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Abstract

We consider the function f, g(t) = 7 (@A [, ZZ((?;:B on the
interval (0,00), where a = (ay,az,...,a,),8 = (b1,b2,...,b,) € R"
and y(a, B) = (1 —>°1" 1 (a; — b;))/2. In [4], Hiai and Kosaki define
the relation < using positive definiteness for functions f and g with
some suitable conditions and they have proved this relation implies
the operator norm inequality associated with functions f and g. In

this paper, we give some conditions for o/, 3’ € R™ to hold the relation

fap(t) = forpr(t).

1 Introduction

When f : (0,00) — (0, 00) is continuous and satisfies f(1) = 1, we denote
f € C(0,00)f. We call f € C(0,00)] symmetric if it holds f(t) = tf(1/t).
For f,g € C(0,00)f, we define f < g if the function

el‘
Rz J(e)
g(e)
is positive definite, where a function ¢ : R — C is positive definite means
that, for any positive integer n and real numbers zq,xs,...,z,, the n X n

matrix [p(z; — x;)]7,, is positive definite, i.e.,
n
> ago(zi — ;) > 0
ij=1

for any ay,as,...,a, € C. For f € C(0,00)], we define a continuous map
My :(0,00) x (0,00) — (0, 00) as follows:

My(s.1) = tf(5).
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Then it holds that M,(1,1) =1, Ms(as,at) = aM(s,t) (o > 0) and
Mf(s,t) = Mf(t, S)

if f is symmetric.

We define the inner product (-,-) on My (C) by (X,Y) = Tr(Y*X) for
X,Y € My(C). When A € My(C), we can define bounded linear operator
L4 and R4 on the Hilbert space (My(C), (-, -)) as follows:

LA(X):AX, RA<X)IXA fOI‘XEMN<(C)

If both H and K are positive, invertible matrix in My (C) (in short, H, K >
0), then Ly and Ry are also positive, invertible operators on (My(C), (-,-))
and satisfy the relation Ly Rx = Ry Ly. Using continuous function calculus
of operators, we can consider the operator M;(Ly, Ri)(= Ry f(LyRy')) on

(MN<(C)7 <'7 >)
In [4], F. Hiai and H. Kosaki has given the following equivalent conditions
for f,g € C(0,00)] satisfying the symmetric condition:

(1) there exists a symmetric probability measure v on R such that
Mf(LH,RK)X = / His(Mg(LH,RK)X)KiiSdI/QS)

for all H, K, X € My(C) with H, K > 0.

(2) IMy(L, Rie)X ||| < [||My(Lir, Rie)X[]| for all H,K,X € My(C)
with H, K > 0 and any unitarily invariant norm ||| - |||, which means
NUXI|| = |IIX]]] = |||XU]|| for any unitary U € My(C) and any
matrix X € My(C).

(3) |My(Ly, Ry)X|| < ||My(Ly, Ry)X|| for all H, X € My (C) with H >

0 and the usual operator norm || - || on My(C).
(4) =g
They also proved that, for a family of symmetric functions f,(t) = “%1 tati—il €

C(0,00)] (a € R),
—x0<a<b<oo = f,=2fp
As an example, f1/2 = fo implies

1My, (L Bic) X[ < (|| M, (L, Ric) X -
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So we can get the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality
1
XK < SIIHX + XK,

because My, ,(s,t) = s'/?t'/2 and My, (s,t) = (s +t)/2. This is known as
MecIntosh’s inequality [10].
In this paper, we consider the following function:

Fasl 4t — p(aB) H 1
a/]/ 1 J—

for o = (a1, a9, ...,a,), B = (by,ba, ..., b,) € R"and y(ev, B) = (1=, (a;—
b;))/2. Under some condition, the second-named author investigated their

operator monotonicity in [I1]. The function f, 5 € C(0,00); is an extension

of functions { f, : a € R} in some sense and satisfies the symmetric condition.
We also set

Mos(5:1) = o5 (3):

For o = (ay,a9,...,a,), B = (b1,b2,...,b,) € R" we define the relation
|| <4 5] as follows:

Aoyl 2 |ao@)| = -+ = |aom)l; |br)| = |br@)| = -+ > [br)

k k
and Z‘aa(zﬂ SZ\(%(M (k=1,2,---,n)
=1 i=1

for some permutations o, 7 on {1, 2, ... ,n}, where we denote (|a;], |as|, ..., |an|)
by |c|. In this case we call that || weakly submajorises |a].
Our main result is as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Let

Fus(D) tw(amH 1 o = tv(amH ' 1
aZ ’L— _Cl z_

where y(a, B) = (1 =320 (@i — b)) /2, v(a', B) = (1 = 320 (e — di)) /2. If
[(b1, ..., by, c1, ... Cn)| weakly submajorises |(ay,. .., an,dy, ..., d )|, then we
have fo 3 = for g, that is,

[ Mas(Li, Be) X ||| < [|[Mor,g (L, Ric) X

for any H, K € My (C) with H, K > 0 and any matriz X € My(C).
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We can get an operator norm inequality for a pair of sequences of positive
numbers if one sequence is weakly submajorise the other one. In a special
case, we can completely determine the condition to get the related operator
norm inequality.

Theorem 1.2. Let a,b,c,d > 0 and set

Falt) = pa-arny2 = 1) Foalt) = ¢

1 (1—ctay2 At —1)
a(tt —1)

c(td —1)
(1) When a > b, fop =< fea is equivalent to

(c,d) e{(x,y):x>a, 0<y<z—a+b}

(2) When a < b, fop =< fea is equivalent to
(cd) €{(my) 0<a<y<as—ath y<biU{(ny): 0<y<a}
We remark that this statement has been proved in [8] based on the facts

given by [4] and [6].

2 Positive Definite Functions and Infinitely
Divisible Functions

We call a function ¢ : R — C positive definite if, for any positive integer n

and any real numbers xy, s, ..., 2z, € R, the matrix
¢(0) p(x1 —x2) -+ (a1 — )
p(z2 — 71) ©(0) (T2 — ay)
o(xn —x1) P(xy —32) -+ ©(0)

is positive, that is,

Z aa;0(x; —x;) >0 for aq,an,...,0q € C.

ij=1
By definition, it easily follows that the function z — €%* is positive definite
for any a € R. This implies the Fourier transform fi(z) = [~ e du(t) of a
finite positive measure p on R is positive definite. As Bochner’s theorem [2],
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it is known that ¢ is positive definite and continuous at 0 if and only if there
exists a finite, positive measure ;1 on R satisfying

o) = [ edute).

—00

Lemma 2.1. Let ¢, @1, s, ... be positive definite and ¢ be the point-wise
limit of the sequence {@,}52 ;.

(1) For a positive real number a,b, apy + bps is positive definite. .
(2) 1 is positive definite.

(3) The product p1p2 of 1 and @y is positive definite.

(4) €¥ is positive definite.

Proof. (1) and (2) easily follow by definition.

(3) When A = (a;;) and B = (b;;) are positive matrices in M,,(C), the
Schur product A o B = (a;jb;;) of A and B is also positive. Applying this
fact for a matrix (¢1(z; — 7;)p2(ri — ;)21 (T1,..., 2, € R), we can see
P12 18 positive definite.

(4) Since e?(z) = €@ =32 o(z)k/k!, a matrix

m

1

(e”(z; — xj))?,j:l = Wlllggo Z E((So(xz - "L‘j)k)zj’:l
k=0
is positive definite by (1), (2), and (3). So e is positive definite. O

A positive definite function ¢ is called infinitely divisible if ¢" is positive
definite for any » > 0. When ¢ is the Fourier transform of a probability
measure i on R i.e.,

p(z) = / e dp(t),
we call ¢ the characteristic function of p. It is known as Lévi-Khintchine
theorem that ¢ is an infinitely divisible characteristic function if and only if
it can be written as
* . vt 1+¢t°
1 — 9 irt 11— —— 7
oge() =iva+ [ (-1- Y

— 00

dv(t)



with a finite positive measure v and v € R. It is also known as Kolmogorov’s
theorem that ¢ is the characteristic function of an infinitely divisible proba-
bility measure p with finite second moment if and only if

* et 1 —jtx

log p(z) = iyx + / ( v

—00

)duv(t)

with a finite measure v and v € R ([3], [9]).

Lemma 2.2. Let a,b be positive numbers and set

B bsinh ax

fz) =
Then the following are equivalent:

(1) a <b.

asinh bx

(2) [ is positive definite.
(3) f is infinitely divisible.

Proof. (3) = (2) It is clear by definition.
(2) = (1) We assume that a > b. Since f(0) = 1, f(—z) = f(x), and

lim, . f(z) = o0,
(f(U) f(—x))
f(z)  f(0)

is not positive for a sufficiently large x. So f is not positive definite. This
means the positive definiteness of f implies a < b.
(1) = (3) The function f(z) can be written as

~ . sinh((1/a — 1/b)7t/2)
log f(z) = / (e = 1 —ixt)o, sinh(7t/2a) sinh(t /2b) .

[e o]

([9]:Corollary 3). So we have f is infinitely divisible when a < b. O

Using above integral expression of the function 282MZ "H_ Kosaki([9]:
Theorem 5) proved

(v — 1) sinh(ax) sinh((8 — 1)z)
a(f — 1) sinh((a — 1)z) sinh(Bx)

is infinitely divisible if 5 > «.




Lemma 2.3. Let a,b,c,d be positive numbers with d > max{a,b,c} and
a+c=b+d. Then we have

fz) =

sinh ax sinh cx

sinh bx sinh dx
15 infinitely divisible.

Proof. By the assumption d > max{a c} > min{a,c} > b. Since =45 — 1 =

b d ] c and 4 < 5, we have the function
a—b’ a—b a— b’ a— b’

sinh —x sinh —x

€T —
smh = smh

is infinitely divisible. So the function
sinh ;%7 sinh 250 sinh at sinh ¢t

t— 2= (a—0bt— —
( ) sinh ﬁx sinh ﬁx sinh bt sinh dt

is also infinitely divisible. O

Lemma 2.4. Leta; > a, >0 and0<b; <V, (i=1,2,...,n).

sinh a}x

~ sinh a;x
1 -y tely divisibl
(1) H i is infinitely divisible = H Sinb iz

1s infinitely divisible.
N sinh b;x

1=

" sinh a)x
(2) | | : hb’z is not positive definite = | |
sinh b/
=1 4

sinh a;x . .
——— s not positive definite.
sinh b;x

Proof. (1) For any r > 0, we have

" sinhalz ., Y sinha;z ., o, sinhax. . sinhbz.
<ZII sinh b;:p) N q_{ sinh bi:p) H«sinh ai:p> (sinh b;x) )

By the assumption, Lemma 2.1 and Lemma 2.2, we can get the infinite

divisibility of
ﬁ sinh ajx
-+ sinh b '

smha T . sinh a;x
(2) It suffices to show that [} | = 7o 1s positive definite when [[[_, Fipe

is positive definite. By the identity
ﬁ sinh a}x _ ﬁ sinh a;x ﬁ(sinh a;x sinh bl-:v)
+1sinhbiz L1 sinhba £ 1 sinh ;e sinh bja”’

smha T
i=1 sinh b'

we can get the positive definiteness of [
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Lemma 2.5. Let p be a prime number with p > 3. For any positive integer
n, we have
sinh((p + 1)x/p) (sinhz/p)™

sinh x (sinh((p — Dz /p))"

flx) =
is not positive definite.

Proof. We prove the Fourier transform of f is not positive by using the similar
method in [6]:Lemma 5.2. Set the function

sinh((p + 1)z/p) (sinhz/p)"
sinh 2z (sinh((p — 1)z/p))"

and define the closed curve C; + Cy + C3 + Cy4 in C as follows:

f(z) =

Ci:z=z,:—R— R, Cy:z=R+wy, y:0— pm,
Cy:z=zx+pm, v: R— —R, Cy:z=—R+1y, y:pr— 0.

for R > 0.
We have
. R .
[ e = e [ e,
C1+C53 R
by the relation
1 1 1 1
sinh 2 (x + prmi) = sinh(p il ), sinh —(x + pmi) = —sinh(-z),
p p p
-1 —1
sinh(x + pri) = —sinh z, sinh 2 (x + pmi) = sinh(p x).
p
When |Rz| > log v/2,
|Rz|
c < |sinhz| < el
Using this relation, we have, for a sufficiently large R,
n+1 +1)R, nRkR
‘ei(j:RJriy)s]c(j:R + zy)\ < eV % 4 e(p /pe /P _ 4n+lefyse(2";rlfn)R.

elen(p—1)R/p

So we can get

lim e f(2)dz = (14 (—1)"e ™) f(s).
R—o0 C1+C2+C3+Cy



The singular points of f(z) in the rectangle C1+Cy+C3+C} are contained
in

{kmi:k=0,1,2,... mi:1=0,1,2,...,p—1}.

We can see that 0 and pmi are removable singularities, each ki (k € {1,2,...,p—
1}) is a pole of order 1, each I%m’ (le ({1,2,...,p—2}\ {&*})) is a pole
of order n, and £mi is a pole of order n — 1. For real numbers o, 3, we have

[e.e]

o178 — pis(z—ai) —as ZCO(’L]{? Z—O[Z)k
k=0
and
sinh 8z = sinh(5(z — i) + favi)
= cos(fBa) sinh(B(z — ai)) + isin(fa) cosh(B(z — i)
=Y du(Bai): - i),
k=0
where

N (2 L N Bisin(Ba) (k: even)
clad, k) = KO 4B 0d) = {k—COS(ﬁa) (k: odd)

When a € {m,2n,...,(p— 1)}, the residue Res(e***f(z) : ai) of e®*5f(2) at

at 1s

(o, ())alo(yi1 az)do(i,m’)"
dl(l,az)do(— ai)r

(p+1

Res(e™ f(2) : ai) =

. t(sin £)"sin(E=a)

I
)

cos a(sin (& 1oz))

When a € ( %,%,..., (o 2)p7r} \ {57}), f(2)(z — ai)" is analytic at ai.

So this has the Taylor expanswn at ai as follows:

Mg

f(2)(z — i)

er(a)(z — ai)
k=0

where we remark that eg(«) does not depend on s. So we can compute

—_

3
|

—_

Res(e™* f(2) : ai) = Y e(ai, k)en_k(a) = e (> %*k;!’“(o‘)(is)k).

0 k=0

3
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Because £mi is a pole of order n — 1, by the similar argument, we have

Res@mf(z):gm): c(gm,k)en,z,k:e*pmﬂ( enkj E(is)k)
0 0 ’

S
)
3
m

B
Il
i

for a suitable numbers {e, }. By the Cauchy Residue Theorem, we have

p—1 p—2

(1+(=1)"e ™) f(s) = 2mi( ZRes (e f(z k‘m’)+z Res(e™ f(2) : ij_ml))
=1

Then we have

e (1+ (~1)" %)f( )

ptl ~1

E (1-k)ms

P (cos k) (sin

; « (1—22-)7s €n-1- k<lp7r> - \k
+ 2mi Z e’ 1 (Z T(zs) )
I=1,1£(p—1)/2 k=0
n—2
+ 27ie(t=P/2) 5 ( Cn—2- k

k!
k:O

(sin )" sm( (sin %ﬂ)n gip Fe+)m

k(p—1)m n
p )

(sin(%=

When s tends to oo, then the right-hand side of above identity tends to

(sin )" sm(%w)
2 (sm(pT ) < 0,

that is, f(s) is not positive for a sufficiently large s. This means that f is
not positive definite. O

Proposition 2.6. Let a;,b; > 0 (i = 1,2,...,n) with a; +as + -+ + a, >
by +by+---+b,. Then we have

n .
H sinh a;x
e sinh b;x

1=

1s not positive definite.
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Proof. We set f(z) = [, % It suffices to show f is not positive

definite. Clearly we have f(0) =1, and f(x) = f(—=x). Since a; +as +---+
ap > by + by + -+ by, it follows lim, ,, f(x) = co. Then the self-adjoint

(10 710)

is not positive for a sufficiently large x. So f is not positive definite. O

Proposition 2.7. Leta;,b; >0 (i =1,2,...,n) witha; > max{by, by, ...,b,}.

Then we have .

H sinh a;x
n sinh b;x

1=

is not positive definite.

Proof. We may assume that a; >as > ... > a,, by =1>by>...>b,, and
a; > 1. We can choose a prime number p such that

1 1
p > 3, a1>zi1, andan>—1.

b= b=
By Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 2.4(2), we have
(sinh %x)(sinh %)"‘1

(sinh ’%1:5)"

is not positive definite, because so is
(sinh 2t ) (sinh £)"—1
P P

(sinh z)(sinh pTTlx)"*l

and (p —1)/p < 1. Substituting -5 for z, we have

(sinh %x) (sinh ﬁ)"‘l

(sinh z)»

is not positive definite. Using Lemma 2.4(2),
ﬁ sinh a;z
- sinh b;x

1=

is not positive definite, since a; > %, as > ... > a, > zﬁ and 1 = b; >

by > ... 2> b,. U
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For n-tuples of positive numbers a = (ay, as, ..., a,) and b = (by, by, ..., by,),
we call that a is weakly submajorised by b (a <, b) if there exists permuta-
tions o, 7 on {1,2,...,n} satisfying

Qg(1) > A (2) > 2 QA (n); bT(l) > bT(Q) Z .2 bT(n)

k k
and Zag(i) < ZbT(i) for any k € {1,2,...,n}.
i=1

i=1

Theorem 2.8. Letai,bi >0 (Z =1,2,.. .,n). ]f((ll,ag,. .. ,an) =w (bl,bg,. . .,bn),
then

n .
H sinh a;x
n sinh b;x

1=

is infinitely divisible.

Proof. 1t suffices to show that the function

n .
H sinh a;x
LY ginh b,z

i=1

is infinitely divisible if a; > ay > ... > a,, by > by > ... > b,, and
Zle a; < Zle b; for all k£ € {1,2,...,n}. We prove this statement using
induction on n.
When n = 1, it follows from Lemma 2.2 since a; < b;.
We assume the statement is valid for some n and a; > ay > ... >
Gn > Gnig, by > by > o0 > by > by, and S0, < 08 b, for all
kEe{l,2,...,n+1}. If aq; <b; foralli =1,2,...,n+ 1, then
"t ginh ;T
H sinh b;x

=1

is infinitely divisible by Lemma 2.1(3) and Lemma 2.2. If a; > b; for some
J, then we may assume that

ap <bg (k=1,2,....7—1) and a; > ;.

We have
n+l . j—2 . . n+l .
H sinh a;x H sinh a;x sinha;_x sinh a;x
- = . X — X | | .
pale sinh b;z Pl sinh b,z sinh(b;_y +b; — a;)z M sinh b;x

sinh a;x sinh(b;_; + b; — a;)x

sinh b;_yx sinh b;x

12



By the assumption of induction, we can see
-2 . . ntl
H sinh a;x sinha;_ 1z sinh a;x
b~ 5 < 11
+1sinhbz  sinh(bj_1 +b; — aj)z

1=

AL sinh bz
i=7+1
is infinitely divisible and by Lemma 2.3

sinh ;T SiHh(bj,1 —+ bj — (lj).ﬁlf

sinh b;_x sinh b;x

is also infinitely divisible since b;_y > max{a;, b;_1 +b; —a;} and b;_1 +b; =
a; + (bj—1 + b; — aj). By Lemma 2.1 we can prove

n+1l .
H sinh a;x
n sinh b;x

1=

is infinitely divisible. O

Example 2.9. Leta; =8, a, =6, a3 =3, b0 =9, by =4, bg = 4. It does
not satisfies the assumption of Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 2.8. We can

show the function
_ sinh 8z sinh 6 sinh 3x

()

1s not positive definite.

~ sinh 92 sinh 4z sinh 4z

We remark that f(0) =1 and f(z) = f(—z). We can get the following

approximation values:

|£(1/3) —0.9780192940| < 107'° |£(2/3) — 0.9908829679| < 10,
and |f(1) —0.9981846167| < 1071,

Since |f(0)], [f(1/3)],1£(2/3)|,]f(1)] < 1, we can get the following estima-
tion:

) 1) 11 s

1/3 0 1/3 2/3 —7

e s )y | T CORREIS0
O e £1/3) O

by using these approximation values. This means that the 4 x 4 matrix

(f (%))‘Z{j:l is not positive. So we have f is not positive definite.
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Example 2.10. Let a; =8, a3 =6, a3 =1, by =9, by =4, by =4. It also
does not satisfies the assumption of Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 2.8. But
we can show the function

sinh 8z sinh 6z sinh x

sinh 9z sinh 4z sinh 4«
15 infinitely divisible.

We also use the following integral expression:

bsinh ax /°° sinh((1/a — 1/b)7t/2)

R ixt _ 1 Y t
& o sinh br (e " )215 sinh (7t /2a) sinh (7t /2b)

by Kosaki([9]: Corollary 3). Since

3 sinh 8z sinh 6z sinh 9 sinh 8z 6 sinh 4« 4 sinh x
log = log log — + log ———,
4 sinh 62 sinh 4«

sinh 9z sinh 42 sinh 4z © 8sinh9r

we have

F(t)dt,

3 sinh 8z sinh 6z sinh z / o it _ 1 — jut
log SE———

sinh 9 sinh 4z sinh 4z - 12

—00

where F(t) = fi(t) — fa(t) + f3(t) and f;’s are non-negative integrable func-
tions as follows:

B 2 sinh(t/144) 3 t* sinh(mt/24)
[it) = 2t sinh(7t/16) sinh(7¢/18) f(t) = 2t sinh (7t /12) sinh(7t/8)’
o t? sinh(37t /8)
fa(t) = 2t sinh (7t /2) sinh(rt/8)

We set

t?g(t)

) = o b (/18) simb (/16 sinh (2 12) siwh (w28 sinh(/2)

where

g(#) = sinh(--) sinh (™) sinh(%5) sinh(%)

mt, . Tt . Tt
1_8) smh(?)
t t t t

4 smh(?%) sin(T2) sinh () s

18 E>'
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If we show that g(¢f) > 0 for all £ € R, then so is F'(¢). This implies the
infinite divisibility of the function

sinh 8z sinh 6z sinh =

sinh 9z sinh 4z sinh 4z

By the formulas
1
sinh asinh b = §(cosh(a +b) — cosh(a — b)),
1
cosh a cosh b = é(cosh(a + b) + cosh(a — b)),

we have
sinh a sinh bsinh csinh d
1
= g(cosh(a+b+c+d) + cosh(a+b—c—d)
—cosh(a — b+ c+d) — cosh(a —b—c—d)
—cosh(a+b+c¢—d)—cosh(a+b—c+d)
+ cosh(a — b+ c—d) + cosh(a — b—c+d)).
Using this relation, we can get
g(144s/m) =(sinh(s) sinh(12s) sinh(18s) sinh(72s)
— sinh(6s) sinh(9s) sinh(8s) sinh(72s)
+ sinh(54s) sinh(9s) sinh(8s) sinh(12s))
1
:§(cosh 103s + 2 cosh 83s + 2 cosh 77s + 2 cosh 49s + 2 cos 43s

— cosh 101s — cosh 955 — 3 cosh 67s — cosh 65s
— cosh 61s — cosh 59s — cosh 25s)

Lo~ G o
_§kzzo 2"
where
cr =103%% 4 2.83%F 4 2. 772 1 2. 49%F 4 2. 43%
—101%% — 95% — 3.67% — 652 — 612 — 597 — 25%F,
Since
% 51— <10118 +95'% +3.67'® 1+O§‘15818 +61'® + 598 + 2518)@ 0.062)

>0

Y
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we have ¢, > 0 if £ > 9. By the direct computation, we can get
Co,C1,C2; -+, C8 2 0.

So ¢(t) is non-negative for all ¢ € R.

Remark. We have already shown in Lemma 2.3 that the function

B bd sinh ax sinh cz

fx) =

is infinitely divisible for any positive numbers a, b, ¢, d with b > max{a, ¢} and
a+c=0b+d. Asstated in [9):Theorem 5, the density function F' appeared in
the integral expression as below becomes even, positive and integrable (i.e.,
F(t) admits a finite limit at the origin and rapidly decreasing at co) :

ac sinh bx sinh dz

log f(z) = /00 (€™t — 1 —ixt)F(t)dt

— 00

and

Flt) = sinh((b — a)wt/(2ab))  sinh((c — d)mt/(2cd))
2t sinh(7t/2a) sinh(7t/2b) 2t sinh(rwt/2¢) sinh(7t/2d)

When n > 2 and two sequences a = (ay, as, . .., a,) and 5 = (by, ba, ..., by,)
of positive numbers satisfy the following condition:

n

k k n
Zai SZbi (k=1,2,...,n—1) and Zai:Zbi,
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

the function

n

b; sinh a;x
g() =] ===

L a sinh b;x
1=

is also infinitely divisible by Theorem 2.8. By the argument in the proof of
Theorem 2.8, we can see that g(z) is written by the product fi(z) fa(x) - - - f_1(2)
of fi(z), fa(x), ..., and f,_1(x), where each f;(z) has the form

B bd sinh ax sinh cx

()

For examples, we have the following expressions:

" acsinh br sinh dx (b>max{a, c} and a +c=b+d).

sinh 6z sinh bz sinh 3z  sinh6xsinh3x  sinh 5z sinh 8z

sinh 9z sinh 4z sinhz  sinh 8z sinh x % sinh 92 sinh 4z’
sinh 7z sinh 5z sinh 4z sinh 7z sinh 5z  sinh 4x sinh 3z

sinh 9z sinh 6z sinh x  sinh 9z sinh 3z x sinh6xsinx
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This means that, the density function G' appeared in the integral expression
as below is also even, positive and integrable:

log g(z) = /OO (e — 1 —ixt)G(t)dt.

—00

Since [*°_tG(t)dt = 0, the function g(z)" has the following form for any
r>0:

g(l,)r _ ergo(x)cr’
where o(z) = G(z) = [Z e"'G(t)dt and C' = exp(— [~ G(t)dt). We can
also see that g(z) is infinitely divisible by Lemma 2.1(4).

3 Proof of Theorems and Applications

For a,b € R, we define

b(t* —1) l—a+b

o t) = tv(avb)i b)) = —
f 7b( ) a(tb — 1)7 ’Y(a’) ) 9 P
where we use the notation (t* — 1)/a = logt if @ = 0. Then the function
fap 1 (0,00) — (0,00) is continuous with f,;(1) =1 (i.e., fup € C(0,00)7)
and symmetric (fo5(t) = tfap(1/t)). It is clear that

fa,b(t) = f*d,b(t) = fa,fb@) = ffa,fb@) and fa,a<t> = \/Z

So we only consider the case a,b > 0.
For a = (ay,as,...,a,), B = (b1,be,...,b,) € R" we define the function

as follows: .

o Dt — 1
fualt) = 0P [T 25—,
i=1 '

where v = (1 —>"" (a; — b;))/2 and we also use the notation (t* —1)/a =
logt if @ = 0. Then the function f, s also satisfies f,5 € C(0,00)] and
fap(t) =tfop(1/t). If we define & = (—aq, as,...,a,), that is, & is replaced
a1 by —a; in «, then we have

~ @ b1< o _ 1) n bi(tai —1
fap(t) =177 (—ay)(th — 1) g a;(th — 1

— t’Y(dﬁ)t_al

by(t™ — 1) & bi(t% — 1
a1<tb1 — 1) H

tw(amH tb;_lg = fas(D).
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This means fo 5(t) = flal,8/(t), where |a| = (|ail,|az], ..., |an]|).

Proof of Theorem 1.1 For o, € R" and o/, 8’ € R™, it suffices to show
that the function )
Jap(e™)

Jor g1 (€27)
is positive definite. By Lemma 2.1(2) and the fact f, g = fa), 5, We may
assume that each component of a, 8, o’ and ' is positive.

By the calculation

h:R>zw— € (0, 00)

T a,B)z - bi(62aix_1)
fap(e™) =D ]

- a; (e — 1)

n . — .
_ 627(0{7[3)16(2?:1(047@))33 H bi(eazx — € a. :L')
Ll g, (ebiz — e=biz)
=1
m b sinh a;z

F A sinh b;x’

the function h(z) has the following form:

m b sinh a;x v ¢; sinh dx
h _ ) 1 y) ) .
() 11 a; sinh b;x ey d;sinh c;x

By Theorem 2.8, h(x) is infinitely divisible, in particular positive definite if
(a17a27"'7a’n7d17d27"'7dm) jw (b17b277"'7bn7017027"'7cm)' |:|

For o, 8 € R™, we set M, (s,t) = tfap(s/t). Then M, (s, t) can be
written as follows:
n Z _ ta’l
Maﬁ(s t H b _ tb
1=1 Z
" b; sinh(a;(log s — logt)
- a;sinh(b;(log s — log1?)

2)
2)

Let k be a positive integer smaller than n. For 1 <14, <119 < -+ < i < n,
we define o\ (iy, 42, ...,49,) € R"* by deleting the i;-th, ip-th, ...and ix-th
components from a. If o, € R” satisfy the relation |a| =<, |8], then we
have

= (st)1/?

/
/

(fa\(“’z?’ - )B\(JhJ% 7]k)<t)) j (f(bjl7bj27---7bjk)7(ai17a127"'7aik)<t))
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for any r > 0 by Theorem 1.1, where it is also assumed 1 < j; < jo < -+ <
Jr < n. In the case r = 1, we can get the following operator norm inequality:

M Gir i) 8\ Gt i) (Lo, ) X
UM b, 5,5, )0 @0y 15 i) (Lot Bic) X ]|

for any H, K, X € My (C) with H, K > 0.

As an example, we consider a = (8,8,7,5,3) and 8 = (10,9, 6,4,2) € R°.
It is clear @ =<, . If we choose as iy = 1,15 = 4,j; = 2 and j, = 5, then we
have

[[Mis,7,3),106,0) (L, Re) X || < |[|M9,2),8,5) (L, Bic) X|]]-

By using our method, if we choose i; = 2 and j; = 2 for a = (1,1) =,
(1,2) = 3, then we can get McIntosh’s inequality

1
[IHEX K| < SIIHX + XK

for all H,K,X € My(C) with H,K > 0, because t/2 = fu)q)(t) <
2),)(t) = (L+1)/2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2 At first, we show that, for a; > as > 0 and
by > by >0,

fa1,b1 j fb2,a2 = S bl and ap + as S bl + b2-
We have already seen that f,, 4, = fp,.4, 1S equivalent to

sinh a;z sinh asx

sinh by x sinh by

is positive definite. The implication (<) follows from Theorem 2.8. If a; > b;
or aj + as > by + by, % is not positive definite by Proposition 2.7
and Proposition 2.6. So the reverse implication (=) is valid.

(1) When a > b, we have

sinh ax sinh dz

far =2 fea & — - is positive definite.
’ ’ sinh bx sinh cx

Sag<canda+d<b+ec
& (¢, d) e {(z,y):x>a,0<y<x—a+b}.
(2) When a < b, we have
fap 2 fea & ler:l}}llzz :EE f;f is positive definite.
S (d<c)or(d<band a+d<b+c).
< (c,d) €{(z,y): 0 <y <z}
U{(z,y):0<z<y<z—a+by<b} O
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