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ON THE APPROXIMATION OF THE INTEGRAL MEAN
DIVERGENCE AND f-DIVERGENCE VIA MEAN RESULTS

P. CERONE AND S.S. DRAGOMIR

ABSTRACT. Results involving the approximation of the difference between two
integral means are utilised to obtain bounds on the Integral Mean Divergence
and the f—divergence due to Csiszar. The current work does not restrict the
functions involved to be convex. If convexity is imposed then the Integral
Mean Divergence is the Hermite-Hadamard divergence introduced by Shioya
and Da-te.

1. INTRODUCTION

A plethora of divergence measures have been introduced in the literature in
an effort to tackle an important issue of many applications of probability theory.
Namely, that of an appropriate measure of difference or distance or discrimina-
tion between two probability distributions. These measures have been applied in a
variety of fields including: anthropology, genetics, finance, biology, signal process-
ing, pattern recognition, approximation of probability distributions, computational
learning and so on.

The reader is referred to the paper by Kapur [17] and the book online [1§]
by Taneja for an extensive presentation of various divergence measures. Many,
although not all, are special instances of Csiszar’s f—divergence [1] - [3], Dy (p, q).
Assume that for a given set x and a o—finite measure pu, the set of all probability
density functions on u is

(1) 0= {plpix~ R p@ 20, [p)dnt) =1},
X
The f—divergence introduced by Csiszar [3] is then defined by

(1.2) Dy (p,q) == /p(x)f <ZE§3) dup(x), p,q€Q,

where f is assumed convex on (0, 00). It is further commonly imposed that f (u) be
zero and strictly convex at u = 1. Shioya et al. [14] present three basic properties

of Dy (p, q) as:
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2 P. CERONE AND S.S. DRAGOMIR

(p.1) Non-negativity: Dy (p,q) >0, with equality if and only if
p=qony.
(p-2)  Duality: Dy (p,q) = Dy (q,p), f*(u) =uf(3)
(p.3) Invariance: Dy (p,q) =Dy (p.q), fT(w)=f(u)+c(u—1), ceR.
For f convex on (0,00) and f(u) = 0 and strictly convex at v = 1 then

(p.1) holds. It may still hold if f is not restricted to these convexity proper-
ties. Properties (p.2) and (p.3) hold for any f with (p.3) relying on the fact that
J, (@ (@) —p(x)) du(z) = 0 since p,q € .

For g convex, Shioya and Da-te [13, 14] introduced the Hermite-Hadamard di-
vergence measure

a(z)

p(x)
(1.3) DYy (p,q) = /p(a:) Wdu (z).
X p@)

and showed that properties (p.1) — (p.3) also hold for DY, (p,q) .
By the use of the Hermite-Hadamard inequality, they also proved that, for g a
normalised convex function, the following inequality holds:

11 1
(1.4) D, <p, P+ Qq) <Dy (p.q) < 5Ds (P, q)-

2. THE INTEGRAL MEAN DIVERGENCE

The current paper will make use of the following result by the authors and
coworkers, [10] providing an estimate of the difference between integral means.

Theorem 1. Let g : [a,b] — R be an absolutely continuous mapping with ¢’ €
L [a,b] so that ||¢'||,, = ess sup |¢' (t)| < oo then for a < ¢ < d < b the

t€la,b]
inequalities
b 1 d
(2.1) bf/ syt [ o
Lot Y ,
< {4+<(b—a)—(d—c)> [b—a—(d—o)]llg'll.
< Slo-a)— @]l
hold.

The constants i and % in the above inequalities are best possible.

Remark 1. It should be noted that if we define the integral mean of a function g ()
over the interval [a,b] by

ﬁf:g(t)dt, b#a
(2.2) M (g;a,b) :=
g(a), b=a
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then the results of Theorem 1 may be written as
(2.3) M(gia,b) = M(g;e,d)] < Cla,c,d,b)lg']
1
< Sl=d+-allyl,

where

ol [htae]

The second inequality in (2.3) is obvious from the first on noting that A®> + B? <
(A+ B)?, for A, B >0 and using (2.4).

It should finally be noted that even if the requirement for ¢ < d in Theorem 1 was
omitted, the results would still hold. The requirement was made for definiteness.
We define the integral mean divergence measure

p(z)M(g) (q(m))du(w),

p ()

(2.5) Don(g) (p,q) = /

X

where, from (2.2)

L [Fgwdu, z#1
(2.6) M(g) (2) =M (g;1,2) =

g(1), z=1

We note that if g (-) is convex, then (2.5) — (2.6) is the Hermite-Hadamard diver-
gence measure DY, ,; (p, ¢) defined by (1.3), so named by Shioya and Da-te [13] since
they utilised the well known Hermite-Hadamard inequality for convex functions to
procure bounds. They showed that

p+gq 1
27) Dy (1251) < Dl (00) < 30, (0.
where the lower bound is the generalised Lin-Wong g—divergence and the upper
bound is one half of Csiszéar’s divergence, (1.2). In (2.7) g (-) is both convex and
normalised so that ¢ (1) = 0.

The following theorem produces bounds for the integral mean divergence measure
Doy (g) (p, q) defined by (2.5) — (2.6) where g (-) is not assumed to be convex.

Theorem 2. Let g : R — R be absolutely continuous on any [a,b] CR. Ifp,q € Q

thenwithOSrSlﬁRandr§%§R<ooforx6Xwehave

(2.8) | Don(g) (p,a) — M (g; 7, R)|

, R—r p(z) [Rp(x) — q(z)]
||goo{ . —(1—7“)/X(R+1_T)p(x)_q(x)d/i(ff)}

R—r 1—r 2 ,
5 - (R-1) (RJrlr) ] 19'] oo

R—r
< .
< 9k

IA
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Proof. Let a=r,b= R and ¢ =1, d = z then from (2.3) we have

/
< Rozt1-r) ol

- 2
which, upon choosing z = (i) for x € x we obtain
(29) ’M (g;l,q(”“”)) —M(ng)‘ < cC <7"71,q(x)73) 9/l
p(z) p(x
N N 19"l
< [(B=r+Dp(@) —q@)] =5,

where C (a,c,d,b) is as defined in (2.4).

On multiplication of (2.9) by p () > 0 for all x € x and integration with respect
to the measure p we obtain the first and third inequalities of (2.8). Here we have
used the fact that

q(x) A4+ B? _A+B AB
(2.10) p(m)c<r’1’p(x)’R>_2(A+B)_ 2 ~A+B
with A= Rp(z) —¢q(z) and B=(1—7r)p(z).
Now, to obtain the second inequality in (2.8) we have

p@ B @ —q@] R 1or
(R+1-7)p(z)—q(z) R+1—rp() (R+1_T)2q()
__1-r ¢* (z)
(R+1-r)> (R+1-r)p(x)—q(z)
Hence
(2.11) —(1_T)/ (;J(rxi [i%f)(?(;)q—(?(]x)d”(x)

- e ()
N N
+<Ril—r> /<R+1_3);()x) ()dﬂ(fﬂ).

Further, since 0 < r < qu; < R then & < pgmg < 1 giving

L 1 oo
ML -1 (R4 1—r) 2@ g B o1

T qw)

Thus

)

¢ (x) B R
| e @) < o [ @ = 2
which gives from (2.11)

p(@) [Rp (@) — g (w) 1—r \?
e12) -0-n [ St e < - (i s) @0

Substitution of (2.12) into the first inequality in (2.8) produces the second and thus
the theorem is completely proved. |
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Remark 2. If p(z) = q(x), for x € xg and p(x) # q(x) for x € xx where
X = Xg U xn then from (2.5) and (2.6) we have

Doniyy (00) = 9(1) / p () dps ()
q(z)

+/X p(z) ﬁ/lpmg(u)du dy (z) .

N p(x)
The degenerate case occurs if x = Xg-

Corollary 1. Let the conditions of Theorem 2 hold and let t € [0,1], then the
following bounds for the parametrised integral mean divergence measure
Doy (g) (p,tq + (1 —t) p) hold. Namely,

(2.13) | Dan(g) (ptq + (1 — ) p) — M (g; 7, R)|

r+R
< IS5 -1 0= Dy 00
+R (1-r)°
< 4 ! -1
> Hg ||oo {: D) + R—r—t (]% _ 1)
<

R—r
/
191 (5.

where Don(g) (P, q) is defined by (2.5) - (2.6), M (g;a,b) by (2.2),

(2.14) Dy = [ (@) £ (L5 ) du o).
with
(2.15) ) =[(R—r+t)—tz]".

Proof. Substitution of tq (x) + (1 —t) p(x) for ¢ (x) in the first inequality in (2.8)
produces

| Dan(gy (p: tq + (1 —t) p) — M (g7, R)|

B (R+t=1)p(a) —tg (x)
190 { 25— 0= [ o) = e )}

IN

= ol {5 - 0= [ o)t
=0 [ D@ gzt dne))

from which the first inequality is procured, where h (p, ¢, z;t) is given by f* (M)

p(w)
from (2.15). That is,
1
(R—r+t)—t(&§)

p(z

(2.16) h(p,q,z;t) =
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Now, to obtain the second inequality we note that, from (2.14) — (2.16),

() [re

= suplh(p,q,z;t)].
TEX

(2.17) Dy (p,q) < sup|f
TEX

Further, we have that r < % < R, x € x so that some manipulation gives

1 1

2.1 _— < 1) < .
(2.18) Rorgi(=n Shpemd < g — gy

That is,

f%ﬂs¢(§g>sfwm

since f* (u) is an increasing function of w.

Using (2.18) in (2.17) gives the second inequality in (2.13).

The third inequality may be obtained on noting that the second inequality in
(2.13) produces the coarsest bound when t = 1.

The corollary is now proved. I

Remark 3. If g is L—Lipschitzian so that it satisfies |g () — g (y)| < L |z — y| for
allz,y € [a,b] ([r, R]) then the results of this section hold with ||¢’|| . being replaced
by L.

3. THE f—DIVERGENCE OF CSISZAR

The techniques of the previous section will now be applied to approximating
Csiszar’s f—divergence Dy (p, ¢) as defined by (1.2), where here, f is not necessarily
convex.

The following proposition involving the divergence measure D,m (p,q) will be

required, where
(31) z%m@ﬂ>me»1(ﬁg)mMuux m 1

We note that D, (p,q) is the well-known variational distance.

Proposition 1. Suppose that real numbers r, R exist such that 0 < r < % R <
oo forallz € x and r <1 < R. Then for integer m > 1,

m

(32) (1_Tm>Dv(p,q)§Dvm (p.q) < (R _1>Dv(p7Q)

1—1r R—-1

with equality holding if m = 1. If Q(I) =1 for all x € x then equality is obtained for

(@) _

the first inequality. For 1 @ =

an equality.

R for all x € x then the second inequality becomes

Proof. From (3.1) we have that

1_(qm»>’1—($%)m
p

(3.3) awmwz/pw
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Now, let z = 4(@) then for r <z<R,

p()
1—rm 1-—2m R™ -1
< )
1—r 1—-z |~ R-1
which upon substitution into (3.3) gives (3.2).
If m = 1 then we obtain D, (p,q) . For % =r, or % = R for all x € x then
we have
m—1
(1-rmy< T -
|

The following theorem holds.

Theorem 3. Let g : R — R be absolutely continuous on any interval [a,b] C R. If
p,q € Q, then with0 <r <1< Randr < M§R<oofo7"m€)(wehave,for

p(x)
g(t)=f"(t) and f" € Lo [r, R] <||f/l|oo =ess sup I (@] < OO) :
(3-4) 1Dy (p,q) = f (1)]
< 1 { 5D ) - 3D (0

+<1—r>2/|p<x>—q<x>|e<x>du<x>}

< 150 [ D)+ 3D ()]
< 1 [R5 Do

where

(3.5) 0 (z) = p (@)

(R+1—-r)p(z) —q(x)

D2 (p,q) is as given by (3.1) with m = 2, and D, (p,q) is the variational distance
defined by (3.1) with m =1, namely

(3:0) Dy (p.0) = [ Ip(e) - ()| dn (@),

Proof. The proof follows closely that of Theorem 2. From (2.3) we have on taking
a=r,b=Rand c=1,d =z and so with g (¢t) = f' (t)

‘f(R)f(T)f(Z)f(l)
R—r

z—1

\ <CL 4R |,

f(R) = f(r)
R—r

where ¢ (t) = f' () and C (a,¢,d,b) is as defined in (2.4).

31 |re-ra-c-n( )] <o =11C (L5 R S
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Choosing z = % for € yx in (3.7), multiplication of the result by p(z) > 0
and integration over y with respect to the measure p we obtain

Dr )~ ) [ pwydne) + (H5=HD) [ o) - @) it
< I [

a(z) _ 1’p($)0 (r,l,q(x) R) dp () .
We note from (2.4) and (2.10) that

p(x) p(x)’
q(z)
P (765 7)

1 (Bp(x) —q@)*+ (1—r)*p*(x)
2 Rp(z)—q(z)+1—r)p(z)
_ (R+1—T)p(w)—Q(w)_(1_T)p(x)(( Rp(z) —q(x )

(3.8)

_ BHl-np@)—q@) oo (1=7)*p* (x)

- 5 L= @) - a @)
_ r+R o p(x)+q(2) (1—r)°p*(2)

= 5 @ 2 T REl-—mp@) —q@)

giving from (3.8)

D)~ f@ < 11 { SR [ @) - a@ldute)

-5 r@ (;8)—1 ap (2)

2 [ (@) —a@) -p()
= /X<R+1—r>p<a:>—q<x>d”(‘”’“’)}'

Here we have used the fact that p(-) and ¢ (-) are densities with respect to the
measure space [ on x.

Now, for the second bound in (3.4). We note that since r < % <R xz€x
then from (3.5),

1
R—r+1-r 1—7r
Utilizing this upper bound in the first inequality of (3.4) produces the second after
some simplification. In particular, we have used the fact that

<f(z) <

1
D, (p,q) — §Dv2 (p.q)

Il I
= 53
— —
8 8
~ ~
I |
Q Q
ONNGC)
—
— =
| =
= N
—~ |
&
17~
—
8
~
[
IS
=
—
&
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We note that the second inequality in (3.4) can be obtained by using the second
inequality in (2.3) directly. Finally, using the fact that

1er<1+ 2@ g4 g
p(r)

gives the third inequality. i
Corollary 2. Let the conditions of Theorem 3 persist and let t € [0,1], then the

following bounds for the parametrised divergence measure Dy (p,tq + (1 —t) p) hold.
Specifically,

(3.9) Dy (pitg+ (1 —t)p) — f(1)]

] o {(T 2 e 1> D, (p,q) + %f? (p,q)

IN

+<1—r>2/|p<x>—q<x>|e<x,t>du<x>}

R 1—r)? .
< tlf”lloo{ T; —1+(1(t)R721r Du(p,q)+;D(p7Q)}
R 1—r)?
<t | —r>§]Dy<p7q>,
where
O (z,t) = p(z)

(R+t—r)p(x) —q(z)
and D, (p,q) is the variational distance defined by (3.1) with m =1 and

(- 2

Proof. Substitution of tq () + (1 — t) p (x) for ¢ (z) in (3.8) gives on using the fact
that p (), ¢ () are densities over the measure space p on x then

q(x)

1_p($)

(3.10) D(p.q):= / p ()

.11 Dy (nta+ (L~ 1)p) ~ £ (1)
" tq(.%‘)—(l—t)p(ib) _
< Il [ | ]

" t
= e [ 0@ = a@IH (at) di (o),

where

H(p,q,z,t) :==p(x)C (7’,17
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which, upon using (2.4) gives

H (p,q,x,t)
1[(R+t-1)p(@) —tq(=@)]* 1—1)*p* ()
2 (R+t—1)p(x) —tq(x)+(1—7r)p(z)

_ Bt-rmp@)—te@) o [EBHE-Dp(e) —tq(z)
- 3 =2 | R p (@) —te @)
_ REt0p@) —ta@) (1= 1)*P (@)

- > A=nr ) Y R =) - @)
CO[rER ]t (1= )P (@)

= [ p@+ 0@ -+ e

Substitution of H (p, ¢, x,t) into (3.11) gives the first inequality in (3.9). Now, for
the second, we note that

! <O (x,t) < !
- - z - -
(R+t—r)—tr ’ 1-t)R+t—r
since r < % < R, z € x and so utilising this upper bound in the first inequality

of (3.9) produces the second.
The final inequality results on noting that

I 1C D
(3.12) 1-R<1 p(x)gl :

The theorem is now completely proved. I

Remark 4. Taking t = 1 in the first and second results in (3.9) reproduce those
presented in (3.4). The coarsest bounds for the two results are different. Further,
taking t = 1 in (3.9) gives

‘Df (pyq;rp) f(l))

e (222 1) 0. )

o o302

e 0=0 [ —a@le (ng ) du)

||f;|oo{ ST, ]mp,q)
2| (1= 5 ) e}

1 2

2 T4
g
[E {M_H(l_ﬂpbﬂ—r)}},

IN

IN
3|~

r

)
)

IN

<1
2 2 4 R+2(1-7)
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4. THE CONNECTION BETWEEN INTEGRAL MEAN DIVERGENCE AND THE
f—DIVERGENCE

It may have been noticed that there is a duality between Dy (p,q) and
Dy (p,q), the Integral Mean divergence and f—divergence examined in the pre-
vious sections.

We note that if

(4.1) f(z):=M(g)(2),
where M (g) (z) is as defined in (2.6) then
(4.2) Dy (p,q) = Dan(g) (p: q)

and so the integral mean divergence is a particular instance of the f—divergence.
Contrarily, if we take

(4.3) g)=f®)+@E—-1)f ()
then

/lzg(t)dtz/lzf(t)dt-i-/lz(t—l)f’(t)dt

and so
1 z
4.4 t)dt = .
(14) — [ o=
Further, allowing z — 1 in (4.4) gives g (0) = f (0).
Taking z = % in (4.4) and multiplication by p (z) over x with respect to the

measure p then gives

Don(g) (p,9) = Dy (p,9) -
Thus the f—divergence is a particular case of the integral mean divergence with
the relation (4.3) holding.
The above relationships hold for f and ¢ replace by ff and gt where

Rt (u)=h(u)+c(u—1), ceR

since both Doy (g (p, q) and Dy (p, q) satisfy the invariance property (p.3) as defined
in the introduction.

The following lemma was proved in Qi et al. [12] which is useful for our discussion
of the integral mean divergence.

Lemma 1. Assume that if f” (t) exists on R then if f (t) is an increasing (convex)
function on R then the arithmetic mean of f (t)

1 S
f)ydt, r#s,
(4.5) b (r,s) = S‘T/r

f(r), r=s.

is also increasing (convex) with both r and s.

We note that the arithmetic mean (4.5) is equivalent to (2.2).

The above lemma implies that if f () exists on R then for convex f (), M (f;r,s) =
¢ (r,s) is also convex in each direction. That is, if f” (¢) exists on R and f(+) is
convex, then both Dy (p, q) and Doy (p,q) are jointly convex in p and g ([4]).
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5. RESULTS FOR FUNCTIONS OF BOUNDED VARIATION

The following less restrictive result allowing a larger class of functions was proved
in Cerone and Dragomir [11].

Theorem 4. Let g : [a,b] — R be of bounded variation on [a,b] then for a < ¢ <

d<b

Lo Lo Va (9)
. — - < a
60 s [ewa- = [e@a] < Bacap
where
(5.2) B(a,c,d,b):%[bfd+c—a+|bfd—(cfa)ﬂ

and \/Z (g9) represents the total variation of g (t) over [a,b].
The constant % is best possible.

It should be noted that the requirement for ¢ < d was imposed for definiteness.
All that is needed is that ¢,d € [a, b].

The following theorem holds for the integral mean divergence, Dgy(g) (p,q) de-
fined by (2.5) — (2.6) where g is of bounded variation.

Theorem 5. Let g : R — R be of bounded variation on any [a,b] CR. Ifp,q € Q

thenwithOSrﬁlﬁR,r§%§R<ooforx€xwehave
(5.3) | Dan(g) (p,q) — M (g;7, R)|
R—r R+ p(z)+q() Vy (9)
< [ 5 +/x 5 p(x) + 5 du (z) oy
R

R+1
= V().
where M (g) is as defined by (2.6).

Proof. Let a=r, b= R and ¢ =1, d = z then from (5.1) we have

R
MUg:1,2) ~ M{gir, B)| < B (51,2, 1) Yo )
which, upon taking z = % for z € x gives
q(x)) ’ < q(z) > Vi (9)
5.4 Mlgl,—= | —M(grR)| <B(nr]1, R r ,
(54) ’ (9155 ) ~ Mt p@ ") B

where B (a,c,d,b) is given by (5.2).

Multiplication of (5.4) by p(x) for € x and integration with respect to the
measure p produces the first of the inequalities in (5.3). The second is obtained by
using the fact that |A — B| < |A| + |B] and that both p, ¢ € Q defined by (1.1). I

Corollary 3. Let the conditions of Theorem 4 hold, then for t € [0, 1], the param-
eterised integral divergence measure Dey(g) (p,tq + (1 —t) p) satisfies the following
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inequalities. Namely,

(5.5) | Dang) (p,tq + (1 =) p) = M (g;7, R)|
< B[] 1) pe - e -] dnie)| %

[max{l —rR—1}+ %Dv (p, q)} .

IN

where Dy, (p,q) is the variational distance defined by (3.6).

Proof. Substitution of tq (z) + (1 —t)p (z) for ¢ (z) in the first inequality of (5.3)
produces the first inequality in (5.5).
The second is obtained from the fact that |A — B| < |A| 4 |B| so that

/

< |5 [r@ne + 5 [ 10 -a@idne).

(R;-T _1)p(x)_;(q(:p)—p($))‘dﬂ($)

Now, since fxp(;v) dp (z) = 1and £-2 4 | B — 1| = max {1 — r, R — 1} the second

inequality as stated in (5.5) results. I
Remark 5. We note that for R —1 > 1 — r then the second (or third) inequality
in (5.5) provides a tighter bound than the second in (5.5).

The following theorem provides approximations for the f—divergence.
Theorem 6. Let g : R — R be of bounded variation on [a,b] C R then if p,q €

andOSrSlSR,T§%§R<ooforx€Xwehave,forg(t)zf’(t),
(5.6) |Ds (pyq) — f (1)
< {Rz_rDv(an;D(p,q)
1 ¢ () ¢ () V. ()
—|—2/Xp(x)l—p(x ‘R—(l—r)—p(w) (m)}R—r
—r . Rp
< HRQ +;maX{R—1,1—T}}DU(p,q)—;D(p,q)}\/R’"(‘i)
3 1-r 1|r+R Vi ()
= [4(Rr)+ > 32| 2 1” R—r’

where Dy, (p,q) is as given by (3.1) with m =1 and D (p,q) is defined by (3.10).

Proof. The proof follows that of Theorem 4. Takinga=7r,b=Randc=1,d==z2
in (5.1) gives with g (t) = ' (¢)

V. ()
R—1r"~

61 |16 - s - - (KLY

with B (a,c,d,b) being defined by (5.2).

)‘ <|z—1|B(r,1,2z,R)
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Taking z = % for € x in (5.7), multiplication by p (z) and integration over
x with respect to the measure p gives

(5.8) 1Dy (p,q) — f(1)]
Vo ) fla@ s 1@ N
< 0 i o8 (1 55 R) i)
Now, from (5.2)
q(z) _ Brr o (@) —p(@)
p(x)B(T,l,p(zyR) = 2 p() 9

5 1(R= (1= )p() — (@)

and so substitution into (5.8) gives the first inequality in (5.6).
For the second inequality, we observe that since r < az) < R then

p(z)
- <R-(1-m 1@ o p_
(1=n<R-(-n-L8 <r1
giving
(5.9) R—(l—r)—q(x) <max{R-1,1-r}.

p(x)
Using (5.9) in the first inequality of (5.6) gives the second.
The final inequality results from (3.12) so that

_al@)
! p(x)Sl
and so
Lo e a@)
w0 = 5 [p@ |- E0 (1= L5 ) e
1

<
producing the third inequality in (5.6).

Corollary 4. Let the conditions of Theorem 6 hold, then fort € [0,1] the parametrised
version of the divergence measure introduced by Csiszdr, Dy (p,tq+ (1 —t)p) sat-
isfies the following results. That is,

(5.10) Dy (pitg+ (1 —t)p) — f (1)]
t

2{(Rr)Dv(p,Q)+t/XP(x>

IN

< S[(R—r)+t(1—r)+max{A4, B} D, (p,q) ~o——

where max {A, B} = max {|(1 =) (1 = A) = A[,[1 = A = A(1 = )|} with A = £==.
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Proof. We commence from (5.8) with ¢ (z) being replaced by tq(x) + (1 —t) p(x)
so that

(5.11) Dy (ptg+ (1 —1t)p)— f (1)
< Y01 [ - g5 (r T2 R o)

Now, from (5.2),

tg(z)+ (1 —t)p(z)
p(z)B (r, 1, @) ,R>

= AR+ 1-r)p(@) ~t@) + |0+ Rt —2)p(e) g ()]}

and so upon substitution into (5.11) produces the first inequality.
Now, from (3.12) we have

3 Cq@) _
(5.12) 1-R<1 p($)§1
and so ()
q(x
—t(R—l)St(l—p(x))St(l—r)
and
1-t)(R—1)—(1—7) < R—l—(l—r)—i—t(l—;gi;)

< (R-1)—-(1-t)(1-r).

Let A = }1{_’; and so % =1— )\ giving

L 3 _q(x)
1-t1-=N-X < 1 2>\+t(1 p(x))
< 1=-A=X(1-1).

That is,
(z)
5.13 1—-2\+t(1-
19 o (133
< max{|(1—-¢t) 1 =X =A,1=A=X1-08)]}.
Using (5.11) and (5.13) in the first inequality of (5.10) produces the second. I

hSEES)
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