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Some A-numerical radius inequalities for d x d
operator matrices

Kais Fekil

ABSTRACT. Let A be a positive (semidefinite) bounded linear operator acting
on a complex Hilbert space (H,(- | -)). The semi-inner product (z |y), =
(Az | y), x,y € H induces a seminorm || - ||, on H. Let T be an A-bounded
operator on H, the A-numerical radius of T is given by

wa(T) :sup{|<Tx |2) 40 e, ||)l, = 1}.

In this paper, we establish several inequalities for wa(T), where T = (T;,) is a
d x d operator matrix with 7;; are A-bounded operators and A is the diagonal
operator matrix whose each diagonal entry is A.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let (H,(-|-)) be a non-trivial complex Hilbert space, and let B(#) denote
the C*-algebra of all bounded linear operators on H with identity I (or I if
no confusion arises). If H = C? we identify B(CY) with the matrix algebra
M, (C) of d x d complex matrices. Let B(H)" be the cone of positive (semi-
definite) operators, i.e., B(H)T = {Ae B(H) : (Az|x) >0, Ve e H }. Every
A € B(H)"T defines the following positive semi-definite sesquilinear form:

(A HXH-—=C, (z,y) — (x| y)a= (Ax | y).

Clearly, the induced semi-norm is given by ||z|l4 = (z | x)i{ ? for every z € H.
This makes H into a semi-Hilbertian space. One can verify that || - || 4 is a norm
on H if and only if A is injective, and that (H, || - ||4) is complete if and only if
the range of A is a closed subspace of H.

Throughout this article, we shall assume that an operator A € B(H) is a
nonzero positive (semidefinite) operator. Moreover, by an operator we mean a
bounded linear operator. In addition, the range and the null space of an operator
T are denoted by R(T) and N (T), respectively. Also, T* will be denoted to be
the adjoint of T

An operator S € B(H) is called an A-adjoint of T if for every x,y € H, the
identity (T'z | y)a = (x | Sy)a holds. The existence of an A-adjoint operator is
not guaranteed. Observe that T" admits an A-adjoint operator if and only if the
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equation AX = T*A has solution. This kind of equations can be studied by using
the next theorem due to Douglas (for its proof see [10] or [18]).

Theorem 1.1. ([10, Theorem 1]|) If T, S € B(H), then the following statements
are equivalent:

(i) R(S) € R(T);

(i) TD =S for some D € B(H);

(iii) SS* < N2TT* for some X > 0 (or equivalently ||S*z| < A||T*z| for all

reH).

If one of these conditions holds, then there exists an unique operator QQ € B(H)
such that TX = S and R(Q) C R(T*). Furthermore, N(Q) = N(S) and

|QI* = inf {u; SS* < uTT"}.
Such @Q is called the reduced solution or Douglas solution of TX = S.

Therefore, if we denote by B4 () the subalgebra of B(H) of all operators which
admit an A-adjoint operator, then by Theorem 1.1 we see that

Bu(H) = {T € B(H); R(T*A) C R(A)}.

Let T' € Ba(H). The Douglas solution of the equation AX = T*A is a distin-
guished A-adjoint operator of 7', which is denoted by T#4. Note that, T%4 =
ATT* A in which AT is denoted to be the Moore-Penrose inverse of A (see [3]). It
is important to mention that if 7' € B4(H), then T% € Ba(H), ||T* |4 = ||T]|a
and (T#4)fa = PR( A)T PR( - Here, PR( N denotes the orthogonal projection onto

R(A). Furthermore, if T,S € Bs(H), then (T'S)* = S¥aT*4. In addition, an
operator U € Ba(H) is said to be A-unitary if |[U*4z||4 = |[|[Uz||a = ||z]|a for all
x € H. For more details, the reader is invited to consult [2, 3, 5, 6] and their
references.

Furthermore, again by applying Douglas theorem we obtain

Bap(H) = {T € BOH); A > 0; |Tx|ls < A|z|[a, Vo € HY . (1.1)

Operators in Byi2(H) are called A-bounded. It should be mention here that

Ba(H) and Byi2(H)) are two subalgebras of B(H) which are neither closed nor

dense in B(#H). Moreover, we have B4 (H) C B41/2(H)) (see [4, Proposition 1.2.]).
The semi-inner product (- | -) 4 induces the following seminorm on B 1,2 (H):

[ 7|4

T4 := sup =sup{||Tx||a; x € H, ||z||a =1} < 0. (1.2)

wer(A), |1]la
:E;éO

If A =1, we get the classical definition of the operator norm of an operator T
which will be denoted by ||T'||. It was shown in [11] that for every T' € B41/2(H)
we have

T4 = sup {[(Tz | y)al; w9 € H, [Jefla = llylla =1} (1.3)
In addition, for every T' € Ba(#H) we have

ITI% = 1T T, = 1TT* | . (1.4)
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The A-the numerical radius and the A-spectral radius of an A-bounded operator
T € Byi2(H) are defined by

wa(T) = sup{‘(Tx |2,z eH, 2], = 1} and

ra(T) == inf [T = Tim |73, (L5)

respectively. Notice that the second equality in (1.5) is proved in [12]. If A =1,
the spectral and numerical radius of 7" will be simply denoted by r(7T") and w(T)
respectively.

It is well known that w4(+) defines a seminorm on B 12 (H), which is equivalent
to the A-operator seminorm ||| ,, more precisely,

s IT0 4 S wa(T) < T4

for every T € B41/2(H). Moreover, it was shown in [12]| that for T € Byi2(H), it
holds

1
wa() < 5 (ITha+ IT21L%)
So, clearly, if T € Bi1/2(H) and satisfies AT? = 0, then

walT) = 31Tl (16)
It should be emphasized here that for every T' € B41/2(H) we have
ra(T) < wa(T). (1.7)
Also r4(+) satisfies the commutativity property, which asserts that
ra(TS) =ra(ST), (1.8)

for every T, S € Byi2(H).
An operator T € B(H) is said to be A-selfadjoint if AT is selfadjoint, that is,
AT = T*A. Moreover, it was shown in [12| that if T" is A-self-adjoint, then

T[4 = wa(T) = ra(T). (1.9)
For the sequel, for any arbitrary operator T' € Ba(H), we write
T 4 Tta T — Tta
Ra(T) = " and Sa(T) = ——
2 27
It has recently been shown in [20, Theorem 2.5] that if 7' € B4(#H), then
wa(T) = sup||Ra(e”T)|| ,- (1.10)
0erR

Recently, many results covering some classes of operators on a complex Hilbert
space (H, (- | -)) are extended to (H, (- | -),) (see, e.g., [13, 12, 17, 5, 6, 20, 16]).
In in this work, we consider the following diagonal operator matrix whose each
diagonal entry is A:
A 0



4 Kais Feki

acting on the Hilbert space H = @% % equipped with the following inner-
product:

Mg

(k| YK),
k=1
for all x = (21, - ,24) € Hand y = (y1, - ,y4) € H. The semi-inner product
induced by the positive operator A is given by
d d
(@, y)a = (Az,y) = (Azg | yi) = > 7k | yi)as
k=1 k=1

forall z = (21, -+ ,x4) € Hand y = (y1,- -+ ,yq) € H. The purpose of this paper
is to establish several inequalities for wy (T), where T = (7};) is a d x d operator
matrix with T;; are A-bounded operators. The inspiration for our investigation
comes from [1, 19, 7, 9].

2. REsSuLTS

In this section, we present our results. To prove our first result, we need the
following lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. ([14]) Let T = (T}j)axa be a d x d operator matriz be such that
Ti; € Bay2(H) for alli,j. Then,

ra(T) < r((IT5]14)-

Lemma 2.2. ([8]) Let T = (T};)axa be such that T;; € Ba(H) for all i,j. Then,
T € Bo(H) and

T = (T} )axa-
Lemma 2.3. ([8]) Let T € Byi2(H). Then,
wa(UAMTU) = wy(T),
for any A-unitary operator U € Ba(H).
Now, we are in a position to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let T = (Tj;) be a d x d operator matriz where T;; € Ba(H).

Then,

1 d

52 ITilla + (| |[TaTE + > T,TE

i=1 j=1,j#i 4
Proof. We first prove that
1
wa(S) < 5 | Tufla+ T : (2.1)
A
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Ty Thio Thq
0 0O --- 0
where S =
0 0O --- 0

R4(e?S) is an A-self-adjoint operator. So, by (1.9) we have

ra (Ra(€”S)) = [Ra(e”S)]la
On the other hand, by using Lemma 2.2 we see that
TA [%A(ezeg)} = %T’A(ﬁ’wg + €_iGSﬁA)

Tll T12 Tld
1 ) 0 0o --- 0
DA A I
I 0O 0 --- 0
[ [Ty + e 0TH €Ty,
e~ 0T 0
T2t : :
\ ey o
[ (T T . 0\ [e ]
TH 0 - 0 Ty
=57a . . : .
I Tlﬁc? 0 --- 0 0
So, by using (2.2) together with (1.8) we get
e 0 - 0\ (T
. 1 Ty T T T
1R a(”S)[|la = oA . . . . :
0 0 - 0/ \7%
[ [ e T I 0
22:1 leTlﬁl? 6i€T11 0
— 1y, 0 0 0
I 0 0 0
[ [T11]| L0
d
= i, 1zl o0
S 57’ O ‘
i 0 0 0

—i6

0

Ti
T

:
Ti

eiQTld

Tl 2

)

o O

. Let 6 € R. Tt is not difficult to verify that

(2.2)

0 .- 0
0 .- 0
0 --- 0
0
Thq
0
0
0
0

(by Lemma 2.1).
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Hence, we infer that

IR4(”S)lla < 5 | 1 T0alla +

|~

d
> T
j=1

A

So, by taking the supremum over all # € R in the above inequality and then using
(1.10) we get (2.1) as desired. Now, for k € {2,---,d}, we let

U, Jixk | Okx(a—r) ’
O(d—rk)xk | La—k)x(d—k)

where Jixp and Iig—i)x(n—k) are k x k and (d — k) x (d — k) operator matrices
respectively and are defined by

0 0 I I 0 0

oo 100 0o I. .
Jkxk = ) and Lg—g)x(@-k) = .

0 I o I 0

I 0 0 0 0 I

In view of Lemma 2.2, we have Uy € By(H @ H) for all k. Moreover, a short

Py 0 o 0
0 P
calculation shows that U?f = PU, where P = R(4)
; Pey 0
0 o 0 Pray

So, it is not difficult to verify that Uy is A-unitary operator for all k. Moreover,
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one can check that

0 0 0\ ]
Tll T12 Tld T T T
0 0 0 21 Ao 2
0 0 0 o o o)
0 0 0
+.o + wy .
0 0 0
Ty Tao Tha
Ty Tio Thq Ty T Toq
0 0 0 0 0 0
= wy + wy Ug‘* U
0 0 0 0 0 0
Taa Taa— To
0 0 0
o +wy |UR : U
0 0 0

So, by using Lemma 2.3 together with (2.1), we obtain

Ty Tho Tha Ty TIn Toq
o 0 --- 0 o 0 --- 0
WA(T) < Wa : + wa
0 0 0 0 0
Toa Taa— T
0 0o --- 0
+ ... + wp . . : :
0 0o --- 0
1 d 1 d
# #
< 5 | 17ulla+ \ ZleTlf +5 | 1 T22lla+ | Z T 157
=t A j=1,j7#2 A
d—1
o, + = 1 Taalla+ | |D Ty T
Jj=1 A
This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

To establish our next result, we shall require the following lemma.
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v 0 0 0 g
Lemma 2.4. LetT= | ¢ - | andS = 2 be such that
0 0 1Ty T, 0

T; € By2(H) for alli € {1,---,d}. Then, the following assertions hold
(a) T|[a = maxieqs,... ay | T3] a-
(b) wa(T) = max;eq,... a3 wa(Ty).
(©) ISl = maxeqs-a I Tl
Proof. (a) Let = (21, -+ ,24),y = (y1,--- ,ya) € H. By using the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality and the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, we obtain
d

(T, y)al <Y (Thae | yi)al
k=1

d

< S I TallallwilLallgila
k=1

< (e, 104) x 330 (lonl + Lol

d
ie {1, .d
i k=1

2

By taking the supremum over all z € H with ||z||4 = 1 in the inequality (2.3)
and then using (1.3), we get

|z l1Z + llyll
— max || 7|4 ) - 2.3
emax [T (2.3)

ITlla < max [T 4.
ie{1,-,d}

Let u = (2,0,---,0) € Hand v = (y,0,---,0) € H be such that ||z[[4 = ||y|]ja =
1. Then ||lu|la = ||v]|a = [|z]|a = |ly|]|a = 1. Therefore, in view of (1.3), we have
ITlla = (Tu, v)a] = [(T1z | y)al.

This implies that ||T||4 > ||71||4. Similarly, we can show that ||T||s > ||7k|/a for
all k € {2,3,...,d}. This proves the desired equality.

(b) Follows by using similar arguments as in (a).
(¢) z = (x1, -+ ,x4) € H. By using (1.2), it can be observed that

ISzl = 1Tzall’ + | Towamn |5 + -+ - + | Taa |5

d
< T2 %
< (s I03) S ol

This yields that
S|, < max ||T;|4.
H HA ie{l,a--,d} H HA

Let x; € H be such that ||z||4 =1 and u = (0,0, - ,z1). Clearly, ||ul/s = 1. So,
we obtain
ISIls = [[Sull, = T2z |-
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Thus, by taking the supremum over all x; € H with ||z;||4 = 1, we obtain
IS||, = ||71]|a. Similarly, it is not difficult to prove that ||S|4 > ||T;||4 for all
i €42,3,...,d}. This proves the desired equality. U

Our next result is stated as follows.

Theorem 2.2. Let T = (T;;) be a d x d operator matric where T;; € Ba(H).
Then,

wA(’]I‘) S

d d
> walTi) + 5 (d+ ) ||Tm-||i> . (2.4)

1,7=1

N —

Proof. We first prove that

d
LUA(TH) 1 1 #
CUA(S) S 9 + 1 + Z ZleTlf ) (25)
Jj=1 A
Ty Tho Tha
0 0 0
where S = ) ) ) . |- Let 8 € R. By proceeding as in the proof of
0 0 0
Theorem 2.1 we get
— 62‘0T11 + 6—i9T1ﬁf eiGle . 62‘0T1d
—ifta
1Ra(”S) s = 3Th : : : :
i et 0 - 0
[ (TH 0 - €T\ [T 0 .- 0
ng‘ 0 --- 0 0 0O --- 0
RS R N IR
\TH 0 o0 Ty T - Tia
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So, by using (1.8) and (1.7) we get
e 0 o\ /TH o e ]
. 1 0 0 0|7k o 0
1RA(”S)la = oA : : . c :
Ty T Tha Tfé‘ 0 0
e~TH 0 I
) 0 0 0 0
= 2TA : : :
S TR TR 0 0 €Ty
[ [ eTiTH 0 I
0 0 0 0
< jwa . ; ; :
\>e Tu Tl 0 0 €Ty
[ [e=®TH 0 0 0 0 0 I
0 0 0 O ) 0 00
S 3 : : : : Tala ], Do
i 0 0 0 ean 0 0 0
0 0 0\ ]
0 0 0
+5wa ; ; ;
Zizl leTfl? 0 0/ ]
So, by using Lemma 2.4 together with (1.6) we obtain
d
i WA(TIl) 1 1
Ra(e?s) < 224 2y LIS T (2.0
Jj=1 A

So, by taking the supremum over all # € R in the above inequality and then using
(1.10) we get (2.5). Finally, by using an argument similar to that used in proof
of Theorem 2.1 we reach the desired equality (2.4).

O

In order to prove our next result in this section, we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.5. ([14]) Let T = (Ti;)axa be such that Tj; € Byi2(H) for all i,j.

Then, T € Byi2(H). Moreover, we have
IT[la < 1T
where T = (|| T35 4)axa € Ma(C).

Lemma 2.6. Let T,S € Bs(H) and B = (61 21) Then,
0 T 1 0 —i
w = —sup ||e?T + eS| .
(8 5)] =55l I,

(2.7)
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Proof. Notice first that, in view of Lemma 2.4 (¢) we have

0 X
(e 3)] =1 29
B

for every X € Ba(H). Now, by using Lemma 2.2 and (1.10), it follows that

(5 0] |G )

B 1 0 0 Sta i 0 (TtiA)ﬁA
- 5 ilel]g € (TﬁA 0 ) t+e <(SﬁA>ﬁA 0 5
B 1 0 W Sta 1 =10 (TﬁA)ﬁA
= 2SI e TEa 1m0 (GEa)ta 0 .
1 - 0 e Sk 1 e~ (Tha)ia
" 2gek || \[e75% 4 e (TE)a)en 0 B
1 , ,
= —sup He’eSﬁA + e"G(TﬁA)ﬁAHA, (by (2.8))
0eR
1 . |
= —sup||e?T* + 7?3, .
Lo I
So, by replacing # by —6 in the above equality, we obtain
0 T 1 ”
W sup |le”T% + €9 2.9
(5 0)] 55wl I 29
Let U = (? é) In view of Lemma 2.2, we have U € Bg(H @ H) and U* =

Freay . So, we verify that ||Uz|g = [|[U%z|p = |z|g for all z =
Pry 0

(x1,22) € H @ H. Hence, U is B-unitary operator. Thus, by Lemma 2.3 we

have
0 T I 0T
|(s )] = v (s 5) ]
[ Prawy O 0 s
_“’B_( 0 Prag) \T 0

s (; 5)} (2.10)

Hence, by combining (2.9) together with (2.10) we prove the desired equality. [

Now, we are in a position to establish the following result which generalizes |7,
Theorem 4.17.].

Theorem 2.3. Let T = (T;;) be an d x d operator matriz with T;; € Ba(H).
Then,

wa(T) < w(5),
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where S = [s;;] € My(C) is given by
w(Ti;) , if 1=,

g A ) )
(;ﬂ g)] M:<O g) PIPTRECE

61 Sl) By using (2.2), it can be seen that

Sii =
J Wg

Proof. Let § € R and B = (

Ra(eT) = 5 (€T + e T*)

Ra(eTh) 5Ty, + e TE) (T + e T3
| 3T+ e 0T Ra(e¥Ty,) H(e®Toq + e 0T)
%(62‘0le + 6—i9T1tié4) %(eiGsz + 6_i€T£§) . %A(ewTdd)

So, by applying Lemma (2.5) together with the norm monotonicity of matrices
with nonnegative entries and then using Lemma 2.6 and (1.10) we get

[Ra(e T,
0 T12 0 Tld
wA(Tll) wB KTﬂ 0 )} HRCY Ty 0
I 0 T21 ] 0 T2d
T .
< wB _(T12 0 )_ wa(Th2) W Ty 0

[ 0' T\ | 0' T ' '
E <T1d 6ﬂ)_ B[<T2d g2)] WA(Tdd)

So, by taking the supremum over all § € R in the above inequality we get wa (T) <
|S]] where S is defined in (2.11). Finally, by (2.10), we have wg [( 0 Tu

wp 79 . %Z for all 7, 7. Thus, S is a real symmetric matrix and so w(S) =
ij
|S||. Therefore, we get the desired result. O

Next we state from [15, p. 44] the following useful lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let T' = (t;;) € My(C) such that t;; > 0 for alli,j = 1,2,...,d.
Then
T (tij + tji)

5 .
Remark 2.1. Bhunia et al. proved recently in |7, Theorem 4.12.] that for a d x d
operator matriz T = (T;;) with T;; € Ba(H). Then,

wA(,Tij)? Z:.]
|Tijlla, @ # 3.

w(T) =

wa(T) < w([tij]) where t;; = { (2.12)
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Clearly, by Lemma 2.6 one observes that

0T 174+ [IS]/a
N[ FLET

for every T, S € Ba(H). So, by taking into consideration Lemma 2.7, it is not
difficult to verify that the inequality proved in Theorem 2.3 refines the inequality
(2.12).

Our next result is stated as follows.

Theorem 2.4. Let T = (Tj;) be a d x d operator matriz where T;; € Ba(H).

Then,
1 & d
wa(T) < 52 wa(Ti) + | WA(T) + Y TSI
i=1 j=1,ji

Proof. We first prove that

Ty Tie -+ T
O 0 --- 0 1 d
el < 5 [ walTn) + | Wi (Tn) + ; 173511%
O 0 --- 0
(2.13)
By applying Theorem 2.3 we obtain
Ty T -+ T
0O 0 --- 0
WA . . . .
O 0 --- 0
[ 0 T 0 T |
it (o )] ()
0 o\
0 - 0
<w “ _<T12 O)_
0 0\* (o0
Moreover, since B = for every j € {1,--- ,d}, then by apply-
Ty; 0 00
ing (1.6) together with Lemma 2.4 (c) we have

|5, 9)] =2l 0

1
= §||T1j||A-

B
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So, we obtain

T11 T12 o« o Tld
0 0 - 0
WA
0 0 - 0
wa(Th1) % %
ITela 5 ...
<w 2
1l : ‘ :
Mdla 9 ... 0
2wA(T11) HT12HA ce ||T1dHA
1 ||T12||A 0 e 0
= 57’ i ) i ) ( by Lemma 2.7)
| T1all 4 0 0

d
1
= 5 wA(TH) + wi(Tll) + Z ||T1J||?4

This proves (2.13). Now, by proceeding as in proof of Theorem 2.1 we get the
required result. O]

The following lemma is useful in proving our next result.

Lemma 2.8. Let T € Bao(H). Then

walT) < A/ IRADIE + [34(T)3

Proof. Let © € H. Since R4(T) and I4(7T) are A-selfadjoint operators, then by
taking into consideration (1.9) we see that

(T | ), |* = [(Ra(D)z | 2) , + i(Su(D)z | ),
= [(Ra(D)z | ), + [(Sa(D)a | 2) |
< IRA(T) % + 1Sa(T)]2.

So, by taking the supremum over all x € H with ||z]|a = 1 we get required
result. UJ

Theorem 2.5. Let T = (T;;) be a d x d operator matriz where T;; € Ba(H).

Then,
1 d
T <—§ A/ A2 2
)—2221 Z_'_IL'LZ’
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where
d
A= Ra(T)lla+ (| IRA(T)IA + > 1Tl and
\ j=1,j#i
d
= 1SaTilla+ | 1SaT)lZ+ D 1Tl
\ j=1,j#i
Ty T ... T
o 0 ... 0
Proof. Let S = ) ) ) . It is not difficult to verify that
o 0 ... 0
[Ra(T)[| 4 = 7a [Ra(T)]
Ra(T) T2 D
T2
=TA .
# 0 0
IRA(T11)|| 4 ||T122||A ||T15||A
7331 0 0
2
<r , , , ( by Lemma 2.1)
i ||Tf§||A 0 0

d
1
= 5 | IRA(T) [l + | IRAT)IE + D 1T

2 .
=2
Now, it can be seen that
Sa(Ty) Lz L
_7 e
S (T) =
Tia
— = 0o ... 0
Similarly, we prove that
1 d
ISa(Dlla < 5 | 1SaTi)lla+ | STl + Il
j=2

Hence, by Lemma 2.8, we get
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where

j=2

d
A= Ra(Tin)lla + \ IRAT)IE + D 1Tyl

d
p=Sa(Ti)]la+ \ ISl + D 1Tyl

j=2

Finally, by using an argument similar to that used in proof of Theorem 2.1 we
reach the desired result. U

Our next result reads as follows.

Theorem 2.6. Let T = (T;;) be a d x d operator matriz where T;; € Ba(H).
Then,

d

1
T) < T)+ 5 )
“a(l) < 2'6?11,%-}{@} “allu) + 23

d
> T

j=1,j#i

A

Proof. By using the triangle inequality and Lemma 2.4 (b) we get

0 Ty --- Tig
0O 0 --- 0
wa(T) < max wa(Ty) +wa 0 0 0
ie{1,--,d} .
\o o 0]
/0 0 --- 0 0\ ] _
0 0 0 0
Ty 0 Ths --- Ty
T+ wp o 0 -+ 0 0 T twy : : : : :
: 0 o --- 0 0
[\ o o 0 0 _ | \Tar a2 -+ Tga—1 O
On the other hand it can be seen that
0 Tiy - T\~ 0 0 - 0 0\°
o o --- 0 Ty 0 To3 --- 0
alo o 0 Al 0 00
0 0 0 0O 0 0 0
0 0 o0\*> /0 0 0
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So, by (1.6) we infer that

17

0 T Thq 0 Ti Tig
0 0 0 0 0 0
alo o ol _1{lo o 0
Do : 2 Do :
0 0 0 0 0 0 N
Moreover, by using (1.4) and Lemma 2.4, it can be checked that
2
0 Tip -+ T 0 Tip - Tig) (0 Ti -+ Tig\™
o 0 --- 0 0 0 0 0 0
o 0 --- 0 _ 10 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 N o 0 --- 0 0 0
22:2 leTlﬁif4 0 0
0 0 0 d
— 0 0 0 — ZleTlﬁl?
k=2 A
0 0 - 0/ 1,
Hence, by using similar arguments we get
d
LUAC]F) < - Imax MA(EZ‘) + = ZleTf]?
i€{1,,d} ps |
1 d 1 d
+3 > TR +ot g > TuTi
This achieves the proof of the theorem. O
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