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ON OSTROWSKI LIKE INTEGRAL INEQUALITY FOR THE
CEBYSEV DIFFERENCE AND APPLICATIONS

S.S. DRAGOMIR

ABSTRACT. Some integral inequalities similar to the Ostrowski’s result for
Cebysev’s difference and applications for perturbed generalized Taylor’s for-
mula are given.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [5], A. Ostrowski proved the following inequality of Griiss type for the dif-
ference between the integral mean of the product and the product of the integral
means, or Cebysev’s difference, for short:

bia/abﬂx)g(x)dxb_lajabfm)dmbia/abg(x)dx

(b—a) (M —m) ||f/||[a,b],oo

(1.1)

<

ool =

provided g is measurable and satisfies the condition
(1.2) —co<m<g(z) <M< oo forae. z€la,b;

and f is absolutely continuous on [a,b] with f’ € Lo [a,b].

The constant % is best possible in (1.1) in the sense that it cannot be replaced
by a smaller constant.

In this paper we establish some similar results. Applications for perturbed gen-
eralized Taylor’s formulae are also provided.

2. INTEGRAL INEQUALITIES

The following result holds.

Theorem 1. Let f : [a,b] — K (K=R,C) be an absolutely continuous function
with f' € Lo [a,b] and g € L1 [a,b]. Then one has the inequality

b_lafabﬂx)g(x)dxb_la/:fmdx-b_la/abgm)dx

1 b a+b
A

2
The inequality (2.1) is sharp in the sense that the constant ¢ = 1 in the left hand
side cannot be replaced by a smaller one.

(2.1)

dz.

b
g(m)—ﬁ/ g(y)dy
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Proof. We observe, by simple computation, that one has the identity
1 b 1 b
z)da:—m/a f(z)dx - b—a/a g (x)dx

S b-al,
:bia/ab [f(x)—f(a;-bﬂ [g(x)_b—la abg(y)dy] de.

Since f is absolutely continuous, we have

/c;f/(t)dth(x)_f<a;b>

and thus, the following identity that is in itself of interest,

(22) T(f.9):=

b T b
(2.3) T(f9) = bia/ ( mf'(ﬁdt) [g(x)—bla/ g(y)dy] dx
holds.
Since
Ot < o= s sup 170 = fo - 2 17
te[w, 252
(te[*F.2])

for any x € [a,b], then taking the modulus in (2.3), we deduce

b b
Tl [ o 9@ - 5= [ oWy

1 b 1 b
. / _ ot
mﬁ%{w”hﬁﬂm}b—al ’ g b—aliﬂw@’“
“;’b,b],oo}

max {||f/||[a a4] o0 ||f/||[
b
(x)—ﬁ/ g9 (y)dy| dx

1 b
Xb—al X
1 b
(x)*m/a g9 (y)dy|dx

1 b
/
1 Voo 525 | |7
and the inequality (2.1) is proved.
To prove the sharpness of the constant ¢ = 1, assume that (2.1) holds with a
positive constant D > 0, i.e.,
1 b
rjﬂmuw—inz /mm
—a,

1
ngmMmjha/

a+b

IN

dx

2 10 gy

IN

a+b
2

a+b
2

a+b
2

(2.4)

2

a+b‘
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If we choose K=R, f(z) =2 — %2 2 € [a,b] and g : [a,b] — R,

-1 if z€ [a, %]
g(r) =

1 if xe(%*b,b],

then

b b b
[ t@e@de- o [ fade o [
I b

- b—a/a

a
—a

‘dm:

2 4 7
1 b a+b 1 b b—a
b—a/a T = 2 )9(33)—[)_(1/&9(?/)652/6590— 1
/ _
1/ la,0,00 = 1
and by (2.4) we deduce
b—a b—a
<D-
4 - 4 7

giving D > 1, and the sharpness of the constant is proved. I

The following corollary may be useful in practice.

Corollary 1. Let f : [a,b] — K be an absolutely continuous function on [a,b] with
/'€ Lo la,b]. If g € Lo [a,b], then one has the inequality:

(2.5)

b b b
o [t @i [ = [ @
b
< =) iy 9= 5= [ oy

The constant % s sharp in the sense that it cannot be replaced by a smaller constant.

la,b],00

Proof. Obviously,

1t a+b 1t
R A \g<x>—b_a/ag<y>dy dr
1t 10 a+b

_ d . - d

<9 b_a/ag(y)y b_a/asc ‘x
[a,b],00
b—a 1 b
1 g—m/ﬂ g(y)dy[b]

Using (2.1) and (2.6) we deduce (2.5).
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Assume that (2.5) holds with a constant E > 0 instead of 1, i.e.,
I I I

- do — —— do - —— d

bia/a f(@)g(z)dz b—a/a f(z)dx bfa/a g (z)dz

1 b
g—m/a 9(y)dy

If we choose the same functions as in Theorem 1, then we get from (2.7)

b—a

(2.7)

SE®-a)lf g,

la,b],00

<E(b-a),
givingEZ%. |

Corollary 2. Let f be as in Theorem 1. If g € Ly [a,b] where %Jr % =1,p>1,
then one has the inequality:

1 b 1 b 1 b
b—a/af(x)g(x)dx_m/a f(f)dx-m/ag(x)dm
b—a% 1 b

< o s [ 9wy
2(g+1)" @ fa.bp

The constant % s sharp in the sense that it cannot be replaced by a smaller constant.

Proof. By Holder’s inequality for p > 1, 1% + % =1, one has
1 b
b—a /a o
1 b
b—a </a “

1 [(b — )ttt

S .
b—a|27(g+1) (/a g(x)_m/ag(y)dy

_ M b N b p ) i

C 2(g+ 1) (/a g(x) b_a/ag(y)dy d) .
Using (2.1) and (2.8), we deduce (2.8).

Now, if we assume that the inequality (2.8) holds with a constant F' > 0 instead
of % and choose the same functions f and g as in Theorem 1, we deduce

(2.8) dx

b
g(ﬂf)-ﬁ/ g(y)dy

dx></

_a+b
2

_a+b

b
I L.

1

P z
da:)

N
dm)

b— F
@ < +(b—a), ¢>1
SN CE L
1
giving F > % for any ¢ > 1. Letting ¢ — 14, we deduce F > %, and the

corollary is proved. 1

Finally, we also have
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Corollary 3. Let f be as in Theorem 1. If g € Ly [a,b], then one has the inequality

bjfa”lbf<x>g<x>dxb_favébf<x>dz-bjfablbg<x>dx

1 b
- d
g b_a/ag(y) Y

(2.9)

1 !
< 3 111,000

[a,b],1

Proof. Since

dzr

b
g(%)—ﬁ/ g(y)dy

1 b
bfa/a *

_a+b
2

a+b 1 b
< sup o - — ’g—b /g(y)dy
z€la,b] —a g [a,b],1
b—a 1 b
= —3 g—m/ag(y)dy
[a,b],1

the inequality (2.9) follows by (2.1). I

Remark 1. Similar inequalities may be stated for weighted integrals. These in-
equalities and their applications in connection to Schwartz’s inequality will be con-
sidered in [3].

3. APPLICATIONS TO TAYLOR’S FORMULA

In the recent paper [4], M. Matié, J. E. Pecari¢ and N. Ujevié proved the following
generalized Taylor formula.

Theorem 2. Let {P,}, oy be a harmonic sequence of polynomials, that is, P, (t) =
P,_1(t) forn>1,neN, Py(t)=1,teR. Further, let I CR be a closed interval
anda € I. If f : T — R is a function such that for some n € N, f(") is absolutely
continuous, then

(31) f(x)ZTn(f;aw)—FRn(f;a,x), r€el,

where

n

(3.2) T, (f;a,z) = f(a)+ Z (_1)k+1 [Pk (x) f(k) () — Py (a) f(k) (a)

k=1

and

x

(3.3) R, (fia,x) = (—1)" / P, (t) £ (1) dt.

a

For some particular instances of harmonic sequences, they obtained the following
Taylor-like expansions:

(3.4) f@)=TM (fia,2) + R} (fia,2), €l
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where
n k

35) IO (fran) = F@)+ Y Co (10 (@) 1 (1) 50 ()],
86) B (o) = S (- 25) e
and
(3.7) f@) =T (fra,2) + R (fra,2), wel,
where
(38) TP (fian) = fl)+ 5 @)+ f (@)

3] (@ —a)%

=2 gy Bk [ @) = £ (@)
k=1 )

and [r] is the integer part of r. Here, Bay are the Bernoulli numbers, and
3.9 RB) (. —(—1)" M/ B, | —— (1) (1) dt
39) AP (fam) = ()" [ (20 ) e gy
where B, () are the Bernoulli polynomials, respectively.

In addition, they proved that

(3.10) f@) =T (fia,2) + RP) (fia,2), zel,

where

(3.11) TF) (f:a,x)
[HTH] r—a 2k—1 kE_

— fae2y BT (2@'(4 Y [0 (@) 4 240 )

k=1 ’

and

B12)  RP(an= 0 [, (;‘) £ (1) d,

where E,, (-) are the Euler polynomials.
In [1], S.S. Dragomir was the first author to introduce the perturbed Taylor
formula

_ n+1
313)  f@) =T, (i) + G [ sae] + 6o (i),
where
“ (z—a)f

(3.14) T (f;0,2) = }; TRt AR )
and

[f(n).a x] ,: S8 (@) = f®) (a)

b b M T —a b

and had the idea to estimate the remainder G,, (f;a, x) by using Griiss and Cebysev
type inequalities.

In [4], the authors generalized and improved the results from [1]. We mention
here the following result obtained via a pre-Griiss inequality (see [4, Theorem 3]).
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Theorem 3. Let {P,}, .y be a harmonic sequence of polynomials. Let I C R be

a closed interval and a € I. Suppose f : I — R is as in Theorem 2. Then for all
x € I we have the perturbed generalized Taylor formula:

(3.15)  f(@) = Tu(fia,2)+(=1)" [Puss (@) = Puss (@) [fs0,2]
+Gy (fia, ).

For = > a, the remainder G (f;a,x) satisfies the estimate

(3.16) G (Fr0.0)| < EEVT (P PO T (2) = 7 (),
provided that f"tY) is bounded and

(3.17) [(z):= sup f"V(t) <0, 7(z):= i[nf ]f(”+1) (t) > —o0,
t€la,z] tela,x

where T (-,-) is the Cebysev functional on the interval [a,x], that is, we recall

xia/:g(t)h(t)dt—xia/:g(t)dtxia/;h(t)dt

In [2], the author has proved the following result improving the estimate (3.16).

(3.18) T (g,h):=

Theorem 4. Assume that {P,}, .y is a sequence of harmonic polynomials and
f:I =R is such that f™ is absolutely continuous and f™*tY € Ly (I). If z > a,
then we have the inequality

(3.19) ‘én (f;a,a:)’

Tr—a

e e S ()

(g x;“ [T (P P)E [0 (@) =y (@), if fO7 € Lo [a,w}>7

where ||-||, is the usual Euclidean norm on [a,x], i.e.,

bl = ()

Remark 2. If f("*V) is unbounded on (a,z) but f"+Y) € Ly (a,x), then the first
inequality in (8.19) can still be applied, but not the Matié-Pecarié-Ujevié result
(8.16) which requires the boundedness of the derivative flrtD),

fn+D) (t)‘z dt) : .

The following corollary [2] improves Corollary 3 of [4], which deals with the
estimation of the remainder for the particular perturbed Taylor-like formulae (3.4),
(3.7) and (3.10).
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Corollary 4. With the assumptions in Theorem 4, we have the following inequal-
ities

() (z —a)"" (n+1)
~(M . z a n+1).
(3.20) G, (f,a,:c)’ < Wxg(f »a,x),
(3.21) G» (f;a,x)’ < (z—a)"! [(129:;” “xo (f(”“);a,w) ;
(3.22) G (fa,)|
ni1 | (47T = 1) |Bopol 2 (272 — 1) Byyo ?]®
< 2(@—a) @+l CE]
and
' = et )
where, as in [4],
B _ n+1 _1\"
G (fra) = £ )~ T (o) - = L CU [0, 0],
G;B) (f;a,m) :f($)_TrLB (f;a,l’);
N 4(-1)" (z —a)" " (2772 — 1) Bio
(E) (¢. _ _ (n).
GE) (fra,2) = [ () ) [75a,]
Gn (fia,x) is as defined by (3.13),
1 2 273
B2 o (0 san) = [ e [ ([ saa])

and x> a, f*) € Ly [a, z].

Note that for all the examples considered in [1] and [4] for f, the quantity
o ( frtD. g x) can be completely computed and then those particular inequalities
may be improved accordingly. We omit the details.

Now, observe that (for z > a)

G (fra,2) = (-1)" (w = @) T (P S+ s 0,)

where T}, (-, -; a, ) is the Cebysev’s functional on [a,z], i.e.,

1 xT
T, (Pn’f(n-i-l);a’x) = / P, (t) fntD) (t)dt

x—af,

1 /a: P, (t)dt - 1 /w fnt) (t)dt
r—al), " T—al,
1 x

_ ) (1) dt — [Py ().
. _a/a P, (t) fV () dt — [Poiy; a, ] [f ,a,x] .

In what follows we will use the following lemma that summarizes some integral
inequalities obtained in the previous section.
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Lemma 1. Let h : [z,b] — R be an absolutely continuous function on [a,b] with
h € Ly [a,b]. Then

(3.25) |Ty (h,g;a,b)]

b
FO—a) W0 | = 25 S o )| € L fab
1
< Y H by y)d S1, 141
< 2<q+1>% 18 g, 00 |9 — 52 Ju 9 () dy wny TP st e
and g € L, [a,b];
b
%nh'u[a,b],ooHg—ﬁfag@)dyﬂ if 9 € L [a,b];
la,b],1
where
b
T, (h,g;a,b) : 7a/h dx—i/ — g (z)dx.
a

Using the above lemma, we may obtain the following new bounds for the re-
mainder G,, (f;a,z) in the Taylor’s perturbed formula (3.15).
Theorem 5. Assume that {P,}, .y is a sequence of harmonic polynomials and

f: T — R is such that f™ is absolutely continuous on any compact subinterval of
1. Then, for x,a € I,x > a, we have that

(3.26) ‘én (f;a,m)’

5@ =) | Pacil o0 [ F7FD = [0 a,2] |, if f) € Lo [a, ] ;

x],00
3+ .
= (z(qj-)l) ”P” 1”[&:1? oo Hf(n-‘rl) - [f(");a,w} H[a,x],p yp>1, zl)—i_ % =1
and f"tY € L, [a, 2] ;

% (‘T - a) ||Pn—1||[a,x],oo Hf(n+1) - I:f(")’ a’x] ||[a,x],1 :

The proof follows by Lemma 1 on choosing h = P,, g = f(" Y, b = z.
The dual result is incorporated in the following theorem.
Theorem 6. Assume that {P,}, oy is a sequence of harmonic polynomials and

f: I — R is such that f™+Y is absolutely continuous on any compact subinterval
of I. Then, for x,a € I,x > a, we have that

Gy (f;a,w)‘
)2 Hf<n+2)||[a,x], ||P [ n+1; @, 1’]” la,x],00
(z—a) + (n+2)
PSR I o o Al PRI LR LSRR TR
pr > 13 % + % =
% (CB - a) ||f(n+2)H[a,w],oo ”Pﬂ - [P"Jrl;a’x]”[avic]»l ’

The proof follows by Lemma 1.
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The interested reader may obtain different particular instances of integral in-
equalities on choosing the harmonic polynomials mentioned at the beginning of
this section. We omit the details.
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