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Abstract. In this paper, several significant upper bounds for the numer-
ical radius and a-numerical radius of an element in a C*-algebra are
obtained using Orlicz functions. Many well-known results are obtained
from our findings, depending on specific choices of Orlicz functions.
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1. Introduction and preliminaries

Let A be a unital C*-algebra with the unit denoted by 1 and A* represents
the dual space of A. A linear functional g € A* is said to be positive if
g(z*x) > 0 for all x € A and denoted by g > 0. By S(A) we denote the set
of all states on A, i.e., S(A) ={g € A*: g > 0 and ¢g(1) = 1}. The algebraic
numerical range V' (z) and the algebraic numerical radius v(z) of an element
x € A are defined respectively by
V(z) ={g(x): g € S(A)}, v(z) =sup{|z|: z € V(2)}.

Let B(H) be the unital C*-algebra of all bounded linear operators defined on
a complex separable Hilbert space (H , <>) In particular, if A= B(H) and
T € B(H) the spatial numerical range and the spatial numerical radius of T'
are denoted by W(T') and w(T') respectively. It is well known that V(T') is
the closure of W(T') = {(Tw,z) : x € H, ||z|| = 1}.

For any z € A the fundamental inequality between numerical radius
v(x) and C*-norm is as follows:

Sl < v(z) < . (1)
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A positive element = € A is denoted by = > 0. To indicate that x —y > 0,
we use r > y. Let AT denotes the set of all non-zero positive elements in
A. Now, for a € AT we define S,(A) = {f € A* : f >0, f(a) = 1}
and it is nothing but S,(A) = {ﬁ : g € S(A), g(a) # 0}. Throughout
this paper, a stands for a non-zero positive element of A unless otherwise
specified. Recently, a-numerical range and a-numerical radius of elements in
unital C*-algebras were introduced and studied by Bourhim and Mabrouk in
[8]. The a-numerical range and a-numerical radius of an element = € A are
defined respectively, by

Va(z) ={f(az): f € Sa(A)}, va(z) =sup{|z|: z € Vo (2)}.

In particular, when a = 1, then a-numerical range and a-numerical radius
of x become algebraic numerical range and algebraic numerical radius of z
respectively, i.e., Vy(x) = V(z) and v,(z) = v(x). These ideas were pre-
sented in [8] as an extensions of the spatial A-numerical range and spatial
A-numerical radius of a bounded linear operator T' € B(H) defined respec-
tively by Wy (T) = {<Tx,x>A cx € H,||z]a =1} and wa(T) = sup{|z| : z €
Wa(T)}. Here A be a positive bounded operator on a Hilbert space (H, (-))
and ||z||3 = (z,2)4 = (Ax,z), x € H.

For an element = € A, let ||z]|, = sup{/f(z*az) : f € Su(A)}. It is
clear that ||z]|, = 0 if and only if az = 0. Note that, it may happen that
|z]|a = oo for some x € A. Let A® denotes the set of all such elements z € A
such that ||z|l, < oco. From [8, Proposition 3.3] it is known that || - ||, is a
semi-norm on A% and satisfies ||zy|le < ||z]lollylle for all z,y € A®*. Thus
A% is a subalgebra of A. For x € A, an element 27+ € A is said to be
an a-adjoint of x if ax#* = z*a. The existence and uniqueness of a-adjoint
elements for z € A are not assured. The collection of all elements in A that
have a-adjoints is denoted by A,. That is

A, ={x € A: thereis x?* € A such that ax?* = r*a}.

Additionally, A, is a subalgebra of A and A, is a subset of A* (see [8]). If
r € A, and x%< is an a-adjoint of x, then by [8, Corollary 4.9)

2]z = llza®|lo = [a®ezll = |27 |3
An element x € A is considered a-self adjoint if az is self-adjoint, i.e., ax =
x*a. It is noted that every element x in A, can be expressed as x = y + iz,
where y and z are a-self adjoint but this decomposition is not unique in
general. In fact if 2%« is an a-adjoint of x, then x = R, () + iJ, (), where
R(x) = %#a and Sy (x) = %. An element z € A is said to be a-
positive if ax is positive, i.e., axz > 0 and it is denoted by = >, 0.
In [8] , Bourhim and Mabrouk have shown that for any = € A,, the inequality
between a-numerical radius v, (z) and the semi-norm || - ||, holds as below:

1
lzlla < va(@) < f|2fla- (1.2)

If x is a-self-adjoint, the second part of the above inequality becomes equality
and the first part of the above inequality becomes equality if axz = 0. In [19],
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Mabrouk and Zamani further have given Some upper bounds of a-numerical
radius, which are as follow:

1

B < llarte +ateal, (1.3)
1 1

vg(x) < §va(x2)+1||a:x#"'—|—x#"'x||a (1.4)

Clearly, inequality in (1.3) refines the right side inequality in (1.2) and the
inequality in (1.4) is sharper than the inequality in (1.3) for the power in-
equality v, (2?) < v2(z). It is worth mentioning that several research articles
exist in the literature that focus on the estimation of quantities w(7T'), wa(T),
v(x), and v, (x). Here, we refer to the articles [4, 6, 8, 10, 12, 13, 14, 17, 19, 23]
and the books [3, 11].

In this article, by employing the concept of Orlicz functions, we ob-
tain several upper bounds of a-numerical radius of an element in unital C*-
algebras. In addition, few well-known results are established from our find-
ings. Some examples are provided to supplement our results.

2. Main Result

Throughout this article, let A4 denotes a complex unital C*-algebra with unit
1. We start this section with the following Lemmas which will be useful for
our study.

Lemma 2.1. [7] Let g be a non-zero positive linear functional on a C*-algebra
A. Then |g(a:*y)|2 < g(z*x)g(y*y) for all z,y € A.

As a consequence of Lemma 2.1 we have the following result.

Lemma 2.2. Let f € S,(A) and z,y € A, then |f(x*ay)|2 < flz*ax)f(y*ay).

Lemma 2.3. [1] Let A be a unital C* -algebra and g € S(A). If x is a self-
adjoint element of A such that the spectrum of x is contained in [0,00), then
for every continuous, convex function ¢ on [0,00), the inequality ¢(g(z)) <

9(¢(x)) holds.

Corollary 2.4. Let A be a unital C*-algebra. If x € AT, g € S(A) and
0<r<1, then

(92)" = g((@)").
Proof. Taking ¢(t) = t*, ¢t > 0 and s > 1 in Lemma 2.3, we get (g(a;))g <
g((z)*). Since 2 € AT so, (g(x))r = (g((xr)%)> . Since 1 > 1, we get
g((xr)%) > (g(xr))%. Hence the result follows. O

If ¢ is a continuous, convex function on [0, c0) with ¢(0) = 0, then using
Lemma 2.3 we get the following useful results.
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Lemma 2.5. Let = be an a-self-adjoint element in a unital C*-algebra A such
that the spectrum of ax is contained in [0,00) and a > 1. If ¢(t) is a contin-
uous, convex function on [0,00) with ¢(0) = 0, then for all f € S,(A)

f(lax)) > ¢(f(az)).
Proof. Let f € S,(A). Then there exists g € S(A) such that f = ﬁ,
where g(a) # 0. Since a > 1, it implies ﬁ < 1. Again ¢(0) = 0, it gives

d(At) < Ap(t) for 0 < A < 1. Now, using Lemma 2.3, we get

F(9(az)) = 9(6(am) _ o(glaw)) ¢<g<aw>> _ o(f(an)).

9(a) 9(a) g(a)
O

Corollary 2.6. Let A be a unital C*-algebra. If x be an a-self adjoint element
in A, f € Sy(A) andr > 1, then

(fla)” < f((@)).
Proof. Taking ¢(t) = t", t > 0 and » > 1 in Lemma 2.5, we get the above
inequality. t

Lemma 2.7. Let x,y € A, and [ € S4(A). Then
Fya*azy) < [|l=]3f (v ay).
Proof. See the Proposition 3.3 of [8]. O
Next result follows from [2, Lemma 2.12].

Lemma 2.8. Let (H, ()) be a semi inner product space. If x,y,e € H with
(e,e) =1, then

[z e)eas)| < 5 (Viwa VT w) + [z 0)]).

Let A be complex unital C*-algebra. Now, take A™ = {(z1, 22, -+, Zp) :
x; € A}, Let (1,29, ,2n), (Y1,Y2,+ ,yn) € A" and X € C. Define
(251,532,"'7$n)+(y1,y27"'7yn) = ($1+y17$2+y2,"'7$n+yn)
Az, @2, 2n) = (Amp, Ama, -, Azy).

With these operations A" is a complex vector space. The following two lem-
mas are generalizations of Lemma 2.8 in C*-algebra setting.

Lemma 2.9. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and P = (p1,p2,- -+ ,pn) be a prob-
ability distribution with p; > 0 for alli = 1,2,---,n and Y, p; = 1. If
X = (Z‘l,l‘g, e 7‘2:77:)) Y = (ylvaa e ;yn) € An; and f € SG(A)7 then

} ipif(axi) } zn:pif(yfa)}
i=1 i=1

_ }Zlepif(yfaaa) + V2 pif (wfaxi) /Y pif (y; ayi)
< 5 :
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Proof. Let A be a unital C*—algebra with unit 1 and X = (21,22, -+ ,Zn),
Y = (y1,y2,- yyn) , I = (1,1,---,1) € A" Clearly, X,Y,I € A" and
(X,Y) = > pif(yfax;) is a semi inner product on A™ with (I,I) = 1.
Now, from Lemma 2.8 for the vectors X,Y and I we get the required in-
equality. O

As a consequence of Lemma 2.9 we have the following result.

Lemma 2.10. Let x;,y; € Aa, @ = 1,2,--- ,n. If P = (p1,p2,-- ,bn) be a
probability distribution such that p; > 0 for allt =1,2,--- ,n , Z?:l pi=1
and f € Sa(A), then

| S pufaz)
i=1

’ ipif(ayi)
i-1

l ZM Zp7 ayzyz %‘sz'f(aywi)
i=1

Proof. Since y; € A, so there is yf&“ € A such that ay?&“ = y’a for all
1 < i < n.Hence Y#e = (yf&“, yf“, - y#a) € A" Now, if we apply Lemma
2.9 for the elements X = (21,29, -+ ,%,) and Y#e = (yf&“,y;#“, s yita),
then we get the following inequality

’ zn:Pif(axi) ipif((y?“)*a)‘
i=1 i=1

En: pif(z}az;) Z pif )rayl e Z pif (] ) ax;)).
— 3

Again, we know that if f € S;(A) , then f(z*) = f(z). Now, from the above
inequality, we get

| S pufaz)
=1

‘ zn:pif(ayi)
i-1

IR - 1
< 3 > piflaxfox) | pif(ayiy?®) + 5 > sz (z}ayf
i=1 1=1
< s zn:p'f(ax#"w') Zp (ayi?™) + = Zp ziyia ‘
= 3 ~ i i i i iY; 2 i i
AN #a - TRRIES
< 3 > pif(ax]*mi), | > pif(ayiy] )+ 5 > pif (ayiw)
=1 i=1 1=1
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Now we derive upper bounds of a-numerical radius of an element in
C*-algebra using Orlicz function.

A map ¢ : [0,00) — [0,00) is said to be an Orlicz function if it is
continuous, convex, non-decreasing, ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(u) — oo as u — oo (see
[18]). An Orlicz function is said to be non-degenerate if ¢(u) > 0 when u > 0
and it is said to be degenerate if ¢(u) = 0 for some v > 0. Throughout
this paper whenever the Orlicz function appears, we interpret it as non-
degenerate. An Orlicz function can be expressed by ¢(u) = [ p(t)dt, where
p is a non decreasing function such that p(0) = 0, p(t) > 0 for t > 0,
lim¢—, 00 p(t) = 0o0. When ¢(u) is equivalent to the function u then those
restrictions on p is excluded. Let ¢ be the right inverse of p and it is defined

as q( ) = sup{t: p(t) < s}, s > 0. The Orlicz function v, defined as ¥(v) =
fP
P )
t >0 and p > 1 then the corresponding Orlicz function is ¢(t) = 7, whwre

fo s)ds, is called the complementary Orlicz function of ¢. If ¢( ) =

% + % = 1. Recently, Manna and Majhi [20] derived several numerical radius

inequalities using Orlicz functions.

Lemma 2.11. [16] Let ¢, and ¢ be two complementary Orlicz functions. Then
forz,y >0, 2y < ¢(z) + ¥ (y).

The following lemma is used to prove the Theorem 2.13.

Lemma 2.12. Let z € A, and ¢ be a Orlicz function. If a > 1, f € S,(A)
and 0 < «a <1, then

o(|1(an)”) < af(@lax® ) + (1 - a)f ($(azat)).

Proof. Let x € A, and f € S;(A). Then we have
2

[fax)]” = ao|f(az)]” + (1 - )| f(az)]
= al|f(az)|” + (1 - a)|f(az)|”
= alf(ax)|” + (1 - a)|f(z"a)|’
— a|f(ax)|2+(1—a)|f(ax#“|
< af(zfax)+(1—a)f (x#" )

= af(ar?er)+ (1 — a)f(axx#a),

where, the third equality comes from the fact that f(y*) = f(y) for all y €
A and the above inequality follows from Lemma 2.2. Now, using the non-
decreasing and convexity property of ¢ and from Lemma 2.5, we get

(7)) < o(af(artew) + (1 - a)f(aza?s))

« (b(f(aa:#“a:)) +(1- oz)qé(f(aa:x#“)) (2.1)
o f(gé(ax#"'x)) +(1- a)f(¢(awx#“)).

IAIA

O
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Theorem 2.13. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and 0 < a < 1, then the following
results hold:

(a) If x € A,, then
vi(z) < Hax#“x + (1 — @)zae Ha
(b) Ifx € A and ¢ be an Orlicz function then
B(v%(2)) < [Jadla™s) + (1 — a)d(az).
Proof. (a) Considering ¢(t) = ¢, t > 0 in the inequality (2.1) one gets
f(az)]® < af(aatez) + (1 - a)f(aza?s)
‘f(aar)‘2 < fla(aa®ez + (1 — a)za®e)).
Now, taking supremum over f € S,(.A) on both sides of the above
inequality, we get
v2(z) < vg(azex + (1 — a)zz?)
Again, we know that for any a-self-adjoint element y, v,(y) = ||ylla

holds. Hence the result follows.
(b) Let v € A and f € S(A). Now, if we take @ =1 in Lemma 2.12, we get

o(f(@)) < af(d(z"2) + (1 - a)f(d(zz"))
= flao(z"z) + (1 - a)g(az™)).

Taking supremum over f € S(A) on both sides of the above inequality,
we get

p(v*(z)) < wv(ag(z*z) + (1 — a)p(zz*)).
Since for a self-adjoint element y € A, v(y) = ||y||, we get the desired
inequality.
(]

Following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.13.

Corollary 2.14. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and xz € A. If 0 < o < 1 and
r > 1, then

V2" (z) < la(z*a)" 4+ (1 — a)(za™)"||.

Proof. Choose ¢(t) =1t", for t > 0 and r > 1 in Theorem 2.13(b), we get the
required result. O

Remark 2.15. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and 0 < « < 1, then we get the
following known results from Theorem 2.13 and Corollary 2.14.

(i) If we take v = % in Theorem 2.13 (a), we get the right hand inequality
of [19, Corollary 3.5].

(ii) If we consider the C*-algebra A = B(H), the Theorem 2.13 (a) becomes
[5, Theorem 1 ].

(iii) Ifo]c =1 and ¢(t) = ¢, t > 0 in Theorem 2.13 (b), we get [23, Corollary
2.8].
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(iv) If we take A = B(H), in the Corollary 2.14 becomes [12, Theorem 2 |.
Next result is a generalization of the inequality (1.4).
Theorem 2.16. Let x € A, and ¢ be an Orlicz function. Then

rxe x#axa
¢(vz<x>)s§¢(va<x2>)+§¢<” - ”>.

Proof. Let z € A, and f € S,(A). Now, taking n = 1 in Lemma 2.10, we get
2 1 1
(@) < 5|7 (@a®)| + 5/ Flaa#ex) f(azate).
Again, using the non-decreasing and convexity property of ¢ we obtain
2 1 9 1
< — — #a #a

o(If@of) < so(If@a)]) + 50(y/ flarter) f(azate))

1 (f(ax#“x) + f(axa:#a)>

1 2
< 5(%5(%(37 )) + 5(%5 5

1 ) 1 [ f(a(@®oz + za#a))
= 5(%5(%(3? )) + 5(%5( 5 )

1 [ ||zz#e + 2oz,

< goluet) + o Il ),

Since ¢ is continuous, non-decreasing and the above inequality holds for all
f € Sa(A), so we get the desired result.

O
An immediate consequence of Theorem 2.16 is the following corollary.

Corollary 2.17. Let x € A,. If r > 1, then

v (x) < %vuw?) + 2T1+1 |wate +aea|

Proof. If we take ¢(t) = t", ¢ > 0 and r > 1 in Theorem 2.16, we get the
required result. O

Remark 2.18. Let A be a unital C*-algebra. Then we get the following known
results:
(i) If we take ¢(t) = t, t > 0 in Theorem 2.16, then we get [19, Theorem

3.3].
(ii) If we take A = B(H), the Corollary 2.17 becomes [5, Theorem 2 |.

Lemma 2.19. Let € A, and ¢ be an Orlicz function. If a > 1, f € Su(A)
and 0 < a <1, then

(a) o(]f(@2)]*) < $6(|F(aa®)]) + §/ (dlazate)) + (1 - 2) f(d(az#+a)).
() o(] fa2)[*) < g0(If(@)]) + 5/ (Dlaz#=2) + (1 - 32) f ((azats)).

N]fe)

Proof.
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(a) Let x € Ay and f € S4(A). Then we have,

#(lf(a)?)
= as(If(@)?) + (1 - a)o(If(aa)]?) (22)
< ab(fax)P) + (1 - a)o(f (" az)
o Ml VTEFVTETTY | 1 apostatoo)
< 260f(aa?)) + 5o,/ Tlaaten) flaza#e)) + (1 a)o(f(ax*z)

« « ax#ax axx#a
< 2oty + 2oL DI L (4 ) p(arten))
<SSt + Folflaret) + (1 - Z)oflaater))  (23)
< Sollf)) + S F(olazat) + (1 - 2 f(o(arte))

where the third and fifth inequality hold for the convexity property
of ¢ and first inequality comes from Lemma 2.2. The second inequality
comes from Lemma 2.10. Again, from the inequality 2pq < p? + ¢? for
all p,g € R*, we get the forth inequality. The last inequality follows
from Lemma 2.5.
(b) Let x € A,. Then for any f € S,(A), |f(az)| = |f(az?*)| holds. Now,
if we replace |f(ax)| by |f(ax™<)| in the inequality (2.2) and proceed
similarly as in part (a) of this lemma, then we get

o(|f(an)]”)
< So(If@)]) + So(flarte) + (- 2o (fazat)) (2.4
< So(1f(aa?)]) + G F(@laatea)) + (1= 22) f(plaza®e))

Theorem 2.20. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and 0 < o < 1, then we get the
following results
(a) If x € A,, then
(i) vZ(z) < Sva(a?) + ||Gazte 4+ (1 — 22)g#e a:||

(i) vZ(z) < Sva(2?) + ||%x#ax + (1 — 22)gg e "

(b) Ifx € A and ¢ be an Orlzcz function, then
(i) o(v?(z)) < So(v(z?)) + || 2p(xa™) + (1 — 22)p(2* ) ||

(i) o(v*(2)) < §o(v(a?)) + [|Fo(a™a) + (1 = 2 )p(zz™)|.
Proof.
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(a) Let x € Ay and f € S,(A).
(i) Taking ¢(t) =t, ¢t > 0 in inequality (2.3) and using the fact that
[flay)l < llylla V'y € A, we get

e’ < %5ar?)] + & flaret) + (1 - 20 flaate)
< %va(x2) + f(a(%xx#“ +(1- %Ta)x#“x»
< %va(xz) + H%xx#“ +(1- %Ta)x#"'x )

Since the above inequality holds for all f € S,(A), so we get our
required result.

(ii) Taking ¢(t) =t, t > 0 in inequality (2.4) and proceeding Similarly
as in the first result of part (a) of this theorem, we obtain the
required inequality.

(b) Let z € Aand f € S(A).
(i) Taking ¢ =1 in Lemma 2.19 (a), we get

(@) < So(lF)) + SF(6Gt) + (1 - ) (o))

= So(sE) + £(Gor) + 1 - 2o
< So(ua?) +o(Got) + (1~ 2P)p(a"n))
= So(u) + | Fotea) + (1= ot

Now, taking supremum over f € S(A), we get

o
o(2(a)) < () +
(ii) Taking ¢ = 1 in Lemma 2.19 (b) and proceeding Similarly as in

the first result of part (b) of this theorem, we obtain that required
inequality.

o % 3a *
Solaa’) + (1= Toa"x)

O

Corollary 2.21. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and z € A. If 0 < a < 1 and
r > 1, then

(1) v?"(2) < §v" (@) + || (22)" + (1 = ) (a"2)"||

(i) v?"(z) < %v”(xz) + H%(x*x)” +(1- %’)(mx*)”“

Proof. 1f we take ¢(t) =", t > 0 and » > 1 in Theorem 2.20 (b), then we
get the required results. O
Remark 2.22. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and 0 < « < 1, then we get the
following results:

(i) If we we put o = 1 in Theorem 2.20 (a), it becomes [19, Theorem 3.3 .
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(i) If we consider A = B(H) in Theorem 2.20 (a), we get [5, Theorem 3].

(ili) If we consider A = B(H), the Corollary 2.21 becomes [6, Theorem 2.11].

(iv) if we take ¢(t) = ¢, t > 0 and @ = 1 in Theorem 2.20 (b), we get the
upper bound of [23, Theorem 2.4 ].

In order to obtain our next inequality that gives an upper bound for
the a-numerical radius of sum of two elements of A,, we need the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.23. Let x,y € A,. If Y1 be the complementary Orlicz function of
o and f € S,(A), then

|f(a(z +)) |
< 1S (@) + |7 (ay)? + | aya)| + b1 (y/ Flaa#e2)) + s () Flayyt)).
Proof. Let z,y € A, and f € S,(A). Then we have
[F (ae + 1))

< 1S (@) + £ (ay)? + 21 f (a2)]| f (ay)
< [fax) + [F () + | f(aye)| + \/ flaz#en)/ flayy#o)
<

@) + 1 (ay)? + [ F(aya)] + o1 (\/ Flaaten)) + o/ Flayy#e) )

where the second inequality comes from Lemma 2.10 and third inequality
holds from Lemma 2.11. 1

Remark 2.24. Taking ¢ (t) = ; = 9o(t) in Lemma 2.23, we get

F(ao+ )
< 7@ + | fa)? + | f(aya)| + LD ™)
f(a(a#ex + yy#e))
2
[|a# e + yy#e
* 2

< UZ(Q?) + va(y)2 + va(yx) +

a

< 02(x) + va(y)? + va(yz)

Taking supremum over f € S,(A), we get
1
ve@+y) < vi(@) + o) +valyr) + e+ gyt (25)

Now, if we take A = B(H), then the inequality (2.5) becomes that in [4,
Theorem 3.6].

Theorem 2.25. Let x,y € A,. Then for anyn > 1

n

_n_
n—1
a .

1y . n—1
iz +y) < vi(fv)+vi(y)+va(yw)+gl|x|\a+ — |y
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Proof. Let z,y € A,. Taking ¢1(t) = tni and o(t) = ”T_lltﬁ, t > 0 and
n > 1 in Lemma 2.23, we get

|/ (a(z + )|

< @)+ 1f@)P + 1 )] + 5 (flart) ®
22 (Flayy?e)) T

< @) + o) + o) + el + T

= (@) + o) +ualyr) + [l +

Now, taking supremum over [ € S,(.A), we get the desired inequality. O

Next, we consider an example and show that the bound obtained in
Theorem 2.25 is better than that given in [4, Theorem 3.6].

1 1
Example 2.26. Consider A = B(H), T = <(2) 8), S = (6 2), and A =
3 5

<(1) (1)> Then Theorem 3.6 in [4] gives w?(T + S) < 0.59375, whereas for

n =3 Theorem 2.25 gives w*(T + S) < 0.5625.

Next we obtain the following inequality for the sum of n elements of

A,

Theorem 2.27. Let ¢ be an Orlicz function and x; € Ay, i = 1,2,--- . n. If
n > 1, then

¢(%§(ZP¢$@))
i=1
1 n 1 n 1 n 1
< 5o(oa(Xpad)) + 5o (IS piatea 21 S pranatt||?),
=1 i=1 i=1

where P = (p1,p2,--+ ,pn) be a probability distribution such that p; > 0 for
alli=1,2,---,nand > pi=1.

Proof. Let x; € A, and f € S,(A). Then we get
¢(|f(a2pz'$i)|2)
i=1
= ¢(|f(2piaxi)|2)
i=1
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IA

(|Zz 1 pif(ax? |+\/Zz \pif

23 E i)

2

IA

_¢(| Zplf(ax?)D + %(ﬁ( Zpif(axfaxi) Zpif(axixz#a)>
i=1 i=1 i=1

= %¢(‘f(aZPi$?)|) + %¢< f(aZPixféaxi) f(aZPixiffZ:%a)>
i=1 =1 =1
1 n 1 n PR N
< 50(1F@Xpad)|) + 5o(I1 D pafoaillZ ]| Yo paiate|?),
=1 =1 =1

where Lemma 2.10 and non-decreasing property of ¢ give us the first inequal-
ity and the second inequality holds for the convexity property of ¢. Now, using
the fact that |f(ay)| < ||y|lq for all y € A, we obtain the last inequality. The
desired inequality is obtained by taking supremum over f € S,(A) on both
sides of the inequality above.

O

Remark 2.28. Let A = B(H) and a be the identity operator. Now, if we take
¢(t) =t, t > 0 in Theorem 2.27, we get [10, Theorem 2.6].

To prove the next theorem we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.29. Let x,y,z € Aq, ||ylla < 1 and ¢ be an Orlicz function. If a > 1
and f € S4(A), then

o(|fary#)]) < 1 (p(oanat) 1 o(azate)).
Proof. Let x,y,z € A, and f € S,(A). Then we have,

|f(azyz#)| = |f((g=*)"a"a)|
= If((yz#“)*aw#“)l
< |f(@ aw#a) é| ((yz#“ ayz#a)%
= |flamat) | () v ayete) [
< ylla] £ (ama®e) || £ (= az#a)ﬁ
= |lyllalf (aza#)|¥|f (azzte)|?
<y Ll )

where the first equality comes from the fact that f(y*) = f(y) for all y € A
and the first inequality holds from Lemma 2.2. Now, the second inequality
follows from Lemma 2.7 and the last inequality holds because 2pg < p* + ¢>
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for any p, ¢ € R. Now, using the convexity, non-decreasing property of ¢ and
d(At) < Ap(t) for 0 <A< 1,t >0, we get

)

IN

o(| flaryz#) :

¢(||y||af(am#“) + f(azz#a)>

< 10 (o(rtaarte) + o(s(azs#) ).

Again, from Lemma 2.5, we get

) < |y|“<f(¢(am ))+f(¢(azz#“))>
Il

o (| f(azyz7)

(f((b(aa:x )+ $lazs? )))

Now, we prove the following result.

Theorem 2.30. Let A be a unital C*-algebra, then the following results hold:

(a)

(b)

Ifx,y,z € Ay and |lylla < 1, then

#2) < IIyIIa

Va (xyz ||xa:#“ + zz#“H

Ifz,y,z€ A, |ly|| <1 and ¢ be an Orlicz function, then

(b(v(xyz*)) < Hiﬂ”qﬁ(m:*)—kqé(zz*)

Proof. (a) Taking ¢(t) = ¢, t > 0 in Lemma 2.29, we get

|f(axyz#“)| < %(f(axw )—l—f(azz ))

= —”y2”a (a(a:x#"'—i—zz#“))

IIyIIa

< Hxx#“ + i

a’

where the last inequality comes from the fact that |f(ay)| < ||ly|lo for
all y € A. Now, taking supremum over [ € S,(A), we get the desired
inequality.

Putting ¢ = 1 in Lemma 2.29 and using the fact that |f(y)| < ||y| for
all y € A, we get

(| f(zy2")

N

) < ”—§’”(f(¢<m*> o))

< Wy ¢ oean)|.

Since the above inequality holds for all f € S(A), so the desired result
follows .

O
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Corollary 2.31. Let A be a unital C*-algebra and x,y,z € A. If r > 1 and
lyll < 1, then
T * y *\T *\T
v (zyz") < @H(xw )"+ (227)7 . (2.6)

Proof. If we put ¢(t) = t", where ¢ > 0 and » > 1 in Theorem 2.30(b), we
get the required inequality. O

Remark 2.32. (i) It is shown in [22, Lemma 4.4] that if T, S, R € Ba(H),
then 1
wa(SRT#2) < S| TT# + SS%4| | Bl a.
Now, if we take A = B(H) and put z = S, y = R and z = T in Theorem
2.30(a), we get the above upper bound of wa(SRT#4) for ||R|l4 < 1.

(ii) If we take A = B(H) and y is the identity operator I in Corollary 2.31,
we get [9, Theorem 1].

A Orlicz function ¢ is said to be sub-multiplicative if for every u,v > 0,
o(uv) < ¢(u)p(v) holds. In the following result, we use the sub multiplicative
property of ¢ to find an upper bound of the numerical radius.

Theorem 2.33. Let x,y,z € A and ¢ be a sub-multiplicative Orlicz function.
If x, z are positive, r > 2 and 0 < a < 1, then

o(v" (2"5=0)) < (") as(a™) + (1~ a)o(n)|
Proof. Let x, z be positive, y € A and f € S(A). Then we have,

(2= )" = [f (") )]
< (fla “))%(f( (=a)yryzle)?
<yl (F@P) F (£(z20m)) E
<l (f@m) (0 “>>
< ol ()" (rm)
< il (af @)+ (1= a)f()

Where the first inequality comes from Lemma 2.1 and the second inequality
comes form Lemma 2.7. Third and forth inequalities follows from Corollary
2.6 and Corollary 2.4 respectively. The last inequality holds for the fact that
a*b' = < Xa+ (1 — A\)b where a,b >0 and 0 < \ < 1.

Now, using non-decreasing, sub-multiplicative and convexity property of ¢,
we get

o(17 (@ == N)[") < o (lyll") (ad(F@) + (1 = @)o(F(=") ).

Again, from Lemma 2.3, we get

o(1f @)

IN

o(lul") (£ (ad(") + (1= )s(=") ) )
o(lyl")[ag (") + (1 = a)s(=")]|

IN




16 Saikat Mahapatra, Riddhick Birbonshi and Arnab Patra

Taking supremum over f € S(A) of the above inequality, we get the desired
result. (]

Remark 2.34. If we put ¢(t)=t, t > 0 and consider A = B(H) in Theorem
2.33, we get [21, Theorem 3.3 ].

Theorem 2.35. Let ¢ be a multiplicative Orlicz function and r,s > 1. If
w,x,y,z €A, then

=[Gt w)” + (el ) |7 (@)’ + (o(=2)" | *
o e e |

Proof. Let w,z,y,z € Aand f € S(A). Then we get

(] - [l ey
*w z* 2
< (g 1)

IA

(571 T+ 5 VI )
< () (60 + 1-2)

= (3@ + 57w (370 + 57"2) |

where second inequality comes from Lemma 2.1 and the third inequality
comes from the fact that (ab + cd)? < (a® + ¢2)(b? + d?) for all a,b,c,d > 0.
Again,

IN
<
—~
—
DO =
~
g

*
S
S~—
_|_
|
~
—~

<
*
<
S~—
~—
—
|
—~
S
*
8
S~—
_|_
|
—
I
*
N
~—
~—
~—

IN
—
N| =

IA

IA

IN
7 N N N
k.ﬁ
BSE
—~
g
*
S
S—
S—
~
+
—~~
\h
—~
=
<
*
<
S—
S—
~
N~ N
3= S
7N N N
k.ﬁ
BSE
—
&
*
&
N~—
N~—
~—
+
=
BSE
—~
I
*
I
N~—
N~—
N~—
'
1
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_ <f((¢(w*w))T2+ (¢(y*y))r)) ; <f((¢(:r*w))52+ (¢(z*z))5)>l

H (@(w w))" + (¢ y)" || || ((P(z"2))* + (6(272))*
2 2

1 1
r s

IN

Where the first and the second inequalities hold for non-decreasing and con-
vexity property of ¢ respectively. The third inequality comes from the fact
that (“T*b)r < (% + %) for all a,b > 0 and r > 1. Next, the forth inequality
follows from Lemma-2.5 and the fifth inequality comes from Corollary 2.6.
Now, Taking supremum over f € S(A), we get the desired result. O

Corollary 2.36. Let p,g € A and r,s > 1, then
2 (P4 —4p (6(a79)" + (¢("p)"
(o) <[ s

1 1
T s

(¢(qa™))” + (o(pp))”
2

Proof. If we take * = p, w = ¢q, 2* = q and y = —p in Theorem 2.35, then
we get the required result. O

Remark 2.37. If we take A = B(H) and ¢(t) = ¢, t > 0 in Theorem 2.35, we
get of [9, Theorem 3 |.

Lemma 2.38. [15] Let T = U|T| be the polar decomposition of an operator T
on a Hilbert space H. Then for any positive number a the following holds

|T*|* =U|T|“U™.
Let = be an invertible element in a unital C*-algebra A. Then there
exist a unique unitary u such that z = u||, where |z| = (z*z)2. Now, using
the same technique as used in Lemma 2.38, it can be proven that if z is an

invertible element in a unital C*-algebra A, then |2*|% = u|z|*u* for any
positive number «.

Lemma 2.39. Let x,y,z € A andy be an invertible element in A. If0 < a < 1
and f € S(A), then

|f(xy2)|* < faly™PO0") £ (27 |y) 2 2).

Proof. Let y be an invertible in 4. Then by polar decomposition there exists
a unique unitary element u in A such that y = uly|. Now,

Fay)® = [f(zulyle)

| (uly| O~ y|z) |

< f(wuly OO Durat) £ (2 gyl 2)
= floulyPO e £ (= g )
F(alyPA=02%) £ (2" lyl222)

‘ 2

A
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where the above inequality comes from the Lemma 2.1 and the last equality
comes from the fact

[t = Jy*|*. (2.7)
O

uly

Lemma 2.40. Let z,y,p,q,r,s € A. Let 11 be the complementary Orlicz func-
tion of 1Yo and s be the complementary Orlicz function of 1y. If x,y are
invertible, f € S(A) and 0 < o<1, then

’f(pxq + rys)’
< n (1P ) v (i) )
(10 P0=r) ) +ua(((029) )

Proof. Let z,y,p,q,7,s € A. Now, f € S(A) and x,y are invertible. Then we
have

|f(pxq + rys)|
< |flpzq)| + | f(rys)]
< (Fpla PP ) (F(g 20)® + (Flrly"[PA=2r)) 5 (£ (" [y[2s)) ?
< O ((Fpl* P p)) ) + e ((f(g"|2[**q))?)

s ((Frly PA0r)E) + wa ((F(s*y]*s))F)

where the second inequality comes from Lemma 2.39 and last inequality
follows from Lemma 2.11. O

Theorem 2.41. Let x,y,p,q,7,s € A. If x,y are invertible and 0 < o < 1,
then for any n > 2,

1 * —a), % 2 * —a), . * 3
v(prg +rys) < EH(pLT 23 )p> +<7"Iy 2 )7‘) H

n—1 oD
+ .
n

Proof. Putting ¢ (t) = % = 13(t), Pa(t) = "T_lt# = 1P4(t) for t > 0 and
n > 2 in Lemma 2.40, we get

n
2(n—1)

¢ |z**q s*|y|**s

’f((pafq + TyS))‘

< % ((f(plx*IQ(l_“)p*)) Py (f(rly*IQ(l‘“)r*)) 2)
+n; ! ((f(q*|x|QO‘Q)) o + (f(s*|y|2“s))2(il)>
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1 * —a), %\ 3 * —a),*\ %
< E(f((plw 7t E) (PO )2)>
n—1 (
=\
n
1 * —q), ok 5 * —) ok 5
TUCEERREE )
n

=

T sty 2<""1>>
1 N _ n _ n
EH(pLx |2(1 a)p*)2 + (7“|y*|2(1 a)r*)2

+n—1<’ z<—"1>>
n

Where Corollary 2.6 and the fact that |f(y)| < ||y for all y € A are used to
get the second inequality. Now, taking supremum over f € S(.A), we get the
desired result. O

z(nn—1)

8*|y|2a5

|

¢ |z**q

+ ¢ |z**q

IN

¢ |z**q s [y|**s

e
+|

In the following example we show that the bound obtained in Theorem
2.41 is better than that given in [17, Theorem 2].

1
Example 2.42. Consider A = B(H), A = ((2) 2), B = (g Z), C =
3
10 3 0 1 0
2 = = = ) 7 )
<0 %), D (O 5) and T =S <0 1). Then Theorem 2 in [17] gives
w(AB +CD) < 32 " whereas for n = 3 Theorem 2.1 gives w(AB +CD) <

288 7
654405
2 -
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