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INEQUALITIES FOR TWO SPECIFIC CLASSES OF
FUNCTIONS USING CHEBYSHEV FUNCTIONAL

Mohammad Masjed-Jamei

Abstract

In this paper, we introduce two specific classes of functions in L? - spaces
that can generate new and known inequalities in the literature. By using
some recent results related to the Chebyshev functional, we then obtain up-
per bounds for the absolute value of the two introduced functions and consider
three particular examples. One of these examples is a suitable tool for finding
upper and lower bounds of some incomplete special functions such as incom-
plete gamma and beta functions.

1 Introduction

Let LP[a,b] (1 < p < o0) denote the space of p-power integrable functions on the
interval [a, b] with the standard norm

b 1/p
11, = ( / £ (0) |”dt> ,

and L*][a, b] show the space of all essentially bounded functions on [a,b] with
the norm

[flloe = sup [f(z)].

z€la,b]

For two absolutely continuous functions f, g : [a,b] — R and the positive function
w : [a,b] — R such that wf, wg,wfg € L'[a,b] , the weighted Chebyshev func-
tional [1] is defined by

b b b
T (w, f.9) = / w(x)f(x)g(x)dar—< / w(fv)f(z)dx> ( / w(x)g(x)da:>. (1)
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If w(x) is uniformly distributed on [a, b] then (1) is reduced to the usual Cheby-
shev functional

b b b
(o) = | ﬂ@g@ﬂx-wggp(/ ﬂ@dg (/gmmM>.<m

To date, extensive research has been done on the bounds of Chebyshev func-
tional, see e.g. [1,2,5]. The first work dates back to 1882, when Chebyshev [3]
proved that if f/, ¢’ € L*[a,b] then

IT0)| < 500?17 o - 3)

Later on, in 1934 Gruss [9] showed that

T (7,0)| < (M) = m) (M — m), (1)

where mq,mo, M7 and Ms are real numbers satisfying the conditions
my < f(z) < M; and mo < g(x) < My for all zx € [a,b]. (5)

The constant 1/4 is the best possible number in (4) in the sense that it cannot
be replaced by a smaller quantity.
An inequality related to usual Chebyshev functional is due to Ostrowski [16] in
1938. If f : [a,b] — R is a differentiable function with bounded derivative, then

b —(a 2
i [ o)< (3 E T oma i ©

(b—a)?
for all z € [a, b].
Today this inequality plays a key role in numerical quadrature rules [7,8,13].
A mixture type of inequalities (3) and (4) was introduced in [17] as

|f(l")—

IT(f,0)| < 50— )My —ma) /|1 7)

in which f is a Lebesgue integrable function satisfying (5) and g is absolutely con-
tinuous so that ¢’ € L*[a,b] . The constant 1/8 is also the best possible number in
(7).

The following theorem, due to Niezgoda [15], is probably the most recent work
about finding appropriate bounds for the usual Chebyshev functional.

1.1. Theorem A. Let f,a, 3 € LP[a,b] and g € LYa,b] (1/p+1/¢g=1, 1
p < 00) be functions such that a(t) + B(t) is a constant function and a(t) < f(t)
B(t) for allt € [a,b]. Then we have

INIA

1

IT(f,9)| < =—— | B-al,

1 b
S t)dt
g b_a/ag()

q
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For p = ¢ =2, (8) leads to the well-known inequality [14]
1
[T (f,9)| < 5(M1—m) VT (g,9) s.t. mi < f(z) <M. 9)

On the other hand, in 1997 Dragomir and Wang [6] introduced an inequality of
Ostrowski-Grss type, according to the following theorem.

1.2. Theorem B. If f : [a,b] — R is a differentiable function with bounded
derivative and ag < f'(t) < By for allt € [a,b] , then

There are many improvements and refinements of the right hand side of inequality
(10) in the literature. See e.g. [4,10].

In this paper, we introduce two specific classes of functions in L? - spaces that can
generate many new and known inequalities in the literature and obtain their upper
bounds using theorem A. Hence, let us first consider the following kernel defined on

[a,b]

< 10— a)(Fo —ag). (10)

) f ou(®)  tela,xl,
K(z;t,u,v) = { o(t)  te (z,b], (11)

where u(t) and v(t) are two arbitrary integrable functions such that u(t) € C[a, x]
and v(t) € C(z,b]. Based on kernel (11), we now define the two following specific
functions

Fy (z; f,u,0) = (u(z) —v(x)) f(z) + v(0) f(b) — ula)f(a)

P F@ e — [P0 () dt, (12)
and
Fy (z; f,u,v) = Fy (z; f,u,v) — f) = fla) (/zu(t)dt—&—/bv(t)dt) . (13)
) ) ) ) ) ) b —a " -
It can be verified that the two functions (12) and (13) are respectively produced by
b
[ rOK @t d =P @ g, (14)
and
(b—a) T (f'(t), K (z;t,u,v)) = Fa (23 f,u,v), (15)

where T (., .) is the same as usual Chebyshev functional.

2. Main Theorem. Let f : I — R, where I is an interval, be a function
differentiable in the interior I° of I, and let [a,b] C I°. Suppose that f',a,3 €
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LP[a,b] are functions such that a(t) + 5(t) is a constant function and a(t) < f'(t)
< B(t) for allt € [a,b] . Then we respectively have

Jrrura+ [0 1o d) s, (p1/a=1),

Py o) [ < (ST 1@l de+ [ [o@l de) 1l (=005 g=1),
max | K (zt,u,0)| '], (g=00; p=1),
t€la,b)

(16)
in which

K(x;t =
o | K (ost0)| = s { e [u(o)] o 1060},

and

|Fs (23 fu,0) | < 518 —al, x ,
(S @) = 525 (S @y at+ o dt)‘ dt (17)

+ 0 o) — 5t (2wt de+ [ o) dt) th)l/q,

where u(t) and v(t) are two arbitrary integrable functions such that u(t) € Cla, ]
and v(t) € C*(z,b].

Proof. The proof of (16) is straightforward if one applies the well-known Hlder’s
inequality [14]
I fally < Wfl,llglly,  (/p+1/g=1), (18)

for identity (14) and then refers to the general kernel (11). To prove (17) one should
refer to identity (15) and then use Theorem A, so that we have

1 b
— K(.
bia/a () dt
q

| F (25 fu,0) [ < 5 |16 —all,

; (19)

N =

and since
-t SO =
% (f.7 dt+f t)at) ‘th (20)

e (J dt+f dt)‘th>l/q,

HK

(S |u
!

the proof is complete.

One of the straightforward cases of theorem 2.1 is when p = ¢ = 2. In other
words, applying the well known Cauchy-Schwartz inequality [12] on (14) and using
the main theorem 2.1 for (15) respectively yield

= b 1/2
Fl(fv;fvu,v)|<</ u2(t)dt+/ v2(t)dt> £ (21)
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and

|Fy (x5 fyu,0) | < 518 —all, X ,
<f§” (u(t)—ﬁ(ff u(t)dt + [, v dt)) dt
1/2
+fj (v(t)— bia(fju(t)dwrffv(t)dt))2dt> )

Clearly various subclasses can be considered for the main theorem 2. We here study
three cases. Other cases can naturally be studied separately.

(22)

2.1. Subclass 1. If u(xz) — v(x) is a constant function

If u(z) —v(x) is a constant number, say ¢ # 0, then the kernel (11) and functions
(12) and (13) are respectively reduced to

v(t)+c tE]a,x],

K(z;t,v+c,v) = { o(t) t € (z,bl],

b

Fl(fv;f,erCw):Cf(ff)Jrv(b)f(b)—(0+’U(a))f(a)—/ V() f)dt,  (24)

a

and

Fy (2; fy0+ 00) = By (1 fyo + cy0) — 20— (@) (e(ma>+/ v(t)dt)

(25)
In fact, relations (24) and (25) show that

Fi(z;f,v+cv)=cf(r)+A and Fy(zv;f,v+cv)=cf(r)+A+Bx+D,
(26)
where ¢, A, B and D are real constants.
Let us consider a particular example of the first subclass here.

Example 1. Suppose that [a,b] = [0,1] , ¢ = 1 and v(t) = t2. Under these
assumptions, relations (23), (24) and (25) change to

1+t2 te [0, z],

K(z;t,1+t2,1%) = (1], (27)
By (2 f.1+ 12, 62) = f(2) + £(1) — £(0) — 2 / oL (25)

and
Fy (a3 f, 1+ £,8%) = f(2) + F(1) = £(0) =2 [y ¢ f(1) dt 9)

~ (P = ) (2 + [y A1) dt



158 Mohammad Masjed-Jamei

After some calculations, substituting the above relations in each two parts of the
main theorem respectively yields

1 (fo (1+¢2 th+12§ill+l)l/q 1711
-2 [Cerwa -0 <8 G

(L+2?) (I,
(30)
and

| £@) =2 Jy tr @) dt+ (1) - $O)) (1-2— [, 1@y at) |

<3lB8-al, (f0”1t2—x+2/3|th+fm | ¢ —x—1/3}th)1/q,

(31)
where a(t) < f/(t) < 8(t), 1/p+1/qg =1 and z,t € [0,1] . For instance, p = g = 2
in inequality (31) gives

[ F@) =2 [y tF@dt+(F(1) = FO) (1=a = fo 2f ) at) |

< %\/30:&” — 4522 + 15z + 4 (fol (B(t) — a(t))2 dt) 2 forall z € [0, 1].
(32)

2.2. Subclass 2. If u(z) and v(x) are linear functions

Suppose that u(t) = p1t + q1 and v(t) = pat + g2 where p1,¢1 and pa, g2 are all
real parameters. Therefore we have

. _ p1t+Q1 te [a?l‘L
K (it pit + qu, pat + q2) = { pot+qs te (z.0], (33)
Fi (@ f,pit+qui,pet + q2) = ((p1 — p2)l‘ + @ —q2) f(z) + (p2b +b(J2)f(b) (34)
—(pra+q)f(a) —pr [ Ft)dt —po [, f(t)dt
and
Fo (z; f,pit + qu,pat + q2) = F1 (@3 f,pit + q1, pat + g2) (35)
_f(bl)):g(a) (p1 P222 | (g —QQ)I—F (p2b? — pra?) —|—q2b—q1a) )
For the sake of simplicity, if we rearrange (34) and (35) by taking
PL—p2=71, q1—qg2=72, p2b+qa=r3 and — pra—q =7y, (36)
then these assumptions would change relations (33), (34) and (35) as follows
br1+r2+r3+r4 t— abritarstars+bry te [a,x},
K (QTQtv {ri}?:l) = { ar1+7l')2+7"3+7"4 t— abﬁ—&-b%iifbam-i-bm te (.Z‘,b], (37)
Fu a3 () = (s ) S0 1) 40/ (0 9

b7"1+7‘2+7‘3+7’4 f f' a7‘1+r2+r3+r4 f f
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and

F, (CU;f» {ri 21:1) =F (5U§f» {ri 21:1) - %

x (ra? + 2rgx — abry — (a + b)ra + (b—a)(rs — ra)) . (39)

By noting that there are four free parameters r1,79,73 and 74 in the kernel (37),
many subclasses exist for (38) and (39). The following example shows one of them.

Example 2. Let r; = 0in (38) and (39). Then by referring to the main theorem
we have

| Fy (a3 f {ribiy) | =

rof (x) + 7o f(b) + raf(a) — = 1 f (8 dt\

+r34 T b 1 b b b
brspradesd (7| ¢ - ezatomaton Ty 4 [ |1 — brateracdas dt) 171,
+ra+ 3+b b b 3+b
<\ Ljmbnl (g7 |- enerattes | g 1| - traerttes | gr) | p
K (z;t, !
tren[af]‘ (33 {7'% i= 2)’ If ||17
(40)
and

|F2 (IC; fs {Ti}?:z) | =
= | By (w5 £, fridis) — L0 (2ra0 = (0 + B)ra + (b — a)(rs — 1) |

. . q
< 318—all, (J7 |t — o - Gt | g
a 1/q
+f 7«2+T3+r4t b_ax _ (a+3b) r22+(15¢14(;§7)(7“3+r4) dt) )
(41)

Note, to compute the integrals of relations (40) and (41), we can use the following
general identity

(d*—0)1T1 4 (c*—0)7T!

g VI if ¢*<6<d,
/ [t—0]7dt = (=0T (0 if 0<c*<d, (42)

* * qqk_’{ * q+1
—(d*—0)T 4 (c"~0)
q+1

if ¢*<d*<@,
in which ¢* < d* and 0 € R.

Remark 1. For (r1,79,7r3,74) = (0,1,0,0) inequality (41) generates inequality
(10).
Remark 2. For 1 =0 and 79 + 73 +r4 = 0, since the kernel (37) is reduced to

—7y t € [a,x],

K(x;t, —7“4,7"3) = { 3 te (x b]

(43)
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so inequalities (38) and (39) are respectively transformed to

(I7a|" (x —a) + | 73| (0 —2) | £]],
73 f(B) +raf(a) = (rs+7a) f@) [ < Q4 (ra] @ —a)+|rs] (b—2)) ]l »

max {[raf ,[rs[} lF"]l;

(44)
and
bf(a)—af(b) | f(b)—f(a) | B—al
‘ G+ I e fw) | < 2raFral
( T4+ st+7‘4ab*(7“3+?”4)96 4 (l‘ o a) 4 ey — r3b+r4abf(r3+r4)z q (b . :17)) /q
—a —a
(45)
Remark 3. For ry =0, ro+ 73+ 74 = 0 and a = 0, since the kernel (37) is reduced
to
] _ t—ry tel0,z],
Kt =i ={ £ 5D (16)

so we have

[Py (3 fot —ra,—r3) | = | (@ = (rs + r4)) f(@) +73f (0) + 72 f(0) — [ f(1) dt|

x 1
(fo |t =ral"dt+ 3| (b~ ) 80,
) Uglt=ral dt+ lrs 0 —2)) 1]

ma r max |[t—1r !
Jnax, | 73] ) [Of;]\ al o M

(47)
2.3. Subclass 3. If v(z) is a constant function

If v(x) is a constant number, say d # 0, then the kernel (11) and functions (12)
and (13) respectively take the forms

K(z;t,u,d) = { Z(t) ttee([xa’,ba]?}, (48)

x

Fy (z; f,u,d) = (u(z) — d) f(2) + df (b) — u(a)f(a) - / u'()f(t)dt,  (49)

a

and

Pa o o) = Fa (i fod) ~ L0 =L ([Cuarvaw-a)) . 60

—a

Hence, by applying the main theorem for the two above functions (49) and (50) one
can get

(2 ) ["de + a1 (b= 2) " 1],

By (2 foud) | < 4 U T [ dt+[d] (b=a) [1f ]l - (51)
d t 4
Jax 3 1], max fu(®)] ¢ 1f
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and )
| Fa (z; f,u,d) | < 5|8 — o], %

(1 [t = 525 (. utey e+ do — o)) | d (52)
+fj d— 7= ([T u)dt+d(b—x)) ’th)l/q.

One of the advantages of inequalities (51) and (52) is to find two upper bounds
for the absolute value of some incomplete special functions. In other words, since
many incomplete special functions have an integral form as [ al g(t) dt, the two latter
inequalities can be used for this purpose, see also [11] in this regard. For example,
since the incomplete gamma function can be represented as

L(z;0) = /Ow t* lexp(—t)dt (a>1), (53)

so by choosing u(t) = t*/a, f(t) = exp(—t) and a = 0 in (49) and employing the

first inequality of (51) we obtain
1 1
xaq+1 ' 1d q b a/1 — e—bP P
< ———F++! — E—
- (atI(aq +1) ™ ( x)) ( P ) ’

(54)
where 0 <z <b,d#0and 1/p+1/g =1 for p € [1,00). Also, since the incomplete
beta function can be represented as

1
axae_z —T(z;a)+d (e —e™®)

x

B(x;a,ﬁ):/ P - g (8> 1), (55)

0
so by choosing u(t) = t%/a, f(t) = (1—t)°~! and a = 0 in (49) and employing the
first inequality of (51) we obtain

| 2ot (1= 2)"' = B(z;0, f) +d (L - )"~ = (1= 2)"" )]

poatl q % 1,(1,b)1+(5—2)p % (56)
<(@B-1) (m*\ﬁﬂ (b*$)> (W) ;

where 0 <2z <b<1,d#0and 1/p+1/g=1for p € [1,00).
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