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STRENGTHENING OF SPECTRAL RADIUS, NUMERICAL RADIUS, AND
BEREZIN RADIUS INEQUALITIES

PINTU BHUNIA

ABSTRACT. Suppose Hi,Ha,...,Hn are arbitrary complex Hilbert spaces, and A = [A;;] is an
n X n operator matrix with A;; € B(H;,Hi). We show that w(A) < w ([aij]zjzl) , where w(-)
denotes the numerical radius and the entries
w(Ai) ifi=Jj,
@ij = \/(HAz‘jH + 14507 = (A 1Azl = w(AziAy)) ifi < j,
0 if i > .

This bound improves w(A) < w ([agj]zj:1)7 where aj; = w(Au) if ¢ = j and af; = ||Ayl if
i # j [Abu-Omar and Kittaneh, Linear Algebra Appl. 2015]. We deduce an upper bound for the
Kronecker products A ® B, where A € M,,(C) and B € B(H1), which refines Holbrook’s classical
bound w(A® B) < w(A)||B|| [J. Reine Angew. Math. 1969], when all entries of A are non-negative.
Further, we obtain the Berezin radius inequalities for n x n operator matrices where the entries are
reproducing kernel Hilbert space operators, which refine Bakherad’s inequalities [Czech. Math. J.
2018]. We provide an example, which illustrates these inequalities for some concrete operators on
the Hardy—Hilbert space. Applying the numerical radius bounds, we show that if A; € B(H:, Hi)
and B; € B(H1,H;) for i = 1,2, then

1 1
r(Ai1B1 + A2B2) < 5 (w(B1A1) + w(B2A2)) + 5\/(w(BlA1) — w(B2A2))? + 3| B1 Azl||| B2 A1 || + 1,

where 71 = w(B2A1B1A2), and r(-) denotes the spectral radius. This refines the inequalities in
[Kittaneh, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 2006] and [Abu-Omar and Kittaneh, Studia Math. 2013]. We
also achieve a bound for the roots of an algebraic equation, which is sharper than Abdurakhmanov’s
bound [Math. USSR-Sb. (1988)].

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Throughout this work, B() denotes the C*-algebra of all bounded linear operators on a complex
Hilbert space H with inner product (.,.). The purpose of this work is to study the numerical radius
inequalities for n x n operator matrices, i.e., matrices whose entries are in B(?). Using similar
approaches, we also study the Berezin radius (Berezin number) inequalities for reproducing kernel
Hilbert space operators. We apply these inequalities to study the spectral radius inequalities for
the sums, products, and commutators of bounded linear operators and to estimate the roots of an
algebraic equation.

Calculating the exact value of the spectral radius of a complex matrix is not always possible.
The problem becomes more challenging for operator matrices. This problem, which has a wide
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range of applications, has stimulated mathematicians to establish estimates for the spectral radius
of operator matrices by developing spectral radius inequalities. The numerical radius is one of the
nice concepts for estimating the spectral radius of a bounded linear operator. The study of various
kinds of numerical range and numerical radius of a bounded linear operator goes back at least
to Hausdorff [22] and Toeplitz [36] (see also [21]). In fact, even earlier, it was started from the
Rayleigh quotients in the 19th century. The numerical radius has seen widespread usage through
applications in numerical analysis, functional analysis, operator theory, systems theory, quantum
information theory and quantum computing. We refer the reader to e.g. [12] for more on this.

Definition 1.1. The numerical range W(A) of a bounded linear operator A € B(H) is defined
as W(A) := {(Az,z) :x € H,|z| = 1}, and the numerical radius w(A) is defined as w(A) :=
sup{[(Az,z)| :x € H,|z|]| =1} =sup{|A\|: A€ W(A)}.

It is well known that the numerical radius defines a norm on B(#) and is equivalent to the
operator norm ||A|| = sup {||Az|| : x € H, ||z|| = 1} via the relation

S141 < w(4) < 4] (11)

These inequalities are sharp, 1[|A| = w(A) if A% =0 and w(A) = ||A[| if A is normal. It is also a
basic fact that the norm w(-) is weakly unitarily invariant (i.e., w(U*AU) = w(A) for all A € B(H)
and for all unitary U € B(H). In addition to that, one important inequality for the numerical
radius is w(A™) < w"™(A) for all n € N.

Over the years many researchers have been trying to improve the numerical radius inequalities

([TI) (we refer to e.g. the books [12] and [37]).

Numerical radius inequalities for operator matrices have also been well studied, see e.g. [4], [§],
[10], [15], [23] and [27]. Let #Hi,Ha,...,H, be complex Hilbert spaces, and let A = [A;;] be an
n x n operator matrix with entries A;; € B(H;, H;), the space of all bounded linear operators from

H; to H;. Then A € B(®}_H,;) is defined as Az := (E;;l Ay, Yoy Agimiy ooy iy Am-xi)T
for all x = (:171,:1:2, e ,xn)T € Bl Hi.

Operator matrices provide a useful tool to study Hilbert space operators, which have been
extensively studied, see e.g. [2I]. In [27], Hou and Du provided a useful bound for the numerical
radius of an n x n operator matrix A = [A;;], where A;; € B(H;,H;). They proved that

w(A) <w([I145107 ) - (12)

Further, in [4], Abu-Omar and Kittaneh provided a considerable improvement of (2)), namely,

w(A) <w ([aij]Zj:1> =w <[bij]zj:1> , (1.3)

(A)  ifizi w(Ai;) if i =7,
W Ajj yr=17 n .
where the entries a;; = {HAH ifi #j and bij = < || Al + |45l if i <,
ij o .

0 ifi>j.

The equality in ([[3]) is obtained using the following well-known fact (see [20, p. 44] and [14]): If
A = [a;5] € My, (C) with all entries a;; > 0, then
1 1

w(4) = gw (laij + ajil}jz1) = 3" (laij + ajil? ;=) » (1.4)

where r(-) denotes the spectral radius. Recall that for A € B(H), r(A) = sup{|A| : X € o(A)},
where o(A) denotes the spectrum of A.
Recently, Bhunia [§] developed an improvement of (3] for the case Hi = Ha = ... = H,.

In particular, he showed that w(A) < w <[a,~j]7.z

z,jzl)’ where the entries a;; = w(Ay) if i = 4,
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oy = 1 + a5l + 1
square root of A*A, ie., |A| = VA*A.

We begin by refining Abu-Omar and Kittaneh’s bound (L3]). Here is the main result of this
work.

if i < jand a;; = 0 if ¢ > j. Here |A| denotes the positive

Theorem 1.2. Let Hi,Ha, ..., Hn be complex Hilbert spaces, and let A = [A;;] be an nxn operator
matric with A;; € B(H;, Hi). Then

w(Ag;) if i =7,
w(A) <w ([aij]zj:1> , where aij = \/(”Ain + 145007 = (1A Agll — w(AjiAi) if i < 3,
0 if i > j.

Remark 1.3. Here we show that the bound in Theorem is at most the bound in (L3]). The
relation (I4]) and the spectral radius monotonicity of matrices with non-negative entries imply (see
[25, p. 491]) that if A = [as;], B = [bij] € My(C), then

w(A) <w(B) whenever 0 < aj; < b;j for all i, j. (1.5)

Clearly \/(HAz'jH + 1145007 = (1A Ajill = w(Ajidi) < | Aijll + [[Ajil| for all i < j, Hence,
Theorem [[2] refines Abu-Omar and Kittaneh’s bound (L3]) (via the inequality (L])).

We now move to our next motivation, i.e., the study of Berezin radius inequalities for reproducing
kernel Hilbert space operators. Let €2 be a non-empty set. A reproducing kernel Hilbert space
(RKHS in short) H(2) is a Hilbert space of complex valued functions on the set €, where point
evaluations are continuous (i.e., for each A € Q, the map E) : H(2) — C defined by E\(f) = f())
is a bounded linear functional on #({2). By the Riesz representation theorem for each A € 2, there
exists a unique ky € H(Q) such that E\(f) = (f, k) for all f € H(Q). The collection of functions
{kx : A € Q} is the set of all reproducing kernels of H(Q) and {ky = ”]]z—i” : A € Q} is the set of

all normalized reproducing kernels of H(€2). For A € B(H((2)), the function A, defined on  as
A(N) = (Aky, ky), is called the Berezin symbol (see [7] and [6]) of A. We recall that the Berezin

set and Berezin radius (or Berezin number) of A are denoted by Ber(A) and ber(A), respectively,
and defined (see [28]) as

Ber(4) := {ﬁ()\) tAE Q} and ber(A) :=sup {M()\)’ TN E Q} .

It is clear that Ber(A) C W(A), so ber(A4) < w(A). Note that ber(-) : B(H(2)) — R does not
define a norm, in general. If () has the “Ber” property (i.e., for any two operators A, B €
B(H(Q)), A(A\) = B()) for all A € Q implies A = B), then ber(-) defines a norm. The Berezin
symbol is useful in studying reproducing kernel Hilbert space operators and it has wide application
in operator theory. It has been studied in detail for Toeplitz and Hankel operators on Hardy and
Bergman spaces. For further information about the Berezin symbol and its applications, we refer
the reader to [13], [29], [28] and [30]. Recently, many mathematicians have studied the Berezin
number inequalities for reproducing kernel Hilbert space operators.

The Berezin number for operator matrices in B(®]_;7(€2;)) has also been well studied (see e.g.
[B], [I7], [35]), where 41, Qq,...,Q, are non-empty sets and &} H(2;) is also a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space on €1 x Qg x - - - x Q. For A = [A;;], where A;; € B(H(£2;),H(£2;)), Bakherad showed
in [5, Theorem 2.1] that

1.6
| Asl if i # j. (16)

ber(A) < w ([aij]zj) , where a;; = {
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Similar to Theorem [[.2] we can obtain an improvement of (L.6l). Before presenting this, here we
recall, the Berezin norm of A;; € B(H(£2;), H(£2;)) is defined as || A;;|per := sup {HA,J/;;AH TN E Qj} .
Clearly, || Ajllper < ||Aij]|. We prove that
Theorem 1.4. Let H(Q1), H(Q2),...,H(L,) be reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, and let A =
[A;j] be an nxn operator matrix with A;; € B(H(§2;), H(§;)). Then ber(A) < w ([aij]?jﬂ) , where

bE’I"(AZ‘Z') ZfZ = j,

2 . . .

aig = 4 1/ (14 loer + 1A% er )™ = (11453 loer | A llver — ber(A5idiy)) —if i <
0 if i > 7.

Remark 1.5. It is easy to show that a;; < [|Aijllper + [|A7; lber < | 4[| + [|Ajill for all i < j. Thus,
via the relations (4] and (LX), we remark that Theorem [[.4] refines Bakherad’s inequality (I.0).

We now come to our next motivation in this work: as an application of the improved numerical
radius estimates, we study spectral radius inequalities for the sums, products and commutators of
bounded linear operators in B(#), which improve and generalize the spectral radius inequalities in
[2] and [32]. In [32] Theorem 1], Kittaneh showed that if Ay, Ao, By, Bo € B(H), then

T’(AlBl + A2B2) <

1
< 3 (I[B1A1]| + || B2Az2]|)

1
o\ (1BLAL = [ Bos | + 4By o] B Ay | (1.7)
Further, Abu-Omar and Kittaneh |2l Theorem 2.2] obtained an improvement of (7)), namely,

1
T‘(AlBl + AQBQ) < 5 (w(BlAl) + ’LU(BQAQ))

5\ w(Bir) — w(Bon)? + 4] By o] By A (1)

In this work, by applying Theorem [[.2] we can obtain a considerable refinement of (L&) with also
allowing A; € B(H;,H1) and B; € B(H1,H;) for all i = 1,2 and H;, Ho be arbitrary Hilbert spaces.

Corollary 1.6. Let Hi,Ha be complex Hilbert spaces, and let A; € B(H;,H1) and B; € B(H1,H;)
for alli=1,2. Then

1
T’(AlBl + A2B2) < 5 (’LU(BlAl) + w(BQAQ))

1
+§\/(U)(31A1) — w(B2A2))2 + 3HBlA2H||BQA1|| + ’LU(BQAlBlAg).

Remark 1.7. Corollary [[6lrefines (I8]) (as w(B2A1B1As) < ||B1Az||||B2A1]]), so also refines (LT]).

A second application of Theorem is to provide a refined estimation for the zeros of a complex
polynomial p(z) = 2" + a,2" "' + ...+ asz + a1, n > 2, where ay,as,...,a, are complex numbers
and a; # 0. We show that

Theorem 1.8. If A is a zero of p(z), then

™ T 2
Al < lan| + cos — + (]anl—cos—) + 1+
n n

where o = ,/E?:_ll laj|? — % <|an—1| 1/ Z;L;ll |aj|2> :

DO | =
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Remark 1.9. Note that a > 0 for every non-zero polynomial p(z). Therefore, Theorem [[.8 refines

7T T 2
Al < lan| +cos -+ (\an\ — cos E> + [ 1+

1
2

given by Abdurakhmanov [I] (also Abu-Omar and Kittaneh [3]).

Organization of the paper. In Section [2] we develop an inner-product inequality (involving
two bounded linear operators), and using this we prove Theorem and deduce bounds for the
numerical radius of a single bounded linear operator and the product of operators. Using Theorem
[[2] we also obtain an upper bound for the numerical radius of the Kronecker products A ® B,
where A € M,,(C) and B € B(H), which refines a bound in [I1]. In Section [ similar to Theorem
[C2 we study Berezin number inequalities for reproducing kernel Hilbert space operators. We
prove Theorem [[L4] and deduce related results. In Section Ml as an application of our numerical
radius inequalities for n X m operator matrices, we obtain several spectral radius inequalities for
the sums, products and commutators of bounded linear operators (improving the results in [2]). In
particular, we prove Corollary In Section Bl by applying the numerical radius inequalities for
2 x 2 operator matrices obtained here, we provide a bound for the numerical radius of Frobenius
companion matrices. In particular, we prove Theorem

2. NUMERICAL RADIUS INEQUALITIES FOR N X n OPERATOR MATRICES

In this section we obtain numerical radius inequalities for n x n operator matrices that strengthen
([T3), and then deduce an upper bound for the numerical radius of 2 x 2 operator matrices that
refines the bound in [33] Theorem 2.1]. Begin by noting the well-known inner-product inequality
[18] which is known as Buzano’s inequality.

Lemma 2.1 ([8]). Let z,y,z € H. Then [(z,2)(z,y)| < 5 (llllyll + [z, 9)]) [l[*.

To prove our main result we need the following inner-product inequality (involving two bounded
linear operators).

Lemma 2.2. Let Hi,Ho be complex Hilbert spaces, and let A € B(H1,Hsz) and B € B(Ha, H1).
Then

[(Az, y)| + [(By, z)| < \/(HAH +[1BI)? = ([AI1B] — w(BA) [zlllyll ¥z € Hi, Vy € Ho.
Proof. Using Lemma 2.1}, we get
(I{Az, y)| + [(By, z)|)*

|(Az,y)|* + [(By, z)|* + (| Az|[| B*z|| + |(BAz, 2)|)||y|
(A2 + 1 BIP + [ AIIBI + w(BA) [l ]I,

as desired. O

VANVAN

With this lemma in hand, we can now refine the Abu-Omar and Kittaneh’s inequality (L3):

Proof of Theorem[. 2 Let x = (xl,:ng,...,:nn)T be a unit length vector in @ ;#;, that is,
S, llal® = 1. Then

n

(Az,z)| = | D (Aijzj, @)

ij=1
n n n
< Y NAimg )| = (A, )+ Y (Aiag, )]
ij=1 =1 ij=1

i
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= > WAjmg )+ D ((Aijag, )| + [(Ajizi, z5)])
=1 ij=1
i<j

> wA)lla|® + D (A, x| + [(Azizs, z5)])

<
=1 ij=1
i<j
n n
< D w@pllzl? + ) agllzlllzs|l - (by Lemma22)
j=1 i,j=1
i<j
= ([au]},y lal.Jol)
where || = ([Jz1]], |22, ..., ngn”)T € C" is a unit vector. This implies |(Az,z)| < w ([aij]?jﬂ)
for all x € ®] ;H; with ||z|| =1, and so w(A) <w ([aij]?jzl) . O

From Theorem[[2] we deduce an upper bound for the numerical radius of 2 x 2 operator matrices.
Paul and Bag [33] (also Abu-Omar and Kittaneh [4]) have shown that if H;,Hs are Hilbert spaces,
and A € B(H1), B € B(Hz2,H1), C € B(H1,H2) and D € B(H2), then

w([é gD < %(w(A)+w(D))—|—%\/(w(A)—w(D))2+(HB||+||CH)2- (2.1)

Now Theorem yields the following corollary, which refines ([2.1]).

Corollary 2.3. Let Hq,Ha be complex Hilbert spaces, and let A € B(H1), B € B(Hq,H1), C €
B(H1,Hs) and D € B(Hs). Then

w<[g g}) < 5 (w(A) +u(D))

1
+§\/(w(A) —w(D))” + (Bl + ICI)? = (IBIIIC|| — w(CB)).
Proof. Setting n =2, Aj1 = A, Ao = B, Ay = C and Ay = D in Theorem [[.2], we get

([ ) e[ o)) (2 JB)) v

where § = \/(HBH +lc? = (IBllIC| - w(CB)). =

To deduce the numerical radius inequalities for a bounded linear operator and the sum of two
operators, we need the following known results.

Lemma 2.4 ([23]). Let H1,Ho be complex Hilbert spaces, and let B € B(Ha,H1) and C €
B(Hi,Ha). Then

(1) w <[g g]) = %supeeR e B + e~ C¥||.
(2) If Hy = Ho, then w <[g lg]) — w(B).

Considering H1 = Hy and A = D =0, B = C in Corollary 23] and using Lemma 2.4] (2), we
obtain an upper bound for the numerical radius w(B) of B € B(H).

Corollary 2.5. If B € B(H), then

w(B) < \/HBII2 - i (1B = w(B?)).
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This bound is at most the classical bound || B||. Therefore, from this inequality we also get the
well-known facts: w(B) = ||B]| (e.g. B is normal) implies || B|> = w(B?) = || B?|| = w?*(B).

Next, by considering A = D = 0 in Corollary 2.3 and using Lemma[2.4] (1), we obtain a numerical
inequality for the sum of two operators.

Corollary 2.6. Let Hi,Ha be complex Hilbert spaces, and let B € B(Hz,H1) and C € B(H1, Ha).
Then

iB+crl<20 (|8 5]) < VB IcD? - 4B1Icl - ves)).

Remark 2.7. (1) Clearly the right hand side term is at most || B|| + ||C|, so Corollary 2.6l is a nice
improvement of the triangle inequality of the operator norm.
(2) The second inequality in Corollary 20 refines and generalizes w <[g g}) < 2(IBl+lIc)

for all B,C € B(H), given in [23] Theorem 2.3].
Again, from Corollary 23] we deduce an inequality for the sum of two positive bounded operators:

Corollary 2.8. Let A, B € B(H) be positive. Then

1
lA+ Bl = 5 Al +1BI)

1
2
for all a,t € [0,1].

+

A Al—tBl—a
BeA! B
23l imply the desired inequality. O

Proof. From [9, Theorem 5.2], we have ||A+ B|| < w ([ ]) . This and Corollary

In particular, for o =t = %, we have

1 1
A+ Bl < Al +1BI) + 5\/(HAII —IBI)* + 4] A2 BY2|2. (2.2)

This is also proved by Kittaneh [31]. Hence, Corollary 2.8 generalizes Kittaneh’s inequality (2.2]).
Based on Corollary (L6), we obtain a numerical radius inequity for the product of two operators:

Corollary 2.9. Let A, B € B(H). Then

w(AB) < w(BA)+ {VITAPIBE + w (AP, (23)

Moreover, if AB = BA, then

w(AB) < 5VATATTBIE + w (AFIBP) (24)

Proof. The inequality (Z4]) is immediate from (23]). To show (Z3]), consider A; = A, By = B,
As = B* and By = A* in Corollary to obtain:

1 1
|Re(AB)|| < Sw(BA)+ V3 AP[BI? +w (|AP|B*]).

Replacing A by e A, and then taking the supremum over all § € R, we get ([23). O

Remark 2.10. For A € B(H), let A = U|A| be the polar decomposition of A. The generalized
Aluthge transform of A, denoted as A;, is defined as A; = |A['U|A|'~!, ¢t € [0,1]. In particular,

\/(IIAH —|B|)? + (|| A=t Bl=e| 4 || BaAt||)* — (|| Al=t Bl=e|||| Ba At|| — w(B*AB—%)),
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Ay = U*U?|A|, A, = |A|UU*U = |A|U and 1211/2 = |A|'2U|A|Y/? = A (the Aluthge transform of
A). Replace A and B by U|A|'~! and |A|!, respectively, in ([23]) to obtain:

w(A) < %w(fit) + %HAH, for all t € [0,1]. (2.5)

This is also given in [2]. Replace A and B by |A|' and U|A|'~¢, respectively, in (23] to obtain:

w(A;) < %w(A) + %\/3||AH2 +w(|A|2|A*[20=0) for all t € ]0,1]. (2.6)
In particular, for ¢t = %,
~ 1 1
wd) < jw(d)+ Z\/3||AH2 +w(]A[[A*]). (2.7)

Inequalities for Kronecker products. A simple consequence of Theorem is to provide an
upper bound for the numerical radius of the Kronecker product A ® B, where A € M, (C) and
B e B(H).

Definition 2.11. The tensor product Hi ® Ho of two complex Hilbert spaces H1 and Ho is defined
as the completion of the inner product space consisting of all elements of the form )" | z; ® y; for
x; € Hq and y; € Ha, for n > 1, under the inner product (x @y, z@w) := (x, z)(y, w). In particular,
C" @ H = HO,

The Kronecker product A®B of A € B(H1) and B € B(Hz2) is defined as (A®B)(z®y) := Az®By
for x ® y € H1 ® Ho. In particular, if A = [a;;] € M,,(C) and B € B(H), the Kronecker product
A® B = la;B]}';—; € B(H®") is an n x n operator matrix.

In [24] Theorem 3.4], Holbrook proved that
w(A® B) < w(4)|B]. (2.8)

Holbrook proved this in the setting of bounded linear operators A and B on a Hilbert space H.
However, this easily generalizes to any A € B(H1) and B € B(H2), where (H1,H2) denotes an
arbitrary pair of Hilbert spaces; see e.g. [16, Equation (2)]. As a simple consequence of Theorem
[L2] we can deduce an improvement of Holbrooks’s bound (2.8]), when the complex Hilbert space
H; is finite-dimensional.

Corollary 2.12. Let A = [a;j] € My (C) and B € B(H). Then w(A® B) <w ([Cij]?j:1> , where
|aii|w(B) ifi=j,
cij = 4 V/(aijl +1azil)?[BI* —laiazl (I1BI* —w(B?) ifi <,
0 if © > j.

Proof. Since A® B = [a;; B}';_; € B(H®™) is an n x n operator matrix, the desired bound follows
from Theorem O

Remark 2.13. (1) Similar to Remark [[.3] one can show that the bound in Corollary is at
most w (Haij\]zj:l) | B||. Therefore, Corollary 212 refines Holbrook’s bound (2.8]), when all entries

of A are non-negative.

(2) Also Corollary refines the bound w(4A ® B) < w(C°), where C° = [¢;]}';_; is an
n x n matrix with diagonal entries ¢; = |a;|w(B) and off-diagonal entries ¢;; = |as;|||B|| for all
1 <i# j < n. This bound was shown in [II, Theorem 1.3].
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3. BEREZIN RADIUS INEQUALITIES FOR n X n OPERATOR MATRICES

Here we obtain a Berezin number inequality for general n x n operator matrices, which refines
Bakherad’s inequality (L6]). First, we record an inner-product inequality:

Lemma 3.1. Let Ao € B(H(Q2), H(1)) and A2r € B(H(Q1), H(Q2)). Then

[(Arakny, kx| + [(Aarky, s oay )| < \/(HAmeer + 1143, lber)* = (1 Asllber | A3, [ler — ber(Ag1 Ai)),
for all ky, € H(N) and ky, € H(Qy).
Proof. Similar to Lemma O

With this lemma in hand, we now obtain an improvement of Bakherad’s inequality (L.0):

Proof of Theorem[1.7} For (A1, A2,...,A\p) € Q1 xQax---xQy, let l;:()\l,)%m,)\n) = (kx; s kxgy -+ kn,)
be the corresponding normalized reproducing kernel of @ ;7(€2;). Then similar to Theorem
and using Lemma [B], we obtain that

n

(AR a0 B )] = | D (Aijkay, Ea,)
ij=1
< Z |<Ajjk/\j=k>\j>‘ + Z <‘<Aijk>\j’k/\i>‘ + ‘<Aﬁk>\wk/\j>‘)
j=1 ij=1

i<j
S <[aij]2j:1y7y>v
T N - -
where y = ([kx, [l |k [l - - [1Ea, )" € C™ with ||ly|| = 1. Hence, [(Akx, xo,an) KOu dan))]
w([a;;]7;—1). Taking the supremum over all (A1, Az, ..., An) € 1 X Qo X - x Qy,, We get ber(A)
w([a;]f—1), as desired.

[RVANVAN

From Theorem [L.4] and similar to Corollary 2.3 we can deduce a Berezin number inequality for
2 x 2 operator matrices:

Corollary 3.2. Let H(21), H(22) be reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, and let A € B(H (1)), B €
B(H(Q2), H(21)), C € B(H(),H(Q2)) and D € B(H(Q2)). Then

ber([é gD < L (ber(4) + ber(D))

I

+ 5\/(1767’(14) - be’r'(D))2 + (IBllper + HC*Hber)z = (IBllper [|C*[|per — ber(C'B)).

Clearly, Corollary improves the following existing inequality:

A B 1 1 5 9
ber <[C’ D]) < 5 (ber(A) + ber(D)) + 5\/(ber(A) —ber(D))" + (|| Bl + IC])7, (3.1)
which was given in [5]. Here we consider an example (Hardy—Hilbert space operators) to show
Corollary is a proper improvement of (3.I]).

Example 3.3. Recall that (see [34]) the Hardy—Hilbert space of the unit disk D = {\ € C: |\| < 1}
is denoted by H?(D) and is defined as the Hilbert space of all analytic functions on D having
power series representations with square summable complex coefficients. It is well known that
H?(D) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space. For A € D, the corresponding reproducing kernel
of H*(D) is given by kx(z) = Yoo, A"2". Suppose M = ]\gz ]\ZC} € B(H?*(D) ® H*(D))

z 22
be a 2 x 2 matrix with the entries P, P,, M, and M, are respectively defined as Pc(f) =
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<f7¢0>7 Pz(f) = <f7¢1>¢17 Mz(f) = ¢1 : f and Mz2(f) = ¢2 : f7 where f € H2(]D)7 (bl(z) = Zi
for all z € D and ¢ = 0,1,2. Then ber(M,) = ber(M,2) = 1, ber(P,Pc) = 0, ||Pcllper = 1 and
P lber = || P ||ber = 3. Therefore,

ber(M) < % (ber(M.) + ber(M=2))
1
+ 5\/(ber(Mz) - ber(Mz2))2 + (1 Pcllper + ”Pz*”ber)z = (I1Pcllver | P5[per — ber (P, Fc))
447

4
< 2= % (ber(M.) + ber(Mz2)) + %V (ber(M.) — ber(M.2))* + (|| Pe|| + || P:|)*.

4. SPECTRAL RADIUS INEQUALITIES FOR BOUNDED LINEAR OPERATORS

As an application of the improved numerical radius inequalities for n X n operator matrices,
we obtain spectral radius inequalities for the sums, products and commutators of bounded linear
operators, which improve and generalize the results in [2].

Before we prove our results, we need the following basic facts about the spectral radius of
bounded linear operators. It is well-known that r(A) < w(A) for every A € B(H), and equality
holds if A is normal. Another important property for the spectral radius is the commutative
property, i.e., r(AB) = r(BA) for every A € B(H1,H2) and B € B(Hz, H1). Also it is well-known
that if A € B(H1) and B € B(Hz), then r (A @ B) = max{r(A),r(B)}. With these results in hand,
we can now show the following inequality.

Proposition 4.1. Let Hi,Ha, ..., H, be complex Hilbert spaces, and let A; € B(H;, Hi) and
B; € B(H1,H;) for alli=1,2,...,n. Thenr (3 ;" AiB;) <w ([aij]ﬁ ) , where

i,j=1

w(B;A;) if i = J,

i =3 JUBA + 1B Al — (1BA B AN - w(BABA) i<

0 if i > j.
A Ay ... A, By 0 ... 0
0O 0 ... 0 By, 0 ... 0

Proof. By letting A= | . L . land B=1| . . | .| in B(&],H;), we obtain

0O 0 ... 0 B, 0 ... 0

r| > 4B | =r > A;B;@0| =r(AB) = r(BA) < w(BA).
j=1 j=1

This and Theorem imply the desired inequality. O

With this proposition in hand, we now obtain an improvement of Abu-Omar and Kittaneh’s
inequality (L.8):
Proof of Corollary [I.4. From Proposition [4.1] (for n = 2), and using (4]), we get

1
T(AlBl + AQBQ) < 5 (w(BlAl) + w(BQAg))

1
+§\/(w(31A1) — w(ByA2))? + (|| B1Az|| + | B2A1 )2 — a,

where a = ||B1Asl|||B2A1|| — w(ByA1B1As). The desired inequality follows by replacing A; and
Bi by tA; and %Bl, respectively, and then taking the infimum over ¢ > 0. O
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It is well known that if A,B € B(H) with AB = BA, then r(A + B) < r(A) + r(B) and
r(AB) < r(A)r(B). But, in general, for non-commutative bounded linear operators, the spectral
radius is neither subadditive nor submultiplicative. (To see this consider two-dimensional example,

with A = [8 (1)} and B = [2 8} .) In this regard, we deduce the spectral radius inequalities for
the sums, products and commutators of operators, which refine the existing inequalities in [2]. In

[2, Corollary 2.4], it was shown that

r(A+B) < % (w(A) + w(B)) + %\/(w(A) —w(B))* + 4min {| AB], || BA| }.

We improve this inequality in the following corollary, where the term 4 min {||AB]||,||BA|} is
replaced by min {3||AB|| + w(AB), 3| BA| + w(BA)}.

Corollary 4.2. Let A, B € B(H). Then

r(A+B) < +(w(A)+w(B))

2
1\/ B))? + min {3||AB|| + w(AB), 3| BA|| + w(BA)}.
Proof. Letting H, = Ho = H, and A; = A, Bo = B and By = Ay = I in Corollary [LGl we get
r(A+B) < % (w(A) +w(B)) + %\/(w(A) —w(B))? + 3| BA|| + w(BA). (4.1)
By symmetry (by switching A and B), it follows from (&.1]) that
r(A+B) < % (w(A) +w(B)) + %\/(w(A) —w(B)? + 3|AB| + w(AB).  (42)
Hence, the desired inequality follows by combining ([41]) and (£2]). O

In [2 Corollary 2.5], it was shown that

F(AB+ BA) < ;( (AB) +w(BA)) 1\/ (AB) — w(BA))® + 4] A2|[| B2].

We improve this inequality in the following corollary, with the term 4[| A?||||B?|| is replaced by
3]|A%|||| B?|| + min {w(A?B?),w(B*A?)} .

Corollary 4.3. Let A, B € B(H). Then

F(AB+ BA) < % (w(AB) + w(BA))

T \/ (AB) — w(BA))? + 3| 42| B2|| + min {w(A2B2), w(B2A2)}.
Proof. Letting Hq1 = Ho = H, A1 = By = A, B = B and A = +B in Corollary [L.G, we get
F(AB+ BA) < % (w(AB) + w(BA))

1
\/ (AB) — w(BA))? + 3| 42| B?|| + w(A2B2). (4.3)
By symmetry (by switching A and B), we also get

F(AB+ BA) < % (w(AB) + w(BA))

1\/ (AB) — w(BA))? + 3| A2|[| B2|| + w(B2A2). (4.4)

Thus, the desired inequality follows by combining the inequalities (43]) and (4.4)). O
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In [2, Corollary 2.6], it was shown that

r(AB £ BA) < w(AB)+ Vmin{[|A[[|AB2], | B][A2B]}}

and

MAB£BA) < w(BA)+ \/mn{[A[IB2A], [BIBAY.
Similar to the above corollaries, we improve these inequalities in the following result.

Corollary 4.4. Let A, B € B(H). Then

r(AB+ BA) < w(AB)+ %\/3min{HAIIHA32H7 IBI[[A%B]} + w(A*B?) (4.5)

and

1
r(AB+ BA) < w(BA)+ 5\/3 min{||A|||| B2A||, | B|||BA?||} + w(B?A2). (4.6)

Proof. Letting H1 = Ho =H, A1 =1, Ay = B, By = AB and By = +A in Corollary [LG, we get

r(AB + BA) < w(AB)+%\/3||AH||AB2||+w(A2B2). (4.7)

Again, letting Ay = AB, Ay = B, By = I and By = +A in Corollary [LG, we get

r(AB+ BA) < w(AB)+ \/3||B\|||A2B||+w(A2B2) (4.8)

Combining the inequalities (£71) and (£8)), we obtain the desired inequality ([@35]). The inequality
(5] follows from (45]) by symmetry (by switching A and B). O

In [2, Corollary 2.7], is was shown that

r(AB) < i(w(AB)—i—w(BA))

1 .
+1y/ (W(AB) - w(BA)? + 4xmin {| A BAB|, | Bl ABAJ }

Similar to the above corollaries, we refine this inequality in the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. Let A, B € B(H). Then

1 1
HAB) < 7 ((AB) +w(BA)+ 7\ (w(AB) — w(BA)? +,
where v = min {3||A||| BAB|| + w(ABAB), 3||B||||ABA| + w(BABA)} .
Proof. Letting H1 = Ho = H, A1 = lA, Ay = lAB, By = B and By = I in Corollary [, we get

r(AB) < & (W(AB) + w(BA)) 1\/ (AB) — w(BA))? + 3| A||| BAB| + w(ABAB).  (4.9)

N

By symmetry (by switching A and B), we also get

1 1
H(AB) < § (W(AB) + w(BA) + Z\/(w(AB) — w(BA))? + 3||B||| ABA|| + w(BABA). (4.10)
Combining the inequalities ([€9) and (£I0), we obtain the desired inequality. O

To conclude this section, we would like to remark that the spectral radius inequalities obtained
here also refine Kittaneh’s inequalities in [32].
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5. BOUNDS FOR THE ROOTS OF AN ALGEBRAIC EQUATION

As another application of the improved numerical radius inequalities for 2 x 2 operator matrices,
we deduce a refined bound for the zeros of an arbitrary complex polynomial

p(2) = 2" + a2+ -+ agz +a, n>2,
where ay,as,...,a, are complex numbers and a; # 0. The Frobenius companion matrix C(p) of
p(z) is given by
—a —an—-1 ... —ag —aq
O — n n
(p) I 0(n—1)><1

It is well known (see [25, pp. 316]) that the eigenvalues of C(p) are precisely the zeros of the
polynomial p(z). Hence, if A is any zero of p(z), then

Al < r(C(p)) < w(C(p)). (5.1)

In this work, by considering C'(p) as a 2 X 2 operator matrix and using the numerical radius
inequality in Corollary 2.3l we prove Theorem [[.8], which refines (I.9]). For this first we need the
following well-known lemmas.

01x(n—1 0
Lemma 5.1 ([20]). Let L, = [ x(n—1) |

Inv Op-1)xa

Lemma 5.2 ([19]). If ai,a2,...,a, € C, then w ([al Oa(i_i)‘x.n an]> = % <|a1| + \/Z}Ll |aj|2).

With these results in hand, we can now improve Abdurakhmanov’s bound (L9)):

} . Then w(L,,) = cos .

Proof of Theorem[L8. Consider C(p) = [é, D] as a 2 X 2 operator matrix, where A = [—ap]1x1,
B = [~an-1,—an-2,. .., —a1)ix(n-1), C = [1,0,...,0]%2_1)><1 and D = L,,_q1. Here w(A) = |ay|,

w(D) = cosZ (by Lemma B.1)), w(CB) = %(]an_ll + \/Z;-:ll ’aj’2) (by Lemma B.2)), ||B| =
,/E?:_ll laj|? and ||C|| = 1. Hence, from Corollary 23] we have

T T 2
w (C(p)) S ‘an‘ -+ cos E + (‘an‘ — COS E) + 1 +

N |

where o = Z;L;ll laj> -1 <|an_1| + ,/Z?:_ll |aj|2) . This and (5J)) imply the desired bound. O
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