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ON MEAN DIVERGENCE MEASURES
INDER JEET TANEJA

ABSTRACT. Arithmetic, geometric and harmonic means are the three classical means
famous in the literature. Another mean such as square-root mean is also known. In this
paper, we have constructed divergence measures based on nonnegative differences among
these means, and established an interesting inequality by use of properties of Csiszdr’s
f-divergence. An improvement over this inequality is also presented. Comparison of
new mean divergence measures with classical divergence measures such as J-divergence
[0, 1], Jensen-Shannon difference divergence measure |3, [[5] and arithmetic-geometric
mean divergence measure [I7] are also established.

1. GENERALIZED MEAN OF ORDER ¢

Let us consider the following well-known mean of order ¢

s\ M
(=) ", e,

(11) Mt(a, b) = \/%7 t= 07
max{a, b}, t= o0,
min{a, b}, t= —o0,

for all a,b € R.

It is also well known (ref. Beckenbach and Bellman [I]) that the M;(a,b) is monoton-
ically non-decreasing function in relation to t. This allow us to conclude the following
inequality

(12) M—oo(aa b) < M_1((I, b) < MO(aa b) < Ml(a'> b) < MQ(aa b) < Moo(aa b)>

where

2ab
M_ =H = — H ; .
1(a, b) (a,b) > armonic mean;
Mo(a,b) = G(a,b) = Vab — Geometric mean;
b
M (a,b) = A(a,b) = a—2k — Arithmetic mean;
and
2 1 p2
Ms(a,b) = S(a,b) = ? _2|_b — Square root mean.
In view of this we have the following inequality.
(1.3) H(a,b) < G(a,b) < A(a,b) < S(a,b).

Recently, author [23] improved the above inequality (C3)). Also see Sédndor [14] for
different kinds of inequalities among the means.
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Let us consider now the following non-negative differences arising due to inequality

(3.
2 1 p2
MSA(a’b):S(CL,b)—A(a b)zﬁ_a;b’
2 b2
Msg(a,b) = S(a,b) = Gla,b) = \/T ~ Vab,
a?+b>  2ab
a+b 2ab
Map(a,b) = A(a,b) — H(a,b) = T~
Mag(a,b) = A(a,b) — G(a,b) = ‘L;b —Vab
and
Men(a,b) = Gla,b) — Hia,b) = vab— 22
. 7 T a+b

In view of (CZ), we have the following inequalities among then mean difference mea-
sures:

(1.4) 0 < MsA(a, b) < Msg(a, b) < MSH(CL, b)
and
(1.5) 0 < MAg(a, b) < MAH(a, b)

2. MEAN DIFFERENCE DIVERGENCE MEASURES

Let

Pi>072n:pi:1}, nz2,

i=1
be the set of all complete finite discrete probability distributions.

Fn = {P = (p17p27"'7pn)

Let us take a = p; and b = ¢; in the differences given above and sum over alli = 1,2, .., n,
then for all P, € I',,, we have the following mean divergence measures:

e Square root - arithmetic mean divergence

~ [pit+d
Msa(PllQ) = Y- (/P 5 — 1.
=1

e Square root - geometric mean divergence

n 2 2
Mso(PI|Q) =Y < e m)

i=1

e Square root - harmonic mean divergence

n 2 2
p; +q; 2piq;
MSH<P||@>:§2<\/ : —pw).

i=1
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e Arithmetic — geometric mean divergence

Mac(Pl|Q) =1 - Z\/ZT%
=1

e Arithmetic — harmonic mean divergence

n

2piq;
Man(PllQ)=1-) :
Pt

e Geometric — harmonic mean divergence

n

MGH<PHQ>=Z(@_M) Zm (i~ V)

v Di T G Pi + G

After simplification, we can write

1 n
Mac(Pl|Q) =1 - B(P||Q) = h(P||Q) = 5 > (Wpi = V@)™
i=1
where B(P||Q) is the Bhattacharyya [2] distance and h(P||Q) is the well known Hellinger
[9] discrimination.
Also we can write

1 - (pi — q:)?
Muy(Pl|Q) =1—W(P||Q) = =A(P||Q) = e
n(PIQ) = 1= W(PIQ) = 3APIQ) = 3 5 =
where W (P||Q) is the harmonic mean divergence and A(P||Q) is the well known trian-
gular discrimination. )
Some studies on square root - arithmetic mean divergence can be seen in Osterreicher
and Vajda [I3] and Dragomir et al. [§].

In view of ([L4) and ([CH), we have the following inequalities

(2.1) 0 < Msa(P||Q) < Msa(P||Q) < Msu(P||Q)
and
2.2 0< h(PIIQ) < 5A(PIQ).

In this paper our aim is to obtain an inequality relating the mean divergence measures
given above. This shall be done by use of Csiszdr’s f—divergence.

3. CsISZAR’S f—DIVERGENCE AND MEAN DIVERGENCE MEASURES

Given a convex function f : (0,00) — R, the f—divergence measure introduced by
Csiszar [] is given by

(3.1) Cy(PIIQ) = Zqz ( )

forall P,@ € T,,.
The following theorem is well known in the literature [, B:
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Property 3.1. Let the function f : [0,00) — R be differentiable convex and normalized,
i.e., f(1) =0, then the Csiszdr f—divergence, C¢(P||Q) is nonnegative and convex in the
pair of probability distribution (P,Q) € 'y, x [',.

The mean divergence measures given in Section 2 can be written as examples of (B1l)
and applying property B.Ilwe can check the nonnegativity and convezity of these measures.
Here below we shall give these as examples.

Example 3.1. Let us consider

[x24+1 x+1
fSA(x) = 9 - 9 T € (07 00)7

in ([313), then we have C¢(P||Q) = Msa(P]|Q).

Moreover,

, x 1
rT)= 777 — =,
fSA( ) \/5 LU2—|—1 2

" . 1
sal@) = V2(22 + 1)Va2 +1

Thus we have f&,(x) >0 for all x € (0,00). Also, we have fsa(1) = 0. In view of this
we can say that the square root — geometric mean divergence is nonnegative and convex
in the pair of probability distributions (P,Q) € T',, x Ty,.

and

Example 3.2. Let us consider

fsa(z —Vz, 2 €(0,00),
in (33), then we have C'f(PHQ PHQ
Moreover,
7! (x)_i<L_i)
T Vve\Vatr1 Vi)
and

” B 1 1
sq(z) = \/§(x2+1)\/m+4x\/§'

Thus we have f&o(x) > 0 for all x € (0,00). Also, we have fsa(1) = 0. In view of this
we can say that the square root — geometric mean divergence is nonnegative and convex
in the pair of probability distributions (P, Q) € T';, x T',,.

Example 3.3. Let us consider

[x2 4+ 1 2x
fSH(z)_ 9 _x+17$€(0aoo)a

in (33), then we have C¢(P||Q) = Msu(P||Q).

Moreover,

T 2
V2vVaZ+ 1 (z+1)%

ng(x) =

and
" 1 4

R PN = S CER Ve
Thus we have f&y(x) > 0 for all z € (0,00). Also, we have fsu(1) = 0. In view of this
we can say that the square root — geometric mean divergence is nonnegative and convex
in the pair of probability distributions (P, Q) € T';, x T',,.
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Example 3.4. Let us consider
1
fn(z) = 5(\/5— 1)?, z € (0,00),

in (31), then we have C¢(P||Q) = h(P]|Q).
Moreover,
—1
i) =Y,

and
1

V(z) = VR

Thus we have f}'(x) > 0 for all x € (0,00). Also, we have fn(1) = 0. In view of this
we can say that the square root — geometric mean divergence is nonnegative and convex
in the pair of probability distributions (P,Q) € T',, x T',,.

Example 3.5. Let us consider

falw) == e 0.00),
mj\(}ﬂl), then we have C;(P||Q) = A(P||Q).
y o (x=1)(x+3)
fA(x) - (SL’ + 1>2 )
and
wiy_ S
alr) = Gy

Thus we have fX(x) > 0 for all x € (0,00). Also, we have fa(1) = 0. In view of this
we can say that the square root — geometric mean divergence is nonnegative and convex
in the pair of probability distributions (P,Q) € T',, x T',,.

4. BOUNDS ON MEAN DIVERGENCE MEASURES

In this section we shall give bounds on the measures given in Section 2. In order to
get these bounds we shall make use of the properties of Csiszir’s f-divergence due to
Dragomir [6].

Property 4.1. Let f: R, — R be differentiable convex and normalized i.e., f(1) =0. If
P.Q eTl,, then we have

(4.1) 0 < Cp(PlIQ) < Ec, (PlQ),

where

n

Ee,(PlIQ) =Y (0 —a) f'(2).

i=1 i
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4.1. Square root — arithmetic mean divergence. We have

0 < Msa(P||lQ) < Esa(Pl|Q),

where

i=1 2(p7 +q7)
Z pz szz + qz - qz
2(p; +4})

= Msa(P||Q) +1 - Z

Esa(Pl|Q) = Z (pi — @) (%)

¢ (pi + @)
< \/2(p? + ¢2)
207 + ¢7) — (pi + @)
2(p7 +q7)

= Msa(P|Q) + > 4

1=1

= Msa(P||Q) + £sa(P)|Q),
Vﬁff_m+%
|

4.2. Square root — geometric mean divergence. We have

0 < Msa(P||Q) < Esa(P||Q),

with

Esa(Pl|Q) = Z%

In view of (Jl), we can say that {sa(P||Q) =

where
sa(PllQ) ;;(p Q)< RN
p;i—pigi+4 -4  Vapi —a)
_Z< 2007 + &) 2/Di )
V@i + @) qi(pi + )
= Mse(P||Q) +
sa(PlIQ) 2( VDi \/2(p?+Q?)>
- D} 7 —\/2pig;
= Msa(PlIQ) + 3 Var: + ) ( e )
= Msa(P||Q) +Z 2\/\/;% (\/pz +q — v2pzqz)
ZMSG(PIIQHESG(PIIQ),
with

n

sa(PllQ) :Z(pi+Qi> gl 2) ( r +ql \/]qu>

i1 2pi(p7 + q;
In view of (B]), we can say that {sq(P||Q) = 0
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4.3. Square root — harmonic mean divergence. We have

0 < Msu(P||Q) < Esu(P||Q),

where

Esu(P||Q) :Z(pi—%‘) < 2( b e

=1 pz_'_qz pz_l_qz )

_ Z (pz Pigi + qz _ ql _ 2%

— Q(pl + qz pz +QZ

= Msu(P||Q) +Z 2piqi(pi + @) = 2¢; (i — @) qi(pi + @)
— WSH (pi + q:)? 2(p7 + q7)

207 +4) (it a)
= Moy (P + i -
su(PlQ) Zq Bt e )

o [(VEF D) - i+ 0
:M3H<P||@>+Zqz«< ) q}

(pi + %)%/W
— Men(PlQ) + £s1(P||Q),
with

(P ;
SsulPlIQ) = Zq (i +4)*v/20] + @)

In view of (), we can say that {su(P||Q) = 0.

( 2(p7 + q?))3 — (pi + %j

4.4. Hellinger discrimination. We have

0 < Mu(Pl|Q) < En(P||Q),

where
BPIQ) -3 (pi — qi%f — V@)
_ Z (VP — V&) (VP + V&)
=1 2\/172
= My(P||Q) + % Z \/%(\/E - V@)
= M, (P||Q) + &,(P||Q),
with

&(Pl|Q) = \/g VP = V&)

Obviously, &,(P||Q) = 0.
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4.5. Triangular discrimination. We have

0 < Ma(Pl|Q) < Ea(P]|Q),

where
— (pi — ¢:)*(pi + 3¢:)
EA(P||Q) =
& ; (pi + @:)?
N2
~ A(PIQ) +2Z =
—MA(PIIQHQ(PIIQ),
with

o 2
alPllQ) _22 ( +Q) '
Obviously, {a(P|Q) = 0

5. INEQUALITIES AMONG MEAN DIVERGENCE MEASURES
In this section we shall obtain inequalities among the measures given in Section 2.

Property 5.1. Let f, fo : I C Ry — R be two convexr mappings that are normalized,
i.e., f1(1) = fo(1) = 0 and suppose the assumptions:

(i) f1 and fo are twice differentiable on (a,b);

(ii) there ezists the real constants o, 8 such that o < 3 and

//( )

(5.1) a < ()\ﬁ f3(z) >0, Vo € (a,b).

Then,
(5.2) a Cp(PllQ) < Cp(PllQ) < 6 Cp(PlQ),
and
(5.3) a B (PllQ) — Cp(PllQ)] < Ef (Pl|Q) — Cp, (P[|Q)

< BER(PIIQ) — Cp(PllQ)]

Proof. Let us consider the functions
(5.4) pa(2) = fi(z) — a fao(z)
and
(5.5) ps(x) = B fo(x) — fi(2),

where o and /3 are as given by (B&1I).

Since fi(z) and fo(z) are normalized, i.e., fi(1) = fo(1) = 0, then p,(1) = ps(1) = 0.
Also, the functions fi(x) and fo(z) are twice differentiable. Then in view of (BII), we
have

(5:6) i) = 1) - a 1) = £ (T8 - ) > 0
and
5:7) W) = 6 £1(0) - 1100) = f(a) (5= ) >

for all x € (a,b).
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In view of (B0) and (B1), we can say that the functions p,(-) and pg(-) are convex on
(a,b).
According to Property B, we have

(5.8) Cpo (Pl|Q) = Cp—ap, (P|Q) = C (Pl|Q) — a Cp, (P]|Q) = 0,
and
(5.9) Cys(Pl|Q) = Csp,— 1, (Pl|Q) = B Cp,(Pl|Q) — C (Pl|Q) = 0.

Combining (B.8) and (29) we have the proof of (52).

Now, we shall prove the inequalities (E.3). We have seen above that the real mappings
Pa(-) and pg(-) defined over R, are normalized, twice differentiable and convex on (a,b).
Applying the r.h.s. of the inequalities (B.2)), we have

(5.10) Cp. (P||Q) < Eg,,, (P|Q)

and

(5.11) C,,(PIIQ) < Ec,, (PlIQ).
Moreover,

(5.12) Cpo (Pl|Q) = C (Pl|Q) — o Cp, (P|Q)

and

(5.13) Gy, (PlIQ) = B Cp(Pl|Q) — Cr (Pl|Q).

In view of (BEI0) and (B-12), we have
C(PlIQ) — o ColPIIQ) < By, , (PIIQ)
— B, (PllQ) - aEL(PI|Q).
This gives,
a|Ec,, (PllQ) — sz(PHQ)] < Ecy, (Pl|Q) — Cr (Pl|Q).
Thus, we have the [.h.s. of the inequalities (E3).
Again in view of (xT1l) and (BI3)), we have
B Cp(PlQ) = Cn(PllQ) < Ecy,,_;, (PIIQ)
=B Eg, (PlIQ) = Ec,, (P|Q).
After simplifying, we get
En(PlIQ) — CA(PIIQ) < 8[E(PIIQ) - Cr(PlQ)].

Thus we have the r.h.s. of the inequalities (B3)). This completes the proof of the
property. O

Now, we shall apply the above theorem for the measures given in Section 2.

Theorem 5.1. The following inequalities among the mean difference and auziliary diver-
gences hold:

(614)  Msa(PllQ) < s Msu(PIIQ) <

and

615)  EalPlQ) < 3Esn(PlIQ) < 1Ea(PIIQ) < 5Esa(PIIQ) < &(P]Q).

A(PIIQ) < 5Msa(PlIQ) < h(PIIQ),

|
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The proof is based on the following propositions.

Proposition 5.1. The following inequalities hold:

(5.16) 0< Msa(PlIQ) < 3Msu(PIQ),
and
(517 0 < &sa(PlIQ) < 3su(PIIQ)
Proof. Let us consider
_ fealz) (z+1)°
934 su(z) = Ta(@)  (r 1P+ av2(e2 13 € (0,00).

This gives

24(z — 1) (2?2 + 1) (z + 1)? >0, z<1
(518> gZS'A_SH(x) = 2 <0 z>1 -
22 +1) [(z + 1P +4v2(22 +1)32]" L S5 T2
In view of (-I8)) we conclude that the function gsa sy (z) increasing in z € (0,1) and
decreasing in = € (1, 00), and hence

1
(5.19) B= sup gsasu(r)=gsasu(l)= 7.
x€(0,00) 3

Now (BT9) together with (B2) and (B3)) give respectively (I6) and (BID). O

Proposition 5.2. The following inequalities hold:

1
(5.20) 0 < Msa(Pl|Q) < ZA(PHQ),
and
1
(5.21) 0 < &5a(PlIQ) < €a(PlIQ).
Proof. Let us consider
" + 1)3
o fsal®) (@ 2 e (0.00),
gsa.a(z) " (x) 8\/§(I2+1)3/2 ( )
This gives
, B -DE+1)? >0, z<1
(5.22) gsan(x) =— 8v2(z2 + 152 | <0, z>1"

In view of (222)), we conclude that the function gga () is increasing in x € (0, 1) and
decreasing in = € (1, 00), and hence

(5.23) M = xes(lol,lzo) gsan(r) =gsan(l)= %
Now (B23)) together with (22) and (B3) give respectively (20) and (B2T]). O
Proposition 5.3. The following inequalities hold:
(5.24) 0< APQ) < Msa(PlIQ)
and

(525) 0< 36 (PlIQ) < Esa(PIIQ).
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Proof. Let us consider

B " (.7}) B (:L'+ 1)3 [4:83/2 +\/§ (:E2 + 1)3/2]
gsa.a(w) = Sf(:zc) N 32v/2 (22 4 1)3/223/2 , @ €(0,00),

This gives

3(z + 1)z — 1) [\/i (22 + 1) - SxS/ﬂ
642 [z(z + 1)

Since 2 + 1 > 2z, then from (&E30), we conclude that

>0, z2>1
(5.27) dhos@{ 20 121

In view of (B.21), we conclude that the function gsg a () is decreasing in x € (0, 1) and
increasing in x € (1,00), and hence

(5.26) 9saal@) =

1
5.28 = inf — ; -
( ) « mel(%’ )QSG_A(I) weﬂ(ldn )QSG_A(JC) =5

Now (B2]) together with (22) and (B3) give respectively (i24]) and (B2H). O

Proposition 5.4. We have the following bounds:

(5.29) 0 < Msa(P||Q) <2 h(P[|Q),
and
(5.30) 0 < &sa(P)1Q) < 2 6 (P]|Q)-

Proof. Let us consider

sson() = dol@) _ 4%+ V2 (a2 +1)%2 e (o)
) n (@) V2 (a2 +1)32 ’

This gives

/ _ 6e—DE+)va [ >0, z<1
(5.31) Jsan(®) = — V2(2? + 1)5/? <0, z>1 "~

In view of (B:31]), we conclude that the function gsg_ () is increasing in z € (0,1) and
decreasing in = € (1, 00), and hence

(5.32) b= S(up )QSG_h(iE) = gsca(l) = 2.
z€ (0,00

Now (B32) together with (22) and (B3)) give respectively (E29) and (B30). O

The inequalities (1d), (B20), (E24) and (B2Z) together give (EI4) and the inequalities

ETD), BEZI), (E2H) and (B30) together give (EIH). This completes the proof of the
Theorem Bl

Remark 5.1. (i) The divergence measure arising due to geometric—harmonic mean
s not studied here because it is not convexz.

(i) The auziliary measures &.y(P||Q) can be written in terms of Csiszdr f-divergence,
but they are not necessarily convez.
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6. COMPARISON WITH CLASSICAL DIVERGENCE MEASURES

In this section, we shall present some classical divergence measures. The following
Jensen-Shannon divergence measure [3, [15] is already known in the literature:

n

(6.1) I(P||Q) = Z [A(piInpi, ¢ Ingi) — A (pi, ¢i) In A (ps, 4:)]-

i=1

Taneja [I7] presented the following arithmetic and geometric divergence measure arising
due to arithmetic and geometric means:

(6.2) T(P|IQ) - ZA Por ) G(z“f;i.

Adding (61 and ([E2), we get
(6.3) I(Pl|Q)+T(P||Q) = 4J(P||Q),
where J(P||Q) is the well known Jefferys-Kullback-Leibler [T, I0] J-divergence given by
- pi
(6.4) 1P = 3 (- 4 ().
i=1 !
For more studies on the measures (.2)-(64]) with their generalizations and some statis-

tical applications refer to Taneja [16], 18, 21, 22]. For new symmetric divergence measure
refer to Kumar and Chhina [12]

Recently, author [19, 20] proved an inequality among these divergence measures given
by

(6.5) iA(PIIQ) < I(Pl|Q) < MPIQ) < (P||Q) T(P[lQ).

Finally, combining the inequalities (.14 and (ESEI), we have the following interesting
inequalities:

(6.6 Msa(PIIQ) < 3 Msn(PIIQ) < {A(PIIQ) < 5Msa(PIIQ)
MPIQ) < SI(PIIQ) < T(PIIQ)

and

(6.7 Msa(PI|Q) < §M5H<P||@> < TAPIIQ) < I(PIIQ)

h(PlQ) < (PIIQ) T(PlQ)-

From the inequalities (m), ED) and (E-0), we observe that we don’t have relation
among the measures SG-divergence and [-divergence. Let us check this by applying
Property Bl

Let us consider

1 2
fj(at)zglna:—l—x;r m(x“), z € (0,00)

in (B, the one gets C(P||Q) = I(P||Q).
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Moreover,
1 2x
!
=—1
o) = 3 (2
and .
" o
r(@) = 2e(x+1)

Again, let us consider
vo(z)  [42%2+V2 (2 + 1) a(x + 1)
9s61(@) = 7(z) B 22 (22 + 1)3/223/2
The first order derivative of the function gsg_s(z) is given by
_ (z—1)o(x)
CAV2 (a2 + 1) a3

, € (0,00).

gch_l ($ )

where
o(z) = V2 (z* + 1)5/2 — 8% (2* + 31+ 1) .

In order to apply Property Bl we must prove that o(x) is either negative or positive
for x € (0,00), but o(1) = —32.0 and ¢(4.25) = 13.87. This implies that we are unable
to apply the Property Bl

Moreover, if we check the generating functions in both the cases, still the result don’t
hold. Let us denote, a(z) = fsa(z), b(z) = 3fsu(x), c(z) = 1fa(z), d(z) = 3fsc(2),
e(r) = fr(z) and f(z) = fu(x) for all z € (0,00). Then we have the following values of
these two functions:

x 0.1 10 1000 3000 3800 3900

a(x) 0.1606 | 1.6063 |206.6071 |620.8204 | 786.5058 | 807.2165

b(x) 0.1762 | 1.7627 | 235.0363 | 706.4403 | 895.0021 | 918.5723

c(x) 0.1840 | 1.8409 |249.2509 | 749.2503 |949.2502 | 974.2502

d(x) 0.1972 | 1.9720 |337.7421 |1033.2741 | 1312.6808 | 1347.6332

e(x) 0.2136 | 2.1368 | 342.9660 | 1035.5640 | 1312.7047 | 1347.3491
(x) 0.2337 | 2.3377 | 468.8772 | 1445.7277 | 1838.8558 | 1888.0500

We observe from the above table that the values of d(x) and e(x) changes in the interval
x € (3800, 3900], before it d(z) is always smaller than e(x).

Let check the same thing by considering particular values of the probability distribu-
tions. Let us consider n =2, py =t, ¢t =1—1t, po =1 —1 and ¢go = t. Then we can

write

aft) = Msa(PllQ) = 2/ S0 =10
b(t) = tsu(PIQ) = 2/ 0= L)
oft) = TA(PIIQ) = 126~ 1)

1 2+ (1

d(t) = 5 Msa(P||Q) =

2

%15)2 — /t(l —t),

e(t) = I(P||Q) = tIn(2t) + (1 — t) log(2 — 2t)
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and

7(t) = h(P|Q) = (VE - vT=1)
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2
)

for all ¢t € [0, 1] with the convention that 0log0 = 0.

Let us compare the measures for some particular values of ¢.

t 0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 0.2 0.4

a(t) 0.4140 0.4128 0.4001 0.2806 0.1662 0.01980

b(t) 0.4712 0.4696 0.4535 0.3068 0.1754 0.01993

c(t) 0.4998 0.4980 0.4802 0.3200 0.1800 0.02000

d(t) 0.6970 0.6747 0.6005 0.3403 0.1830 0.02004

e(t) 0.6921 0.6852 0.6371 0.3680 0.1927 0.02013
(1) 0.9800 0.9367 0.8010 0.4000 0.2000 0.02020

Here we have considered only the values of t € (0,1/2], since for t € [1/2, 1) the values
are symmetric. Moreover, all values are zero for t = % From the table we observe that for
each t fixed the values of the functions are monotonically increasing, except for t = 0.0001,
d(t) is bigger than e(t).

From the example above we conclude that we are unable to establish an inequality

having nine measures in a sequence combining (G.6]) and (B.7).

Now we shall improve the inequality (BI4]). In order to do so, we shall again consider

7. REFINEMENT INEQUALITIES

the following non-negative differences:

- Di
ka(PHQ) = Z%fk (q—), k=1,2,.., 10,
i=1 v

where | for all z € (0, 00), we have

1

fl(f) = fAG(!L") - §fSG(93)>
o) = fac(a) = 3 Fan(0)
f3($) = fAG(!L") - %fSH(l”),

i) = g Fso(@) — 5 fano),

fol) = 3 fsa(e) = 5 fsm(x),

i) = 3 fsa(e) — foao),

i) = g Fan(x) = 5 fn(a),
1
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and

fro(x) = %fSH(x) — fsa(z).

We can easily verify that

(7.1) fiw) = 5 fale) = i),
and
(7.2) fs(x) = %fg(i’f) = %flo(l")-

For all x € (0,00), we can write

o) — (ﬁ—l)z_m—mﬂ_(w),

2 4 2
C(VE-1\? (@-1)? [(A+H
ro=(Y5) - - () -@
(VI V2@ +0) 2
fg(:c)_< 5 ) - 5 +2( ) 3[3A+H (S +3G)],
D) 12
fula) = V) a2 5[S+H—<A+G>1,
222 +1) x 21
fo(z) = 3 ST [S+2H 3G],
and
(z—1)? 222+ 1) 21
fsle) = Al +1) 6 3@+ 6 51845+ ).
where A = #H G = /r, H = 2% and S = /2 2+ L are respectively arithmetic, geometric,

harmonic and square-root means between x and 1.

Theorem 7.1. The following inequality among the new differences hold:

(13)  Da(PIQ) < 304 (PlIQ) < ;DA(PIQ) < 3D (PIQ) < Dy(PlIQ)

Proof. We shall prove each part of the inequality separately. These inequalities can be
proved on similar lines of theorem Bl but here we shall give a simpler proof.

(i) We can write

foe) = 3ule) = 5[5 + 24 = 36] - 3 | (457 ) ~ ]

3 2
= L[S+ H—(A+ )] = 3fsle) >0, Vo € (0,00)

This prove that 5 fo(z) < fs(z), Vo € (0,00), and consequently, we get

1

2D (Pl|Q) < Dy (P||Q).

(7.4) .
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(ii) We can write

30 = 1) = 5[5~ 6] - A+ H - (5+30)
1

S+H—(A+G)]:éf5(:£)>0, Va € (0,00).

This prove that  f3(z) < 3 fo(z), Vo € (0,00), and consequently, we get

1 1

(75) 1D (PIIQ) < 5D (PlIQ).
(iii) We can write
1 1 1 1 G+S
13(@0) = 3 fi(@) = 5 BA+ H = (S+3G)] - 3 [A - <T)]
1

:E[S+H—(A+G)]:éf5($)>0, vz € (0,00).

This prove that 3 fi(z) < 1f3(z), Vo € (0,00), and consequently, we get
1 1
(7.6) 3Pn(PllQ) < ;D (PllQ).

(iv) We can write

[A— (#)] - % 34— (25 + H)|

[S+H—(A+G)]:%f5(:c)>o, vz € (0, 00).

1
gfl(x) — fa(x) =

1
3
1
6

This prove that fs(z) < 2 fi(x), Vo € (0,00), and consequently, we get

1
3

1
(7.7) Dy (PllQ) < 3 D5 (PlIQ).
Combining ([Z4))-([Z7) we get the required result. O
Remark 7.1. (1) Simplifying the inequalities given (7.3) and using the nonnegativity
of the expression fs(x), Vx € (0,00), we get the following improvement over the
inequalities (5-14):
1 1
(7.8) Mer(PlIQ) < Msa(PllQ) < 3Msu(Pl|Q) < 7A(PIIQ)
c SAWPNQ) +2Msa(Pl|Q) _ hMP||Q) + 3Msa(P||Q)
= 16 - 4
_ W(PUQ) + Msu(PlQ) _ 6Msc(PIIQ) + A(PQ)
- 4 = 4
1 1
< SMsa(PlQ) < h(PIIQ) < SA(PQ)

We observe that the measure Mgy (P||Q) in not convez in the pair of probability
distributions, but even then we are able to relate it in the above inequalities.
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(ii) Recently, author [20] also gave an impmvement over the inequality ([G1):

(7.9 iA(PH@ < 2h(PlQ) + - A<P||@><h<P||@>
/(P19 <P||@> T P91+ 2h(Plie)
<Pu@> 2T(PQ) + SAPIQ) < T(P)Q)

The above inequality also improves the one studied by Dragomir et al. [1].
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