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Abstract. We give a more general form of the Mercer inequality by replacing some constants
by positive operators. As some consequences, our results produce a Jensen operator inequal-
ity for superquadratic functions. Moreover, we present some Mercer inequalities of Hermite—
Hadamard’s type.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Mercer [11] proved a variant of the Jensen inequality for convex functions as fol-
lows: If f: [m,M] — R is a convex function, then

Jj=1

f(M—l—m—Xn:?u]xj) Sf(M)—i—f(m)—i?»]f(x]) (1.1)
=

forallx; € [m,M] and all A; € [0,1] with }}_; A; = 1. An operator extension of (1.1)
has been presented in [10]:

f<M+m—zn:‘1’j(Aj)> Sf(M)“‘f(m)_iq)j(f(Aj)) (1.2)
=1

Jj=1

in which (®,...,®,) is a tuple of positive linear maps on B(H) with Y'I' | ®;(1) =1
and A;’s are self-adjoint operators with spectra in [m,M]. Here we denote by B(H)
the algebra of all bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space H and [ is the iden-
tity operator. When f: [m,M] — R is a continuous function and A is a self-adjoint
operator with spectrum in [m,M], the operator f(A) is defined by the well-known
Gelfand’s mapping. This is called the continuous functional calculus, see [4].
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Utilising the famous Hermite—Hadamard inequality, the first author and Mosle-
hian [7] presented a variant of the operator Mercer inequality (1.2). Some reverse
Mercer operator inequalities have been given in [2]. The authors of [9] introduced
logarithmic superquadratic functions. In [12], some sub-additivity inequalities for
this class of functions have been presented.

In [14], Moslehian, Mic¢i¢, and the first author extended the operator Mercer in-
equality (1.2) by replacing the scalars m and M by operators and showed that with
some conditions on the spectra of operators, the inequality

f(@(C)) + f(P(B)) < @(f(A)) +D(f(D)) (1.3)
holds.

Superquadratic functions are introduced in [1] as modifications of convex func-
tions. Since then, this class of functions has been utilised to improve many results
concerning convex functions. A function f: [0,00) — R is called superquadratic if
for all x > O there exists a constant C, € R such that

fO) 2 f(&)+Cely—x) + f(ly—x)

for all y > 0. These functions enjoy a Jensen type inequality as

fOx+(1=2)y)
<A )+ =MF@) =Af((A=AM)x=y)) = (T =M f(Alx—y]) (14
for all x,y > 0and A € [0, 1], see [1,9].
The authors of [3] proved a variant of the operator Mercer inequality (1.2) for

superquadratic functions: If f: [0,e0) — R is a continuous superquadratic function
and m, M are positive scalars, then

fM+m—®(A)) —B(P(A)) < f(m)+ (M) —D(f(A)) —P(B(A))  (1.5)

holds for every positive operator A € B(H) with spectrum in [m, M| and every posit-
ive linear map ® on B(#), when we set the notation

t—m M—t
= — —f(t— t Mj). 1.6
B) =~ f(M 1)+ flt—m),  (t€[mM). (16
Recall that an operator A € B(#) is called positive if (An,m) > 0 for every n € #.
The importance of (1.2), (1.3) and (1.5) is that they are available without the re-
strictive condition of being operator convex for the function f. Recall that a function

f: [m,M] C R — R is operator convex, when
fMA+(1=M)B) <Af(A)+(1-1)f(B)

holds for all self-adjoint operators A and B with spectra in [m,M] and every A €
[0,1]. It is known that if f: [m,M] — R is operator convex, then the Jensen operator
inequality

f(P(A)) < D(f(A)) (1.7)



SOME GENERALIZATIONS OF MERCER INEQUALITY 263

holds for every self-adjoint operator A € B(H) with spectrum in [m, M| and every
unital positive linear map ® on B(#). However, if f is convex, but not operator
convex, then (1.7) does not hold in general. However, (1.2) is valid for every convex
function ((1.5) is valid for every superquadratic function).

In this paper, we study the Mercer inequality and its operator extension for super-
quadratic functions. In particular, we extend (1.5) by replacing scalars m, M by oper-
ators. As applications, a Jensen operator inequality has been presented for superquad-
ratic functions. Moreover, we present a Mercer inequality of Hemite—Hadamard’s
type. The Hemite—Hadamard inequality asserts that

x+y L fE)+f0)
< — Hdr < 2272
holds for every convex function f on [x,y]. The reader can refer to [5, 6, 13] for

operator versions of this inequality.

2. RESULTS

We begin by presenting a Mercer inequality of Hemite-Hadamard’s type for su-
perquadratic functions. We need the following lemma. For simplicity, we use the
notation xV,y for the A-weighted arithmetic mean Ax+ (1 —A)y of x and y.

Lemma 1. Let 0 <m < M and let f: [0,00) — R be a superquadratic function.
Then

f(m+M—xVyy)+2B(x)VaB(y)
< Sf(m)+ f(M) = fF)Vaf () = F(1T =M x=y[)Vaf (Ax—y]))
for all x,y € [m,M] and every A € [0, 1].
Proof. For any x € [m,M], we put y =m+ M — x so that y+x = m+ M. There

exists A € [0, 1] such that y = Am+ (1 —A)M. Since f is superquadratic, we cal apply
(1.4) to write

f(M+m—x)= f(Ahm+ (1 -=1)M)
SAf(m) + (1 =A)f(M) = Af (1 =A)|m = M) = (1 = 1)/ (Am —M]|)
=f(m)+f(M) 2.1
= A (M) + (1= 1) f (m) +Af (1 = V)M —m|) + (1 = A) f (MM —m])).
On the other hand, x =m+M —y =AM + (1 —A)m and so we have
fx) = fFAM + (1 —A)m)
< MF(M) + (1= N Fm) ~ A (1= )M —m]) — (1= R FIM —m]). 22)
It follows from (2.1) and (2.2) that

f(M+m—x)
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< flm) +fM) = f () =2(Af (1 =AM —m|) + (1 =) f(AIM —m])).  (2.3)

X—m

Applying (2.3) with A = i we obtain

M +m—x) < f(m)+ f(M) = f(x) - 2B(x), (2.4)

in which B is defined as (1.6). Now, for every x,y € [m,M] and every A € [0, 1], using
(1.4) we have

FM+m—(Ax+(1—-A)y))=f(Mm+M—x)+(1—A)(m+M—y))
<Af(m+M—x)+(1—N)f(m+M—y) (2.5)
—Af((1=M)x=y[) = (1 =) f(Ax—y])
as f is superquadratic. Now, by applying (2.4) we get
Af(m+M—x)+(1—=A)f(m+M—y)
SAMf(m)+ f(M) = f(x) =2B(x)) + (1 =A)(f (m) + f (M) — £ (y) = 2B(v))
= f(m)+ f(M) = (Af(x) + (1 =2) £ (y)) = 2(MB(x) + (L =A)B(y)). (2.6)
It follows from (2.5), (2.6) that
fm+M—(Ax+(1-=2N)y)
< f(m)+ f(M) = (Af(x) + (1 =A)f(y)) = 2(AB(x) + (1 = A)B(y))
— M =M)x=y))+ (1 =2 f(Mx—y]),

as required. U

In the next result, we present a Mercer inequality of Hermite—-Hadamard’s type for
superquadratic functions. The reader may compare it to [/, Theorem 2.1]. Also refer
to the paper [12].

Theorem 1. Let 0 < m < M and let f be a superquadratic function on [m,M].
Then

X+y 1/2
f<m+M—2)+2/o S (ulx—yl[)du

1

<= / Flm+M—u)du 2.7
x 1

< smy 4500 =TI ) 4 p0)) 2 [ (1w plade sl
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and
/
(=252 ) 2 [ by
< f(m)+ £0) — —— [ () + 2(u))du 2.8)

Sf(m)+f(M)—Jy’Ex;y>

forall x,y € [m,M].

1/2
[ Bdu=2 [ ey

y—x

Proof. Assume that x,y € [m,M] and put a =M +m—x and b =m+M —y.
Without loss of generality we assume that x < y. It follows from (1.4) that

f< M- ;y) f<(m+<1_tﬂ’);((l—f)aﬂb))
- f(za+(1—t)b)42rf((l—t)a+tb) _f< 2:2—1 ’a_b’)7

since f is superquadratic. Integrating both sides of the above inequality with respect
to ¢ over [0, 1] yields

(memt =52 < [t (1= /01f<2t2_1 a—bl) o

1/2
y x/fm—l—M—u du—2 S (ulx—yl|)du (2.9)

where in the las equality, we employ change of Varlables in both integrals. On the
other hand, it follows from Lemma 1 that
fm+M—(tx+ (1—1)y))
< flm)+f(M) = (tf(x) + (1 =1)f(¥)) (2.10)
—2(tB(x) + (1 =1)B(y)) — (f (A =1)|x —y[) + (L = 1) f(t]x = ¥])).

Noting that

1 1
[t =ole=yhar= [ (1= sr—yha
and integrating both sides of (2.10) with respect to ¢ over [0, 1] we get
1
/Of(m+M—(tx+(1—t)y))dt .11

< som) 500~ PEIOL ) 1 py) -2 [ (1 0ty

Combining (2.9) and (2.11), we reach (2.7).
Next, it follows from Lemma 1 that
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e
<)+ 50n) - LI  gaypon - (|37]) @212

holds for all a,b € [m,M]. Lett € [0, 1] and x,y € [m,M]. Replacing a and b, respect-
ively, by tx+ (1 —¢t)y and (1 —¢)x+1¢y in (2.12), we obtain

f(m+M— tx+(1 —t)y42—(1 —l‘)x—l-ty)
< flm)+ fony - L0 —t)y);rf((l —1)x+y)

tx+(1—t)y—(1—t)x+ty
2

(Bt (1 —r>y>+B<<1—r>x+ry>>—f(

or equivalently, we get

f <m_|_M_x+y) <f(m)—|‘f(M) _ f(tx+(1 _t)y);f«l _t)x+ty) (213)

2
= (Bl (1) B((1 — ) ()

Note that

/Olf(IXJr(l_t)y)dt:/olf((l_Z)XJF[y)dt:xiy/xyf(u)du’

and

1 1 1
/ Blrx+ (1 —1)y)dt = / B((1—x+1y)dt = —— [ B(u)du.
0 0 X—YJx
Consequently, the first inequality of (2.8) follows by integrating both sides of (2.13)
over ¢ € [0, 1]. To obtain the second inequality, we write

f<x—2Fy> :f<(tx+(1 —t)y)—zk((l—t)x_uy))
< flx+(1=1)y)+ f(1—t)x+1y) _f<’1_2t
2 2

=)

Integrating both sides with respect to 7 over [0, 1] we get

1 Y 1/2
f(x—;J’> < el f(u)du—Z/O S ulx—y|)du.

This completes the proof.
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In a particular case, the Mercer type inequality presented in Theorem 1 concludes
a Hermite-Hadamard inequality for superquadratic functions. The next corollary
follows from Theorem 1, when we consider m = x and M = y.

Corollary 1. If f: [0,00) — R is a superquadratic function, then

f (”y> +2/1/2f(u|xy|)du < %/yf(z)dz

NCES U 2/ PR

forall 0 <x <y.

The power functions f(z) = t” and g(¢) = —t? are superquadratic, when p > 2 and
g € [1,2]. Hence, the next result follows.

Corollary 2. Let 0 <m < M and let x,y € [m,M]. If p > 2, then

xX+y 1
<m—|—M ) ) —I—m\x—y\p
(M+m—x)P*t — (M +m—y)PH! (2.14)
(p+1)(y—x)
< mP 4+ MP — x+y — (By(x) +B,(y)) — eyl
- Y P A D (pt2)
in which B,(x) = =20 (v =1y (x—m)P1). If p € [1,2), then (2.14) is

reversed.

Let f(¢) = 2. Then f is superquadratic as well as subquadratic. This fact together
Corollary 2 produce an equation as

x—+ 1
(U= .

2
 (M+m—x)?—(M+m—x)?
B 3(y—x)
242 x—vy|?
== () )y —m)) - 2

2
The next proposition gives a generalization of [12, Theorem 2.8].

Proposition 1. Let f: [0,00) — R be a superquadratic function and let 0 < y; <
x1 <x2 <yz. If x1 +x2 = y1+y2, then

1)+ 52) < £00)+ £02) = 22 g =) 222

fla=y1). (2.15)
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Proof. Applying (1.4) with A = % we obtain

f(X1) —f <)’2 *xlyl i X1 Y1y2>

y2—y y2—y1
Y2

Y2—Xx1 X1 —Y1 — X1 X1 —Y1
< fOn)+ fO2) —=——f(x1 —y1) —
y2—y1 y2—y1 y2—y1 y2—X1

fy2—x1).

o ca v
Similarly with A = oy e get

Y2 —X2 X2 —Y1 y2—Xx2 X2 —Y1
flx) < fon) + f2) = —=—=f(x2—y1) - f(2 —x2).
y2—y1 Y2—n Y2 =i y2—y1

The desired inequality now follows from summing two last inequalities. 0

Corollary 3 ([12, Theorem 2.8]). Let f: [0,00) — R be a superquadratic function.
Then

bf(a)+af(b) 016

fla)+ 1) < fla+b) - 27HE

for all a,b > 0. In particular, if f is positive, then f is super-additive. If f is non-
positive, then — f is sub-additive.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that a < b. Considering y; =0,
X1 =a, xy = b and y, = a+ b, Proposition 1 concludes the desired result. . O

Now we present our main result. It is an operator extension of (2.15). It also gives
a generalization of the operator Mercer inequality for superquadratic functions, see

[3].

Theorem 2. Let f: [0,00) — R be a continuous superquadratic function. Let
A,B,C,D be positive operators on a Hilbert space H such that A+ D = B+ C and
0<A<ml <B<C<LMI LD for some positive scalars m,M. If ® is a unital
positive linear map on B(H), then

f(@(B)) +f(P(C)) +B(®(B)) +B(P(C))
PA-D)+M—m
M—
¢ PV 0y

in which B(t) is defined by (1.6).

Proof. As f is continuous, the function B is continuous too. Moreover, B(¢) =
B(M +m —1t) for every t € [0,00). Hence, we can apply the functional calculus to
define B(X) for every positive operator X.
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If0< s ¢ (m M), then s € (0,m]U[M, o). First we assume that s € [M, ) and we
put u = S=" € [0, 1]. Applying (1.4) we obtain

fM) = f(us+ (1 —p)m)
<M_mf(s)+s_M M—m s—M

T os—m s—m s—m s—m

or equivalently,

M — M — _
F(9) = fls=M) ++— > f(M—m) > e ;f(m)—F;[ M. (2.18)
If s € [0,m), then a similar argument yields
f(s) *f(m*SH%f(Mfm) > __:1 (m)+;l__n;f(M). (2.19)

As A <ml and D > MI, we can apply functional calculus to (2.18) and (2.19), re-
spectively, with s = D and s = A to derive

M—-D M—-D D—
f(D) —f(D—M)‘f‘ﬂf(M—m) > M—mf(m) ﬁf(M)
and
A A A—
FA) = Fom—A) 4 = ) > 2 fm)+ 2 )
Applying the positive linear map & to both sides of the last two inequalities we reach
@(7(D) - (7D~ M)+ PP g
M —®(D) ®(D)—m
Z M —m f(m)+ﬂf(M) (2.20)
and
P(F(A)) @ Fm )+ T ()
M—®(A) DP(A)—m
> ﬂf(m)+rf(M)- (2.21)
Next let € [m,M] and put A = #=L It follows from (1.4) that
F6) = F ot (1=0)M) < S flm) + M) —B0), (2.22)

where () is defined by (1.6). Since @ is unital and positive, the spectra of operators
®(B) and ®(C) are contained in [m,M]. Accordingly, we can apply the continuous
functional calculus to (2.22) with t = ®(B) and t = (C) to get

F(@(B)) + B(@(B)) < T=2B) iy DB =m

T (M) (2.23)
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and

M—&(C)

F@(0) +B@(C)) < == ) + 2

Summing (2.23) and (2.24) we get
F(@(B)) + f(®(C)) +B(P(B)) +B(P(C))
< 2M ;/I(b_(ijC)f(m) n CID(B; S)m— 2mf(M)
= M RAED) i PALDI 2 ) by atD=B10)
S O(f(A) +D(f(D)) —P(f(m—A)) —D(f(D—M))
PA-—D)+M—m

M —

+ ZE I v - m)

where the last inequality follows from summing (2.20) and (2.21). This completes
the proof. [l

The next corollary gives another variant of (2.17). We omit the proof as it is similar
to the proof of Theorem 2.

Corollary 4. With the hypotheses as in Theorem 2:
D(f(B))+ f(P(C)) +P(B(B)) +B(P(C))
< ®(f(A) +f(®(D)) = ®(f(m—A)) - f(P(D) - M)
PA-D)+M—m
+ ( i )7 - f(M—m).
As a consequence, the Jensen-Mercer operator inequality for superquadratic func-
tions holds:

Corollary 5 ([3, Theorem 1]). Let f: [0,00) — R be a continuous superquadratic
Sfunction and let 0 < m < M. If C is a positive operator, whose spectrum is contained
in [m,M]|, then

fM+m—2(C))+B(P(C)) +£(0) < f(m) + f(M) —P(B(C)) - f(0).

Proof. Let C be a positive operator with spectrum in [m,M]. Apply Corollary 4
withA =ml, B= (M +m)I —C and D = MI. O

As another consequence, we have the following Jensen operator inequality.

Corollary 6. Let f: [0,00) — R be a continuous superquadratic function and let
0<m<M. Then

; <A+D> B (A+D> L SA)+FD) _ fm—A4)+f(D—M)

2 2 2 B 2

.. . A+D
Jfor all positive operators A and D satisfying A < ml < == < MI < D.
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Remark 1. If the superquadratic function f is positive, then f is convex and Co-
rollary 6 provide an improvement of [14, Corollary 2.7]. For example, if f(¢) = ¢”
with p > 2, then

A+D ”+B A+D\ _A'+DP (m—A)P +(D—-M)?
2 2 -2 2

holds for all positive operators A and D satisfying A < ml < # <MI <D. The

existence of scalars m, M are necessary in Corollary 6. For example, it is known that

the function f(¢) = ¢3 is not operator convex and so one can find positive operators A
and D such that the operator

(2.25)

A3+D3 [A+D\’
2 2

is not positive. Accordingly, (2.25) does not hold in general, while the function
f(t) = £3 is superquadratic.

Moreover, if f is a non-positive superquadratic function, then Corollary 6 gives a
reverse of [14, Corollary 2.7].

Remark 2. An operator version of (2.16) also follows from Theorem 1 as follows:
f(B)+f(C)+B(B)+B(C) < f(B+C)— f(B+C—M) (2.26)

for all positive operators B, C satisfying 0 < B,C <M < B+ C with M > 0. To see
this apply (2.17) with A = m = 0 and D = B+ C and note that £(0) < 0 for every
superquadratic function f. It is known that (see e.g. [8]) if f: [0,00) — [0,00) is an
increasing convex function with f(0) = 0, then

1F(B)+ (Ol < [lf(B+C)]l (2:27)

for all positive operators B and C and every unitarily invariant norm || - ||. We note
that every positive superquadratic function f is convex and satisfies f(0) = 0. Hence,
inequality (2.26) gives an stronger result than (2.27). However, the existence of pos-
itive scalar M with B,C < M < B+ C is necessary for (2.26). We give an example of
such operators. Let f(¢) = > and put

2 -1 30
B:{_1 2] and C:{O 2]

so that B,C < 31 < B+ C. We calculate

f(B)_[ i zﬂ and f(c)—{g 207] and B(B) =5/3 B ”
and
b0 =2 [0 s sim 1= [ 7, 2 wnasioecomn - [ 1]
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Accordingly, we have

—11.33  42.67 —54 126

f(B)+ f(C)+PB(B) +B(C) ~ [ 27 —11.33} < [72 _54]
= f(B+C)~f(B+C—M).
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