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A note on the generalized maximal numerical

range of operators

Abderrahim Baghdad 1a,b, El Hassan Benabdi 2 and Kais Feki 3a,b

Abstract. The paper considers some new properties of the so-called A-maximal
numerical range of operators, denoted by WA

max(·), where A is a positive bounded
linear operator acting on a complex Hilbert space H. Some characterizations
of A-normaloid operators are also given. In particular, we extend a recent
recent by Spitkovsky in [Oper. Matrices, 13, 3(2019)]. Namely, it is shown
that an A-bounded linear operator T acting on H is A-normaloid if and only
if WA

max(T ) ∩ ∂WA(T ) 6= ∅. Here ∂WA(T ) stands for the boundary of A-
numerical range of T . Some new A-numerical radius inequalities generalizing
and improving earlier well-known results are also given.

1. Introduction and Preliminaries

Throughout this work H stands for a non trivial complex Hilbert space with
inner product 〈·, ·〉 and associated norm ‖ ·‖. By B(H), we denote the C∗-algebra
of bounded linear operators acting on H with the identity operator IH (or simply
I if no confusion arises). For simplicity, by an operator we mean an operator in
B(H). For every operator T , its adjoint is denoted by T ∗, its range by R(T ) and
its null space by N (T ).

For the sequel, the following facts are useful. An operator T is said to be
positive if 〈Tx, x〉 ≥ 0 for every x ∈ H. By B(H)+, we denote the cone of
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positive (semi-definite) operators, i.e.

B(H)+ = {T ∈ B(H) ; 〈Tx, x〉 ≥ 0, ∀ x ∈ H } .

For the rest of this article, we suppose that A ∈ B(H)+ is a nonzero operator
which clearly defines the following positive semidefinite sesquilinear form:

〈·, ·〉A : H×H −→ C, (x, y) 7−→ 〈x, y〉A := 〈Ax, y〉 = 〈A1/2x,A1/2y〉.

Here A1/2 means the square root of A. We denote by ‖ · ‖A the seminorm induced

by 〈·, ·〉A which is given by ‖x‖A =
√

〈x, x〉A =
√
‖A1/2x‖ for every x ∈ H. It

can be checked that ‖x‖A = 0 if and only if x ∈ N (A). So, ‖ · ‖A is a norm on H
if and only if A is one-to-one. Furthermore, one may verify that the semi-Hilbert
space (H, ‖ · ‖A) is complete if and only if R(A) is closed in (H, ‖ · ‖). For a given

T ∈ B(H), if there exists c > 0 such that ‖Tx‖A ≤ c‖x‖A for all x ∈ R(A), then
it holds:

‖T‖A := sup
x∈R(A),

x 6=0

‖Tx‖A
‖x‖A

= sup
x∈R(A),
‖x‖A=1

‖Tx‖A < ∞.

If A = I, we get the classical norm of an operator T which will be simple de-
noted by ‖T‖A. From now on, we denote BA(H) := {T ∈ B(H) ; ‖T‖A < ∞}.
It is important to note that BA(H) is not generally a subalgebra of B(H) (see
[13]). Further, it is difficult to check that ‖T‖A = 0 if and only if ATA = 0.
Recently, there are many papers that study operators defined on a semi-Hilbert
space (H, ‖ · ‖A). One may see [5, 6, 7, ?, 8, 14, 18, 19] and their references.

Let T ∈ B(H). An operator S ∈ B(H) is called an A-adjoint operator of T if
〈Tx, y〉A = 〈x, Sy〉A for all x, y ∈ H (see [1]). Clearly, S is an A-adjoint of T if
and only if AS = T ∗A, i.e., S is a solution in B(H) of the equation AX = T ∗A.
We mention here that this type of operator equations can be studied by using
the following famous theorem due to Douglas (for its proof see [11]).

Theorem A. If T, U ∈ B(H), then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) R(U) ⊆ R(T ),
(ii) TS = U for some S ∈ B(H),
(iii) There exists λ > 0 such that ‖U∗x‖ ≤ λ‖T ∗x‖ for all x ∈ H.

If one of these conditions holds, then there exists a unique solution of the operator

equation TX = U , denoted by Q, such that R(Q) ⊆ R(T ∗). Such Q is called the

reduced solution of TX = U .

Let BA1/2(H) denote the set of all operators that admit A1/2-adjoints. An
application of Theorem A shows that

BA1/2(H) = {T ∈ B(H) ; ∃λ > 0 such that ‖Tx‖A ≤ λ‖x‖A, ∀ x ∈ H} .

If T ∈ BA1/2(H), then T is said A-bounded. It can be observed that if T ∈
BA1/2(H), then T (N (A)) ⊆ N (A). Further, the following property ‖TS‖A ≤
‖T‖A‖S‖A holds for all T, S ∈ BA1/2(H). Also, if T ∈ BA1/2(H), then the authors
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of [15] showed that

‖T‖A = sup {‖Tx‖A ; x ∈ H, ‖x‖A = 1}

= sup {|〈Tx, y〉A| ; x, y ∈ H, ‖x‖A = ‖y‖A = 1} .

For more details regarding the class of A-bounded operators, we refer the reader to
[3, 13, 19] and the references therein. Note that BA1/2(H) is a subalgebra of B(H)
which is neither closed nor dense in B(H). Moreover, the following inclusions:

BA1/2(H) ⊆ B
A(H) ⊆ B(H) (1.1)

hold. Note that in general the inclusions in (1.1) are proper. However, if A is
an injective operator, then obviously BA1/2(H) = BA(H). Further, if A has a
closed range in H, then it can be seen that BA(H) = B(H). So, the inclusions
in (1.1) remain equalities if A is injective and has a closed range. We refer to
[1, 2, 3, 13] and the references therein for an account of results related the theory
of semi-Hilbert spaces.

The notion of the maximal numerical range induced by a positive operator A
has recently been introduced by Baklouti et al. in [5]. More precisely, we have
the following definition.

Definition B. Let T ∈ BA(H). The A-maximal numerical range of T , denoted

by WA
max(T ), is defined as

WA
max(T ) = {λ ∈ C ; ∃ (xn) ⊆ H ; ‖xn‖A = 1, lim

n
〈Txn, xn〉A = λ,

and lim
n

‖Txn‖A = ‖T‖A }.

For every T ∈ B(H), it was shown in [5] that WA
max(T ) is non-empty, convex and

compact subset of C.
Notice that the notion of the maximal numerical range of an operator T ∈ B(H),
denoted by Wmax(T ) (that is when A = I; the identity operator), was first intro-
duced by Stampfli in [21], in order to determine the norm of the inner derivation
acting on B(H). Recall that the inner derivation δT associated with T ∈ B(H) is
defined by

δT : B(H) −→ B(H), X 7−→ TX −XT.

For this, in the same paper [21], the author first established the following.

Theorem C. Let T ∈ B(H). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) 0 ∈ Wmax(T ),
(2) ‖T‖2 + |λ|2 ≤ ‖T + λ‖2 for any λ ∈ C,

(3) ‖T‖ ≤ ‖T + λ‖ for any λ ∈ C.

Here T + λ is denoted to be T + λI for any λ ∈ C.

Corollary 1.1. Let T ∈ B(H). Then, there is a unique scalar cT such that

‖T − cT‖
2 + |λ|2 ≤ ‖(T − cT )− λ‖2, for all λ ∈ C.

Moreover, 0 ∈ Wmax(T ) if and only if cT = 0.
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The scalar cT is called the center of mass of T . Note that cT is the unique scalar
satisfying the following

‖T − cT‖ = inf
λ∈C

‖T − λ‖.

The scalar ‖T − c(T )‖ is denoted by dA(T ) and is called the distance of T to
scalars. The author [21] then proved that for any T ∈ B(H)

‖δT ‖ = 2d(T ).

Recall that an operator T ∈ B(H) is said to be normaloid if ω(T ) = ‖T‖, where
ω(T ) is denoted to be the numerical radius of T which is given by

ω(T ) = sup{|λ| ; λ ∈ W (T )}.

Here W (T ) is denoted to be the numerical range of T and it is defined by Toeplitz
in [22] as

W (T ) := {〈Tx, x〉; x ∈ H with ‖x‖ = 1}.

Equivalent condition is r(T ) = ‖T‖, see, [17]. Here, r(T ) is the spectral radius of
T . Recently, Spitkovsky in [20] gave the following characterization of a normaloid
operator.

Theorem D. Let T ∈ B(H). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) T is a normaloid operator,

(2) Wmax(T ) ∩ ∂W (T ) 6= ∅.

Here ∂L stands for the boundary of a subsest L in the complex plane.

Notions of the numerical range and numerical radius are generalized in [5] as
follows.

Definition E. Let T ∈ B(H). The A-numerical range and the A-numerical

radius of T are respectively given by

WA(T ) := {〈Tx, x〉A ; x ∈ H with ‖x‖A = 1},

and

ωA(T ) := sup{|λ| ; λ ∈ WA(T )}.

It is important to mention that ωA(T ) may be equal to +∞ for some T ∈ B(H)
(see [13]). However, ωA(·) defines a seminorm on BA1/2(H) which is equivalent to
‖T‖A. More precisely, for any T ∈ BA1/2(H), we have

1

2
‖T‖A ≤ ωA(T ) ≤ ‖T‖A , (1.2)

see [5].
Recently, the concept of A-normaloid operators is introduced by the third author
in [13] as follows.

Definition F. An operator T ∈ BA1/2(H) is said to be A-normaloid if rA(T ) =
‖T‖A, where

rA(T ) = lim
n

‖T n‖
1

n
A .
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Some characterizations of A-normaloid operators are proved in [13]. In particular,
we have the following proposition.

Proposition G ([13]). Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then, the following assertions are

equivalent:

(1) T is A-normaloid,

(2) ‖T n‖A = ‖T‖nA for all positive integer n,

(3) ωA(T ) = ‖T‖A,

(4) There exists a sequence (xn) ⊆ H such that ‖xn‖A = 1.

lim
n

‖Txn‖A = ‖T‖A and lim
n

|〈Txn, xn〉A| = ωA(T ).

Our aim in this work is to give some new characterizations of A-normaloid op-
erators. Mainly, by considering the operator range R(A1/2) endowed with its
canonical Hilbertian structure, which will be denoted by R(A1/2), and then us-
ing the connection between A-bounded operators and operators acting on the
Hilbert space R(A1/2), we extend Theorem D to the context of semi-Hilbert
spaces. Moreover, several new properties concerning the A-maximal numerical
range of A-bounded operators are established. One main target of this article is
to generalize Theorem C for T ∈ BA1/2(H). In addition, we give a sufficient and
necessary condition for which the A-center of mass of an operator T ∈ BA1/2(H)
belongs to WA

max(T ). Other properties are also studied.
In the sequel, if T is any operator in BA1/2(H), we define

ΓA(T ) :=
{
z ∈ C ; |z| = ‖T‖A

}
.

2. Main Results

We begin this section with the following theorem which gives another useful
characterization of A-normaloid operators. We will denote by L the closure of
any subset L in the complex plane.

Theorem 2.1. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then,

(1) T is A-normaloid,

(2) ΓA(T ) ∩WA(T ) 6= ∅.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2): Assume that T is A-normaloid. Then, by Proposition G
we have ωA(T ) = ‖T‖A. So, there exists a sequence (zn) ⊆ WA(T ) such that

lim
n

|zn| = ‖T‖A. By compactness of WA(T ) we can, taking a subsequence of (zn)

if needed, assume that (zn) converges to some z ∈ WA(T ). Therefore, |z| = ‖T‖A,

so z ∈ ΓA(T ) ∩WA(T ).

(2) ⇒ (1): Let z ∈ ΓA(T ) ∩ WA(T ). We have ωA(T ) ≥ |z| = ‖T‖A. From
Inequalities (1.2), we deduce that ωA(T ) = ‖T‖A. That is, T is A-normaloid. �

Now, we aim to generalize Theorems C and D for T ∈ BA1/2(H). To accomplish
this goal, some facts from [3] should be recalled. Let X = H/N (A) be the
quotient space of H by N (A). It can be observed that 〈·, ·〉A induces on X the
following inner product:

[x, y] = 〈x, y〉A = 〈Ax, y〉,
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for every x, y ∈ X. We note that (X, [·, ·]) is not complete unless R(A) is a closed
subspace in H. However, de Branges et al. proved in [9] (see also [16]) that the
completion of X under the inner product [·, ·] is isomorphic to the Hilbert space
R(A1/2) endowed with the following inner product:

(A1/2x,A1/2y) := 〈Px, Py〉, ∀ x, y ∈ H,

where P stands for the orthogonal projection of H onto the closure of R(A).
From now on, the Hilbert space

(
R(A1/2), (·, ·)

)
will be simply denoted by R(A1/2).

Further, the symbol ‖ · ‖R(A1/2) represents the norm induced by (·, ·). It is crucial

to note that R(A) is dense in R(A1/2) (see [13]). Since R(A) ⊆ R(A1/2), then
we see that

(Ax,Ay) = (A1/2A1/2x,A1/2A1/2y) = 〈PA1/2x, PA1/2y〉 = 〈x, y〉A, ∀ x, y ∈ H,
(2.1)

whence,
‖Ax‖R(A1/2) = ‖x‖A, (2.2)

for any x ∈ H. For more information concerning the Hilbert space R(A1/2), the
interested reader is referred to [3].
Let us consider now the operator ZA defined by:

ZA : H −→ R(A1/2), x 7−→ ZAx = Ax.

Further, the following useful proposition is stated in [3].

Proposition H. Let T ∈ B(H). Then T ∈ BA1/2(H) if and only if there exists a

unique T̂ ∈ B(R(A1/2)) such that ZAT = T̂ZA.

Before we move on, it is important to state the following lemmas. The proof of
the first one can be found in [13].

Lemma 2.1. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then

(i) ‖T‖A = ‖T̂‖B(R(A1/2)).

(ii) ωA(T ) = ω(T̂ ).

Lemma 2.2. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then

WA
max(T ) = Wmax(T̂ ),

where T̂ is the operator given by Proposition H.

Proof. We have ZAT = T̂ZA, that is, ATx = T̂Ax for all x ∈ H. Now, let
λ ∈ WA

max(T ), then there exists (xn) ⊆ H such that ‖xn‖A = 1,

lim
n→+∞

〈Txn, xn〉A = λ, and lim
n→+∞

‖Txn‖A = ‖T‖A.

Set yn = Axn ∈ R(A1/2). By using (2.1) together with (2.2), we have ‖yn‖R(A1/2) =
‖xn‖A = 1 and

〈Txn, xn〉A = (ATxn, Axn) = (T̂ yn, yn),

Again, by (2.2), we infer that

‖Txn‖A = ‖ATxn‖R(A1/2) = ‖T̂ yn‖R(A1/2).
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On the other hand, by Lemma 2.1 we have ‖T‖A = ‖T̂‖B(R(A1/2)). This implies

that λ ∈ Wmax(T̂ ) and so WA
max(T ) ⊆ Wmax(T̂ ). Conversely, let λ ∈ Wmax(T̂ ),

then there exists (yn) ⊆ R(A1/2) such that ‖yn‖R(A1/2) = 1,

lim
n→+∞

(T̂ yn, yn) = λ, and lim
n→+∞

‖T̂ yn‖R(A1/2) = ‖T̂‖B(R(A1/2)) = ‖T‖A.

Since (yn) ⊆ R(A1/2) for all n, then there exists (xn) ⊆ H such that yn = A1/2xn.
So, ‖A1/2xn‖R(A1/2) = 1,

lim
n→+∞

(T̂A1/2xn, A
1/2xn) = λ and lim

n→+∞
‖T̂A1/2xn‖R(A1/2) = ‖T‖A. (2.3)

On the other hand, since R(A) is dense in R(A1/2), then for any n ∈ N, there
exists (xn,k) ⊆ H such that

lim
k→+∞

‖Axn,k − A1/2xn‖R(A1/2) = 0.

This gives
lim

k→+∞
‖Axn,k‖R(A1/2) = 1. (2.4)

Moreover, by (2.3) we have

lim
n,k→+∞

(T̂Axn,k, Axn,k) = λ and lim
n,k→+∞

‖T̂Axn,k‖R(A1/2) = ‖T‖A.

Let zk =
xn,k

‖Axn,k‖R(A1/2)

. So, by using (2.4), we obtain

lim
k→+∞

(T̂Azk, Azk) = λ and lim
k→+∞

‖T̂Azk‖R(A1/2) = ‖T‖A.

On the other hand, we have

(T̂Azk, Azk) = (ATzk, Azk) and ‖T̂Azk‖R(A1/2) = ‖ATzk‖R(A1/2).

So, by applying (2.1) together with (2.2), we infer that

lim
k→+∞

〈Tzk, zk〉A = λ and lim
k→+∞

‖Tzk‖A = ‖T‖A.

Furthermore, ‖Azk‖R(A1/2) = ‖zk‖A = 1. So, we deduce that λ ∈ WA
max(T ).

Hence, the proof is complete. �

Now, we are in a position to prove the following three theorems. The first one
has been proved in [5], however we can obtain the same result as an immediate
consequence of Lemma 2.2 and [21, Lemma 2].

Theorem 2.2. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then WA
max(T ) is convex.

Theorem 2.3. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(1) 0 ∈ WA
max(T ).

(2) ‖T‖2A + |λ|2 ≤ ‖T + λ‖2A for any λ ∈ C.

(3) ‖T‖A ≤ ‖T + λ‖A for any λ ∈ C.

Proof. Note first that by using Theorem C, we obtain the equivalence between
the following assertions:

(i) 0 ∈ Wmax(T̂ ).
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(ii) ‖T̂‖2
B(R(A1/2))

+ |λ|2 ≤ ‖T̂ + λIR(A1/2‖2
B(R(A1/2))

for any λ ∈ C.

(iii) ‖T̂‖B(R(A1/2)) ≤ ‖T̂ + λIR(A1/2‖B(R(A1/2)) for any λ ∈ C.

On the other hand, by Lemma 2.2, we have WA
max(T ) = Wmax(T̂ ). Moreover, by

Lemma 2.1, we have ‖T‖A = ‖T̂‖B(R(A1/2)). Also, notice that T + λ ∈ BA1/2(H)
for any λ ∈ C since BA1/2(H) is a subalgebra of B(H). Then, from Proposition H,

for any λ ∈ C there exists a unique T̂ + λ ∈ B(R(A1/2)) such that ZA(T + λ) =

T̂ + λZA. So, all what remains to prove is that ‖T+λ‖A = ‖T̂+λIR(A1/2‖B(R(A1/2))

for any λ ∈ C. But the above equality follows by applying Lemma 2.1 (i) together

with the fact that T̂ + λ = T̂ + λIR(A1/2 (see [16]). �

Now, we state the third theorem which generalizes Theorem D for A-bounded
operators. We need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then,

ΓA(T ) ∩WA
max(T ) = ΓA(T ) ∩WA(T ).

Proof. Since WA
max(T ) ⊆ WA(T ) then the first inclusion holds. Now, let λ ∈

ΓA(T ) ∩ WA(T ). Then, λ = ‖T‖A and there exists a sequence (λn) ⊆ WA(T )
such that λ = lim

n
λn. So, there is a sequence (xn) ⊆ H such that ‖xn‖A = 1 and

λn = 〈Txn, xn〉A for all n. By applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

|〈Txn, xn〉A| = |〈A1/2Txn, A
1/2xn〉|

≤ ‖Txn‖A‖xn‖A

= ‖Txn‖A

≤ ‖T‖A.

So, lim
n

‖Txn‖A = ‖T‖A. Hence, λ ∈ ΓA(T ) ∩WA
max(T ). �

Now, we are able to prove one of our main results of this article. We will denote

by
◦

L the interior of any subset L in the complex plane.

Theorem 2.4. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then, the following statements are equivalent

(1) T is an A-normaloid operator,

(2) WA
max(T ) ∩ ∂WA(T ) 6= ∅.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2): Assume that T is an A-normaloid operator. Then, by applying
Theorem 2.1 together with Lemma 2.3, we get

ΓA(T ) ∩WA(T ) = ΓA(T ) ∩WA
max(T ) 6= ∅.

So, there exist z ∈ ΓA(T )∩WA(T ). Thus, z must lie on the boundary of WA(T ).
Since z is also in WA

max(T ), then WA
max(T ) ∩ ∂WA(T ) 6= ∅ as required.

(2) ⇒ (1): Assume that WA
max(T )∩ ∂WA(T ) 6= ∅. Notice that in view of Lemma

2.1 we have T is A-normaloid if and only if T̂ is a normaloid operator on the
Hilbert space R(A1/2). So, in order to prove (1), it suffices to show that

Wmax(T̂ ) ∩ ∂W (T̂ ) 6= ∅.
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It was shown in [13] that W (T̂ ) = WA(T ). Hence ∂W (T̂ ) = ∂WA(T ). It is

well known that if C is a convex subset in the complex plane, then
◦

C=
◦

C. Thus

∂C = C\
◦

C= C\
◦

C= ∂C . Therefore, since both of W (T̂ ) and WA(T ) are

convex, the equality ∂W (T̂ ) = ∂WA(T ) implies ∂W (T̂ ) = ∂WA(T ). Moreover,

WA
max(T ) = Wmax(T̂ ) by Lemma 2.2. We deduce that Wmax(T̂ ) ∩ ∂W (T̂ ) 6= ∅.

This completes the proof. �

Remark 2.1. In [10], the authors gave the following characterization in terms of
the numerical radius of a normaloid operator. An operator T ∈ B(H) is normaloid
if and only if ω(T ) = ωmax(T ). Here, ωmax(T ) is the maximal numerical radius
defined by

ωmax(T ) := sup{|λ| ; λ ∈ Wmax(T )}.

Therefore, by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, we can easily obtain the following analogous
characterization of A-normaloid operators as follows. Notice that this character-
ization has been also proved by the third author in [13]. However, our approach
here is different from that used in [13].

Theorem 2.5. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then, the following statements are equivalent

(1) T is an A-normaloid operator,

(2) ωA(T ) = ωA
max(T ),

where ωA
max(T ) is the A-maximal numerical radius defined by

ωA
max(T ) := sup{|λ| ; λ ∈ WA

max(T )}.

On the other hand, by a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 2.3 and
using Corollary 1.1, we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then, there is a unique scalar cA(T ) such

that

‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A + |λ|2 ≤ ‖(T − cA(T ))− λ‖2A, for all λ ∈ C. (2.5)

Moreover, 0 ∈ WA
max(T ) if and only if cA(T ) = 0.

Note that cA(T ) = cT̂ ; center of mass of T̂ . We call cA(T ) the A-center of mass
of T and we denote dA(T ) = ‖T − cA(T )‖A that we call the A-distance of T to
scalars. Clearly, cA(T ) is the unique scalar satisfying

dA(T ) = inf
λ∈C

‖T − λ‖A .

In the following, we give a formula for dA(T ), where T ∈ BA1/2(H).

Theorem 2.6. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then,

d2A(T ) = sup
‖x‖A=1

{
‖Tx‖2A − |〈Tx, x〉A|

2} .
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Proof. For any x ∈ H with ‖x‖A = 1, we have

d2A(T ) = ‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A ≥ ‖(T − cA(T ))x‖

2
A

= ‖Tx‖2A + |cA(T )|
2 − 2Re(cA(T )〈Tx, x〉A)

≥ ‖Tx‖2A − |〈Tx, x〉A|
2 + |cA(T )− 〈Tx, x〉A)|

2

≥ ‖Tx‖2A − |〈Tx, x〉A|
2 .

Whence,

d2A(T ) ≥ sup
‖x‖A=1

{
‖Tx‖2A − |〈Tx, x〉A|

2} .

Conversely,

‖T − cA(T )‖A = inf
λ∈C

‖T − λ‖A = inf
λ∈C

‖(T − cA(T ))− λ‖A .

Then, ‖T − cA(T )‖A ≤ ‖(T − cA(T ))− λ‖A for any λ ∈ C. Since T − cA(T ) ∈
BA1/2(H), from Theorem 2.3 we get 0 ∈ WA

max(T − cA(T )). So, there exists a
sequence (xn) ⊆ H with ‖xn‖A = 1 such that

lim
n
〈(T − cA(T ))xn, xn〉A = 0 and lim

n
‖(T − cA(T ))xn‖A = ‖T − cA(T )‖A .

Then, lim
n
〈Txn, xn〉A = cA(T ) and

‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A = lim

n
‖(T − cA(T ))xn‖

2
A

= lim
n

{
‖Txn‖

2
A − |〈Txn, xn〉A|

2 + |cA(T )− 〈Txn, xn〉A)|
2}

= lim
n

{
‖Txn‖

2
A − |〈Txn, xn〉A|

2}

≤ sup
‖x‖A=1

{
‖Tx‖2A − |〈Tx, x〉A|

2} .

Consequently,

d2A(T ) = sup
‖x‖A=1

{
‖Tx‖2A − |〈Tx, x〉A|

2} .

The proof is complete. �

Remark 2.2. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). There is a sequence (xn) ⊆ H with ‖xn‖A = 1

such that lim
n
〈Txn, xn〉A = cA(T ). We derive that cA(T ) ∈ WA(T ). However,

cA(T ) need not be contained in WA
max(T ). Indeed, the following corollary gives

sufficient and necessary conditions to have cA(T ) ∈ WA
max(T ).

Corollary 2.2 (Pythagorean Relation). Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). Then, the follow-

ing statements are equivalent:

(1) cA(T ) ∈ WA
max(T ),

(2) d2A(T ) + |cA(T )|
2 = ‖T‖2A.

Proof. (1) ⇒ (2): Assume that cA(T ) ∈ WA
max(T ). There is a sequence (xn) ⊆ H

with ‖xn‖A = 1 such that

lim
n
〈Txn, xn〉A = cA(T ) and lim

n
‖Txn‖A = ‖T‖A .
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As above, we have

‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A ≥ lim

n
‖(T − cA(T ))xn‖

2
A

= lim
n

{
‖Txn‖

2
A − |〈Txn, xn〉A|

2}

= ‖T‖2A − |cA(T )|
2 .

Hence,
‖T − cA(T )‖

2
A + |cA(T )|

2 ≥ ‖T‖2A .

Taking λ = −cA(T ) in Inequality (2.5), we obtain

‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A + |cA(T )|

2 ≤ ‖T‖2A . (2.6)

Hence,
‖T − cA(T )‖

2
A + |cA(T )|

2 = ‖T‖2A .

(2) ⇒ (1): Assume that d2A(T )+|cA(T )|
2 = ‖T‖2A. From the proof of Theorem 2.6,

there is a sequence (xn) ⊆ H with ‖xn‖A = 1 such that lim
n
〈Txn, xn〉A = cA(T )

and

d2A(T ) = ‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A = lim

n

{
‖Txn‖

2
A − |〈Txn, xn〉A|

2}

= lim
n

‖Txn‖
2
A − |cA(T )|

2 .

Remembering the hypothesis, we infer that limn ‖Txn‖A = ‖T‖A. Consequently,
cA(T ) ∈ WA

max(T ). �

Remark 2.3. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H). From Remark 2.2, cA(T ) ∈ WA(T ). So,

|cA(T )| ≤ ωA(T ). We know that WA
max(T ) ⊆ WA(T ), the following question

arises: what about |cA(T )| and ωA
max(T )?

Define
mA

max(T ) := inf{|λ| ; λ ∈ WA
max(T )},

for any T ∈ BA1/2(H). The following answers this question.

Theorem 2.7. Let T ∈ BA1/2(H) Then,

|cA(T )| ≤ mA
max(T ).

In particular,

|cA(T )| ≤ ωA
max(T ).

Proof. By an argument of compactness, there exists α ∈ WA
max(T ) such that

|α| = mA
max(T ). Hence, there is a sequence (xn) ⊆ H with ‖xn‖A = 1 satisfying

α = lim
n
〈Txn, xn〉A and lim

n
‖Txn‖A = ‖T‖A .

Therefore, we have

‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A ≥ ‖(T − cA(T ))xn‖

2
A

= ‖Txn‖
2
A + |cA|

2 − 2Re(cA(T )〈Txn, xn〉A)

≥ ‖Txn‖
2 + |cA(T )|

2 − 2 |cA| |〈Txn, xn〉A| .
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It results that

‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A ≥ ‖T‖2A + |cA(T )|

2 − 2 |cA(T )|m
A
max(T ) (2.7)

= ‖T‖2A − (mA
max(T ))

2 + (mA
max(T )− |cA(T )|)

2.

Thus,

‖T − cA(T )‖
2
A + (mA

max(T ))
2 ≥ ‖T‖2A + (mA

max(T )− |cA(T )|)
2.

We see that
‖T − cA(T )‖

2
A + (mA

max(T ))
2 ≥ ‖T‖2A (2.8)

and from Inequality (2.6), we get mA
max(T ) ≥ |cA(T )|. �

Remark 2.4. In [12], it is proved that

‖T‖2 ≤ d2(T ) + ω2(T ) (2.9)

for any T ∈ B(H). From Inequality (2.8), we have

‖T‖2A ≤ d2A(T )
2 + (mA

max(T ))
2 ≤ d2A(T ) + ω2

A(T ). (2.10)

Note that, taking A = I, Inequality (2.10) is a refinement of Inequality (2.9). On
the other hand, from Inequality (2.7), we have

‖T‖2A + |cA(T )|
2 ≤ d2A(T ) + 2 |cA(T )|m

A
max(T ).

Then
2 ‖T‖A |cA(T )| ≤ d2A(T ) + 2 |cA(T )|m

A
max(T ).

Consequently, if cA(T ) 6= 0 (i.e., 0 /∈ WA
max(T )), then

‖T‖A ≤ mA
max(T ) +

1

2

d2A(T )

|cA(T )|
.

Therefore, if cA(T ) 6= 0, we get

‖T‖A ≤ inf

{(
d2A(T )

2 + (mA
max(T ))

2
)1/2

, mA
max(T ) +

1

2

d2A(T )

|cA(T )|

}
.

Note that if cA(T ) = 0, then ‖T‖A = dA(T ).
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