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1. Introduction

We have the following inequality that provides a refinement and a reverse for the celebrated Young’s inequality

(b—a)®
min {a,b}

%v(lfv) (b—a)’

% _<(1- b—a'"VhY <
max {a,b} s(-vjatvb-a -

S
<
—

_v) (11

forany a,b >0and v € [0,1].

This result was obtained in 1978 by Cartwright and Field [1] who established a more general result for n variables and gave an application
for a probability measure supported on a finite interval.

Throughout this paper A, B are positive invertible operators on a complex Hilbert space (H,(-,-)). We use the following notations for
operators

AVyB:=(1—-V)A+ VB,
the weighted operator arithmetic mean and
AtyB:=Al/2 (A_I/ZBA_I/Z)VA'/Z,
the weighted operator geometric mean. When v = % we write AVB and A#B for brevity, respectively.
The famous Young inequality for positive invertible operators A, B says that if v € [0, 1], then
AflyB < AV,B. (1.2)

The inequality (1.2) is also called v-weighted arithmetic-geometric operator mean inequality.
In the recent paper [12], by the use of Cartwright and Field inequality (1.1), Minculete and Furuichi showed amongst other that

1
Sv(i=v) (AB_'A72A+B> < AV,B—AtB (1.3)

<-v(1-v) (BA*13—23+A) :
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provided that A < B, and
1
V(=) (BA*IB—zBJrA) <AV,B—At,B
1
<sv(l-v) (AB’1A72A+B),

provided that B < A.

For other inequalities between the operator means AflyB and AVyB see [2]- [11], [13]- [14] and the references therein.

(1.4)

In this paper, several other lower and upper bounds for the Young’s difference AVyB — Ay B under various boundedness assumptions for the

involved operators A and B are given. Comparison with other additive Young’s type inequalities are also provided.

2. A Refinement and Reverse of Young’s Inequality

We have:

Theorem 2.1. Let A, B be positive invertible operators and M > m > 0 such that
MA > B > mA.

Then for any v € [0,1] we have

1 v(1-v)

1 -1
— _ < _ v ") (B— _
2v(l V)C(m’M)A_Zmax{M,l}(B A)A™ (B—A),
SAVVBiAﬁVB7
1 v(l—v) 1
———— (B—A)A B—A
_2min{m,1}’( ) ( )
1
giv(l—v)c(m,M)A,
where
M—-1)?ifM <1,
cmM):={ 0ifm<1<M,
Wifl<m
and
2
ol e < 1,
C(m,M) := %max{z(mq)z,(Mq)z} ifm<1<M,
M-1)"ifl <m.
In particular,
1 1 .
_ < (B— — <AVB-—
8c(rmM)A_8{}@({1‘/[’]}(13 A)A~'(B—A) <AVB—AtB
1 1
< _(B-AA'B-4)<- M)A.
S Smin {17 JAT (B—A) < gCmM)

Proof. If we write the inequality (1.1) fora =1 and b = x we get

—1)? —1)?
(x ) <l—v4+vx—x'< u
min{x, 1}

max{x,1} —

v(l—v)

| =

%v(l—v)

for any x > 0 and for any v € [0,1].
If x € [m,M] C (0,00), then max {x,1} < max{M,1} and min{m,1} < min{x,1} and by (2.4) we get

1 _ MiNye (1, M) (xf 1) l - (x_ 1)
ZV(I V) max {M, 1} SZv(1 v)max{M,l}
<l—-v+4+vx—x"
1 (x—1)2
Siv(li )min{m.,l}
2
1 _ maxxe[m?M] (X— 1)
= 2‘/(1 ) min {m, 1}

for any x € [m,M] and for any v € [0, 1].

2.1)

2.2)

(2.3)

(2.4)

(2.5)
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Observe that

M—1)?ifM<1,
xg;izgm(x—l)zz 0ifm<1<M,
(m—1)*if 1 <m
and
(m—1)?ifM <1,
xél[qlsjl](xfl)zz max{(mfl)z,(Mfl)z}ifmSlSM,
M—1)%if1 <m.
Then
M—-1)*ifM <1,
min x—1)? .
%{1})_ 0ifm<1<M,  —c(mM)
%if1<m
and

2
ol e < 1,

maxyem,m] (x - 1)2

min{m,1} %maX{(m—l)z,(M—l)z}ifmglgM, =C(m,M)

(M—1)?if 1 <m.

Using the inequality (2.5) we have

1 1 (x—1)2
—v(l— M)<-v(l— .
3V (1= V)elmM) < Sv(1—v) S 26)
<l—-v+vx—x"
1 (x—1)2
<-v(l—
< VU=V i1
1
giv(l—v)c(m,M)
for any x € [m,M] and for any v € [0, 1].
If we use the continuous functional calculus for the positive invertible operator X with ml < X < MI, then we have from (2.10) that
1 1 v(1-v) 2
“v(1-v)c(mM)I < - ———= (X -1 2.7
3V (1= V)elm M1 < 3 o () @7
<(1=-v)I+vX-Xx"
1 v(l—v) 5
<-—— " (x-1
- 2min{m,1}( )
1
SEV(I—V)C(mM)I
forany v € [0,1].
If we multiply (2.1) both sides by A~1/2 we get MI > A=1/2BA—1/2 > .
By writing the inequality (2.7) for X = A~Y2BA~Y/2 we obtain
1 LvO=V) (a1jap-12 2
v —v)e(mM 1<—7(A /2BA /71) 2.
2 ( ) (m,M) ~ 2max{M,1} 28)
g(lfv)1+vA’l/zBA’l/27(A*I/ZBA*W)‘/
<lva-v) (A’I/ZBA’VZ—I)z
2 min{m, 1}
1
Siv(lfv)c(m,M)I

forany v € [0,1].
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If we multiply the inequality (2.8) both sides with A2 then we get

Lo L v(=V) apn(aa1/2pa=1/2_ \2 412
SV v)c(m,M)AgzmaX{M’l}A (A BA I)A

<(1-v)A+VvB—A'? <A’1/ZBA’1/2>VA1/2

< 1 V.(l —V) 412 (A’l/zBA’l/z _I>2A1/2
2 min{m, 1}

<=v(1-v)C(m,M)A,

N —

and since
ne (Afl/ZBAfl/Z —1)2A1/2 Al (Afl/z (B—A)A*I/Z)ZAVZ

:(B_A)Ail(B_A%

then by (2.9) we get the desired result (2.2).

When the operators A and B are bounded above and below by constants we have the following result as well:

Corollary 2.2. Let A, B be two positive operators and m, m', M, M’ be positive real numbers. Put h := % and ' -

() IFO<ml <A<m'I<MI<B<MI, then

1 H-17%  1v(l-v) .
—v(l— A<= B—A)A™' (B—A
Sv(l=v)— S5 (B-A)AT (B-4)
< AVyB—AfyB
g%v(l—v)(B—A)A’l(B—A)
g%v(kv)(hq)%,
and, in particular,
(W-1)*, _1 S
L A< —(B—A)A"'(B—A) <AVB—AtB
s AS g B-A)AT (B-A)< #
gé(B—A)A*l(B—A)gé(h—l)zA.

(i) IfO<ml <B<m'lI <MI<A<MI, then
1 H—1\? 1 .
—v(l-v)| —— ) A< -v(l—-vVv)(B—A)A" (B—-A
v (57 ) A< gvi-v B4 6-a)
<AV,B—At\B

<-v(1—=v)h(B—A)A~' (B—A)

(h—1)*

A
h

N = N =

<-v(l-v)

and, in particular,

/ 2
% (hhi_,l) A<lBoaya 1 (B-a)<ave- Az
(h-17

< Sh(B—A)AT'(B—A) < 7

A.

=8
1
8
Proof. We observe that h, i’ > 1 and if either of the condition (i) or (ii) holds, then A > #’.
If () is valid, then we have

!/
A<h’A:K/A§B§ %AzhA,
m m

while, if (ii) is valid, then we have

1 1
-A<B< -A<A.
h = W

If we use the inequality (2.2) and the assumption (i), then we get (2.10).
If we use the inequality (2.2) and the assumption (ii), then we get (2.12).

(2.9)

(2.10)

@2.11)

2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)
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3. Bounds in Term of Kantorovich’s Constant

We consider the Kantorovich’s constant defined by

(h+1)?
4h

K (h) =  h>0.

The function K is decreasing on (0, 1) and increasing on [1,e0), K (h) > 1 for any h > 0 and K (h) = K () for any & > 0.

Observe that for any 2 > 0

Also, if a,b > 0 then

K(g) 1= (bé;lz)f

Since min{a,b} max{a,b} = ab if a,b > 0, then

o ()]

and

- ntenle2)

and the inequality (1.1) can be written as

2v (1 —v)min{a,b} {K (Z) - 1} <(1—v)a+vb—aVp¥

<2v(1—v)max{a,b} [K (g) — 1}

forany a,b >0and v € [0,1].
For positive invertible operators A, B we define

1 1
AVoBi= 3 (A+B)+ A2 ‘A"/z (BfA)A_'/z‘A'/Z
and
1

AV_oBi= 5 (A+B) - %AW ’A‘l/z (BfA)A_'/ZlA'/Z.

If we consider the continuous functions feo, f—e : [0,00) — [0,00) defined by

1 1
Joo (x) = max{x,1} = E(x+l)+§ |x—1]
and
1 1
Soo (x) = max {x,1} = E(x—i- 1)— 5 lx—1],
then, obviously, we have
AV.B=AY2f (A_I/ZBA‘I)A'/Z.

If A and B are commutative, then

1 1
AViwB= 5 (A+B)% 5 |B—A| = BV1A.

Theorem 3.1. Let A, B be positive invertible operators and M > m > 0 such that the condition (2.1) holds. Then we have

2v(1—v)g(m,M)AV_.B < AV,B—A#yB
<2v(1— V)G (m,M)AV.B,

where

KM)—1ifM <1,
gmM):=< 0ifm<1<M,

K(m)—1lifl<m

1

3.1)

3.2)

(3.3)

(3.4)
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and
K(m)—1ifM <1,
G(m,M):={ max{K(m),K(M)}—1ifm<1<M,
KM)—1if1<m.

In particular,

1 1
58(m. M)AV _.B < AVB —AZB < 5G (m,M) AV...B. (3.5)

Proof. From (3.2) we have for a = 1 and b = x that

2v(1—v)min{l,x}[K(x)—1]<1—v+vx—x" (3.6)
<2v(l—v)max{l,x}[K (x) —1]

for any x > 0.
From (3.6) we then have

2v(1—V) fee (x) rFir}W][K(x)—l]gl—v—O—Vx—xv 3.7
x€[m,
<2v(1—V) foo (x) max [K(x)—1]
x€[m,M)
for any x € [m,M].
Observe that
K(m)—1if M < 1,
rr[lax | [K(x)—1]=< max{K(m),K(M)}-1ifm<1<M, =G(mM)
x€[m.M
KM)—1if1 <m.
and
K(M)—1ifM <1,
min [K(x)—1]=< 0ifm<1<M, =g(mM).
x€[m,M]
K(m)—1ifl <m.
Therefore by (3.7) we get
W —V)fw(@)gmM) <1—v+vi—x" <2V (1 = V) fuo (x) G(m,M) (3.8)

for any x € [m,M] and v € [0,1].
If we use the continuous functional calculus for the positive invertible operator X with ml < X < MI, then we have from (3.8) that

(1 =V) fw(X)g(mM) < (1-Vv)I+VvX—X" (3.9)

<
<2v(1—V) fu (X) G (m,M)

for any x € [m,M] and v € [0,1].
By writing the inequality (2.7) for X = A~Y2BA=Y/2 we obtain

(1= V) fw (A_]/2BA_1/2>g(m,M) <(1—v)I+vA~/2gA~12 - (A—1/213A—1/2>v (3.10)
<2v(1—V) fo (A_I/ZBA"/Z) G (m,M)

forany v € [0,1].
If we multiply (3.10) both sides by A'/2 we get

2v(1—v)A2f, (A*1/2BA*1/2) AYV2g (m,M) < (1—v)A+vBA— A/ (A*l/zBA*W)VAl/2

IN

2v(1—v)A2L, (A_1/2BA_1/2>A1/2G(m,M)
for any v € [0, 1], which, by (3.3) produces the desired result (3.4). O

We have:
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Corollary 3.2. Let A, B be two positive operators and m, m', M, M’ be positive real numbers. Put h := % and h' := % If either of the
conditions (i) or (ii) from Corollary 2.2 holds, then

2v(1—v) [K (') —1]AV_..B <AV,B—AfiyB (3.11)
<2v(1—V)[K (h) — 1]AV.B.
In particular,
% [K (h') —1]AV_B < AVB—Af#B < % [K (h) — 1]AVB. (3.12)

Proof. 1f (i) is valid, then we have

M M
A<WA="—A<B<—A=hA.

m m

By using the inequality (3.4) we get (3.11).
If (ii) is valid, then we have

1 1
-A<B< —A<A.
h = K
By using the inequality (3.4) we get

2v(1—v) {K <%> - 1] AV_..B < AV,B—A#,B

<2v(l-v) {K <%) — 1] AV.B,

and since K (£) =K (W) and K () =K (h , the inequality (3.11) is also obtained. O
h 7 q y

g

4. Comparison with Other Additive Inequalities

Kittaneh and Manasrah [9], [10] provided a refinement and a reverse for Young’s scalar inequality as follows:
2 2
r(f—\/E) g(1—v)a+vb—a1—va§R(f—¢E) 7 @.1)

where a,b >0, v € [0,1], r=min{l —v,v} and R =max {1 —v,v}. The case v = % reduces (4.1) to an identity and is of no interest.
In [2] we obtained the following logarithmic upper bound for the Young’s difference

(0<)(1=v)a+vb—a'"Vb¥ <v(1—V)(a—b)(Ina—Inb) 4.2)

for any a,b > 0 and v € [0, 1], while in the subsequent paper [3] we obtained the following refinement and reverse of Young’s inequality
1
5V (1=v)(ina— Inb)?min{a,b} < (1—v)a+vb—a'~"b (4.3)

< -v(1-v)(Ina—Inb)* max{a,b},

1
2
forany a,b>0and v € [0,1].

Consider the following functions of two variables obtained from the upper bounds in inequalities (1.1), (4.1), (4.2) and (4.3) fora =1,
b=x¢€(0,0) and v =y € (0,1), namely

(x—1)?

Up(xy):=5y(1-y) min {x, 1}’

| —

U (x,y) := max {y, 1 —y} (vZ—1)°,

Uz (x,y):=y(1—y)(x—1)Inx and

1
Uy (x,y) == Ey(l —y)max {x, 1} In?x.

We observe that the 3D plots of the differences U (x,y) — U, (x,y) on (0,10) x (0,1), U; (x,y) — U3 (x,y) on (2,4) x (0,1), Uz (x,y) — U3 (x,y)
on (2,4)x (0,1), U, (x,y) — Uy (x,y) on (2,4) x (0,1) and U3 (x,y) — U4 (x,y) on (3,6) x (0, 1) show that they take both negative and positive
values, meaning that neither of the corresponding upper bounds are better in general.

It appears that Uj (x,y) > Uy (x,y) on the box (0,10) x (0, 1) suggesting that the upper bound in (4.3) is better than the one from (1.1).
However we do not have an analytic proof for it in general.

Similar conclusions may be derived for the lower bounds, however the details are left to the interested reader.



Universal Journal of Mathematics and Applications

5. Conclusion

In this paper we obtained some new additive refinements and reverses of Young’s operator inequality via a result of Cartwright and Field.
Comparison with other additive Young’s type inequalities were also provided.
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