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Abstract: Let H be a separable complex Hilbert space, B(#) the algebra of bounded linear operators
= fR e Zdu(t) for all
Rz > 0,Cy(H), and || - ||y the ideal of compact operators and the norm assoc1ated to a symmetrically

on H, u a finite Borel measure on R with the finite (# + 1)-th moment, f(z)

norming function ¥, respectively. If A,D € B(H) are accretive, then the Laplace transformer on

B(H), X — f]R e A Xe P du(t) is well defined for any X € B(H) as is the newly introduced Taylor

n k . . .

remainder transformer R,(f;D,A)X = f(A)X - ¥ % Y (—1)1(§)Ak*’XD’f(k)(D). If A,D* are
k=0 " i=0

also (n + 1)-accretive, Y747 (— 1)k(”+1)A”+1*kXDk € Cy(H) and || - ||y is Q* norm, then || - ||y

norm estimates for (Y11 (") AFA"1- k)an (f; D, A)X (318 (FhDr+1- kD*k) are obtained as
the spacial cases of the presented estimates for (also newly introduced) Taylor remainder transformers
related to a pair of Laplace transformers, defined by a subclass of accretive operators.
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1. Introduction

The widely known type of the remainder of Taylor approximations

k
def H+V 21 d

Rp(¢;Ho, V) = k(P (Ho +xV)[x=0 1)
forp € N,V = V* € C,(H), self-adjoint H, actmg in a Hilbert space H and a wide class of
functions ¢ was (among others) considered by Koplienko in [1], Neindhardt in [2], Dostani¢
in [3], Peller in [4], and Skripka in [5], where the sufficient conditions for the existence
of higher-order Lifshits—Krein spectral shift functions, the trace norm estimate, and the
corresponding trace formula for R, (¢; Ho, V') were presented. Further generalizations and
other variants of trace formulas for the remainders of Taylor approximations can be found
in [6-10] and the references therein. For the use of multilinear operator integrals in the
representation of the remainders of Taylor approximations, see [11,12].

Operator-valued Laplace transforms and Laplace transformers in norm ideals of com-
pact operators were introduced in [13]. They soon proved useful in deriving the extension
of the arithmetic—geometric (A-G) mean, Young’s norm inequalities to accretive operators
in [14], and higher-order A-G mean inequalities for hyperaccretive subnormal operators
in [15]. It turned out that the hyperaccretivity plays a natural and crucial role in those
inequalities. Furthermore, the iterated perturbation norm inequalities for Laplace trans-
formers induced by accretive operator families were studied in [16], where the special cases
of (h4), (h5) of Ineq. (4.4); (h7) and (h8) of Ineq. (4.5); and (h10)—(h12) of Ineq. (4.6) of the
noncommutative Pick-Julia theorems for generalized derivations in [17] were generalized
to perturbations of Laplace transformers. See [16] (Th. 3.8, Th. 3.1, Th. 3.3).
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The motivation for this paper is the introduction of the two new and natural (al-
ternative) noncommutative Tailor remainders, together with the demonstration of their
suitability and usefulness in answering some classical problems in operator theory and
matrix analysis. Here, we focus on the establishing norm estimates for those new types of
remainders of Taylor approximations introduced by Definition 3, which are not necessarily
the trace class operators. In addition to the generalized derivation norm inequalities for
operators, the results obtained in this paper also include norm inequalities for perturbations
of Laplace transformers, which further develop the case n := 1 of the results presented
in [16]. The most important tools for obtaining these results are the Cauchy-Schwarz norm
Ineq. (23) in [18] (Th. 3.2.), Ineq. (30) in [19] (Th. 3.1 (c)), the first inequality in (32) in [19]
(Th. 3.1 (d)) and Ineq. (32) in [19] (Th. 3.1 (e)), which were previously used to derive the
results presented in [13-16]. We therefore strongly advise interested readers to inform
themselves about these inequalities before reading the "Main results" section in this article.

The class of n-hypercontractions was first introduced by Agler in [20,21]. There is a
strong parallelism between classes of hyperaccretive and hypercontractive operators, and
the Cayley transform on accretive and contractive operators represents a very important
tool to correlate their properties; for examples, see [15] (Lemma 3.4(d)). For any n € N,
let A,;(ID) be the Hilbert space of analytic functions f: D — C: z = Y5>, ¢z, satisfying

ef — -1 .
I¥d 3‘” =y, (”:zrf " 17 Jeg|? <4-o0. The backward shifts on the Bergman spaces are not only
the best known examples of n-hypercontractive operators but also model operators for
n-hyperacontractive operators such that they are of paramount importance in the world of

operator-related function theory. For more about Bergman spaces, see [22].

2. Notation

In this paper, we denote by B(#) the space of all bounded linear operators on a
separable, complex Hilbert space H. For a symmetrically norming (s.n.) function ®, defined
on sequences of complex numbers, there is the corresponding symmetric or a unitary
invariant (u.i.) norm ||-||¢ on operators, defined on the naturally associated norm ideal
Co (H) C Coo( "), where Coo( H ) denotes the ideal of compact operators on H. Thus,
the Schatten-von Neumann trace ideals C,(H) for 1 < p < +oco are associated to /¥ s.n.

functions, given by £7((A,)%_,) = {/T1 |Au|P. Schatten p-norms are classical examples
of (degree) p-modified norms. In fact, any u.i. norm ||-||¢ can be p-modified for any p > 0

by setting || Al[ g = || |A|’”H¥p for all A € Coo(H), such that |A|P € Co(H). From now on,
we refer to s.n. function ®(?) as a p-modification of the s.n. function ®. For the elementary
proof of the triangle inequality for p > 1 and other properties of those norms, including the
Holder inequality, see the preliminary section in [23] or [24] (cor. IV.2.6, ex. IV.2.7-8). Hence,
Cy(H) = Cpp(H), and its norm is simply denoted by ||-||,.

The following useful monotonicity property for u.i. norms, which states that

|AXBle < |ICXDllo, (2)

whenever A*A < C*C and BB* < DD*, will be needed later on. For the proof of (2) see [25]
(p. 62).

Also, for each s.n. function ®, there is the adjoint s.n. function, which is denoted by ®*

In order to obtain a more comprehensive insight into the theory of norm ideals, the
reader is referred to [24,26-28].

If (O, 9, i) is a space () with a measure y on o-algebra 9, consisting of (measurable)
subsets of (), then we call a function A: Q — B(H): t — A; (IN) weakly* measurable if
t — (Asg,h) is a (M) is measurable for all g, i € H. If these functions are also [u] integrable
on (), then A is called ([p]) weakly* integrable on (), and in this case for all § € 9, there is
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the unique (known as Gel’fand or weak* integral, which is denoted by Z% At du(t)) operator
in B(H) that satisfies (amongst others)

w*
</§Atdy(t)g,h> - /(S(Atg,h> du(t)  forall g, he .

For a more detailed insight into the weak®*-integrability of operator valued (o.v.)
functions, the reader is referred to [29] (p. 53), [18] (p. 320) and [30] (lemma 1.2). Let also
L2(Q,u,B(H)) denote the space of all weakly* measurable functions A: Q — B(H) such
that [ || Ath||?> dju(t) < 4o for any h € H, which we call the space of ([]) square integrable
(s.i.) functions. Note that o.v. function t — Af A, are Gel’fand integrable if and only if
A € LE(Q,uB(H)) as it was shown in [18] (ex. 2).

From this point on, we will use the simplified notation [;A; dy(t) instead of Mfé Apdu(t).
For a family {4, },_., of mutually commutative normal operators, use the acronym: m.c.n.o.
(family). For A, B € B(H), the bilateral multiplier A ® B is defined by A ® B: B(H) —
B(H): X — AXB and the generalized derivation Ay g by Aap L AQI+I®B.If A B: Q) —
B(H) are weak*-measurable such that t — A;XB; is weak*-integrable on Q) for all X € Co(H),
then [ A;@Bidu(t): Co(H) — B(H): X — [ AtXB;du(t) is called the inner product type
(i.p.t.) transformer on Co(H) if [ AtXBydu(t) € Co(H) for all X € Co(H). For the existence
and different types of convergence for weak*-integrals, as well as for the boundedness of
i.p.t. transformers, the reader is referred to [18] (lemma 3.1, th. 3.2, th. 3.3, th. 3.4).

The concept of Gel’'fand integrability for o.v. functions and the associated i.p.t. trans-
formers had proved to be very fruitful, and, in particular, has led to the emergence of a wide
range of quite new Cauchy-Schwarz operator and norm inequalities for i.p.t. transformers
in [18,19,31]. These inequalities have enabled (among other things) the spectral measures
free approach to double operator integrals (DOI), developed by Birman, Solomyak and their
collaborators, which has served as the main tool for perturbation and derivation inequalities
for functions of normal operators, mainly self-adjoint and unitary operators, as well as for
the treatment of new classes of operators, including N-hyperaccretive, N-hypercontractive,
quasinormal, hyponormal, subnormal, and operators with the contractive real part. The
results obtained are presented in [13-17,25,32-34] and other related papers.

Next, we recall the definitions of some important subclasses of bounded operators on
Hilbert spaces, which are discussed below.

Definition 1. For operators A € B(H) and n, N € N we say the following:

1.  Adisaccretiveif A*+A > 0;

2. Ais strictly (or uniformly) accretive if there is a constant ¢ > 0, such that A*+A > cl,
which will be denoted by A*+A > 0;

3. Ais N-accretive if, and only if, Y3 () AFAN=F > 0;

4. A is strictly (or uniformly) N-accretive if, and only if, Yi_, (%) AFAN"K > 0, ie., if
Yio (I,\(]) ARAN=R> ¢] for some ¢ > 0;
A is N-semiaccretive if, and only if, Yi_, () A*FAN=F semidefinite;

6.  Ais N-hyperaccretive if, and only if it is n-accretive for all 1 < n < N;

More about the importance of accretive operators in the study of the stability of
solutions of differential equations in Banach space can be seen in [35].

Throughout this paper, we use the conventionsII, = C, = {z € C: Rz = Z}Z > 0},
R, = [0,+09), as well as Z for the set of integers, N = Z N [1,+0c0) and N, = Z N [0,+09).

We must also emphasize that we always cite (address to) the unnumbered line in a
multiline formula as (to) a part of the following numbered one.
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3. Preliminaries and Preparatory Results
3.1. General Preliminaries

Definition 2. Let u be a Borel measure on R, and A,B,X € B(H). If a function t +— e~t4 is
Gel'fand [p)-integrable on R ., then

LA = [ e dut)

will denote the operator valued (0.v.) Laplace transform of u (evaluated in A), and similarly, if the
function t — e~*4Xe~*B is Gel'fand [p]-integrable on R, , then

LI DasX 2 L) (Ba)X 2 LIu)(ASI + [9B)X & /R et AXe B iu(h)
+

will denote the Laplace transformer of y (in a generalized derivation AQI + I®B, evaluated in X).
In this case, we say that X in the domain of £ [p]A sz and we denote this by X € Doy, ,-

Example 1. If A, B € B(H) are accretive, X € B(H), and i is a finite Borel measure on R, then
Deus gy = BH). Namely,

/ e e du(t) </ Idu(t) = u(R,)I and / e B B au(t) < u(RL)I,
Ry R R

so {e " Voo and { e 'B }15g are [u] s.i. families, so L [u]DasX = fR+e’tAXe’tB du(t)
is well defined and it satisfies ||.L[u]AapX|| < p(R,)||X|| based on the estimate (12) in [18]
(Lemma 3.1(a)).

Also, if N € N, then for all X € B(H)

ﬁ/ﬂ{{ tN_le_tAAXBXe_tht =X, if A or B is strictly accretive, and 3)
"

1 [ N-1,-tAr —tA g, _ — () % o —tAT—tA
. /RfN e AN (Dt Adt = 1 - U (21— lim e e, @

if A is N-hyperaccretive. According to Formula (5) in [14] (Lemma 2.4) for all T € R,

N—1
o /[OT] Nl AN XeBdt = X — Y Do TAAL Xe 7B, (5)
, n=0

where Slim 1, yoo "™ = 0 or Slim 1, oo "~ ™8 = 0, based on the estimate ||1"e"h||

<The 7 le~T(A=2Dp|| — 0as T — 400 if A is uniformly accretive satisfying A + A* > cI for
some ¢ > 0. If B+ B* > cI, Formula (3) proves similarly.
Formula (4) was recently shown in [32] (Th. 2.4(7)).

Lemma 1. Forallt,T € R, and A,B,C,D, X € B(H) satisfying AC = CA and BD = DB
€tAX€th etCXetD — | ]e(t_u)A+uC(AX+XB*CX*XD)E”B—F“_M)D)EZM
0,

— [ ]e(lfs)tA+stC(AX+XB_Cx_XD)eStB+(1fs)tDtdS, (6)
0,1

A) }(eftAXeftB — eftCXeftD) du(t)

- / / ¢ (=A=SICCX 4 XD — AX — XB)e (SB=5Dyds du (1), (7)
[0,11/[01]

Moreover, if A, B,C— A and D — B are also accretive (as are C, D as well) and y is a finite
Borel measure on R, then
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LB (D) = L[] Acse(D) = Slim /[0 | /[(')1]e*<1*3)*f‘**5fc*(c*+c-A*—A)e*(1*5>fA*sttds du(t)
,T|/10,

T— 00
_ - (1-s)tA*-stC¥ C*+C—A*— A —(l—s)tA—stCtd du(t), 8
/R+ /Me (C+ Je sdp(t) (®)
L] Bgpe(I) = L] B pe(I) = /R /[O 1]e*“*s)“-‘*“D(D*+DfB’uB)e*<1*5>“9**5f’3*tds du(t), )
+/10,
E[V]AA,BX *X[V]AC,DX
— sl (s)tASstC X+ XD — AX— XB)e TBstD s dy (1), 10
e Y R ) sault 10)

In this case, L[p]A 4 ,(I) = L[] Ao (1) = 0 and L[p) Ay (1) = ZL[p] A (1) > 0, and both
families {\/E\/AC*,A»;C,A(I)Euﬂ)tA*ﬁC}ogt,0<s<1 and {/t\/Bo—pip-p(1)e 1SIBSDY o o ocq are

square integrable on R, x[0,1].
If additionally (A — C)X + X(B — D) € G(H), then

A s (ZM(ADT+10B)X = Z[p](CRI+IRD)X), /A, 5 pe_5-(1)

-/ /Mme*“*”*“«c ~ A)X+X(D ~ B)e 9P (1 dsdp(e)
+/10,

€ G(H). (11)

Moreover, if additionally fRJ du(t) < +oo, then

(Z[H(ARI+12B)X—Z[u(CoI+12D)X)
:/R /[Ot]e—(t—s)A—sC((C — A)X+X(D - B))e—(t—s)B—sts dy(t). (12)

Proof. The special case B := C := 0 and X := I of Formula (6) follows from

oA _ oD — (etAe—tD _ I)etD _ /[O’t] % (euAe—uD B I)duetD (13)
= e"Y(A —D)e "Pdue'’P = e"4 (A — D)et=P gy
0,4] [0,4]
= e=MA(A — D) Py = / 1914 (A — D)etPrds, (14)
[0,¢] [01]

where the second equality in (13) is due to the Newton-Leibnitz formula, while the equality
in (14) is based on the change in variable u := st for s €[0,1].

By applying (13) and (14) to —(A®I + I®B) instead of A, to —(C®I+ I®D) instead
of D, and then by integrating on [0,7], this implies the inequalities in (15):

/[O }(e—tA @etB_etC e—tD) du(t) :/ (e—t(A®I+I®B) _ e—t(C®I+I®D)) du(t)
T

o]
:/[ ]/[ 1ei(lis)t(m])*(l*s)t(@m (COI+1®D — Aol — I1@B)e (D= ISP tds dy(t) (15)
0,7/]0,1
:/[O ]A)” e (1=s)A=sIC e (I=9)B=SID(CR [ 4 [®D — A®I — [®B)tdsdu(t), (16)
,T1/|0,

while the equality in (16) is a consequence of the commutativity within the transformer
family {A®I, I®B,C®I,I®D}. By evaluating Formula (15) and (16) in an arbitrary X €
B(H), we explicitly obtain the proof for Formula (7) (which is just the alternative form of
(15) and (16)).
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To prove the integral representation of Formula (10), it is sufficient to use Formula (7)
to realize that

LA, X — L) Ap(X) = Slim (e_tAXe_tB — e 'Xe D) du(t)

(1-s)tA-stC ~(1-s)tB-stD
CX+XD—-AX—-XB tdsd 17
T%H’OA)TAH ( ) sdp(t), (17)

where the first equality in (17) is based on the double application of [19] (Lemma 2.1(b)),
first to {e’tA*}@O and {e""P},_, and then to {e’tc*}go and {e™'P},_, with their [u]
square integrability supported by the arguments in Example 1.

If, in addition, operators C — A and D — B are accretive, then any of the families

A —(1—s)tA—stC /7 —(1—s)tA*—stC*
{\/ C*A*CA em(179) * }O<t 0<s<1” {‘/ Ac-ncr- A* (=) * }0<t 0<s<l”
{\/ /AD* D B 6 —(1-s)tB— StD}0<t 0<s<t and {\[ /AD B.D*B —(1-s tB*_StD*}Ogt,Ogsgl is

s.i. family on R x[0,1]. Indeed, if, for example, we apply Formula (17) to (A% A,C*%C, 1)
instead of (A, B,C, D, X), we obtain

L) B yop(D) = L[] Besc(I) = *lim /O ) /0 1]e*(lfs)““*“‘:*(c*+ C— A —A)e T9MASIChgs dy (1)

T— 00, [

> 0. (18)

This shows that *lim 7, « appearing in (18) is bounded by .Z[u]A . ,(I), and therefore, it

is a positively definite operator in B(H). In other words, {/ /Ac. . ,(I) e (179)HA=SIC} 0<t 0<s<]

is si. on R, x[0,1], and the same is true for the three remaining families. Due to [19]
(Lemma 2.1(b)), this proves that Formula (8) holds, while Formula (9) is proved by anal-
ogy. Also, by [19] (Lemma 2.1(al)), this implies that the o.v. integral appearing on the
right-hand side of Formula (10) is well defined, while [19] (Lemma 2.1(b)) combined with
Formula (17) proves Formula (10).

To prove Formula (11), we conclude directly from Formula (10) that

A e (ZI(ART+IRB) X = L[] (CRI+I@D) X)\ /A, e (1)

sy ~(1-s)tA-stC _ —
sTim_ /[0 ; /[0 ,1]\/me (C— A)X+X(D - B))
ef(l—s)tB—stD\/mtdsdy(t)' (19)

By taking into account that both families {v/# /A . L(De Aty o1 and

WVh/Boe pip (1)e TIBSDY o 1 are s.i. families on R, x[0,1], we can recognize the
right-hand side of Formula (19) as

/[OT/[OHm (1-s)tA- S1C((C — A)X+X(D — B))e - (1-5)tB- stD\/mtdsd‘u(t),

according to [19] (Th. 3.1 (c)), which proves Formula (11).

The proof for Formula (12) is quite analogous to that for (11), with the only significant
difference being that this time {y/te (1-)fASICY o 1 and {/te (19)BstDY ) o 1 ares.i.
families under consideration. [

Note that for A, B, X € B(H), the special case N := 1 in (5) says X — e TAXe B =
Jio e "4 (AX+XB)e 'Bdt for all T > 0. which immediately implies e *AX —Xe~ 8 =
et (X —etAXe !B) = — f e~ (t=5)A(AX—XB)e 5Bds for all t € R, which also could be
used to prove (13).
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3.2. Integral Representation Formula for the Remainder of Taylor Approximation for
Laplace Transformers

Recall that for a complex (or finite) Borel measure y on R, and TT, ={z € C : Rz > 0},
its Laplace transform f := Z[u]: I1, — C: z fR etz d],t( ) is holomorphic in the open
right half plane IT*, and it satisfies f 1)k fR “Zdu(t) foralln € N. If y has a
finite n-th moment for some n € N, (i.e., if fR+ t"d\;i|( ) < +00), then (—1)F fR “Zdu(t)is
also well defined for Rz = 0 and for any N, > k < 7. In this case, ( k 1), tke _tCXe_tD du(t)

is also well defined for all accretive C, D € B(H) and for any X € B(H).
This leads to the following notation, which will be used in the sequel.

Definition 3. Let neN,AB,CD,X E B(H) and p be a Borel measure on R, If for f := Z[u]
operators f(A) = wfR e~ HAdu(t )andf “(B) & (—1)’”‘7]R+ tke=*Bdy(t) are well defined for all
No 3 k<n, then the genemlzzed derivation (3.d.) Taylor polynomial (respectively, remainder) of
order n in (a fixed) B (evaluated in a variable A) is defined respectively by

T, (f;B,A)X & f %A’j‘,BXf“)(B), (20)
k=0 """
Ru(FiB,AXE F(A)X — ) 18k, Xf"(B). @
k=0 """

If for the generalized derivation transformers Ay = ARI + 2B and Acp := CRI + I®D
the o.v. functions e =4 Xe™*B and {tte~*CXe~'D}1_  are weakly* integrable on R, for any N >
k < n, then for the Laplace transformer Z[u](Aas), its Taylor polynomial (respectively, remainder)
transformer of order n in (a fixed) Acp (evaluated in a variable A, ) is defined by

n

nACDf(AAB)X = Tn(f ACD,AAB)X = Z
k=0

1
A (Ans—Acp)ff (k)(Ac,D)XI (22)

n

def def 1
Ruacof (8an)X 2 R(fibdcoBan) X 2 f(Brn)X= Y- = (Bas—Ben)f (Bco)X,  (23)
k=0 ""

where f (AC p) stands for the transformer (—1)k f tketCRe~tD du(t) forany No > k < n

Remark 1. The first thing to note is that for the transformer R, (f;B, A) defined by (21), the
operator Ry, (f;B, A)(I) generally does not coincide with Ry(@;Ho,V) defined by (1) if p :=n, f :=
¢, Ho := Band V := A — B, but it does coincide for commuting A and B (i.e. for commuting

Ho and V). Also, (Aas—Dcp) X = Al s pX = i o(—1)k(3) (A — C)"*~1X(B — D)k

Transformers f (k)(AC,D) and (Aap —AC,D)" commute whenever A, p and Acp commute, with the later
being satisfied if AC = CA and BD = DB.

The next essential difference between the remainder transformers defined by (1) and (21) is that
the Taylor polynomial transformer defined by (22) is an elementary transformer (mapping), which
allows the approximation of the generalized functional derivation f(A)X—Xf(B) by the elementary
transformer Y_; LAK ;X f (k)(B), while the applicability of the remainder in (1) is mainly restricted
to functional perturbations ¢(Ho + V) — ¢(Ho).

To consider the estimates for the remainder of the Taylor approximation for Laplace
transformers, we need the integral representation formulas presented in the following lemma.
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Lemma 2. Ifn € N, y is a finite Borel measure with finite (n + 1)-th moment and A,B,C,D, X €
B(H) are such that A, B, C, D are accretive, AC = CA and BD = DB, then for f := Z[u] (i.e.,
frIL = Cize [p e Fdu(t))

n
FBan)X= Y & (Ben) (Bas—Den) X
k=0
- l/ ' / e A AN (Xe PPl Puldudp(t), (24)
f(Baza) (1) — Z k!f (D) (Baza—Bed) (D)
= [ e L et e ), @)
n
f(Agp)(I 2 kl (Bo0) (A — B (1)
/ / o~ 1By~ u(D— BAngBlD* o (De OBl e=tBy gy qy (1), (26)
R0
Moreover, if A — C and B* — D*are additionally (n + 1)-semiaccretive, then f(Ausa)(I)—

Y, k,f“(Am) (Baea—Des)K(T) (respectively, f(Dup)(T)—Yp—o 2 f " (Bop) (Bus — Aop)(T)

and N o aicall) (respectively, AngB g+ (1)) share the same type of semidefinitness and

(D) ikl (Besc) (Baza— Aesc) K1)
A/ o tAT,—u(C—A)*

0,4]
(B (D)— zk.f (Bo) (A — Ao (1)

K;/oftB e DA e (D PP e P du (). (28)
t

(D]e™ =N~y qu du(t), (27)

CAIC-A

Proof. According to the notation from the Definition 3, it follows that

S0 Ay B & _ _
f(AA,B)X_ Z %f (Acp) (AA,B_AC,D)kX :/]R (e tAXe tB_Z (k' tCAlfx c-pX tD) dl/‘( )
+ k=0
n
:/R o tA X_EL’:e*t(CfA)AI(c:ﬁwiBXeft(DfB)) e~ By (t)
:ljé / et —u(C— A)A1(1:+A1D BXefu(DfB)eftBundu d]l(t) (29)
nlJr,Jo

The last equality in (29) is due to the application of Formula (5) to (C — A, D — B, n) in-
stead of (A, B,n—1), which proves Formula (24). The double application of Formula (24), the
first time to (A* A, C* C, I) instead of (A, B,C, D, X), and the second time to (B, D, B*, D% I)
instead of (A, B,C, D, X), implies Formulas (25) and (26).

Moreover, if C — A is additionally (1 4 1)-semiaccretive, then Formula (25) shows
that R, (f; Acsc, Awa)(I) and A’g'j*c ,(I) share the same type of semidefinitness, so due to
|NE e A(I)| = £ATFL (1), this immediately implies Formula (27). The repeated use of
the same arguments suffices to prove Formula (28) as well.

Remark 2. If accretive A,C € B(H) commute and C — A is (n + 1)-accretive, then R, (f;
Acse, Dxea) (I) = 0 according to Formula (25), so T,(f; Acie, Daa) (I) < f(Axa) (I). In
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“’Aﬂ+l

C*A*CA

H\f Aa)(

‘ (App)(I

particular, for A := 0 we have f(Nqp)(I)— Zk 0 k' f (AC*C)A" (I) = Ru(f;Acxc,D00) (1) = 0
is C if (n + 1)-accretive. Similarly, if C := 0, and Ais (n+ 1) -accretive, then the sign of
Ru(f; Doos Daea) (1) = f(Baa) (1) — Yioo k-f (AOO) A*A( ) equals to (—1)”“/ implying
(—1)n+1Rn (f/’Ao,O/AA’fA)(I) 2 0.

4. Main Results
4.1. Q* Norm Inequalities for the Remainder of the Taylor Approximation of Laplace Transformers

The integral representation Formula (24) allows us to estimate the remainder of the
Taylor approximation in (23) for a class of accretive operators.

Theorem 1. If Y is an s.n. function, n € N,y is a finite Borel measure on R, with the finite
(n + 1)th moment, A,B,C,D,X € B(H), are such that A,B,C,D are accretive, C — A and
D*— B* are (n + 1)-semiaccretive, AC = CA,BD = DB, and Nt} ,X € Cy(H), then for
f = Ly, the inequality

1 n (k) 1
(18 D@1 X~ 3 P ) s B X) 857 o (D)
k=0

Y
n X 1 n+1
< |If@xam _Eﬁf( (Besd (Aua—Ac)k(1 |kzo<”+l> (A—C)" 1% (B - D)k
< F@ar)(D) — 1o A Bo) B — B D 30

k=0

holds under any of the additional conditions:
(@ V¥ :=1, ie |||y is the trace norm ||-||1;

(b)Y := o for some p > 2 and at least one of the pairs (A, C*) and (B, D*) consists of normal
operators;
(c) Both pairs (A, C*) and (B, D*) consist of normal operators.

Proof. If D*— B* is (n + 1)-accretive, then the proof for Ineq. (30) relies on the following
calculations:

n
DI (FdanX gk— (8e0) (Ban=B0)X) (854 - (D[]

'D-BD*-B*

1/2 A - —u(D—B).— 1/2
e eal A%/ tApu(C=AAnEL X~ #(D=Bp Burdu dy(t)| AL (D) HT (31)

- (/ /eftA*efu( -

C-AYC-A

1/2
(I)|e*tAe*”(C*A)u"dudy(t)) AL X

. 1/2
% / —u (D-B) _tB|Ag+31D* B* ‘ —tB —u(D B)* ”dudy( )) . (32)
. 12
,tA L —u(C—A) A’éﬂ*c A(I)eftAefu(CfA)undudy(t)‘ Agth X
* * 1/2

% VR+/ o~ #(D—B) —tBAg—i—BlD* B*(I)e_tBe_”(D_B)undudﬂ(f)‘ . (33)
- 1 k 2 n+1
pr AC*c AA*A AC’,‘C) (I)‘ Ay GB- pX
k=0
n 1 K 1/2
ZF ADD AB,B* —AD,D*) (I)’ : (34)
k=0 Y

Here, the equality in (31) is based on the integral representation identities (29), while
Ineq. (32) is based on the application of the Cauchy-Schwarz norm inequalities to s.i. fam-
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ilies { |NGe ((D)[2e Aure (Y | and {|AF . (D2 wte (DB Yoc .
Specifically, in case (a), we apply Ineq. (30) in [19] (Th. 3.1 (c)); in case (b), we apply the first
inequality in (32) in [19] (Th. 3.1 (d)); and in case (c), we apply Ineq. (32) in [19] (Th. 3.1 (e)).
Moreover, Equation (33) is based on Formulas (27) and (28), while the equality in (34)

follows by the integral representation Formulas (25) and (26). [
Corollary 1. If u is a Borel probability measure on R, with a finite (n + 1)th moment, A, B, X €

B(H) are such that A, B* are (n + 1)-accretive and A”+1X € Cy(H) for an s.n. function ¥, then
for f = L[], we have f(0) =1, and

A0 (a3 b 0 )F ],

, (35)

Nf—=

A ) (1)) Agglx(f(ou—z( (D) (36)
k=0

hold under any of the following conditions:
(@V¥:= El
b)Y := ol for some p = 2 and at least one of operators A or B* is normal;
(c) Both A and B* are normal operators.
If A, B* are additionally (n + 1)-hyperaccretive, then the expression on the right-hand side

in (36) further estimated from above by f(0)|| Lyt ("¢1) A" X B,

Proof. Formula (35) is just a special case C := D := 0 of Ineq. (30), combined with
Formula (27). Similarly, Formula (36) is also the special case of (30), applied to (0,0, A, B)
instead of (A, B,C, D), this time combined with Formula (28). Finally, if A, B* are (n + 1)-

hyperaccretive, then for f(k)(z) = (—1)kfR+t”dy t), we have (—1)k f (AA*A) (1) =
Jr. e AN (De A dy( ) 0forany N, 3 k < n,s0Y}_, k,) f (AA*A)A’;*,A( ) >0, as
wellas 0 < f(0 )I Zk 0 k' f (AA*A)Ak A(I) < f(0)1, according to Remark 2. Similarly

0< F(0)I—X} 0 k' f )N k(1) < f(0)], so the additional estimate deduces based on
the monotonicity property (2) (i.e., (1) in [14]). O

Corollary 2. If A,D, X € B(H) are such that A, D* are (n + 1)-accretive for some n € N and
N2 X € Cy(H) for some s.n. function ¥, then

[CEROE (f(A)X—i b o Xf (D) (1)

Y
H( n+l< AA*A Zk|f A];* )))%nil(_l)k(nzrl)AnJrlkaDk
k=0
x(f@(l)—é(_kl‘)kf (ADD)(ADD«I)))% " (37)

holds under any of the following conditions:
(@)Y :=Lie., |||y is the trace norm ||-||1;
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b)Y := ol for some p = 2 and at least one of operators A or B* is normal;
(c) Both A and D are normal operators.

Proof. We just have to recognize that in the special case B := C := 0 of Ineq. (30), we have
f (k)(AA,B)X =f <k)(A)X and f (k)(AC,D)X = Xf (ktD) for all N, 3 k < n, so the left-hand sides
of (30) and (37) in this case coincide. That the same is true for their right-hand sides, we
have seen already in the proof of Corollary 1. O

4.2. Q Norm Inequalities for the Remainder of the Taylor Approximation of Laplace Transformers

It is not surprising that norm inequalities for Q and Q* norms have a different (alge-
braic) forms. Probably the best known examples for this noncommutative phenomenon is
a pair of Clarkson-McCarthy inequalities for Shatten—von Neumann norms, saying that

||A+BIIP+IIA—BIIP 2”_1(||A||’7+ IIBIIP) for 2 < p < +oo,
1
HA+BHp +A- BHp <2(||A\|p +1IBllp ) o o forlspsy

see [28] (Th. 1.21). Another examples is provided by the Cauchy-Schwarz norm inequalities
in [18,19], which should be used to derive the next Q norm inequalities for the remainder
of the Taylor approximation of Laplace transformers.

Theorem 2. Let Y be an s.n. function, n € N, u be a finite Borel measure on R, with the finite
(n+ 1)th moment, A,B,C,D, X € B(H) be such that A, B, C, D are accretive, AC = CA, BD =
DB, ity X € Cy(H), A} . ,.(I) be invertible, and f := Z[p].

If C*— A* and D* — B* are (n + 1)-accretive, then the inequality

n

1
|(Fannx Z%f (Do) Bas—Aco)X) (AL (D)7

Y

Nl=

n
< F B @) = 1 g B (Baa— et (D)
k=0

1 n 1
e 0) A X (FG)D) = oS (o) a0 D), (o9
holds under any of the additional conditions:
(@VY:= o for some p > 2 and (B, D) consists of normal operators,
(b)Y := 12 ie., ||-||y is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm ||-||,.
Alternatively, if C— A and D — B are (n + 1)-accretive, then the inequality
1 2 -
H(N(l:*+A*CA(I))2( (Bap)X Zkl ACD (Aap—Bep)F )HT
Ly }
< [ F@a) D) = 1 A Bon) (B — B0 (1)
k=0
n 1 1
<||(Faaa o BB (Ara=Bed (D) B oX (A0 5 (D) (39)

holds under any of the additional conditions:

Y := ol for some p > 2 and (A, C) consists of normal operators;
(Y=L
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Proof. The next equality in (40) is based again on the integral representation identities (29),

n 1
H( F(Ban)X Zkl (Aco) AAB—ACD)"X> (AL (D)

Y

= 4 / e CANIEL X DBl (1) (857 (1) (40)
=L / AL (0) PN (D) AR X
DBt (1) dudp(t)||,
< M% / —tA,—u(C— AAQIJ;lC* (D e Ay () 2
i iy ot x (e e, (D) T OB )| (41)
= [F@sm —k;)%f (Be)Baa e 0
) R X (P 0) — 3 ) (B — o DY . 12)

k=0

while Ineq. (41) is based on the apphcat10n of the Cauchy-Schwarz norm 1nequa11t1es to

. .- 1 127A*7CA 1 127B*7DB
s.i. families { AiétLC*A*(I)) / f u( n}0<u<tl {(Ag+3[)* B* (I)) / g u( n}0<u<t’

also applied to (A%} . .(I))” ZAX& »X instead of X. To specify, in the case (a), we apply
Ineq. (29) in [19] (Th. 3.1 (a)), while in the case (b), we apply the inequality in (29) related
to [19] (Th. 3.1 (b)). Finally, the equality in (42) is derived by the double application of the
identities (29), first to (A, C, A*, C*I) instead of (A, B,C, D, X), and later to (B, D, B*, D% I)
instead of (A, B,C, D, X), which proves Ineq. (38).

The proof for Ineq. (39) follows from

| (e A<I>>3(f<AA,B>X—I:ZO A F o) Bas—eo)) [

= [[(Frax L o) e e )
< ||f(Aps)(I fkl (App?) (A — A ¥ (1) :
ot )27 X (100D~ 3 B -2 0) ], s
~[ £ kno1f<”<AD,D*><AB,B*—AD,DM(I) :
|| (Faxa ) kik.f <Acfc><AA»;A—Ac»fc)ka))]A::té DX (i () (45)

where the equalities in (43) and (45) are due to the norm properties for adjoint operators,
while the inequality in (44) is obtained by applying Ineq. (38) to (B* A%, D% C* X*) instead
of (A,B,C,D,X). O

Remark 3. The invertibility condition required in Theorem 2 is satisfied if AC acax (1) >0,
ie., if N3 ., (I) is uniformly (n + 1)-accretive. As A’g’j coqx(I) = 0, then it is right or left
invertible if and only if it is invertible.

5. Conclusions

Concluding this paper, we briefly outline the prospects for future developments in this
field of investigation, as the problems related to Laplace transformers open many interesting
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and promising questions. So, the manuscript containing the Schatten—von Neumann norm
inequalities for perturbations of Laplace transformers of accretive derivations, which
complements the results published in [16], is expected to be submitted for publication
very soon.

The problems considered in this paper arise from the question of approximating the
function derivation transformer X — f(A)X — Xf(D) by elementary (mappings) trans-
formers, in our case by Y}_, LA [, Xf m(D ), which involves higher-order generalized
derivations Ak _: X Zi»‘zo(—l)i(]f)Ak’lXDi. Thus, Ineq. (37) in Corollary 2 gives the
weighted estimate, which provides one of the answers to the raised approximation question.
Work involving estimates for some other types of approximation by elementary transform-
ers is in preparation and should contribute to the development of this (transformers) type
of noncommutative (generalization of the standard) calculus.

Norm inequalities for Taylor reminders for transformers related to analytic functions
with non-negative Taylor coefficients have already been obtained, and the corresponding
manuscript is in preparation, while the analysis of Taylor reminders for transformers
related to other classes of holomorphic functions are also advancing.

Probably the most important step to develop the applications of derivations and/or
Taylor reminders for Laplace transformers related to (hyper) accretive operators is the devel-
opment of the analog of the (higher-order) spectral shift function in the adequate context.
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