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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 × H → C, defined as 〈y, z〉
A
= 〈Ay, z〉 for all y, z ∈ H,

induces a seminorm ‖·‖
A
. The A-Davis-Wielandt radius of an operator S on H is

defined as dωA (S) = sup

{

√

|〈Sz, z〉
A
|2 + ‖Sz‖4

A
: ‖z‖

A
= 1

}

. We investigate some

new bounds for dωA (S) which refine the existing bounds. We also give some bounds

for the 2× 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 〈·, ·〉A : H × H → C defined as 〈x, z〉A =

〈Ax, z〉 . This gives a seminorm ‖·‖A defined by ‖z‖A =
∥

∥

∥
A

1

2 z
∥

∥

∥
. Clearly, ‖z‖A = 0

iff z ∈ N (A). Therefore, ‖·‖A is a norm on H iff A is one-one. Suppose ‖S‖A =

sup
z∈ R(A)

z 6=0

‖Sz‖A
‖z‖A

= sup
z∈ R(A)
‖z‖A=1

‖Sz‖A is the A-operator seminorm of S ∈ B(H). If there is

a scalar c > 0 such that ‖Sz‖A ≤ c ‖z‖A for all z ∈ R (A), then ‖S‖A < ∞. If

‖S‖A < ∞, then ‖S‖A = sup
{

|〈Sx, z〉A| : x, z ∈ R (A), ‖x‖A = ‖z‖A = 1
}

. An op-

erator R ∈ B(H) is A-adjoint of S ∈ B(H) if 〈Sx, z〉A = 〈x,Rz〉A for all x, 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 ≥A 0. Consider BA( H) is the collection

of operators that admit A-adjoints. From Douglas result [11], we have BA(H) =

{S ∈ B(H) : R (S∗A) ⊆ R (A)} = {S ∈ B(H) : ∃ c > 0 : ‖ASz‖ ≤ c ‖Az‖ , ∀ z ∈ H} .
For S ∈ BA(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♯A = A†S∗A, where A†

is the Moore-Penrose inverse of A. The operator S♯A satisfies AS♯A = S∗A, R
(

S♯A
)

⊆
R (A), N

(

S♯A
)

= N (S∗A) . Again, by Douglas result, we can see that BA1/2(H) =

{S ∈ B(H) : ∃ c > 0 : ‖Sz‖A ≤ c ‖z‖A , ∀ z ∈ H}. If S ∈ BA1/2(H), ‖S‖A =

sup
z /∈N (A)

‖Sz‖A
‖z‖A

= sup
z∈H

‖z‖A=1

‖Sz‖A , see [2]. If S ∈ BA1/2(H) then S (N (A)) ⊆ N (A) and

‖Sz‖A ≤ ‖S‖A ‖z‖A for all z ∈ H. The sets BA(H) and BA1/2(H) are subalgebras (see

[2]) and BA(H) ⊆ BA1/2( H). Note that S is A-selfadjoint, but S = S♯A may not be true.

For example, consider A =

(

1 1

1 1

)

∈ M2 (C)+ and S =

(

2 2

0 0

)

. Here S is A-

selfadjoint, however S♯A =

(

1 1

1 1

)

6= S. Note that, S = S♯A iff R
(

S♯A
)

⊆ R (A) and

S is A-selfadjoint. An operator S in BA(H) is A-unitary if ‖Sx‖A = ‖S♯Ax‖A = ‖x‖A,
∀x ∈ H. For more we refer to [1, 2]. If S ∈ BA(H) then the following holds:

(1) If AS = SA, then S♯A = PR(A)S
∗, where PR(A) denote the orthogonal projection

on R (A).

(2) S♯AS, SS♯A are A-selfadjoint and are A-positive.

(3) S♯A ∈ BA(H),
(

S♯A
)♯A = PR(A)SPR(A),

(

(

S♯A
)♯A
)♯A

= S♯A .

(4) If R ∈ BA(H) then SR ∈ BA(H) and (SR)♯A = R♯AS
♯A . Furthermore, for all

S,R ∈ BA1/2(H), we have

‖SR‖A ≤ ‖S‖A ‖R‖A . (1.1)

(5)
∥

∥S♯A
∥

∥

A
= ‖S‖A =

∥

∥S♯AS
∥

∥

1

2

A
=
∥

∥SS♯A
∥

∥

1

2

A
.

To simplify we write P instead of PR(A) . An operator R in BA(H) can be writ-

ten as R = ℜA(R) + iℑA(R), where ℜA(R) = R+R♯A

2
and ℑA(R) = R−R♯A

2i
. Recall

that, ω (S) := sup{| 〈Sz, z〉 | : 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 ωA (S) := sup {|〈Sz, z〉A| : z ∈ H, ‖z‖A = 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,

ωA (S) = ωA

(

S♯A
)

for any S ∈ BA(H). Also, the A-numerical radius satisfies the power
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inequality (see [24, 30]): for S ∈ BA1/2(H), ωA (Sn) ≤ ωn
A (S) , n = 1, 2, .... It defines a

seminorm on BA1/2(H), and it satisfies

1

2
‖S‖A ≤ ωA (S) ≤ ‖S‖A for every S ∈ BA1/2(H). (1.2)

Here ωA (S) = ‖S‖A if S is A-selfadjoint. Recall that, the A-Crawford number of S ∈
BA1/2(H) is defined by cA (S) = inf {|〈Sz, z〉A| : z ∈ H, ‖z‖A = 1} . For more basic facts,

we refer to [14, 27, 30]. The Davis-Wielandt radius of S ∈ B(H) is defined as dω (S) =

sup
{

(

|〈Sz, z〉|2 + ‖Tz‖4
)1/2

: z ∈ 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 ∈ BA1/2(H)

is defined (see [3]) as dωA (S) = sup
{

(

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A
)1/2

: z ∈ H, ‖z‖A = 1
}

. It

satisfies max
{

ωA (S) , ‖S‖2A
}

≤ dωA (S) ≤
√

ω2
A (S) + ‖S‖4A.

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× 2 off-diagonal block matrices.

2. Bounds 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] If a, b, c ∈ H and ‖c‖A = 1 and 0 6= α ∈ C, then

|〈a, c〉A 〈c, b〉A| ≤
1

|α|
(

max{1, |α− 1|} ‖a‖A ‖b‖A + |〈a, b〉A|
)

.

In particular, for α = 2,

|〈a, c〉A 〈c, b〉A| ≤
1

2

(

‖a‖A ‖b‖A + |〈a, b〉A|
)

.

Theorem 2.2. Let S ∈ BA(H) and 0 6= α ∈ C. Then

dω2
A (S) ≤ ω2

A

(

S♯AS + S
)

+
2

|α|ωA

(

S♯AS2
)

+
max{1, |α− 1|}

|α|
∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)2

+ S♯AS
∥

∥

∥

A
.

Proof. Take z ∈ H and ‖z‖A = 1. We obtain

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + ‖Sz‖4A

= |〈Sz, z〉A + 〈Sz, Sz〉A|2 − 2ℜA (〈Sz, Sz〉A 〈Sz, z〉A)
≤

∣

∣

〈(

S + S♯AS
)

z, z
〉

A

∣

∣

2
+ 2

∣

∣

〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

A
〈z, Sz〉A

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

〈(

S + S♯AS
)

z, z
〉

A

∣

∣

2
+

2

|α|
[

max{1, |α− 1|}
∥

∥S♯ASz
∥

∥

A
‖Sz‖A +

∣

∣

〈

S♯ASz, Sz
〉

A

∣

∣

]

(by Lemma 2.1)
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≤
∣

∣

〈(

S + S♯AS
)

z, z
〉

A

∣

∣

2
+

max{1, |α− 1|}
|α|

(

∥

∥S♯ASz
∥

∥

2

A
+ ‖Sz‖2A

)

+
2

|α|
∣

∣

〈

S♯ASz, Sz
〉

A

∣

∣

(by the AM-GM inequality)

=
∣

∣

〈(

S + S♯AS
)

z, z
〉

A

∣

∣

2
+

max{1, |α− 1|}
|α|

(〈

S♯ASz, S♯ASz
〉

A
+
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

A

)

+
2

|α|
∣

∣

〈

z, S♯AS2z
〉

A

∣

∣

=
∣

∣

〈(

S + S♯AS
)

z, z
〉

A

∣

∣

2
+

max{1, |α− 1|}
|α|

(〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A
+
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

A

)

+
2

|α|
∣

∣

〈

z, S♯AS2z
〉

A

∣

∣

≤ ω2
A

(

S♯AS + S
)

+
2

|α|ωA

(

S♯AS2
)

+
max{1, |α− 1|}

|α|
∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)2

+ S♯AS
∥

∥

∥

A
.

This gives the bound as desired. �

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

Corollary 2.3. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A (S) ≤ ω2

A

(

S♯AS + S
)

+ ωA

(

S♯AS2
)

+
1

2

∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)2

+ S♯AS
∥

∥

∥

A
.

Again, considering α = n and n → ∞ in Theorem 2.2, we get the bound:

Corollary 2.4. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A (S) ≤ ω2

A

(

S♯AS + S
)

+
∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)2

+ S♯AS
∥

∥

∥

A
.

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

Lemma 2.5. [22] If a, b, c ∈ H and ‖c‖A = 1 then

|〈a, c〉A 〈c, b〉A| ≤
1

2
(‖a‖A ‖b‖A + |〈a, b〉A|)− δ(a, b, c),

where δ(a, b, c) =











‖b‖A
‖a‖A

(

|〈a, c〉A| inf
λ∈C

‖c− λb‖A − 1
2
inf
µ∈C

‖a− µb‖A
)2

if ‖a‖A‖b‖A 6= 0

0 if ‖a‖A‖b‖A = 0.

Theorem 2.6. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A (S) ≤ ω2

A

(

S♯AS + S
)

+ωA

(

S♯AS2
)

+
1

2

∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)2

+ S♯AS
∥

∥

∥

A
−2 inf

‖z‖A=1
δ(S♯ASz, Sz, z),

where δ(a, b, c) =











‖b‖A
‖a‖A

(

|〈a, c〉A| inf
λ∈C

‖c− λb‖A − 1
2
inf
µ∈C

‖a− µb‖A
)2

if ‖a‖A‖b‖A 6= 0

0 if ‖a‖A‖b‖A = 0.
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Proof. Take z ∈ H and ‖z‖A = 1. Using Lemma 2.5, we obtain

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + ‖Sz‖4A

= |〈Sz, z〉A + 〈Sz, Sz〉A|
2 − 2ℜA (〈Sz, Sz〉A 〈Sz, z〉A)

≤
∣

∣

〈(

S + S♯AS
)

z, z
〉

A

∣

∣

2
+ 2

∣

∣

〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

A
〈z, Sz〉A

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

〈(

S + S♯AS
)

z, z
〉

A

∣

∣

2
+
∥

∥S♯ASz
∥

∥

A
‖Sz‖A +

∣

∣

〈

S♯ASz, Sz
〉

A

∣

∣− 2δ(S♯ASz, Sz, z)

≤
∣

∣

〈(

S + S♯AS
)

z, z
〉

A

∣

∣

2
+

1

2

(〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A
+
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

A

)

+
∣

∣

〈

z, S♯AS2z
〉

A

∣

∣− 2δ(T ♯ASz, Sz, z)

≤ ω2
A

(

S + S♯AS
)

+ ωA

(

S♯AS2
)

+
1

2

∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)2

+ S♯AS
∥

∥

∥

A
− 2δ(S♯ASz, Sz, z),

which implies the desired bound. �

We now obtain both upper and lower bounds.

Theorem 2.7. If S ∈ BA(H), then

max
{

ωA(ℜA(S) + iS♯AS), ωA(ℑA(S) + iS♯AS)
}

≤ dωA(S)

≤ min

{

√

ω2
A(ℜA(S) + iS♯AS) + ‖ℑA(S)‖2A,

√

ω2
A(ℑA(S) + iS♯AS) + ‖ℜA(S)‖2A

}

.

Proof. Take z ∈ H and ‖z‖A = 1. We have

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A = |〈(ℜA(S) + iℑA(S))z, z〉A|2 + 〈S♯ASz, z〉2A
= |〈ℜA(S)z, z〉A|2 + |〈ℑA(S)z, z〉A|2 + 〈S♯ASz, z〉2A
= |〈(ℜA(S) + iS♯AS)z, z〉A|2 + |〈ℑA(S)z, z〉A|2 (2.1)

≤ ω2
A(ℜA(S) + iS♯AS) + ‖ℑA(S)‖2A.

This implies

dω2
A(S) ≤ ω2

A(ℜA(S) + iS♯AS) + ‖ℑA(S)‖2A. (2.2)

Similarly, we obtain

dω2
A(S) ≤ ω2

A(ℑA(S) + iS♯AS) + ‖ℜA(S)‖2A. (2.3)

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

from (2.1), we get

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A ≥ |〈(ℜA(S) + iS♯AS)z, z〉A|2 (2.4)

and

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A ≥ |〈(ℑA(S) + iS♯AS)z, z〉A|2. (2.5)
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Now first taking the supremum over ‖z‖A = 1 and then combining them we obtain the

desired lower bound. �

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

numerical radius.

Corollary 2.8. If S ∈ BA(H) with (ℜA(S
♯A))2 = ℑA(S

♯A) then

ωA(S) = ‖ℜA(S)‖A
√

1 + ‖ℜA(S)‖2A.

Proof. First we suppose S ∈ BA(H) with S = S♯A . Then S is A-selfadjoint and

so dωA(S) =
√

‖S‖2A + ‖S‖4A (see [3]). From Theorem 2.7, it follows dωA(S) =

ωA(S + iS2). Hence, ωA(S + iS2) =
√

‖S‖2A + ‖S‖4A. Now substitute S by ℜA(S
♯A)

for S ∈ BA(H), the result derives from the facts ωA(S) = ωA(S
♯A) and ‖ℜA(S)‖A =

‖ℜA(S
♯A)‖A. �

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

dω2
A(S) ≥ 2max{ωA(S)cA(S

♯AS), cA(S)‖S‖2A} (2.6)

for some operators. If we assume A =

(

1 0

0 2

)

and S =

(

1 0

0 0

)

then (2.6) gives

dωA(S) ≥ 0, but Theorem 2.7 gives dωA(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‖A = ‖x‖A = 1 then

|〈Sx, z〉A|
2 ≤

〈

S♯ASx, x
〉

1

2

A

〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

1

2

A
.

We now obtain an upper bound.

Theorem 2.11. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A (S) ≤ ‖S‖4A + 2 ‖S‖2A −

√

cA (S♯AS) cA (SS♯A).

Proof. Take z ∈ H and ‖z‖A = 1. We obtain

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A
≤

〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

1

2

A

〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

1

2

A
+ ‖Sz‖4A

(by Lemma 2.10)

≤ 1

2

(〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

A
+
〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

A

)

+ ‖Sz‖4A
(by the AM-GM inequality)



7

=
1

2

(

〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

1

2

A
+
〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

1

2

A

)2

−
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

1

2

A

〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

1

2

A
+ ‖Sz‖4A

≤ 1

2

(

∥

∥S♯ASz
∥

∥

1

2

A
+
∥

∥SS♯Az
∥

∥

1

2

A

)2

+ ‖Sz‖4A −
〈

T ♯ASz, z
〉

1

2

A

〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

1

2

A

≤ 1

2

(

∥

∥S♯AS
∥

∥

1

2

A
+
∥

∥SS♯A
∥

∥

1

2

A

)2

+ ‖S‖4A −
√

cA (S♯AS) cA (SS♯A)

= 2 ‖S‖2A + ‖S‖4A −
√

cA (S♯AS) cA (SS♯A),

which gives the desired bound. �

Remark 2.12. Theorem 2.11 is better than the existing bound in [13], namely

dω2
A (S) ≤ max{‖S‖2A, ‖S‖4A}+ ωA

(

S♯AS2
)

(2.7)

for some operators. For example, if we consider A = S =

(

1 0

0 2

)

then (2.7) gives

dω2
A (S) ≤ 24, whereas Theorem 2.11 gives dω2

A (S) ≤ 23.

We next obtain a bound which is a refinement of the existing bound given in [13].

Theorem 2.13. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A(S) ≤ ω2

A(e
iθS + S♯AS) + 2‖S‖2A‖ℜA(e

iθS)‖A, ∀ θ ∈ R.

Proof. For any z ∈ H and ‖z‖A = 1, we obtain

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A =
∣

∣〈(S + S♯AS)z, z〉A
∣

∣

2 − 2‖Sz‖2A〈ℜA(S)z, z〉A
≤
∣

∣〈(S + S♯AS)z, z〉A
∣

∣

2
+ 2‖Sz‖2A〈ℜA(S)z, z〉A

≤ ω2
A(S + S♯AS) + 2‖S‖2A‖ℜA(S)‖A.

This implies

dω2
A(S) ≤ ω2

A(S + S♯AS) + 2‖S‖2A‖ℜA(S)‖A. (2.8)

Replacing S by eiθS, we obtain the desired bound. �

Remark 2.14. Following Theorem 2.13, we get

dω2
A(S) ≤ ω2

A(S ± S♯AS) + 2‖S‖2A‖ℜA(S)‖A. (2.9)

Clearly, (2.9) is sharper than the existing bound in [13] , namely

dω2
A(S) ≤ ω2

A(S
♯AS − S) + 2‖S‖2A‖ωA(S)‖A. (2.10)

We now obtain a lower bound.



8

Theorem 2.15. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A(S) + 2‖S‖2A‖ℜA(S)‖A ≥ max

{

ω2
A(S + S♯AS), ω2

A(S − S♯AT )
}

.

Proof. Take z ∈ H, ‖z‖A = 1, we get

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A ≥
∣

∣〈(S + S♯AS)z, z〉A
∣

∣

2 − 2‖Sz‖2A|〈ℜA(S)z, z〉A|
≥
∣

∣〈(S + S♯AS)z, z〉A
∣

∣

2 − 2‖S‖2A‖ℜA(S)‖A.

From this we get

dω2
A(S) + 2‖S‖2A‖ℜA(S)‖A ≥ ω2

A(S + S♯AS). (2.11)

Replacing S by −S, we get

dω2
A(S) + 2‖S‖2A‖ℜA(S)‖A ≥ ω2

A(S − S♯AS). (2.12)

Combining (2.11) and (2.12), we obtain the bound as desired. �

Remark 2.16. Theorem 2.15 is better than the existing bound in [3], namely

dω2
A(S) ≥ 2max{ωA(S)cA(S

♯AS), cA(S)‖S‖2A} (2.13)

for some operators. If we consider the same example as in Remark 2.12 then (2.13)

gives dω2
A(S) ≥ 8 but Theorem 2.15 gives dω2

A(S) ≥ 20.

Now the following lemmas are needed.

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

〈Sz, z〉nA ≤ 〈Snz, z〉A for all n ∈ N.

Lemma 2.18. [22] If x, z ∈ H and ‖x‖A 6= 0 then

|〈x, z〉A| ≤ ‖z‖A



‖x‖A −
inf
λ∈C

‖x− λz‖2A
2‖x‖A



 .

We now develop a bound.

Theorem 2.19. Suppose S ∈ BA(H). Then for all α ∈ [0, 1],

dω2
A (S) ≤

∥

∥

∥
αS♯AS + (1− α)SS♯A +

(

S♯AS
)2
∥

∥

∥

A
− (αµ+ (1− α)η) ,

where

µ = inf
‖z‖A=1



 inf
λ∈C

‖Sz − λz‖2A −
inf
λ∈C

‖Sz − λz‖4A
4‖Sz‖2A
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and

η = inf
‖z‖A=1



 inf
λ∈C

‖S♯Az − λz‖2A −
inf
λ∈C

‖S♯Az − λz‖4A
4‖S♯Az‖2A



 .

Proof. Take z ∈ H, ‖z‖A = 1 and α ∈ [0, 1]. By using lemma 2.18, we obtain

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 = α |〈Sz, z〉A|

2 + (1− α)
∣

∣

〈

z, S♯Az
〉

A

∣

∣

2

≤ α



‖Sz‖A −
inf
λ∈C

‖Sz − λz‖2A
2‖Sz‖A





2

+ (1− α)



‖S♯Az‖A −
inf
λ∈C

‖S♯Az − λz‖2A
2‖S♯Az‖A





2

= α‖Sz‖2A + (1− α)‖S♯Az‖2A − α



 inf
λ∈C

‖Sz − λz‖2A −
inf
λ∈C

‖Sz − λz‖4A
4‖Sz‖2A





−(1− α)



inf
λ∈C

‖S♯Az − λz‖2A −
inf
λ∈C

‖S♯Az − λz‖4A
4‖S♯Az‖2A





≤
〈(

αS♯AS + (1− α)SS♯A
)

z, z
〉

A
− (αµ+ (1− α)η) .

Therefore, we have

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + ‖Sz‖4A

=
〈(

αS♯AS + (1− α)SS♯A
)

z, z
〉

A
+
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉2

A
− (αµ+ (1− α)η)

≤
〈(

αS♯AS + (1− α)SS♯A
)

z, z
〉

A
+
〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A
− (αµ+ (1− α)η)

(by Lemma 2.17)

≤
∥

∥

∥
αS♯AS + (1− α)SS♯A +

(

S♯AS
)2
∥

∥

∥

A
− (αµ+ (1− α)η) .

This gives

dω2
A (S) ≤

∥

∥

∥
αS♯AS + (1− α)SS♯A +

(

S♯AS
)2
∥

∥

∥

A
− (αµ+ (1− α)η) . (2.14)

�

Remark 2.20. (i) Form Theorem 2.19 (for α = 0) we obtain

dω2
A (S) ≤ ‖SS♯A + (S♯AS)2‖A − η. (2.15)

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

dω2
A (S) ≤

√

ωA ((S♯AS)2 + (S♯AS)4) + 2ω2
A(S

♯AS2) (2.16)
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for some operators. For example, if we consider A =

(

1 0

0 2

)

and S =

(

0 1

0 0

)

then

(2.16) gives dω2
A (S) ≤

√
5
4

but (2.15) gives dω2
A (S) ≤ 1

2
.

We now present another upper bound.

Theorem 2.21. If S ∈ BA(H) then dω2
A (S) ≤ min {β, γ} , where

β = min
α∈[0,1]

{∥

∥

∥

∥

α

4
S♯AS +

(

1− 3α

4

)

SS♯A +
(

S♯AS
)2
∥

∥

∥

∥

A

+
α

2
ωA

(

S2
)

− (1− α)η

}

,

γ = min
α∈[0,1]

{∥

∥

∥

∥

(

1− 3α

4

)

S♯AS +
α

4
SS♯A +

(

S♯AS
)2

∥

∥

∥

∥

A

+
α

2
ωA

(

S2
)

− (1− α)µ

}

and µ, η are as in Theorem 2.19.

Proof. Suppose z ∈ H, ‖z‖A = 1 and α ∈ [0, 1]. Then we obtain

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 = α |〈Sz, z〉A|

2 + (1− α)
∣

∣

〈

z, T ♯Az
〉

A

∣

∣

2

≤ α |〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + (1− α)



‖S♯Az‖A −
inf
λ∈C

‖S♯Az − λz‖2A
2‖S♯Az‖A





2

(by Lemma 2.18)

= α |〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + (1− α) ‖S♯Az‖2A

−(1− α)



inf
λ∈C

‖S♯Az − λz‖2A −
inf
λ∈C

‖S♯Az − λz‖4A
4‖S♯Az‖2A





≤ α |〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + (1− α) ‖S♯Az‖2A − (1− α)η.

So,

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + ‖Sz‖4A

≤ α |〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + (1− α)

〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

A
+
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉2

A
− (1− α)η

≤ α |〈Sz, z〉A|2 + (1− α)
〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

A
+
〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A
− (1− α)η

(by Lemma 2.17)

≤ α

2

(

‖Sz‖A
∥

∥S♯Az
∥

∥

A
+
∣

∣

〈

Sz, S♯Az
〉

A

∣

∣

)

+ (1− α)
〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

A
+
〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A

−(1− α)η (by Lemma 2.1)

≤ α

4

(

‖Sz‖2A +
∥

∥S♯Az
∥

∥

2

A

)

+
α

2

∣

∣

〈

S2z, z
〉

A

∣

∣ + (1− α)
〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

A
+
〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A

−(1− α)η (by the AM-GM inequality)
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=

〈(

α

4
S♯AS +

(

1− 3α

4

)

SS♯A +
(

S♯AS
)2
)

z, z

〉

A

+
α

2

∣

∣

〈

S2z, z
〉

A

∣

∣− (1− α)η

≤
∥

∥

∥

∥

α

4
S♯AS +

(

1− 3α

4

)

SS♯A +
(

S♯AS
)2
∥

∥

∥

∥

A

+
α

2
ωA

(

S2
)

− (1− α)η.

This gives

dω2
A (S) ≤

∥

∥

∥

∥

α

4
S♯AS +

(

1− 3α

4

)

SS♯A +
(

S♯AS
)2

∥

∥

∥

∥

A

+
α

2
ωA

(

S2
)

− (1− α)η.

Considering the minimum over α ∈ [0, 1], we get

dω2
A (S) ≤ min

α∈[0,1]

{∥

∥

∥

∥

α

4
S♯AS +

(

1− 3α

4

)

SS♯A +
(

S♯AS
)2

∥

∥

∥

∥

A

+
α

2
ωA

(

S2
)

− (1− α)η

}

.

(2.17)

Similarly, we get

dω2
A (S) ≤ min

α∈[0,1]

{∥

∥

∥

∥

(

1− 3α

4

)

S♯AS +
α

4
SS♯A +

(

S♯AS
)2

∥

∥

∥

∥

A

+
α

2
ωA

(

S2
)

− (1− α)µ

}

.

(2.18)

Combining (2.17) and (2.18) we get the result as desired. �

From Theorem 2.21 (for α = 1) we obtain the bound:

Corollary 2.22. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A (S) ≤ 1

4

∥

∥

∥
S♯AS + SS♯A + 4

(

S♯AS
)2
∥

∥

∥

A
+

1

2
ωA

(

S2
)

. (2.19)

Remark 2.23. The bound (2.19) is better than the following bound in [13], namely

dω2
A (S) ≤ 1

2

[

ωA

(

(S♯AS)2 + S♯AS
)

+ ωA

(

(S♯AS)2 − S♯AS
)]

+ ωA(S
♯AS2) (2.20)

for some operator. If we consider the same example as in Remark 2.12, the bound

(2.20) gives dω2
A (S) ≤ 24 whereas (2.19) gives dω2

A (S) ≤ 20.

To achieve the next result we need the inequality.

Lemma 2.24. [19] If a, c > 0 and 0 ≤ α ≤ 1 then

aαc1−α ≤ αa+ (1− α) c ≤ (αar + (1− α) cr)
1

r , for all r ≥ 1.

Theorem 2.25. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω4n
A (S) ≤ 4n−1

∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)n

+
(

S♯AS
)2n
∥

∥

∥

A

∥

∥

∥

(

SS♯A
)n

+
(

S♯AS
)2n
∥

∥

∥

A
for each n ∈ N.
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Proof. Take z ∈ H and ‖z‖A = 1, we get

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A

≤ 2

(

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2n + ‖Sz‖4nA
2

)
1

n

(by Lemma 2.24)

= 21−
1

n

(

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2n +

〈

T ♯ASz, z
〉2n

A

)
1

n

≤ 21−
1

n

(

〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

n
2

A

〈

SS♯Az, z
〉

n
2

A
+
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉2n

A

) 1

n
(by Lemma 2.10)

≤ 21−
1

n

[(

〈

S♯ASz, z
〉n

A
+
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉2n

A

)(

〈

SS♯Az, z
〉n

A
+
〈

S♯ASz, z
〉2n

A

)]
1

2n

(since (ab+ cd)2 ≤
(

a2 + c2
) (

b2 + d2
)

with a, b, c, d ≥ 0)

≤ 21−
1

n

(

〈(

S♯AS
)n

z, z
〉

A
+
〈

(

S♯AS
)2n

z, z
〉

A

)
1

2n

×
(

〈(

SS♯A
)n

z, z
〉

A
+
〈

(

S♯AS
)2n

z, z
〉

A

)
1

2n
(by Lemma 2.17)

≤ 21−
1

n

(∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)n

+
(

S♯AS
)2n
∥

∥

∥

A

∥

∥

∥

(

SS♯A
)n

+
(

S♯AS
)2n
∥

∥

∥

A

)
1

2n
.

Thus,

dω2
A (S) ≤ 21−

1

n

(∥

∥

∥

(

S♯AS
)n

+
(

S♯AS
)2n
∥

∥

∥

A

∥

∥

∥

(

SS♯A
)n

+
(

S♯AS
)2n
∥

∥

∥

A

)
1

2n
.

This gives the bound. �

From Theorem 2.25 (for n = 1), we obtain the bound:

Corollary 2.26. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A(S) ≤ ‖SS♯A + (S♯AS)2‖

1

2

A‖S♯AS + (S♯AS)2‖
1

2

A. (2.21)

Remark 2.27. The bound (2.21) is better than the existing bound in [3], namely

dω2
A(S) ≤ ‖S♯AS + (S♯AS)♯AS♯AS‖A (2.22)

for some operators. For the same example as in Remark 2.20, the bound (2.22) gives

dw2
A(S) ≤ 3

4
, but (2.21) gives dw2

A(S) ≤
√
3

2
√
2
.

We now obtain a lower bound.

Theorem 2.28. If S ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A (S) ≥ max

{

c2A (S)
(

1 + ‖S‖2A
)

, ω2
A (S)

(

1 + c2A
(

S♯AS
))}

.
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Proof. Suppose z ∈ H and ‖z‖A = 1. Then

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A ≥ |〈Sz, z〉A|2 + |〈Sz, z〉A|2 ‖Sz‖2A ≥ c2A (S)
(

1 + ‖Sz‖2A
)

.

This implies

dω2
A (S) ≥ c2A (S)

(

1 + ‖S‖2A
)

. (2.23)

We also have

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + ‖Sz‖4A ≥ |〈Sz, z〉A|

2 (1 + ‖Sz‖2A
)

≥ |〈Sz, z〉A|
2 (1 + c2A

(

S♯AS
))

.

From this we get

dω2
A (S) ≥ ω2

A (S)
(

1 + c2A
(

S♯AS
))

. (2.24)

Combining (2.23) and (2.24), we get

dω2
A (S) ≥ max

{

c2A (S)
(

1 + ‖S‖2A
)

, ω2
A (S)

(

1 + c2A
(

S♯AS
))}

.

This completes the proof. �

We conclude this section by giving another lower bound.

Theorem 2.29. Let S ∈ BA(H) and mA (S) = inf
‖x‖A=1

‖Sz‖A. Then

dω2
A (S) ≥ max

{(

1 +m2
A (S)

)

ω2
A (S) ,

(

1 + ‖S‖2A
)

c2A (S)
}

.

Proof. Take z ∈ H and ‖z‖A = 1. We obtain

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 + ‖Sz‖4A ≥ |〈Sz, z〉A|

2 + |〈Sz, z〉A|
2
m2

A (S) =
(

1 +m2
A (S)

)

|〈Sz, z〉A|
2 .

This gives

dω2
A (S) ≥

(

1 +m2
A (S)

)

ω2
A (S) . (2.25)

Moreover, we see

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 + ‖Sz‖4A ≥
(

1 + ‖Sz‖2A
)

|〈Sz, z〉A|2 ≥
(

1 + ‖Sz‖2A
)

c2A (S) .

So

dω2
A (S) ≥

(

1 + ‖S‖2A
)

c2A (S) . (2.26)

Combining (2.25) and (2.26), we get the result as desired. �

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 A0-Davis-Wielandt radius of block matrices

Consider 2 × 2 block diagonal matrix A0 =

[

A 0

0 A

]

. Clearly, A0 ∈ B (H⊕H)

is positive. Therefore, A0 induces 〈x, z〉A0
= 〈A0x, z〉 = 〈x1, z1〉A + 〈x2, z2〉A , for

all x = (x1, x2) and z = (z1, z2) ∈ H ⊕H. If Sij ∈ BA (H) for i, j = 1, 2, then
[

S11 S12

S21 S22

]

∈ BA0
(H⊕H) and

[

S11 S12

S21 S22

]

♯A0

=

[

S
♯A

11 S
♯A

21

S
♯A

12 S
♯A

22

]

, shown in [26]. To

start our analysis we begin with the lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. [3] If S ∈ BA(H) and V is A-unitary, then dωA

(

V
♯ASV

)

= dωA (S) .

Lemma 3.2. [26] If S, T ∈ BA (H) then ωA0

([

S 0

0 T

])

= max {ωA (S) , ωA (T )} .

Lemma 3.3. [26] If S, T ∈ BA (H) then ωA0

([

S T

T S

])

= max {ωA (S + T ) , ωA (S − T )} .

In particular, ωA0

([

0 S

S 0

])

= ωA (S) .

We now prove our results.

Proposition 3.4. If S, T ∈ BA (H) then dωA0

([

S 0

0 T

])

= max {dωA (S) , dωA (T )} .

Proof. Let X =

[

T 0

0 S

]

. Suppose u = (z, 0) ∈ H ⊕H, ‖z‖A = 1. Clearly ‖u‖A0
= 1.

Then
∣

∣〈Tz, z〉A
∣

∣

2
+ ‖Tz‖4A =

∣

∣〈Xu, u〉A0

∣

∣

2
+ ‖Xu‖4A0

≤ dω2
A0

(X) . Hence, we obtain

dω2
A (T ) ≤ dω2

A0
(X) . Similarly, we can see that dω2

A (S) ≤ dω2
A0

(X) . Therefore, we

infer that max {dωA (T ) , dωA (S)} ≤ dωA0
(X) .

Now, let v = (z, y) ∈ H ⊕H and ‖v‖A0
= 1, then

√

∣

∣〈Xv, v〉A0

∣

∣

2
+ ‖Xv‖4A0

=

√

|〈Tz, z〉A + 〈Sy, y〉A|
2 + ‖Tz‖4A + ‖Sy‖4A

≤
√

|〈Tz, z〉A|2 + ‖Tz‖4A +

√

|〈Sy, y〉A|2 + ‖Sy‖4A
≤ dωA (T ) ‖z‖2A + dωA (S) ‖y‖2A
≤ max {dωA (T ) , dωA (S)} .

This gives dωA0
(X) ≤ max {dωA (T ) , dωA (S)} . �

We now discuss the following equality.



15

Lemma 3.5. If S, T ∈ BA (H) then

dωA0

([

S T

T S

])

= dωA0

([

S − T 0

0 S + T

])

.

In particular,

dωA0

([

0 S

S 0

])

= dωA (S) . (3.1)

Proof. Let U= 1√
2

[

I I

−I I

]

and W =

[

S T

T S

]

. Then

[

P (S − T ) 0

0 P (S + T )

]

=

U ♯A0WU . Using Lemma 3.1, we get dωA0

(

U ♯A0WU
)

= dωA0
(W ). So, dωA0

([

S T

T S

])

=

dωA0

([

P (S − T ) 0

0 P (S + T )

])

. Taking U = I in Lemma 3.1, we can observe that

dωA (PS) = dωA (S). So,

dωA0

([

S T

T S

])

= dωA0

([

P (S − T ) 0

0 P (S + T )

])

= dωA0

([

S − T 0

0 S + T

])

.

In particular, we get

dωA0

([

0 S

S 0

])

= dωA0

([

−S 0

0 S

])

= max {dωA (−S) , dωA (S)} = dωA (S) .

�

We now develop a bound of A0-Davis–Wielandt radius for

[

0 B

C 0

]

in BA(H⊕H).

Theorem 3.6. If C,B ∈ BA(H) then

dω2
A0

([

0 B

C 0

])

≤ 1

4
max

{

ωA

(

BB♯A + C♯AC + 4
(

C♯AC
)2
)

, ωA

(

B♯AB + CC♯A + 4
(

B♯AB
)2
)}

+
1

2
max {ωA (BC) , ωA (CB)} .

Proof. Let S =

[

0 B

C 0

]

and z ∈ H ⊕H with ‖z‖A0
= 1. Then

∣

∣〈Sz, z〉A0

∣

∣

2
+ ‖Sz‖4A0

≤ 1

2

(

‖Sz‖A0

∥

∥S♯Az
∥

∥

A0

+
∣

∣

∣

〈

Sz, S♯Az
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

)

+ ‖Sz‖4A0
(by Lemma 2.1)
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≤ 1

4

(

‖Sz‖2A0
+
∥

∥S♯Az
∥

∥

2

A0

)

+
1

2

∣

∣

∣

〈

S2z, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣
+ ‖Sz‖4A0

(by AM-GM inequality)

≤ 1

4

〈(

S♯AS + SS♯A
)

z, z
〉

A0

+
〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A0

+
1

2

∣

∣

∣

〈

S2z, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣
(by Lemma 2.17)

=
1

4

〈(

S♯AS + SS♯A + 4
(

S♯AS
)2
)

z, z
〉

A0

+
1

2

∣

∣

∣

〈

S2z, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

4
ωA0

(

S♯AS + SS♯A + 4
(

S♯AS
)2
)

+
1

2
ωA0

(

S2
)

=
1

4
ωA0

([

BB♯A + C♯AC + 4
(

C♯AC
)2

0

0 B♯AB + CC♯A + 4
(

B♯AB
)2

])

+
1

2
ωA0

([

BC 0

0 CB

])

=
1

4
max

{

ωA

(

BB♯A + C♯AC + 4
(

C♯AC
)2
)

, ωA

(

B♯AB + CC♯A + 4
(

B♯AB
)2
)}

+
1

2
max {ωA (BC) , ωA (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

|〈x, v〉A|2 + |〈x, u〉A|2 ≤ ‖x‖2A
(

max
{

‖v‖2A , ‖u‖2A
}

+ |〈v, u〉A|
)

.

We next obtain another upper bound of A0-Davis–Wielandt radius of

[

0 B

C 0

]

.

Theorem 3.8. If C,B ∈ BA(H), then

dω2
A0

([

0 B

C 0

])

≤ 1

2
max

{

ωA

(

(

C♯AC
)2

+ C♯AC
)

, ωA

(

B♯AB +
(

B♯AB
)2
)}

+
1

2
max

{

ωA

(

(

C♯AC
)2 − C♯AC

)

, ωA

(

B♯AB −
(

B♯AB
)2
)}

+ωA0

([

0 C♯ACB

B♯ABC 0

])

.
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Proof. Let S =

[

0 B

C 0

]

and z ∈ H ⊕H with ‖z‖A0
= 1. Replacing x = z, v = Sz,

u = S♯ASz in Lemma 3.7, we obtain

∣

∣〈Sz, z〉A0

∣

∣

2
+ ‖Sz‖4A0

=
∣

∣〈z, Sz〉A0

∣

∣

2
+
〈

z, S♯ASz
〉2

A0

≤ ‖z‖2A0

(

max
{

‖Sz‖2A0
,
∥

∥S♯ASz
∥

∥

2

A0

}

+
∣

∣

∣

〈

Sz, S♯ASz
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

)

=
1

2

(

‖Sz‖2A0
+
∥

∥S♯ASz
∥

∥

2

A0

+
∣

∣

∣‖Sz‖2A0
−
∥

∥S♯ASz
∥

∥

2

A0

∣

∣

∣

)

+
∣

∣

∣

〈

S2z, Sz
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

(since max{a, b} =
1

2
(a+ b+ |a− b|) for real scalars a, b)

=
1

2

(

〈(

S♯AS +
(

S♯AS
)2
)

z, z
〉

A0

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈(

S♯AS −
(

S♯AS
)2
)

z, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

+
∣

∣

∣

〈

S♯AS2z, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

≤ 1

2

[

ωA0

(

S♯AS +
(

S♯AS
)2
)

+ ωA0

(

S♯AS −
(

S♯AT
)2
)]

+ ωA0

(

S♯AS2
)

=
1

2
ωA0

([

(

C♯AC
)2

+ C♯AC 0

0 B♯AB +
(

B♯AB
)2

])

+
1

2
ωA0

([

(

C♯AC
)2 − C♯AC 0

0
(

B♯AB
)2 − B♯AB

])

+ ωA0

([

0 C♯ACB

B♯ABC 0

])

=
1

2
max

{

ωA

(

(

C♯AC
)2

+ C♯AC
)

, ωA

(

B♯AB +
(

B♯AB
)2
)}

+
1

2
max

{

ωA

(

(

C♯AC
)2 − C♯AC

)

, ωA

(

B♯AB −
(

B♯AB
)2
)}

+ωA0

([

0 C♯ACB

B♯ABC 0

])

(by Lemma 3.2).

This implies the inequality as desired. �

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])

dω2
A (B) ≤ 1

2

[

ωA

(

B♯AB +
(

B♯AB
)2
)

+ ωA

(

B♯AB −
(

B♯AB
)2
)]

+ ωA

(

B♯AB2
)

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 x, u, v ∈ H then

|〈x, u〉A|2 + |〈x, v〉A|2 ≤ ‖x‖2A
√

|〈u, u〉A|2 + 2|〈u, v〉A|2 + |〈v, v〉A|2.
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Theorem 3.11. If C,B ∈ BA(H) then

dω4
A0

([

0 B

C 0

])

≤ max
{

ωA

(

(

C♯AC
)2

+
(

C♯AC
)4
)

, ωA

(

(

B♯AB
)2

+
(

B♯AB
)4
)}

+2ω2
A0

([

0 C♯ACB

B♯ABC 0

])

.

Proof. Let S =

[

0 B

C 0

]

and z ∈ H ⊕H with ‖z‖A0
= 1, then

(

∣

∣〈Sz, z〉A0

∣

∣

2
+ ‖Sz‖4A0

)2

=

(

∣

∣〈z, Sz〉A0

∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣

∣

〈

z, S♯ASz
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

2
)2

≤ ‖z‖4A0

(

∣

∣〈Sz, Sz〉A0

∣

∣

2
+ 2

∣

∣

∣

〈

Sz, S♯ASz
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

2

+
∣

∣

∣

〈

S♯ASz, S♯ASz
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

2
)

(by Lemma 3.10)

=
∣

∣

∣

〈

S♯ASz, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

2

+ 2
∣

∣

∣

〈

S♯AS2z, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

2

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

≤
〈

(

S♯AS
)2

z, z
〉

A0

+
〈

(

S♯AS
)4

z, z
〉

A0

+ 2
∣

∣

∣

〈

S♯AS2z, z
〉

A0

∣

∣

∣

2

(by Lemma 2.17)

≤ ωA0

(

(

S♯AS
)2

+
(

S♯AS
)4
)

+ 2ω2
A0

(

S♯AS2
)

= ωA0

([

(

C♯AC
)2

+
(

C♯AC
)4

0

0
(

B♯AB
)2

+
(

B♯AB
)4

])

+ 2ω2
A0

([

0 C♯ACB

B♯ABC 0

])

= max
{

ωA

(

(

C♯AC
)2

+
(

C♯AC
)4
)

, ωA

(

(

B♯AB
)4

+
(

B♯AB
)2
)}

+2ω2
A0

([

0 C♯ACB

B♯ABC 0

])

(by Lemma 3.2).

Therefore, this gives the inequality as desired.

�

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])

dω4
A (B) ≤ ωA

(

(

B♯AB
)2

+
(

B♯AB
)4
)

+ 2ω2
A

(

B♯AB2
)

and so Theorem 3.11 is a generalization of [13, Corollary 2.7].
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