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HADAMARD WEIGHTED GEOMETRIC MEAN INEQUALITIES FOR
THE SPECTRAL AND ESSENTIAL SPECTRAL RADIUS OF
POSITIVE OPERATORS ON BANACH FUNCTION AND SEQUENCE
SPACES

KATARINA BOGDANOVIC!, ALJOSA PEPERKO??

ABSTRACT. We prove new inequalities for the spectral radius, essential spectral radius,
operator norm, measure of noncompactness and numerical radius of Hadamard weighted
geometric means of positive kernel operators on Banach function and sequence spaces.

Several inequalities appear to be new even in the finite dimensional case.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let p be a o-finite positive measure on a o-algebra M of subsets of a non-void set X.
Let M (X, u) be the vector space of all equivalence classes of (almost everywhere equal)
complex measurable functions on X. A Banach space L C M (X, p) is called a Banach
function spaceif f € L, g € M(X, ), and |g| < |f| imply that g € L and ||g]| < || f||. We
assume that X is the carrier of L, that is, there is no subset Y of X of strictly positive
measure with the property that f =0 a.e. on Y for all f € L (see [47]).

Let R denote the set {1,..., N} for some N € IN or the set IN of all natural numbers. Let
S(R) be the vector lattice of all complex sequences (,)ner. A Banach space L C S(R)
is called a Banach sequence space if x € S(R), y € L and |z| < |y| imply that x € L and
x|l < ||lyllr. Observe that a Banach sequence space is a Banach function space over

a measure space (R, u), where p denotes the counting measure on R. Denote by £ the
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collection of all Banach sequence spaces L satisfying the property that e, = xy,) € L and
llex||r =1 for all n € R. For L € L the set R is the carrier of L.

Standard examples of Banach function spaces are Euclidean spaces, the space ¢ of all
null convergent sequences (equipped with the usual norms and the counting measure),
the well-known spaces LP(X,u) (1 < p < oo) and other less known examples such as
Orlicz, Lorentz, Marcinkiewicz and more general rearrangement-invariant spaces (see e.g.
[6], [10] and the references cited there), which are important e.g. in interpolation theory.
Recall that the cartesian product L = E x F' of Banach function spaces is again a Banach
function space, equipped with the norm ||(f, g)||r = max{||f||&, [|g||r}-

If {fu}nen € M(X,p) is a decreasing sequence and f = inf{f, € M(X,u) : n € IN},
then we write f, | f. A Banach function space L has an order continuous norm, if
0 < fu 4 0 implies || fn]l — 0 as n — oo. It is well known that spaces LF, 1 < p < oo,
have order continuous norm. Moreover, the norm of any reflexive Banach function space
is order continuous. In particular, we will be interested in Banach function spaces L
such that L and its Banach dual space L* have order continuous norms. Examples of
such spaces are LP(X, ), 1 < p < oo, while the space L = ¢y € L is an example of a
non-reflexive Banach sequence (function) space, such that L and L* = ' € £ have order
continuous norms.

By an operator on a Banach function space L we always mean a linear operator on L.
An operator K on L is said to be positive if it maps nonnegative functions to nonnegative
ones, i.e., KLy C L, where L, denotes the positive cone L, = {f € L : f > 0 a.e.}.
Given operators K and H on L, we write K > H if the operator K — H is positive. Recall

that a positive operator K is always bounded, i.e., its operator norm

(1) K =sup{lKfllc: feL[fle <1} =supf{[|[KflL:f €Ly |Iflle <1}

is finite (the second equality in () follows from |K f| < K| f| for f € L). Also, its spectral
radius r(K) is always contained in the spectrum.

In the special case L = L?(X, ) we can define the numerical radius w(K) of a bounded
operator K on L?(X, ;1) by

w(EK) = sup{[(Kf, )| : f € L*(X, ), || f]l2 = 1}.
If, in addition, K is positive, then it is easy to prove that
w(K) =sup{(K f, ) : f € LX(X, p)y, | fll2 = 1}.

From this it follows easily that w(K) < w(H) for all positive operators K and H on
L*(X, ) with K < H.
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An operator K on a Banach function space L is called a kernel operator if there exists
a u X p-measurable function k(z,y) on X x X such that, for all f € L and for almost all
reX,
[ b sl duty) < 0o and (£0)w) = [ Kw.o)7 ) dutw)
X

b's
One can check that a kernel operator K is positive iff its kernel k is non-negative almost
everywhere.

Let L be a Banach function space such that L and L* have order continuous norms
and let K and H be positive kernel operators on L. By 7(K) we denote the Hausdorff

measure of non-compactness of K, i.e.,
v(K)=1inf{d > 0: there is a finite M C L such that K(Dp) C M + D},

where D, = {f € L : [[fllz < 1}. Then 7(K) < [|K|}, v(K + H) < v(K) +v(H),
Y(KH) <~v(K)y(H) and v(aK) = ay(K) for « > 0. Also 0 < K < H implies y(K) <
v(H) (see e.g. [30, Corollary 4.3.7 and Corollary 3.7.3]). Let r.s(K) denote the essential
spectral radius of K, i.e., the spectral radius of the Calkin image of K in the Calkin
algebra. Then

(2) Tess(K) = lim y(K7)Y7 = inf (K7)"

J—o0 jelN
and r..s(K) < v(K). Note that () is valid for any bounded operator K on a given
complex Banach space L (see e.g. [30, Theorem 4.3.13]).

It is well-known that kernel operators play a very important, often even central, role
in a variety of applications from differential and integro-differential equations, problems
from physics (in particular from thermodinamics), engineering, statistical and economic
models, etc (see e.g. [24], [4], [29], [11] and the references cited there). For the theory of
Banach function spaces and more general Banach lattices we refer the reader to the books
7, [6), [, 2.

Let K and H be positive kernel operators on L with kernels k and h respectively, and
a > 0. The Hadamard (or Schur) product K o H of K and H is the kernel operator with
kernel equal to k(z,y)h(z,y) at point (z,y) € X x X which can be defined (in general)
only on some order ideal of L. Similarly, the Hadamard (or Schur) power K of K is
the kernel operator with kernel equal to (k(x,y))® at point (z,y) € X x X which can be
defined only on some order ideal of L.

Let K4, ..., K, be positive kernel operators on a Banach function space L, and aq, ..., a,
positive numbers such that Z;;l a; = 1. Then the Hadamard weighted geometric mean

K = Kfo‘l) o é‘m) o0 K¥ of the operators K1, ..., K, is a positive kernel operator
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defined on the whole space L, since K < a3 K + asKs + ... 4+ o, K,, by the inequality
between the weighted arithmetic and geometric means.

A matrix K = [k;jlijer is called nonnegative if k;; > 0 for all 4,7 € R. For notational
convenience, we sometimes write k(z, j) instead of k;;. We say that a nonnegative matrix
K defines an operator on L if Kz € L for all x € L, where (Kx); = )_,_p kijz;. Then
Kx € L, for all x € L, and so K defines a positive kernel operator on L.

Let us recall the following result which was proved in [I5, Theorem 2.2] and [33, The-
orem 5.1 and Example 3.7] (see also e.g. [36, Theorem 2.1], [37], [34], [35], [17]).

Theorem 1.1. Let K, Ky,..., K, and {Kij}ifl,jzl be positive kernel operators on a
Banach function space L. Assume «q, qs,..., o, are positive numbers such that s, =

Z;;l a; = 1 and define the positive kernel operator H on L by

H = <K£?1) 0---0 K{g’”) <Kl(1al) 0---0 Kl(:")) )

(i) Then the following inequalities hold for p € {|| - ||,7}:

(3) p(K 0 K 00 KO) < p(K1)™ p(Kg)® - - p(K,)*",
(4) H< (K- K@ oo (K- Kp)©,
p(H) < p ((Kll - 'Kll)(o‘l) o0 (Kyy,-- -Kln)(o‘”))

(5) S p(Kll"'Kll)al"'p(Kln"'Kln>an'

If, in addition, L and L* have order continuous norms, then (3) and () hold also for
pE LY, Tess}-

If, in addition, L = L*(X, p) then (3) and (3) hold also for p = w.
(i) If L € £, t>1 and s, > 1, then K®, Kfo‘l) o Kz(az) oo K\ and H define

operators on L and the inequalities

(6) kG, §) < |K|| for all i,j€ R,
(7) KO KO < (K- K0,
(8> p(K{t)...Ky(Lt)) Sﬂ(Ky"Kn)t,

(3) and (3) hold for p € {|| - ||, 7}

In the finite-dimensional case Inequality (B]) for the spectral radius goes back to King-

man [28] implicitly, and it was later considered by several authors ([21], [5], [19], [25],
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[44], [13], [23], [45]), using different methods. In [19] (see also [21]) the method of lin-
earization was applied to generalize the result of Cohen (see [8], [9], [20], [18], [12], [21]
Corollary 5.7.13], [19], [5, Theorem 3.5.9]) that asserts that the spectral radius, considered
as a function of the diagonal entries of a nonnegative matrix, is a convex function. In
[16] the generalization to the setting of infinite dimensional matrices was established and
very recently in [40] a version for the essential spectral radius was proved. It should be
mentioned that a very general extension of Cohen’s theorem was proved in the setting
of Banach ordered spaces by Kato [26], who used extensively the theory of strongly con-
tinuous semigroups of operators. Let us also point out that Inequalities (5] are actually
results on the joint and generalized spectral radius and their essential versions (see e.g.
[33], [35], [36], [38]) and have been applied to obtain several inequalities involving the
Hadamard and ordinary products of operators (see, e.g., [42], [43], [35], [7], [17], [36], [37],
[38], [48], [31], [32], [41], [40]).

Let K1 = [k1(4,7)]ijer, - - - » K = [kn(7, 7)]i jer be nonnegative matrices and let aq, . . ., v,
be nonnegative numbers such that >  a; = 1. The nonnegative matrix
C(Ky,....Kp,a1,...,00) = [c(i,5)]ijer ([16], [19], [21]) is defined by

e(i,j) = { W)k Gg) - AT
arky(i,0) + ... 4 ankp(i,i) if i=j
In other words, the diagonal part of C'(Kjy, ..., K,,a,...,q,) is equal to the diagonal
part of ay Ky + - -+ + o, K,,, while its nondiagonal part equals the nondiagonal part of
Kfal) o Kéaz) oo K\

By the inequality between weighted geometric and weighted arithmetic means, we have
9) KoK o...o KW < C(Ky,...,Kn,a1,...,00) < 1Ky + -+ an K.

From the right-hand inequality it follows that the matrix C'(Kq, ..., K, aq, ..., ay) defines
an operator on L provided the matrices K, ..., K, define operators on L € L.

The following generalization of Cohen’s theorem was obtained in [16, Theorem 2.1] and
in [40, Theorem 2.2].

Theorem 1.2. Gwen L in L, let K1, ..., K, be nonnegative matrices that define operators
on L and ay, . .., o, nonnegative numbers such that >, o = 1. Then for p = r we have
(10) p(C(Klv R Knv Ayeeny an)) S alp(Kl) +eet Oénp(Kn)

In particular, if Ky, ..., K, have the same non-diagonal part, then

(11) plar Ky + -+ o Kp) < arp(Ky) + -+ + anp(Ky).
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In other words, if Dy,..., D, are diagonal matrices and K a matriz such that K + D1,

..., K+ D, are nonnegative matrices that define operators on L, then we have
(12) plar(K+Dy)+ -+ a(K+ D)) <agp(K + D)+ -+ anp(K + Dy,).

If, in addition, L and L* have order continuous norms then under the above conditions

inequalities (I0), (I1) and (I3) hold also for p = Tess.

Recall also the following well known inequality (see e.g. [33], [15], [45]) for nonnegative

measurable functions and for o and 8 nonnegative numbers such that a + § > 1:

(13) Fogl 4 fegl < (fit A ) (gt )

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first state Theorem 2.1
which we will need in our proofs and follows directly from results of [40]. Then we prove
new results on geometric symmetrizations of positive kernel operators and their weighted
versions, which generalize several results from [14], [40], [15], [33] and [45] and we prove
new versions of these results. We conclude the article with Section 3, where we establish
some new additional results on Hadamard weighted geometric means of operators. In

particular, in Section 3 we extend the main results of 48] and some results of [37].

2. RESULTS ON WEIGHTED GEOMETRIC SYMMETRIZATIONS

Given a nonnegative matrix K that defines an operator on L in £, let us denote || K || =
sup; jer k(7, 7). Then we have || K| < [[K]| by (@).

In the following result we state versions of (B). The result follows from Inequalities (),
and (B combined with [40, Theorem 2.6] applied to the matrix H from (I4)).

Theorem 2.1. Given L in L, let {K;;}2" be nonnegative matrices that define opera-

i=1,j=1
tors on L and oy, ao,..., ay, positive numbers such that s, = Z?:l a; > 1. Let
(14) H: = (Kﬁn) 0--+0 Kfz")) o (Kl(fél) 0---0 l(;j‘”)) ,

Hy: = KKy, M= ElllaX HHzHoou

e

g = M"! and ﬁi:% for all 1+=1,...,n.

n
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Then inequalities

H < Hl(al) o0 HEn < 5H1(61) o+ o0 H
< BC(Hy,...,Hy, Br,...,Bn) < B(BLH: + - + BpH,),
p(H) < p (Hf‘l” o---0 H,(f”)> < Bp(H™ o ... 0 HE)
< Bp (H)™ - p (H)™ < B(Bip(Hy) + -+ + Bup(H,))
(15) < Blawp(Hy) + -+ - + anp(Hy)),
p(H) < p(H 00 HE) < Bp(H{™ o0 HE)
(16) < Bp(C(Hy, ..., Hy, Bry -y Ba)) < B(Bip(HL) + -+ Bup(Hy))
hold for all p e {r,||-||} and inequalities
d(H) < d(H" o0 He) < Bd(HP o ... 0 HW)
< BA(C(Hy, ..., Hy, B1,....5.) < Bd(BiHy + -+ B Hy)
(17) < B(Bid(Hy) + - + Bud(Hy))
hold for d =|| - ||.

If, in addition, L and L* have order continuous norms then inequalities (I3) and (10)
hold also for all p € {ress, v} and inequalities (17) hold also for d = ~.

If, in addition, L = I*(R), then inequalities (13) and (17) (and (1)) hold also for
p=w and for d = w.

If, in addition, the matrices Hy, ..., H, are m x m matrices and the diagonal part of

Hl(al) o0 HY is equal to zero, then
(18) r(H) <r (H{aﬂ oo Héa”) < (m—1)s,
where § = max{M*" 1}.

Let us recall the notion of geometric symmetrization of positive kernel operators on
L*(X, ). Let K be a positive kernel operator on L?(X, u) with kernel k. The geometric
symmetrization S(K) of K is the positive selfadjoint kernel operator on L?(X, u) with
kernel equal to /k(z,y)k(y,r) at point (z,y) € X x X. Note that S(K) = K1/? o
(K*)1/2) since the kernel of the adjoint operator K* is equal to k(y, ) at point (x,%) €
X xX.

Next we extend several results from [14], [40], [I5], [33] and [45] to the setting of
weighted geometric “symmetrizations” S,(-) of positive kernel operators and prove new
related results to those from the above references. Let K be a positive kernel operator on
L*(X, ) and a € [0,1]. Denote S,(K) = K@ o (K*)1=® which is a kernel operator on
L*(X, p) with a kernel k%(x,y)k'=%(y, z). Observe that (So(K))* = So(K*) = S1_o(K).
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The following result generalizes and refines [40, Propositions 3.1 and 3.2].

Proposition 2.2. Let K, K,..., K, be positive kernel operators on L*(X,u) and o €
[0,1]. Then we have

P(Sa(K1) -+ Sa(Ky))
(19) <p ((Kye K)o (K- K1) ) < p(Ky -+ K)® p(F - Kq)' 0,

(20)  p(SalBy) + -+ Sa(Km)) < p(Sal(Ki+ -4 Kn)) < p(Ki+ - 4 Km)
for all p € {r,ress, v, || - ||, w}. In particular, for all p € {r,ress, v, || - ||, w} we have
(21) P (Sa(K)) < p(K).
We also have
(22) P (Sa(K1)Sa(K2)) < p ((K1K2)' ™ o (K2k1)*) ™) < p(K\Ky).
for p € {r,ress}-
Proof. By (B) we have

P (Sa(1) -+ SalBn)) = p (K1 o () 07) o (KL o (K)(40) )

<p ((K1 K)o (K, - ~K1)*)(1‘°‘))

< p(K1 - Kp)® p((Kn o 1)) % = p(K1 - Ky)® p(K - K1)

This proves ([I9). Inequality (2I) is a special cases of ([I9) while ([22)) follows from ([I9])

and p(KlKQ) = p(K2K1) for pE {Tu Tess}-
Inequalities (20) follow from (I3) and (21). O

If K is a nonnegative matrix that defines an operator on [*(R) and if o and 3 are
nonnegative numbers such that o + # > 1, then a nonnegative matrix
Sop(K) = K@ o (K*)® also defines an operator on [?(R) by Theorem [LI|(ii). The

following result is proved in a similar way as Proposition

Proposition 2.3. Let K, Ky,..., K, be nonnegative matrices that define operators on

I>(R) and let a and 3 be nonnegative numbers such that o+ 3 > 1. Then we have
P(Sap(K1) - Sap(Kn))

(23) < p((Ki K)o (Ky- - K))P) < p(Ky - Ky)® p(Ky -+ K7
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forall p € {r,|| - ||}. We also have
(26) P (Sap(K1)Sa,p(kK2)) < p(K1K) ™
for p=r. Moreover, we have

(27) P(Sas (K1) -+ Sap(Kn)) < p (K1 -+ K)o (K- K1)") )

< dp <(K1 KGR o (K, - .Kl)*)(afﬁ)) <6 p(Ky-- K)o p(K, - K)a,

where § = max{|| K1 - Kp|loo, [|[Kn -+ Ki|loo}*7L, and

(28) p (Sas(K)) < K20 (S 2 (K)) < K2 plK),

(29) P(Sap(K1) + ...+ Sap(Hm)) < p(Sap(Ki+ ...+ Kn))

<Kot K| (Sﬁﬂ(m T Km)> <Kt A K0 (Kt A K)
for all p € {r,Tess, 7, || - ||, w}. We also have

(30) P (Sa,5(K1)Sas(K2)) < p ((K1K2) o (K2 K1))7)

_a B
< mac{ | Ky Kol s [ oK o} (K1) 557 o (k) ) 7))
< max{|| K1 Koo, || K2 K1 [|oo }* 77 p( K1 K)
for all p € {r,Tess }-

Proof. Tnequalities (23)) are proved in similar way as Inequalities (I9) by applying Theorem
[LII(i). Inequalities (27) follow from (IH]). Inequalities (24]) and (28)) are special cases of

@3) and (27), respectively. Inequalities (25) and (29) follow from (I3]), (24) and (28]),
while Inequalities (26]) and (30) follow from (23]) and (27]). O

The following two results generalize [14, Lemma 2.1], [I4, Theorem 2.2] and [40, The-

orem 3.5] by employing a similar but more general method of proof.

Lemma 2.4. (i) If K is a positive kernel operator on L*(X, ) and a € [0,1], then
(31) Sa(K?) > Sa(K)*.

(i1) If K is a nonnegative matriz that defines an operator on I*(R) and if o and 3 are

nonnegative numbers such that oo+ > 1, then

(32) Sa,(K?) > Sap(K)*.
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Proof. The kernel of S,(K?) at (z,y) € X x X equals

(/X k(:c,z)k(z,y)du(z))a (/X ’f(yw)k(z,x)dﬂ(z)y_“'

By Hoelder’s inequality this is larger or equal to

/X(k(x,Z)k(z,y))“(k‘(y,Z)k(z,éf))l_adu(Z)

= [ 2 ) k() K2 ()
X
and this equals the kernel of S, (K)? at (z,y), which proves (B1)).
Inequality (B2]) is proved in a similar way by [33] Proposition 4.1]. O

Theorem 2.5. (i) Let K be a positive kernel operator on L*(X, pn), a € [0,1] and let
pn = p(Sa(K?"))* " forn € NU{0} and p € {r,ress}. Then for each n
P(Sa(K)) =po < p1 < -+ < py < p(K).

(ii) Let K be a nonnegative matriz that defines an operator on I*(R) and « and f3
nonnegative numbers such that o + 8 > 1. If r, = p(Sas(K?"))? " for n € NU{0} and
p € A{r,resst, then

+8-1

p(Sap(K)) =10 <11 < -+ <1 < min{p(K)**P K2 [ p(K)} and

on a+2[3;71 on 2—n on a+2[73171
r S IK2 1T p (8,2, (%)) < 1K 7 p(K).

a+p8

Proof. To prove (i) we first observe that by (31]) (or by (22)) we have
(33) PSa(K?) = p(Sa(K)?) = plSalK))"

By @) p(S.(K?")) < p(K*') = p(K)?" and so p, < p(K). Since p,_1 < p, for alln € N
by ([B3]) the proof of (i) is completed.
In a similar way (ii) is proved by applying (24)), (28)) and (30]). O

The following result generalizes and extends [45, Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 3.2 (3)].

Proposition 2.6. Let K be a positive kernel operators on L*(X, ) and o € [0,1]. Then

for all p € {r,ress,7, || - ||, w} and n € N we have
(34) p(S(K)) < p(Sa(K)) < p(K) and
(35) p(S(K™)) ™" < p(Sa(K")) ™" < p(K).

Proof. Since S(K) = S(S4(K)) Inequalities ([34]) follow from (21]). Inequalities (B5) follow
from (B4). O
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The following result generalizes and extends [45, Theorems 2.3 and 3.3]. It is proved in
similar way as [45] Theorem 2.3] by applying (2I]). To avoid too much repetition of ideas

we omit the details of the proof.

Theorem 2.7. Let K be a positive kernel operators on L*(X, ).
For p € {r,ress, 7, || - ||, w} and o € [0,1] define f,(a) = p(Sa(K)). Then f, is decreasing
in [0,0.5] and increasing in [0.5,1].

3. ADDITIONAL RESULTS ON WEIGHTED GEOMETRIC MEANS
The following refinement of inequality (8] was proved in [38, Corollary 3.10].
Theorem 3.1. Let Ky,..., K, be positive kernel operators on a Banach function space
L. If ay,...,q, are positive numbers such that Y. o; =1 and if m € IN then
(36)  p(Ky™ 0o KI) < p(KP) 00 (KM@} < p(K1)™ - plI,)*

forp=r.
If, in addition, L and L* have order continuous norms then Inequalities (38) hold also

for p=ress.
By iterating (B6]) we obtain its refinement.
Corollary 3.2. Let K, ..., K, be positive kernel operators on a Banach function space
L. If ay,...,q, are positive numbers such that Y\ o; =1 and if m,l € N then
o Qn m (o m\(Qn L
pUKY™ 00 K) < p((KT) @ 0 -0 () @)
(37) < p((KP) D 0o (B em))an < p(Kp)™ -+ p(F,)"
forp=r.
If, in addition, L and L* have order continuous norms then Inequalities (37) hold also
for p=regs.
The following result follows from (37) and Theorem 211
Corollary 3.3. Given L in L, let K4, ..., K, be nonnegative matrices that define opera-
tors on L and oy, . .., o, nonnegative numbers such that s, = Z?:1 a; > 1. Let
M= masx K. 8= 27"

..... n

and f; = ¢+ fori=1,...,n.

Then

p(E oo KDY < Bp(K{™ o0 KPW) < Bp((K) P oo (K By
(38) < Bp((KHP) oo (KB ym < Bp(Ky) - - p(K,)P

IN
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for allm,l € N and p =r.

If, in addition, L and L* have order continuous norms then Inequalities (38) hold also

for p=res.

Next we prove (with a standard method from e.g. [I5] and [33]) that in the case
of sequence spaces L € L inequalities (37) for the spectral radius hold also under the

condition »_ ; o; > 1. In this case we also prove additional refinements of (3.

Theorem 3.4. Given L € L, let K1, ..., K, be nonnegative matrices that define operators
on L. If aq, ..., q, are nonnegative numbers such that s, = >  a; > 1 and if m,l € N
and B; = ;’—:L forallt=1,...,n, then we have

r(E™ 0o K() < (K] oo (I )m
T((K{nl)(al) 0-+-0 (K;nl)(an))% < r((KInl>(ﬁl) 0-+-0 (K;nl)(ﬁn))%
(39) < (K)o (KG)

IA

T(Kfaﬂ oo KOy < p((KM@) 6. .o (K,T)(O‘“)%

r((K) P oo (K3 < (KD oo (KO3
(40) < r(K)™ e (K)

IN

Proof. First we prove that (37) holds also under our assumptions. By (4]) we have
(Kyn) o...oK;Law)m _ <K§a1> 0.0 ff‘”)) ...(Kfcn) o...oK;Law)
(41) < (K 0-ro (KO,
It follows from (AI]) and (B]) that
P oo Ky =i (K™ o0 k() ")
< (K7 oo (K@) < (K7™ - r (K = (r(K)™ oK) ™)™
which proves (36]) in this case. By iterating as before one obtains (37) under our assump-
tions.

Let us prove ({0). Since s, > 1 and «; = §;s,, it follows by the first inequality in (37)
in the case s, > 1, ), @) and [B1) that

P oo Ky < r((KP) 0o (B

n

1
m m\ (Bn (sn)\ m m m\(Bn) 22
_ T(((Kl)(ﬂl)o...o(Kn)(ﬁ)) ) <r((KMB) oo (Km)B)
1

< (KPP oo (B Eymt < (r(KT)™ - (K1) ) e
= T(Kl)al o« .. T(Kn)a”’



HADAMARD WEIGHTED GEOMETRIC MEAN INEQUALITIES 13

which proves ([@0). Now (39) follows from (37) in the case s,, > 1 and (@0]), which completes
the proof. 0

We conclude the article by extending the main results of [48] and some results of [37].
The following result is a new variation of [37, Theorem 4.1] for even m. By o, we denote

the group of permutations of the set {1,...,m}.

Theorem 3.5. Let m be even, {T,v} C o, and let Hy,..., H,, be positive kernel op-
erators on L*(X, ). For j = 1,...,% denote A; = HY oy 1y Hrgj) and Amyy = A% =
H:(zj)HT(Qj_l). Let P, = Ay(i) .- -Ay(m)Ay(l) .- -Ay(i_l) fori=1,...,m.
(i) Then
1 1 1 1
HHl(m) 0---0 Hr(rZ”)H < T(Agm) 6.0 Agrbm))%

1
1 1 1\ 2 a1
(42) =T (me) 0B oo T(nm))g <7 (A Avm) ™ -
(ii) If Hy, ..., H,, are nonnegative matrices that define operators on [*(R) and if o > %,
then

IH® 0.0 HO < (A 0.0 Az

(43) <r (PP oo P) T < v (A Auin)
Proof. First we prove ([@2). By
(44) |H|| = r(H*H)? = r(HH")2,

() and commutativity of Hadamard product we have

1 1 1 1 1 1
H(E)o-noﬂﬁﬁ) =r H(E)o-noHr(,ﬁ)*H(E)o-noﬂr(,ﬁ) 3 =
1 1 1

1

« (L . 1 NG X 1
r[((HT(l))(m)o...o( T(m_l))(m)O(HT(Q))(m)O...O(HT(m))(m))).
(H(%) o~-~oH(%) oH(%) o-~-oH(%) ))]%
7(2) 7(m) 7(1) 7(m—1)

* 1 * * 1 * L 1

< T((HT(1)HT(2))(””) 0---0 (HT(m_nHr(m))( Vo (HT(2)HT(1))(7”) ©-+:0 (HT(m)HT(m—l))(m)))2

_ (=) N (=) () \ 2

_T(Al o...oAm ) _T(Ay(l)o'.'oAl/(m))2

which proves the first inequality in (3.5). The second and the third inequality in (42)
follow from [37, Inequalities (4.2)].

Inequalities ([@3)) are proved in a similar manner by applying Theorem [LTJ(ii).

3=

N

Y

O

By interchanging H; with H} for all ¢ in Theorem we obtain the following result.
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Corollary 3.6. Let m be even, T € o,,, 8 € [0,1] and let Hy, ..., H,, be positive kernel
operators on L*(X, ). Let A; for j =1,...,m be as in Theorem [T and denote B; =

(i) Then ' ' 2
1H™ o 0 HF| < r(B™ o-..0 B3
and
HHI(%) o---0 H,(ni)H < T(Agi) o---0 Ain%))gr(Bii) 0---0 B,(n%))%,
(it) If H,, ..., Hy, are nonnegative matrices that define operators on I*(R) and if a > =,
then
|H® o0 HR|| < (B o - 0 BY)?
and

1-8

g7‘(B§Ol) o---0B¥)3

|H® o0 HI|| < r(A) 0 0 ARY)

Remark 3.7. In the special case of the identity permutation p in Theorem it holds
1
r (Auqy -+ Auemy)* = HZ 0y ooy Hy g Hetay -+ H ) Hro |
by (@4).

The following two results extend, generalize and refine [48, Theorem 2.8] and give an

extension and a different refinement of [37, Inequality (4.16)] in the case o > 2.

Theorem 3.8. Let m be even, a > %, T € oy andlet Hy, ..., H, be nonnegative matrices
that define operators on I>(R). Let A; for j =1,...,m be as in Theorem[3.3 and denote
Sz:AzA%AlAz—l fOTi: 1,...,%. Then

IHY 0. 0 HO| < r(A® 0. 0 AD)s < p(AY 6. 0 AL
2

= 7“((JLI*(1)1LIT(2))(Q) © (H:(g)HT(4))(a) 0--0 (H*(m—l)HT(m))(a))

T T

2
(15) < (S 08 00 S)T < r(H ) Hr) By oty Hioy o))
Proof. By the first inequality in (43]) and (3)) in Theorem [L.1I(ii) we have
|HE o0 HII < r(Af 00 AR)2
=r(A® o...oA(%a) o (AN@ 6.0 *%)(a))%
< (A7 o0 AY((A 00 A7 = r(A1V 0 0 AR)

— r((H*(l)HT(2))(oc) o (H:(g)HT(4))(a) oo (H )HT(m))(a))-

T
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Since

m

((H:(l)HT(Q))(a) o) (H:(g)HT(4))(a) O---0 (H:(m—l)HT(m))(a))7 —
((H:(I)HT@))(Q) -0 (H:(m—l)HT(m))(a))((H:(s)HT(4))(a) -0 (H:U)Hr(z))(a))

o (( :(m—l)H'r(m)>(a) 00 (H:(m—3)HT(m—2)>(a)>v
we obtain by () that

T((H:(l)HT@))(a) © (H:(3)HT(4))(Q) -0 (H:(m—l)HT(m)>(a)> <

2

r(S1 0 85V 00 S < (r(S))* - 1(Sg )
= T(H:(l)HT(2)H*(3)HT(4) o 'H:(m—l)HT(m))a’

T

where the last equality follows from r(S;) = -+ = r(Sm). O

Corollary 3.9. Let m be even, a« > %, T € om, B € [0,1] and let Hy,...,H,, be
nonnegative matrices that define operators on I*(R). Let A; and B; for j =1,...,m be
as in Corollary and denote S; = A; - - -A%Al Ay and Ty, = B; - - *BmBy - B
fori=1,...,%. Then

(46) IH® 00 HO|| < 1A% 0. 0 A2 (B 6. 0 B@)'3”

m m

< 7ﬂ((lq:(l)}h(?))(a) © (H:(3)HT(4))(Q) -0 (H:(m—l)HT(m))(a))B'
T((Hr(l)H:@))(a) o (HT(?,)H:M))(a) 0---0 (HT(m_l)H:(m))(a))l—ﬂ

28 2(1-5)
ST’(Sia) OSéa)O"‘OSSE)> m 7ﬂ<7—,1(oc)oT2(o¢) O---OTg)) ™
2 2
< r(H oy Hogo) He g Heta) -+ - Ho 1y Ho o)) 1 (Ho ) H o) Ho () Hi gy -+ o1y H )07
The following result extends [48, Theorem 2.13] and [37, Theorem 4.1].

Theorem 3.10. Let Hy, ..., H,, be positive kernel operators on L*(X, p) and {T,v} C 0,,.
Denote Qj = H:(j)H,,(j) cee H:(m)Hu(m)H:(l)Hu(l) s 'H:(j—l)HV(j—l) fOT’j = 1, o,
(i) Then

3=
N

() () # 1 .
|[Hy™ oo Hy" || < T((Hf(l)Hu(l))(m) ©+0 (Hf(m)Hu(m))( ))

(%) (), 1 \ ) 1
(47) < r(Qy" oo Qu)m < r(HiqyHyq) -+ Hiy Hym)) 2

T T

(it) If H,, ..., Hy,, are nonnegative matrices that define operators on I*(R) and if a > -,
then

[0 [e% * (e} * « 1
I 00 HW || < r((Hpy Huw) 0 - 0 (Hy iy Hym) )2

T(m

« a)y =1 * * a
(48) < 7‘( g )O ce Oan))%n < T(H (1)Hu(l) - H (m)HV(m))Z.
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Proof. First we prove ({T). By (44]) and (&) we have

H(%)o-noﬂﬁﬁ) =r H(%)o-noﬂr(,ﬁ)*H(%)o-noﬂr(,ﬁ) 3 =
1 1 1

Notice that

* L * Ly\m * * ==
((HT(1)HV(1))(W) 00 (HT(m)Hu(m))(m)) = ((HT(1)HV(1))(’") oo T(m)Hu(m))(m))

1

* == * == * == * L
((HT(Q)HV(z))(m) o---o(H (1)Hu(1))(m)) o (( )Hu(m)>(m) o-of B )Hu(m_n)(m))-
It follows by (B) that

. 1 . 1)1 ) o
T((HTu)Hu(l))(m) o---o(H (m)HV(m)>(m))2 < (@ OQ )

< (T(Ql) e 7’(Qm))m = 7°(H:(1)Hv(1) o ‘H:(m)Hu(m))m,
where the last equality follows from r(Qq) = ... = r(Q,,). This completes the proof of
7). The proof of (]) is similar by applying Theorem [L[(ii). O

The following corollary is a refinement of [37, Inequality (4.11)], which differs from
refinements in [37, Inequalities (4.15) and (4.17)]. It also extends and generalizes [48]
Corollary 2.15].

Corollary 3.11. Letm be odd and let Hy, . .., H,, be positive kernel operators on L*(X, j1).
(i) Then
(%) ()
||H1 oo Hy™|

(SIS

<T((HTH2>(%)OO(H* 2Hm 1) (H* H1> m (H;H3>(%)00(H;_1Hm>(%)>

1

(49) S T(HTHQ cee H:n_2Hm_1H:nH1H;H3 s H:n—le) 2m
(i1) If Hy, . .., H,, are nonnegative matrices that define operators on I*(R) and if a > %,
then

|H® o0 H|

< r((HfHo) @ oo (H}\_yHy 1) o (HLH) o (HyHs) @ oo (HE_ Hy) )2

(50) < v(HiHy- - H}y oy Hy oy H H3 Hy - 15 Hy) %,

m m

Proof. The result follows by taking the permutations 7(j) = 2] —1forl < j < mtl,
T(j) =2(j — =) for 22 < j <mand v(j) =2j for 1 < j < 24 ()—2(]—m—_) 1
for ™ < j < m in Theorem B.I0 O
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The following corollary gives new lower bounds for the operator norm of the Jordan
triple product ABA, which differ from the one obtained in [37, Corollary 4.10]. The result
follows from Corollary B.1T and Theorem B3.101 by taking H; = A, Hy = B* and H; = A.

Corollary 3.12. Let A and B be positive kernel operators on L*(X, ).
(i) Then

IAG) o (B)(3) 6 4G

. ((A*B*)(%) o (A" AN ) o (BA)(%))

IN

(=

IA

ri (B aaBA)3) o (arapaaB) () o (Baa B ara)3))

(51) |ABA,
(it) If A and B are nonnegative matrices that define operators on I*(R) and if o > £,
then

IA

HA(a) o (B*)(O‘) o A(a)H

ra ((A*B*)(a) o (A*A))@ o (BA)(“))

ro ((A*B*A*ABA)® o (A*ABAA*B*)(®) o (BAA*B* A* A)@)
|ABA].

IN

IN

(52)

IA

The following result generalizes [48, Inequality (2.12)].

Lemma 3.13. Let o > % and let C be a nonnegative matrixz that defines an operator on
I>(R). Then
r(C@ o (C*) @) < r(C™ o CW) < r(C)*.

Proof. By ([3) in Theorem [[I[(ii) applied twice we have
r(C@ o (C*) @) = r((C@ o C@)@) o (C*)(@ o (C*)()(2))

< (C 0 C@)zp((C*)@ o (C*) )2 = #(C® 0 C@W) < r(C)%
which completes the proof. U

The following result generalizes [48, Theorem 2.17] and refines [37), Inequalities (4.9)].
It follows e.g. from Theorem B0l (or [37, Inequalities (4.9)]) and Lemma B.13]

Corollary 3.14. Let o > % and let A and B be nonnegative matrices that define operators
on I*(R). Then
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(53)
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HA(a) o B(a)H <3 ((A*B)(O‘) o (B*A)(O‘))

<rz ((A*B)® o (A*B)@) < r*(A*B),

Remark 3.15. Several results of Section 3 can be further refined by applying Theorems
3.1 and B4 in the proofs. We omit the details.
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