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IMPROVED JENSEN-DRAGOMIR TYPE
INEQUALITIES AND APPLICATIONS

PHAM THANH THE, DOAN THI THUY VAN AND DUONG QuUuoC HUY *

(Communicated by M. Krni¢)

Abstract. In this paper we establish refinements of the Jensen-Dragomir type inequalities for
convex and log-convex functions. Some further generalizations of these types of inequalities
via the theory of weak submajorization are also given. Several applications of the obtained
inequalities for refining and reversing of the majorization inequality and the generalized triangle
inequality in Banach spaces are also presented.

1. Introduction

The theory of convex functions plays an important role in different fields of pure
and applied mathematics. Recall that a valued-real function f defined a convex set C
in a normed space is said to be convex if the following inequality

flax+(1—a)y) <of(x)+(1—a)f(y) (1)

holds for all o € [0,1] and x,y € C. If the inequality (1) is reversed, it is then called
concave on C. The general form of (1) is the famous Jensen inequality, which says that

Ju(fx, ) Eal f(xi) (20{,)@) >0, (2)

holds for all convex functions f, all x = (x1,...,x,) € C" and all o0 = (0y,...,04) €
[0,1]" with 3" | o = 1. Here, J,(f,x,a) is called the normalised Jensen functional.
In particular, if o; = % forevery i =1,...,n, we then write

|
X) = Z;f(xi) ( Zx,) 3

i=1

The Jensen inequality is also one of the most significant features of the class of con-
vex functions. It is usually used in settings of inequalities; and hence, it has been
extended and generalized to many different frameworks, see [1, 3, 5, 6, 12] and the
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references therein. For convenience, hereafter we always use the notations &2, = {ot =
(apy...,0) €[0,1]": 37 oy =1} and & ={a = (ay,...,0) € (0,1)": X} 04 =
1}.

In 2006, Dragomir [4] established a remarkable refinement and reverse of the
Jensen inequality as follows.

THEOREM 1.1. Let f be a convex function defined a convex set C in a normed
space. Let o0 = (o)1, € Py, B = (Bi)l, € &) betwo weight sequences and denote
by

m= mm{ 1,...,n} and M:max{%:i:l,...,n}.
i

Bi-

For any sequence of vectors x = {x;}! | C C", we have

m‘]"(frxaﬂ) g‘]fl(frxaa) gM‘]"(frxaﬂ)a (4)

A direct consequence of the above theorem is as follows.

COROLLARY 1.2. Under the hypotheses and notations of Theorem 1.1, we have

naminjn(fax) < Jn(fax7 OC) < namaxjn(f;x)a (5)

where Omip = min o and Omax = Max o
1<i<n 1<i<n
These two inequalities are so-called Jensen-Dragomir inequalities; and, they were
extended to the class of (My,A)-convex functions in 2010 by F. C. Mitroi [11] and to
the class of (p,h)-convex functions in 2024 by Ighachane and Bouchangour [7]. Re-
cently, Y. Sayyari et al. [13] established new bounds for the Jensen-Dragomir functional
and obtained a refinement and reverse of the Jensen-Dragomir inequality as follows.

THEOREM 1.3. Let o = (0y4,...,0), B=B1,-.-,Bn), Y=V, n) € Py
satisfy that B+ v > 0 for each i = 1,...,n. If f is a convex function on an interval
I:=la,b] and x = (x1,...,x,) €I", then

(04}
1</<n{ﬁl+%}[ (f’ 7[3)+Jn(fax7)/)}
< Ju(fox, 00) <2 max {ﬁ} In(f5x, (B+7)/2).

1<j<n

(6)

The first inequality in (6) is a refinement of the first inequality in (4) because

mln{ﬁl (o B), 2 (. y)} (£, B) + (£, 7)),

ﬁz+%

forall i € {1,...,n}, see [13, Remark 2.5] for the details. However, this is not a proper
refinement of the first inequality in (4) because when 8 = v, the first inequality in (6)
coincides with the first inequality in (4). Moreover, the second inequalities in (6) and
(4), in fact, are the same ones.
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Motivated by the above mentioned results, in the present paper we give some
proper refinements and reverses of the celebrated Jensen-Dragomir inequality (4). The
main idea for doing this is to apply the inequalities in (5) to the difference between
the quantities Y} ; o f(x;) and mJ,(f,x,3) above. This idea can be repeated to get
more rigorous inequalities as we wish. Next, we provide some applications of the ob-
tained inequalities to refine and reverse the majorization inequality and the generalized
triangle inequality in Banach spaces.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we establish some improved
Jensen-Dragomir type inequalities for the class of convex and log-convex functions.
Relying on the theory of weak submajorization, these just obtained inequalities are fur-
ther generalized. In Section 3, we supply some applications of the obtained results in
the previous section to the majorization inequality and the generalized triangle inequal-

ity.

2. Improved Jensen-Dragomir type inequalities for convex
and log-convex functions

The main goal of this section is to establish some proper refinements and reverses
of the well-known Jensen-Dragomir type inequalities for convex and log-convex func-
tions. Firstly, we give some improved Jensen-Dragomir type inequalities for convex
functions. Next, some further generalizations of these just obtained inequalities via
the theory of weak submajorization is also given. Finally, we deduce some general in-
equalities of log-convex functions. These contents are presented respectively in three
subsections below.

2.1. Improved Jensen-Dragomir type inequalities for convex functions

THEOREM 2.1. Under the hypotheses and notations as in Theorem 1.1, we have
the Jensen-Dragomir type inequalities

mln(f,%,B) +w([J |+ )Hy < Ju(f,x,00) < mlu(f,x,B) + M|+ DH;, (7

where J ={i: o; —mp; £ 0}, |J| is the cardinal of J, m = mijn{m7 o; —mfi}, M=
IS

max{m,o; —mp;}, and
il

Hy= |J|+1[2fx’ +f(zﬂ'x’>} ( <2x’+2ﬂ"“'>)

ieJ icJ i=

Proof. We first find that

n

3 ouf 1)~ 8) = 3. (e~ m)f(x) + m (3, i)

i=1 i=1

2 —mp;) f x,-)—|—mf<i[3ix,-> =H

icJ
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Using the first inequality in (5) for H, we get

H = (|J]+ 1) min{m, o; — mBz}HJ+f< (i—Mﬁi)XiwLMiﬁixz’)
i=1

)

m
~

M:

= (lJ] + 1) min{m, o — mﬁz}HJ+f< .

:m(\J|+1)HJ+f<§ocix,-).

This implies that
Tn(fsx,00) = mly(f,x, B) +m([J|+ 1)H,,

which is the first desired inequality.
Similarly, by the other inequality in (5), we deduce that

H < ([J]+ l)majx{rm o —mﬁi}HJ-Ff(Z(OCi _mﬁi)xi"‘miﬁixi)
1€ = i=1

= (|J| + I)I?EE‘IIX{WL7 o, —mﬁi}H‘]-l-f(é(Xixi)

:m(‘J|+1)HJ+f<iaixi>~

i=1

Hence, we obtain

Tn(fx,00) <mlu(f,x,B) + (| + 1)Hy,
this completes the proof. [
By taking fB; = % forall i=1,...,n in the above theorem, we get the following.

COROLLARY 2.2. Under the hypotheses and notations as in Theorem 2.1, we
have

nOCmian(f7x) +ma(‘-]| + l)UJ < Jn(f7x7a) < nOCmian(f7x) +ma(|‘,| + l)U.Ia (8)

where Oyin = min{o,...,o} , J = {i: 0 # Omin}, Mg = r}éijn{nocmin,oc,- — Clmin }»

Mo = n_leajx{namin; oG — amin}; and
i

Uslfox) = \J\+1{fo‘ +f< ﬁ;x"ﬂ_f(ﬁ(g;xﬁ%iix"))'

ieJ

REMARK 2.3. The first two inequalities in (7) and (8) are refinements of the first
two inequalities in (4) and (5), respectively. However, to see that the other inequalities
in (7) and (8) are better than those in (4) and (5) in some situation. For simplicity,
we consider the case J = {1,2,...,n— 1} and C =1 C R being an interval, namely,
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Omin = 0, and x; € I for each i. Using the Jensen inequality (4), it is not difficult to
check that Uy(f,x) < J,(f,x) in this case. On the other hand, observe that

N0pin + 1Mo, < NOmax

holds if (rn+ 1)0min < Omax - Hence, in this situation we get a refinement of the second
inequality in (5), that is,

nO‘mian(f7 )+ma(|1|+l)UJ(f7 ) N0maxJ, (f,x).

Thus, these results are much better than those of [13].

REMARK 2.4. In order to establish the inequalities (7) and (8), we have already
used the Jensen inequality (5) for the quantity H in the proof of Theorem 2.1. However,
if we apply the inequalities in (8) for the quantity H, we will then get further refine-
ments of the Jensen-Dragomir type inequalities, and the details are left for interesting
readers.

2.2. Further generalizations via the theory of weak submajorization

THEOREM 2.5. Let f:C — [0,00) be a convex function, where C is a convex
set in a normed space containing vectors {x;}!"_,. If weights o = (04)!_, € P, B =
(B)i, € &y and ¢ : [0,00) — R is an increasing convex function, we then have

‘P(éwf(xﬂ) _¢Of<iiaiXi> > q)(mﬁ{ﬁif(x,-)) _(P(mf(iiﬁiXi))
ro(m(Z e+ (L))
( Wi+1f <|J|+1<2x’+2ﬁ’x’>>)

ieJ i

where m,m,J are as in Theorem 2.1.

The main idea for proving this theorem is to utilize the theory of weak subma-
jorization. To this end, we recall some necessary notions and features. In the whole
section, we use the notation x* = (x},...,x}) to indicate the vector generated from the
vector x = (xy,...,x,) with its components in decreasing order. Then, we say that x is
weak submajorization of y, written x <,, y, if

k
X< ©)

forall k=1,...,n. This relation is characterized by the following result.
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LEMMA 2.6. ([9, pp. 13]) Let x = (x1,...,x,) and y = (y1,...,yu) be two vec-
tors in R" and I C R be an interval containing components of x and y. The following
inequality

n

D) <

i=1 i

fi)

M=

1

holds for every continuously increasing convex function f:1— R ifand only if x <, y.

Proof of Theorem 2.5. Firstly, we show vectors X = (X1,X,X3) and ¥ = (Y1,Y»,Y3)
with components

Xi= S, Xo=mf( 3B,

UH&(%&+;ﬂ%»
(Za,x,), Y, = mZﬂ, f (),

&=%§@wﬁ—WM(ZﬂMHﬁ(;ﬁm»

icJ

X5 = (1] + 1)min{m, o —mB}f

satisfying that Y <,, X, this means that
X
X{+X
X| + X5 + X3

Wy Ny —x

> 17,
> Y +Y5,
> Y+ Y+ Y

Clearly, by Jensen’s inequality, X; > Y}, ¥» > X, and Y3 > X3. Similarly, by the
non-negativity of the function f and m = 112111 { L}, we find that
n
X =Y =Y (05 —mpB;) f(xi) >0,

i=1

namely, X; > Y». Next, we have

Ea,-f(x, mm{m oj —mp;j }Ef Xi)
i—1

icJ
=Y (o mln{m o —mBi}) f(xi) + 0 f (xi)
icJ igJ
> Y mBif (xi) + Y, 0 f (xi)

icJ i¢J

:mi&ﬂm
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n
>mf ( > ﬁm)
i=1
n
> min{m, o —mp;}f (Y pi:).
i=1

which implies that X; > 3.
By the first inequality in Theorem 2.1, we have

X1+ X+ X32Y+Hh+7Ys. (10)

It follows from this and Y3 > X3 that V1 + Y, < X1 +Xo + X3 — V3 < X; +X,. Also,
from (10) and ¥, > X5, we infer that Y] + Y3 < X] +Xo + X3 — Yo < X + X3. Finally,
we have

Xi+Xo =Y, =Y (0 —mpy) f(x;) +mf( iﬁm)
icl =

> I}an{m o —mﬁi}<2f(xz-) +f(lﬁ‘{ﬁixt')) =1,

icJ

that is, Y2 + Y3 < X; + X». These facts show that ¥ <, X. This, together with Lemma
2.6, yields that

FX)+ (X)) +f(X3) =2 f(N) + f(V2) + f(Y2),

which is equivalent to the claimed inequality. [l

COROLLARY 2.7. Under the hypotheses as in Theorem 2.5 and A > 1, we have

(ﬁ}%‘f(&'))l —fl<iaixi> > (miﬂ,f(x,-))l —m f* <iﬂixi>
4—111%(%]‘()@-)—i—f(gﬁixz'»/l

—m*(J]|+ D (mﬁ (Zx,-+§ﬁixi)),

icJ

where m,m,J are as in Theorem 2.5.

2.3. Some results for log-convex functions

Recall that a positive function f defined on a convex set C in a normed space is
called log-convex if log f is convex on C. In this subsection, by replacing f with log f
in Theorem 2.5, we obtain the following results.
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THEOREM 2.8. Let f:C — (0,00) be alog-convex function defined on the convex
set C in a normed space with vectors {x;}! | C C. For o= (o)}, € Pn, B =
(B)i, € & and ¢ : [0,00) — R as in Theorem 2.5, we have

(bolog(ﬁfai(xi)) —q)ologof(iaiXi)

i=1

;q)olog(ll[lf'"ﬁi(xi)) Olog( (iﬁy@))

1=

soova(( () T
—¢olog <f(|J|+1) <|J| i (2 —i—Zﬂ,x,)))

ieJ i=1

where m,m,J are as in Theorem 2.1.

By taking ¢ (x) = exp(Ax) with A > 0, we obtain the following consequence.

COROLLARY 2.9. Under the hypotheses and notations as in Theorem 2.8, we
have

Hf}m' f?L < 2 al-xl> > Hfmlﬁ,( fmﬂL ( Zﬁt%)
i=1 i=1
+ fim ( ;ﬁm) kam(xi)

iceJ

_ pAIEm (|]|+1 (Ex,—l—Zﬁ,x,))

ieJ i=1

where m,m,J are as in Theorem 2.1.

3. Some applications to the majorization inequality and the
generalized triangle inequality

This section has two main goals. The first is to give some applications of the
obtained results to establish refinements and reverses of the famous majorization in-
equality by Hardy, Littlewood and Pélya. The second is to provide a new refinement of
the generalized triangle inequality by M. Kato et al.

3.1. Refinement and reverse of majorization inequalities

In the previous section we have just seen the weak submajorization relation be-
tween vectors in a space R”. For two vectors x,y € R”, if the equality sign in (9) is
valid for k = n, we say that the vector x is majorized by the vector y, written x < y.
The majorization is a preorder relation between vectors on R", which has an important
feature by Hardy, Littlewood and Pélya as follows.
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THEOREM 3.1. (see [2]) The following statements are equivalent for x,y € R".
i) x=<y;
() X, o) <X, 0(yi) for all continuous convex function ¢ defined on R;
(iii) x is in the convex hull of the set {z:z* =x*} in R",
(iv) There exists a doubly stochastic matrix A of order n such that x = Ay.

Here, a doubly stochastic matrix A = (a;;) of order n is a square matrix of or-
der n satisfying that each entry a;; is non-negative and the sum of each row or of
each columm is unit. The inequality in the statement (ii) of Theorem 3.1 is called the
majorization inequality. In 2020, Duc and Hue gave a refinement of the majorization

inequality of the form

Zq)(xi) < CE(b(yi)a

i=1 i=1
where the non-negative convex function ¢ obeys some given condition and ¢ € (0, 1)
is generated from the vector x and the doubly stochastic matrix A, see [3] for details.
Now, using Corollary 2.2, we establish an additive refinement and reverse of the ma-
jorization inequality.

THEOREM 3.2. Let A = (a;j) be a doubly stochastic matrix of order n and two
vectors x,y € R" such that x=Ay. Foreach i=1,...,n, we denote by a; =min{qa;, ...,
aim}, Li={j:aij#ai}, mi= miIn{na,-,aij —a;} and M; = malx{na,-,a,-j —a;}. If we let

' JEli JEl
|I;| be the cardinal of the set I; for each i =1,...,n, the following series of inequalities
hold

n

3 0(5) < X, 0() + 1Y aiy(0.)

i=1 i=1

<Y o(x +n2a1 $.y) +2ml [+ 1)Us(6,y)
i=1 i=1

i=1

=

—

=

N

B} EM:
<
<

<Y o(x +n2al ,y)+ ZMi(‘Ii‘+1)UI,-(¢7y)a
i=1 i=1

Il
-

where J,(9,y) is defined as in (3) and

Uy (9.y) = |Ii|1+1 [%q)(}’i)—F(b(%éyiﬂ - ¢(

n

(2%"’;2%))

J€I;

Proof. Since J,(¢,y), U(¢,y) and g;;’s are non-negative, the first two inequal-
ities are obvious. Hence, it is sufficient to prove the other inequalities. For the third



1062 P. T. THE, D. T. T. VAN AND D. Q. HUY

inequality, we can write x; = Z?:l a;jyj by x=Ay forall i=1,...,n. By the first
inequality in (8), we have

=o( Xa;) < X ayd () —nain(9.y) — mi(l|+ )U(6,)
j=1 j=1

forall i =1,...,n. Adding these inequalities and noting that > ;a;; =1 for all j =
1,...,n, we obtain

n

aij(y; —nZaJ 9.y) = 2 mi(|li| +1)U;(9,y)

i= i=1

a,-)¢<y,->—ngaifn<¢,y>— 3w+ 103(0.5)

i=1

o(y) —nZaJ ¢.y) = Y, mi(|L] + 1)Up(9,y),

i=1

M
=
£
/N
M=
M=

I
LR
I
iR
-
I

I
M=
'M= T

~

I
—_

I
_

I
M=

~.
I

which yields

n n

o (x;) +n2a1 0,y) +Zml L]+ 1)U, (¢,y) < 2
i=1 i=1

i=1 —

The last inequality is proved similarly, but using the second inequality in (8). In-
deed, relying on this inequality, we have

=9 < D aijyj> > Y aijo(v;) —naiu(9,y) = Mi(|L| +1)Up(9,y)
=1 =1

forall i=1,...,n. It follows from these inequalities that

n

S 000 = 000 —n S avn(0.y) — 3 M|+ 1)U(9.),
i=1 i i=1

i= i=1

—

or equivalently,

n

S 000 < 3 00) -1 S a(9.y) + 3 Ml + 1)UL (9.7).
/ 1 i=1

i=1 i=

=

—

This completes the proof. [

REMARK 3.3. Under the hypotheses and notations as in Theorem 3.2, we have

2000) < X 0(x) +n Y Aidu(9.y), (11
i=1 i=1 i=1
where A; = max{ai,...,ain} foreach i =1,...,n. Indeed, by the second inequality in

(5) and arguments as in the proof of the above theorem, we have

=¢ ( > ai.fyj) > 2 0(vj) —nAiu(6,)
Jj=1 j=1
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forall i =1,...,n. Hence, the desired inequality follows from these inequalities. By
the inequality (11) and the last inequality in Theorem 3.2, we deduce

n n

S o) <Y o) +L,

i=1 i=1

where

n

L= min{n ZAiJn((PJ);niaiJn((PJ) + X Mi(|L[ + 1)U1,-(¢7y)}~

i=1 i=1 i=1

3.2. Refinement and reverse of generalized triangle inequalities

The triangle inequality is one of the fundamental inequalities, which is equivalent
to convexity. In 2007, M. Kato, K. S. Saito, T. Tamura [8] showed the sharp triangle and
its reverse inequality with n elements in a Banach space, which is called the generalized
triangle inequality as follows. For all nonzero elements xi,...,x, in a Banach space X,
we have the following inequalities

n n
( HZ B H) min kil < ; Il = H 2’“
(” H2||x,||H>1<?<’§q”x’H

These inequalities were rediscovered by Dragomir [4] via Theorem 1.1. After that,
the inequalities in (12) were further refined by Mitani, Saito, Kato and Tamura [10] as
follows.

12)

THEOREM 3.4. For all nonzero elements xy,...,x, in a Banach space X satisfy-
ing that ||x{|| = -+ = [|xn|l,n = 2, we have

(=13 gl s+ (k= 3 ) o = s
3

< (n= | S 2 - 5 (k- 1,3 pl =t

where xo and x,4| are zero vectors.

In this subsection, we prove another refinements for the upper bound of (12) in the
following theorem.
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THEOREM 3.5. Let xy,...,x, be n > 2 nonzero vectors in a Banach space. If
these vectors satisfy ||xi|| = ||x2|| = ... = ||xu—1l| > [|xnll, we then have

’ < HEHX,H’DHXI”
_min{ Il 1|| }<2 Ll HEXZ’

Z [EY

13)

)

Proof. By applying the first inequality in (8) for the function f(x) = ||x|| from the
Banach space X into R and the vectors x; € X, we have

)—i—n min  {n0min, 06 — Omin } Uy

1<i<n—1

1 & 1 &

ot 3 ol = 2
i=1 i=1

n

n
<Y ollxi] — H Y aixi
i=1

i=1

)

where

n—1
nUy = 2 ||Xl|| +
i=1

1 n
§ 2

i+ =) X
= =

n—1 n—1
> il -
i=1 =

Hence, we obtain

(B )

n—1
+ min {nocmm,a, Olmin } <2xi||—
i=1

n—1
S
i=1

1<i<n—1

n n
<Y allxl — H E(Xixi’ .
i=1

i=1

) (14)

Since x;’s are nonzero vectors with their norms in decreasing order, by taking o; =
-1 . . . . .
L( " L) forall i =1,...,n in the inequality (14), it follows that

] A =7=1 ;]
(S 2]

. n 1
+ min X
i xm}<2'
| .

i=1

[t ]

<n—
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+,min {ndol }(2”1— )
( HZIH)IH

Clearly, this inequality is equivalent to the desired inequality. O

or equivalently,

n n
Y il = || X x
i=1 i=1

S

REMARK 3.6. In the below arguments, we prove that under the condition

((n—l)—H ) et = )

% Jlxill

<minn -1} (-0 - g D

the inequality (13) is better than the second inequality in Theorem 3.4, which is equiv-
alent to

15)

ZZ; (k- HE( 2l Qs = e
<m1n{ Jlxa ] 1|| }(2” i n11 ’)

Indeed, by the triangle inequality, it is easy to check that,

|<esn-] ¥ 2

Hence, combining with (15) and (12), we get

>

‘ forall k=2,....n—2.

i=n—(k—1) ||xl|| k”'xl”

5 (k- I3 el =
<((n—1)_H 2HxiH Dg il = 10—y )

= (-0 X gD et
cmnfufif 1} (0|5 gl
<min{ bl (S bl - )
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