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A-NUMERICAL RADIUS : NEW INEQUALITIES AND
CHARACTERIZATION OF EQUALITIES

PINTU BHUNIA AND KALLOL PAUL

ABSTRACT. We develope new lower bounds for the A-numerical radius of semi-
Hilbertian space operators, and applying these bounds we obtain upper bounds
for the A-numerical radius of the commutators of operators. The bounds ob-
tained here improve on the existing ones. Further, we provide characteriza-
tions for the equality of the existing A-numerical radius inequalities of semi-
Hilbertian space operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let B(H) denote the C*-algebra of all bounded linear operators on a complex
Hilbert space H with inner product (.,.) and the corresponding norm |.||. For
T € B(H), the range and the kernel of T" are denoted by R(T") and N(T'), respec-
tively. By R(T'), we denote the norm closure of R(T"). The Hilbert-adjoint of T’
is denoted by T*. Let A € B(H) be a positive operator, henceforth we reserve
the symbol A for positive operator on H. Clearly, A induces a positive semidef-
inite sesquilinear form (.,.)4 : H x H — C, defined by (x,y)a = (Ax,y) for all
x,y € H. This sesquilinear form induces a seminorm ||.|[4 : H — R™, defined by
|z]|a = \/(x,x)4 for all x € H. Clearly, ||.||4 is a norm if and only if A is injec-
tive, and (#,||.]|a) is complete if and only if R(A) is closed in H. An operator
T € B(H) is said to be A-bounded if there exists ¢ > 0 such that ||[Tz||4 < ¢||z||a
for all x € R(A), and in this case

[ Txlla _

|T||a=  sup = sup | Tz]|4 < +o00.
ver), a0 [1T14 ochm@a) a4z

Let BA(H) denote the collection of all A-bounded operators, i.e., BA(H) = {T €
B(H) : ||T||a < +oc}. It is well known that BA(#) is, in general, not a sub-
algebra of B(H). Note that | 7|4 = 0 if and only if ATA = 0. The A-adjoint of
T, if it exists, is defined as follows:

Definition 1.1. ([1]) For T' € B(H), an operator S € B(H) is said to be an
A-adjoint of T if (Tx,y)a = (x,Sy) 4 for all x,y € H, i.e, AS = T*A.

Let B4(H) denote the collection of all operators in B(H), which admit A-adjoint.
By Douglas theorem [10], it follows that

Bi(H) = {T € B(H) : R(T*A) C R(A)}.
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For T' € B4(H), the operator equation AX = T*A has a unique solution, denoted
by T4, satisfying R(T#*4) C R(A). Note that T%4 = ATT*A, where A' is the
Moore-Penrose inverse of A. We note that Ba(H) (€ B4(H)) is a sub-algebra
of B(H). For T € Ba(H), we have, AT#* = T*A and N(TﬁA) = N(T*A)
If T € Ba(H), then T% € By(H) and (T%4)" = PrT Pry where Py

the orthogonal projection onto R(A). An operator T € BA(H) is said to be
A-self-adjoint if AT is self-adjoint, i.e., AT = T*A. For further study on the A-
adjoint operator, we refer to [1]. Note that, for T, S € Ba(H), (T'S)* = StaTha,
|TS|[a < |T||al|S]|a and || Tz||a < |T|aljz]|a for all 2 € H. Clearly, for T €
Ba(H), [TT# |5 = |T* T[4 = | T5[}3 = ||T]3.

For T' € Ba(H), the A-numerical range of T', denoted by W4(T'), is defined as

Wa(T)={(Tx,x)s:x€H,|z|s=1}
and the A-numerical radius of 7', denoted by wa(T"), is defined as
wa(T) = sup{|{Tz,z)4|:x € H,|z||sa=1}.

2

. For

It was shown in [15] that for T € Ba(H), wa(T) = supper .,

T € Ba(H), we have
T[4 = sup{[|Tz[[a : 2[4 = 1} = sup{[{Tz, y)al : [z][a = llylla = 1}.

It is well-known that w4(.) and ||.|| 4 are equivalent seminorms on B4 (H) satisfying
the inequality (see [2, Prop. 2.5])

1
SITNa = wa(T) < [|TLa. (1.1)

The inequalities in (1.1) are sharp (see [11]), wa(T) = $|| T4 if AT? = 0 and
wa(T) = ||T||a if AT =T*A. An improvement of (1.1) is given in [12, 15], which
1s
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- }}TﬁAT+TTﬁA}} <wi(T) < = HTﬁATjLTTﬁAH : (1.2)

More reﬁnements in this direction are also given in [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 13, 14]. Inspired
by the inequalities obtained in the article [8, 9], here we obtaln new reﬁnements of
the first inequalities in (1.1) and (1.2). By applying the new refinements developed
here, we obtain upper bounds for the A-numerical radius of the commutators of
operators. Also, we obtain characterizations for the equality of first inequalities

n (1.1) and (1.2).
2. LOWER BOUNDS FOR A-NUMERICAL RADIUS

We begin with the observation that any 7' € B(H) can be expressed as T =
Ra(T) +iSa(T"), where R4(T) = w and S4(T) = T_Zfim‘. It is easy to verify
that R4(7) and S4(T") both are A-self-adjoint, i.e., ARA(T) = (Ra(T"))*A and
AS4(T) = (S4(T))*A. Therefore, wa(Ra(T)) = ||Ra(T)||a and wa(Ia(T)) =

|S4(T)||a- Now, we are in a position to prove our first improvement.
Theorem 2.1. If T € Ba(H), then

ITla  NRAD) 4 — [Sa(D)]]a]
2 2 '

wA(T) Z
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Proof. Let © € H with ||z||4 = 1. Then from T' = RA(T") +iS4(T), we have
[Tz, z)al* = [(Ra(T)x, z)al* + [(Ra(T)z, 2) Al
This implies that
[Tz, x) 4l = [(Ra(T), ) 4] and [(T'z, ) 4| = [(Sa(T)x, 7) 4]
Considering supremum over ||z][4 = 1, we get
wa(T) > [Ra(T) | and w(T) > [Sa(T)| .

Hence,
wa(T) = max{[|[Ra(T)[a, [|Sa(T)]|la}
_ IRa@)a + [8a@)lla | [IRATD)lla = [ISa(T)]]al
2 2
o RaM) +i8a(Dlla |, WRAD)a = [Sa(D)]]a]
- 2 2
_ Tl | IR = IS4l
2 2 '
Thus, we complete the proof. O

Remark 2.2. Clearly, the inequality in Theorem 2.1 is sharper than the first
inequality in (1.1), i.e., wa(T) > 2,

In the next theorem we provide a characterzation for the equality of lower
bound of A-numerical radius mentioned in (1.1).

Theorem 2.3. Let T € Ba(H).

(i) Ifwa(T) = T4 then

1 7']]a
2 )

IRA(T) |4 = [[Sa(T)]la =

but the converse is not necessarliy true.
H(m wa(T) = T4 if and only if |Ra(e’T)|a = ISa(T)||a = B4 for ail
e R.

Proof. (i) It follows from Theorem 2.1 that if wa(T') = ”T2”A, then
IRA(T) |4 = [ISa(T)]] 2.

Also, we get
_ 7Tl _ R +iSa(Dlla R[4 + [Sa(D) ]2
2 2 - 2
= [ Ra(T)]] a-

This implies that [|R4(T)||4 = ”T2”A, and so ||Sa(T)]|a = @

[Ra(T)][a < wa(T)

(ii) The “if” part follows from w4 (T') = supyeg |Ra(€T)|| 4, and so we only need
to prove the “only if” part. Let wa(T) = @ Clearly €T € Ba(H) for all
0 € R. Now, wa(e/T) = wa(T) and [|€T||4 = ||T|| 4 for all @ € R. Therefore, it
follows from (i) that [|R4(e“T)|4 = |Sa(e?T)||a = "2 for all 6 € R. O
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Our next improvement of the first inequality in (1.2) reads as follows.

Theorem 2.4. If T € Ba(H), then

1 1
wa(T) = \/Z |TET +TTo 4+ 5 IRADIE — 3D |

Proof. We have ws(T) > ||[Ra(T)||a and wa(T) > ||Sa(T)||4 and so
wi(T) > max {|Ra(T)%, 1Sa(D)5}
IRAIG + IS4 [RADIE — IS4 (D]

2 2
> ||(§l‘%A(T))2||A—2FH(%A(T))QIIA+ |!|3?A(T)Ili;!|%A(T)|li|
> ||(§RA(T))2+2(%A(T))2HA_‘_ HI%A(T)H%;H%A(T)II%\

= LT T IR~ [SADI |

This completes the proof.
O

Remark 2.5. Clearly, the inequality in Theorem 2.4 is sharper than the first

inequality in (1.2), i.e., w}(T) > L || T8T + TT# || .

Next, we prove an equivalent condition for wa(T") = \/ HTEAT + TTH .

Theorem 2.6. Let T € Bao(H). Then, wa(T) = \/1 | T84T + TTH|| , if and only
if [Ra(€*T) % = IS(e°T) |14 = IIT*4T + TT* |4 for all 6 € R.

Proof. The “if” part is trivial, we only prove the “only if” part. Let w?(T) =
L\ T8AT + TT | 4. Now, (Ra(e¥T))” + (Sa(eT))* = TATIITIA for a1 g € R.
Therefore, we have
1 . .
ZHTﬁAT—FTTﬂAHA _ H(%A(eleT))z X (%A(eleT))2

(IIRate" D + [3a(e”D)]3)

A

1
2
1
< Z
-2

1
< wi(T) = Z||TﬁAT + TTH || 4.

(@) ||+ |Sa (D) ||, = L THT+TTH | 4. Now, supgeg ||Ra(e°T)||", =
TS THTT | 4 = supyeg [|94(eT)|, - Therefore, [Ra(e*T) % = [Sa(eT)%
= L|T#aT + TT* | 4 for all 6 € R. O

Now we obtain another characterizations for the equalities wa(T) = 3|74

and wa(T) = \/%HTﬁAT + TT%|| 4. First we need to prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. Let T € Bo(H). Then, |Rs(e°T)||a =k (i.c., a constant) for all
0 € R if and only if Wa(T) is a circular disk with center at the origin and radius
k.
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Proof. The “if” part is trivial, we only prove the “only if” part. Let H?RA(eigT)HA
= k for all & € R. Then, sup, - [(Ra(e’T)z,x)4| = k for all 6 € R, ie,
SUD)|z|| 4 =1 |Re(e(Tx,x)4)| = k for all # € R. Thus, for each 6 € R, there exists
a sequence {z%} C H with ||2%]|a = 1 such that |Re(e(Tx?,2%) 4)| — k. This

n»n

implies that the boundary of W4(T) must be a circle with center at the origin
and radius k. Since Wy4(T') is a convex subset of C (see in [2, Th. 2.1]), so Wa(T)
is a circular disk with center at the origin and radius k.

O

Theorem 2.8. Let T' € Bo(H). Then, the following results hold.
(i) wa(T) = T\ if and only if Wa(T) is a circular disk with center at the
origin and radius ||T|| 4.

(ii) wa(T) = \/iHTﬁATjLTTﬁAHA if and only if Wa(T') is a circular disk with
center at the origin and radius \/iHTﬂAT + TT% | 4.

Proof. The proof of (i) and (ii) follow from Theorems 2.3 and 2.6, respectively,
by using Lemma 2.7. O

Another improvement of the first inequality in (1.1) reads as:

Theorem 2.9. If T € Ba(H), then

ITla , HIRAT) + Sa(@)lla = [Ra(T) = Sa(@lla |

wa(T) > 5 NG

Proof. Let € ‘H with ||z||a = 1. Then, we have

[(Tz,2)a | = VIRA(D)a,2)al? + [(Sa(T)a, 2)
1 &
> ﬁ(‘ (Ra(Dz,zha |+ | (Sa(T)z,2) |)
> ig | {(Ra(T) £ Sa(T))w, ) | -

Taking supremum over ||z||4 = 1, we get

wa(T) > (T) £ 3a(T)]| a-

\/’H?RA
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Therefore, we have

wa(T) 2 = max{[Ra(T) + Sa(T)La, [Ra(T) — Sa(D)]]}

V2
_ L{ [RA(T) + Sa(T)[[a + [[Ra(T) — Sa(T) ][4
V2 2
| RA(T) +Sa(T)[| 4 — IRA(T) — Sa(T)]|a |
+ ; J
S L{ [(Ra(T) +S4(T) — i(Ra(T) —Sa(T))l[a
z 5 5
+| [RA(T) +Sa(T))la — [[Ra(T) — Sa(D)]|a |}
2
_ b { [(1 = 1)Ta . | RA(T) +Sa(T)[|a = IRa(T) — Sa(T)]| |}
V2 2 2
_ 7] . | [RA(T) +Sa(T)[| 4 — IRa(T) — Sa(T)]] 4 |
2 22 ’
as desired. 0

Remark 2.10. (i) Clearly, the inequality in Theorem 2.9 is sharper than the first
inequality in (1.1), i.e., wa(T) > @.

(ii) The inequalities obtained in Theorem 2.1 and Theorem 2.9 are not compara-
ble, in general.

Another refinement of the first inequality in (1.2) reads as follows:

Theorem 2.11. If T € Ba(H), then

wA(T) > ¢ T+ Tl TIRACT) + SalDI — TRalD) = Sa(DIE T

Proof. Following the proof of Theorem 2.9, we have

wi(T) > %maX{H%A(T)“‘%A(T)H?m||%A(T)_gA(T)H,%l}
_ 1{ IRA(T) + Sa(DA + 1RA(T) = Sa(DA

2 2
L HIRA(T) + Sa(DI% ; IRA(T) — Sa(T)IIZ | }
< 1{ I(RA(T) + Sa(T))* + (Ra(T) — Sa(T))*||a
= 2 2
[ IRA(T) + Sa(T) |5 — [Ra(T) = Sa(T)|I3 |
: 2 }
_ ITRT A TT | [IRA(T) + Sa(DI1E — [Ra(T) = Sa(D)]4 |
4 4 ‘

This completes the proof. 0J



A-NUMERICAL RADIUS : INEQUALITIES AND EQUALITIES 7

Remark 2.12. (i) Clearly, the inequality in Theorem 2.11 is sharper than the
first inequality in (1.2), i.e., wi(T) > 1 ||T*T + TT# || ,.

(ii) The inequalities obtained in Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.11 are not compa-
rable, in general.

3. APPLICATIONS

In this section we obtain new inequalities for the A-numerical radius of the gen-
eralized commutators of operators by applying Theorems 2.4 and 2.11. First we
prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. If T, X,Y € Ba(H), then
wA(TX £ YT) < max {|X|La, | Y]|} VATET + T,

Proof. Let x € ‘H with ||z]|4 = 1 and max{||X ||, |Y||a} < 1. Then by Cauchy
Schwarz inequality, we get

((TX £ YTz, x)a| < |[(Xa, Tz) | + [(Tx, Yiaz) 4|
< |THz]| + || 7|
1
< V2 (T + || Tx]%)®

1
< V2|THRT + TT*| 3.

Therefore, taking supremum over ||z||4 = 1, we get

wa(TX £YT) < /2| T¥AT 4 TT#4|| 4.

If X,Y € Ba(#H) are arbitrary with max{||X||a, ||Y]|a} # 0, then it follows from
the above inequality that

wa(TX £ YT) < max {[| X 4. ¥ 12} 2TRT + TT5] .

Also, if max{||X]||4,[|Y||la} = 0, then the above inequality holds trivially. This
completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.2. If T, X|Y € Ba(H), then

~HIRAMIE = 1Sa(D)]E

(i) wa(TX £YT) < 2v2max {|| X |, Y] 4} \/w%(T) 5

and
(i) wa(TX £YT)

A

_ HIRA(T) + Sa(D)[ = [Ra(T) — Sa(D)]

2
A

< 2v2max {[| X[|a, [Y[la} /i (T) 1
Proof. By applying the inequalities in Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.11 in Lemma
3.1, we have (i) and (ii), respectively. O

It should be mentioned here that the inequalities (i) and (ii) in Theorem 3.2
are not comparable, in general.
Considering X =Y = § in Theorem 3.2, we get the following corollary.
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Corollary 3.3. If T, S € Ba(H), then

_ HIRAMNE = 8D |
5 .

(i) wa(T'S £ ST) < MHSHA\/wz(T)
and
(1)  wa(TS £ ST)
< 5yl ) — LPEAT) AT (D) = ST |

4
Now, interchanging 7" and S in Corollary 3.3 (i), we get
wa(TS £ ST) < 2v2min{ay, as}, (3.1)
where
§R T 2 |Icx T 2
0 = ||S||A\/wi(T)— | [RaA(T)] . [Sa(T)]1% \’
RA(S) |4 = 1S4(9)|*
- ||T]|A\/w§(5)— | [[Ra(S) % . IS4 ()1 |
Also, interchanging 7" and S in Corollary 3.3 (ii), we get
wa(TS +ST) < 2vV2min{B,, s}, (3.2)
where
Ra(T) + Sa(D)|A = [Ra(T) = Sa(T)|
5 = ||S||A\/w?4(T)—H| A(T) + Sa( )||A4H A(T) — Sl )HA"
RA(S) + A% = [IRA(S) — S4(9)|?
By — ||T||ar/w3(S) - | [[a(S) + Sl )||A4 1R (S) = Sa(S)I [

Remark 3.4. In [15, Th. 4.2], Zamani proved that if T, S € Ba(#), then
wa(TS £ ST) < 2v2min{||T||aw4(S), || S| awa(T)}.

Clearly, both the inequalities in (3.1) and (3.2) are stronger than the inequality
in [15, Th. 4.2].
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