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GENERALIZATIONS OF SHERMAN’S INEQUALITY
BY HERMITE’S INTERPOLATING POLYNOMIAL

M. ADIL KHAN, S. IVELIC BRADANOVIC AND J. PECARIC

(Communicated by K. Nikodem)

Abstract. Generalizations of Sherman’s inequality for convex functions of higher order are ob-
tained by applying Hermite’s interpolating polynomials. The results for particular cases, namely,
Lagrange, (m,n—m) and two-point Taylor interpolating polynomials are also cosidered. The
Griiss and Ostrowski type inequalities related to these generalizations are given.

1. Introduction

We start with the concept of majorization which is exactly a partial ordering of
vectors and determines the degree of similarity between the vector elements.

For fixed m > 2, let x = (x1,...,X,) and y = (y1,...,ym) denote two m-tuples. Let
X[1] Z X[ Z - Z X[y and y[y] = Yp] = ... 2 Y|y be their ordered components. We say
that x majorizes y or 'y is majorized by x and write y < x if

k k m m
Zy[i] gZx[i]7 k:l7....,m—1, and Zyi:zxi. (l)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

A notation from real vectors may be extended to real matrices. Let ., (R) de-
notes the space of m x [ real matrices. A matrix A = (a;;) € A, (R) is called row
stochastic if all of its entries are greater than or equal to zero and the sum of the en-
tries in each row is equal to 1. A square matrix A = (a;;) € .4} (R) is called double
stochastic if all of its entries are greater than or equal to zero and the sum of the entries
in each column and each row is equal to 1.

The majorization theorem, due to Hardy et al (1929 [6]), gives connections with
matrix theory (see also [8, p. 333]).

THEOREM 1. Let x, y € R™. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) y=<x;

Mathematics subject classification (2010): 26D15.

Keywords and phrases: Majorization, n-convexity, Schur-convexity, Sherman’s theorem, Hermite’s
interpolating polynomial, Chebyshev functional, Griiss type inequalities, Ostrowski type inequalities, expo-
nentially convex functions.

The research of the second and third author has been fully supported by Croatian Science Foundation under the project
5435.

© t1€I'€N' Zagreb 1181

Paper MIA-19-87


http://dx.doi.org/10.7153/mia-19-87

1182 M. ADIL KHAN, S. IVELIC BRADANOVIC AND J. PECARIC

(ii) There is a doubly stochastic matrix A such that y = xA;

(iii) The inequality Y7 ¢(vi) < XM, @ (x;) holds for each convex function ¢ : R —
R.

S. Sherman [10] obtained the following general result.

THEOREM 2. Let [0, 8] C R and for fixed I,m € N, I,m > 2, let x € [o, B,
€ [a,B]™, ue [0,00)!, ve[0,0)" and

y= xAT andu =vA 2)

Sfor some row stochastic matrix A € M, (R). Then for every convex function ¢ :
[, B] — R we have

m 1

> Va9 (vg) 2 3)

q:l =

Sherman obtained this useful generalization replacing the classical concept of ma-
jorization y < x by the notion of weighted majorization (2) for two pairs (x,u) and
(y,v), where x = (x1,...,x;) and y = (y1,...,ym) are real vectors and u = (uy,...,u;)
and v = (vq,...,vy) are corresponding nonnegative weights. Here AT denotes the
transpose of a matrix A. In particular, if m =/ and u, = v, for all p,q=1,...,m,
the condition u = vA assures the stochasticity on columns, so in that case we deal with
doubly stochastic matrices. Then, as a special case of Sherman’s inequality, we get the
weighted version of majorization’s inequality:

2 upq)(}’p) < 2 “p¢(xp)~
p=1 p=1

Denoting U, = Zp (Up and putting y; =y, = ... =y = Usz | UpXp, We obtain

Jensen’s inequality in the form

1 & I &
(i B < o

In this paper, we recall generalizations of Sherman’s result for convex functions
of the higher order. Moreover, we obtain extension to real, not necessary nonnegative
weights u, v and matrix A. For some related results see also [1], [2], [7].

In sequel, we always assume that [, B] C R without having to be emphasized.

The notion of n-convexity was defined in terms of divided differences by Popovi-
ciu [9]. A function ¢ : [0, B] — R is n-convex, n > 0, if its nth order divided differ-
ences [xo, ...,X,; ¢ are nonnegative for all choices of (n+ 1) distinct points x; € [c, 8],
i=0,...,n. Thus, a O-convex function is nonnegative, a 1-convex function is nonde-
creasing and a 2-convex function is convex in the usual sense. If ¢") exists then ¢ is
n-convex iff q)(”) >0 (see [8]).
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2. Preliminaries

Let o <ay<ax<...<ar< P, (r=2) be the given points. For ¢ € C"([a, 3])
(n > r) a unique polynomial py(s) of degree (n — 1) exists, such that Hermite condi-
tions hold: ‘ _
pi () =00 (), 0<i<k, 1<j<r, (H)
.
where ¥ kj+r=n.

j=1
In particular, for r = n, k; =0 for all j, we have Lagrange conditions:

pr(aj) = ¢(aj), 1<j<n.
For r=2, 1<m<n—1, kk=m—1, kp, =n—m— 1, we have Type (m,n—m)
conditions: ' |
Pfiz.n)(w = ¢ (a), 0<i<m—1,
Py (B) =0 (B), 0<i<n—m—1,
For n=2m,r=2 and k; = k; = m — 1, we have Two-point Taylor conditions:
pr(e) =00 (@). py(B)=0"(B). O<i<m—1.

The following theorem and remark can be found in [3].

THEOREM 3. Let v < ay < a; < ...<ar <P, (r>2), be the given points and
¢ € C"([a,B]), (n>=r). Let pu(s) be the Hermite inrepolating polynomial. Then

0(1) = pra(t) + Ria(9:1) @
ok : B
= % 2 Hy(09 @)+ [ Guale,s)o s)ds,
j=1i=0 o

where H;j are fundamental polynomials of the Hermite basis defined by

1 I ak ((—ay)it!
H;j(1) = —% > o 2k <%> ‘ (t—aj)", )
1=a;

i! (I —aj =0 (D(l)

where
-

o(t) =[]0 —a) ",

Jj=1
and Gy n(t,s) is defined by

! kj L n—i—1
= -EO%HU(Z)Q s <1,
GH,n(l7S) = J= l_r kj ( ')717;;1 (6)
; %1 -ZO%HW); s>t
J= =

Jorall a <s< a1, 1=0,...,r withay=0a and a,.1 = 3.
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REMARK 1. For Lagrange conditions, from Theorem 3 we have

o) =pr(t) +Re(.1)

where py(¢) is the Lagrange interpolating polynomial i.e.

)= 3 TT (=% ) ota

j=lk=1 \4j — 4k

and the remainder R (¢,7) is given by

RL(0,1) = /f Gr(t,5)9™ (s)ds

with
1 n
1 1—
1 jél(aj - kl;ll (“.f‘a‘ﬁk> ’ sSt
Gy(t,5) = —— . i ()
(n—l)‘ _ z (a s)n_l H (l*(lk >’ S}t
j=l+1 k=1 \ T
k#j

a<s<ay, 1=12,....n—1witha;=a and a, =f.
For type (m,n —m) conditions, from Theorem 3 we have

Q)(l‘) = P(m,n) (t) +R(m,n)(¢at)

where p(,, ) (¢) is (m,n —m) interpolating polynomial, i.e.

P 1) =i§;rf<t>¢<i><a>+"li)lnm«p“)(ﬁ),
with Ti(t):il!(t—a)i<;__ﬁ )nmmkzlbicl—ml—:k—l) (;}_—O(;)k .
nd
T e (TR ) e

and the remainder Ry, ,)(¢9,?) is given by

B
R(m,n)((b:t) = ‘/a G(m,n)(t7s)¢(n)(s)ds

with
m—1 |m—1—j et p—1 _ 14 (t— )J( _S),,,j,l B— n—m
,Zo[pzo (e (522) ]Wiw(ﬂ) oSS!
G(mvn)(t’s): .nfmfl n—m—i—1 g1 Bt l](,fﬁ)i(ﬁi‘)n—i—l m
3 [ I O (F) ﬁ] (%) 1<
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For Type Two-point Taylor conditions, from Theorem 3 we have

o(t) = por(t) + Rar(0,1)

where py7(t)is the two-point Taylor interpolating polynomial i.e,

pr) =53 (1) [0 ()" (5) v

and the remainder Ry7(¢,#) is given by

B
R2T(¢7t) :/; GZT(I7S)¢(H)(S)dS

with

GQT(Z,S) = , (12)
(=n” m(t,s)
m—1i4 \I:5) .

where p(t,s) = %, q(t,s) = p(s,1),Vt,s € [a,B].

3. Generalizations of Sherman’s inequality

Applying Hermite’s interpolating polynomial we obtain a generalization of Sher-
man’s theorem which holds for real, not necessary nonnegative weights u, v and a
matrix A and without assumption (2).

THEOREM 4. Let o < ay < ap <...<a, <P (r>2) be the given points, kj >

0, j=1,....r, with Z ki+r=n. Let ¢ € C"([ax,B]) be n-convex and x € [a, B,
Jj=1
€ o, B]", ue R and v e R™. If

1 m
EMPGHJl(xPaS)_ ZVQGHﬁ(yq:s) 207 RIS [(xa[ﬂ: (13)
p=1 g=1
then
1
2 up9(xp) - va ¥q) (14)
p=1

l/()’q)

S B Eng o

where Gp ,, and H;j are defined as in (6) and (5), respectively.

T M\,
T M\,
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1 m
Proof. Since ¢ € C"([et,B]), applying Theorem 3 on ¥ u,¢(x,) — X v40(yq)s
p=1 g=1
we get the identity

m

! rokj
2 upd(xp) — 2 vad(vq) = 2 ZQ)( [2 upHij(xp) — 2 vaHij(yq ] 15)
p=1 J=1i=0

g=1
B
Y],
o p—l

Z upGrp(xp,s) — Z veGH n (yq7s)] (P(”) (s)ds.

q=1

Since ¢ is n-convex on [a, 3], then we have ¢ >0 on [o, 8]. Moreover, the in-
equality (14) holds. [

Under Sherman’s assumptions the following generalizations hold.

THEOREM 5. Let all the assumptions of Theorem 4 be satisfied. Additionally, let

vectors u, v be nonnegative and let (2) holds for some row stochastic matrix A €
My (R). If (14) holds and the function

130

(16)

H M\,

is convex on o, B] then the inequality (3) holds.

Proof. 1f (14) holds, the right hand side of (14) can be written in the form
[ _ m _
2 pF (xp) — Z Vgl (¥q),
p=1 g=1

where F is defined by (16). If F is convex, then by Sherman’s theorem we have

1 m
Z oF(xp) — Z veF (yq) 20,
= q:l

i.e. the right-hand side of (14) is nonnegative, so (3) immediately follows. [
By using Lagrange conditions we get the following generalization of Sherman’s

theorem.

COROLLARY 1. Let oo < ay <az <...<ay <P (n=2)bethe given points and
¢ € C"([r, B]) be n-convex. Let x € [, B]', y € [0, B]", u € [0,0)! and v € [0,c0)"
be such that (2) holds for some row stochastic matrix A € #,,;(R).

(i) If

1 w
ZquL(xp,s)—quGL(yq,s) >0a RS [a7ﬁ]a
p=1 g=1
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then
l w
D upd(xp) = 3, vg(vg) (17)
p=l1 g=1
[ n X —a n —a
2 ; M) - (yq M)
glupjzzlma,)u[[l <“J' u zglvq,gl¢(aj)u= aj—dy

where Gy, is defined as in (7).
(ii) If (17) holds and the function

is convex on o, B] then

w

[
Z Vq¢(yq) < Z ”p¢(xp)~

g=1 p=1
By using type (m,n—m) conditions we can give the following result.
COROLLARY 2. Let n 22, 1 <m<n—1and ¢ € C*([e,B]) be n-convex. Let

x € [a,B], y € [a,B]",ue[0,0) and v € [0,%)" be such that (2) holds for some row
stochastic matrix A € #,,(R).

(i) If
Z”P (m,n) xp, qu (m,n) yq» >0, scla,p],
then
1 1 m—1 ) n—m—1 )

> uph(xp) — qud’ (¥q) Up (2 ()0 () + Y, Tli(xp)¢(’)(ﬁ)>

p=1 p:l i=0 i=0
w m—1 ) n—m—1

— v (2 Ti(vg)¢ (o) + D nz(yq)d)(’)(ﬁ)) :

q=1 i=0 i=0

where T, M; and G, are defined as in (8), (9) and (10), respectively.
(ii) If (18) holds and the function
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is convex on [ot, B] then

u w

Z Vg9 (vq) 2

g=1 p=1
By using Two-point Taylor conditions we can give the following result.

COROLLARY 3. Let m > 1 and ¢ € C*"([a, B]) be 2m-convex. Let x € [, B,
y € [0, B]", u€[0,) and v € [0,0)" be such that (2) holds for some row stochastic
matrix A € M, (R).

(i) If
I w
2 quZT(xlhs) - 2 VqGZT(yan) = Oa s € [a7ﬁ]a
p=1 g=1
then 1
2 ”p‘P(XP) - 2 Vq(z) yq 2 ”pPZT xp 2 VgP2r yq) (19)
p=1 g=1 g=1
where pyr and Gyt are defined as in (11) and (12), respectively.

(ii) Moreover; if the function par is convex on |a, B], then

w I

2 Vg (vq) 2

g=1 p=1

REMARK 2. Motivated by the inequality (14), under the assumptions of Theorem
4, we define the linear functional A : C"([e, B]) — R by

1 m
= > upd(xp) = X vgd(vq) (20)
p=1 g=1
r kj
_212:/) 2“1? ij(xp) — qu ij(vq)
j=li=

Then for every n-convex functions ¢ € C"([c, ]) we have A(¢) > 0. Using the linear-
ity and positivity of this functional we may derive corresponding mean-value theorems
applying the same method as given in [2]. Moreover, we could produce new classes of
exponentially convex functions and as outcome we get new means of the Cauchy type.
Here we also refer to [7] with related results.

4. Griiss and Ostrowski type inequalities

P. L. Chebyshev [5] obtained the following inequality

1
(.0 < b-a? 71
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where f,g: [0, ] — R are absolutely continuous functions whose derivatives f’ and
g’ are bounded and T(f,g) is so-called Chebyshev functional defined as

B B B
T(1.8) = g [ £t = 5= [ far = [“ear.

Here |||, denotes the norm in L..[ct, 3], the space of essentially bounded functions
on [a, B], defined by [|f]|., = esssup|f(z)|. We also use notation |[|-[|,,, p > 1, for L,

relo,B]
norm.

P. Cerone and S. S. Dragomir [4], considering the Chebyshev functional (21), ob-
tained the following two related results.

THEOREM 6. Let f : [ot, ] — R be Lebesgue integrable and g : [o.,B] — R be
absolutely continuous with (- — o)(B —-)(g')* € L1[o, B]. Then

L
V2

= ([e-ap-rwre). e

The constant % in (22) is the best possible.

=

IT(f.8)| < —=I[T(f. f)]

THEOREM 7. Let g: [o, B] — R be monotonic nondecreasing and f : o, f] — R
be absolutely continuous with f' € Le[o,B]. Then

< Tk 2
7001 < 5y 171l [ =B - azt). @23

The constant % in (23) is the best possible.

In following results we consider the function % : [a, B] — R, defined under as-
sumptions of Theorem 4, by

1 m
%(S) = Z quHm(xpas) - 2 VqGH7n(yq7S)7 (24)
p=1 g=1

where x € [a, 8], y € [, 8], u e R!, v € R™ and G, is defined as in (6).

THEOREM 8. Let oo < ay <ax<...<a,< P (r>=2)bethe given points, k;j >0,

j=1,..,r,with ¥ kj+r=n. Let ¢ : [o,f] — R be such that o™ is an absolutely
j=1

continuous on o, B] with (-—o)(B —-)(¢"*1)? € L[, B]. Let x € [, B], y €

[, B]", w e R, veR" and H;; and % be defined as in (5) and (24), respectively.
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Then the remainder R(¢;0.,3) defined by

m

i
R(¢;a,B) = Z up(xp) — Z Va9 (vq)
=

rokj ) l
- 2 Z‘P(l)(“j) [2 upHij(xp) — qu ij(vq) ]
j=1i=0 p=1
V()= V(a) [P
- B u /a B(s)ds (25)

satisfies the estimation

_ 1 B 2
ki)l < Pt ([ - @l Veas) . o

Proof. Comparing (15) and (25) we have

-1(B) — V(o) B
R(0: 0, ) /@ " (s)ds — 2 (ﬁ) ¢ (O‘>/ B(s)ds

:/a@(s)q)(n)(s s__/ e ds/ B(s)ds = (B — a)T(2,0™).

Applying Theorem 6 on the functions Z and ¢ we obtain (26). [

Using Theorem 7 we obtain the Griiss type inequality.

THEOREM 9. Let o< aj <az <...<a, <P (r>=2)bethe given points, kj =0,
r

j=1,n, with 3 kj+r=n. Let ¢ € C"([at,B]) be such that $"") >0 on [o, B]
j=1

and x € (o, B)', y € [a,f)", u e R, vER™ and H;j and & be defined as in (5)

and (24), respectively. Then the remainder R(¢;0, ) defined by (25) satisfies the
estimation

(n—1) (n—1) (n—2) _ 4 (n=2)

Proof. Since R(¢;a,B) = (B — o)T(%, ™), applying Theorem 7 on the func-
tions 4 and q)(”) we obtain (27). O

We present the Ostrowski type inequality related to generalizations of Sherman’s
inequality.
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THEOREM 10. Let o < ay <ax <...<a, <P (r>=2)be the given points, kj >
0, j=1,.,r, with 3 kj+r=n. Let ¢ € C"([er,B]) and x € [o,B]', y € [e, B]™
j=1

P
ucR and veR™. Let 1 <p,q<o, 1/p+1/qg=1 and ‘¢><"> €Lyla,B]. Then

1 m rokj
21 upd(xp) — le Yq) — 2 2 2 upHij(xp) — 2 vgHij(yq)
p= q j=1i=0
<o 121, (28)
p

where H;j and 9B are defined as in (5) and (24), respectively.
The constant ||#||, is sharp for 1 < p < e and the best possible for p = 1.

Proof. Under ussumption of theorem the identity (15) holds. Applying the well-
known Holder inequality to (15), we have

! kj

r 1
Z upd(xp) — Z v (vq) — Z Z J Z upHij(xp) — Z vaHij(yq)
f— j: =

p=1 1

pP=
/ Zquanp, 2 GHn yq» ]‘P
o g=1

=1
() <s>|qu)"

The proof of the sharpness is analog to one in proof of Theorem 11 in [2]. [

<o
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