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ANDO-HIATI AND GOLDEN-THOMSPON INEQUALITIES

MOHAMMED SABABHEH AND HAMID REZA MORADI

ABSTRACT. The original Ando-Hiai and Golden-Thompson inequalities present comparisons
for the operator geometric mean f,, when 0 < v < 1. Our main target in this article is to study
these celebrated inequalities for means other than the geometric mean and for the geometric

mean when v ¢ [0, 1].

1. INTRODUCTION

For two complex n x n Hermitian matrices A and B, the Golden-Thompson inequality states
that [6, 12]

(1.1) tr (6A+B) <tr (eAeB) ,

b = ¢%". The inequality (1.1) has

as a non-commutative version of the scalar identity e®"
its application in statistical mechanics and random matrix theory. In an unpublished work,
Dyson proved (1.1) when he was studying random matrix theory and its application to nuclear
physics. Thus, this inequality is expected to have future application in this direction. Further
applications of this inequality can be found in [3].

The inequality (1.1) has been extended in various forms, among which we are interested in

the following unitarily invariant norm version [1]

(1.2) H (eijjvepB)%

<AV 0< v <1, p>0

where A, B are Hermitian, #, is the geometric mean, V, is the arithmetic mean and || || is any
unitarily invariant norm.

The inequality (1.2) has been reversed in [11, Theorem 3.4] using the Specht ratio. Very
recently, the authors in [7, Corollary 2.7] have shown a stronger reverse. However, all these
results treat the geometric mean for 0 < v < 1.

One target of the current paper is to prove variants of (1.2). These new versions extend the

domain of v to values outside the interval [0, 1] and also extend the treatment of the geometric
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mean f£, to any operator mean between the harmonic mean !, and the arithmetic mean V,,.
However, these extensions will be at the cost of an additional constant. For example, we prove

that, under mild conditions on A, B,

[(ertseerm) | < et v 1

where 7, is a certain constant. Moreover, we prove that, for some constant L, depending on p,

| (ertoermyz|| < L fle™ 2|, 0 <0 < 1,

for any operator mean o, between !, and V,. To the best of our knowledge, such extensions
have not been considered earlier in the literature.

Our methods for proving such results allow us, also, to obtain variants of the well known
Ando-Hiai inequality, which asserts that if A and B are positive operators, then for any v €
[0, 1], we have [1]

(1.3) [AP8, B?|| < [ Az B|”  for all p > 1,

or equivalently,
A, B<I =  AP4,B’ <[ forallp>1.

A counterpart to the Ando-Hiai inequality (1.3) has been presented by Nakamoto and Seo [9]

as follows
1
(14) ||Ajij||p S W ||Apjijp|| for all p > 1,0 S (% S 1
whenever mI < A, B < M1 for some scalars 0 <m < M, h = %, and
h —h v—1h"—1Y\"
K (h,v) =
(h, ) (v—l)(h—l)( v hv—h)

is a generalized Kantorovich constant.

Our second target in this article is to extend the domain of the Ando-Hiai inequality to
v ¢ [0,1] and to extend it to arbitrary means, rather than the geometric mean. For example,
we show that when 0 < ml < A, B < M1 and o,, 7, are arbitrary operator means between the

harmonic and arithmetic means,
| Ao, B||” < L (mP, MP) ||AP7,BP||  forallp >1

where L (mP, MP) is a constant independent of o, and 7.
The above extensions we prove will follow as special cases of a more general treatment of
operator monotone functions. This treatment, of operator monotone functions, will imply the

Polya-type inequality
f(® (Ao, B)) < &Y (f (2 (A) 7 f (2 (B))),
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where f is an operator monotone function, A, B are positive operators related via a sandwich
condition, &, are certain constants and ® is a normalized positive linear map.

In the sequel, B(H) will denote the algebra of bounded linear operators on a complex Hilbert
space ‘H, while M,, will stand for the algebra of n xn complex matrices. Our Golden-Thompson
inequalities will be valid for matrices in M,,, while all other results will be valid for operators in
B(H). The letters m, M and their indices will be used for positive real numbers, while A, B will
stand for Hilbert space operators (or matrices in the case of the Golden-Thompson inequality).

Further, all monotone functions f we deal with will be of the form f : (0, 00) — (0, c0).

2. EXTENDING THE DOMAIN OF THE ANDO-HIAI AND GOLDEN-THOMPSON INEQUALITIES

In this section, we present Ando-Hiai and Golden-Thompson inequalities for v ¢ [0, 1].
The following inequalities were pointed out in [4]. For completeness, we present a simple

proof.

Lemma 2.1. Let A, B € B(H) be such that 0 < mol < A < myl < Myl < B < MsI and
v & 10,1]. Then

mllijl m2|ij2
— —AV,B< A4, B< ———AV,B
mlval - Jj - mQVUMg
and
mllle m2!vM2
A, B < Al,B< —=A4,B.
mlljUMl Jj mo UM2 Ij
Proof. Let, for v & [0, 1],
1-— M M-
f(x):ﬁ’ 1<—1§x§—2.
v my ma

Then
f'(x) =v(l —v)(z — 1)z' .
That is, f is decreasing for x > 1, since v ¢ [0, 1]. Therefore,
%st%:f<%) sf(x)sf(%)-
my mo
Then the first two desired inequalities follow by applying a standard functional calculus argu-

ment using r = A"2BA~2. The other inequalities involving the harmonic mean follow simi-
larly. U

As a corollary, we have the following auxiliary inequality that we will use to prove the desired
Ando-Hiai and Golden-Thompson inequalities. Notice first that when f : (0,00) — (0,00) is

operator monotone, it is operator concave [2]. Therefore, when v ¢ [0, 1], we have [10]

f(AV,B) < f(A)V,f(B).
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Further, the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality states that for 0 < v < 1, one has Aff,B <
AV, B. However, when v ¢ [0, 1], the inequality is reversed.

We remark here that our functions f will be defined on (0, 00). This is the main reason we
consider v > 1. For example, we will be dealing with the quantity moV,Ms, for my < Ms.
Notice that when v > 1, we have myV, My > My > 0. However, if v < 0, we do not guarantee
positivity of myV, Ms.

Corollary 2.1. Let 0 < mol < A<myl < MiI < B < Myl and v > 1. Then for an operator

monotone function f,

(2.1) f(ALB) < (f (C A)tf(C B)),

_ maflu Mo
where C = o A

Proof. Noting that f is operator concave and using Lemma 2.1, we obtain

f(A4.B) < f(C(AV,B))

f((CA)V(CB))

< f(CAV,f(CB) (f being operator concave and v > 1)
o

CA),f(CB) (sincev > 1).
O
Now we are ready to present the Ando-Hiai and the Golden-Thompson inequalities for v > 1.

Theorem 2.1. Let 0 < mol < A <myl < MiI < B < Myl,v>1and| | bean arbitrary

unitarily invariant norm.
(1) (Ando-Hiai inequality) If p > 1 then

mito My

HAijvaH S CPHAI,JIUBHP, where Cp = W

Equivalently,
At Bl < I = |[AP,B”|| < G,
(2) (Golden-Thompson inequality) If p > 0, then

[ty <ok [l

Y

ePm2 ﬁ'u ep]\/12

where Y, = Sapct oy -
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Proof. (1) For p > 1, let f(t) = t. Then f is operator monotone. Therefore, replacing A
and B by AP and BP in (2.1), we obtain

mit, My

(APt,BP)» < (C,AP)?4,(C,BP)»; where C), = W

=} (A1,B).
Then a unitary matrix U exists such that
(AP4,B?) < C, U (A3,B)" U".
This implies the Ando-Hiai inequality
| APE, B?|| < C, ||Af,B||?, wherep > 1andv > 1.
(2) If0 < g <p,let f(t)= tv in (2.1) and replace (A, B) by (P4, ePB). Then

eme ﬁvepMZ

Ay pB\E — 7 (,aAy B _
(ep ijep )P < 'y; (eq ﬂveq )’ where Tp = W

Consequently, if || || is a unitarily invariant norm, we have

H (epAlerpB)%

<]

|

In particular, if 0 < ¢ < 1 and || || is a given unitarily invariant norm, then || ||,
q
defined by || X||, = H X |4

is a unitarily invariant norm. Therefore,

H(epAljvepB)% %? (quljvqu) (epAﬁvepB)% S%% (quijqu)%

<] od
q q

Letting ¢ — 0T, we obtain

AVB

[y <o e

We remark here that in [8] the limit

1
lim (qulerqB) 1= AV
q—0t

was shown for 0 < v < 1. As pointed out in [9], the same proof applies for v & [0, 1].
[
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3. ANDO-HIAI AND GOLDEN-THOMPSON INEQUALITIES FOR ARBITRARY MEANS

The original Ando-Hiai and Golden-Thompson inequalities and their extensions treat the
geometric mean f,. In this section, we present variants of these important inequalities for
arbitrary means.

In our recent work [4], we showed that if A, B € B(#) are such that sA < B < tA, then for
any v € [0, 1]

(3.1) %AVUB < A#,B < Al B

t’U
following few inequalities will be needed to prove the next main result.

where £ = max { (1_ZZ+”S, (1_v)+vt} and ¢ = max {s” ((1—v)+2),t"((1—v)+%)}. The

Lemma 3.1. Let A, B € B(H) be positive invertible and let f : (0,00) — (0,00) be an operator

monotone function. Then for any v € [0, 1]

f(ALB) < f(A)Lf(B).
Proof. Notice that operator monotonicity of f implies operator concavity, and hence
(3.2) FATIY,B7Y) > f (AT V. f (B7Y).

Moreover, operator monotonicity of f (t) implies operator monotonicity of f(t~)~'. Now, if

we rewrite (3.2) for the function f(t_l)_l, we get

A4, = f((A7V,B7) ) 2 FA)T LB

By taking the inverses for both sides we infer f (A!l,B) < f(A)!,f (B). (Of course, if f is an
operator monotone decreasing then f (Al,B) > f (A)!,f (B).) O

Lemma 3.2. Let A, B € B(H) be such that sA < B < tA, and let 7,,0, be two arbitrary
operator means between the arithmetic mean and harmonic mean. If f : (0,00) — (0,00) is an

operator monotone function, then for any v € [0, 1]

(3.3) F(A)of (B) < f (€0 (Ar,B))
and
(3.4) f @A%B) < F(A)nf(B).

The reverse of the above inequalities holds when f is operator decreasing.



M. Sababheh & H.R. Moradi 7

Proof. The inequality (3.3) follows from a more general result of [4, Theorem B]. We prove
(3.4). Direct calculations show that

1 1
(o) 51 ()

f(ALB) - (by (3.1))
f(A)!Lf(B) (by Lemma 3.1)
f(

<
< f
A)1,f(B) (since !, < 7).

IA

By the same strategy as in [4, Corollary 2.1], we obtain the following result:

Corollary 3.1. Let A, B € B(H) such that mI < A, B < M1 for some scalars 0 < m < M,
and let T,, 0, be two arbitrary operator means between arithmetic mean and harmonic mean. If

f:Im, M] CR — R is an operator monotone increasing function, then for any v € [0,1]

(3.5) f(A)ouf (B) < f(L(m, M) (A7, B)),
and
1
(5.5) (s UnB)) < F s (),
where L (m, M) = %m, A=min{v,1 — o}, and p = max {v,1 —v}.

Now we are ready to present the following extensions of the Ando-Hiai inequalities (1.3) and
(1.4).

Theorem 3.1. Let A, B € B(H) such that mI < A, B < M1 for some scalars 0 < m < M,

and let 7,,0, be two arbitrary operator means between arithmetic mean and harmonic mean.

(3.7) |Ac,B||” < L(mP, MP?) || AP1,BP||  for allp > 1

(3.8) |APo, BP|| < L (mP, M?) || A7, B||"  for allp > 1.

Proof. 1t follows from the inequality (3.5) that

Al
bRl

Aro,Br < L(m, M)? (A7, B)
where p > 1. By replacing A by A? and B by B?, we get
AcyB < L(mP, MP)# (APr, BP)».

This implies that
| Ao, B|| < L(mP, MP)# | A7, B?||7,

which is equivalent to (3.7).
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Employing inequality (3.6), and by the same method as in the proof of inequality (3.7) we
get the desired inequality (3.8). O

Another interesting application of Corollary 3.1 is the following extension of the Golden-

Thompson inequality to arbitrary means.

Corollary 3.2. Let A, B € M,, be such that mI < A, B < M1 for some scalars 0 < m < M,
and let o, be an arbitrary operator mean between the arithmetic mean and harmonic mean.

Then, for 0 <v < 1,p > 0 and any unitaruly invariant norm || |,

[(@t0nem) | < Lh ™2

and

HeAVvB

} < L% (epAavepB)%

Y

where L := L(eP™, ePM) is as in Corollary 3.1.
Proof. In (3.6), let f(t) = t%, where 0 < ¢ < p and replace (A, B) with (epA, epB). Then

(epAo_UepB)% < L% (quljvqu) = H(epAo.vepB)%

< |[2# (e |
Again, since this is valid for any unitarily invariant norm, it is still true for the norm ||.X||, :=

q
H |X\% provided that g < 1. That is,

H (ef”Aavef”B)%

< |25 (enern)

,p>q,0<qg<l.

Then letting ¢ — 01 implies the first desired inequality.
The second desired inequality follows similarly from (3.5).
O

As a consequence of Corollary 3.2, we have the following limit; which is a normed version of
the limit [8]
1
lim (quﬁvqu)q = AVvB,

q—0t

Corollary 3.3. Under the assumptions of Corollary 3.2, we have

(PAc,erB)7 | = [|eATE| .

lim
p—0t

= |l

Proof. From Corollary 3.2, we have

(3.9) i |e*Ve?

< L% HeAqu
Lr

| <|(eoer®)s

I

where ( M) ( ﬁ M)
€va>\ep epm “6p ‘
L= (ermgrerM) (epml, epM ) ‘A =min{v,1 —0v}, p=1-\
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Direct computations show that lim L» = 1. Then the desired limit follows from (3.9) by

p—0+
Squeeze theorem. O

On account of (3.4) and the fact that for any operator monotone function f and o < 1,
af (t) < f(at), and usgin Ando’s inequality ® (AcB) < & (A) o® (B), we get

(3.10) f(®(Ao,B)) < & (f(®(A)) 7o f (B (B)))-

The above inequality can be regarded as a reverse of [4, Theorem B]. We conclude this paper
by the following proposition; where the generalized Kantorovich constant is obtained instead
of £¢. Such inequalities are usually referred to as Pélya-type inequalities.

In this proposition, we use the notations

_ F (M)~ (m)
M —m

\_ Mf(m) —mf ()
5 f = M—m )

so that ast 4 by represents the secant line of f at (m, f(m)) and (M, f(M)).

Proposition 3.1. Let A, B € B(H) such that mI < A, B < MI for some scalars 0 < m <
M, 1,,0, be two arbitrary operator means between arithmetic and harmonic mean, and let
K (m,M,f) = max{af;(;bf Dt e m, M]} If f:(0,00) — (0,00) is an operator monotone
decreasing function, then

(3.11) f(@(A) 7 f(2(B)) < K (m, M, f) f(®(AoyB)).

On the other hand, if f: (0,00) — RT is operator monotone increasing, then

(3.12) F(@(A0B)) < K <m, u, %) (f (@ (A) 7. f (@ (B)) .

Proof. On account of [2, Theorem 2.1], operator monotone decreasing implies operator convex-

ity (and of course, convexity). Therefore,
ft)<apt+bp, te[m,M].
By the assumption mI < A, B < M1, we can write
f(A) <arA+0bil and f(B)<ayB+bsl.

Whence

F(A)Vof (B) < a; (AV,B) + by 1.
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Now, by applying the Mond—Pecari¢ method we have for a given o > 0,

f(A) Vv.f (B) - Oéf (AUUB)
<as(AV,B)+bsI — af (Ao, B)
<ay (Ao, B) + byl —af (Ao, B)

< t+by — )yl
—téfln?j}z@}{aerf af ()}

where in the second inequality we used o, <V, and a;y < 0. Consequently,
FAV[(B) <pl+af(AcB).

On the other hand, by taking into account 7, < V,,, we get

(3.13) f(A)7.f(B) < Bl +af (Ao,B).

Now, by replacing A, B by ® (A), ® (B), respectively, and applying Ando’s inequality, we get

f(@(A) 7 f(®(B)) <BI+af (®(A)a,®(B))
< BI +af (® (Ao, B)).

By choosing appropriate o and S in the above inequality we have
(3.14) F(@(A) 7 (@ (B)) < K (m, M, f) f (® (A0, B))

whenever f is an operator monotone decreasing. On the other hand, we know that if f is
operator monotone (increasing) on (0, 00), then 1/f is operator monotone decreasing on (0, c0).
It follows from the inequality (3.14) that

(3.15) (@ (A) (@ (B) ! < K (m, M, %) F(® (A0, B)) .

Taking inverse from inequality (3.15), we have

£(®(A0,B)) < K (m, M, %) (f(@(A) ' f(@(B))

1 *
_x <m, M. ?) (f (@ (4) 721 (@ (B)))

-1

where 7. is the adjoint of 7,. Now, since 7, is arbitrary, by replacing 7, by 7, we get the desired
inequality (3.12). O
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