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MULTIPLICATIVE OSTROWSKI AND TRAPEZOID INEQUALITIES

PIETRO CERONE!, SEVER S. DRAGOMIR?:3 AND EDER KIKIANTY#*

ABSTRACT. We introduce the multiplicative Ostrowski and trapezoid inequalities, i.e. providing bounds

for the comparison of a function f and its integral mean in the following sense:

() exp [—ﬁ/ﬂblogm)dt} and  f(b)5=4 f(a)P=4 exp {—ﬁ/ablogf(t)dt].

We consider the case for absolutely continuous and logarithmic convex functions. We apply these

inequalities to provide approximations for the integral of f and the first moment of f around zero, i.e.

/(;b f(x)dx and /ab xzf(x)dz

for an absolutely continuous function f on [a,b].

1. INTRODUCTION

Comparison between functions and integral means is incorporated in Ostrowski type inequalities. The

first result in this direction is due to Ostrowski [27].

Theorem 1.1. Let f : [a,b] — R be a differentiable function on (a,b) with the property that |f' (t)] < M

for allt € (a,b). Then

T — a+b

b
(1) f(:v)—ﬁ/ £t dt] < i+ 2 oM, welal].

The constant % is the best possible in the sense that it cannot be replaced by a smaller quantity.
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More inequalities of Ostrowski type have been generalised for functions which are not necessarily
differentiable, namely, absolutely continuous, Hoélder continuous and convex functions. We refer to Section
2 for the details of these inequalities.

Inequalities providing upper bounds for the quantity

(2)

; r € [a,b]

Tr—a a — X b
LR CULUN Sy T

are known in the literature as generalized trapezoid inequalities. It has been shown in Dragomir [7] (cf.
Cerone, Dragomir and Pearce [5]) that

r — atb

2
b—a

<

r—a a — X b
5 0@ 0BT O L [

b—a

-4
2

b
] V()
for any x € [a,b], provided that f is of bounded variation on [a,b]. In particular, we have the trapezoid

inequality

@ ‘f(a)+f(b)_b1a/f(t)dt

<

b
\ ().

DN =

2

The constant % is the best possible. The trapezoid inequalities have also been developed for other types
of functions, such as absolutely continuous and convex functions. We refer to Section 2 for the details of
these inequalities.

Motivated by the above results, we intend to develop the Ostrowski and trapezoid inequalities. In
particular, we are interested in the multiplicative Ostrowski and trapezoid inequalities, i.e. providing

bounds for the comparison of a function f and its integral mean in the following sense:

b—x
a

b o b
f(x)exp [_b—la/ log f(t) dt] and f(b)*=« f(a)?== exp [_b—la/ log f(t) dt].

We summarise the results concerning absolutely continuous functions and logarithmic convex functions
in Section 3. In Section 4, we apply these inequalities to provide approximations for the integral of f and

the first moment of f around zero, i.e.

/abf(z) dz and /b of(z) dz

a

for an absolutely continuous function f on [a, b].
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2. RESULTS CONCERNING THE OSTROWSKI AND TRAPEZOID INEQUALITIES

This section serves as a reference point for the developments of the Ostrowski and trapezoid inequalities.

Readers who are familiar with these developments may skip this section.

2.1. Ostrowski inequality. The following results for absolutely continuous functions hold (cf. Dragomir

and Wang [20] — [22]).

Theorem 2.1. Let f : [a,b] = R be absolutely continuous on [a,b]. Then, for all x € [a,b], we have:

'f<x>—b1a/ F(0) di

1 g att?2 , o
[4+( = ) }(b—a)lf oo » if f' € Loo [a,b];
a+1 a+1 é 1
1 r—a b—zx . i / .p gl
< (a—&-l)é |:(ba) + (bfa) :| (b a’) Hf ||ﬁa fo ELB [a7b]
Lii=10a>1
z—atb
5+ 5= s

where ||-[|(q4, (v € [1,00]) are the usual Lebesgue norms on Ly [a,b], i.e.,

t€la,b]

1
b r
190 asg.00 = €55 sup lg (O] and lglly., = ( / |g<t>|rdt> 7€ [1,00).

1

- and
(p+1)?

The constants %,

% respectively are sharp in the sense presented in Theorem 1.1.
The above inequalities can also be obtained from Fink’s result [23]. If one drops the condition of absolute

continuity and assumes that f is Holder continuous, then one may state the result (cf. Dragomir et al.

[18] and the references therein for earlier contributions):

Theorem 2.2. Let f :[a,b] = R be of r — H—Hdlder type, i.e.,

(5) |f(z) = f(W| < Hlz—y|", for all x,y € [a,b],

where r € (0,1] and H > 0 are fized. Then, for all x € [a,b], we have the inequality:

(=) "+ =) oo

H
r+1

<

b
(6) |f(ar)—b_1a/ o

The constant ﬁ s also sharp in the above sense.
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Note that if r = 1, i.e., f is Lipschitz continuous, then we get the following version of Ostrowski’s

inequality for Lipschitz continuous functions (with constant L > 0) (cf. Dragomir [8])

2
1 o — atb
< 4+< b—j ) (b—a)L,

where z € [a,b]. Here the constant % is also best possible.

b
") ‘f(:v)b_la/ ()t

Moreover, if one drops the condition of the continuity of the function, and assumes that it is of bounded

variation, then the following result may be stated (cf. Dragomir [11]).

b
Theorem 2.3. Assume that f : [a,b] = R is of bounded variation and denote by \/ (f) its total variation.

a

Then,

_ atb
2

b—a

1
=+

<
2

a

(®) ‘f(w)—bla/ 7 (1) d

b
] (f)

for all @ € [a,b]. The constant 5 is the best possible.

If we further assume that f is monotonically increasing, then the inequality (8) may be improved in

the following manner [9] (cf. Dragomir and Rassias [19]).

Theorem 2.4. Let f : [a,b] — R be monotonic nondecreasing. Then for all x € [a,b], we have the

inequality:
b b
’f(x)—bfa/ o <bfa{[2x—<a+b>}f<w>+/ sgn(t—x)f(t)dt}
) < -l @)~ f @]+ b= ()~ f@)])
o atd
s[b . ][f(b)f(a)]-

All the inequalities in (9) are sharp and the constant % 18 the best possible.

The case for the convex functions is as follows [13]:

Theorem 2.5. Let f : [a,b] CR — R be a convex function on [a,b]. Then for any x € (a,b) one has the

inequality

b
o % (b=2)’ fi(0) = (@ —a)’ fL(@)] < [ Ft)dt—(-a)f(2)

<

(=) £ () = (x = )* 1. (a)] .
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The constant % is sharp in both inequalities. The second inequality also holds for x = a or x = 0.

For other Ostrowski’s type inequalities for the Lebesgue integral, we refer to Anastassiou [1]; Cerone
and Dragomir [2], [4]; Cerone, Dragomir and Roumeliotis [6]; Dragomir [8], [9] and [16]. Inequalities for
the Riemann-Stieltjes integral may be found in Dragomir [10], [12]; while the generalization for isotonic
functionals was provided in Dragomir [15]. For the case of functions of self-adjoint operators on complex

Hilbert spaces, see the recent monograph by Dragomir [17].

2.2. Trapezoid inequality. If f is absolutely continuous on [a,b], then (see [3, p. 93])

(x—@fm»+w—wfw>_bialfﬂwﬁ

b—a
2
1 x_aT% ! : /
Z+ b_a (bia) ||f ||[a7b]7o@? lf f GLOO [a?b]7
1
(11) 1 z—a)\ b—z\9] )
<9 (@+1)'e (b—a> " (b—a) (- £ a3 f" € Lp[as 0],
p>1, %+ % =1;
1 o — atb
[2 — ] 17 a0
for any x € [a,b]. Here, | - ||[4,5,p are the usual Lebesgue norms.
In particular, we have
1 , o
HOSY T i€ Loo[a,8]:
1 1/q / . /
fl@+fe) 1 " =) fl,, i € Lyad],
(12) > p—a), SO = 20+ : !
11 _ 1.
p> 1, P + ri 1,

1
S,

1 1

1 2 7e and % are the best possible.

The constants
Finally, for convex functions f : [a,b] — R, we have [14]

b

(b=a) [y @)~ (@-a) fL@)] SO-2)fO)+@-a)f@)- [ ()

N |
INA

(13)

IA
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for any = € (a,b), provided that f” (b) and f! (a) are finite. As above, the second inequality also holds

for x = a and z = b and the constant % is the best possible on both sides of (13). In particular, we have

) HOSI [f; (a;b) — 1 (‘L;bﬂ f(a);f(b) _bia/abf(t) »

SO—a) [0~ 1 (@)

IN

<

The constant % is best possible in both inequalities. For other recent results on the trapezoid inequality,

we refer to Dragomir [13], Kechriniotis and Assimakis [24], Liu [25], Mercer [26] and Ujevic [28].

3. RESULTS

‘We present our main results in this section.

3.1. Multiplicative Ostrowski inequalities. We start with the first of our main theorems.

Theorem 3.1. Let f : [a,b] — (0,00) be an absolutely continuous function and v,T' € R such that
vf(t) < f(t) <Tf(t), for almost allt € [a,b].

Then, we have

1177(127 7.%2 b x—an 7‘%2
(15) exp P( 2)(b_1;()b ) } < f(x)exp lb_la/a log f(t) dt] < exp [F( 2)(b—ng ) } ,

for any x € [a,b]. In particular, we have

16) e |- <7 (25 ) ew [—bi / log £(1) dt} <ewp |30 =)0

The constant % is best possible in (16).

Proof. We use the Montgomery identity

b
a7) o) = 5= [ ateyde=

x b
- [/a (t—a)g'(t)dt—k/z (t—b)g’(t)dt]

where g : [a,b] — C is absolutely continuous on [a,b]. If we write (17) for the functions g(¢) = log f(¢),

then we get

b T ! b !
(18) log f(z) = bia/ logf(t)dt—i—ﬁ V (t—a)J;((Z)) dt+/ (t—b)J;((Z)) dt}.
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Taking the exponential of (18), and multiplying the result by exp [—ﬁ fj log f(t) dt}, we have

b - , b )
R e [ [ TR

which can be considered as the multiplicative Montgomery identity. Now, since

<T, foralmost all ¢ € [a, ],

it implies that

which is equivalent to

(20) %v(x —a)? < /l(t —a) M0 dt < %F(w —a)?

Also,

which is equivalent to

1 b () 1
(21) —5T (0 —2)? S/w (=) dt < —5(b—a)”

Adding inequalities (20) and (21) and dividing the resulted inequalities by b — a > 0 gives us

N N A ()
bV Ry A ALy dt}

[D(z —a)® =~(b—x)?],

=)
—
8
|
Q
~—
(V)
|
—
—
(=
|
8
~—
N
IA

= 2(b—a)

e R . . . _ a+b
for 2 € [a,b]. Utilising (19) and (22) we get (15); with (16) as its special case, i.e. when x = %£2. The

proof for the best constant is given in Remark 3.2 (via the sharpness of 1 in (23)). O

Remark 3.2. If |f/'(t)] < M f(t) for almost every ¢ € [a,b], then by (15), for v = —M and I' = M, we

get

exp [_b_Ma ((x— a;—b>2+i(b—a)2>] < (@) exp [—b_lcl/ablogf(t)dt]
< exp [bj\_fa ((l’— a;b)Q—i—i(b—a)Q)] .
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In particular, we have

(23) exp [—iM(b—a)} < (“;b) exp [—b_la/ablogf(t) dt] < exp BM(b—a)},

with i as a best constant. To verify this, suppose that (23) holds for constants A, B instead of —% and

i, respectively, i.e.

b

(24) exp[AM(b—a)] < f (“ . b ) exp [—bla / log f(¢) dt]
b

(25) exp[BM(b—a)] > f <a42rb> exp [_b—la/ log f(t) dt]

Suppose in (24), f(z) = exp(|z — 2£2|), thus M = 1, and we have

exp [A(b — a)] < exp [—i(b - a)] .

Since the exponential function is strictly increasing, we now have A(b — a) < f%(b — a); which asserts

that A < —1% since a < b. Now suppose in (25) that f(z) = exp(—|z — %F2|), again, M = 1 and we have

exp [B(b—a)] > exp B(b - a)] .

By similar arguments, we conclude that B > 1.

3.2. Multiplicative trapezoid inequalities. Similarly to the results in Subsection 3.1, we have the

results for multiplicative trapezoid inequalities in the following.

Theorem 3.3. Let f : [a,b] = (0,00) be an absolutely continuous function and ~,T" € R such that
vf(t) < f'(t) <Tf(t), for almost allt € [a,b].

Then, we have

— 22 T (z —a)? b—=z z—a b
e IOt [—bla [ oe s dt}

rb—z)?—~(x - Q)T
2(b—a) ’

(26)

SeXP{

for any = € [a,b]. In particular, we have

b
@) e |-5-0- 0] < VI e [—bi [ ross0 dt} < exp {0 =)0 )]
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The constant & is best possible in (27).

Proof. We use the generalised trapezoid identity

— X r—a a b b
(28) G )g(b?:i )g()—bia/g(t)dtz ! /(t—:c)g’(t)du

that holds for any = € [a,b] and g an absolutely continuous function. If we write (28) for the function

g(t) = log f(t), then we get

—x)lo r — a)lo a b
® )lgf(bzﬂ:i >1gf<>_bla/alogf(t>dt
b !
(20) = bia/ﬁxﬂ}ft;dt
£

R R N (O DR RN 1)
- bal/a“ g e+ ] U(t)dt]’

for x € [a,b]. The identity (29) is equivalent to

b—=x
a

b
F(b)v=a f(a)= exp *ﬁ/ log f(t) dt

(30) t
I R T Y R A1) @
- p{ba[/a ¢ )f(t)dH/x(t )f(t)dtH’

for & € [a,b], which is the multiplicative generalised trapezoid identity. Similarly to the expositions in

the proof of Theorem 3.1 and using the assumption that

f'(0)
v < o) <T, for almost all ¢ € [a, b,
we have
1 2 2 1 ) f't) ’ f't)
T R B V =g e+ [ -7 dt}
< 2<b1_a) 06— )2 — y(x —a)?].

Taking the exponential of (31) and utilising (30) we get the desired result (26); with (27) as a special

case when z = “E2. The proof for the best constant is given in Remark 3.4 (by inequality (32)). O

Remark 3.4. If |f/'(t)| < M f(t) for almost all ¢ € [a, b], then by (26) we get (for v = —M, ' = M):

M a+b 2 1 2 b—ax T—a 1 b
exp{—(b_a) l(x— 5 ) +4(b—a)]} < f(b)*=a f(a)?== exp l—b_a/a 1ogf(t)dt]

comf 25 (e 222) o]




10 P. CERONE, S.S. DRAGOMIR AND E. KIKIANTY

for any x € [a,b]. In particular, we have

a

(82) e [—iM(b - a)} < V@) exp [—bla / "log £(1 dt} < exp EM(b - a)} ,

with i as the best constant. To verify this, suppose that (32) holds for constants C, D instead of —i and

%, respectively, i.e.

(33) exp [CM (b — a)]

IN

b
F@F®) exp [—bi [ reest0) dt]

(34) exp [DM (b — a)]

v

b
f(a)f(b)exp [—bia / log f(t) dt] .

Suppose in (33), f(z) = exp(—|z — “E2]), thus M = 1, and we have
1
exp [C(b—a)] < exp [4(1) - a)} .

Since the exponential function is strictly increasing, we now have C(b — a) < —%(b — a); which asserts

that C < —1 since a < b. Now suppose in (34) that f(z) = exp(|z — 2F2|), again, M = 1 and we have
1
exp [D(b — a)] > exp [4(1) - a)] .
By similar arguments, we conclude that D > i.

4. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we apply the results from Section 3 to provide approximations for the integral of f and
the first moment of f around zero. We start with the following subsection regarding the inequalities for

logarithmic convex functions, as tools to help us in providing the above mentioned approximations.

4.1. Inequalities for logarithmic convex functions. If f : [a,b] — (0, 00) is logarithmic convex, that

is, log f is convex, then log f is differentiable almost everywhere and

) _ L)
ONION

fi(a) _
@ <log f(t) =

Also, by Hermite-Hadamard’s inequality we have the bounds

b
(39) ouf (“57) < 5= [ w0 an < PELOSEI oy /)



From (15), we have

IN
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for all = € [a,b]. Utilising (35), we have

IN

IN

IN

("5 e

for all z € [a, b]. Utilising (35), we have

for all x € [a, b].

IN

IN

f (a;rb> exp

fi0) i0)
2(b—a)

“fla) =

20 A

i b2~ T
2(b—a)

4.2. Integral approximations. Recall the error function:

erf(x)

erfi(z)

2 /T g
— e " dt;
VT Jo

—i erf(iz).

11
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Proposition 4.1. Let f : [a,b] — (0,00) be an absolutely continuous function and v,T" € R such that

vf(t) < f(t) <Tf(t), for almost allt € [a,b].

Then we have the following estimates for the integral of f on [a,b]:

% [erf (\/1;7) — erf (\/;E)] exp [b_la /ab log f(t) dt + %

[erﬁ (\/2;0) — erfi (&)] exp lbia /ab log f(t) dt — ’2721 ;

where a = (I' — ) /(b — a). Furthermore, if f is log convez, then we have

(G- )

£ e () o ()] o ().

IN
:\
o

-
—

5]
S—

IS8

8

IA
gl

IN

We—a? -T-w)?® _ _ T-y ( W-ay\* (b-anl
(40) 2(b — a) B Q(ba)( F’Y) 2(0—9) "

Fz—a)?—yb-2)2 = I-—x by—al\*  (b—anT
(41) 2(b— a) - 2(b—a)< F—v) 2(F—9)

e
so now (40) and (41) become
(42) o “Te—af 2 gy 2L
2(b—a) 2 2a
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We integrate (15) with respect to x over [a,b]. We observe the integral

ool = () [l g
= \/Zexp (;Z) /f exp(—u?) du
() () o)

- () b))

Performing similar calculations, we get that:

I

|
g
o

e (E)l) (2]

Thus (15) becomes:

V() () ()]

Multiplying the above by exp [ bia f; log f(t) dt] gives us the desired result. The last set of inequalities

follows from (37), coupled with the fact that both functions erf and erfi is monotonically increasing. [

Proposition 4.2. Let0 < a < b and f : [a,b] — (0,00) be an absolutely continuous function and v,T' € R

such that

~f(t) < f(t) ST f(t), for almost allt € [a,b].
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Then we have the following estimates for f; zf(x)dex

oo 15 [ s {2 (o (2072 oo (1052))
f e (3) o (75) (7}

() dzx

IA
p\

IN
@
k)
o)
| —— |
o~
‘H
IS
T~
o
5}
o
&H
—
)
QU
=
—_
= —

where

Proof. We multiply (15) with > 0 and integrate the resulting inequality with respect to x over [a,d].

We observe the integral

I
| =
/|\
@
I
o
I/~
=2
—
>
N
S
N~—
N~
+
@
>
o
/?
v
"
+
[N
ﬁ
™
—
@
>
ko)
/~
"
| —|
@
=
=
/~
w‘*ﬁ
Q
N~
|
@
=
=5
I/~
I\D‘Q
Q
N~
—_

Performing similar calculations, we get that
(b — z)?
d
2(b—a) ] o

b
exp( a)/ xeXp x—ﬁg)} T
= exp( ;Z) [_/m wexp(—u?) du + [ﬁg/m i) exp(—u?) du

{F x—a)
T exp



MULTIPLICATIVE OSTROWSKI AND TRAPEZOID INEQUALITIES 15
_ ’7F 1 2 ’72 \/? T 0%
= exp ( 2a> [a (exp ( 5 exp % + % Bo | erfi NG erfi Tae
1 I'—a) v(b—a) \/7 ~T r vy
o (exp ( 5 ) exp ( 5 + 7% B2 exp 70 erfi NG erfi N

Thus (15) becomes:

i (oo (7)o (57 artew () [ () = ()]
< [ on |- [l
< w5 o () e () e () e ()]

Multiplying the above by exp [ﬁ ff log f(t) dt} gives us the desired result. (]

Remark 4.3. The inequalities in Proposition 4.2 can be simplified in the similar manner to that of Propo-
sition 4.1 by assuming that f is logarithmic convex and using the estimates for exp [ﬁ f: log f(t) dt}

in (37).
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