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SOME NEW BOUNDS FOR THE CEBYSEV FUNCTIONAL IN
TERMS OF THE FIRST DERIVATIVE AND APPLICATIONS

P. CERONE AND S.S. DRAGOMIR

ABSTRACT. Some new inequalities for the Cebysev functional in terms of the
first derivative and applications for Taylor’s expansion and generalised trape-
zoid formula are pointed out.

1. INTRODUCTION

For two Lebesgue integrable functions f,g : [a,b] — R, consider the Cebysev
functional:

b b b
(1) T(h)= g [ fgwa- [ o [

In 1934, G. Griiss [7] showed that

1
(12) IT(f.9)l < 5 (M —m) (N =n),
provided m, M, n, N are real numbers with the property
(1.3) —co<m< f<M<oo, —co<n<g<N<oo ae. on [a,b].

The constant i is best possible in (1.2) in the sense that it cannot be replaced
by a smaller one. Less known appears to be another inequality for 7' (f, g) derived
in 1882 by Cebysev [3] under the assumptions that f’, ¢’ exist and are continuous
in [a,b],

1 2
(1.4) Tl < 5 1 e 190 (0 = @)
where || || == sup |f'(t)].

t€la,b]
The constant % cannot be improved in the general case.
Cebysev’s inequality (1.4) also holds if f,g : [a,b] — R are assumed to be abso-
lutely continuous and f’, ¢’ € Lo [a,b].
In 1970, A.M. Ostrowski [8] proved amongst others the following result that is

somehow a mixture of the Cebysev and Griiss results

(15) T(f,9) < 5 (b—a) (M —m) ']

provided f is Lebesgue integrable on [a,b] and satisfying (1.3) while g : [a,b] — R
is absolutely continuous and ¢’ € L« [a,b]. The constant § in (1.5) is also sharp.

Date: February 04, 2004.

1991 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 26D15; Secondary 41A55.

Key words and phrases. Cebysev functional, Griiss inequality, Cebysev inequality, Ostrowski
inequality, Generalised trapezoid formula, Taylor’s expansion, Lupas’s inequality.

1



2 P. CERONE AND S.S. DRAGOMIR

In 1973, [4], A. Lupasg pointed out another inequality in terms of the Euclidean
norms of f/, ¢’

(1.6) T (f.9l< — (b—a) 102 19l

1

where || f'|ly = ( f 1 ()] dt) provided f,g are absolutely continuous and

/.9’ € La[a,b]. The quantity - is best possible in the sense that it cannot be
replaced by a smaller constant.

In this paper, some other inequalities in terms of the derivatives of f,g are
pointed out. Applications for Taylor’s expansion and the generalised trapezoid
formula are also provided.

2. SOME BOUNDS FOR THE CEBYSEV FUNCTIONAL
The following lemma holds.
Lemma 1. If ¢ : [a,b] — R is an absolutely continuous function with

(-—a)(b—) (¢')* € L[a,b],

then we have the inequality

1 b
(21) T(00) < sy | =0 6= )¢ @) e
The constant % is best possible.

Proof. By Korkine’s identity represented by (see [6, p. 242]),

(22)  T(f9) / [ 0@ =10 6@ - g0 doay
we have

T (¢, ) = 20 / / (s))” dtds.
The same identity applied for E (x) = x, g an integrable function, produces
(23) T(t9) = o / / - ~ 9 (u)) dady.

Sonin’s identity given by (see [6 p. 246])

1 1
=5 [ <f(af) - bf/ f(y)dy> (9(2) ~7)dz,y € R
produces
1 b a+b
T = — .
,9) b_a/a (33 5 )g(x)dl‘
Integrating by parts, we have

/ab (x—a;b)g(x)dm:;/ab(x—a)(b—x)g’(x)dx

to give (see also [8, p. 366])

(2.4) Tt g) =
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Since ¢ is absolutely continuous, ¢ (t) — f ¢’ (u) du, and by the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we have from (2.2)

T(e9) = 5 up // t— s (21 t_s )dtds
2 (Jd () du )dtds
tls/t (u)] du)dtds
e[ veree

(by (2.3) and (2.4) for g (x )_/a ' ()] du)

b—a2

\/\ ||
@‘
|
@
\\
\\
< ~
|
CIJ
l\')
/‘\/—\/‘\
|
V2l

b
, 2
- 5= | im0 0= 0l ) du.

and the inequality (2.1) is proved.
To prove the sharpness of the constant =, assume that (2.1) holds with a constant
C > 0, namely,

(2.5) T (p,¢) <

b
<75 [@-a6-2) @

If we choose ¢ (x) = x, then we observe that

b e
A [ 0 e = 02

and by (2.5) we deduce C > 1. 1

Remark 1. The inequality (2.1) in an equivalent form, with a =0 and b =1 was
obtained by Ostrowski in [8, p. 372]. However, he did not consider the sharpness
of the constant %

The following Griiss type inequality holds.
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Theorem 1. Let f,g : [a,b] — R be two absolutely continuous functions on [a,b]
with (- —a) (b— ") [f'1?, (- —a) (b— ") [¢']° € L[a,b]. Then we have the inequality

1 b 2 2
20 Tl < T = ( [ @-a6-2 @) dm)

A

A
=
‘ —
&
N
—
(=)
—
=
|
S
SN~—
—
S
|
&
=
—
o)
I_‘l\)
QU
3)
~
[N

The constant % and % are best possible in (2.6).

The proof follows by (2.1) and by the fact that, using Korkine’s identity and
Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality for double integrals,

(T(f,9)*<T(f,f)T(9,9)-

We omit the details.
The following inequality of Griiss type holds.

Theorem 2. Assume that g : [a,b] — R is monotonic nondecreasing on [a,b]
and f : [a,b] — R is absolutely continuous with f' € Lo [a,b]. Then we have the
inequality

b
(2.7) T (f, )|_2< )Ilfll /(I*a)(b*x)dg(w)-

The constant % is best possible.

Proof. We have, by Korkine’s identity, that

b b
/ / (@) — F () (9. () — 9 (v)) dady

- \my)(g(x)g(ymdxdy

”f/“ //\x— —9(y))| dxdy
_ ||f|| // — g (y)) dzdy

= ||f ||
where £ (z) =z, z € [a, b] .
Using the following identity obtained by Ostrowski in [8, p. 366] for the mono-
tonic function y : [a,b] — R

T (f.9) = %

—a

I /\

b
T(6) = 55y | (b-o) @@y (o).

that may easily be proved on applying the integration by parts formula for Stieltjes
integrals, we deduce (2.7).
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Now for the sharpness. Assume that (2.7) holds with a constant D > 0, that is

D b
(2.9 1.9 < 5 Il [ =) b-2)dg @),
If we choose f (z) = g(x) =z, x € [a,b], then obviously
1
() = g5 06— af, 7 =1,

10 1
b_a/a (x—a)(b—x)dng(b—a)z

and so, by (2.8), we deduce D > 1. 1

Remark 2. If, in addition to the hypotheses of Theorem 2, we assume that the
function g is absolutely continuous on [a,b] and ¢’ € Lo [a,b], then

b b
/(wa)(bfx)dg(z) - /<xfa><bf:c>g’<x>dx

b
< ol [ @-a)0-2)ds
= 20—l
providing the following refinement of the Cebysev result (1.4)
1 b
. < —|If — —
20 Tl < gl [ G- @-2ds@

1 2
< =|f ! —a)”.
< I l9l 6= a)
In (2.9) the constants 1 and - are best possible.

Another result of this type is incorporated in the following.

Theorem 3. Assume that f, g : [a,b] — R are continuous on [a, b] and differentiable
on [a,b] with ¢’ (t) # 0 for each t € (a,b). Then we have the inequality

(2100 |T(fg) < ‘ Ll re9
/ b
gﬂ%_a) § /(x—a)(b—x) ¢ (2))° da.

The first inequality in (2.10) and the constant % in the second inequality are sharp.

Proof. Applying Cauchy’s mean value theorem, for any ¢,s € [a,b], with ¢ # s,
there is an 77 between ¢ and s such that

[fF@)—f)]g () =1[g®) —g(s)f (n),
and thus
I

‘f(t)—f(S)
7

gt)—g(s)

§ ‘

o}

for any t, s € [a,b] with ¢ # s.
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Using Korkine’s 1dent1ty (2.2), we deduce

Tl < s / / (7 () — £ () (9 (t) — g (5))] deds

=W j (9(t) — g (s))* dtds
(bla // (s))? dids
= Hf: T(g.9),

and the first inequality in (2.10) follows.

The second inequality is obvious by Lemma 1.

The sharpness of the inequalities may be proved in a similar way as in Theorem
2 and we omit the details. I

3. APPLICATIONS FOR TAYLOR’S EXPANSION

Let I C R be a closed interval, let ¢ € I and let n be a positive integer. If
f: T — Ris such that f(") is absolutely continuous, then for each z € I

(3'1) f(x)zTn(f;a,x)—i—Rn(f;a,x),

where T}, (f;a,x) is Taylor’s polynomial, i.e.,

n —a k
(3.2) T, (f;a,z) = Z(ET)J”(’“) (a)

k=0
(note that f(©) = f and 0! = 1), and the remainder is given by

(3.3) R, (f;a,2) = % / ) (z— )" D (1) dt.

We note that, many authors have considered recently different perturbations for
Taylor’s formula and pointed out bounds for the remainders that are, some times,
better than the ones provided in the classical case. The reader may consult for
example [5], [1] and the references therein. This motivates our interest to apply
the Griiss type inequalities obtained before in pointing out different bounds for the
remainder in the perturbed Taylor’s formula below.

Using Theorem 1, we may point out the following perturbation of the Taylor’s
expansion.

Theorem 4. Let f : I — R be such that {1 is absolutely continuous and a € I.
Then we have the perturbed Taylor’s formula:
n+1
T—a
(34) f (@) =T (fra,2) + ((n+)1), [/5a,2] + G (f10,2)

and the remainder G, (f;a,x) satisfies the estimation

3.5)  1Gn(f;a,2)|

<7y lr—al

5 ol [ a0 [fo 0] a)

a
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for any x € I, where

{fm;a’x] _ ™ (@) - ™ (a)

r—a

is the divided difference.

Proof. If we apply Theorem 1 for f — (z —-)", g — f*1) we deduce

(3.6) xia / "= 0y SO (1) e
_fv1a/j(“”_t)ndt'a:1a/;f(nﬂ)(t)dt‘
< (=" =)
« | [0 o] @
:%.nilu_aw% /:(t—a)(x—t)[f(”+2)(t)]2dt2,
r(a= - = [Cemoma- [ [Ce-ona)
(nfl)“’(x a)®"

Using (3.1) and (3.6), we deduce the representation (3.4) and the bound (3.5). I
The following result also holds.

Theorem 5. Let f : I — R be such that f™+Y) is absolutely continuous and
ftY >0 on I. If a € I, then we have the representation (8.4) and the remainder
G, (f;a,x) satisfies the bound

(3.7) G (f1a,2)| < |(3;L—_Ci|; {f(n) (z) ‘; ™ () [f("_l);a,x} } 7

for any x € 1.

Proof. We apply Theorem 2 for f — (z —-)" and g — f("*1) to get

(3.8) xfa/au(fc—t)nf("ﬂ)(t)dt
1 x " 1 v
_I_a/a (x —t) dt-m/{l f( -H)(t)dt‘
- 7an71 ¥ . - (n+2) _
—2|x—a|"|x | /a(t a) (xz —t) f"F (t)dt'. K.
Since

[ ama = @ar= [ 0= ot o)
= (=) [f" @) + 1 (@] ~ 277 @) - 1" (@),
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then

K —nle o {f<"> (@) + 1™ (@) [10-s0,4] } |

Using the representation (3.1) and the inequality (3.8), we deduce (3.7). 1
Finally, we may point out the following result as well.

Theorem 6. Let f : I — R be such that f**1) is absolutely continuous. If a,x € I
and there exists a constant M () such that

(3.9) £ @) < M@)o~ 1" for t€ la,a] ([wa]),

then we have the representation (3.4) and the remainder Gy, (f;a,x) satisfies the
estimate

(3.10) Gy (fra,2)| <

n 1
n+1 (n+1)!

M (z) |z —a" .
Proof. We apply Theorem 3 for g — (z — )" and f — f*+1 to get

: / "= ) D (1) e

r—a
1 xr 1 T
o (n+1)
x_a/a (1) dt z_a/a f (t)dt'

T ((w=)" (@ =)")
_ x).izx_a%z
TRNCE A

giving the desired result (3.9). I

(3.11)

(

IN

3

)

_|_

4. APPLICATIONS FOR THE GENERALISED TRAPEZOID FORMULA FOR n—TIME
DIFFERENTIABLE FUNCTIONS

Let f : [a,b] — R be a function such that the derivative f(*~1) (n>1) is
absolutely continuous on [a,b]. In [2], the authors have obtained the following
generalisation of the trapezoid formula:

b n—1
(4.1) /Gf(t)dt—k_o(k_il_l

)! {(fﬂ - a)kJrl f(k) (a) + (71)k (b— x)k+1 f(k) ()

—/ 0" 1 (1) e

Theorem 7. Let f : [a,b] — R be such that f) is absolutely continuous on [a,b].
Then we have the representation

The following perturbed version of (4.1) holds.

2 / f @) di = (k+1) @ =@ O @)+ (1 - ) )]

(@—a)" + ()" (b—a)""
(n+1)!

+ [f(”fl);a,b} + S, (f,2),
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where the remainder Sy, (f,x) satisfies the estimate

(43)  ISa(h2) < =L Vh—a[B, (x)}

V2 nl

x(/%hwﬂw4ﬂﬂ“”mfm>i
and By, (x) is defined by

) e U g [ )
(44) By (x) = (b—a)(2n+1) -

n+1 + (_1)71 (iE _ a)nJrl 2
(n+1)(b—a)

for any x € [a,b].

Proof. If we apply Theorem 1 for f — (z —-)" and g — f("), we obtain

(4.5) blaqu_Wmeﬂﬁ
e[ era g [0
< \% T (=) (o — )
Since

b b 2
T«xwz@o%bia/'@wﬁﬁ<bia/<xwwg — B, (),

then, by (4.1) and (4.5) we deduce the representation (4.2) and the bound (4.3).
We omit the details. |

It is natural to consider the following particular case.

Corollary 1. With the assumptions in Theorem 7, we have

' S (b T K (k)
4.6 t)dt = -1 b
o) [ s Z%w+m!(2 ) @)

(53) B ] 5.0

and the remainder Sy, (f) satisfies the bound:

1 (b—a)""?
un s s 5

1 ey
2n+1 (n—|—1)2

b 2
X ( / (t—a)(b—t) [f<”+1> (t)} dt>

1
2
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The following result also holds.

Theorem 8. Assume that f(™) (n > 2) is absolutely continuous and f™**tY >0 on
[a,b]. Then we have the representation (4.2) and the remainder S, (f,x) satisfies
the estimate

(4.8) |Sn(f,x)|§(ni1)![;(ba)+ g;a;—br1
‘(b—a) {f(nl) (a) -g fn=1) (b) _ [f(nfz); b, a} }

for any x € [a,b].

Proof. If we use in Theorem 2 for f — (z —-)" and g — f), we get

b
(4.9) ﬁ / (= 1) £ (1) dt

1 h 1 f
—b_a/ (x—t)"dt-m/ F () dt

b

< sl —ap—aP ™ [Ta- 000/ @ a
1 a+b|]""

2
Using (4.1) and (4.9) we deduce (4.8). 11

2
) {f(n_l) (a) _|_f(n—1) (b) B [f(n—Q);b7 a:| } .

Corollary 2. With the assumptions in Theorem 8, we have the representation
(4.6). The remainder Sy, (f) satisfies the bound

1 n
R sy o TR U
) {f(n_l) (a) ;_ f(n—l) (b) _ |:f(n—2);b7 a:| } .
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