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Abstract. In this paper, related to the well-known operator convex functions, we study a class of operator
functions, the operator superquadratic functions. We present some Jensen-type operator inequalities for

these functions. In particular, we show that f : [0, ) — R is an operator midpoint superquadratic function
if and only if

f(C'AC) < C'f(A)C - f(/C'A2C— (C'ACP)

holds for every positive operator A € B(H)* and every contraction C. As applications, some inequalities
for quasi-arithmetic operator means are given.

1. Introduction

Let B(H) be C*-algebra of all bounded linear operators defined on a complex Hilbert space H with the
identity operator 14;. Let B(H)* be the set of bounded positive operators on H, and B(H)** be the set of
invertible A € B(H)*. We also write A > 0 when A € B(H)*,and A > 0when A € B(H)*™. Let f : I - Rbe

a continuous function. We denote by o(A) the spectrum of an operator A. For 0(A) € I, we mean by f(A),
the continuous functional calculus of f at A.

A continuous function f : ] € R — Ris said to be operator convexif f((1-A)A+AB) < (1-A)f(A)+Af(B)
holds for all operators A, B with 6(A), 0(B) C ] and every A € [0, 1]. Every operator convex function is a real
convex function, while the converse is not true in general. Typical examples of operator convex functions
are the power functions f(t) = t*, where p € [-1,0] U [1,2]. If —f is operator convex, then f is called
operator concave. For p € [0,1], then f(t) = ¥ is operator concave. The Jensen type operator inequality
f(P(A)) < D(f(A)), known as Choi-Davis operator inequality, holds true for every unital positive linear
map @ and every self-adjoint operator A with spectrum in ] if and only if f : ] C R — R is operator convex.

Superquadratic functions have been introduced as a modification of convex functions in [2]. A function
f:10,00) = Ris said to be superquadratic whenever for every s > 0 there exists a constant C; € R such that

fO 2 fl) +C(t=s)+ f(t=sl),  VE=0. 1)

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 47A63; Secondary 47A64

Keywords. operator inequality, operator superquadratic function, operator convex function, Jensen operator inequality, quasi-
arithmetic operator mean

Received: 18 April 2021; Revised: 25 May 2021; Accepted: 01 August 2021
Communicated by Dragan S. Djordjevié¢

Email addresses: jmicic@fsb.hr (Jadranka Mi¢i¢), kian@ub.ac.ir (Mohsen Kian)



J. Micié, M. Kian / Filomat 35:9 (2021), 3151-3165 3152

We say that f is subquadratic if —f is a superquadratic function.
Now we quote some basic properties of superquadratic functions established in [1] and [2]. Let f be a
superquadratic function with Cs as in (1). Then:

(i) f(0) <.
(ii) If f is differentiable and f(0) = f’(0) = 0 then C; = f’(s) for all s > 0.
(iii) If f > 0, then f is convex and f(0) = f’(0) = 0.

The converse of (iii) is not true: if 1 < p < 2, then f(x) = x? is convex and subquadratic.

Bani¢ and VaroSanec in [3, Theorem 9] gave an important result with characterizations of the su-
perquadratic functions, which are analogous to the well known characterizations of the convex functions:
For the function f : [0, 00) — R the following conditions are equivalent:

1. fis a superquadratic function, i.e., there exists a constant C, such that

fW) = f(x)+Culy—x) + fly—x),  VYx,y>0.

2. For any two non-negative n-tuples (x1,...,x,) and (p1, ..., ps) such that P, = Y pi > 0the inequality

O <o Y pife) = 5 Y pif (i =5 @
"=l "=l

holds, where ¥ = 7- Y.IL; pix:.

3. The inequality

fAyn+ 1 =-Ny) < Af(y)+ A= N)f(y2) 3)
- Af(A=Ny1 =) = A =A) f(Aly1 = y2)
holds for all y1, y» = 0 and A € [0, 1].
4. For all y1, y» > 0, such that y; < x < y» we have

f) —f@) - fe—wy) _ f(]/z)—f(x)—f(x—yz).

yi—x Yo —X

By applying (1) Kian in [6] (see also [7, Corollary 2.6]) gives the Jensen type operator inequality for
superquadratic functions:

Corollary A [6, Corollary 2.3]. Let Ay, ..., Ay be positive operators in B(H)* and let x1, ..., x, € H be such that
Y il = 1. If f 1 [0, c0) — R is a superquadratic function, then

f(Zn“<Afxi,xi>) <Y (A ) - Z( A= Y v x| ).
i=1 i=1 i=1 k=1

In this paper, we are interested in the class of operator superquadratic functions to obtain operator
inequalities for not operator convex functions and to obtain refinement of operator inequalities for some
operator functions. We show some Jensen type inequalities for operator superquadratic functions. As
applications, some inequalities for quasi-arithmetic operator means are given.

2. Operator superquadratic functions

In what follows, assume that | is an interval of the form | = [0, M] (M > 0) or | = [0, o).

As an operator version of superquadratic functions defined by (1), we give the following definition
based on (3) and the definition of operator convex function.
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Definition 2.1. A continuous function f : | — R is said to be operator superquadratic if

FAA+@A=1)B) < AfA)+(1-A)f(B) W
~Af(@ =B A~ (1= ) fA|B - Al)

forevery A € [0,1] and all A, B € B(H)* with ¢(A),d(B) C J.
We say that f is operator subquadratic if —f is operator superquadratic.

We remark that this definition is correct. If ] = [0, M] or | = [0, ) and c(A),d(B) C ] then o((1 — A)|B —
Al),o(A|B—A|) C ] forevery A €[0,1] .

Remark 2.2.
(i) If f is operator superquadratic on |, then f(0) < 0. Really, setting A = B = 0 in the definition (4) we get that
f0)=fA0+(1=21)0) < Af(0) + (1 = A)f(0) = Af((1 = A)0) = (1 = 2A)f(A0) = 0.

By using the definition of operator convexity and the definition (4) it is easy to prove that the following statements
are true: If f is operator superquadratic and f > 0, then f is operator convex and f(0) = 0. If f : | — (—o0,0]
is an operator convex function, then f is operator superquadratic.

(ii) It is obvious that if f is operator superquadratic, then it is an operator midpoint-superquadratic function, i.e.,

the inequality
A+B\_f(A)+f(B)  (A-B
(5515 ©)

holds for all A, B € B(H)* with 6(A),o(B) C J.
Now, we give some examples.

Example 2.3.

1. Since a function f(t) = at + b is non-positive on [0, 00) for a,b < 0 and operator convex, then f is operator
superquadratic. Also, f is operator subquadratic for a,b > 0.

2. The power functions f(t) = t” is real subquadratic on [0, o) for p € [0, 2] and real superquadratic for p € [2, co).
What about operator superquadratic and operator subquadratic functions?

It is well-known that f(t) = t¥ is operator convex if and only if p € [-1,0] U [1, 2] and it is operator concave if

and only if p € [0, 1]. In the case of t > 0, we have:

(2.1) Ifp <2, f is not a real superquadratic, so it will not be an operator superquadratic.

(2.2) If p > 2, f is not operator convex, so f is not operator superquadratic, since every non-negative operator
superquadratic function must be operator convex.

(2.3) If p = 2, f is operator superquadratic and operator subquadratic, since
AMZ+(1=A)B>—(AA+(1-A)B? - A(1—-APA-BPP - (1-M)A}A-BP? =0.

(2.4) If 0 < p <1, f is operator subquadratic, since every non-negative operator concave function is operator
subquadratic.

3. It is known that every non-negative operator superquadratic function is operator convex. The converse is not
true, since f(t) = 7, p € (1, 2), are operator convex and non-negative, but these are not operator superquadratic
nor operator subquadratic, see (2.1)—(2.4) above.

4. Now, we will give an example of a non-negative operator superquadratic function. It is known that the function
f(t) = tlogt for t > 0 and f(0) = 0 is operator convex on [0,00). So, f(t) = tlogt is non-positive operator
superquadratic on [0,1]. Let g.(t) = % +tlogt for t € [e - W(1/¢),1] and g.(t) = 0 for t € [0, - W(1/¢€)],
where 0 < ¢ < 1 and W(t) is the Lambert W function. We remark that € - W(1/¢) is a null point of a function
ge and lgii%e -W(l/e) = 0. Also, the function g, is operator convex on [0, c0) and non-negative operator

superquadratic on [0, 1].
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5. For every p € [0,1], the function t — —t¥ is a non-positive operator convex function and so it is operator
superquadratic on [0, ). In addition, the function t v t2 is operator superquadratic on [0, co). Consequently,
the function f(t) = t* — t¥ is operator convex and operator superquadratic on [0, o).

. It follows from (5) that f(t) =tV — t2, p € [0, 1], is operator subquadratic on [0, co).

7. One might think that operator superquadraticity is a stronger criteria than operator convexity. But, if our
function takes negative values, then it may be considerably weaker. E.g. any function f satisfying =2 <
f(t) < =1 forall t € ] is operator superquadratic. Really, for all A,B € B(H)* with 6(A),c(B) C ] we have
=214 < f(A), f(B) < =1y and 19y < —f((1 = A)|B = Al), = f(A|B = A]) <214 Then

My < A[f(A) = (1= DB~ AD] < A1y
~(1= M1y < (1= D[ fB) - FAIB - AD] < (1= D)y
for every A € [0,1]. Summing the above two inequalities, we obtain
1y < Af(A)+ A = N)f(B) - Af(1-A)B-A) = (1 -A)f(AIB - Al < 1g.
Using that =214y < f(AA + (1 — A) B) < =14y and the above inequality, we get

FAA+(1=A)B)
SAf(A)+ X =A)f(B)—Af(1-A)IB-A]) - (1-A)f(A|B - Al),

o))

which by definition means that f is operator superquadratic.
According to the above discussion, for example, the functions f(t) = %(sin(t) —3)and g(t) = -2
operator superquadratic on [0, c0), while they are not operator convex nor operator concave.

1+#2
1+22

are

3. Jensen-type operator inequalities

In this section we observe Jensen operator inequality for operator superquadratic functions. Let 8111 (H)
denote the convex set of self-adjoint operators in B(H), whose spectra are contained in J. It is well-known
that (see [5]) if f : | — R is an operator convex function, then the Hansen-Pedersen-Jensen inequality
f(C*AC) < C'f(A)C holds for every isometry C € B(H) and every A € Bi(?{ ). If in addition 0 € | and
f(0) <0, then the inequality remains valid for every contraction C, in particular, for every projection P. In
their ingenious proof of this inequality, Hansen and Pedersen utilized unitary dilations. We want to present
a Jensen operator inequality for operator superquadratic functions. To this end, we have to interpret the
two operators

Af(A-MIA-Bl) and (1-7)f(AA - B|) (6)

in the definition 2.1. Assume that A, B are positive operators in B(H)*. For every A € [0, 1], the operator

matrix U, = \/I/:Ll)\(’;f{ B \}X_lilﬂ } is a unitary operator in IM(B(H)). Let X =A@ Band P =14y &0

so that P is a projection in M, (B(H)). Then
A = PUXU,P + (I - P)U,_, XUy _y(I - P) = (AA + (1 — 1)B) @ (AA + (1 — 1)B)
where I = 14y ® 14y and (I — P) is the orthogonal projection to P. Our motivation for interpreting the two

operators in (6) comes from

IX — Al = |X = PU,XU,P + (I - P)U;_, XU;2(I - P)| = [ (1=)iA-B] 0 ]

0 AlJA = B|
and so
PU f(IX = ADULP + (I - P)U;_, f(IX = AU, (I = P)

_| Af(A-MNIA=-B)+(1-A)f(AA =B 0 ]
0 Af(A=DIA=B)+ (1= A)f(AIA=B]) |’
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Therefore, we can rewrite inequality (4) as

FPU,XULP + (I - P)U;_, XUy (I - P))
< PU, f(X)ULP + (I = P)U;_, f(X)Uy_(I - P)
- PU, f(IX = ADUAP — (I - P)U;_, f(IX = AUy, (I = P).

Hence, it is natural to expect that the inequality

k k k
Y. cAc| <Y Cfanc -y c;f(
=1 =1 =1

holds, where Z;;l C}C i = 1gy.

However, when f is operator midpoint superquadratic, we have the following Jensen operator inequal-
ity.
Theorem 3.1. Assume that f : [0,00) — R is a continuous function. The function f is operator midpoint
superquadratic if and only if

f

k
Aj- ) GAC )c]- )
(=1

f(C'AC) < C f(AC - f (TAC = (C'ACP) ®)

holds for every positive operator A € B(H)* and every contraction C.

Proof. First note that the operator C*A2C — (C*AC)? is positive due to the Jensen operator inequality for the
operator convex function ¢ — t2. Secondly, f is defined on [0, c0) and so the operator f ( {C:A2C - (C*AC)2)
is well-defined. Assume that f is an operator midpoint superquadratic function. We apply an argument
similar to that of [5, Theorem 1.9]. Assume that A, B are positive operators. First assume that C € B(H)
is an isometry, say C*C = I. The block matrices U = [ S _1?:* ] and V = [ g El?

] are unitary operator

matrices in My (B(H)), provided that D = (I - CC*)'/2. With A = [ IS g we compute
AU + VAV
UAd+ VAV . = (C'AC) @ (DAD + CBC") ©)
and
u-Au-v:Av
f‘ = |DAC| @ |C’AD|. (10)
Now

F(C*'AC) @ f (DAD + CBC*) = f (C*AC @ (DAD + CBC"))

:f(w) (by (9))
f(urAu) + f(v-Av AU - VA

< ( )2 ( )_f(UALIZVAV') (by )
uf(Au + v f(Av u-Au - v-Av

S e

=[(C'f(A)C) @ (Df(A)D + Cf(B)C)] - [f (IDAC) @ f (IC'AD])],
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where the last equality follows from (9) and (10). Comparing the (1,1)-blocks of both sides we learn that
f(C*AC) < C' f(A)C — f (IDAC|). However,
1/2
IDACP = (C'A(I - CC)AC)? = (c*A%C - (C'ACY)”
and so (8) holds for every isometry C.
To see that (8) is valid even if C is a contraction, note that if (8) is valid, then a multivariate version holds
as well. If Ay, ..., Ay are positive operators and Cy, ..., C, € B(H) with ):]];1 C;Cj = I, then

k k k k
Y GAC| <) CfAC; - f J Y caxc-| ) cAc
j=1 j=1 j=1 j=1

Now note that if C is a contraction, i.e., C*C < I, then there exists an operator D such that C*C + D'D = [.
Use (11) with C; :=C, G := D, Ay := Aand A, := 0 to get

f(C'AC) = f(C'AC + D*0D) < C*f(A)C + D*f(0)D — f( \JcrAzC - (C*AC)Z). (12)

Since f(0) < 0 for every operator midpoint superquadratic function f, we find out that (8) holds, when C
is a contraction.
Let A, B € B(H) be positive operators and A € [0,1]. Put C; = I®0and C, = 0@1 so that CG+CG =1

1 1
-1 1

2

f 11)

With X = A ® B € M,(8(H)) and the unitary U = 1/2 [

A+B A+B
(55)er(57)
A+B A+B
=f ( 2 9 )
= f(CIUXUC, + GGUXUG)
< CLAUXU)C + G f(UXU)C, (13)

] we have

- f[ \/C’;(LI*XU)ZQ + (U XURC, — (CUXUC + C;U*XUCZ)Z].

By calculating we have

A-Bl |A-B
\/ Cy (U XU)2C; + Cy (U XU)C, — (CUPXUC, + G LI*XUQ)Z - % ® %

whence we conclude from (13) that

f(AZB)eaf(A;B)s CIU F)UC, +C;U*f(X)UC2—f('A;Bl)eaf(m;Bl)

_fA+fB) _fA)+fB) (|A-B] |A - Bl
-T e (5 )esr (P
Hence we obtain (4) for A = 1/2 so that f is operator midpoint superquadratic. [J

It is remarkable that the equality holds in (8) if and only if f(t) = .
Remark 3.2. As a special case of Theorem 3.1 we obtained that

k k
Y. CAC 2. CAC;
2 1

holds for every operator superquadratic function f, where A1, ..., Ay are positive operators and Cy, ..., Cy € B(H)
with ¥\, CiCj =1 (see (11)).

x 2

k
<Y CAANC-f J C1A%C; -
j=1

j=1

f (14)
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Corollary 3.3. Let f : [0,00) — R be operator superquadratic and A, B be invertible positive operators. If A < B,
then
AT'f(A) <B'f(B)-Alo (B A),
where o F(VD is defined similar to the operator mean corresponding to the function t — g(t) = f(Vt):
Xo,Y = X%g (X’%YX‘%) Xz for X, Y € B(H)" and X is invertible. (15)

Proof. Assume that A < B so that the operator C = B~1/2A1/2 is a contraction. It follows from (8) that

f(A) = f(C'BC) < C'f(B)C — f( \/C*BZC - (C*BC)z)
= AV f(B)B12AV2 - f(VAI2BAI2 - A2)
= AV2 (B f(B) - AV f (JAV(B — A)AT2) A1) AM2,

Therefore
A'f(A) <B'f(B)-A"o (B =A)

O

Remark 3.4.

(i) If g : [0,00) — [0, 00) is operator monotone, then o, defined by (15) is a connection. This connection is an
operator mean if and only if g is normalized in the sense g(1) = 1, see the theory of operator means established
by Kubo and Ando [8].

(ii) Consider the function f(t) = t> — , p € (0,1], which is operator superquadratic on [0,0). Corollary 3.3
implies that
AN (A% — AP) < BTY(B2 = BY) — A7'0,_p(B - A).

Noting that A7 o;_pr(B— A) = (B — A) — A™,2(B — A), so we have

Bl -AF <A, ,(B-A)<B-A  foreveryp € (0,1].

Next, we define Jensen’s operator, deduced from Jensen’s functional, see e.g. [10, Definition 2].
Let 75(J) denote the set of all continuous real-valued functions on an interval J. Let Bﬁ(?’{) denote the
convex set of self-adjoint operators in B(H), whose spectra are contained in J.

We define Jensen’s operator 7, : F,(]) X [Bi(‘H)]” X (0, 00)" — B(H) by

1 v 1 v
In(f, X, p) = E;‘Pif(xi)_f(lj_”;??ixi)l (16)
where X = (X1, X,..., Xn), p = (p1, P2, ., pu) and P, = ;lpi.

Note that the operator 7, is well-defined. If f is an operator convex function, then Jensen’s operator
inequality implies that 7, (f, X, p) is a positive operator J,(f, X, p) = 0.

Putting C; = ,{;—il'}(, j=1,2,...,n =k, in Remark 3.2 we obtain the following corollary.
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Corollary 3.5. Suppose J,, is an operator defined by (16) and | = [0,M] or | = [0,00). If f is an operator
superquadratic function on |, then

T, Xp) > fN Ly -5 ] = f (e xp) 17)
"=t

n
holds, where X, = - Y. pi X
"i=1

If f is operator subquadratic, then the reverse inequality is valid in (17).
By using mathematical induction we get the following lower bound of Jensen’s operator.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose [, is an operator defined by (16) and | = [0,M] or ] = [0,00). If f is an operator
superquadratic function on |, then

VAR IR —f<|X1—Xz|>+—Zp,f<|X &)+ 5 ZPI A %= Kil) (18)

whereX—P ZkakandP —Zpk,z— 1.
If fis opemtor subquadratic, then the reverse inequality is valid in (18).

Proof. We prove (18) using mathematical induction. Since f is operator superquadratic, then setting A = 5
1-A= % in (4) gives (18) for n = 2, where we note that (1 — l’i—;) IX1 — X5| = |X; — X»|,i = 1,2. Now assume
that (18) is valid for a natural number n > 2. Then for a (n + 1)-tuples (X3, ..., Xu+1) and (p1, ..., Pus1) We

have
n+1
pl i pn+l
f[ P 1 [ n+1 [IZ‘P ) n+1 n+1]
i Pn+1
< PM [Z P ) fXust) (19)

n+1 [

where we use the (18) for n = 2. Moreover, by the hypothesis of induction in step n, we can write

n Pi o n P N p_l P
f[; Py X’) = ; P, fXi) P, f(X: = Xal) -
n pi ~ n Pi, 9, )
. Zz P - % - ZS o (e - ).

It follows from (19) and (20) that
i=2

n+l +1
o
=1
pi o P, o <
e ) e e
Noting that |Xn - X,M' = p,';—:l |X,4+1 -X

SNy R

and so (21) concludes the desired inequality (18) forn +1. O

’ b Xi= - X1

] pn+l f(|Xn+l n+1|) ’

n+1

pi % pi
b ) =5 fXi =R = )
Pi4

21

g

n+1
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Next, we obtain another lower bound for Jensen’s operator if f is an operator midpoint-superquadratic
function. We need the following lemma, which is interesting in its own.

Lemma 3.7. Let X = (X1, X2), where X1, X, € B(H)™ be positive operators on H with spectra contained in |, and

q = (3, 52) for m € N. If f is an operator midpoint-superquadratic function on | = [0, M] or on | = [0, o), then

(=)

Ja(f, X, q) 2 Z 2" f (22)

i=1

If f is an operator midpoint-subquadratic, then the reverse inequality is valid in (22).

Proof. The proof is based on mathematical induction. For m = 1 (22) is just (5). Fix m € N, m > 1 and
suppose that (22) is true. Then

m+1 X1+Q"-1)X;
(2m+1X1+2 1X2>_f(; 1 (Zm ) 2+X

2m+1

< 1 f(X1+(22m—1)X2) + -f(Xz) _ (_ |X1+(2":n X, —X2|)
£ E[z_mf(xl) S f(Xo) - Z 2,,,Zlf('Xl XZ)] +1£(X) - f(B)
= g fO)+ Bt X - L g £ ().
In other words
m+1

Talf X @ 2 Y 27 f

i=1

(=)

2i
om+l

holds for q = (2,,,+1 , z,ml) ie. (22)istrueform+1. O

Corollary 3.8. Let J,, be an operator defined by (16), | = [0,M] or | = [0,00), and m € IN. If f is an operator
midpoint-superquadratic function on |, then

- ijz( % %) (5 25)) 2 gzp,zm (B ). )

If f is non-negative operator superquadratic, then
(X=Xl
jn<fo>>—szzzf > 0. (24)
i=1 =

If f is operator midpoint-subquadratic, then the reverse inequality is valid in (23). If f is non-positive operator
subquadratic, then the reverse inequality is valid in (24).

Proof. By replacing X; with X; and X, with X,, := Pl Z iX; in (22), and then multiplying by and finally

summing over i we obtain (23).
If f > 0 operator superquadratic, then f is operator convex and Jensen’s operator inequality gives

f(X) = f[ ZP:(ZmXJF ;1 n)]— ZP: (2m it —,,_115(7,)-



J. Micié, M. Kian / Filomat 35:9 (2021), 3151-3165 3160

By using the reverse of the above inequality we have

S TEXP) = 5 pr(X) 2,,,f(X>—2,np pr(x E AR - £ (R,)

11 1.1 1. om_q.
>— = Z =YV pf(ex+ 0%
25m b, 2P XD+ 2m f&) -5 L p‘f(zm o ")

== pjz(f(Xl,X)(l #))

Finally, by using (23) and the above inequality we obtain
1 1 ‘ - i—m |Xi - an
ﬁjn(f/X,P) 2 P ;}%;2] f(T)'
which gives (24). O

Remark 3.9. Let f be non-negative operator superquadratic. As a special case of (24) we obtain the following
improvement of the lower bound of Jensen’s operator:

n

2 Jn(f,X,P)ZEZ (%5 X')>o,

CRNRATERTOEED 3 I G B

i=1 j=1

0 jn(fXI/n)>—Zf( ' X')zo,

where 1/n = (%,..., Ly,

n

4. Some inequalities for quasi-arithmetic operator means

By applying results obtained in the previous section, we give some inequalities for quasi-arithmetic
operator means.
We recall the definition of weighted quasi-arithmetic operator means:

My(X,p, ) i= *[Z (X)) |, (25)

where X = (Xj,...,X,) is an n-tuple of self-adjoint operators in B,(H) with spectra in an interval J,
p= Pln(pl,...,pn) is a weight vector, i.e. p1,...,py» = 0 with Z;lzl pj = P, >0,and ¢ : | = Ris a strictly
monotone function.

The power operator mean is a special case of the weighted quasi-arithmetic mean

1/q
M,(X,p,n) = [Z P Xq] , 9 € R\{0}, for positive operators X, ..., X,.

By C(J) we mean the space of continuous real-valued functions on the interval J. It is known that
quasi-arithmetic means enjoy a monotonicity property as follows.

Theorem B [9, Theorem 2.1]. Let X = (Xy,...,X,), p = (1’73—1, L ) be as in the definition of the quasi-arithmetic
mean (25) and let 1, @ € C(]) be strictly monotone functions.
If one of the following conditions is satisfied:
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(i) P o @71 is operator convex and =" is operator monotone,

(i) o @~Lis operator concave and —~" is operator monotone,

then
My(X, p,n) < My(X, p,n). (26)

If one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(ii) v o @7t is operator concave and =" is operator monotone,

(ii’) P o @7t is operator convex and —p~" is operator monotone,
then the reverse inequality is valid in (26).

First, we give some general results for superquadratic functions.

Theorem 4.1. Let X = (X3,...,Xy), p = (;;—1”, e, f)—Z) be as in the definition of quasi-arithmetic mean (25) and let
@, Y € C(]) be strictly monotone functions and ¢ be non-negative.
If one of the following conditions is satisfied:

(i) ¢ o @~ is operator superquadratic and " is operator monotone,
(i) ¥ o @~1is operator subquadratic and —~" is operator monotone,
then
My (X, p, 1)

< ¢—1(¢(M¢(x, p,m)—oq ( \/¢2sz X, p, 1) = (@M, (X, p, n))z))-

(27)

But, if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(ii) 1 o @~ is operator subquadratic and ' is operator monotone,
(ii’) P o @71 is operator superquadratic and —~" is operator monotone,
then the reverse inequality is valid in (27).

Proof. We will only prove case (i). If we put f = ¢ o ¢! in Corollary 3.5 and replace X; with ¢(X;), we
obtain

Pl Z pip(Xj) —¢o @‘1(% Z Pi(P(Xj)) > Dy, (28)
m =1 =1

where

Dy

B 2
poq \/ &L pip (X0 = (Pl L pi (P(X"))

2
vor (o2 (M0 ) - @ (M, (X p ) |
We can concisely write (28) as

¢ (Mp(X,p,m)
< P(Mp)-yog (\/<p2 (M0 p,m) G (M, (% ) )

(29)

Applying operator monotonicity of 1™ we obtain (27). [
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It is known that [4, Corollary 3.2] if A, B are positive operators on a finite dimensional Hilbert space and
f 10, 00) — [0, 0) is a monotone convex function with f(0) < 0, then there exist unitaries U and V such that

f(A+B) > U f(A)U + V* f(B)V. (30)

Parallel to this, if f is monotone increasing, then A < B implies that f(A) < U* f(B)U for some unitary U, see
[4]. Now assume that X, p are as in Theorem 4.1. If { o ¢! is operator superquadratic, then we have from
(40) that

(M) + o (\/qﬂ (M6 p,m) ~ 0 (M, X))
< ¢ (MIT/,(X, P, n)) .

(81)

Then suppose that ¢! is monotone increasing and convex. Applying (30) we get

U'My(X, p, U + V'™ ( \/ 9 (M (X, p,m) - (¢ (M, (X, p, n)))z] 14

<y {4’ (M, p,m) + o ! (\/(PZ (M, p,m)) = (9 (M (X, p ’")))Z]}

for some unitaries U and V. On the other hand, from the monotonicity of 1! and (31) we conclude that

! {w (M, p,m) + 9o ( \/<p2 (M (X, p,1) = (@ (My (X, P, n)))z)}
< W My(X, p,n)W

for some unitary W. Accordingly, two unitaries U and V can be found in such a way that

My(X, p, 1)+ V! ( \/(pz (M (X, p,1m) = (9 (M, (X, p, n)))z) 14 32)
< UMyX, p,n)U

The above discussion brings us to the next corollary.

Corollary 4.2. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space, X, p be as in Theorem 4.1 and let ¢, € C([0, o0)) be
positive strictly monotone functions. If Yo~ is operator superquadratic and =" is monotone increasing and convex,
then (32) holds for some unitaries U and V. If o ¢~ is operator subquadratic and 1" is monotone increasing and
concave, then the reverse inequality holds in (32).

We give an example to clarify (32).

Example 4.3. Let H be a finite dimensional Hilbert space. Assume that g > 1 so that the function () = 7 is
monotone increasing and convex on [0, o). If we consider p(t) = 12, then 1 o p~L(t) = 2 is operator superquadratic
and (32) gives
1/g

V< U'M;(X, p,m)U

2
MpX,p,n)+V*

1 v 1 v n
P—ZPiX? - P—ZPiX?
" =1 " =1

for some unitaries U and V. Moreover, 1 o ¢~\(t) = £* is operator convex and Theorem B gives My (X, p,n) <
M,(X, p, n).

The next theorem follows from Proposition 3.6. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.1.
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Theorem 4.4. Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 hold. If one of the conditions (i) or (i’) is satisfied then
Mo, p, 1) < 7 (Y(My(X, p,m) - D) (33)
holds, where

D

D, X pi) = 5 o (Jp(X1) - ¢ (Mp(X,p,2))))
5w o 97 () — @ (M, 06 P, D))

Z’ﬂtﬁ (2 1905~ 0 (Mo )

+

(34)

+

But, if one of the conditions (ii) or (ii’) is satisfied, then the reverse inequality is valid in (33).

Let f € C(J) be a strictly monotone function and let f~! be operator superquadratic. By applying
Theorem 4.4 with ¢ = f and ¢ = 7 (the identity function) we conclude from (33) that M¢(X,p,n) <
Mi(X, p,n) — D1 holds, i.e.

Mf(X, P, n)+D; < Ml(X, P, 1’1), (35)
where M;(X, p, n) is the weighted arithmetic mean, D; = D(f, 7, X, p,n) and D is defined by (34).

Similarly, if g € C(]) is a strictly monotone function and g~! is operator subquadratic, then the reverse
inequality in (33) gives

Mg(X, p, Vl) + D, > M, (X, P, n) (36)

where D, = D(g,1,X,p, n).
By combining (35) and (36) we get M¢(X, p,n) + D1 < M;(X,p,n) + D».
So we reach the following result.

Corollary 4.5. Let X = (X1,...,X,), p = (g—i, s ) be as in the definition of the quasi- arzthmetzc mean, f,g € C(])

be be strictly monotone non-negative functions. If f 1 is operator superquadratic and g=! is operator subquadratic,
then

M(X,p,n) + D1 < My(X,p,n) + Dy, (37)

where

Dy = lpTlnf1<|f(X1)_f(Mf(X'P'2))|)+J>§‘2%f1(|f(Xj)—f(Mf(X/Prj))|)

(38)
+ Z P; Lf (P/ ]|f(X (Mf(X,p,j))D
j=3
and D, is obtained from (38) when we replace f by g.
Remark 4.6. Let the assumptions of Corollary 4.5 hold. Set n = 2, py = p» = %. Then (37) gives
My(A,B) + 3£ = F(Mea, B)[) + 3771 B) - £ (Myta, B))) )

< MyAB)+ 197 (|94 - g (My(A, B))]) + 37 (9(B) - 7 (My(4, B)))).

Smcef(Mf(A B)) [A+H/B) fB) , then

|f(4) ~ f(MA(A,B))| = |£(B) ~ F(Ms(4,B))| =
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50 (39) becomes
My(4,B) + f_l(’f(A);f(B)') < My(A,B) + g_l('g(A);fz(B)‘). (40)

We now give an example of some functions for which (40) holds, but (26) in Theorem B does not hold.
Example 4.7. Assume that f7'(t) = £* —t and g7'(t) = 1+ 155. Then f~' : [0,00) — [~1/4, o) is operator
superquadratic (see (2.3) and (1) in Example 2.3) and g=* : [0,00) — (1,2] is operator subquadratic (see (7) in

Example 2.3), but g=* is not operator convex nor operator concave. Let | = (1,2]. The function f(t) = ¥4 '21”[ is

VI=t/2
Vi-1

Let 14y < A,B <2 - 14. Applying (40), we obtain

monotone increasing and positive on | and g(t) = is monotone decreasing and positive on J.

2
Me(A,B) + & [(Lg + 442 = (19 +4B)V2]" = 1|(Lge +4A)12 = (14 + 4B)'12]
< My(A,B) + 14
2 -1
{1+ 1[0 = AR = 1507 = (1 - B2 B - 1T
where
M¢(A, B) i
= L [2:1p0+ Qg + 442 + (L +4B) 2| = 1[2- 10 + (Lgg + 44)' + (1g¢ + 4B)' 2]
and
M,(A, B) |
= dy+ {LH + 1 [(1gr = A/2) VA = 1) V2 + (1 - B/2)Y2(B - l’fl)_l/z]z} :

But, M¢(A, B) £ M,(A, B) in general.
1.2 =01
-01 1.8
Then (rounded to 3 decimal places)

E.g let A=

14 -01
””dB‘( -01 19 )

1298 -0.1 1277 -0.103
Mf(A'B)z( 01 185 )§( 0103 1.853 )zMg(A'B)'
(1 fA) - fB)\ _( —0.037 -0.001
el fl(’ 2 ‘)‘(—0.001 —0.017)'
o q19A) —gB)y [ 1595 -0.044
D2 = gl(l 2 |)‘(—0.044 1.965 )

and

126 —0.101 2872 -0.147
Mf(A'B)+1)1=( ~0.101 1833 )<( 0147 3817 )= MAB D

By using Corollary 3.8 we obtain another variant of (27).

Theorem 4.8. Let the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 hold. If o™ > 0 s operator superquadratic and =" is operator
monotone then

Mo, p,1) < 97 (P(My(X, p,m)) — D3) < My(X, p, ), (41)
where

1 n m )
DS = Dl((Prl;b/X/prnrm) = P_ piZZJ Ill) °© (P_l(

=1 =1

X)) — o (M, p,
lp(x) — o o pn))l) w)

2]
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forany m € IN.

But, if o ¢! < 0 is operator subquadratic and =" is operator monotone then the reverse inequality is valid in
(41).

Using Theorem 4.4 (resp. Theorem 4.1) and Theorem 4.8 we can obtain similar results as in Corollary 4.2
(resp. Corollary 4.5). We leave that to the interested reader.

Open questions

- Is there a non trivial example of positive operator convex function on [0, c0) which is also operator
superquadratic?

- Whether or not Jensen’s operator inequality (7) is valid as a generalisation of the classical Jensen’s
inequality for operator superquadratic functions?
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