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Further inequalities for the A-numerical radius of
certain 2 X 2 operator matrices

Kais Fekilet and Satyajit Sahoo?

ABSTRACT. Let A = g Z be a 2 x 2 diagonal operator matrix whose each

diagonal entry is a bounded positive (semidefinite) linear operator A acting on
a complex Hilbert space H. In this paper, we derive several A-numerical radius
inequalities for 2 X 2 operator matrices whose entries are bounded with respect
to the seminorm induced by the positive operator A on H. Some applications
of our inequalities are also given.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Throughout this article, (H,(-,-)) stands for a complex Hilbert space with
associated norm || - ||. If M is a given linear subspace of H, then M denotes
its closure in the norm topology of H. Further, the orthogonal projection onto a
closed subspace S of ‘H will be denoted by Ps. Let B(#H) denote the C*-algebra
of all bounded linear operators acting on H with the identity operator Iz (or
simply I if no confusion arises). If T' € B(H), then N (T),R(T) and T* are
denoted by the kernel, the range and the adjoint of T', respectively. An operator
T € B(H) is called positive (semi-definite) (Az,z) > 0, for every x € H. For the
rest of this paper, by an operator we mean a bounded linear operator. Further,
we suppose that A € B(H) is a nonzero positive operator which induces the
following semi-inner product

(V4 HXH—C, (z,y) — (x,y)a := (Az,y) = (A2, AY?y).

Here A'/? denotes the square root of A. Notice that the seminorm induced by
(-,+) 4 is given by ||z| , = [|AY2x||, for all z € H. Tt can checked that || - ||, is a
norm on # if and only if A is injective, and that the seminormed space (#, || - || ,)
is complete if and only if R(A) is a closed subspace of H.

Let T' € B(H). An operator S € B(H) is called an A-adjoint of T" if (T'z,y) 4 =
(x,Sy)a for all z,y € H (see |2]). Thus, the existence of an A-adjoint of 7" is
equivalent to the existence of a solution of the equation AX = T*A. Notice that
this kind of equations can be investigated by using a theorem due to Douglas [15]
which establishes the equivalence between the following statements:

(i) The operator equation 77X = S has a bounded linear solution X.
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(i) R(S) C R(T).

(iii) There exists a positive number A such that ||S*z| < A|T7*x|| for all z € H.
Moreover, among many solutions of AX = S, it has only one, say ), which
satisfies R(Q) € R(T™). Such @Q is said the reduced solution of the equation
TX = S. If we denote by B4(H), the subspace of all operators admitting A-
adjoints, then by Douglas theorem, we have

Bu(H) = {T € B(H); R(T*A) C R(A)}.

If T'€ Bs(H), the reduced solution of the equation AX = T*A will be denoted
by T%4. We mention here that, 7%4 = A'T*A in which A" is the Moore-Penrose
inverse of A (see [3]). In addition, if T € Ba(H), then T € Bs(H), (T%4)% =
PrT Prrzy and ((T#4)4)%a = T*a. Moreover, If S € B4(H), then T'S € Bs(H)
and (T'S)% = S*T*a, Furthermore, for every T' € B4(H), we have

IT*AT |4 = | TT* 4 = N5 = 1753 (1.1)

An operator U € Ba(H) is called A-unitary if [|[Uz||a = |[|[U*4z||4 = ||x]| 4, for all
x € H. It is worth mentioning that, an operator U € B4(H) is A-unitary if and
only if URU = (UA)faU*4 = Pray (see [2]). For an account of the results, we
invite the reader to consult [2, 3.

An operator T' is called A-bounded if there exists A > 0 such that ||Tz||4 <
M|z||a, Vo € H. By applying Douglas theorem, one can easily see that the
subspace of all operators admitting A'/2-adjoints, denoted by B,i/2(H), is equal
the collection of all A-bounded operators, i.e.,

Bup(H) = {T € B(H): IA>0; |Tx|ls < A|z|[a, Vo € H.

Notice that B4(H) and Byi2(H) are two subalgebras of B(H) which are, in
general, neither closed nor dense in B(#). Moreover, we have B4(H) C Byi/2(H)
(see |2, 4]). Clearly, (-,-)4 induces a seminorm on B,i2(H). Indeed, if T €
B41/2(H), then it holds that

Tx A
Ty = sup JE2l

2€R(A), ]| 4

x#0
Saddi [30] in 2012 defined the A-numerical radius of an operator 7' € B(H) by
wa(T) :=sup{[(Tz,z)al; x € H, [lz]la =1} .

Faghih-Ahmadi and Gorjizadeh [23] in 2016 showed that for 7" € B41/2(H), we
have

= sup {|| Tzl ,; z €M, ||z, =1} <oo.  (1.2)

T[4 = sup {[{T'z, y)al; z,y € H, [[z]la = llylla =1} (1.3)

We notice here that it may happen that ||T'|| , and wa(T’) are equal to +o0 for
some 1" € B(H) (see [16]). However, || - ||, and wa(-) are equivalent seminorms
on Byi2(H). More precisely, In 2018, Baklouti et al. [6] showed that for every
T € Byi2(H), we have

31 Tlla < wa(T) < [T a- (1.4)
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For the sequel, for any arbitrary operator 7' € Ba(H), we write

T 4 Tt T — Tt
RA(T) = — " and Sa(T) = ——
2 2
Recently, in 2019 Zamani [31, Theorem 2.5| showed that if 7" € B4(H), then
wa(T) = sup||Ra(e”T)|| , = sup||Sa(e”T)|| ,- (1.5)
6eR 0eR

Notice that (1.5) is also proved in a general context in [8]. In 2020, the concept of
the A-spectral radius of A-bounded operators was introduced by the first author
in [16] as follows:

1 ] a2
ra(T) = inf [T"15 = Jim 7713, (L6)

Here we want to mention that the proof of the second equality in (1.6) can also
be found in [16, Theorem 1]. Like the classical spectral radius of Hilbert space
operators, it was shown in [16] that r4(-) satisfies the commutativity property,
ie.

’/’A(TS) = TA(ST), (17)

for all T, S € Bi/2(H). For the sequel, if A = I, then ||T'||, »(T") and w(7T") denote
respectively the classical operator norm, the spectral radius and the numerical
radius of an operator 1.

An operator T' € B(H) is called A-selfadjoint if AT is selfadjoint, i.e., AT =
T*A and it is called A-positive if AT > 0. If T is A-positive, we will write T > 4 0.
In recent years, several results covering some classes of operators on a complex
Hilbert space (H, (-, -)) were extended to (#, (-, ) ). Of course, the extension is
not trivial since many difficulties arise. For instance, as mentioned above, it may
happen that ||T'|| , = oo for some 7' € B(H). Moreover, no operator admits an
adjoint operator for the semi-inner product (-,-),. In addition, for T" € Ba(H),
we have (T#4)f = PrayI'Prray # T For further details about A-numerical
radius, interested readers can follow [5, 6, 7, 9, 14, 10, 18, 19, 31, 28] and the
references therein.

In this paper, we consider the 2 x 2 operator diagonal matrix A = (g 3)

Clearly, A € B(H @ H)*. So, A induces the following semi-inner product

(T, y)a = (Az,y) = (v1,y1)a + (T2, Y2) A,

forall x = (z1,20) € H®H and y = (y1,y2) € H D H.

Recently, several inequalities for the A-numerical radius of 2 x 2 operator ma-
trices have been established by Bhunia et al. when A is a positive injective
operators (see [12]). Moreover, different upper and lower bounds of A-numerical
radius when A is a positive semidefinite operator has been recently investigated
by the first author in [20], by Rout et al. in [29] and by Kittaneh et al. in [27].
In this article, we will continue working in this direction and we will prove sev-
eral new A-numerical radius inequalities of certain 2 x 2 operator matrices. The
inspiration for our investigation comes from |1, 25, 26].
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2. RESuLTS

In this section, we present our results. Throughout this section A is denoted to
be the 2 x 2 operator diagonal matrix whose each diagonal entry is the positive
operator A. To prove our first result, the following lemmas are required.

Lemma 2.1. ([16]) Let T € B(H) is an A-self-adjoint operator. Then,
T[4 = wa(T) = ra(T).

Lemma 2.2. ([17]) Let T = (;; %z) be such that T;; € Bai2(H) for all

i,7€{1,2}. Then, T € Byi2(H & H) and

Tilla || Ti2]la

T) < r | (IT0 :

s (s Jl,

Lemma 2.3. (|10, 20]) Let P,Q, R, S € Bi/2(H). Then, the following assertions

hold

A g g)] = max {wa(P),wa(5)}.
(%)

16 o)
A s 0 A

(ili) If P,Q, R, S € Ba(H), then (Z g) ) = (gi: §§j>

(
(i)

i) w
H — max {||P]L0. | 511, ).

Now, we are ready to prove our first result which generalizes |1, Theorem 2.7|.

Theorem 2.1. Let P,Q, R, S € Bs(H). Then, for A € [0, 1], we have

Proof. Let T = Z g . Tt is not difficult to see that Ry (e?T) is an A-selfadjoint

operator. So, by Lemma 2.1 we have

[Ra(e T, = won (Ra(eT)).
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So, by applying Lemma 2.3 (i), we see that
0
HM T,

P 4 e WPt 0 4 e REA
¥R+ e—ZGQﬁA s e~ 10 Gta

||—tl\:>
&
=

_|_

N — ()

&

g
,—||—|,—|

IN

—ZgQﬁA 0

(P + e i) e RN T L 0 0
¢'R 0 24 [\0 ?S + e g

)\ ZGP_I_e—u‘)PﬁA) eiGQ)]

1 MNP + e ?Pta) Q)
< 5 —ZGQﬁA 0
(1 =N\ (P 4 e pta) -0 REa
+§wA [( )e G0 R ) 0 + wa(S),

where the last inequality follows by Lemma 2.3 (i) together with the triangle
inequality. Moreover, it can be observed that

A ()\(ewP + e pta) er) B <)\(ei9AP + e" W APia) ewAQ)

e~ 0t 0 e~ AQA 0
(A (ew(PﬁA)*A + e_i(’P*A) e?(QF)* A
- e—i@Q*A 0
(MeTPR e P) e *A
- e~ 0t 0
i0 —i0 phay i0
Hence Ale f_j; 511 N Pie) e OQ is A-selfadjoint operator. Similarly one can
_ i0 —i0 Phay  ,—i0 Pta
show that <(1 e 65}—; TP e OR ) is A-selfadjoint operator. So by

applying Lemma 2.1 we see that
i 1 by z’GP + —iQPﬁA 10
H%A(QGT HA < 57 {( (e e ) €@

6—@9@&,4 O
1 1— A) (P 4 ¢~ pia) =0 Ria
+ 57 [(( )(662'93 e ) e k )] +walS),

So, by using (1.7) we infer that

i 1 e T O A\Pia eif]
[ Ra(eT) I, < K \P Q) <QﬁA 1) )}
e 1 O 1—A\)Pfa ]

[( P 6—226Rti,4) <( €2i0?R 0] ):| +WA(S)

1 e~ pia I

5 AN2PPia 4+ QQf NP

(1 — A)e 0 pta I

{ 2PPﬁA +RMR(1— )\)ewP)] +walS).



6 Kais Feki and Satyajit Sahoo

So, by using Lemma 2.2 we get
1Ra (e T,

1 APl 1
=2 |\ UNPP* +QQ* |4 A|P|a

! (1= N)I|P| 1
(S - TSP | R

1
=5 {IIPHA +2wa(S) + VIV PP+ Q@] 4+ V/[[(1 — N)2PPis + RER] 4.

So, by taking the supremum over all # € R in the last inequality and then using
1.5 we get desired result. 0

The following Lemma is useful in the sequel. Notice that its assertions gener-
alize recent results done by Rout et al. in [29] for operators in Ba(H).

Lemma 2.4. Let T, S € Bys(H). Then,
(i) wa Kg ;)} = max{wa(T + 5),wa(T — 5)}.
(i) wa Kg _TS)] — max{wa(T +iS), wa(T — iS)}.

In order to prove Lemma 2.4 we need the following result.
Lemma A. ([10]) Let T € Byi2(H). Then,
wa(UAMTU) = wy(T),
for any A-unitary operator U € Ba(H).

Now, we state the proof of Lemma 2.4.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. (i) Let U = T (_]] ﬁ) By using Lemma 2.3 (iii), we see
that
U~ L (PR(A) —Pmm) .
V2 \Priay  Pray
So, by using the fact that APz = A, we can verify that ||[Uz[[s = |Ukez||y =

||| for all x € H & H. Hence U is A-unitary. So, by Lemma A we see that
T S o (TS
A )=l (5 7)
(757 ) (07 £ 25)
_ (A)
=w
A ( O Pru T+5S
— A ( T+S>}

=max{wa(T + 5),wa(T — 5)}

where the last equality follows from Lemma 2.3 (i).




Further inequalities for the A-numerical radius of certain 2 X 2 operator matrices 7

I I

ii) By considering the A-unitary operator U = = ( and proceeding as
vz \il T

above we get the desired result.

As an application of Theorem 2.1 together with Lemma 2.4, we state the fol-
lowing corollary:.

Corollary 2.1. Let P,Q € Ba(#H). Then for all X € [0,1], we have
wa(P+Q) < min{, v},

where

p=wa(P)+ 5 (I1PlLa+ v/ TRPP T Q@ a4+ /T~ NPPPE + QiQlla)

and

3

= JoalP)+ | VAP I + /= VAP + QIR |

Proof. Recall first that it has been recently proved in [11] that

(5 5)]

[wA<P> + 20a(8) + VA (P) + [QI% + /(1 - N2AP) + ||R||?4] .
(2.1)

So, we get the desired result by applying Theorem 2.1 together with (2.1) and
Lemma 2.4 U

Now we state the following theorem which generalizes a recent result proved
by Rout et al. in [29] since B4(H) is in general a proper subspace of B y1/2(H).

Theorem 2.2. Let T = (g CSB) be such that P,Q, R, S € Byi/2(H). Then,

Q+ R)+walQ— R)

o | ()] = mortoaPrnsyy + 2@ )

Proof. Using triangle inequality we have

()= |6 §)] =[5 6]

—maxoa(Plea®} +en (5 0)] 29)
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where the last equality follows by Lemma 2.3 (i). Let U = f <§ _[I) By

proceeding as above we prove that U is A-unitary. So, by Lemma A we see that

[ -3 9]
1[5 02) (528 8 )

1 '(R+Q —R+Q)]
2|\ -0Q —-R-Q

1 [(R+Q @) 1 O —-R+Q
<y (09 o)l [(a% 0]

= 2 (w2 + R +en@- ),

where the last equality follows from Lemma 2.4. So,

@) 1
WA [(R g):| S §(WA(Q+R)+WA(Q—R)). (24)
Combining (2.4) together with (2.3) yields to the desired result. O

Our next objective is to present an improvement of the inequality (2.2). To do
this, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. ([24]) Let T = [t;;] € M,(C) be such that t;; > 0 for all i,j =
1,2,...,n. Then

w(T) = %T([tij + 1))

Theorem 2.3. Let T = (P Q) be such that P,Q, R,S € Ba(H). Then,

(%)

1(<P+wA )+ Vlon(P ﬂm$ﬂuw@+m+w@—m@.

<
-2

Moreover, the inequality is sharper than the inequality (2.2).
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Proof. 1t follows from [20, Theorem 2.3] that

[ o) 0 Q)

:_:WA<p>+wA<s>+\/<wA<P>—wA<S>>2+4 (g 8)}

where the last equality follows from Lemma 2.5. So, by applying (2.4) we get

(%)

< %L‘JA(P +wa(S) + /(walP) — wa 5))2+(WA(Q+R)+WA(Q_R))2}

This proves the desired inequality. Moreover, it can be observed that

max{wa(P),wa(S)} + wa(@ + R) ;‘UJA(Q - R)

_ WA(P) + wA(S) + ‘WA(P) — WA(S)| n wA(Q + R) + wA(Q — R)
2 2
1

> 1 (Mp - oa(S) + VErP) =G L AT B T oa@ = R>>2).

Hence, the proof is complete. O

As a consequence of Theorem 2.3 we state the following corollary.

Corollary 2.2. Let P,Q,R,S € Ba(H). Then,

rA(PQ + RS) < 5 [0a(@P) + wa(SR)]

+ %\/[u)A(QP) — wA(SR)]2 + [wa(QR + SP) + wa(QR — SP)P.
In order to prove Corollary 2.2, we need the following lemma.
Lemma 2.6. ([16]) If T € Bi2(H), then
ra(T) < wa(T).

Now we are in a position to establish Corollary 2.2.



10 Kais Feki and Satyajit Sahoo

Proof of Corollary 2.2. It can be observed that

ra(PQ+ RS) =7, <PQ5 fs 8)]

(6 6) (8 9)]
:m:(g g) (g 5)] by (1.7)
(% )]

SWAKQP QR)} (by Lemma 2.6).

SP SR
So, by applying Theorem 2.3 we reach the required result. U

Remark 2.1. Recently the first author proved in [17| that for P,Q, R, S € Ba(H)
1t holds

rA(PQ+ RS) < 3 [04(QP) +wa(SR)]

+ 5\ [04(QP) —walSR’ + 4 QRN ISP (29)

If QR = SP, then it can be seen that the inequality in Corollary 2.2 is sharper
than (2.5).

Remark 2.2. Notice that by letting QQ = S = I in Corollary 2.2 we get

ra(P+R) < % [wa(P) + wa(R)]

+ 5Va(P) — walR)P + @alP 1 B+ walP ~ R)P.

To establish further upper bounds for the A-numerical radius of the operator

matrix <§ g), we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 2.7. (|17]) Let T = (Z g) be such that P,Q, R, S € Bi2(H). Then,
T € Byi2 (H > H) and

1P| HQHA)H
T||a < .
L (A
Lemma 2.8. Let T,S € Bs(H). Then,

IT*S]la = [IS*4T ] -
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Proof. By using the fact that Proay A AP = A together with (1.3), we see
that

75414 = 115% Py T Pl a
— sup {|<Apmx, (S Py D))l v,y € A, Jlella = ylla =1}
= sup { (5 Prgqy Tz, y)al s wyy € A, lola = lylla = 1

= sup {|(APgeTa. Sy) | 2.y € A, lofla = Jylla = 1}
(

=sup {|(S Tz, y)al; .y € H, |lzlla = llylla =1}
= [|S5*4T ..

This proves the desired result. O]

Now, we are in a position to state the following theorem.

Theorem 2.4. Let P,Q, R, S € B4(H). Then,

(5 )] <t

where

2
= g\/HPH% +[1QIE + \/(HPHi —1QI12)2 + 4] P11

V2
+ 5\ IRIZ + IS + \/(||RH3; — [IS112)% + 4[| S* RII%,

and

V2
= S\ IPIE+ IR + \/(IIPIIZ — [IRIZ)? + Al PReA| %

2
+ g\/IIQIIi +ISIA+ \/(IIQIIZ — [IS12)2 + 4[5 Q1%

Proof. We first prove that

o [(5 8)] < VNP 10k + PP~ 1QIEP + 11l 26)
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By using (1.4) together with (1.1) we see that
P Q P Q@
[0 8))<]( 8,
_|l(P &y (P @
~|\O O O O
/P O\ (P Q
“\@ 0)\O O

B Piap  piaQ
QP QFQ

So, by using Lemma 2.7 together with Lemma 2.8 we see that
2P QY] < || (172l 1P
A\0 O] T I\IQ*Plla [Q*Qll

:H< 1P1% ||Pﬁ*“QQIIA)H
1P#Qla QI

_TK 1[I IIPﬁAQllA)]
1P#Qla  11QI

1
= 5 (1P -+ 101 + PR~ TR + a1l )

1
2

A

[NIES

A

1
2

A

O I
I O

O Pz
R(A)) | Further, it can be seen that U is A-
unitary operator. So, by using Lemma A together with (2.6) we get

| (i )= (6 8)]+[(7 9)
:wA:@ g): +uwn :UM (g g)w}
~r[(0 )]+ (8" 1) (6 ).
~[(0 8)] (6 0))

2
< g\/HPHi +1QI% + \/(||PH3; —1QI%)* + 4 P Q|1

This proves (2.6). Let U = ( ) . In view of Lemma 2.3 (iii) we have U €

Bi(H & H) and Uk = (

V2
+ ARG + 1515 + \/(IIRIIi — [IS112)% + 4[| S*2 RIJ%.
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fa fa
Now, since wy [(g g)} = Wy KSM ng)] , then by using similar arguments
as above we obtain

|5 9)]

V2
< 2\ UPIR R+ (PA R = R )2 + 4] (P )i Fos |

V2
A\ QA+ (1555 + \/(HQ’““HZ — [[S#4[12)% + 4l (S#)ra QFa [

V2
= -\ IPIE+ IRIA + /(1P = [1RIZ)? + 4l P Rea
2

2
+ g\/IIQIIi + IS5 + \/(IIQIIi — 1511207 + 41 SQt % .

Hence, the proof is complete. O

Our next result provides a lower bound for the A-numerical radius of a 2 x 2
operator matrix such that its second row consists of zero operators. We mention
here that our result improves a recent result proved by Rout et al. in [29] since

Ba(H) C Bai2(H).
Theorem 2.5. Let P,Q € Byi2(H). Then

s [(g g)} > “max{a, 5}, (2.7)

where & = wA(P + Q) +wa(P — Q) and 8 = wa(P +iQ) + wa(P —iQ).

O 1
I O

P— O O P
Ut — ( ey )U _ ( R<A>) .
O ) Pry O

So, by using the fact that APz = A, we can verify that ||Uz|[, = | Uk z||p =
|x||a for all x € H @& H. Hence U is A-unitary. So, using Lemma 2.4 (i) we

Proof. Let U = ( ) By using Lemma 2.3 (iii), we see that
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observes that

max{wa(P + Q), wa(P — Q)} =ws KP Q)

O
S

/\/\/—\I/—\

] /0 O
a5 9] (6 9
(0 O
b |07 (Q P) U}
(Pry O \ (P Q
“’A_( O Prm)\O O

v (o )

:CUA

o

On the other hand, by considering the A-unitary operator V = (I 0 ) and

QL OO OO O ——

N— — 7

Qv Owvw Ow O

Shav
SRV
N

0O —-I

proceeding as above we see that

max{wa(P +iQ), wa(P — iQ)} —wa Kg —PQ)} (by Lemma 2.4 (i)

<2 (0 6)]

Hence we get our desired result. 0

Now, in order to prove a lower bound for wy {(g g)} , we need the following
lemma.
Lemma 2.9. (|21]|) Let T, S € Ba(#H). Then,
wa(TS 4 ST*) < 2||T||awa(S). (2.8)

In the next result, Lemma 2.4 enables us to present another application of the
inequality (2.8).

Theorem 2.6. Let P,Q € Bs(H). Then

(b 8]z pmoctontr s i@ap-io. @9

Proof. Let T = (g g) and U = (? _OI) It is not difficult to verify that U

is A-unitary. Moreover, since PrX b= X ﬁAPW = X% for all X € Ba(H)
(see [22]), then it can be verified that

fa fa - "
Utaia _‘_']I‘ﬁ‘*([UﬁA)ﬁA = (_QPﬁA gﬁA) - (g QP) .
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By using Lemma 2.9 we see that

WA(UtiATﬁA + TﬁA(UﬁA)ﬁA) < 2CUA(TﬁA),
which, in turn, implies that

a[(6 )] =5 | (2 9)
|2 )]
_ %max {wa(P +iQ),wa(P —iQ)},

where the last equality follows by applying Lemma 2.4(ii). U

As an application of the above theorem, we can derive the following A-numerical
radius inequality.

Theorem 2.7. Let T € Bao(H). Then

s B85 9 (o8 57}

To prove Theorem 2.7, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.10. Let T, S € Bo(H). Then

. O T
wa(T +£iS) < 2wy {(ZS O)} : (2.10)
I 1 O T
Proof. Let X = (O O) and Y = (S O)' It can be observed that
T Preay + SPray O
fa R(A)
XYX ( O O) )
and
2Prrzy O
1 = e = | (*757 O) A
= 2[| Praylla =
So, by using the fact that AP— = A we see that

WA(T+ S) = wA(TPR(A + SPW)

[ e o)

= wa(XYX*) (by Lemma 2.3)
< IX[Zwa(Y) (by [31, Lemma 4.4.])
= QWA(Y)
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This gives
O T
wa(T + S) < 2wy [(S O)]. (2.11)

By replacing S by —S in (2.11) and then using the fact that wy {(O T)} —

S O
WA o T we get
-5 0

wa(T + §) < 2ua Kg g)} (2.12)

Finally, by replacing S by S in (2.12), we reach the desired results. U
Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.7.

Proof of Theorem 2.7. Clearly T can written as T' = Ra(T") + iS4 (T) where

T+ T T — Tt
=— and (7)) := 5
A(T))F4 — i[S4(T)]F4. Moreover, a short calculation reveals that
(T*4)4 = [RA(T)]*4 +i[Sa(T)]4. So, by applying Theorem 2.6 we see that

Ra(T) :

I v

NN N R NOR
&
b
~
S~—

On the other hand, by applying Lemma 2.10 we get

(i 5")
o Kz‘m?mm [%A(OT)W)}

Based on Lemma 2.4, the forthcoming theorem which provides a lower bound
for A-numerical radius of a 2 x 2 operator matrix is also an application of the
inequality (2.8).
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Theorem 2.8. Let P,Q, R, S € Bs(H). Then

(R
where
p=max{ws(Q + R+ S+ P),ws(Q+ R—-S—P)},

and

v=max{wa(Q — R+i(S+ P)),wa(Q —R—i(S+P))}.

Proof. Let U = (? (])) By using Lemma 2.3 (iii), we see that
Prrw O O Psry
v (5,0 Yo=(,0 "),
O Py Prey O

So, by using the fact that APz = A, we can verify that [|Uz|[, = | Uk z||p =
||| for all x € H @ H. Hence U is A-unitary. Moreover, clearly (U )% = U,
Now, let T = g 652’) Since, PWXM = XﬁAPW = X% for all X € Bu(H)

(see [22]), then a short calculation shows that

_(Q+R S+P

fa
_<S+P Q+R)‘

Q' + R4 Sta 4 pta
UPA T T (UR ) = (SﬁA + PR QR 4 RRa

By using Lemma 2.9, we see that
WA(UtiATﬁA 4 Tha (UﬁA)ﬁA) < QWA(TM),

which, in turn, implies that

P Q\].1 [(Q+R S+P
QIR (Ee ]
1

= -—max{wa(Q+ R+ S+ P),wa(Q+ R—S—P)}:= S

N —

where the last equality follows by applying Lemma 2.4 (i). On the other hand,
by choosing U = (?] é) and proceeding as above we obtain

P Q 1 Q—R —(S+P)
“A[(R S)} Zi”[(swp Q- R
1 1
= gmax {wa(Q = R+i(S + P)),wa(@ = R—i(S+P))} = 50,
where the last equality follows by applying Lemma 2.4 (ii). This completes the

proof of the theorem. O
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