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RATE OF CONVERGENCE OF GUPTA-SRIVASTAVA
OPERATORS BASED ON CERTAIN PARAMETERS

RAM PRATAP AND NAOKANT DEO*

Abstract. In the present paper, we consider the Bézier variant of the Gupta-Srivastava operators
[14] and discuss some direct convergence results by using of Lipschitz type spaces, Ditzian-Totik
modulus of smoothness, weighted modulus of continuity and for functions whose derivatives
are of bounded variation. In the end some graphical representation for comparison with other
variants have been presented.

1. Introduction

In the year 2003, Srivastava et al. [15] proposed a sequence of positive linear
operators, containing some well-known operators as special cases and they studied the
convergence properties. After a gap of two year Ispir and Yiiksel proposed an impor-
tant Bézier variant of Srivastava-Gupta operators and discussed the rate of convergence
for the functions of bunded variation in the interval [0,e). Several researchers have
proposed different generalizations of the Srivastava-Gupta operators (see for instance
[11, [4], [10], [L1], [16], [17], etc.). One of them, Yadav [17] studied a modification of
Srivastava-Gupta operators which preserve the constant functions as well as linear func-
tions, established the Voronovskaya type theorem and statistical convergence. In 2017,
Neer et al. [12] proposed the Bézier variant of the operators, which were introduced by
Yadav [17] and discussed several convergence properties.

Recently, Gupta and Srivastava [7] proposed a general family of a positive linear
operator, which preserve constant functions as well as linear functions for all ¢ € NU
{0} U{—1}. They have considered the general sequence of positive linear operators
containing some well-known operators as special cases. For m € Z, and ¢ € NU{0} U
{—1} operators defined in [7] are given as:

Lo (7 0)29) = 4 0151} S paes0) / Pustmeziesna SO

+ Pntme,0 (x; C)f(()) ,
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where

_x)k
!

(k)
X Onc ()

Pnk (x; C) =

and

—nx

e ™ c=0,
o) =4 (1-x",  c=-1,
(I+ex)<, ¢=1,2,3,....
Very recently, Pratap and Deo[ 14] studied some approximation properties of these op-
erators and termed these operators as Gupta-Srivastava operators.

Inspired from the recent work depending upon some parameter o > 1, we propose
here the following sequence of operators (also called Bézier variant) (1) as follows:

B (1)) ={n (m+ 1)e} 3, 00e(6:0) [ Pusimiziea1150)£(0)ds
=1 ) )

+0\%),o(5:0)£(0),

where Qii)mc,k(X;C) = (Jn-‘rmc,k(xac))a - (Jn+mc7k+l (x,c))a , 00> 1, with Jn-‘rmc,k(xac) =
Y Pnimei(X,c), where k < e and otherwise zero. It is obvious that the operators
j=k

Fy w (.:x) are the linear positive operator. For o = 1 the operators (2) immediately
reduce to the form (1).

The special cases of operators (2) are given below:

(i) For c=0, oo =1 and ¢, 0(x) = e ™, we get Phillips operators

L27m (f (t) ;)C) =n i Pn+me.k (X;O) /pn-&-mo,k—l (I;O)f(l)dl + pn,O(X;O)f(O)a
k=1 0

e’"x(nx)k

2 and x € [0,0).

pn,k(xvo) =

(i) For c€N, oo=1and ¢, .(x) = (1 +cx) ¢, we get genuine Baskakov-Durrmeyer
type operators. These operators are similar to (1) except for ¢ = {0,—1}, called
summation integral type of operators, where

(%_)k (cx)y

Preic) = = (14 cx)é

and (n); denotes the rising factorial given by

()i =n(n+1)(n+2)...(n+i—1) & (n)o=1(i €N).
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(iii) For c=—1, o =1 and ¢, _1(x) = (1 —x)", we have a sequence of Bernstein-
Durrmeyer operators

n—m—1 !
-1 (1 — _ —
L (F0=0=m=1) 3 puma (s U!mmzkﬂhlﬁww 5
+ Pn-m0 (x» - 1) f(O) + Pn—mn—m (x7 _1) s

where

Pui(xi—1) = (Z)xk(l — xR,

The purpose of this article is to investigate the approximation results by using of Lip-
chitz type space, Ditzian-Totik modulus of smoothness, weighted modulus of continuity
and functions of bounded variation.

2. Basic results

In this section, we give some auxiliary results and with help of these results we
study our main results.

Let C[0,<0) denotes the space of all continuous functions in [0,0) and let Cg[0, o)
be the space of all continuous and bounded functions in [0,).

LEMMA 1. Let f(t) =e;=t, i=0,1,2,3,4, c€ NU{0}U{~1} and m € Z,
then we have:

(i) LS, (eosx)=1;

(ii) L, (e1;x) = x;
(iii)
o o) 2
Lum(€22) = G D™ T i Do
(iv)
Loe(e3ix) = n—|—(m—|—1)c)(n—|—(m—|—2)c)x3+ 6(n+(m+1)c) 2
P (- (m—1)c) (n+ (m—2)c) (n+(m—1)c)(n+(m—2)c)
6
(nt (m—1)e)(n+ (m—2)c)"
(v)
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n 12(n+ (m+1)c)(n+ (m+2)c) 3
(n+(m—1)c)(n+ (m—2)c)(n+ (m—3)c)
N 36(n+ (m+1)c) 2
(n+(m—1)c)(n+(m—2)c)(n+(m—3)c)

N 24 i
(n+(m—1)c)(n+m—2)c)(n+(m—3)c)""

All the moments of operators (1) can be obtained in terms of hyper geometric function
of order r € N. For details see [7].

LEMMA 2. The central moment of the operators (1) are given as

H s (%) = Lne((1 = x)":x),

for s =2.4, then we have:

(i)
oy 2xlite)
.un72(x) - (n+ (m_ l)c)’
(ii)
¢ ()= 122 (n+ (m+17)c) A
Hn ) = G m— Do) (n+ (m—2)0) (n + (m —3)0)
24c2(13n+ (13m+1)c) 3
(n+(m—1)c)(n+ (m—2)c)(n+ (m—3)c)
N 12(n+ (m+9)c) 2
(n+(m—1)c)(n+ (m—2)c)(n+ (m—3)c)
24

T rm- Dot m—2))nt M3

REMARK 1. If n is sufficiently large, then the central moment of the operators (1)
are a )
c x(I'+ex
Mol <R

and )
(x(1+cx))

”nc,4 (x) <C 2 )

n
where C > 0 is constant.

REMARK 2. We know that 2 Pntme,j(x,¢) =1 and from (2), we have
=0

Fncn(;C (1 x) {n + (m + l)c}];l Qr(zi)mc(X; C) /‘pn+(m+2)c,k71 (Z‘;C)dl + Qig-)mc,O(X; C)
- 0
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o - (o)
=Y 0% (x56) = Unimeo@ N = [ 3 putmej(xe) | =1.
k=0 k=0
LEMMA 3. Foreach f € Cpl0,) then we have

B (F@):)| < £

Proof. Tt is easy to prove the above result by using Remark 2, therefore we skip
the proof. [

LEMMA 4. Forevery f € Cp[0,0) then we have
| From (F(0:0)| < ey ([1£113)

Proof. For 0 <c<d< 1, o> 1,using the inequality
[c* —d¥* < ol|c—d|,

from the definition of Q x;c), forall k € NU{0}, we get

n+mc k(

0< (Jn-‘rmc,k(x7c))a - (Jn+mc7k+l (xac))a <a (Jn-‘rmc,k(x7c) _Jn+1nc,k+1(xac))
= OPptme(x,c).

Hence

| (F(0)i0)] < @y (I£115%) . O

3. Main theorems

For x>0, >0 and 0 < y < 1, we can see in Ozarslan et al. [13], the Lipschitz
type space is defined as:

17
Lipu(y) = {feC[ )£ (1)~ £ ()] < M~ 'y}
(t+x)"/2

Now we estimate the rate of convergence of the function f € Lipy(y) by the operators

THEOREM 1. (Main) For f € Lipy(y) and y € (0,1]. Then for x > 0 we have

5 (%) ) G

X

FES (F)) — )] < aM(

where & ,,(x) = %
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Proof. Using Lemma 4, we get
B (F(0)30) = f)| S Bt (1F(1) = F(0)]53) < ey, (1£ (1) = £ (x) 1)

. —x|" M . 4
< oMLy, (tixy ) < aTLZ,m (I —x"5x). @
(t+x)"2 x'2

Using Holder’s inequality by taking p=2/y and ¢ =2/(2 —7), we get

4 2 &
Ly, (Jt —x";:x) < {L;m ((t—x)z;x> }i {L‘ (1 @7 x)} )
<L ((—0%) Y = (30 %

N\*<

From (4) and (5), we get
8on(0)) ?
|FSS (F()ix) — f(x)| < aM ( x()) .

Hence the proof. [
In our next theorem, we estimate the rate of convergence by using of Ditzian-Totik
modulus of smoothness a)q,,; (f,8) and Peetre K—functional K,s(f,5), 0< B <1.

For f € Cp[0,0) and ¢ (x) = y/x(1 + cx), the Ditzian-Totik modulus of smoothness is

defined as
i9P (x) i9P (x)
(23 (-27)

and the Peetre K— functional is defined as

o8 (f,6) = sup sup
O<z<5 ,¢..B E[O )

0 (1,8) = inf {IlF—gll =80/ }.
where Wy is subspace of the space which is locally absolutely continuous functions g

on [0,0), with the normed Hq)ﬁ g'|| <eo. In[6, Theorem 2.1.1], there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

Ty (f,8) < Kyp(f.8) < Cagp (). 6)

THEOREM 2. (Main) For f € Cg[0,0) then we have

1By
S (£(0):3) — ()] < Cargy (f; ¢ f( >> ,

for sufficiently large n and C is a positive constant independent from f and n.
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Proof. For g € Wg, we get

X) —l—/g’(u)du. @)

Applying an;g in (7) and using Holder’s inequality then, we have

t

du
| (8(t);x) — g(x)| < Fyr /|g |dux <H¢ﬁ/ o (Z)ﬁ—(u) ;X
, 8)
_ du
<[los/| i \t—x\lﬁ/—) i
13
Let us take A = fd)d”;) , then we get
/ )| <2vi- A (= o)
\/1—|—cx V14ct Vid+ex 1+t )
5 |t — x| < 1 ) |t—x|< 1 1 )
VX+t \/l—I—cx VIt \/l—l—cx Vitet)
The inequality |a+ b|P < |alP +[b|P, 0 < B < 1, then from (9) we get
A N 1 1
| ¥, B, P (1o
x O o2 \a+en™2 (e
From (8), (10) and using Cauchy inequality then we get
2 [oPg|| . 1 1
’Friﬁ(g(t);x)_g(x)’gMFn,ﬁ |t_x| ﬂ + ﬁ X
xR (I14+cex) 2 (1+a) 2
28 |¢Pg’ 1 1
xR (14cx) 2
Iy I
"’(FncygC <( x)z;x)) <F,,Cma ((l—i—ct)*ﬁ;x)) )
(11)

If n is sufficiently large then we get

GAGE) 2 2% o), (12)
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where ¢ (x) = /x(1 4 cx). For each x € [0,00), Fym ((1+ct)_ﬁ;x> — (14cx)7B as

n— oo, Thus for € > 0, there exists ny € N such that
Fonl ((1 —l—ct)_ﬁ;x) <(14ex)Pte, foralln> ny.
By choosing € = (1+ cx)_ﬁ then, we get
Fe® ((1 +ct)*/3;x) <2(14ex)P, foralln> no. (13)

From (11) to (13), we have

[Fg (s(0):0) ()| <2° 0P

\/7¢ ( X) +V2x~ z(1+cx)3) »

<2ﬁ+%(1+ﬁ)H¢’3g’ NEree

|Fom (£ )|+ [Er (8(1)5) = g ()] +[g(x) = f ()]
20lF = g||+lFC°‘ (1):x) — g(x)|-

We may write

FE 00— ) <
<

15)

From (14) to (15) and for sufficiently large n, we get

et (£(0)0) — £ <201~ +2ﬁ+%<1+xfz>ﬁ¢l—ﬁ<x> |67

{Ilf g+ £ ony } (f,(bl\;( )>,

(16)

where C; = max(272/3+% (14++/2)y/a) and C = 2C,. From (6) and (16), we get the
required result. [J
For the estimation of the rate of convergence of the function f € C[0,0) by using
the weighted modulus of continuity, which was introduced by Ispir and Yiiksal [18] as
follows:
Q(f;0) = sup w (17)
x€[0,00),0<p<s 1+ (x+ )

Many authors have discussed weighted modulus of continuity for various linear positive
operators. For more information (see [2], [3], [5]).

There are several properties of weighted modulus of continuity Q(.;8) which are
stated in following Lemma.
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LEMMA 5. [18] For f € C3]0,0) the following properties hold:
(i) Q(f;08) is monotonically increasing in §;
S lim O(F:S) —
(ii) lim Q(f:8)
(iii) for each r e N, Q(f;r6) < rQ(f;0);
(iv) foreach A € [0,%), Q(f;A0) < (A + 1)Q(f;98).

THEOREM 3. (Main) Let f € C5[0,00), o > 0, for fixed m and sufficiently large
n then we have

|Fam (f3) = f0)] _ ( ! )
\CQ s T = )
esféll) (14x)>? f\/ﬁ

where C is positive constant depends on n and f.

Proof. By the definition of the weighted modulus of continuity and Lemma 5, we
have

0= £ < (1 et —0)) QUfs e — )

) 2 =\ o . (18)
<2(1+x)(1+(z—x))< = )Q(f,B).
Applying Fym + (.;x) on both side of (18), we can write
|FSS (fix) — f(x)] < [1 +ESE((t —x) %3 x)+FS2 ((1 + (1 —x)%) 't;x‘ ;x)] . (19)

From Remark 1 and using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the last term of (19), we have

i (o5 ) < flomia) P+ 5 (omiao) (oo
(20)

Combining the estimate from (18) to (20) and taking C =2(1++v/aC+2C) and § = ﬁ
then we get the required result. [

In next theorem, we study the rate of convergence of the Bézier variant of Gupta-
Srivastava operators (2) in the class DBV[0,e0), the class of all absolutely continuous
functions f defined on [0,0) having a derivative coinciding a.e. with a function of

bounded variation on [0,e0). It can be seen that for f € DBV[0,0), we can write

@) = [s)dr+£00),
0
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where g(7) is a function of bounded variation on each finite subinterval of [0,c). The
operators (2) can be rewritten in the following form:

=

FEo (f /nmcxt 0, @1
0

where

My (1) = {nt (m+1)e} ¥ 0% (200 Pus (mi2)ex(t,0) + O o(x:€)8(0),
k=1

where 6(z) is Dirac delta function.

LEMMA 6. For a fixed x € [0,00) and n sufficiently large then we have:

y

() G2 (xsy) = [ MG (n)dr < 2200 0 <y <

(=}

(ii) 1= 5% (w2) = [ M) e (est)dr < 22059 ¢ < 7 < oo
Z

Proof. From (21) and using Remark | then we have

S 2
x—t a 20x(14cx
cnc x y /Mnmc ( ) dt < 2Ln,c <(€1 _x)2;x> < (72)
0 (x—y)

Xy n(x—y)
We can prove the second part of Lemma in same way. [

THEOREM 4. Let f € DBV[0,00) then for every x € [0,0) and n sufficiently large
we have

|Fca(f x)— f(x )} ga—H}f (x+) +05f } 20x( l+C)C)
20x( 1—|—cx)
+a_+1}f (x+) = f'(x—)|
2a(1+Cx z Vf+_ V fi
n k= \[
#2400 ) —ep o)
(/7] x x x+2
+ZW<¥Z J‘r/fx+% V' (7))
+M‘f()\ M\ﬂ )l
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b
where V f(x) denotes the total variation of f on |a,b], f¢ is an auxiliary operator
a
given by
fi(t) =<0, t=x, 22)

{f(t)—f(x—), 0<r <,
fO)—f(x+), x<t<eo

Proof. From Remark 2, Fn° P (1;x) = 1 and using the alternative form of the op-
erators (21) for each x € [0,e0) then we have

Fnc’gc - :/ r(LOrCnLXI :/ r(zofnc)Ct (/ ( )du> dr.
0 0

X

(23)
For each f € DBV[0,0) and from (22), we can write
/) =1l + )+ 0 (3-)
+ % (f (xc+)+of'(x=)) (sgn(u —x)+ Z—I_i) 24)
X 8c(u) [ (u) = (f' () + f'(x=)) ],
where
s ={5 4o
From (23) and (24) we have
i 050) — 10 = [ Mgt [ £+ g () a6
0 X
1 / oa—1 (25)
+ E(f (x+) 4+ af'(x—)) (sgn(u —x)+ a——i—l)

<801 W)~ 57 (o4) + £ )] ) duc.

It is easy to say that

/ M%) o (x, / (u) — ;(f(x—l—)—i-f(x—)] (1) dudt = (26)
0

X
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Now
B :/OOM,Snzc(x,t)/t%_H(f’(x+)+(xf’(x ))dudt
0 X
e o o) [ Mt e 7
0
= (P )+ e B (- )5)
and

B, ZO/M%,c(xJ)/%(f’(x+)+af/(x—)) (Sgn(”_x)JrZ—:)d”dt

;(f(x—i— )+ ouf' (x ( /MnmLXI /(sgn(u x)—i—ﬁ)dudt

- / M%) (x,1) / (Sgn(u x>+%)> (28)

By using Remark | and Lemma 4, from (25) — (28) then we have

R (F:2) = 100 < A (£ +B£za)(f’;X)) + az—fl P (eh) + o f (o) T
20tx(l+cx)
+oc+1|f (x+) f( _)’ -,
(29)

where

Aﬁ,a)(f’ X) = ( f;(u)du> Mﬁrﬁc(m)d;

I\

and
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To estimate A ( f';x), using integration by parts and applying Lemma 6 with y =
X — 7% , we obtain

A (f3x) = / /fx du | di&\% (x:1) /cm (xst) (1)t

< / |£2(0)

y x
2 (1 x X
ol +m¢/vf —4Ydrﬁ/vﬁm
t t
0

|6 (e + / £0)
0

| C,Ez)(x;t)‘dt

(30)

x_L
20x(1
\M / VA= VL
t nx_ﬁ
Substituting u = =, we get
S Vi
20x(1 20ix(1
2aux(1+cx) / ﬁf;(x_t)zd,:M/ ¥ fdu
n t nx X
0

o k+1
1—|—cx g X)/C'f/du 31)
X

k= lk Tk

20(1 4 cx) MO ,
< \%4

p ,Z’lx—gf"

From (30) and (31) we get

VIt VL (32)

2x t oo t
BY(fx) < flwydu | di(1= 9 (x50)) |+ flw)du | diMye(x,1)]
/(J /(J

From the second part of the Lemma 6, we get

M%) (x,0) = di (1= &P (xsr)),  for > x.

Hence
B (f5x) = B (F5x) + B (53),
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x) = 7( / f;<u>du) di(1- 6% (xan)

X

_ 7( j f;(u)du> dM5e(x,1))
2x X

Using integration by parts, applying Lemma 6, 1 — C,Sg)(x;t) <1 and taking # = x+ 3,
successively,

where

and

2x 2x
B () = | [ filwdu(1 = G (x:20)) - / SO = G )

2x
<| [ () =7 e [ 1= 612 (20 /fx (1= (k)i
<AL 00— o) s et

2x Vf/ X+ﬁ
20x(1 4 cx) x’% Lo
+ " / - 2m+-/'¥ﬁm
x+% x
2a (1+cx)

N

[ (2%) = f(x) = xf (x+)]

2ax(1—|—cx) Wl 0 ,
P20 S 2

k=1 *
(33)
Using Remark 1 then we have
B = | ( [ s ))du) M)

2x X
/|f (xtdz+/\t—x| (o) | M%) o (x, 1)t

< | oMt 70| Mo (34
2x 2x

1

. ) (s t)dt)
(Z
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< M/t”M,S%C(x,t)dtwL If(x)] /M,S%C(x,t)dt

2ax(1+cx) £l

For t > 2x, we get t < 2(r —x) and x < ¢ — x, applying Holder’s inequality, we have

Y
B (fx) <m2? / (e1 —x)" M%) o (x,)dt
2x
(35)
+20¢(1—|—cx) £+ 2ax(1—|—cx) £t
M (yeorn) 4 A g g 2D
From (33) and (35), we get
B (1) =220 0 () —xp(a)
20x(1 + cx) N S 0 ,
1% — V 36
- ];Xfor\/ﬁx(fx) (36)
(rer) 4 2L g [PECLED )

From (29), (32) and (36), we get our desired result. [

4. Graphical results and discussion

— n=50,¢c=2,a=5

—— n=50, m=20, c=2,a=5

— fx)

Figure 1: Comparison between Bézier variant of Srivastava-Gupta operators [8] (red)
with operators (2)(cyan) along with function f(x).
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— n=50, c=2, a=5

— n=50,m=20, c=2, a=5

— f(x)

Figure 2: Comparison between Bézier variant of Srivastava-Gupta Operators [9] (red)
with operators (2) (cyan) along with function f(x) (blue).

— n=50, c=2, a=5

— n=50,m=20, c=2, a=5

— (%)

Figure 3: Comparison between Bézier variant of modified Srivastava-Gupta operators
[12] (red) with operators (2) (cyan) along with function f(x) (blue).

In operators (2) by taking m = —1, we obtain Bézier variant of Srivastava-Gupta
operators which were propoesd by Ispir and Yiiksel [8] and its modification by Neer et
al.[12]. For m =1 in (2), we obtain another Bézier form of Srivastava-Gupta operators
considered by Kajla [9]. The proposed operators (2) have generalized form with differ-
ent values of m. Here, we show graphical comparison between operators (2) for m =20
with above discussed operators ( [8], [9], [12]) for the function f(x) = x* — 2x? +x.

From the above graphs we observe here that we have better approximation for the
Bézier variant of Gupta-Srivastava operators (2), discussed in the present paper than the
other variants of [15], therefore it is justified to study this form of operators.

Acknowledgement. The authors are thankful to the anonymous referees for their
valuable comments and suggestions, leading to overall improvements in the paper.
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