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ABOUT SOME INEQUALITIES FOR POSITIVE OPERATORS
ON HILBERT SPACES

LOREDANA CIURDARIU

ABSTRACT. In this paper, several inequalities for positive definite operators
defined on Hilbert spaces will be presented under suitable assumptions, which
improves the well-known inequality of Young. These inequalties will be rewrit-
ten then using norms, and other particular important case of these inequalities
will be presented as consequences.

1. Introduction

It is necessary to recall the following results which are given in the papers [5]
and [7] and will be used below in the demonstration of inequalities from Theorem
2, Consequence 1 and Theorem 3. In these propositions the same method as in the
paper [2] will be utilized.

Lemma 1. ([5]) Let a and b be such that a,b > 0 and 0 < v < 1. Then the following
inequality holds:
va® 4+ (1 —v)b* < (a”b* ") + so(a — b)?,

where so = max{r,1 — v}.

As a particular case of a result of H. Kober when n = 2, see [6] and [7], we
will use in next section an improvement of the inequality between arithmetic and
geometric means:

(1) r(Va- VB < dat (1= Nb - < (1= ) (Va - VB,

where a, b are the positive real numbers, A € [0,1] and r = min{A, 1 — A}.

Theorem 1. ([7]) For a,b>1, and A € (0,1) we have
r(va — Vb)? + A () log? (%) <Aa+(1—ANb—a b~ <

< (1-r)(Va— V) +Bi(\) log” ()

where r = min{\, 1 — A}, A;(\) = 2022 1 gpg By(A) = 2022 Lor,
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First, it is necessary to recall that for selfadjoint operators A, B € B(H ) we write
A< B (or B> A)if < Az,x ><< Bz,x > for every vector x € H. In this paper,
we will consider A as being a selfadjoint linear operator on a complex Hilbert space
(H;< .,.>) as in [2] and the references therein. The Gelfand map establishes a *-
isometrically isomorphism ® between the set C'(Sp(A)) of all continuous functions
defined on the spectrum of A, denoted Sp(A), an the C*- algebra C*(A) generated
by A and the identity operator 15 on H as follows: For any f, f € C(Sp(A)) and
for any «, 8 € C we have

(i) (af + ﬁg) =a®(f) + BP(g);

(i) ®(fg) = B()D(g) and B(f) = D(f*);

i) 16CH — 1] Subresy(ay |F (O]

(iv) ®(fo) =1y and @(f1) = A, where fo(t) =1 and fi(t) =t for t € Sp(A.)

Using this notation, as in [2] for example, we define

f(A):=(f) for all feC(Sp(A))

and we call it the continuous functional calculus for a selfadjoint operator A. It is
known that if A is a selfadjoint operator and f is a real valued continuous function
on Sp(A), then f(t) > 0 for any ¢ € Sp(A) implies that f(A4) > 0, i.e. f(A) is
a positive operator on H. In addition, if and f and g are real valued functions on
Sp(A) then the following property holds:

(2) f(t) > g(t) for any ¢e€ Sp(A) implies that f(A4) > g(A)
in the operator order of B(H).
We recall the following inequality given in [1].

Proposition 1. ([1]) Let A and B be two positive definite operators on H. Then
we have

v< A%z, > +(1 —v) < BYy,y ><< A%z, >< B0y > 4

+50 [< A%z,x > -2 < Az, >< By,y > + < B%y,y >] ,
for each x,y € H with ||z|| = ||y|| = 1, where 0 <v <1 and sop = max{r,1 —v}.

2. Main results

The following results present several inequalities for positive operators. We start
by recaling the following particular cases as applications of Proposition 1. Some of
these particular cases were given in [1].

Remark 1. (i) If we take in inequality from Proposition 1, y = x then we have:
v< Ao > +(1—-v) < B?r,x ><< A%z, 0 >< B> 0 > +
+50 [< A%z x> -2 < Ax,x >< Bx,z >+ < B%z,x >]

for each x € H with ||z|| = 1, where sg = max{v,1 —v}.
(i) If in addition A = B then in inequality from Proposition 1 we obtain:

1 —2sg {< Az x> — (< A, x >)2} << Agp>< A207Vg >

for each x € H with ||z|| = 1, where sg = max{v,1 —v}.
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(iii) We notice that under conditions of Proposition 1, the corresponding inequal-
ity becomes:
_ 1 1
V|| Az|P+(1=v)[|By|[* < [|A"2||| B y|[*+soll| Az —2||AZ x| [?|| B2 y| |+ | Byl|*].

(iv) We see that under conditions of (i), this inequality can be also rewritten like
below:

vl|Ax|P+(1=v)|| Bz < [|A”al]*|| B~ al|*+so[|| Ax|[*~2|| A2 2] |*|| B ] |*+]| Ba|’]
(v) Under conditions of (i), this inequality can be rewritten like below:

1 — 2so[||Ax|* — || A2 2]!] < [|A”a| || A" 2]

Theorem 2. Let A and B be two positive definite operators on H. If A € [0,1]
then we have

7‘(< Az, >+ < By,y > —2<A%x,x >< B%y,y >) <

<A< Az,z>4(1—-)) <By,y>— < Az, x >< By, y ><
<(1-r) (< Ax,x >+ < By,y > -2 < A%:mx >< B%y,y >) ,
for each x,y € H with ||z|| = |ly|| = 1, where r = min{\, 1 — A}.
Proof. The proof will be as in [1], Proposition 3. I

Consequence 1. Let A a positive definite operator on H. If A € [0,1] then we
have )
<Az,z > (< Arzax >)?
2| |1 —2(1 ) - <
||]? IEdls

<< A7z x >< Az ><

3 2
<[l ll_QT << A,z > (< Azza>) )] ,

IEdls (el
for each x € H with x # 0, where r = min{\, 1 — A}.
Proof. Taking in Theorem 2, A = B and x = y we find the following inequality:

1—-2(1—7r) [< Az,z > —(< Azg, x >)2} << ATz >< Az, x ><

<1-2r [< Az, x > —(< A%x,x >)2] ,

when ||z|| = 1.
If we replace in this last inequality @ € H for which [|z|] = 1 by M * € H
then previous inequality becomes:

2
=20 - 1) <Aﬂf,w>_(<Aw,x>) <
||| ||| lz||” [|]]
<< Al_ki,i >< A)‘i7i ><
||| [||] lz|| " ||||

<1-2r
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or

1—2(1—r)

<Az,z> (< Azg, z >)? <A >< Alx,x >
||][? [|[* - [|]]* -

<1-2r

IEdls [lz][*

< Az,z> (< A%x,x >)2]
Therefore we get,

3 2
o] [1—2(1—7‘) << Az,z > (< Azz,x>) )

<< ATz oz >< Az x ><

||| |2 ||| |*
<Az, > (< Adx,x>)?
<lalft 1 -2 [ SA0E = (SAREE)
||| |||

Now we rewrite above inequality using the norm, obtaining:

Remark 2. Let A a positive definite operator on H. If X € [0, 1] then we have
21 = 201 = r) (llal 2l abal - 1at2)?) <

< [|4*F 0l 2l A2l < Jlal* - 2r (llal | Akal2 - || ATa]?)
for each x € H with x # 0, where r = min{\, 1 — A}.
Moreover, if we replace in inequality from Theorem 2 z € H for which ||z|| =1

by 1o, # € H and y € H for which [yl = 1 by ﬁ, y € H, then doing similar
calculus as in the proof of Consequence 1, previous inequality becomes:

Remark 3. Let A and B be two positive definite operators on H. If X € [0,1] then
we have the inequality

Myll? < Az,z > +(1=-N)||z[|* < By,y > —(1-r)(|lyl|* < Az,x > +||z[|* < By,y > —

(a) —2< A%z,z >< Biy,y >) << Az, x >< By y ><
< AlI? < Az, z > +(1-N)||z||> < By,y > —r(||[y||* < Az, z > +||z||* < By,y > —

—2< A?z,z >< Bry,y >),

or the following form can also takes place using norm
MylPllAz 2] + (1 = M|2[[P1BZyl1* — (1 = r)(Ilyl*||Azz]]* + ||=|]*|| B=y||*~
1 1 2 1-x
(b) —2[|ATz|*[|Biy|]?) < [|AZa|*|B7Z y|* <
< MlylPl|Azz]? + (1 = Nz|*[|B2yl)” = r(llyl*||Azz|]* + ||l=]]*|| BZy||*~

2| A%z [*||By| ),
for each x,y € H with x # 0, y # 0 where r = min{\, 1 — A}.
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Theorem 3. Let A and B be two positive definite operators on H, A € [0,1] and
r = min{\, 1—A}. Then for each x,y € H withx # 0, y # 0 the following inequality
holds:

< Aig,x >< Biy,y>
Myl + @ =Mzl = @ =) | Iyl + [J2]]* - 2 T|=
(< Az,z >< By,y >)=

. < Az >< By y >
~ (< Az,z >)M< By,y >)'=* —

(3)

9 9 9 9 <A%x,m ><B%y,y>
< AMyll® + @ = Mll[* =7 |yl + [|z[|* — 2 :

(< Az,z >< By,y >)?

Proof. We consider inequality (1) where a will be replaced by

_b
<By,y>"

and b by

_a
<Az, x>
Thus we get

Nl

a b azbz
r + -2 1 <
<Az,x> < By,y> (< Az,xz >)2(< By,y >)

a b arb =
— 4+ (1=X) — — <
< Az, x > < By,y> (< Az,z >)M< By,y >)1—*

< ) a n b 9 azbhs

_r _ 7
- <Az,x> < By,y> (< Az, z >)%(< By, y >)%
for all a, b real positive numbers and x,y € H with z # 0,y # 0.

If we fix a > 0 and apply the inequality (2), see the property (P) from [2], then
we have for each x € H, x # 0 that

A bl A
r + -2
< Az,x> < By,y> (< Az, x >)

=

ol
Nl

b3
<
(< By,y >)

A bl AMpI—A
ol S Cl) - X = <
< Az,z > < By,y> (< Az,x >)*(< By,y >)
) - LB —— ).
< Azr,x > < By,y> (< Az,x >)2 (< By,y >)?

which is equivalent to

r<1+bl<x,x> 9 b%<A%m,x> )S

< By,y > (< Az,z >)2(< By,y >)2

1-A A

S)\_i_(l_)\)bl<a:,:1c>_ b < Arx,x > <
< By,y > (< Az,z >)< By,y >)!=*
I I < A2

<(1-7) 1+b <a:,a:>_2 b2<1zx,m> 1
< By,y > (< Az,z >)2(< By,y >)2

for all x,y € H with « # 0, y # 0.
But, if we apply now the inequality (2), see the property (P) from [2], then for
any y € H,y # 0 we have:
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B<zx> B%<A%x,x>
r| I+ -2 1 T

< By,y > (< Az, >)2(< By,y >)2
B<ax,x> B < Ax x>
<By,y> (< Az,xz>)M< By,y>)1=* ~

B Bz < A2
S(l—r) ja <x,x>_2 2<12x,x>
< By,y > (< Az,x >)2(< By,y >)

<A+ (1-))

SIS

and therefore

< Biyy><Atz,z>
r{ Yl + (] =2 T T =
(< Aw,z >)2(< By,y >)2

< By y >< Az, x>
<Al + (1= Vet - SpBEZ

< Biy,y>< Aziz,x>
<@ =) (Hyl? +[alf® -2 I I
(< Az,z>)2(< By,y >)2

for all x,y € H with = # 0, y # 0.
|

Inequalities from below represent several important special cases of the inequality
(3) from Theorem 3.

Consequence 2. (i) If we take now x =y, in the conditions of previous theorem,
Theorem 3, then the inequality becomes:

= < Aiz,x >< Birax >

2|12 —

lz|* = 2(1 ) T
(< Az,x >< Bzx,x >)2

< Az x >< Bz x> <
~ (< Az,x >)M< Bz,z >)17X

22 < APz, >< Biz.x >
x||* = .
(< Az,z >< Bx,x >)2

(ii) If we take instead A = B, in the conditions of previous theorem, Theorem 3,
then the inequality becomes:

<|al|* —2r

Myl + @ = N[> = (1 =)

[lyl? + [J]]* =2

<Aiz,x>< Ady,y >
< (Az,z >< Ay,y >)2
< Azox>< AT x>

< Az,x > -

2 2 2 2 < Afz,x >< Ay,y>
< Ayl 4+ (= Ml][* =7 [ yll" + ll2]]" =2 :

<

< (Az,z >< Ay,y >)?

(1) If we consider A = B and x =y, in the conditions of Theorem 3, then the
inequality becomes:

el — 21— 1) [Jolp = S22z 2| < Awz><ATwa>
< Azx,z > < Az,x > -



Az 2
Shﬂ2__2r[HxH2__<<“u37>)].

< Axz,x >

Remark 4. Moreover, the inequality from Theorem 3 and inequalities from last
consequence, Consequence 2, will be rewritten below, using the norm:

1 2 1 2
|wuxn|34y|]<

Myl + (1 = Va2 = (1 =) ETIEERT

[lyl? + [J][* — 2

2 1-2
|A= [ *||B="y|?
T ||Azz|]2A|[Biy|20-N T

|43 ||| Byl
1 1
Az zl[[[ B2yl

3

< Allyll? + (1 = Nlz|* =~ [Iyl2 + [J]* -2

|AZ ||| B*7" «||?
~ ||Azx||2V|Bral[20-N T

|45 ||| B a||?
A% |||| BE ]|

(®) Nl =201 =) [Il’ll2 -

A% ||| Bl

< ||z||? = 2r
= A%l

1] ~

Myl + @ = Nfal]* = (@ =) | llyl]* + [J]]* - 2

At 2]]?]| Ayl | _
1 1 —
[|Azz][[[A2y]|
2 1=X
|AZ 2] ]?||A7=y||?
Az A y|[20-N T
1A% ||| ASy) P
1 1
| Az z][[[Azy]|

< Ayl + @ = Nll® =7yl + [J=|* — 2 ;

[EEEIS

A 1-X
o JAZ|PlAT= 2]
142 ]2 |x]|?

— 1
|| A2 ][]

(d) 1-2(1—7) [1

A%zt

AR
| A|f?[][2

<1-2r
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