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A COMPANION OF DRAGOMIR’S GENERALIZATION OF OSTROWSKI’S
INEQUALITY AND APPLICATIONS IN NUMERICAL INTEGRATION

AHAJIOTI" Y3ATAJIBHEHHS IPATOMIPA HEPIBHOCTI OCTPOBCBKOI'O
TA 3ACTOCYBAHHA 10 YUCEJIBHOI'O IHTEI'PYBAHHS

Some analogs of Dragomir’s generalization of the Ostrowski integral inequality

(b—a) {)\M_k(l—)\)f(x)} _/f(t)dt <
§|:(b_4a)(A2+(1)\)2)+($a;b) [F

are established. Some sharp inequalities are proved. An application to a composite quadrature rule is provided.

BcranoBneno ananoru ysaraisHeHHS J{paromipa iHTerpaibHoi HepiBHOCTI OCTPOBCHKOTO

-0 PO 1o )] - [ <
<[(b‘4“> (A2+(1—A)2)+(x—a;b) 17

OTtpumaHo Jiesiki TouHi HepiBHOCTI. HaBesieHo 3acToCcyBaHHS JI0 CKIIaJICHOT KBaIpaTypHOi GOpMyIIH.

1. Introduction. In 1938, Ostrowski established a very interesting inequality for differentiable
mappings with bounded derivatives, as follows:

Theorem 1. Let f: I C R — R be a differentiable mapping on 1°, the interior of the interval
I, such that ' € L[a,b], where a,b € I with a < b. If | f' (z)| < M. Then the following inequality:

b (x_a—i—b)z
f(:c)—bia/f(u)du < M(b-a) i+<b_2)2 (1.1)

holds for all x € [a,b]. The constant % is the best possible in the sense that it cannot be replaced by
a smaller constant.

In [16], Dragomir, Cerone and Roumeliotis proved the following generalization of Ostrowski’s
inequality.

Theorem 2. Let f: [a,b] — R be a continuous on [a,b), differentiable on (a,b) and whose
derivative f' is bounded on (a,b). Denote | f'|, = supyciqp |f'(t)| < 00. Then
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R RIOE0

(b 4a)2 (A2+(1 _)\)2) N (m_ a+b>2 171 (1.2)

b—a

for all A € [0,1] anda+Ab_7a <z <b-A\

Using (1.2), the authors obtained estimates for the remainder term of the midpoint, trapezoid, and
Simpson formulae. They also gave applications of the mentioned results in numerical integration and
for special means. For recent results, generalizations and new inequalities of Hermite - Hadamard,
Ostrowski and Simpson’s type the reader may be refer to [1 —20] and the references therein.

Motivated by [12], Dragomir in [14] has proved the following companion of the Ostrowski
inequality:

Theorem 3. Let f: [a,b] — R be an absolutely continuous function on |a,b]. Then we have
the inequalities

2 b—a
3a+b\ 2
1 v 4 b / re b
s+t2| —/——— - (@, b],
R e I Lo T f'€ Llal]
a-+b g+1 /4
1 _
20 () 2 -7
<q @+ Y |\b—a b-a athe (13)
171 ,
p>1, —+-=1, and f' € Lya,b],
P q
- 3a+b
L 4
1. 1 a,6,1
b
forall x € [a,a; .

In [15], Dragomir established some inequalities for this companion for mappings of bounded
variation.

Theorem 4. Let f: [a,b] — R be a mapping of bounded variation on [a,b]. Then we have the
inequalities

b x_3a+b b
+ Tj '\a/(f) (1.4)
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b
for any x € [a, ath , Where \/Z(f) denotes the total variation of f on |a,b]. The constant 1/4 is

best possible.

In [19], Liu introduced some companions of an Ostrowski type inequality for functions whose
first derivative are absolutely continuous. In [9], Barnett, Dragomir and Gomma have proved some
companions for the Ostrowski inequality and the generalized trapezoid inequality. Recently, Alomari
[2] proved a companion inequality for differentiable mappings whose first derivatives are bounded.

In this paper, we prove a companion of Dragomir’s generalization of Ostrowski’s inequality (1.2).
Namely, inequalities for mappings of bounded variation and for absolutely continuous mappings
whose first derivatives are belong to Lo [a, b] and to L,[a, b] are established.

2. The case when f is of bounded variation.

Theorem 5. Let f: [a,b] — R be a mapping of bounded variation on [a,b]. Then for all

b— b
A €1[0,1] and a + /\Ta <z < %, we have the inequality

b

(R RACES ICRURNRIEES IR R | R PN

a

) max{)\b;a’(x_(2—)\)2a+/\b>’(a—2+-b_$)}_\/Z(f%

P L V(1) () VL (D)

@2.1)

1
where \/2 (f) denotes to the total variation of [ over [a,b]. The constant — in the second inequality
is the best possible in the sense that it cannot be replaced by a smaller one.
Proof- Using the integration by parts formula for Riemann — Stieltjes integral, we have

/(t( b;a)>df(t)=<:ca)\b;a>f() /f

at+b—z at+b—zx
=N g = () @ rarb-a)— [ fwar,
F-e)ro- (212 j

and

[ (=t wo-

= f(b)+<x—a—)\b;>f(a+b—x /f

at+b—zx

Adding the above equalities, we get
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b

b
[ K@ roi=0-a [)\f RS AUy f(x)”(“*b_f”)] - [ rat

2 2
where
t—<a+)\b_a>, t € la,z],
K (x,t) = t—a;b, te(x,a+b—1,
—< - b;a>, te(atb—ub],
forall A € [0,1] and a + _a—l—b.

2
Now, we use the fact that for a continuous function p: [¢,d] — R and a function v : [¢,d] — R
of bounded variation, one has the inequality

d

[ v 0

c

< sup [p(t) 22)
telc,d] \/

Applying the inequality (2.2) for p(t) = K (z,t), as above and v(t) = f(t), t € [a,b], we get

b a+b—x
/ (z,t)df(t) /Kwtdf / K (x,t)df (t) /thdf
a a+b—x
z a+b—x
< sup K (z,0)]-\/ (/) + sw |K(z0)]- \/ (H+
t€la,] a t€|z,a+b—x] =

+ suwp (K0 \ ()=

te[a+b—z,b]

:max{/\b;a,<x—W)}'\x/(f)-l-<a;b—x)-a+\b/w(f)+

a

T e N L L L )

Now, observe that

M(x)gmax{)\b;a,<x— (2—)\)2a+)\b>, (a;—b_w>}x

T a+b—x b
><[\/(f)+ V @+ V (f)]=

a T a+b—zx
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:max{)\b;a’<x_(2—>\)2a+/\b>’ <a-2+b_x>}_\"/(f)’

a

which proves the first inequality in (2.1). Also,

x a+b—x b
M(%)Smax{\/(f), \V .V (f)}x

b—a

b
for all A € [0,1] and a + A <z < %, thus the second inequality in (2.1) is proved. To

1. . _ . .
prove that the constant 3 in the second inequality is sharp, assume that the second inequality holds
with constant C' > 0, i.e.,

b

b (LI gy S kb))

2
T a+b—zx b
§O<b—a)-max{\/(f>, Vo0,V (f)} (2.3)
[ T a+b—x
b—a a+b ) )
forall A € [0,1] and a + A <z< . Consider the mapping
0, te€(ab),
ft) =
1, t=a,b,

b
then for x = a and A = 0, we have / f(t)dt =0, \/Z (f) = 2, making of use (2.3), we get
(b—a)<2C(b—a),

1 1
which gives 3 < C and thus 3 is the best possible, which completes the proof.
Remark 1. In Theorem 5, choose A = 0, then we get

b
f(a;)-l—f(Qa-l-b—a:)_/f(t)dt <

a

(b—a)

T at+b—z b
ce-aV0+(G-0) V 0+e-a V(0
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Smax{(x—a),(a;—b—x>}'\j:/(f): [i(b—a)—i—‘x—ga:bu '\:/(f)y

which gives (1.4).
Corollary 1. Let f as in Theorem 5, then we have

(b—a) [AW—}—(I—)\)f(a;b)] —/f(t)dt <

b

] \/ () (2.4)

a

cbmafl o1
- 2 2 2

1
Sor all X\ € [0,1]. The first’ constant 3 is the best possible in the sense that it cannot be replaced by

a smaller one.

b
Proof. In Theorem 5, choose x = %, we get

(b—a) [AW+(1—)\)f<a+b>] —/bf(t)dt <

- [552 max - -\Z/(f):i ERASEl (b—a)-\i/(f)

1
which proves the inequality (2.4). To prove that the constant 3 is sharp, assume that the inequal-
ity (2.4) holds with constant C' > 0, i.e.,

(b—a) [,\WJr(l—)\)f(a;b)] —/bf(t)dt <

b
1 1
<ol g =0V 2.5)
for all A € [0, 1]. Consider the mapping
b
0, teladh L,
1(#t) = a+b
1, t= ,
2

b
then we have / f(t)dt =0, \/Z (f) = 2, and choose A = 0, making of use (2.5), we get
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b—a<2C(b—a),
. . 1 1. . .
which gives 3 < C and thus — is the best possible, which completes the proof.

Corollary 2. In Corollary 1, if we choose
(1) A =0, then we get

1
)= 3’ then we get

@ (f0) e rw] - [ sé(ba%\i/(f%

1
B) A= 3 then we get

b;a [f(a)-;f(b) +f<a+b>] _/f(t)dt gi(b—a)'\:/(f),

4) A =1, then we get

111 1
The constants 3731 and 3 are the best possible.
1 2a+0b
Corollary 3. In (2.1), choose A = 1 and © = ot , then we get the following 3 /8-Simpson’s

inequality:

b

b—a [f(a)+3f<2a;—b>+3f<a—|:;2b)+f(b)] _/f(t)dt <

8

a

5b—a | .
24 '\/a(f)a

< b—a 2a+b a+2b
S ma fVT )VAE () V () f

(2.6)
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3. The case when f’ € L[a,b].
Theorem 6. Let f: I C R — R be an absolutely continuous mapping on I°, the interior of the

interval I, where a,b € I with a < b. If " is bounded on [a,b], i.e., oo 1= SUPgefe ) [ ()] < 0.

Then the inequality

b

(b_a) |:)\f(a)‘2i‘f(b)+(1_)\)f([1}>—|—f(a+b—x):| —/f(t)dt <

2

a

g[(b;a)z(2>\2+(1—)\)2>+2(x—(3_>\)a4(1+)\ >]HfH (3.1)

a+b

h—
holds, for all A € [0, 1] and a + )\Ta <z<
Proof. Defining the mapping

t € la,z],

)

bh—
t— <a+)\
a+b
te(z,a+b—1af, (3.2)

—< - b;a>, te(a+b—umb,

a+b

for all A € [0, 1]

Integrating by parts, we obtain
b

URPIRACES ICRRPRRPIEES IR Ny pon)

b
[E@orwa=o-a O, 2

Since, f’ is bounded, we can state that

b

W+(1—A)f(f”)+f(2“+b_x)] —/f(t)dt <

a

(b—a) [)\

b b
< [ @ollrola< ||, [ 1K @old

a

Now, since
2
(¢—p)°+(r—q

/|t—q|dt / —t) dt+/t—q 5 =

q

_]. 2 r+p 2
(U (R (33)
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for all r, p, ¢ such that p < ¢ < r. Then, we observe that

b—a z—a\’
t— dt = —a)+ (A -
= (o5 o= oo s (52 -25)"
/_ ,_akb| . ( atb)’
2 “\"T e )

and

a+b—x
Then, we have

b

/|K(x7t)|dt: (x—a)2+((a:—2a)—)\(b—a))2 N <$_a+b>2:

a

:i/\Q(b—a)z—i— (:p—W>2+<x—a+b>2—

by (3.3)

Z)\j(b—a)er a-»° (b—a)2+2<:c— (3_>\)a+(1+)\)b>2:
4

by (3.3)

_ (b—8a)2 (2)\2—1—(1—)\)2)—1-2(96— (3—)\)a1—(1+>\)b>27

which gives that

(b—a) [AW+(1_)\)f(x)+f(a+b—x] /f

< [(l)_;)z(%2+(1)\)2)+2<$(3—na4 1+ > ]HfH

forall A € [0,1] and a + <z<
Remark 2. 1In (3.1), choose A = 0, then we have

b

(b_a)f(a:)+f(2a—|—b—m)_/f(t)dt <

a
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17l

. [(b—8a)2+2< 3a+b)

b
Sat , then we have

which is equivalent to the first inequality in (1.3), and if we choose = =

S (52)] sl 25

Corollary 4. Let f as in Theorem 6, then we get

b

(b—a) [,\Wﬂl—)\)f(a;b)] —/f(t)dt <

a

N2
< (W+0-27) (1’4“) 171 (3.4)

1

The constant 1 is the best possible in the sense that it cannot be replaced by a smaller one.
b .

Proof. In the proof of Theorem 6, choose = = % we get the required result. To show that

1/4 is the best possible (3.4). Assume (3.4) holds with constant C' > 0, i.e.,

(b—a)[)\f(a);f(b)+(1—)\) (““’)] /f Dat| <

<C(W+1=N) -0 |Fl, (3.5)
b / b—a)’
for all A € [0,1]. Consider the function f (t) = ‘t - a—2|— , t € [a,b], then /f(t)dt = ( —4a)

1
and || ||, = 1. Using (3.5) with A = 1, we get 2 < C, which shows that 1/4 is the best possible,

which completes the proof.
Corollary 5. In Corollary 4, if we choose

(1) A =0, then we get
b

- (U5) - [ s < 0027

a

(2) A = =, then we get

b—a[f(a)+4f<a2+b> } /f g; —a)* ||/l

6
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1
B) A= 3 then we get

b—a f(a)+f(b)+f<a;b>} _/bf(t)dt gé(b—a)QHf'Hooa

2 2

4) A =1, then we get

b
R N L el T

1 1 1
The constants — and — are the best possible.
4736 8 4 . %+ b
Corollary 6. In (3.1), choose A = 1 and r = a3 , then we get the following 3/8-Simpson’s

inequality

SR )

25 9 ,
< 2 (—a|f... 6.6)

4. The case when f’ € L,[a,b].

Theorem 7. Let f: I C R — R be an absolutely continuous mapping on I°, the interior of the
interval I, where a,b € I with a <b. If ' is belong to Lyla,b], p > 1. Then we have the following
inequality:

b
(b—a) [Af(a)‘;f(b)ﬂl_)\)f( )+f(a+b—x] /f

2 1/q h— q+1 b q+1 9_ 1\ b q+1 1/q
g(qH) Hf’Hp[(/\ 2‘1) +(“; _m> +<x_< Jot ) ] @1

b 1 1
_a+ ,and —+—=1,p> 1.
P q

Jorall X € [0,1],
Proof. Using Holder inequality, we have
b

[A(f(a)+f<b>>+<1—A><f<x>+f<a+b—x>>]—/f(t)dt <

a

b 1/q b 1/p
< (/K(m,t)th) </|f’(t)”dt) -
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1/q

() I [ () () (o ey

b— b 1
forall)\e[O,l],a—l—)\?a§$§%,andf+%:l,p>1.

Remark 3. In Theorem 7, choose A = 0, then we have

b
e N E

2
<(:25) " 1s1,

which is equivalent to the second inequality in (1.3), and if z =

b—a 3a+b a+3b )<q+1>/q
5 [r () o3 (452 - [oa] < S,

b
Corollary 7. In Theorem (7), choose x = %, we get

(b—a)[AWﬂl—A) <“+b>] /f t)dt| <

g+1 1/a
<a+b :U) + (a:—a)q+1] ,

3a+b

, then we have

1 (et g — )
<3 (FEEE) eman, w2

1
The constant 3 is the best possible in the sense that it cannot be replaced by a smaller one.

b
Proof. In the proof of Theorem 7, choose z = % we get the required result. To show that
1/2 is the best possible (4.2). Assume (4.2) holds with constant C' > 0, i.e.,

(b—a)[)\f(a);rf(b)Jr(l—)\) <“+b>] /f t)dt| <

/a
A (1 - e ! gl
gc( Lo ) G-a)c 7], 43)

ISSN 1027-3190. Vkp. mam. sxcypnu., 2012, m. 64, Ne 4



A COMPANION OF DRAGOMIR’S GENERALIZATION OF OSTROWSKI’S INEQUALITY ... 447

a+b (b—a)?

4

b
for all A € [0, 1]. Consider the function f(t) = ‘t - , t € [a,b], then / f(t)dt =

and || /'], = (b— a)'/P . Using (4.3) with A = 0, we get

2
b0 o 1 e gy,

4T (gt

which gives
1 C
47 (g1t
1
for any ¢ > 1. Letting ¢ — 17, we deduce that C' > o and the sharpness of the constant in (4.2) is
proved, which completes the proof.

Corollary 8. In Corollary 7, if we choose
(1) A =0, then we get

a-+b bh— g)latD/a
-0 s (457) - [l < G

1
(2) A\ = =, then we get

bg“ [f( )+ 4f<a+b>+f(b)} —/f(t)dt <

1 1+2q+1 1/q (
< (=) -
< (str5m) €9

1
B) A= 3 then we get

b;a [f(a);l—f(b) L <a+b>] /f t)dt < l(l)l/)q/q [

4) A =1, then we get

bfa(
e /f G 17,

1 1 [1+ 201\ 14 1 1
The constants 70w < * > , m, and ————; are the best pos-
2(q+ 1) 6 \3(¢+1) 4+ 2(g+ 1)
sible.
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2a +b

1
Corollary 9. In (4.1), choose A = 1 and x = , then we get the following 3 /8-Simpson’s

inequality:
b;a [f( N 3f< a+b>+3f<a—|:—))2b>+f(b)] /bf(t)dt <

9 \Ma [/ 1\t 1\ e+ 5\ ¢t 1/q D o
<(7) GGG e

5. A composite quadrature formula. Let [,,: a = 29 < 1 < ... < z, = b be a division of the

interval [a,b] and h; = ;41 — z;,1=0,1,2,...,n — 1.
Consider the general quadrature formula

|
—

n

Qu (In, f) = %[A (f (@) + f (@is0)) + (L= 2 (f (@) + f (@i + mian — )] 5D
=0
forall A € [0,1] and z; + ATHFL— T <, < %

The following result holds.
Theorem 8. Let f as in Theorem 5, then we have

b
/f(t)dt = Qn (Im f) + Ry, (Im f)7

where Qy, (I, f) is defined by formula (5.1), and the remainder satisfies the estimates

1 hi (2—N)zi + Aw; i+ @ Tit1
2 aX{AT <O” - xz xH)’ (x zx = —ai>}' >/ (f);
’Rn (Inv f)‘ < n—1 B o DT —ay Tit1
Z;-max \/(f% \/ (f), \/ (f)
=0 i Qi TiF+Tit1—04

Ti + Tit1

Jorall X € [0,1] and z; + )\w <a; <
Proof. Applying inequality (2.1) on the intervals [z;, z;41], we may state that

Tit1

R (L;, f) = / f(t)dt — %[)\(f(xi) + f(@iy1)) + (1= A) (f () + £ (@i + 2ip1 — )|

Z;

Summing the above inequality over ¢ from 0 to n — 1, we get

R, (Inaf) =

hi

o (@) + f (ien)) + (1= 2) (f (i) + f (@i + 2ig1 — )] =
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— [ £t 3 BN @) () (L= 0 (F )+ 1 (014 i = )]
a =0
which follows form (2.1), that
|Rn (Im f)| =
b n—1 h
= | [ @0t = 37T N @)+ F i)+ (=N () + £ (it i — )] | <
P =0
“ hi (2=AN)zi+ Az; it T e
Yo (- B, (B e Vo
= n—1 hs o Ti+Tip1—0y Ti41
Zi'max \/(f)? \/ (f)7 \/ (f) )
1=0 x; Q; Tit+Tip1— 0y

which completes the proof.
Theorem 9. Let f as in Theorem 6, then we have

b
/f(t)dt:Qn(ln’f)—l_Rn(Inyf)a

where Qy, (I, f) is defined by formula (5.1), and the remainder satisfies the estimates

[ Ry (In, f)] <

n—1

<[>

1=0

3_)‘)$i+(1+/\)$i+1 2
)

}§<2A2+(1—)\)2)+2(ai—(

Tit1 — T Ti + Tit1

Sforall \ € [0,1] and x; + A <o < 5
Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 7, using Theorem 6. We shall omit the details.

Theorem 10. Let f as in Theorem 7, then we have

b
/f(t)dt:Qn(ln7f)+Rn(In7f)a

where Qy, (I, f) is defined by formula (5.1), and the remainder satisfies the estimates

9 \l/a
‘Rn (Inaf)‘ S <Q+1) Hf/HpX
n—1 1 +1 +1 1/q
hi\ 9t i + Tit1 1 (2—=MN) 2 + Azip \?
X Zz; [()\2) + (2 - ozi> + (ai - 5 >
Jorall A € [0,1] and z; +>\w <o < %

ISSN 1027-3190. Yxp. mam. xcyphu., 2012, m. 64, Ne 4



450 M. W. ALOMARI

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 8, using Theorem 8. We shall omit the details.
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