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A NEW LOWER BOUND IN THE SECOND KERSHAW’S
DOUBLE INEQUALITY

FENG QI

ABSTRACT. In the paper, a new and elegant lower bound in the second Ker-
shaw’s double inequality is established, some alternative simple and polished
proofs are given, several deduced functions involving the gamma and psi func-
tions are proved to be decreasingly monotonic and logarithmically completely
monotonic, and some remarks and comparisons are stated.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [0], the following double inequalities were established:

exp [(1 — s)b(a+v3)] < m < exp [(1 —s)¢<x+ Sglﬂ )

where 0 < s < 1, z > 1, T is the classical Euler’s gamma function, and 1 is the
logarithmic derivative of I'. They are called the first and second Kershaw’s double
inequality respectively. There have been a lot of literature about these two double
inequalities and their history, background, refinements, extensions, generalizations
and applications. For more detailed information, please refer to [7, [8, [13] [15] and
the references therein.

The first main result of this paper is the following extension and refinement of
the second Kershaw’s double inequality (2)), which establishes a new and elegant
lower bound of inequality (2)).

Theorem 1. For positive numbers s and t with s # t,

(s—t)
o) o [L0) < VG 3)
I'(t)
where ; +t
s — s

are respectively the logarithmic mean and arithmetic mean of two positive numbers
s and t with s # t. Equivalently, for s,t € R and x > —min{s,t} with s # t,

yw@m»<{nx+@

1/(s—t)
I(z+ t)]

< V(A tiw)) (5)
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2 F. QI

where L(s,t;x) = L(z + s,z +t) and A(s,t;x) = A(x + s,z + t) for s,t € R and
x > —min{s,t} with s #t.

Recall [12| [14] 16] that a function f is said to be logarithmically completely
monotonic on an interval I if its logarithm In f satisfies (—1)*[In f(x)]*) > 0 for
k € Non I. Tt has been proved in [4, 9] 12, [14] that a logarithmically completely
monotonic function on an interval I must be completely monotonic on I. The log-
arithmically completely monotonic functions have close relationships with both the
completely monotonic functions and Stieltjes transforms. For detailed information,
please refer to [4, 9, [10, 17, 21] and the references therein.

The second main result of this paper is to prove the monotonicity of the following
two functions, which is a generalization of Theorem [1.

Theorem 2. For s,t € R with s # t, the function
Iz + s) /(s 1 6
Taro ST ©)

is decreasing and
1/(t—s
L+ )] s
I'(z+1)
is logarithmically completely monotonic in x > — min{s, t}.
By the way, a stronger conclusion than [2, Theorem 2.1] is obtained below.
Theorem 3. Let
I'(x)
f(x) = 8
)= o) - U@} )
for x € (0,00) and ¢ = 1.462632--- stand for the unique positive zero of the psi

function 1. Then the function f(x) is decreasing in (0,¢) and increasing in (c,0)
with

lim f(z)=occ and lim =+/2r. (9)

z—0t T—00

Consequently, for x € (0,00),
I'(z) > T'(c) exp{[r(z) — 1] exp[to(z)] + 1}. (10)

In next section, we shall employ simple methods and polished techniques to
verify these theorems.

In the third section, we shall give some remarks on these theorems and compare
these theorems with some known results.

2. PROOFS OF THEOREMS

Now we are in a position to prove our theorems by utilizing simple methods and
polished techniques.

The first proof of Theorem/|1. It is well known [Il, p. 259, 6.3.16] that the psi func-
tion 7 can be expressed as

w(1+z):_7+;i(i—zﬁ—,z):_’y+;<1_iiz> (11)
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for z # —k and k € N, where v = 0.5772156- - - is Euler-Mascheroni’s constant.
Integrating on both sides of (I1)) from 0 to z yields

(x
Inl 1) =— — — [In(2 —1Ini] . 12
AT 1) = et 3 { T It o) -l (12)
Utilizing (12) and subtracting InT'(y + 1) from InT'(x 4 1) gives
Inl(z+1)—Inl(y+1) = — +§:{—h1 )—m@+w@.u$
Since, by Lagrange’s mean value theorem,
. . r—yY
1 -1 = —7 14
n(i+ o) = In(i +3) = g (14)
where 6(i) is between x and y, which is equivalent to 6(i) = L(z,y;i) — ¢ with
0'(u) = % 1 > 0 which follows from the well known inequalities among
the arithmetic mean, logarithmic mean and geometric mean
p+q pb—q
A(p.q) = > = L(p,q) > vpa = G(p,q) (15)

2 Inp—1Ing

for positive numbers p and ¢ with p # ¢. See [11] and the references therein.
Thus, the function 6(7) is increasing with ¢ € N for fixed « and y. Furthermore, by
L’Hospital’s rule, it is easy to obtain

mnwn:x;y. (16)
Substituting (14) into (13)) and simplifying leads to
InT(z+1)—InT(y+1)
— 17
r—y v Z T+ 0 (17)
Employing the increasingly monotonicity of (i) and (16) in (I17)) reveals
(L(z,y;1)) = (1 +6(1))
B (1 1 InT(z+1)—InT(y+1)
B 7+;{i i+01}< x—y
1
< —v+ { } W(A(z,y;1). (18
Z | A (8)

Replacing  + 1 and y + 1 by s and ¢ in (18) and rearranging leads to (3).
Replacing s and ¢t by  + s and « + ¢ in (3) gives (5)). Similarly, replacing x + s
and z 4+t by s and t in (5) gives (3). The first proof of Theorem [1]is complete. O

The second proof of Theorem[1. Let f,((x) be the function defined by (6). Taking
logarithm of fs () and using mean value theorem shows
InT(x+s) —InT(z+1)

s—t

- /‘wx+udu—w@®Jw»

s—t

hl fs)t(l') =

- ¢(L(5, t; x))
(19)
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In [I3| Proposition 1], it was showed that inequality

Y (L(s, 1)) <—/ PO (u)du £ A(s, ;™) (20)

is valid for 7 being positive odd number or zero and reversed for i being nonnegative
even number. This implies In f, ;(z) > 0 and then f, ;(x) > 1. The left hand side
inequality in (5) follows.

Let gs.¢(x) be the function defined by (7)). Taking logarithm of g, ;(z) and using
mean value theorem as above, and considering the concavity of the psi function
and utilizing Hermite-Hadamard’s integral inequality [19] reveals

Ings . (z) = Y(A(s, t;2)) — A(z + s,z + t;9) > 0. (21)

The second proof of Theorem [1]is complete. O
Proof of Theorem 2. Differentiating (21)) leads to

I g (2)]® = ™ (A(s, t;2)) — Az + 5,2 + ;) (22)

for k € N. Since ¥(?*=1)(z) is convex and ¢(?*)(x) is concave, then by employing
Hermite-Hadamard’s integral inequality [19], it follows that (—1)*[In g, ,(z)]*) >0
for k € N. As a result, the function (7)) is logarithmically completely monotonic in
x > —min{s, t}.

From I'(z + 1) = 2T'(z), it follows that ¢(z + 1) = L + ¢(z). Substituting this

into (11) gives
7 I (1 1 03
o) === 1+ 35 5) (23)

for x > 0. Then equation (19) becomes

18 1 /1 1
In f, = - - ||d
B o) s—t/t [ x+u+iz_:(z H—x+u>} “

1

o0

1 1 1
+ L(s,t;x) ZX_;L i—l—L(s,t;x)}

- 1 1 / 1
=21 - - duf,
‘| i+ L(s,t;z) s—t ), i+x+u

i=1
and then
oo s 1 [L(s,t; )] 1
el Z{ / +x+u>2d“‘<x+s><x+t>w+L<s,t;x>P}

- o - [T} e

In order to prove the decreasingly monotonic property of the function (6), now it
is sufficient to show that

(z +s)(z+1)
Vitz+s)i+tz+t) —(x+s)(z+t)
for s,t € R and x > — min{s,t} with s # ¢. This follows clearly from inequality

Vitr+s)itaz+t) —(w+s)(z+t) >i (26)

< L(s,t;x) (25)
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which can be obtained easily by standard argument. The proof of Theorem 12| is
complete. (I

Proof of Theorem 3. Straightforward computation gives
In f(z) = InD(z) — [1h(z) — 1]e¥ @,
I f ()] = ¢(a)[1 - e’ @y’ ().

In [3, Lemma 1.2] and [5, p. 241], it was proved that e¥(®)¢/(x) < 1 for x > 0.
Thus, the function [In f(x)]" has a unique zero ¢, which means that the functions
In f(z) and f(x) have a unique minimum point ¢ in (0, 00). The monotonicity of
f(x) and inequality (10) are proved.

It is well known that lim, o+ I'(x) = co and lim,_ ¢+ 1(x) = —o0, hence it is
easy to see that lim,_o+ f(z) = oco.

In [2, Lemma 1.1], it has been proved that lim, .., f(z) = v27. The proof of
Theorem 13| is complete. ([l

3. REMARKS

After proving our theorems, now we would like to compare them with some
recent known results and to state several remarks.

3.1. Fort=1,0<s<1andz>1, the lower bound in (5) is better than that in
(2), since L(1, s;x) > x++/s by utilizing the logarithmic-geometric mean inequality
(15)) and simplifying. This means that the left hand side inequalities in (3) and (5]
improve and extend the left hand side inequality in (2)).

3.2. It was proved in [0, p. 248] that

1/(t—s)
Iz + t)} , (27)

T(z + )

where > 0, s > 0, t > 0, and ¥~! denotes the inverse function of .

Since the exponential function e” and the psi function ¢ (z) are increasing, in
order that the left hand side inequality in (5) is better than (27) for x > 0, s > 0
and t > 0, it suffices that L(s,t;x) > x + ¢~ 1(A(s,t;1)) which can be rearranged
as ¥(L(s,t;x) — x) > A(s,t;9). However, by L'Hospital’s rule and using the well
known Hermite-Hadamard’s integral inequality (see [1, [19]) and inequality (20) in
[13, Proposition 1], we have lim, . ¥(L(s,t;2) — x) = ¥ (A(s,t)) > A(s,t;¢) and
lim, g+ ¥(L(s,t;2) —x) = ¥(L(s,t)) < A(s, t;1). Consequently, the left hand side
inequality in (5) and inequality (27) for x > 0, s > 0 and ¢ > 0 do not include each
other.

exp (1 (z + & (A(s,£:)))) < [

b—a(z+a)

T'(z+b
in (—p,00). In order to obtain the best bounds in the first Kershaw’s dc()ubl)e
inequality (1)), the following sufficient and necessary conditions are presented in
[15]: The function Hyp () is logarithmically completely monotonic in (—p, co) if
and only if (a,b,¢) € {(a,b,¢) : (b—a)(1—a—b+2¢) > 0}N{(a,b,c) : (b—a)(la—b|—
a—b+2c) > 0}\{(a,b,¢c) :a=c+1=>b+1}\{(a,b,c) : b=c+1=1a+1}, and the
function Hy 4 () is logarithmically completely monotonic in (—p, 00) if and only if
(a,b,¢) € {(a,b,¢) : (b—a)(1—a—b+2¢c) < 0}N{(a,b,c) : (b—a)(la—b|—a—b+2c) <
03\ {(a,b,¢) :b=c+1=a+1}\{(a,b,¢c):a=c+1=0b+1}.

3.3. For real numbers a, b, ¢ and p = min{a, b, c}, let Hyp (x) = (z+¢)
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3.4. The double inequality (3) in Theorem [ corrects [2, Theorem 2.4].

3.5.  The logarithmically complete monotonicity of the function (7) has been proved
n [18]. However, the proof of this paper is simpler and more elementary.

3.6. From the monotonicities of the functions (6) and (7), inequality (3) and (5)
can be deduced easily.

3.7. The Fa4 di Bruno’s formula [20] gives an explicit formula for the n-th deriv-
ative of the composition g(h(t)): If g(t) and h(t) are functions for which all the
necessary derivatives are defined, then

Loeen= Y e T[[7H2] e
1<, i), 20 H zk' k=1

Pklszkl
1 kix=n

Applying (28) to g(z) = 1 and h(z) =In(z + s) — In(z + t) leads to

O"L(s, t;x) n! (—1)%!(s —t)
ozn g0 H i '[ln(:c—i—s) In(z + t)]i+
P =1 k=i k=1
A L kig=n

XH{ (/f 1! [(x—:s)k_(xit)k}}ik
o=yt > nl (—1)%il(s — t)

(@ +s)"(z +s)" (In(z + s) — In(z + t)]i+1

1 <n,ix >0 H 1!
P k=1 k=t k=1
re1 kig=n

Xﬁ[aH—s (—&-)]“‘

k=1
_ (—=1)"n! Z (=1)%!(s —t)i*t

(x+5)"(x+s)" [In(z + s) — In(z + £)]i+1!

1§1L<n i =0
|:> k=1 =t

, kig=n
o R
xHik!Lt/t(x—i—u) du}
k=1
(=1)™n! . i1 - [AS t.k(x)]lk
= (=1)%L(s, t; 2)]* ——— = (29)
(x4 )™ (x + s)” 1@_;;%20 kl;[l iz
P 1 Tk=1
Z:l kik:n
where
1 S
As,t;k(x) = ; (Z‘ + ’U,)k_l du. (30)
In particular, direct calculation yields
L(s, t; L(s,t;z))?
a (87 "r) — [ (‘97 7x)] > O (31)

Oz (x4 s)(xz+1)
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and

O?L(s,t;x)  2[L(s,t;x)]? ) .
0x2 (x4 5)2(x+1)2 [Ee,652) = Al )] < 0 32

by the logarithmic mean inequality (15). This means that the function L(s,t;x) is
increasing and concave in > —min{s,t} for s,¢ € R with s # t.

3.8. It is conjectured that the function (6)) is logarithmically completely monotonic
in z > —min{s, t} for s,¢ € R with s # ¢.
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