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1 Introduction and preliminaries
The celebrated Cauchy—Bunyakovsky—Schwarz (CBS in the sequel) inequality

v (wveV)

ST

|, )| < (1)

in an arbitrary inner product space V is one of the most fundamental inequalities in math-
ematics.

Mobius addition is defined on the complex open unit disk D = {z € C; |z| < 1} by

a+b

b:
@® 1+ab

(a,beD),

which appears in a wide variety of fields of mathematics. In particular, although Mobius
addition is known in the literature as hyperbolic translation, its group-like structure had
gone unnoticed until it was uncovered by A.A. Ungar in 1988 [4], in the context of Ein-
stein’s special theory of relativity. Furthermore, Ungar extended Mobius addition, intro-
duced Mobius scalar multiplication to open balls of arbitrary real inner product spaces,
and established the concept of gyrovector spaces, which have a vector space-like structure
(see [4-6]).

Let us briefly recall the definition of the Mobius gyrovector spaces. For precise defi-
nitions and basic results of gyrocommutative gyrogroups and gyrovector spaces, see [7].
Although one does not need any knowledge on gyrovector space theory to read this paper,
it is a significant portion of our motivation and background. In addition, notations from
gyrovector space theory simplify expressions of our inequalities remarkably. For elemen-
tary facts on inner product spaces and CBS type inequalities, one can refer to [1, 3].
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Definition 1.1 ([7, Definition 3.40 and 6.83]) Let V = (V, +,(-,-)) be a real inner product
space with a vector addition + and a positive definite inner product (-, -). Let V; be an open
ball

V= {veV;|vl <s}

for any fixed s > 0, where ||v| = (v, V)%. The Mobius addition @y and the Mobius scalar
multiplication ®) are given by the equations

(L4 2 (0) + SIvDu+ (1= S ulPy

Ubmv= 2 1
L+ 3(wv) + gllul?lvI?

r MU= stanh(rtanh1 M) ﬁ (ifu #0),r @ 0=0,
s u
for any u,v € V; and r € R. The addition &) and the scalar multiplication ®y; for real
numbers are defined by the equations

a+b

ﬂ@ b= )
M 1+Si2ab

r ®wm a = stanh (r tanh™ E)
s

forany a,b € (-s,s) and r e R.
We simply denote @y, ®um by s, s, respectively.

Theorem 1.2 (see [7, after Remark 3.41], [6, p. 1054]) The Mobius addition (resp. Mobius
scalar multiplication) reduces to the ordinary vector addition (resp. scalar multiplication)

as s — oo, that is,

UDVv—>u+v (s— 00),

rQsu—ru (s— 00)
foranyu,veVandreR.

Definition 1.3 ([7, Definition 2.7, (2.1), (6.286), (6.293)]) The inverse element of u with
respect to @, obviously coincides with —u. We use the notation

UV =u®d(-v)

as in group theory. Moreover, the Mobius gyrodistance function d and Poincaré distance
function / are defined by the equations

d(ll, V) = ”Ves Lt”,
d(u,v)
—S .

h(u,v) = tanh™!

Ungar showed that % satisfies the triangle inequality [7, (6.294)].
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The following identities are an easy consequence of the definition. One can refer to [10,

Lemma 14 (i), Lemma 12].

Lemma 1.4 Let s > 0. The following formulae hold:

() L=,

i 2 - Lm0y +vi?
1 u W = 1T 5
(i) e @, v Lo 5 (ww)+ g lul 12

forany u,v e V.
Note that the Mobius operations generally are not commutative, associative, or distribu-
tive. Furthermore, the ordinary scalar multiplication does not distribute the Mobius ad-

dition. However, the restricted Mobius operations to real numbers together with the or-

dinary addition and multiplication have the following properties:

(1) ®sa=r1 Q; (n ®; a),
(M+mn)@sa=r Q;a®;r Qsa,

V®s(ﬂ®sb)=r®sa®sr®sb

for any —s < a, b < s, r1,rp,r € R. It follows from the additive formula of the hyperbolic

function. In addition, we need the following lemmas.
Lemma 1.5 If0<b;<a;<s(j=1,2), then
by &5 by < a; ®; as.
The equality holds if and only if a; = b; (j = 1,2).
Proof We may assume s = 1. It is immediate to see that

(a1 + a2)(1 + b1by) — (1 + araz) (b1 + by)

= (a1 — b1)(1 — axby) + (az — b2)(1 —a1b1) > 0,

which implies

b1 +b a, +a
1 2< 1 2

1+b1b2 - 1+ﬂlﬂ2'

The equality condition also follows from the proof above. This completes the proof. [J
Lemma 1.6 [fO<a<sand0<r<1 (resp.r>1),thenra<r Qsa (resp. ra>r Qs a).

Proof By the identity

a rQsa
r®l_: ’
s S
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we may assume s = 1. Obviously, 7z < r ®; a is equivalent to tanh™ (ra) < r tanh™ a. Con-
sidering a as a variable, we put f(x) = rtanh~! x — tanh ™ (rx). Then it is easy to see

Fo) = r(1 - r?)x?

_m>0 (0<x<1),

which yields the result for 0 < r < 1. It is also easy to see the assertion for r > 1. This com-
pletes the proof. O

Recently, the following CBS type inequality related to the Mébius addition in complex
inner product spaces was obtained. See also [8] for a discrete Cauchy type inequality in-
cluding a mixture of the Mobius addition and the Mobius scalar multiplication restricted

to real numbers.

Theorem 1.7 ([9, Theorem 5]) Let V be a complex inner product space, and let w € V be
a fixed element with ||w|| < 1. For any u,v € V and for any s > max{||u|, |v||}, the following
inequality holds:

(u, w) — (v, w) ‘<\/ [l = 2Re(u, v) + |Iv|?

1- 5 (uw,w){v,w) 1- ZRe(w,v) + gllullllv|®

The equality holds if and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
@) u=v;

(i) lw|l =1 and u = Aw, v = uw for some complex numbers A, .

Remark 1.8 As described in [9, Theorem 8], the corresponding inequality

(e, w) — (v, w) ‘<\/ [l = 2{u, v) + [IvI?

1= Sww)mw) | =\ 1= 3w + & ul?v]?
holds in real inner product spaces, and it can be simply expressed as
|1, w) &5 (vuw)| < llu&s vl
by using the Mobius subtraction. Note that generally (i, w) ©; (v, w) # (u S5 v, w).

Let us briefly compare the classical CBS inequality and inequality (1.1), and consider
their relation. For any elements u, v, w € V, replacing w by o in inequality (1.1) and letting
s — 00, then it asymptotically goes to the classical CBS inequality

[, w) = (v, w)| < llu=vll|w]. (1.2)

Clearly || w| appears in the right-hand side of inequality (1.2). On the other hand, inequality
(1.1) is not the case, even though it must be taken into account that the assumption of
Theorem 1.7 includes the condition ||w| < 1.

Example 1.9 In the one-dimensional complex inner product space C, let
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Obviously ||u]|, ||[v|| <1 and ||w|| <1, and it is immediate to see

wow) = vw) |4 2 [l - 2Re(u,) + vI2
e e Lt Iwi.

1= (u,w){v,w) 1-2Re(u,v) + [|lull?|v]?

Despite the previous example, some kind of similar inequality involving | w/|| in the right-
hand side may still be possible. Actually, S.-E. Takahasi raised the following question at a

conference when Theorem 1.7 was presented.

Question 1.10 Is there any constant C > 1 satisfying

’ (e, w) — (v, w) ’<C\/ l[ull> —2Re(u,v) + |Iv]? il

1= (u,w)(v,w) 1—2Re(u,v) + [|lul?[|v]?
for any u,v,w € V with |u],||v]| <1 and ||w| <1?

In this article, we show some further extensions of CBS type inequality (1.1). One of
them gives an affirmative and even sharper answer to Question 1.10. Another extension
is related to both the Mobius addition and Mobius scalar multiplication, which can be
regarded as the most natural extension in the context of relation between inner product

spaces and the Mobius operations.

2 An extension of the CBS type inequality
In this section, we prove an extension of Theorem 1.7 related to the Mobius addition and

discuss some properties. The following lemma is due to one of the referees.

Lemma 2.1 Let a be a real number and z be a complex number. If |z| < a < 1, then 12% <

|5|~
Proof It is enough to show that 4a%|1 - z|? - (1 + a)?|a — z|> > 0. We can easily calculate
4a*|1 -z = (1 +a)?|a—z|*
=3a®-24° —a* +2a(1 —a)’Rez - |z]*(1 - a)(3a + 1)
>3a%-2a° -a* - 241 -a)? -a*Q-a)(Ba +1)
=0.
This completes the proof. O

The following theorem is an extension of CBS type inequality in complex inner product

spaces related to the Mobius addition.

Theorem 2.2 Let V be a complex inner product space. For any u,v € V, s > max{||u|, ||v||}
and w € V with ||w|| <1, the following inequality holds:

(u,w) — (v, w) ‘<\/ lull> - 2Re(u, v) + |Iv|* 2|wl @.1)

Ty = 2 1 ’ :
1- 5 {u,w)(v,w) - s Rew,v) + Zlull?vi> 1+ [w]?
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The equality holds if and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(i) u=v,
(i) w=0,

(iii) |w| =1 and u = rw, v = uw for some complex numbers A, L.

The author had given a proof of Theorem 2.2 in the original manuscript, whose method
was quite similar to that in [9]. One of the referees pointed out that Theorem 2.2 can be
easily deduced from Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 1.7, and kindly presented the proof below,

which is remarkably shorter than the original one.

Proof 1t is easy to see that we may assume s = 1. If ||w|| = 1, then inequality (2.1) just

reduces to inequality (1.1), so we may assume O < ||w|| < 1 as well. Put

a= ”W”Z’ Y= (I/l, W) - (er)’ Z= (u’ W><V) W)'

Then the classical CBS inequality shows that |Z| < |u|/||v]|[|w]? < a. It follows from
Lemma 2.1 that

Y
1-Z

l+a

2/a

Y
‘ﬁ
1-2

’

’fﬁ

1-Z|| Y
a-2Z\||1-Z

JaYy
a-2

where the equality holds if and only if Y = 0. This shows that

1+ [w|?
2[jwi

(s, W) — (v, W) ‘5‘  mg) = ) ‘

1- <u’ ﬁ)(% ﬁ>

1—(u,w)(v,w)

S \/ el ~ 2Re(u,v) + V112 )

1-2Re(u,v) + |lu]2||v||?’

where we used Theorem 1.7 for the later inequality. Thus we obtain the desired inequality.

Next, we show the equality condition.

It is immediate to see that the equality in (2.1) holds provided one of the conditions (i),
(ii), or (iii) is satisfied.

Conversely, suppose that the equality in (2.1) holds and s = 1. It is obvious that we may
assume 0 < ||w|| < 1. Then, by the equality in the second inequality of (2.2) and the equality
condition of Theorem 1.7, we have u = v or u = Aw, v = uw for some complex numbers X,

1. In the later case, the equality in the first inequality of (2.2) yields
Mwl? = (w,w) = (u,w) = (v, w) = (uw, w) = pllw|?,

so we obtain u = v. This completes the proof. O

Remark 2.3 Since 13“9\‘\2 <1, Theorem 2.2 is an improvement of Theorem 1.7.

The following corollary gives an affirmative answer to Question 1.10 with C = 2.
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Corollary LetV be a complex inner product space. For any u,v € V, s > max{||ul|, |||} and

w e V with ||w| <1, the following inequality holds:

(u,w) — (v, w)

[wll. (2.3)

2 _ 2
<2\/ ]~ 2Re(w,) + V]

= 2 1
1- 5 (uw,w){v,w) - ZRe(w,v) + g llul?|v|?

The following theorem shows that the constant 2 in the right-hand side of inequalities
(2.1) and (2.3) is the best in a sense.

Theorem 2.4 For any real number C < 2, there exist elements u,v,w € V satisfying
el Ivll <1, Iwll <1 and

wll.

(1,) = (v, ) ‘>C\/ 2 = 2Re(ut, 1) + v

1= (u, w) (v, w) 1-2Re(u,v) + ||ul?|lv]|?

Proof In the one-dimensional complex inner product space C, let

1 1
= 1__1 Vy=— 1__;
n n

Obviously |||, |v.|l <1 and [|w,| <1, and it is immediate to see

_ 2n/n—1

- 7
n+n-1

‘ (U Wir) = (Vi Wyy)

1= (v Wi ) (Vi W)

l[tn]l* = 2Re(thn, Vi) + llval® _ 2/m(n 1)
1= 2Re(un, vi) + llnl*[lvall 2n—-1

Therefore we have

(U W) = (Vi Wyy)

/ 26112 = 2 Re (24, V1) + ||V, |2 i
1= 2Re 1ty Vi) + [t 2Val2 "

— 2 (n— 00).

1- (um Wn Vm Wn

n(2n-1)
T m2+n-1

This completes the proof. O

If the following inequality

’ 1 '< 1 2 24
1-(uw,w)(v,w)| ~ | 1=2Re(w,v) + lull?lv|* 1+ [lw]? '

would be valid for any u,v,w € V with |u|,|v|] <1, |w| < 1, then we could prove Theo-
rem 2.2 simply by combining the classical CBS inequality (1.2) and inequality (2.4). How-

ever, this is not the case.
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Theorem 2.5 For any real number C > 0, there exist elements u,v,w € V satisfying

el Ivll <1, Iwll <1, and

1

‘ 1 - (u’WMVrW)

1 2
>C . .
1-2Re(u,v) + [[ul?|v]> 1+ [wl|?

Proof Take areal number 0 < a < 1 satisfying % > C2. In the two-dimensional com-

plex inner product space C?, let

a a 1

Obviously ||u]|, |[v|| <1 and ||w| = 1, and it is immediate to see

’1— (u,w)(v,w)| =1-d?

1-2Re(w,v) + lu|? V> = 1 + 2a — 3a4>.
Since 1 + 2a — 3a® > C%(1 — a?)?, we obtain
1-2Re(u,v) + [lul*|v]* > C*|1 —W<v,w>|2
This completes the proof. d

Remark 2.6 One can easily modify the proof of Theorem 2.2 to obtain the corresponding

inequality in real inner product spaces.

Theorem 2.7 Let 'V be a real inner product space. For any u,v € V, s > max{||u|, |v||} and

w e V with ||w| <1, the following inequality holds:

(e, w) — (v, w) ‘<\/ lull® = 2@, v) + IVI> 2]wl|

1— 5 (u,w){v,w) 1= S(wv)+ Zlul2vI® 1+ |wl*

The equality holds if and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
@) u=v,
(i) w=0,

(iii) |wll =1 and u = Aw, v = uw for some real numbers A, L.

3 A CBS type inequality related to the Mobius operations
In this section, we prove a rather essential extension of Theorem 1.7, which is related to
both the Mébius addition and Mobius scalar multiplication.

The next is a key result for the main theorem, which might be interesting by itself as an

elementary inequality of real and complex numbers.
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Theorem 3.1 Let p and q be real numbers with 0 < p,q < 1, and let o and 8 be complex
numbers with |«|,|8| < 1. Then the following inequality holds:

+q)°_
(p+q)’1—(p 1 ﬁ‘ 1-pPapl1- qaﬁ|+pq|a BI*}
+
5{pll—q2&ﬂ|+q|1—p2&ﬁ|}”1—(p4q ap| + &2 ra” —ﬂ|2}.
The equality holds if and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
i) p=q
(i) «=pB=0.

Proof We will give a proof of Theorem 3.1 by showing each proof of a number of lemmas.
Let a = ae™, B = be?” with 0 < a,b <1 and 0 < x,y < 27 be the polar form of complex
numbers «, . Put ¢ = cos(—x + y) and

A=|1-p*ap|= V1 -2p2abt + p*a’h?,
= ‘1 - qzﬁﬂ‘ =1 -24%abt + g*a*b?,

> 1 1
C:Il (p+q) _ﬂ‘ \/1—§(p+q)2ubt+1—6(p+q)4a2b2,
D=|a—-B|=+a?-2abt + b2.

We will show
(v +q)*C? {AB +qu2}2 < {pB +qA)? { Cc?+ 4 Zq)zDz }2, (3.1)
because it seems difficult to prove directly
(p +q)C{AB + pgD*} < {pB+qA}{C2+ (p+Tq)2D2}. (3.2)

We can calculate the subtraction of the left-hand side from the right-hand side of (3.1)
as follows:

w+9* L\ 2
{pB + qA}z{CZ + TD2} —(p+q)°C*{AB + pgD*}
1 1
={p*B* + A%} {C4 + i(p +q)*C*D* + E(p + q)4D4}
—(p + q)*C2{AB* + p*q* D*)
1 1
+ 2qu3{ c- E(p +q)?C?D* + 1—6(10 + q)4D4}. (3.3)
Lemma 3.2 The sum of the first two terms

1 1
{p232 +q2A2}{C4+ §(p+q)2c2D2 + 1_6(p+q)4D4} _(p+q)2c2{A232+p2q2D4}

in formula (3.3) is a polynomial whose degree is at most 1 with respect to t.
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Proof

1 1
{P’B* + 4°A%} {c“ +5P+a’CD 4 (p+ q)4D4}
_ (p +q)2c2{A232 +p2q2D4-}
= {p2(1 - 2q4%abt + q4a2b2) + q2(1 —2pabt +p4a2b2)}
x 11— l(p +q)*abt + i(p +q)*a’h? ’
2 16
1
+ E(p +q)* {p2(1 —24%abt + q4a2b2) + q2(1 - 2p*abt +p442b2)}
1 2 1 4 252\ 2 2
X 1—§(p+q) abt + 1—6(p+q) ab (a —2abt+ Db )
1
+ R(p +q)* {p2(1 - 2q%abt + q4a2b2)
+q°(1-2p*abt + p*a®b*) } (a® - 2abt + b2)2
2 1 2 1 4 272
-(p+9q) 1—5(p+q) abt + E(p+q) ab
x (1-2p°abt + p*a®b*)(1 - 2q°abt + q*a*b?)
1 1
- +9)? { 1- i(p +q)*abt + E(p +q)*a’b? } (a2 — 2abt + bz)z.
It is clear that the previous formula is a polynomial whose degree is at most 3 with respect
to t. Although the rest of the proof is just expanding the formula above, we describe a
process to calculate for the convenience of readers.
{pZBZ + qZAZ}C4
- PP+ 9 e
1
+(p+q)a*bh® {4p2q2 <1 + 1—6(10 + q)4a2b2>
1
+ Z(p + q)Z(pZ + qZ +p2q4ﬂ2b2 +p4q2ﬂ2b2)}t2
+ terms of degree at most 1,
1
i(p + q)Z{pZBZ + qZAZ}CZDZ
- 2P (p + 9PV

1
+(p+q)a’h? {pzqz(p +q)*(a® + %) + 4p*q <1 + 1—6(10 + q)4a2b2)

1
i §(p+q)2(p2+q2+p2q4a2b2+p4qzazb2)}t2

+ terms of degree at most 1,

Page 10 of 18
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1 4[,2p2 | 2 42) yk
E(p+q) {P°B*+4°A*}D
=-p’q’(p+ ) 'a’b’t’
+p+ gt {p%f(p +9)*(a* +07)
1

+ 1(p+q)2(p2+q2+p2q4a2b2+p4q2a2b2)}t2
+ terms of degree at most 1,

_ (p + q)2C2A232

= 2% (0 + 9P HE
- (P+q)2u2b2{p2(p+q)2(1 + @' + (p + g2 (1 + pa*b)
+4p*q* <1 + %6([7 + q)4a2b2) }t2
+ terms of degree at most 1,

~P’q'(p +q)’C*D*

- 2p2q2(p . q)4a3b3t3
1
—-(p+ q)2a2b2{2p2q2(p +q)* (az + bz) +4p°q <1 + 1—6([7 + q)4a2b2) }tz
+ terms of degree at most 1.

It is not difficult to verify that the terms of degree 3 and 2 actually cancel each other,
respectively. Thus the sum of the first two terms in formula (3.3) consists of terms at most

degree 1. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.2. O

Lemma 3.3 The factor C* - 5 (p+q)*C*D? + & (p + q)*D* in formula (3.3) does not depend

ont.

Proof 1t is straightforward to see that

1 1 1 1 2
C*— ~(p+9)?°C?D*+ —(p+q)*D* = 1+—(p+q)4a2b2——(p+q)2(a2+b2) .
2 16 16 4
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.3. d

Lemma 3.4 Formula (3.3) is a concave function with respect to t.

Proof ByLemma 3.2 and Lemma 3.3, it is sufficient to show that AB is concave with respect
to t. It is easy to show that

%(AB) = —ab{p*(1 - 2pabt +p4a2b2)7% (1-24%abt + q4a2b2)%

+q* (1 -2p%abt + p*a*b?) ? (1-24abt + ‘14“2b2)_% J

Page 11 0f 18
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d? 1 1
E(AB) = —azbz(l - 2p*abt +p4a2b2) 2(1- 2q%abt + q4a2b2) 2
1 1
x {p*(1 - 2p%abt + p*a*b®)"* (1 - 2q4°abt + ¢*a’b*)?
1 _1
- q2(1 —2p*abt +p4a2b2) 2 (1 —2q%abt + q4a2h2) 2 }2 <0.
This completes the proof of Lemma 3.4. g

Considering formula (3.3) as a function of —1 < ¢ < 1, it takes the minimum value at —1
or 1 by Lemma 3.4. Therefore, our proof of Theorem 3.1 can be reduced to showing the

next lemma.
Lemma 3.5 Theorem 3.1 holds for real numbers o, B.

Proof In the case where o and B are real numbers, we can show (3.2) directly. Since p(1 -
q*aB) + q(1 - p*aB) = (p + q)(1 - pgaB), it is sufficient to show

2
0-paop)| (1- 40+ a%ap) + 50+ pr)
- (1- 30+ 078 ) [(1-pap) (1 Pop) + pate - P} 0.

It is easy to calculate the left-hand side of the previous formula as follows:
~(-pgep)| 1= S0+ aPap + 1o 00 Lo 0 20+ )]
- (1 - i(p - q)zaﬂ) {1-PPaB - q’ap + p’q’a’ B> + pg(a® — 208 + %)}
1S aPab + e (e g 2af + )
~pgap + %pq(p +q a’p’ - %pq(p +q) e’
~ P+ (B -2 4 af)
~1+p’ap + q’ap - p’q’e’p* — pq(o® — 20 + p?)
T R R A
b 2pqlp + 4P (7B - 20°B% + af)

4

2
- %{4(0{2 +ap + /32) - ((p +q)% + 2(p2 + qz))ozz,B2 —pqp + q)2a3,33}.

Thus, we need to show, forany0 <p,g<1,-1<ew,B <1,

4(0:2 +af + /32) - ((p +q) + 2(p2 + qz))ozz,B2 —pq(p + )3 > 0.

Page 12 0f 18
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(i) The case where o8 > 0.

4’ +ap+B) - (p+9*+2(0° +4°))’B* - palp + q)°’ B
> 4(012 +af + ﬁz) - 8a?p? —4ap?

> 4(c” + af + %) - 8af — 4af = 4a - B)* > 0.

(ii) The case where aff < 0.

4 +ap+B%) - (p+ 9 +2(p" + 4°)) o B* — pa(p + 9)*a> B

=4+ B —apla+ ((p+9) +2(p° + 4*))ap + pa(p + q)’e**} 2 0,
where we used af < 0 and the fact
4+ ((p+ a7 +2(p" + ') + palp + 9o’ 2 0.
Indeed, put x = af,
f@) =pap + 9> + ((p +@)* +2(p* + ¢*))x + 4

and consider the minimum value of f(x) for -1 <x < 0. It is obvious

P+a)’+20°+q) _

"(x) =0 ifand onlyif x=-
/ ! 2pq(p +9)*

’

because pq(p + q)? < (p + q)*> < 2(p? + ¢*). Thus the minimum value of f(x) for -1 <x <0
is f(-1). Now it is immediate to see

fED=2(1-p")(1-¢°) + L -p)(2-p* - °) = 0.
It is easy to see the equality condition. This completes the proof of Lemma 3.5. d

Completion of the proof of Theorem 3.1 Thus we have shown that formula (3.3) is non-
negative. It is easy to check that the equality condition of Theorem 3.1 holds, because it
can be reduced to the equality condition for the case of real numbers. This completes the
proof of Theorem 3.1. O

The following theorem can be regarded as the most natural extension of the CBS type
inequality in complex inner product spaces in the context of relation between inner prod-
uct spaces and the Mobius operations. In the rest of the paper, we simply denote @;, ®;
by @, ®, respectively.

Theorem 3.6 LetV be a complex inner product space. For any u,v € V, s > max{||u«||, |||},
and w € V with ||w|| < 1, the following inequality holds:

3 el = 2Re(u, v) + [[V]]® 14
<Iwll® | — o (34)
1- 2 Re(u,v) + &l

(u, w) — (v, w)

1- Siz(u, w) (v, w)




Watanabe Journal of Inequalities and Applications (2019) 2019:179

that is,

] - ’ 1 2_2R ] 2
(1, w) = (v, W) Sstanh{nwntanhl(_ Ju? ~2Re(u ) + 1] 2)}
W) s\ 1- ZRe(u,v) + Lllul2]v]

The equality holds if and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
@) u=v,
(i) w=0,

(ili) Wl =1 and u = rw, v = uw for some complex numbers X, L.

1- Siz(u, w){v,

Proof At first, we show that if ||u||, |v|| < 1 and |w| <1, then

(3.5)

(e, w) — (v, w) ’<”W”® lull* - 2Re(u, v) + [|v]>
L—(u,w)(v,w) | 1-2Re{u,v) + [lul?|lv]*’

The proof uses an argument in [2] that shows the operator monotonicity of the functions

t? with 0 < p < 1. Let E denote the set of all real numbers p in the interval [0, 1] for which

if w € V with || w| = p then inequality (3.5) holds. Trivially 0 € E, and Theorem 1.7 implies

that 1 € E. It is obvious that E is a closed subset of [0, 1]. The proof of inequality (3.5) will

be complete when we show that E is convex. Suppose p, q € E. For an arbitrary element
2p

w eV with |w|| = ZZ, put wy = S, Wy = ;quw. Then ||w1|| = p, |[w2|| = g, so we have

{,w1) = (vwn) | _ lull* — 2Re(u, v) + [|v]>

=P \/1 —2Re(u, v) + ||lul2|v||2’

)2 = 2Re(u, v) + ||V
1—2Re(u,v) + |lul?||v]?

1- (M,W1><V, Wl)

<

’ (u, wa) — (v, wa)

1- (I/i, W2> <V) W2>

We have to show

- 2 _ 2
’ (, w) — (v, w) ’<p+q \/Ilull 2Re(u,v) + vl (3.6)

1— (u, w) (v, w) 2 1—2Re(u,v) + lul?|lv]]*

By the properties of the Mbius operations together with ordinary addition and multipli-
cation restricted to real numbers and Lemma 1.5,

pra lu]|> - 2Re(u, v) + ||v]?
2 1—2Re(u,v) + ||u|?||v|?

1 2 (re ]2 — 2Re(u, v) + |Iv|? & 1
=9\ 1—2Re(u,v) + |lu?|v]? 2
2 — 2Re(u,v) + ||[v|?
®lg®
1 —2Re(u,v) + ||lul?||v]?

’ <u7 Wl) - (erl>

1= (u, wi) (v, w1)

2

>1®
-2

1 ’ (1, wa) — (v, wa)

1— (u, wa) (v, wo)

Page 14 0of 18
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It is also clear that
1 1
<-Qhd-QDb
c=< 3 ®b1 @ ) & by
is equivalent to
2Q0c<b1 @ bz.

Therefore, in order to show (3.6), it is sufficient to prove

(u: W2) - (Vr WZ)

2®‘ (u,w)—(v,w) ‘<‘ <L£,W1>—<V,W1>

L= (wy(v,w) | ~ 1= {mw)(v,wi) | 1= {w,wa) (v, wy) |

We put « = p+q( ,w), B = p+q( ,w). Then it follows that |«|,|8| < 1 by the classical CBS

inequality. Furthermore, we have

pt+q p+q

(M,W) 9 o, (Vr ) = —ﬁx (l/l,Wl) = pa, (V¢W1> :pﬂy

(M,W2> =qq, (V’W2> :qﬁ'

Hence we can obtain

| (u,w1)—(v,w1) |+ | (u,wa)—(v,wa) |
’ <M7W2>_<V:W2) _ —(u,w1)(v,w1) 1—(u,wo) (v,w2)

_ (ww1)—(v,w1) || {wwa)—(v,wa)
L=l wal(vw) | 1+ |{sbont| st

’ (u, wr) = (v, w1)

1- (u’ W1><V) W1>

_n —q*aBlpla - Bl + |1 - p*aBlgla — Bl
1-p*apl|l - q*ap| + pqla - B>

| (u,w)—{v,w) I

2_
2w 1= GBI(p + @)l - B

(uw)—(v,w) 12 2 __ 2 .
—(u,w)(v,w) | |1_ (p+4q) 0l/3|2+ (pth) |Ot—,3|2

(u, w) — (v, w)

1—<u,W)(v,W)‘_ L+]5

Therefore, dividing both sides by |a — S|, our proof is reduced to show that

2— — —
1-CLGBpra)  _ 1-g@plp+|1-pablg
1 - e gy &2y _ g2 T [1-p*aBlI1- @Bl + pgle - BP?

the last inequality actually holds by Theorem 3.1. Thus the set E is convex, which leads to
E =[0,1], so inequality (3.5) holds.

Finally, let u,v € V be arbitrary elements, and let s > max{||«||, ||v||}. Applying inequality
(3.5) to %, %, it is straightforward to deduce inequality (3.4).

For the equality condition, we may assume s = 1.

It is immediate to see that the equality in (3.5) holds provided one of the conditions (i),
(ii), or (iii) is satisfied.

Conversely, suppose % <p<luv,weVwith ||y <1, ||v| <1, ||w|| = p and that the
equality of (3.5) holds. If we put

20 2
w,
p+1 p+1

p=2p-1, wy =
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thenitis obvious that [|[w; | = ¢/, |[wa|| = 1. By Theorem 3.1, inequality (3.5) and Lemma 1.5,

it follows that

1 ‘ (1, wa) — (v, )
2 1_<M1W2><V:W2>

’<1 ‘ (u, w1) — (v, wq)
-2 1—(u,wi)(v,wr)
_1 ol e ll]|2 — 2Re(u, v) + ||v||2 o 1
=22\ PV 1 2Re(u ) + [ul2viz) ¥ 2

llu]l> — 2Re(w, v) + ||vI|>
Ql1I®
1-2Re(u,v) + [lul?[v]?

l[ull* - 2Re(u, v) + |IvI*
1-2Re(u,v) + [[u]|v|*’

‘ (u,w) — (v, w)
1—(u,w)(v,w)

_p/+1
2

where the last formula equals to the first one by the assumption. Therefore, by the equality

condition of Lemma 1.5,

_\/ l24]2 - 2Re(u, V) + [[v]|?

(u, wa) — (v, wa)
1-2Re(u,v) + [lul2|v|>’

1- (I/t, W2> <V: W2>

which yields one of the following conditions:

(D) u=v,
(i) u = Aw, v = uw for some complex numbers A,
by the equality condition of Theorem 1.7. We have to consider only the case of condition

(ii). The first inequality in the previous series of inequalities also has to be an equality.

(M, WZ) - (Vr WZ)

Namely,
1= (u, wa) (v, ws) |

(M7W> - (V!W) ’: l ®
1- (l/l, W) (er) 2

1

(I/l, Wl) - (Vr Wl)
1— (u,wi) (v, w1)

which yields one of the following conditions:
(i) p'=1,

(ii') a=p.
However, we have p’ # 1, because p < 1. So the condition (ii') « = B has to occur. Further-

more,
2
uliwll®,

2 2 2
Mwl* and B=—"—(nw) = -
p+1 p+1

p+1

“° (u’w>:p/+1

thus we can conclude A = pw or u = v.
Next, suppose % <p< % and that the equality of (3.5) holds for ||w|| = p. Put

Then we have ||w| =p/, [ws] = % A similar argument before shows

(M, WZ) - (V’W2>
1-2Re(u, v) + [|u]?[lv]?’

1— (u, wa) (v, wo)

1 \/ 1)) — 2Re u, v) + || V]2
2
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which yields u = v by the equality condition established just before. This argument can
be repeated for half open intervals [1/2"*!,1/2"), and we can conclude that the equality
condition holds. This completes the proof. 0

The following theorem shows that the number ||w|| in the right-hand side of inequality
(3.4) is the best in a sense.

Theorem 3.7 LetV be a complex inner product space and w be a fixed element in V with
lw|l < 1. Suppose that there exists a nonnegative constant K satisfying the following in-
equality:

(W) = (v, w) ‘ <1<®\/ Jal> ~ 2Re(ae,v) + V11 67
|= .

1-2Re(u,v) + ||u]?||v|?

1—(u,w)(v,w
forany u,v e V with |ul,||v|l < 1. Then |w| < K.
Proof For any u,v € V and s > max{||«|, ||[v||}, by applying assumption (3.7) to %, %, it is

(1 lul? — 2Re(u,v) + ||v|?
< stanh{ K tanh - 5 T o7 ) [
) s\ 1-5Re(u,v) + Fllul*llv

1- Siz(u,w)(v,w

immediate to see

(u, w) — (v, w)

By letting s — oo, we can obtain
[, w) = (v, w)| < Kllu—v].

If we take u = %w and v = 0, then we have

1, 5 K
Sl = |, w) = (v, w)| < Kllu—vll = > vl
which yields ||w|| < K. This completes the proof. O
Lemma 3.5 implies the result corresponding to Theorem 3.6 in real inner product spaces.

Theorem 3.8 LetV be a real inner product space. For any u,v € V, s > max{||u|, |v||}, and
w e V with ||w| <1, the following inequality holds:

|, w) O (v, w)| < Wl s llu &, v
or
h((u, w), (v, w)) < [|wl|h(u, v),

that is,

(M, W) - (Vr W)

1- Siz(u, w){v, w)

<Stanh{|lw||tanh‘1(1 llll? = 2(u, v) + [Iv]12 )}
) s\ 1= 30wy + Sl v?

The equality holds if and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
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(i) uw=v,
(ii) w=0,
(iii) ||wll =1 and u = 2w, v = uw for some real numbers i, .

Remark 3.9
(i) Obviously, if ||w|| = 1, then inequalities (2.1) and (3.4) reduce to inequality (1.1).
(i) Asused in the proof of Theorem 3.7, by letting s — o0 in inequality (3.4), we can
recapture the classical CBS inequality (1.2).
(iii) Theorem 3.6 is an improvement of Theorem 1.7, because, if 0 <a <sand ||w| <1,
then |w| ®sa < a.
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