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Abstract

In this paper, we study operator mean inequalities for the weighted arithmetic, geo-
metric and harmonic means. We give a slight modification of Audenaert’s result to show
the relation between Kwong functions and operator monotone functions. Operator mean
inequalities provide some analogs of the geometric concavity property for Kwong func-
tions, operator convex, and operator monotone functions. Moreover, we give our points
across by way of some examples which show the usage of our main results.
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1 Introduction

Let B(.#2) denote the algebra of all bounded linear operators on a complex Hilbert space
(A, (-,-)). In the case when dim.7Z" = n, we identify B(.7¢’) with the matrix algebra M,
of all n x n matrices with entries in the complex field C. An operator A € B(.7) is called
positive if (Ax,x) > 0 holds for every x € 7 and then we write A > 0. An operator A is
called strictly positive if A is positive and invertible and we write A > 0. For self-adjoint
operators A,B € B(J¢), we say A < B if B— A > 0. Throughout the paper, we assume
that all functions are continuous. Let f be a real-valued function defined on an interval J.
A function f is called operator monotone if for each self-adjoint operators A, B € B(¢)
with spectra in J, A < B implies f(A) < f(B). A real-valued function f is said to be
operator convex if f((1 —a)A+aB) < (1—a)f(A)+af(B) for all a € [0,1]. fis
operator concave if — f is operator convex. For more details, we refer the readers to [4,
Chapter V1.
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In addition to the operator monotone functions, Kwong or anti-Lowner functions
have been of interest in recent years. Let f be a real-valued function on an interval
(0,00). Kwong or anti-Lowner matrices associated with f is defined by
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for any distinct real numbers xj, ...x, in (0,00). A function f is called Kwong function if
the Kwong matrix Ky is positive for distinct real numbers x1, ...x, [5, Chapter 5]. Kwong
[10] has shown that if a function f from (0, o) into itself is operator monotone, then f is
a Kwong function and so is every non-negative operator monotone decreasing function.
The statement for non-negative operator monotone decreasing functions follows easily
from this by noting that the function f is Kwong if and only if % is Kwong. For recent
research papers on Kwong functions and Kwong matrices, we refer the readers to [2, 3,
11, 12, 17] and the references therein. Kwong functions have applications in the theory
of Lyapunov-type equations. Audenaert showed the following relation between Kwong
functions and operator monotone functions.

Theorem 1.1. [2, Theorem 2.1] Let f be a real-valued function on (0,c0). Then

(i) fis a Kwong function on (0,) if and only if \/t f(\/t) is a non-negative operator
monotone function on (0,e0).

[/

(ii) If f is a Kwong function on (0,0), then ~ is a non-negative operator monotone

decreasing function on (0,).

An operator mean o in the sense of Kubo-Ando [9] is defined by a positive operator
monotone function f on the half interval (0,c0) with f(1) =1 as

AGB=ALf (A’%BA’%>A%,

for positive invertible operators A and B. The function f is called the representing
function of 0. Let A,B > 0 and o € [0, 1]. The a-weighted operator geometric mean,
arithmetic mean, and harmonic mean of A and B are defined, respectively, by
LA N A

AtgB — A <A }BA z) A,

AVyB=(1—a)A+aB,

AlgB=((1—a)A ' +aB )",
When a = %, At 1 B, AV 1 Band A! 1 B are called the operator geometric mean, operator
arithmetic mean and operator harmonic mean, and denoted by A#B, AVB and A!B re-

spectively. One can easily show that (Ai,B) ' = A~ '1,B~! for A,B > 0and « € [0, 1].
It is well-known the operator arithmetic-geometric inquality or Young inequality as

for A,B >0 and o € [0,1]. The study of the reverse Young inequality has received
considerable attention in recent years, and there are several multiplicative and additive



reverses of this inequality (see [7, Chapter 2] and the references therein). Fujii et al. [6]
proved that if 0 < ml <A,B<MI with0<m <M and h= Y then

1

VK (h)
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where K(-) is the well-known Kantorovich constant K (x) = ==~ for x > 0.
Tominaga obtained the reverse o-weighted arithmetic-geometric mean inequality as
follows.

(AVB) < A$B < \/K(h)(A!B), (1.1)

Theorem 1.2. [14, Theorem 2.1]1 If0 < ml <A,B<MI, o € [0,1], and h = % then
AV4B < S(h) (AtB),

1
where the constant Specht’s ratio S(-) is defined by S(x) = =" for x > 0.

elogxx—T

In this paper, we obtain new sharp inequalities between the weighted arithmetic, ge-
ometric and harmonic means. Indeed, In Theorem 2.1, we give a new generalization
of (1.1) and Theorem 1.2 with a stronger sandwich condition. In Theorem 3.1, a slight
modification of Theorem 1.1 is provided. By Corollary 3.8 and Corollary 3.10, we de-
duce the analogs of the geometric concavity property for Kwong functions and operator
convex functions. Moreover, we give some examples illustrating our results.

2 Some arithmetic-geometric mean inequalities

We start our work with following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let A and B be positive operators and o, 3 € [0,1]. If0 < sA < B <iA
for some scalars 0 < s <t, then

A7 (AVB) < AfgB < ju(Al4B),

where

A= max{(z-ﬁvazl—ﬁ), (s_BVasl_B)}

and

= max { PV~ 1), (V510

Proof. Without loss of generality assume that & > 0 and 8 < 1. The functional calculus
shows that to obtain the first desired inequality it is enough to prove

(1—a)+ox < AxP,

where s <x <t and o, € [0,1]. Put f,g(x) = (17‘;‘#( for s < x <t. By direct
computation, we deduce that

B[ Bl-w)
Japt) = =7 (’“‘au—m)'




Ifs<ﬁ((1 ﬁ§<t thenf p(x) >0 when g((lligg<x<t,f;7ﬁ(x)<0whens<x<

ﬁ((l—_[} thus f, g(x) attains it’s maximum at ¢ or s.

If B((ll g% <'s, then fa B( x) >0fors <x <t thus fy g(x) attains it’s maximum at ¢.

Ifr < B((l %) then fa p(¥) <Ofors <x <1 Thus f g(x) attains it’s maximum at s.
From the above discussion, we deduce that f, g(x) attains it’s maximum at ¢ or s; that
is to say
(1—o)+ax
xB

Hence, we deduce the following inequality

< max{(t_ﬁvatl_ﬁ), (s PVqs! P )} .

(1—a)+ox < AxP,

where s <x <t, a,B € [0,1] and A = max {(t PVt'7P),(s7PVys'=P)}. Therefore,
for every strictly positive operator X with 0 < s/ <X <tI, we have

(1—a)+ax <AxP.

Since 0 < sA < B <A, by substituting X = A7 BAT and multiplying AZ to the both
sides in the above inequality, we get

(1-a)A+aB < A(AfigB).

Thus, we have

AV B < max{(fﬁvatl’ﬁ ), (s*ﬁvaslfﬁ)}AﬁﬁB. @2.1)

Since 1A™1 < B~ <1A7Tand (A"'VoB~!)~! = AlyB, the above inequality deduces
that »

AlyB > <max{(tﬁvat_(l_ﬁ)), (sBVas_(l_m)}) AtgB. 2.2)

Put u = max{(tﬁ Vit B (sPV s } Now, inequalities (2.1) and (2.2) gives

A1 (AV4B) < AfB < u(Al4B). (2.3)

[l

Remark 2.2. Let 64 and 7, are two arbitrary means between ¢-weighted arithmetic and
harmonic means such that Vo > 64 , To >!¢. From the general theory of matrix means
and as an immediate consequence of (2.3), we have

A" (AoeB) < AtgB < u(ATeB).

Corollary 2.3. Let A and B be positive operators and o, 3 € [0,1]. If0 <ml <A,B <
MI for some scalares O < m < M, then

A7 (AVyB) < AfgB < A(Al4B),



Proof. Note that if 0 <ml <A,B < MI, then A < B< YA Takingt = and s =2,
we have s = 1/t and
h=max{ (1 PVt P, (s PVas' P}
= max{(sﬁvas_(l_ﬁ)), (tﬁvat—(l—ﬁ))}
O

Remark 2.4. Let x > 0. From [14, (2.2)] we infer that

(1—a)+ax:

1<
= e

(1—a)x %+ ox! % < S(x),

where & € [0,1] and S(-) is the constant Specht’s ratio with S(x) =S (1). If 0 <m < M,
0<ml <A,B<MI,and oo = f3, then

e () () 0 () e s

Therefore,

S(h) " (AVB) < A~ (AV4B) < AteB < A(AlgB) < S(h)(Al4B),
where h = %
Remark 2.5. Taking & = 3 in Theorem 2.1, we have

. This shows that Corollary 2.3 is a generalization of Theorem 1.2.

A=max{(1—o)t “+oat' % (1—0)s *+os'"*} <max{S(s),S(t)}

u= max{(] —o)t% 4ot (1 —a)s* + as’(l’“)} < max {S (;) ,S (%) } .

Put y = max {S(s),S(¢) } to get
Yil(AVaB) < /‘Lil(AVocB) < AfgB < u(AlgB) < Y(AlgB).
This shows that Theorem 2.1 is a generalization of [8, lemma 1].

Corollary 2.6. Let A and B be positive operators and o € [0,1]. If 0 <ml <A,B < MI
for some scalares 0 < m < M, then

271 (AV4B) < AB < A(A!4B),

where

O L R 10 N =
(- () +a () ifa<

m

Remark 2.7. Taking o0 = % in the Corollary 2.6, we get

4 — 1 M n m
2\ Vm M|
Ifh =" then A = \/K(h). Thus, Corollary 2.6 gives (1.1).
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3 Kwong functions

In this section, first we give a slight modification of Theorem 1.1. We also show the
relation between Kwong functions and operator convex functions.

Theorem 3.1. Let f be a real-valued function on (0,o0).

(i) If p> % and xP f (x) is a non-negative operator monotone function on (0,0), then
f is a Kwong function on (0,00).

(ii) If f is a Kwong function on (0,00) and 0 < p < %, then xP f(xP) is a non-negative
operator monotone function on (0,o0).

; . Py .
(iii) If f is a Kwong function on (0,00) and 0 < p < % then fg;,) is a non-negative
operator monotone decreasing function on (0,e0).

Proof. Let f(x) be a non-negative operator monotone function on (0,c0). Then f(x”) is
an operator monotone functions on (0,0) for each 0 < p < 1. Also, if f is a non-negative
operator monotone decreasing function on (0,c0), then f(x”) is an operator monotone
decreasing function for each 0 < p < 1. Employing these facts, we present the proof of
the theorem as follows.

(i) Let x” f(x”) be operator monotone for p > 1. Thus, xP/27 f(xP/2P) = x'/2 f(x/2)
is non-negative operator monotone function on (0,0). Now, f(x) is a Kwong
function by Theorem 1.1.

(ii) Suppose f is a Kwong function on (0,e) and 0 < p < % Then by Theorem 1.1,
x!'/2 f(x'/?) is a non-negative operator monotone function on (0, ). So x?”/% f(x*P/?) =
xP f(xP) is operator monotone.

.. . 2y,
(iii) Let f be a Kwong function on (0,c). It follows from Theorem 1.1 that i ()i]/;) isa
X
. . . p/2
non-negative operator monotone decreasing function on (0,e). Hence i Si]ﬁ ) =

% is operator monotone decreasing for 0 < p < %

O

Theorem 3.2. Let g be a non-negative operator convex function on (0,00) and —1 <

p < 1. Then s s g Kwong function on (0,0).

xP

Proof. Note that M is operator monotone on (0,e) [15, Lemma 2.1]. Therefore,

8(x")—g(0)

7 is operator monotone increasing or decreasing on (0,0) for each —1 < p <'1.

Hence,
g”) _ gx) —g(0) , £(0)
X xP xP
is Kwong because the function x” is Kwong for —1 < p <1 [5, Chapter 5]. U

Let f be a non-negative continuous function on (0,0). The geometric concavity
property states that
f(@)laf(b) < flatab),
for a,b > 0. In what follows, we study some operator arithmetic-geometric mean in-
equalities involving operator monotone functions. Consequently, we obtain a similar
geometric concavity property for Kwong functions and operator convex functions. First,
we recall the following Lemma.



Lemma 3.3. [7, Lemma 4.3.8] Let f be a non-negative operator monotone function on
(0,00) and let A > 0. Then

f(cA) <cf(A)

for every scalar ¢ > 1.
Now, we give an operator mean inequality for operator monotone functions.

Theorem 3.4. Let f be a non-negative operator monotone function on (0,0). Suppose
A and B are positive operators such that 0 < sA < B < tA for some scalars 0 < s <t. If
o, €[0,1], then

f(A)Vaf(B) < Af(AfgB),

where
A = max {(fﬁvazlfﬁ), (s*ﬁvaslfﬁ)} .

Proof. Since f is a non-negative operator monotone function on (0,c0), it is operator
concave [4, Chapter V]. Therefore,

F(A)Vaf(B) < f(AV4B). G.1)

It is easy to verify that t BVyt'=F > %P and s BVys' B > % B for 0 < s <t and
o, B € [0,1]. Without loss of generality, we may assume that 0 < s < 1 < ¢. Therefore,
A > 1. Now, we have

f(A)Vaf(B) f(AVB) (by (3.1))
f(A(AfgB)) (by Theorem 2.1 and monotonicity of f)

Af(A4gB) (by Lemma 3.3).

IN N CIA

O

Remark 3.5. We notice that if & = 8 in Theorem 3.4, then A < max {S(s),S(z)}. There-
fore,

f(A)af(B) < f(A)Vaf(B) < Af(AllgB) < vf(AlaB),

where ¥ = max {S(s),S(t)}. This shows that Theorem 3.4 is a generalization of [8,
Theorem 1].

Corollary 3.6. Let A and B be positive operators such that 0 < sA < B < tA for some
scalars 0 < s <t. If p,o, B €[0,1], then

APV 4 BP < ),P(AjiﬁB)P
where

A= max{(t_ﬁvatl_ﬁ), (s_ﬁVasl_B)} .

Proof. Note that f(x) = x” is a non-negative operator monotone function on (0, o).
Also, in the proof of Theorem 3.4, we have f(A)Vo f(B) < f (A(AfgB)). O



Corollary 3.7. Let f be a non-negative operator monotone function on (0,0). Suppose
A and B are positive operators such that 0 < ml < A,B < MI for some scalares 0 <m <
M. If a,B €1[0,1], then

f(A)Vaf(B) <Af(AtgB)

where

kzmax{(l—d)(%)ﬁ+a<%>lB,(l—(x) (%)Bm(%)l_ﬁ}.

Let A, B € M, be positive matrices. Ando and Hiai [ 1] used the log-majorization to
show that if o € [0, 1] and p > 1, then

11478 B7[[] < [[[(AtaB)"|]],

for every unitarily invariant norm ||| - |||. We recall that a norm ||| - ||| is said to be
unitarily invariant if |||A]|| = |||[UAV||| for all matrices A,U,V with U and V unitary.
Notice that a unitarily invariant norm is monotone in the sense that 0 < A < B implies
[||A]]| <|||B]|]- IfO <mI <A,B<MI, Seo [13] obtained an analog of Ando’s inequality
for 0 < p <1 as follows

|[[APEaBP[|| < (S(h))"[[(AfaB)"||]- (3.2)
Now, let A, B € M, such that 0 < sA < B <tA and 0 < p < 1. Corollary 3.6 shows that
|[|[AP86BP[|| < [[[APVoBP ||| < AP|||(AtpB)" ],

for all o, 3 € [0,1]. Notice that if 0 < ml <A,B < MI and o = 3, then A < S(h) and
we get Seo’s inequality (3.2).

Next, we deduce the analogs of the geometric concavity property for Kwong and
consequently for operator convex functions.

Corollary 3.8. Let f be a real-valued Kwong function on (0,c0). Suppose 0 < p < %
and 0 <sA <B<tAwithO<s <t Ifa,p €[0,1], then

(AP f(AP)VoBP f(B")) < A(AtgB)" f((AtgB)")
where

A= max{(t_ﬁvatl_ﬁ), (S_BVasl_ﬁ)} .

Proof. Note that h(x) = x” f(x”) is a non-negative operator monotone function on (0, o)
due to Theorem 3.1. Now, it is sufficient to use Theorem 3.4. g

Example 3.9. The function f(x) = sinh~'x = In <x+ (x> + 1)%> is Kwong on (0,00)
[11, Theorem 2.8]. Applying f(x) = sinh~!x to Corollary 3.8 we arrive at
(A?sinh ™' (A?)V B sinh~ ' (B)) < A(AfgB)” sinh~ ' (A B)".

In the case when ov = B, 0 <ml < A,B<MI and h = % we deduce the following
operator geometric mean inequality

(AP sinh~ ' (AP)#,BP sinh ! (B)) < S(h)(A#oB)F sinh~! (At B)P.



>

0=

Corollary 3.10. Let g be a non-negative operator convex function on (0,%0), 0 < p <
and 0 <sA <B<tAfor0<s<t Ifa,pB €[0,1], then

8(AP)Vog(BP) < Ag((AtpB)"),
where A is as in Corollary 3.8.

Proof. If g is a non-negative operator convex function on (0,c0), then Theorem 3.2

ensures that £& is a Kwong functions on (0,00). Thus, applying Corollary 3.8 to the

X
Kwong function @, we get the desired inequality. O

Remark 3.11. Corollary 3.10 gives a similar geometric concavity property for operator
convex functions as follows

g(AP)4qg(BP) < Ag((AfgB)"),

forall o, €[0,1],0< p< 1 and 0 < sA < B <tA.
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