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WEIGHTED INEQUALITIES FOR THE NUMERICAL RADIUS
SHIVA SHEYBANI', MOHAMMED SABABHEH?, HAMID REZA MORADI?

ABSTRACT. In this article, we obtain several new weighted bounds for the numerical radius of
a Hilbert space operator. The significance of the obtained results is the way they generalize
many existing results in the literature; where certain values of the weights imply some known
results, or refinements of these results. In the end, we present some numerical examples that

show how our results refine the well known results in the literature, related to this topic.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let B () denote the C*-algebra of all bounded linear operators on a complex Hilbert space
. In the sequel, upper case letters will be used to denote elements of % (), while lower
case letters will denote real numbers. For A € # (), the numerical radius and operator norm

are defined, respectively, by

w(A) = sup |[(Az,z)| and|[A[| = sup [ Az

[l[|=1 l|lz||=1
where || - || is the norm induced by the inner product (-,-) on . It is well known that both
quantities w(-) and || - || define equivalent norms on % (%) via the inequalities

1
(1.1) SlAl = w(d) < [|A]l, A € ().

The significance of such bounds lies in finding easier lower and upper bounds for the numerical
radius; due to the difficulty in computing the exact value of w(A). Thus, sharpening the bounds
n (1.1) has received a considerable attention in the literature.

Among the most well established interesting results in this direction are the following in-
equalities due to Kittaneh [6, 7]

(1.2) w(A)

IN

1
—|| |[A| + |A*
I 14T+ 147 ||

1 .
(1.3) w(A)* < SIAP + AP,
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2
and
1 1
<= 22
(1.4) w(A) < 5 (1Al +]14%0%)

where A* is the adjoint operator of A and |A| = (A4*A)Y2. We emphasize that the notation
w(A)? means (w(A))?. We refer the reader to [8, 10, 11] for some treatments of the inequalities

(1.2), (1.3) and (1.4). In [12], a refinement of (1.3) was shown as follows
1

(1.5) w(A) < /((1 ) A] 4 £ |42

The Aluthge transform Aof Ae B () has appeared in many studies treating numerical
radius inequalities, and has provided some interesting refinements. Recall that the Aluthge
transform A of A € () is defined by A = |A|2U|A|2, where U is the partial isometry
appearing in the polar decomposition A = U|A| of A, [2]. Yamazaki showed the following
better estimates of (1.4) in [14]

1 -
(1.6) w(4) < 5 (HAH—G—W(A)).
In this article, we further explore related numerical radius inequalities, by providing weighted
versions of a parameter ¢ which, upon selecting certain values, implies the above inequalities or
some sharper bounds.

The following results will be needed in our analysis.
Lemma 1.1. 5] Let A € B () and let x,y € H be any vectors. If 0 <t <1,
[(Az,y) < (JAP ™z, 2) (|47 y, ).
Lemma 1.2. [9] Let A € B () be a positive operator and let x € F€ be a unit vector. Then
(Az,z)" < (A"z,z), (r>1),
(ATz,z) < (Az,z)", (0<r<1).

Lemma 1.3. [14] Let A € B (). Then

w (A) < |4 < [z
Lemma 1.4. [4] Let A€ B () and let k € N. Then

w (Ak) < w(A)*.

Lemma 1.5. [14] Let A € B (). Then

w(4) = sup R (*A) ],

where R(T) is the real part of the operator T, defined by RT = T£=.



Lemma 1.6. [1] Let A,B,C,D € B (). Then

1
r(AB+ CD) < 5 (w(BA) +w(DC) + \/(w(BA) — w(DC))? +4||BC|| - HDAH) ,
where r(-) is the spectral radius.

Lemma 1.7. [3] Let A, B € % () be positive. Then
IABY| < [[AB|',0 <t < 1.

Further, the function f(t) = ||A*B|| is log-convex on [0, 1].

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Results involving the Aluthge transform. We begin with the following inequality,
which gives a weighted upper bound in terms of the Aluthge transform. The value of this
result can be seen in Corollary 2.1 below, where it turns out that this form implies refinements
of (1.6). In the sequel, the notation A, will be used to denote the weighted Aluthge transform
defined by

A, = |AUIAL 0 <t <1,
where U is the partial isometry in the polar decomposition A = U|A| of A.

Theorem 2.1. Let A€ B(A) and 0 <t < 1. Then
w(A)

1 /1 4t 4(1—1) 1 2, L1712 | 1 T2 H 2t 2(1—t)H T
< 4= — — * — .
< 2\/4 H|A| + |A] H + 2||A|| + 1 ‘At‘ +|A¥| ||+ 5% (At) + [|A"" + |A] w (At)

Proof. Let A = U|A| be the polar decomposition of A. Noting the identity

1
R(z,y) =7 (e +ylP* = e —yl) 2y € 2,

we have

R (e’ Az, z) = R(“U |A|z,z)
= R{UIA"AI" " 2, 2)
= R{?|A|'"x, |Al'Uz)
1 ; - * 1 ) - *

= 1A AT = AP~ A1 T7) o
< 21 1A + 141U o

2

(VAN
= s =

|| A" + |Al'U
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On the other hand,

A= Ao
‘(6i6|A|1—t n |A|tU*) (ei9|A|l—t n |A|tU*)*H

‘|A|2t i |A|2(1—t) +ez’9;1“t 4o ‘“:

1
)~ oo~ \ 2|2
<|A|2t + |A|2(1—t) +62€At +e—29Az<>

N S S [ N

‘ (142 + 14RO 4 (94, + 2 A7)

<|A‘2t n |A|2(1—t)) ( i@A’ +e—i9;1“*) ( zeA’HLe_zeA“:) <|A‘2t X |A|2(1—t)) 3

i(H|A|2t+|A| (1—t)

+H 04, + e

n H <|A|2t n |A|2(1—t ) (e’eAt i e—zeAt)

1 _
_ Z <H|A|4t + |A|4(1 t)

A +2Re( o 4

n H<|A|2t n |A|2(1—t)> (ewﬁt _I_e—wg:)

<1 (e

+ ‘( WA, + e A

)
)
)
)

A +2Re(”A

)é

Re (¢4,
o)A + || 4]
e (<))
=5 (3 A+ 1are=o ] + Snare +
)Re( "A)

)E
+5 ||A|| +

o (3))"

+4 H|A|2t + |A|2(1—t)

1
<3l
i

+4 H‘A‘Qt + |A‘2(1_t)

~ |2
|A|4t + ‘A|4(1—t) A:

2 [Re (¢24)

~ |2 ~
Ay + |4

2 1 o~
+ 5 [Be (027)

+‘ |A‘2t + ‘A|2(1—t)

<3 (il

+ H|A|2t+ |A|2(1—t)

~. 2 1 ~
|A|4t + |A|4(1 t) At —+ 5(&) (A§>

At

+

|| A+ e ) (JaP + AP0

(|A|2t i |A|2(1—t))

)%
)%



] o ()« -] (),

1 /1 4t 4(1—t)H 1 2 1 ‘N ‘2
< — — — —
< 2\/4 H|A| + |A] + 2||A|| + 1 Ayl +

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Letting t = % in Theorem 2.1, we reach the following result, whose significance is explained

next.

Corollary 2.1. Let A € B (). Then

2 ~

+ %w (Z?) 1 2)Afw (A)

w(A) < %\/HAHQ + i H)Zxr + )21*

The significance of Corollary 2.1 is shown in the next remark, where multiple refinements of
(1.4) are found.

Remark 2.1. Toking Lemmas 1.3 and 1.4 into account, it follows from Corollary 2.1 that

2

)ﬁ g ‘21* + %w (ZZ) +2|Afw (21)

w(A) < é\/nAnz v
;\/ 41 + | A"+ e () +2014)w (A)
1A+ A+ 32 (4) <2140 ()
s 1Ar [T 21404

- 59/ (1an+ [ 4])’

=5 (1 -+ )

<5 (14l + [ 42)7)

IN
|

IA
|

IN

2.2. Other weighted forms. Now we move to another type of weighted versions. The fol-

lowing presents the general form of (1.3), which gives (1.3) upon letting ¢ = 1.

Theorem 2.2. Let A € B (). Then

w(A)? < min ||(1—¢)|A|T7 + A7

T o0<t<1
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Proof. Let x € 7 be a unit vector. Then

<(1-1) <|A|ﬁ$,l’> +t<|A*|%:£,x>
= (A=A +Ha)t) w, )
< H(1—mA|ﬁ LAY

where the first inequality follows from Lemma 2.4 using y = z and ¢ = 3, while the second
inequality is obtained using the second inequality in Lemma 1.2 and the third inequality is

obtained by the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality. Thus, we have shown

(A, 2} < (1= &) |47 + o)A

By taking supremum over all unit vectors x € ¢, we get

P <||a-olar + A

Now, by taking infimum over all ¢ € [0, 1], we infer that

w(A)? < min H(1 — ) AT+t AT

0<t<1

which completes the proof. O

On the other hand, a weighted version of (1.2) can be stated as follows. Although the form
is different from (1.2), we will show in Remark 2.3 how (2.1) below implies (1.2).

Theorem 2.3. Let A€ B(H) and let 0 <t < 1. Then

1) o < g1+ e - - e

where R = max {t,1 —t}.

Proof. By Lemma 3.12 in [13],

2 %2 % 2
(2.2) <1—t>\A|2+t|A*\2s<<1—t>\A\+t\A*\>2+2R<|A‘ 5 ‘('AH&‘A‘) )

where 0 <t <1 and R = max{t,1 — t}.



On the other hand,
(1= ) JAP + A" = (L= ) [A] + ¢ [A*])* = (1= )°(|A] = |A*])°
L= ) JAP + A" = (L= 0)°JAP + AT + ¢ (1= 1) (JA|A*] + |A7] |A])
L—1)* (JA]” + [A7* = (JA[ A" + A7) A])
L—1) (2t = 1) (JA]” + A" — |A] |A7| - A7 |Al)
L—1) (2t — 1) (|A] - |A7])".

o~ o~ T~ —

Hence,
(1= O [APH AP =((1 = ) [A] + ¢ A =(1 = 6)*(JA| = [A7])* = (1 =) (2¢ = 1) (J4] = |A")".
Consequently,

(2.3) (1= ) JAP + A" = (L= ) [A] + ¢ |A*)* =t (1 = #) (|A] = |A"])"
By (2.3) and (2.2), we have

(\AI + IA*I)2 _AP AP -t

(2.4) J(14) - 472

2 2 2R
On the other hand,

[(Az, z)|* < (|A|z,2) (|A*| z,2) (by Lemma 1.1)

_ ( |A| z, z) |A*|x x>)2

2.5) (by the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality)
(5 e
x,x

< < |A‘ + ‘A x z> (by Lemma 1.2).

Therefore,
A Ar? ottt

(2.6) (Az, 2)[? < <<| ] (2R )(|A\—\A*\)2> m>

Taking the supremum in (2.6) over z € 7, ||z|| = 1 we deduce the desired result.

Remark 2.2. [t follows from the inequality (2.2) that

AN A" + A |A] _ JAP + A 1

e < S (A= AP + A = (1= )[4+ A°)?).
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Remark 2.3. Analyzing the inequality (2.1), we see that the inequality is best attained when

@ attains its mazimum value. This occurs when t = 1/2 and the mazimum is 1/2. Substi-
tuting these values into (2.1) we reach the following
AP+ A1 .
w(A) < [FEEIEE — 2 (1) -]y
I\ 2
1A+ 14
2
(1A A
2

Thus, we have shown that
1 *
w(A) < glHAL+ AT
which is (1.2). Thus, Theorem 2.3 provides a new proof of (1.2).

Another weighted inequality that refines (1.4) can be stated as follows.

Theorem 2.4. Let A € B (). Then

1
w(d) < 5 (HAII + VIHAA - \A|1‘t|z4*|1‘t||> 0<t<L

Proof. Since |A| + |A*| is a positive operator, it follows that || |A| + |A*| || = r(|A] + |A*]).

Therefore, Lemma 1.6 implies

1 *
w(4) < 5l 1A +147] |

1 *
= (1Al +14°)
1 ) o
= 57 (AIAI A
1 *
<7 (w(\A|) +w(|A™]) + \/(w(|A\) — w(|A*)? + 4 |AJt| A=Y - | |A‘1—t|A*|1—tH)
1 . — N
=1 (H VA ||+ [ 1A% ||+ 24/1 TAFJA*[E] - || TAJH A H)

1
= 5 (1141l + VTTATTATT - TTAF=TAT) -
This completes the proof. O

Remark 2.4. To see how Theorem 2.4 refines (1.4), we use Lemma 1.7 to find that

VI TAFTA] - [ TAP=H A=) < VAL AN TAL A

= VI A [A]]

1
= [|A%]=.



Corollary 2.2. Let A€ B () and 0 <t < 1. Then

)

(1A41-+ /TTAFFATT - TTAT= A7

w(A) < 5 (Al + | 1af 1473

1
2
1
< —
-2
1 -

<5 (IAl+42)14)

Proof. By Lemma 1.7, both

I 1AI A} and | |44

are log-convex functions in ¢, 0 < ¢ < 1. Consequently, the function

= VI HAFA[] - ] JA] =t A==

is log-convex, hence is convex. Since f is convex and symmetric about ¢ = ;, it follows that f

attains its minimum at % Thus,

1
f (5) < f(t),0<t < 1.
This together with Theorem 2.4 and Remark 2.4 imply the desired result. U

In the next result, we present a refinement of (1.5).

Theorem 2.5. Let A € B (). Then
1
2</1—HMHmww—4w |A%])?
0

Proof. Obviously,

A+ A7)
2

_ <(1 — ) |A] + A" + (1 —t) |A +t|A|)2

2
(L= &) JA[+ A" + (L=t [A[ + £]AD*  t(1—8) (1 —20)° 2
< - (1A = 1A)7,
2 2R
where we have used (2.2) to obtain the last inequality. Since R = max{t,1 —t} = H+t+|l_t_t‘ =
1412t
+‘2 ‘, we get
Al + A7\
2
(L=t A+ A" + (A=) A +t[A])® (1 —t) (1 —2t)° .
< (JA] = A%])*.

= 2 41— 2
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By taking integral over 0 <t < 1, and using the fact that

1 1
/ (1= 1) |A] + £]A"])? / (1= )| A" + ¢ |A])d
0 0
we can obtain
Al + A / 1
_'_ * * *
(P < [ otar aypa Sa- a2

0

By the same method used in the proof of inequality (2.5), we have

(Az, 2)]* < <<M)2z,x> .

Thus,

\<Ax,x>l2§< /((1—t)|A\+t\A*D dt——(\Al |A%))? xx>

0

which implies
1
w(A)* < /((1—t)|z4\+t\z4*\) dt——(\Al EWa
0

completing the proof. 0

We conclude this subsection with the following weighted inequality, which implies (1.3) upon
letting t = %

Theorem 2.6. Let A € B(H). Then

AT A Q- AP + AP

w(A)* < min 1 5

0<t<1
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Proof. For any unit vector z € 7 and 0 <t < 1, we have
Az, 2)* < (JAP e, ) (|42, )

( |A[P 0, :C +<\A*\2tx x>

2

<|A|2<1 2 m> + (A, 2) + 2 <|A|2(1_t)x, :)3> (|A**z, 2
4
< <|A\4(1 tx,x> + (A%, x>+2<|A\2(1 ) ><|A*|2tx,x>
- 4
_ <|A\4(1 =) x,x> \A*|4t$ ) +2<|A| x x>1_t<|A*|2x,x>t
- 4
< (JA 00,0} 4+ (|4, 2) +2 (1= 1) (| APz, 2) + £ (| A"z, 7))

4

<<\A|4“‘“ At (-1 ]AR + t|A*|2) >
= 1 + 5 T,T ).

Taking the supremum over unit vectors x implies

AT+ A (1) AP AP

w(A) < 1 2

This completes the proof. O

3. FURTHER RESULTS

As an important tool to obtain numerical radius inequalities, we present the following in-

equality for the inner product of Schwarz type. First, notice Lemmas 1.1 and 1.2 imply
(Az, ) < (|A] 2, z) (|A"| 2, 2)
— (A 2, 2)2(| 47| 2, )
< \/<|A|2x, ) <\A*\2x, ).

So,

(Az, @) < /(AP 2) (|4 e, ),

for any A € B() and x € . In the next result, we improve the last inequality, to obtain a

form that enables us to find a new weighted numerical radius inequality.
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Theorem 3.1. Let A, B € B(). Then for any vector x € F,

(B*Aw,z) — (B*z, z) (Az, z)| < \/<|A\2x,x> (|B*z,2) — |{Az, z)| |(Bz, z)| .

In particular,

(3.1) (A, 2)? + (A%, 2) — (Az,2)?| < \J(| AP, 2) (|A* P, ).

Proof. First of all, notice that

(3.2) (A = (Az, z)) xf| = \/(\Al2x,f€> — |{Az, ).

Replacing A by B in (3.2), we get

I(B — (Bx.a)) x| = /(| B, ) — |(Bx, )"
On the other hand, by the Schwarz inequality,
[(B*Ax,z) — (B*x,z) (Az,x)| = |{((B* — (B*x,z)) (A — (Az,z)) =, z)]|
= (A — (Ax,x) x, B — (Bzx,x) z)|
< ||~ (Az,2) ]| |B — (B, ) ] .

We can conclude from the discussion above that

(B*Aw,a) — (B, z) (Av,2)| < \/ (| AP, @) — (A, 2)\/ (| B, 2) - |(Ba, )

< /(AP 2) (|Bl*z, 2) - [(Ax, )| |(Ba, )]

where the last inequality follows from the simple inequality (a® — %) (¢ — d2) < (ac — bd)” for
a,b,c,d € R*. Consequently,

(3.3) (B*Ax,z) — (B*z,z) (Az, z)| < \/ (AP, x) {|B)*x,2) — |(Az, 2)||(Bx, z)

which implies the desired inequality.
Putting B* = A in (3.3), we obtain the inequality (3.1). O

Corollary 3.1. Let A, B € B(). Then for any vector x € H,

* VAP 2) (B2, ) + (B Az, )
(B*z, o) (Az, )| < -

Proof. Using the triangle inequality for the modulus,

(3.4)
< (B*Az,z) — (B*z,z) (Az, 7)| .
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Combining the inequalities (3.3) and (3.4), we get

e gy o AP (IBE 2) + (8 A, )
(B2, 2) (A, 2)]| < . .

This completes the proof. O

Corollary 3.2. Let A € B(H). Then

w(A)2 <

1
2 0<t

min (Htm\f 41— p|ar? +W(A2>) .

Proof. From Corollary 3.1, we have

VAP, 2) (AP, 2) + (A%, )|
2 )

(Az, 2)]” <

for any unit vector x. Then for 0 <t <1,

\/<\A|%x,x> <\A*\%x,x> 4| (A%, 2) |

2

\/<\A|fx,x>t <|A*\%x,x>l_t + | (A%, 2) |

2

\/<(t|A|? +(1 —t)|A*|%> xx> + [ (A2, 2) |
9 .

[(Az, z)|* <

<

<

Taking the supremum over all unit vectors = implies the desired inequality. U

4. EXAMPLES

In this section, we present different examples to show that the obtained results provide

non-trivial refinements of the well known results; such as (1.2), (1.3) and (1.4).
Example 4.1. In this example, we investigate the inequality

w (A7 < min [0 =847 4147

T0<i<1

obtained in Theorem 2.2.
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020 2.0 0 400
Let A= |0 0 3|. Then |A*|= [0 3 0| and |[A|= |0 2 0|. Thus,
40 0 00 4 00 3
min ||(1—t) |A|T7 + t|A*|?
0<t<1
(1—¢) 41t + 21 0 0
— min 0 (1—1t)277 43¢ 0
0<t<1 1 1
0 0 (1—t)377 +t4i
:Imnnmxﬁ1—w4éﬂ+w%41—wzéa+ﬁ%41—w3%ﬂ+m%}
0<t<1
(1— )37 + 47 when 0 < t < 0.5557
— min 1 1 ~ 12.002.
0=t | (1 —¢) 47— + 2% when 0.5558 <t < 1

On the other hand,
%WAF+LMFH:125

Consequently, in this case

min H(1 — ) |A|TT 4+ t|A7|7

0<t<1

1
<5 AP + A7

Thus, this example shows that Theorem 2.2 provides a non-trivial refinement of (1.3).
In fact, this example shows also that Theorem 2.2 provides a non-trivial refinement of (1.2),

because Theorem 2.2 implies

1 o 1
w(A) < min H(1 — ) Al A | & V12002 < 35 = S Al + 1A ]

To0<t<1

Indeed, the inequality (1.2) is better than (1.3) and (1.4). Thus, showing that our result is
better than (1.2) implies that it is better than both (1.3) and (1.4).

Example 4.2. In this example, we show that the inequality

AP 4 A (=0 AP +tA]
4 - 2

obtained in Theorem 2.6 provides a non-trivial refinement of the three inequalities (1.2), (1.3)
and (1.4). To do so, it suffices to show that it is better than (1.2).
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030 300 200
Let A= |0 0 4|. Then |A*|= 10 4 0| and |A|= |0 3 0| . Consequently,
200 00 2 00 4
e O e e 5
mil +
0<t<1 2 4
(16)17;+(81)t + 4-25t 0 0
= min 0 ()7 (256)° | 9 0
o=t=1 ! ’ (256)'"+(16)" | 16-12¢
0 0 I + =5

. (16)" "+ (81)"  4+5t (81)'"+(256)" 9—7t (256) "+ (16)" 16— 12t
= min max 1 + 5 1 + 5 1 + 5

0<t<1

256)' 7" + (16)" 16 — 12¢
(256) "+ (16) for 0 <t < 0.5286

. 4 2
= min - . ~ 9.32.
PR B+ (256) 2= for 0.5287 <t < 1
4 2 ==

On the other hand,
1 *
5 NA[+ 147 = 3.5.

So, we have shown that, in this example,

1
(L= [AP+ 1A AP+ A 1 :
+ <5 1AL+ 147]-

min
0<t<1 2 4

REFERENCES

[1] A. Abu Omar and F. Kittaneh, A numerical radius inequality involving the generalized Aluthge transform,
Studia Math., 216(1) (2013), 69-75.

[2] A. Aluthge, Some generalized theo rems on p-hyponormal operators, Integral Equations Operator Theory.,
24 (1996), 497-501.

[3] R. Bhatia and C. Davis, A Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for operators with applications, Linear Algebra Appl.,
223 (1995), 119-129.

[4] P. R. Halmos, A Hilbert space problem book, 2ed, Grad.Texts Math. 19, Springer, New York 1982.

[5] T. Kato, Notes on some inequalities for linear operators, Math. Ann., 125 (1952) 208-212.

[6] F. Kittaneh, A numerical radius inequality and an estimate for the numerical radius of the Frobenius com-
panion matriz, Studia Math., 158 (2003), 11-17.

[7] F. Kittaneh, Numerical radius inequalities for Hilbert space operators, Studia Math., 168(1) (2005), 73-80.

[8] F. Kittaneh and H. R. Moradi, Cauchy-Schwarz type inequalities and applications to numerical radius in-
equalities, Math. Inequal. Appl., 23(3) (2020), 1117-1125.

[9] C. A. McCarthy, c,, Israel J. Math., 5 (1967), 249-271.

[10] H. R. Moradi and M. Sababheh, More accurate numerical radius inequalities (II), Linear Multilinear Al-
gebra. https://doi.org/10.1080,/03081087.2019.1703886



16

[11] M. E. Omidvar and H. R. Moradi, Better bounds on the numerical radii of Hilbert space operators, Linear
Algebra Appl., 604 (2020), 265-277.

[12] M. Sababheh and H. R. Moradi, More accurate numerical radius inequalities (I), Linear Multilinear Algebra.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03081087.2019.1651815

[13] M. Sababheh, Convezity and matriz means, Linear Algebra Appl., 506 (2016), 588-608.

[14] T. Yamazaki, On upper and lower bounds of the numerical radius and an equality condition, Studia Math.,
178 (2007), 83-89.
IDepartment of Mathematics, Islamic Azad University, Mashhad Branch, Mashhad, Iran
E-mail address: shiva.sheybani95@gmail.com
2Department of basic sciences, Princess Sumaya University for Technology, Amman 11941, Jordan
E-mail address: sababheh@psut.edu.jo

3Department of Mathematics, Payame Noor University (PNU), P.O. Box 19395-4697, Tehran, Tran

E-mail address: hrmoradi@mshdiau.ac.ir



	1. Introduction
	2. Main Results
	2.1. Results involving the Aluthge transform
	2.2. Other weighted forms

	3. Further results
	4. Examples
	References

