||la = 1 and « € [0, 1]. Then we obtain

(Sz,2) ,° = oz\(Sz,z)A|2+(1—oz)‘<z,TﬁAz>A‘2

inf[[S%4z — Az||% )
2 fa AeC
< O“<SZ7Z>A| —|—(1—O&) HS ZHA_ 2||SﬁAZ||A
(by Lemma 2.18)
= al(Szz) "+ (1 —a) | S*z|
inf 15542 — Ae[}
(1 — ; fa. _ 2 _ A€
< al(Sz,2) 7+ (1= a) [S*z]% - (1 - a)n.
So,
(52, 2) 4”4+ 11514
< al(Szz2) P+ (1 —a) <SSﬁAz,z>A + <SﬁASz,z>2A —(I—a)n
< al(Sz,2) P+ (1 —a) <SSﬁAz,z>A + <(SﬁAS)2Z, z>A —(I—a)n
(by Lemma 2.17)
« 2
= bl (IS=ll.4 HSﬁAzHA +[(8z, SﬁAZ>AD +(1—a) (554, 2) 4+ <(SﬁAS) Z>Z>A
—(1 —a)n (by Lemma 2.1)
<

S (IS0 + [|5%21%) + 5 (572 2) ] + (1= @) (55942, 2) , + ((548) 2. 2)
—(1 —a)n (by the AM-GM inequality)
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_ <(%5:¢A5+ (1 _ 3_a) S5t 1 (SﬁA5)2) 27Z>A+ % (5%2,2) ,| — (1 —a)n

3o

< %SﬁAS + (1 — Z) SSH 4 (5%15)

+ %wA (52) —(1—=a)n.
A

This gives

2548+ (1 = %“) S5t 4 (514.9)?

) + %wA (8%) = (1 —a)n.

Considering the minimum over « € [0, 1], we get

dw? (S) < min {H S8 + (1 — ‘%) §S# 1 (§815)?

a€l0,1]

+ %wA (8%) —(1- a)n} :
(2.17)

A

Similarly, we get

dw? (S) < min {H (1 - —) Stag 4+ 2 SSﬁA (Sﬁ*“S)2 + gwA (5%) - (1- a),u} :
aE[O 1] A 2
(2.18)
Combining (2.17) and (2.18) we get the result as desired. O
From Theorem 2.21 (for o = 1) we obtain the bound:
Corollary 2.22. If S € B4(H) then
1 1
dw (8) < 5 HSﬁAS 4558 4 4 (SﬂAS)QHA + 5wa (5. (2.19)

Remark 2.23. The bound (2.19) is better than the following bound in [13], namely
1
dw? (S) < 3 [wa ((S*489)% + 5849) + w4 ((S#49)? — SM9)] +wa(S*5%)  (2.20)

for some operator. If we consider the same example as in Remark 2.12, the bound
(2.20) gives dw? (S) < 24 whereas (2.19) gives dw? (S) < 20.

To achieve the next result we need the inequality.

Lemma 2.24. [19] Ifa,c>0 and 0 <« <1 then

1
T

a®c™ < aa+(1—a)e< (aad"+ (1 —a)c)r, forallr>1.
Theorem 2.25. If S € B4(H) then

duwt (S) < 471 H (5%18)" + (SﬁAS)Z" for each n € N,

) H (5544)" 4 (5%45)™"

A
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Proof. Take z € H and ||z]|4 = 1, we get

(Sz, 2) 41> + 1521

2n 4n %
5 <|(Sz, Z) 4 . + (1524 ) (by Lemma 2.24)

IN

1

— 9l-u (\(Sz, z>A|2" + <TﬁASz, z>2n) "

IA

g1-1 <<SﬁASZ, z>§ <SSﬁAZ’Z>§ + <SﬁASz’Z>in>ﬁ (by Lemma 2.10)

ol [(<SﬁASz, Z>Z + <SﬁASz, z>in> <<SSﬁAz, z>2 + <SﬁASz, z>2An>] o
(since (ab + cd)? < (a® + ¢*) (b* + d?) with a,b,c,d > 0)

2k (548" 2.+ ((598)" 22) )

x (((5590)" 2,2) , + ((518)™ 2, z>A) (by Lemma 2.17)

L
>2n
A .

IA

IA

< 275 (|| (5219)" + (s75)™

) H (5544)" 4 (5%45)™"

Thus,

1
)%
N .

This gives the bound. H

dw? (5) < 21— (H(SﬁAs)" 4 (SﬁAS)2n

) H (558" + (5845)™"

From Theorem 2.25 (for n = 1), we obtain the bound:
Corollary 2.26. If S € Bs(H) then
Ay (S) < |S5% + (5%45)%)| 3155 + (545)?]| 5. (2.21)
Remark 2.27. The bound (2.21) is better than the existing bound in [3], namely
dw?(S) < [|S#S + (5%489)P 5% 3 4 (2.22)

for some operators. For the same example as in Remark 2.20, the bound (2.22) gives
dw?(S) < 2, but (2.21) gives dwi(9) < %

We now obtain a lower bound.
Theorem 2.28. If S € B4(H) then

dw? (S) > max {4 (S) (L + ||S|[%) . w3 () (L + ¢4 (S*8)) 1.
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Proof. Suppose z € H and ||z||a = 1. Then
(Sz,2) 4" + 118205 = 1Sz, 2) 4" + [(Sz,2) 4" 19215 = ¢ (S) (1 + [192]1%) -
This implies
dw (S) = 4 () (1+[ISI1) - (2:23)
We also have

(Sz )4l + 182y = 1Sz, 204" (L 11S2]5) = (2, 2)4" (1 + ¢4 (5%45)).
From this we get
A (5) > w4 (S) (1+ ¢4 (545)) (2.24)
Combining (2.23) and (2.24), we get
dw} () > max {4 (S) (1+[|SI%) w3 (S) (1+ ¢4 (5%9)) } .
This completes the proof. O

We conclude this section by giving another lower bound.

Theorem 2.29. Let S € Ba(H) and my (S) = | inf_1 |Sz]| 4. Then

[zl 4=
duw (8) = max { (1 +m3 (8)) i (9), (1 +[IS11%) 4 (9)} -
Proof. Take z € H and ||z||4 = 1. We obtain
(Sz,2) 4" + 18205 = 1Sz, 2) A" +1(Sz,2) 4P M4 () = (1 +m% (8)) 1Sz, 2) "
This gives
4y (S) = (143 (S)) w3 (). (2.25)
Moreover, we see
(2 204"+ 1S2I1 = (14 1192015) (82, 204" > (1 +1192]1%) ¢4 ().
So
dw} (8) = (1+[IS17%) ¢4 (9). (2.26)
Combining (2.25) and (2.26), we get the result as desired. O

It should be mentioned here that the bound in Theorem 2.29 is also studied in [5] in

the setting of Hilbert space operators.
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3. BOUNDS FOR THE Ap-DAVIS-WIELANDT RADIUS OF BLOCK MATRICES

A0
Consider 2 x 2 block diagonal matrix Ay = o 4l Clearly, Ay € B(H®H)
is positive. Therefore, Ay induces (z,z), = (Aor,2) = (71,21),4 + (T2,22),, for
all z = (x1,22) and z = (21,20) € HOH. It S;; € By (H) for i,j = 1,2, then
49

Sy S Sy S Si S

S = Ba, (H & H) and oo = :;i fi , shown in [26]. To

So1 S99 21 S22 Sia S

start our analysis we begin with the lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. [3] If S € Ba(H) and V is A-unitary, then dwa (VﬁA SV) =dwa (S5).

S 0

Lemma 3.2. [20] If S,T € B4 (H) then wa, ( 0T

) = max{w4 (5),wa (1)} .

S T

Lemma 3.3. [20] If S, T € B4 (H) thenwa, ( T s

)ZWA(S).

Proposition 3.4. IfS,T € Ba (H) then dwa, (

) =max{wa (S +T),wa(S-T)}.

0 S

In particular, wa, <[ 5 0

We now prove our results.

S 0
T

) =max {dwa (S),dwa (T)}.

T
Proof. Let X = [ 0 . Suppose u = (2,0) € H® H, ||2]|, = 1. Clearly [Ju],, = 1.

S
Then [(Tz, z>A‘2 + |72 = ‘(Xu,u)AO}z + ||Xu||i0 < dw?, (X) . Hence, we obtain
dw} (T) < dw?, (X). Similarly, we can see that dw? (S) < dw?, (X). Therefore, we
infer that max {dwa (T),dwa (5)} < dwa, (X).

Now, let v = (2,y) € H® H and [[v]|,, = 1, then

2
VI P+ IX0ls, = ITz20 4 + Sy mdal? + 1721 + 1Syl

\/I(Tz, 2)al” + I T20% + \/\(Sy, y)al” + 1Syl
< dwa (T) |21 + dwa (5) llylly

< max{dwa (T),dws (S)} .

IA

This gives dwa, (X) < max{dwa (T),dws (S)} . O

We now discuss the following equality.
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Lemma 3.5. If ST € Ba(H) then

S T S—T 0
deo = deO )

TS 0 S+T

In particular,
0 S

e = dws (5) . 3.1

Proof. Let U:% I and W = S T " Then P(S-T) 0 _
2 S 0 P(S+T)
S T

U4 WU. Using Lemma 3.1, we get dwa, (U¥WU) = dwa, (W). So, dwa,

deo< P(S—T) 0

):

T S

0 P(S+T)

) . Taking U = [ in Lemma 3.1, we can observe that
dwy (PS) = dwy (S). So,

ST
deO < ) :deO < ) .

T S ) = dag <
In particular, we get

[0 5 ~S 0
du)AO(_S O]) = de()([ 0 S]) :max{de(—S),de(S)}:de(S).

P(S—T) 0
0 P(S+T)

S—-T 0
0 S+T

O

0
We now develop a bound of Aj-Davis-Wielandt radius for [ o in Ba(H®H).

Theorem 3.6. If C, B € B4(H) then

dwi . < )

< imax {wA (BBﬁA +C*MC +4 (C’ﬁAC’)2) WA (BﬁAB +CC* + 4 (BﬁAB)z)}

0 B
¢ 0

_|_% max {WA (BC) y WA (CB)} :

0 B
Proof. Let S = [C 0 ] and z € H @ H with ||z]| , = 1. Then

2
(S2,2) 5| + 1182113,

1
< 3 <HSZ||A0 HSﬁAzHAO + ‘(Sz, SﬁAz>AOD + HSZH‘ZO (by Lemma 2.1)
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IA

1
|Sz||AO + HSﬁAzHA ) 3 )<S2Z,Z>AO‘ + ||Sz||i10 (by AM-GM inequality)

(
(545 +55%) 2.2) 1, + ((5)" 2.2) | +
<

IN

e = W N e

% <S2Z,Z>AO‘ (by Lemma 2.17)

1
(595 + 554 +4(55)) 2,2) s (5%2.2),,|
M%(W&S+SS“+4(S“SY>+%wAAS%
BB + C*C + 4 (C*0)° 0
0 BB+ CC* + 4 (B4 B)’?

)
)

~ imax{ (BB +C#C+4(CHC)) wa (B B+ CCH + 4 (54 B)°) }

&
N
S
o

BC 0
0 CB

+% max {wa (BC),wa (CB)} (by Lemma 3.2).

This implies the bound as desired.

We now need the lemma.

Lemma 3.7. [13] If x,u,v € H then

2 2 2 2 2
[, v)al” + [, u) o < Nl (max {0l lull3} + (v, u)4l) -

0 B

We next obtain another upper bound of Ag-Davis—Wielandt radius of 0

Theorem 3.8. If C, B € Bs(H), then

a:2)

< 5 max {WA <(CﬁAC)2 + CﬁAC) WA (BﬁAB + (BﬁAB)2>}

0 B
c 0

+5 max {MA ((CﬁAC')2 — CﬁAC) WA (BﬁAB _ (BtiAB)2)}

) |

0 C™CB
B“BC 0
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Proof. Let S = [ g ? ] and z € H @ H with [|z]| , = 1. Replacing z = z, v = Sz,
u = S¥ Sz in Lemma 3.7, we obtain
(52,2 0+ 1521, = [(2, 821 + (25452,
o1, (max {US2I, . 55525, } + )<Sz, SﬁAsz>AO))
1
= 5 (Is=13%, + 155z, + 15213, = |s#sz|L%, ) + [(5%2.52) .|
(since max{a,b} = %(a + b+ |a — b|) for real scalars a, b)
1
= 3 <<(SﬂAS+ (548)") 2, z>A0 + ’<(SﬁAS - (5%5)%) z,z>AOD + |(s75%2,2),, |

< 2 wa, (595 + (548)") + wa, (548 = (S4T)") | +wa, (55

| |
o

o
= §WA0
= %max {WA ((C’ﬁAC)2 + CﬁAC) , WA (BﬁAB + (BﬁAB)z)}

IN

(Ct0)* + CtaC 0
0 BB+ (B*B)
(CtaC)? — ctaC 0
0 (B4 B)® - BB

0 CtaCB
BiaBC 0

1
+§WAO

+%max {WA ((CﬁAo)Q _ Cmg) WA (BtiAB — (BﬁAB)2>}

‘H,UAO <

This implies the inequality as desired. O

0 CtaCB
BiaBC 0

) (by Lemma 3.2).

Remark 3.9. Considering B = C in Theorem 3.8, and using (3.1) and Lemma 3.3,
we derive the existing inequality (see [13, Corollary 2.10])

1
A} (B) < 5 [wa (B4 B + (B B)”) +wa (BB = (BB)") | +wa (BB
and so the inequality in Theorem 3.8 is a generalization of [13, Corollary 2.10].
To develop our final result we need the lemma.

Lemma 3.10. If z,u,v € H then

[z, w)al? + (2, v) 4l < Jlali /1w, u)al? + 20(u, v) al? + (0, 0) 4]
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Theorem 3.11. IfC, B € B4(H) then

dwio <

0 B
c 0

) < max {wA ((CtiAC)2 n (CﬁAC)4> WA ((BﬁAB)2 + (BﬁAB)4)}

) |

and z € H @ H with ||z]| , = 1, then

0 C*'aCB
BiaBC 0

Proof. Let S = [ 0
C

2 2\ 2
(‘(SZ,Z)AO}2 + ||Sz||jl40) = (‘(z, SZ>A0‘2 + ‘<z, SﬁASz>AO‘ )

S HZHiO (‘(5127 SZ>AO‘2 + 2 ‘<SZ, SﬁASZ>AO‘2 + ‘<SﬁASZ7 SﬁASZ>AO‘2) (by Lemma 310)
2

— ‘<5ﬁASz,z>AO‘2 +2 ‘<SﬁAS227 Z>Ao‘2 i ‘<(SﬁAs)2Z7 Z>

< <(SﬁAS)22 z> + <(SﬁAS)4z z> +2 }(SﬁASQZ z) i (by Lemma 2.17)

— ) AO ) AO ) AO y ‘

< way ((518)" + (5418)") + 23, (557

. (C140)? + (coac)* 0 o 0 C™CB
S 0 (B*B)* + (B4B)* Y\ | BaBC 0
= max{wa ((€#1C)" + (#C)") wa (BB)' + (BB)") |
0 C*CB
+2wh, ( B BC 0 ) (by Lemma 3.2).
Therefore, this gives the inequality as desired.
OJ

Remark 3.12. Considering B = C' in Theorem 3.11, and using (3.1) and Lemma 3.3,

we derive the existing inequality (see [13, Corollary 2.7])
dwh (B) < wa ((BB)" + (B B)") + 203 (B B?)
and so Theorem 3.11 is a generalization of [13, Corollary 2.7].
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