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Abstract

We present several integral and exponential inequalities for formal power series and for both arbitrary entire functions of expo-
nential type and generalized Borel transforms. They are obtained through certain limit procedures which involve the multiparameter
binomial inequalities, integral inequalities for continuous functions, and weighted norm inequalities for analytic functions. Some
applications to the confluent hypergeometric functions, Bessel functions, Laguerre polynomials, and trigonometric functions are
discussed. Also some generalizations are given.
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1. Introduction

We present several inequalities of a new type and overview the related results and applications. These inequalities
are expressed in terms of the formal power series and entire functions. They are established through certain limit pro-
cedures which involve three interrelated theorems on the general inequalities (Theorems A—C in Section 2). The idea
to link the classical Cauchy (or Cauchy—Schwartz) inequality to the Euler’s gamma and beta functions is important for
the whole subject. Applications of our inequalities comprise the generalized hypergeometric series, special functions
and orthogonal polynomials, integral and coefficient convolutions, entire functions, generalized Borel transforms,
fractional integrals, bi-Hermitian forms, and conformal mappings [5-9].

The results obtained in this paper can be regarded as the lim—lim and lim—lim-lim inequalities. The main of them
is presented in Theorem D (Section 3). It is a non-trivial limit case of the weighted norm inequalities established in [8]
(see Theorem C) and implied by the general inequality for continuous functions which is proved in [6] (the extremal
functions are found in [9]; see Theorem B). In its turn, the general inequality in [6] is obtained as a limit case of the
multiparameter binomial inequalities given in [5, Theorem 1] (see Theorem A). A simple limit procedure allows us
to show that Theorem D leads to some lim—lim-lim inequalities for formal power series and for both arbitrary entire
functions of exponential type and generalized Borel transforms. These inequalities are presented in Corollaries 1-3
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(Section 3). Then we consider some examples and applications which involve the confluent hypergeometric functions,
Bessel functions, Laguerre polynomials, trigonometric functions, and Euler’s divergent series (Section 4). Finally,
some generalizations are discussed (Section 5).

The open disk {z: |z| < r} is denoted by D, (r > 0) throughout the paper. Let h(z) = ZZOZO ¢, 7" be an entire
function of exponential type, i.e. lim, . oon|c,|!/" < co. The function / is of exponential type o < oo if the limit
above equals eo (if 4 is a polynomial or if its order is less than 1, then % is of exponential type 0 according to this
definition; cf. [10, Chapter 9]). We use the standard notation for the Hadamard product or the coefficient convolution
of h and any power series f(z) = Z:O:O an?" (see, e.g., [13])

o
(fxh)(@) =) ancn?".
n=0
The Cauchy—Hadamard theorem implies that f x & is an entire function of exponential type if f is analytic in some
open disk D,. For a fixed A, the convolution f % h can be considered as a linear operator on the class of all formal
power series about z = 0. In the sequel we use | Fi(1; «; z) and the limit function limy o[ F1(1; o; z) — 1] = z€*
as the fixed functions 4. Here and below | F(a; b; z) stands for the confluent hypergeometric function

1F1(d;b;Z):Z%'Z—'
=0 n n:

provided that none of the shifted factorials (b),, =b--- (b+n—1) (n > 1) are equal to 0. The basic information about
the hypergeometric and related functions can be found in [1,4].

Given a power series f(z) =ap+ajz + - - -, the a-convolution f,, (o > 0) and the O-convolution f,( are defined
by the formulas [8]

f*a(z)Zf(Z)*lFl(l;a;z)zz(Z'; 7" ()
n=0 n
and
fo@ = @) (zef) =) (n_l), 6)

n=1

2. Theorems on general inequalities

Theorem A presents a parametrized inequality for two complex vectors and binomial weights. It is proved by a
method of recurrence relations which involves the binomial coefficients d, (o) defined by the formula

I(a+n) (o)

R

(n=0,1,...). (3)

Theorem A. (See [5].) Let a= (ag, ..., a,) and b = (by, ..., b,) be non-zero complex vectors (n =1,2,...). Then
for any numbers o, B > 0, and A > 0, thefollowing inequality holds:

Zalbk !

where coefficients di are defined by (3).

For A > 0, the equality in (4) holds if and only if ay = nkdk (w)ag and by = nkdk B)bo (In|=1k=1,...,n).

The case ). = 0 in (4) corresponds to the Cauchy—Schwartz inequality (the equality holds if and only if d,,_x (B)ay =
cdi(a)by—y for all k < n and a constant c).

n k()h)

kG4 B) o D dy kM)
s \Z jax|> - Y — ||, )

dn (A
( +°‘+/3)Z de(@) 2" 4B

Theorem B gives an integral version of inequality (4). Its proof is based on a limit procedure as n — 0o, which
involves Bernstein’s polynomials, and on the detailed analysis of the extremal functions.
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Theorem B. (See [6,9].) Let ¢ (¢t) and V(t) be complex-valued continuous functions on [0, 1]. Then for any numbers
o, B, A > 0, the following inequality holds:

1
/TOH*,B*I(I _ _C))»*l

0

1

/t""l(l — 0 oy (c(d — 1) dt

0

2
dt

1
r“—la—r)ﬂ“—ly(p(r)]zdr-frﬁ—l(l—r)““—l\w(r)yzdr. )
0

C) (BT M+ B+ 1) :
S Ta+M0)T(B+MCa+p) )

The equality in (5), provided that ¢ and  are not identically 0, holds if and only if ¢ (1) = ¢ (0)e'? and (1) =
Y (0)e'? fort €0, 1] and a real 6.

The Cauchy-Bunyakovskii—Schwartz inequality is the limit case of inequality (5) (divided by I"'(1)) as . — 0. Let
1
A, pLf1= / 7M1 =P f@0)di/B(@, B),
0
where f(¢) is defined on [0, 1] and B(«x, 8) is the beta function. Then inequality (5) can be presented as follows
(cf. [6]):
Al +BV[IGP] < A, B+ 0101 ]AB @ + V[V ],
where G (1) = A(e, B¢ (z) Y (z(1 — )], T € [0, 1].
Theorem C is a direct consequence of Theorem B (see Theorem 1 in [8] and the immediate remark to it). We

use the notation from [8] where the following integral operators are introduced: M («, 8, ) on the class of all entire
functions F'(z)

1
M@, B, IFI) = / 1 = e’ |Fen di/Bla. ), (©)
0
and L(«, B, y) on the class of all functions f(z) that are analytic in a neighbourhood of the origin
1
Lo, B, ) f1(z) = M(e, B, Y)[ fra1(2) Z/t“_l(l - t)ﬁ_ley’If*a(zt)|2dt/B(Ot,ﬂ)- (7)
0

In (6) and (7): @ and B > 0, y is any real number, z is any complex number, and f,, is the a-convolution defined
by (1). Clearly, we can use the operator M for all functions F which are analytic in some disk D, . Note that

lim M. B y)IFI) = e’ |F2)|.

Respectively, the operator L can be used for all formal power series f for which the convolutions f., are analytic
in D,. Then M[F](z) and L[ f](z) are defined for z € D,.

Theorem C. (See [8].) Let f(z) =apo+aiz+--- and g(z) =bo + b1z + - - - be any power series and assume that the
convolutions fyo(2) and g+p(z) defined by (1) are analytic in some disk D,. Then for any complex ¢ € D;, real y,
and a, B, . > 0, the following inequality holds:

Lo+ B, 2, vI[f8l(&) < L, B+ 2, YIf1C) - L(B, e + 4, ¥)[gl(4), ®)

where L is defined by (6)—(7).
The equality in (8), provided that ZZOZO |an| and Z?,o:o |bn| are not equal to zero, holds if and only if

FRQ=FO)[1+ ¥ +i0)z/2)]™" and gx)=gO)[1+(y + ie)Z/(ZC)]_ﬁ
in a neighbourhood of the origin (¢ # 0, 0 is a real number), or { =y =0.
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In addition, inequality (8) holds for A = 0; in this case the equality holds if and only if functions e?’ f,,(¢t) and
8+p(¢(1 — 1)) are proportional for ¢ € [0, 1]. If f and g in Theorem C are analytic in a neighbourhood of the origin
then inequality (8) can be presented in terms of two entire functions of finite exponential type

F(z)=)_ An" (typeo1) and G(z)=)  Buz" (type 02). ©)
n=0 n=0

The corresponding theorem is given in [8]. It involves two analytic functions in a neighbourhood of co

o0 o0
P@,2)=) Ay @,z (zl>01) and ¥(B,2)=) By Bz (lzl>02). (10)
n=0 n=0
Functions @ («, z) and ¥ (B, z) are known as the generalized Borel-associated functions to F and G (or generalized
Borel transforms) by means of the functions | F;(1; «; z) and 1 F1(1; B; z), respectively. The classical case of the
Borel-associated functions to " and G corresponds to o« = 8 =1 [2,12], i.e.

Qﬁ(z):@(l,z):/F(t)e_Z’dt and W(z):W(l,z):/G(t)e_Z’dt
0 0

are the classical Borel transforms. The most general associated functions are introduced by Nachbin [11].

Remark 1. The integral convolution formula
1
(f®)s@+p) (2B, p) = / 1T A =07 frg(2gep(z(1 = 1)) dt - (o, > 0)
0
used in [8] shows that the (o + B)-convolution (fg)«w+g) is analytic in D, if fi, and g.g are analytic there. This
formula implies by induction that the (na)-convolution (f").(ne«) is analytic in D, for any n =2,3,.... Also by
induction, inequality (8) of Theorem C with g = f™, B =ma (m =1, 2,...), and any real y leads to the following
inequality:
L(na, h, »)[f"](@) < L™ (@, (n = D+ 1, ¥)[f1Q) (@, A>0; £ €D,), (11)

where the equality, provided that f is not identically 0, holds if and only if
f@=fO)|1+ @ +i0)z/(20)] " (¢ #0, 0 is areal number), or{ =y =0

(n=2,3,...). Thecase y =0in (11) is used in [8] to prove some limit inequalities for convolutions, entire functions,
and generalized Borel transforms. Theorem D in the next section gives more general limit inequalities than the ones
in [8] as n — o0.

3. The limit inequalities
To prove the main limit result we need two lemmas.

Lemma 1. Let u(z) =Y oo apz" and v(z) =Y no bpz" be power series such that the 0-convolutions u.(z) and

v40(2) are analytic in a disk Dy. Then the 0-convolution (uv).o(z) is analytic in D, and for any p < r, the following
inequality holds:

max | (uv)+0(z)| < max u0(z)| max |vs(2)|. (12)
lzI<p lzI<p lzI<p

Proof. Note that (uv).o can be presented in the integral form
1
(uv)40(z) = f[t(l - t)]_lu*o(zt)v*o(z(l —0)dt (z€Dy). (13)

0
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Indeed, by definition (2) the integral in (13) is equal to
1
o0
b n+m
Z Lftn_l(l — "Ly,
(n—D!m—1)!
n,m=1 0

and the double sum can be written as
00 k k—1

Z ﬁ Zanbk*n = (V)40 (2).

k=2 =1

Formula (13) shows that (#v). is analytic in D,. Also (13) implies inequality (12) for p < r, since functions u.0(z)/z
and v,40(z)/z are analytic in D,. O

Lemma 2. Let u(z) = a1z + a7z + -+ be a power series such that the 0-convolution u.o(z) is analytic in a disk D,.
Then for any entire function

o0
V(w) = Z brwk,
k=0
the 0-convolution (V o u)4o(z) is analytic in D;,.
Proof. Lemma 1 implies that (uk)*o is analytic in D, forany k =2,3,... and
k
max|(u4) o (2)] < (max[uo@]) (o <. (14)

lzI<p lzI<p
Let

N
Uv@ =) b (N=1,2...).
k=0

It is easy to see that (Uy )40 can be presented as

N
UNn)s0(2) =Y bi(u) () (15)

k=1
and therefore (Uy )40 is analytic in D, for any N > 1. Formula (15) and inequality (14) for k¥ > 2 imply that the limit
function
(Vou)s(z) = lim (Un)0(2)
N—o00

is analytic in D,. Here we use Weierstrass’ M-test and theorem on uniformly convergent series of analytic func-
tions. O

Theorem D. Let f(z) =1+ ajz+ --- be a power series such that the 0-convolution (log f).«0(z) defined by (2) is
analytic in a disk D,. Then for any «, .. > 0 and real y, the o-convolution f.q(z) defined by (1) is analytic in D, and
the following inequality holds:

1
[eta= ot paenf ar

0
1

< B(a, A) exp{a/t_l(l —t)“+)‘_1[ew|[2(§t)|2 —1]dty (€D, (16)
0

where
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2(2)=1+a""(log fao(2) =1+ (¢~ log f(2))  (z¢7). a7
The equality in (16) holds if and only if

f@Q=[1++ i9)z/(2§)]70‘ (¢ #0, 0 is a real number), or ¢t =y =0.

Proof. Let n be a natural number, and let the formal power series presentation for f!/" be as follows: f!/"(z) =
1+ 302 akndh.

Lemma 2 with u = (log f)/n and V(w) = e* implies that (f/%),o is analytic in D,. By definition (2) and the
Cauchy—Hadamard theorem, we have
1/k

_ 1
hmk_mo‘ 7 1)' ot
Hence the inequality
h?lk—)t)o e v X l
(a/n)i r

holds for any « > 0. By definition (1) and the Cauchy—Hadamard theorem, we conclude that forany n =1, 2, ... and
o > 0, the («/n)-convolution (fl/")*(a/n) is analytic in D,..
Now we replace f by f /7 and o by a/n in (11) for even n. Then according to definition (6)—(7), we obtain
L, b, U@ S L2@/2.0/2+ 2,0 f1?]©)
_ fO Za/n—l(l _ t)(n—l)a/n+k—leyt|(fl/n)*(a/n) ({t)|2 dr 1"
h B(a/n, (n — Da/n+ 1)

forn=4,6,.... Here again we use definition (1)

(18)

nay, nZk

1/n
(f )*(a/n)(z) I+~ Z(oz/n—l—l) (Ol/ﬂ—i—k-l)

Let ) oo, cxz¥ be the formal power series presentation for log f(z). We have

lim nag.n _ Ck (k_lz )
naoo(()(/l’ldl—l) (a/n_|_k_1)_(k_1)' =1,2,...).

The expression in the brackets on the right-hand side of (18) equals

1

al'(a+ 1) (@/n=1(] _ py(n=Da/n+i=1 [eyt|(fl/n)*(a/n)(§_t)|2 _ 1]dt.

+ nl'(a/n+ DI ((n — Da/n+A)
0

It follows that this expression can be written in the form

cxgt
1+ - Z(k—l)' *

We use (18), (19), and (17) to obtain inequality (16). Inequalities (18) and the equality condition in (11) imply the
equality condition in (16). O

1

1—}-}171/0” ( )O(+)L l[e)/l

0

2

—1:|dt+0(n]), asn — oo, (19)

Corollary 1. Let f(z) =1+ a1z + --- be a power series such that the 0-convolution (log f)0(z) is analytic in a
disk D,. Then for any o > 0, real y, and complex ¢ € D, the following inequality holds:

1
| fra (D)) <exp!%/r‘l<1 —* e’ 2ot - 1]dr - y}, (20)
0
where fiq and $2 are defined by (1) and (17), respectively.
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The equality in (20) holds if and only if
f@)= [1 + @+ i9)z/§]70{ (¢ #0, 0 is a real number), or =y =0.
Proof. As A(1 —t)*~ 1 and AT'(A) for A =0 give the delta function §(1 — ¢) and 1, respectively, we multiply both

sides of (16) by A and then we obtain the limit inequality as A — 0. Also we replace y by 2y . The equality condition
in (20) is implied by (18) as A — 0 and n — 00, and the equality condition in (16). O

Corollary 2. Let function f, f(0) =1, be analytic in a neighbourhood of the origin. Then for any o, . > 0, real y,
and complex ¢, the following inequalities hold:

1 1
ft“—la —t))‘_leyt|f*a(§t)|2dt§B(a,k)exp{a/t_l(1 —t)“+}‘_l[eyt|[2(§t)|2— l]dt} (21)
0 0
and
1
| fra ()] <exp{%/r‘l(1 —n* e 2n]* - l]dr—y}, (22)
0

where fiq and $2 are defined by (1) and (17), respectively.
The equality in (21) and (22) holds for the same functions f(z) as in (16) and (20), respectively.

Corollary 3. Let F, F(0) = 1, be an entire function of the finite exponential type. Then for any o, A > 0, real y, and
complex ¢, the following inequalities hold:

1 1

/t“—l(l — 0! |F(en)| di < Bla, A)exp{a/t_l(l — 0 e (o]’ — 1] dt (23)
0 0
and
1
|F©) <exp{%/f1<1 — 0" Ml w@n|’ - l]dt—y}, (24)
0

where w(z) =1 + (™! log[z_lq)(a, 27D * (ze?) and @ is the generalized Borel-associated function to F defined
by (9)—(10).
The equality in (23) and (24) holds if and only if

F(z) =exp[—(y +i6)z/(20)] and F(z) =exp[—(y +i6)z/¢],
respectively (¢ # 0, 0 is a real number), or ¢ =y =0.
Remark 2. For any function f, f(0) = 1, which is analytic in a neighbourhood of the origin, any & > 0 and complex ¢,
inequality (22) and (17) imply that | 4, (¢)] < €Y, provided that |1 + ot_l(log Psoct)] <e?! fort € [0, 1] and some

real y. As a function of y the right-hand side of inequality (22) attains its minimum at y = yy, where yy is defined by
the equation

1
a/(l — 0 e [1 +a og fao@n)] | dr = 1.
0

For example, if f(¢) = (1 —¢)™* then yp = —N¢. The similar statements are true for inequalities (20) and (24).
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4. Examples and applications

We consider several straightforward consequences of the limit inequalities from Section 3. Some of them are
expressed in terms of the confluent hypergeometric and confluent hypergeometric limit functions, i.e. 1 F1(a; b; z) and

o n

<
Fi(—;b;2)= 1 Fi(a; b; = T
0Fi(=:b:2) = lim 1Fi(a: b:z/a) Xz(j) o

(1) We use the divergent (for z # 0) power series

g)=> (n— 1"

n=1
first discussed by Euler (1754). Note that g(z) may be obtained as that solution of the differential equation z%g'(z) =
g(z) — z which vanishes as z = 0 [3]. Let the power series f in Theorem D be defined by the formal expansion

f(Z)=exp{g(z)}:l+z+%z2+...’

and let o = 1. We obtain that (log f)+0(z) = g+0(z) = z/(1 — z) and £2(z) = (1 — z)~". It follows from this theorem
and Corollary 1 that the 1-convolution

f*l(Z)=f(Z)>l<eZ=1+Z+§Z2+.,_

is analytic in the unit disk D and satisfies the inequality

1
1 e’ dt
0

for any real y and ¢ € Dj. In particular, for y = 0 this inequality allows us to give the simple estimates for | fi1].
Namely, we have that

J[¢log(1 —¢)]
23¢

if 3¢ 5 0; also for x € (—1, 1) we obtain that
| fa @0 < (1+22)7 and | fu@)] < (10— 07 expfa/[201 - 1]},
(2) Let f(z) in Corollary 2 be equal to e*. Then

| @] < exp{—

Sra(2) :Z @] =oFi(—a;z) and 2z)=1+z/a.
n=0

For any real y, complex ¢, and o, A > 0, inequalities (21) and (22) imply that

1

o _ T 291¢ Ids o

/; YA = e |oFi(=; a; ¢0)| dth(“’A)eXpiaH+a(a+,\)2+z_:l” Qn(a—l—x)} (25)

0 n=
and

- e v P (1 v N, e,

|oF1(—,a,§)|<eXp{ o <1+a+1>+a(a)2<2+a+2>+zgy Qn(a)}, (26)

where
29 2 1
Oy = 2y 2N W@ D oy,

n(x), (X)nt1 a(X)py2
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A particular case of inequality (25), when y = 0, is discussed in [7]. If y = 0 in (26) we obtain that

|oF1(—'a'C)|<eXp{m—§+L} 27
Pl a  20%(a+1)

for any complex ¢ and « > 0. One can use the real and purely imaginary values of ¢ to see that the coefficients
for Mz and |¢]? in (27) are best possible for any @ > 0. Some consequences of (27) with |¢| depending on o may be
useful. For example, given the argument of ¢, one can minimize the right-hand side of (27) with respect to |¢|. A more
effective result is generated by inequality (22) (or (26)) if its right-hand side is minimized by y = 0 (see Remark 2).
Here is the corresponding condition for ¢ and a: R¢ + |¢|%/[e(a + 2)] = 0. It follows that for any 6 € [—7/2, /2],

loF1 (=5 e 10))] < exp{—@ 00529} (28)
and
+2
loF1(— @; 0200))] <6XP{—%COSZ9}, 29)

where ¢1(0) = —a(ax + 1) cosO - e and £ (0) = —a(oe+2)cosh - el?.
Inequality (27) can be improved for some real { = x and o > 0. Namely, inequality (22) with y = —x /o and the
elementary inequality ¢” > |1 4+ y| (y > —1.27) imply that
loFi(—;a;0)| < e/ (x> —1.27a). (30)

Inequalities (25)—(30) imply some inequalities for trigonometric and special functions. For example, from (27) we
have that

lsin¢| = [coFi(—:3/2; —¢2/4)| < I¢lexp]—%(¢2)/6 + I¢|*/180}
and
lcos¢| = |oFi(—: 1/2; —¢%/4)| < exp{—9(¢?)/2 + [¢]*/12}

for any complex ¢.
Here is another example: since the Bessel function of the first kind of order & can be presented in the form

Jo(@) = (/2% Fi[— a4+ 1; —(2/2)*]/ T(a + 1),

from (27) we obtain that

o

{ () ¢l }
c———— - &Xpy— +

C(a+1) 4a+1) 32+ D(a+1)
for any complex ¢ and o > —1 (see also [7]).

For any 6 € [—m/2, m/2], inequality (29) implies that
|Sin§|<|§_|e—l.05C0829 (;Zi /21(:059.61-9/2)7 |COS§|<€_5COS20/12 (g-::l: /50059'6i9/2),

¢
|Ja(c)|<‘§

and

¢
7 S - e —
[ a(©)] ‘ Tatl) 2(a +2)
where ¢ = £2/(a + D) (a + 3)cosd - ¢!/ and o > —1.
For real x inequality (30) implies that

2

o 1 {_(()l+1)(0(+3) 29}

Isinx| < [xle™ /% (Ix] <2.76),  lcosx|<e /2 (1x] < 1.59),
and
|J()|<xa L x> (x| <225V +1 1)
)| < |z === - x| <2. o ,a>—1).
« 2| Ta+n P 4@+n
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Certainly the ranges for x in the last three inequalities can be improved; in particular, 2.76 and 1.59 can be replaced
by 3.578... and 1.778.. ., respectively.
B3)If f(z) = (1 +z%)~" in Corollary 2 then

S (_l)nz2n
fra@ =) ———— and (log f)s(2) =2(cosz — 1.

=0 (@)2n

Hence

SIlZ
frx1(z)=cosz and fu(z) =

Applying (22) we obtain the following inequalities:
: d
t
2log|cos ¢| < /[ewpcos(;t) — 1|2 - 1]7 —y
0

and

1
log < /(z—l — D)[e"|cos(gn)|* — 1] dt —%

sin¢ ‘

for any complex ¢ and real y
(4) Now let f(z) in Corollary 2 be equal to (1 — z)~¢, where ¢ is a complex number. We have that

> (©)n7" L c /.
f*a(z)=§(a)nn!=1F1<c,a,z) and () =1+ (e ~1).

From (21) and (22), we obtain that

1 o0
a—1 r—1_yt
/t (1= e’ |1 Fi(c; o ;r)| dt < B(a, x)exp:;(wrm} (31)
0 n=
and
Rct) 1o Ty
|1F1(C;oe;;“)|<exp{ ” +En§(“)”} (32)

for any @ and A > 0, real y, complex ¢ and ¢, and
Ty = { (o + Icl?)y" +2%[(ac — [c[*) (€ + )" —acy™] + [cF@RE + )"} /(@n) (=1,2,..)).
For real ¢ = x and o > 0, inequality (22) with y = —cx /«a and the elementary inequality

e’ > 1+ y(e” —1)].

where y < 0, b <log(l — 1.27y_1) ory>1,b>log(l— y‘l), imply that
|1 Fi(c; a3 x)| < e/, (33)

where ¢ < 0, x < log(l — 1.27a/c) or ¢ > «, x > log(1 — «¢/c). Also inequality (22) with y = 0 and the trivial
inequality

[T+y(—1)]<1 (y<0, 0<b<log(l —2y7"))
imply that
[1Fi(c;a;0)| <1 (¢ <0, 0<x <log(1 —2a/c)). (34)
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If ¢ = «, then inequality (31) implies that

n
Fir(a;a+ A;x) <exps o _ 35
1Fi( ) P{ Zn(a—i—k)n} (35)
for any real x and o, A > 0. If c =« in (32) or A — 0 in (35), we obtain that

Z L >0
= (n+2)(@)n

for any real x and « > 2. The case o = 2 gives the trivial inequality e* > 1 4 x.
Finally, we give some estimates for the generalized Laguerre polynomials which can be defined as

1
Lz(x)—mlﬂ( nma+l;x) m=0,1,...; a>—1).
n!

For all n and « > —1, inequality (33) implies that
L2 )| < <a+ Dn nxjesn <1og[”+ 1.27(c + 1)}
! n

El

and inequality (34) results in

1 2 2
|LZ(x)| < (a-’:g')”’ 0<x g]og[w].

5. Some generalizations

Theorem E which presents an integral inequality for four continuous functions and four positive parameters can
be regarded as a generalization of Theorem B. Also the statement of Theorem E can be viewed as an integral version
of the discrete inequality for four complex vectors and binomial weights established in [5, Theorem 2]. It is proved
there that this discrete result is both a generalization and consequence of Theorem A which is known to be the discrete
predecessor of Theorem B. Now we show that Theorems E and B are equivalent in the same way as their discrete
predecessors, i.e. they can be obtained from one another. A similar approach can be used, for example, to generalize
Theorem C.

Theorem E. Ler f(t), g(t), u(t), and v(t) be complex-valued continuous functions on [0, 1]. Then for any numbers
o, B, A >0, and u > 0, the following inequality holds:

1
2F((¥+,B+M) .L,Ol+/3+/l,—1(] __L,))\—l
T+ B+u+A)
0

1
/ri"*" Ha =) g (z =) dny
0

INCHNT)
T(@+M)T(B+ 1)

X dt <

1
/rﬁ“l(l — ) luen)(e(1 - n) dn
0
1

1

Jrmra o o Tt

0 0
1 1

X / T G MO f B — A o 1) (36)
0 0

The equality in (36), provided that f,g,u, and v are not identically O, holds if and only if f(1) = £ (0)eif,
g(1) = g (00! u(t) = u(0)e!!, v(r) = v(0)e!! fort € [0, 1] and some real 01, 6>, and | f (0)v(0)| = |g(0)u(0)].
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Proof. Using the Cauchy—Bunyakovskii—Schwartz inequality we estimate the triple integral on the left-hand side
of (36) from above by the product

02.T2,
where
1 1 2
Q:/r“+ﬁ+ﬂ—1(1—r)*—1 /t‘“"‘_l(l—t)ﬂ_lf(rt)g(t(l—t))dt dt
0 0
and
1 1 2
T=/t°‘+ﬂ+“’l(1—t)k71 /r“*‘u—t)ﬁ+“*‘u(zt)u(r(1—t))dz dr. (37)

0

Applying inequality (5) of Theorem A we estimate Q and 7 in (37). Namely, we use (5) with ¢ () = f (1),
Y (t) = g(t), and with o 4+ p instead of « to estimate Q. Then we use (5) with ¢ (t) = u(¢), ¥ (t) = v(t), and with
B + w instead of B to estimate 7. We obtain that the product Q% -T7 is not greater than

F(A)F(a+ﬁ+ﬂ+l)[ F@)(a+w)CBT(B+ 1) F
T(a+ B+ ) T+ M@+ u+MTB+MDB+u+2)
~ 1 1 %

x /t‘”“’l(l —z)ﬂ“*|f(t)|2dtfzﬁ+“*1(1 —t)"‘+)‘1|v(t)|2dt:|

Lo 0
_ 1 3

o /ta—1(1 —t)ﬁ+“+)‘_1|u(t)|2dt/t’3_l(1 _t)ﬁt+#+)”_1|g(t)|2dt:| ) (33)
Lo 0

Now we normalize each integral in (38) with the corresponding value of the beta function and then we use the
arithmetic mean-geometric mean inequality to get (36). The equality statement in Theorem E is implied by the one in
Theorem B. O

Remark 3. The statement of Theorem B corresponds to that of Theorem E when f(¢) = u(¢) = ¢(¢) and g(¢t) =
v(t) =y (t) on [0, 1], and u = 0. The limiting case of (36) as A — 0 is based on the Cauchy—Bunyakovskii—-Schwartz
inequality. It is easy to see that in this case the equality in (36) holds if and only if g(t) = ¢; f(1 —t) and v(t) =
coit(1 —1) for t € [0, 1] and some constants ¢ and ¢, |c1| = |c2].

As an example of a straightforward application of Theorem E, we give a general inequality for the confluent
hypergeometric functions. We use inequality (36) with f(¢) = g(¢) = ¢*"/? and u(t) = v(t) = €*'/? for some real x
and y. Also for A = 0 we take the equality condition in (36) into account (see Remark 2).

Corollary 4. For any «, B, i, A = 0 and any real x and y, the following inequality holds

2iF(@+B+uia+B+u+i(x+y)/2)
<iFfillat+wa+B+u+rx) FB+ua+B+u+Aiy)
+iFi(a+B+u+rynFi(Bia+B+u+ix). (39)
For a, B > 0, the equality in (39) holds if and only if x =y = 0.

Inequality (39) with u =0 and x = y is discussed in [6,7].
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