BEAD SLIDING AND CONVEX INEQUALITIES
LIVIU I. NICOLAESCU

ABSTRACT. We analyze a simple game of beads on a rod and relate it to slas&cal convex in-
equalities..

We consider distributions (or configurations)robeads on the real semiaXjs, co). Any bead in
such a distribution is capable of sliding to the right (in gusitive direction) but not allowed to slide
to the left. We indicate such a distribution of beads by aafect

—

A:(Al,...,An), ,LLSA1<A2<"'<A7L,

where the coordinated; indicate the positions of the beads. Thth bead is the bead located At
A distribution is callednonotonef

Al —p<Ay—A <. <A, - A,

We denote byB,, = B, (u) the collection of monotone distributions ef beads on the semiaxis
[, o). Clearly, we can vievB,, (1) as a closed convex setRi.

We will indicate the elements @B,, (1) using capital lettersd, B etc. To a configurationd €
B,,(1) we associate the vector of differencés- A4,

a=(a1,...,ap), a1 =A1 —p,...,ap = A — Ap_1,Vk =2,... ,n.
We have a natural partial order @), (1)
A< Be=A, <By, Vk=1,...,n.

Letey,...,e, denote the canonical basisRf. Given a bead distributiod € B, (1) we define an
admissible bead slid® be a transformation

g'—)z‘f’Z[f—l—(SQR,

whered > 0,1 < k < n and the distributiond” is monotone. Intuitively, this means that we slide to
the right by a distancé the k-th bead of the distributiort. The admissibility of the move means that
the resulting distribution of beads continues to be mormton

We define a new partial relatios on B,,(x) by declaringA < B if the distribution B can be
obtained fromA via a finite sequence of admissible bead slides. Wher B we say thatve can
slide the distributionA to the distribution’

If we think of B,,(1) as a closed convex set&i* and A, B € B, (1), thenA < B if and only if
we can travel fromd4 to B inside B,,() along a positive zig-zag, i.e., a continuous path congjstin
of finitely many segments parallel to the coordinate axesosigthted in the positive directions of the
axes.

The goal of this note is to investigate when can we slide oneamete distribution of beads to
another monotone distribution. Clearly if we can slidiéo B then 4 < B.
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Remark 1. The converse implication is true if = 1,2, but false ifn > 3. Indeed ifn > 3, and
B € B, (n) is an equidistant distribution, i.e.,

By—pw=By—By=-=B,— B, 1

then there is no distributiod < 5. To see this observe that there is no distributibsuch that? is
obtained fromA by a single admissible bead slide. O

Define),, : B, (u) — [0,00) by setting
M(A) == an — a1 = (ag — an_1) + - (a2 — a1) + ay,

where we recall that
a1 =A1—p, ar=Ap — Ap_1, k> 1.
Clearly A, ( #) = 0 if and only the beads described by the distributibare equidistant, i.e.,
Ay — A, 1= =A3— A=A — .
The following is the main result of this note.
Theorem 2. Lety € RandB € B,(x). Then
b > by_o, Vk>3<= A=< B, YA< B e B,(u), 1)

where
by =By —p, by =By — Br_1, Vk>2.

Remark 3. The conditionb, > b,_», Vk > 3 signifies that no string of four consecutive beads of the
the distributionB is equidistant. O
Proof. We first prove the implicatioa-,

b > br_o, Vk>3= A< B, VA<B. (S,)

We argue by induction on. The cases = 1 andn = 2 are trivial.
To complete the inductive step note first that the assumgijon- b, o forall £ > 2 implies

—

A(B) > 0. We have the following key estimate.

Lemmad. If A, B € B, (1) are such thatd < B and A, = B, then
L1 B
Ant1(A) = E)\n-i-l(B)' 2)
Proof. Fork =2,...,n + 1 we set

ap = ap — ag—1, B = by —bp_1.

Note thatay,, 5. > 0,
n+1 n+l

Ms1(A) =3, Aa(B) = B
k=2 k=2

k k
ar=a1+ Y o, be=a1+ Y B
i—2 i=2
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and
n+1 n+1
(n+1)a1+2(n—k+l)ak =Apt1 —p=Bpy1 —p= (n+1)b1+Z(n—k+1)ﬁk.
k=2 k=2
Hence
n+1 n+1 n+1
Y n—k+Dag=@n+1)br—a)+Y (n—k+1)8 > (n—k+1)p.
k=2 k=2 k=2
We deduce
n+1 n+1 n+1 n—+2
A1 (A) =n> 0y > (n—k+1)ay > Z(n—k—l—l)ﬂk > Zﬁk = Mg (B).
k=2 k=2 k=2 k=2

Consider two distributionsl, B € B,,..1(12). Then we can slide the last beaddfuntil it reaches
the position of the last bead .

fTH g’ = ff—i— (Bn+1 — An+1 )€n+1

Clearly this slide is admissible. This shows that it sufficeprove §,,+1) only in the special case
Ani1 = Bny1. To prove the implication,, 1) we will rely on the following simple observation.

Lemma 5. Assume that the implicatior§() holds for everyk < n. If A, B € B,,1(u) are two
distributions such thatl < B, and A, = By, for somek < n thenA < B.

Proof. Note that
(Ala"' 7Ak) S (Bly"' >Bk) and (Ak+17"' >ATL+1) é (Bk-l-lv"' 7BTL+1)‘

According toS;, we can slide the first-beads of the distributiod to the firstk beads of the distri-
bution B. Using S,,—x+1 we can then slide the last — k + 1) beads of the distributionl to the last

(n — k + 1) beads of the distributiofs.
O

Using the above observations we deduce that the implic&tiqn is a consequence of the follow-
ing result.

Lemma 6. Assume that the implicatior§() holds for everyk < n. If A, B € B,,1(u) are two
distributions such thatd < B and 4,1 = B,1 then we can slided to a configurationC €
B,+1(w) thatcrossess, i.e.,

(@) C < B,

(b) Cn+1 - Bn+1-
(c) Cx = By, for somek < n.

Proof. Define
Bp1(B) :={T € By1(n); T < B, Tps1=Bpt1}.
Note thatA € B, (B). We define a3-move, to be a bead slide on a configuratibre B,, | (5)

that produces another configuration%r,1+1(l§). We need to prove that by a sequence§efnoves
starting withA we can produce a configurati@n € B,, 1 (B) that crosses3.
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We argue by contradiction. Hence we will work under the foiltg assumption.
We cannot produce crossing configurations via any sequefnéemoves starting withd. @)

We show that this implies that there exists a sequence ofgmaﬁonsﬁy € Bn+1(§), v > 1, such
that

lim /\n—l—l(AI/) = 0.

V—>00

In view of the assumption(B) > 0 this sequence contradicts the inequaliy. (

Denote byB, (A, B) the set of configurations if5,,,,(3) that can be obtained from by a
sequence oB-moves. We will produce a real numberc (0,1) and a map

T : Bpi1(A, B) = B (A, B)
such that
AMT(X)) < RAX), VX € Brii(A,B).
The sequence
A, = TY(A)

will then produce the sought for contradiction.

We begin by constructing maps

M17M27 s 7Mn : Bn-ﬁ-l(,u) — Bn-{-l(ﬂ)

so that for anyc = 1,...,n and anyX ¢ B+1(p) we have

> 1
Mk(X) = (le- <oy L1, i(Xk—l +Xk+1)7Xk+lv v 7XTL+1 >7

where for uniformity we seXqy = u. In other wordsMk(X') is obtained from¥X by sliding thek-th
bead ofX to the midpoint of the intervalX;,_1, X). In the new configuration the beatis — 1), &
and(k + 1) are equidistant.
Now define
T:Brri(p) = Bpri(p), T=MioMyo---0oM,.
Note that

1
i(Xn—l + Xn+1)> Xn+1 ) .

The configuratiom,,_; o M, (X) differs fromM,, (X) only at the(n — 1)-th component which is

1 1 1
5 n—2t+ ZXn_l + ZXn+1-

—

The (n — k)-th component oM, _j o --- o M, (X) is

Ma(X1, oy Xng1) = (X1, Koo,

1 1 1 1
an—k—l + ZXn—k 4+ WXn—l + WXHJFL

The first component of := T(X) is
1 1 1 1
Yi=5Xo+ X1+ + oo Xt + oo X,
If we set

T :Xl—onXl—,u, $2:X2—X1,...,$n+1:Xn+1—Xn

we deduce
k

1 n—1 1 1 n—1 1
Yi= goXnn + 3 sy X = g + 3 ey (n+ Do)
k=0 k=0 i=1
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n+1

SF(R D RYIEELTS DL o
1 (| 1
2n Zml (Z 2k+1)w1 + (Z 2k+1)x2 +oet 2—nxn_1
=1 k=2

1 1 1 1 1
= pt QT E Tt o T+ 5T+ o T

Observe that
Ap1(X) =21 — 21, M 1(Y) = Yng1 —y1 = Y1 — Yo — Y1 + Y0
We have

1
(Xt + X))~ Y+

A1 (Y) = X 2

n+1 n+1

S (ot T - (g + 3 o)

1 1 "1
= §($n+1 +x,) — (2—n$n+1 + Z 2_kl'k)
k=1
n n

1 1 1
< (1 on )$n+1 Z 2—k$k = Z ok (Tnt1 — 21

k=1 k=1

< (221k>(9€n+1 1):(1_2%))\714-1()()-
Hence o

A1 (T(X)) € (1= 27" (X), VX € Bupi(n). (3)
To conclude the proof it suffices to show that

My(X) e B(B), VX € B(A,B), k=1,...,n. (4)

—

Let X = (Xi,...,X,11) € B(4, B) and set’ = M,,(X). Then

X, ik
Yi=14, o
(X1 + Xpy1), i=k.

To prove that € B(A, B) we have to prove that;, < B, If this were not the case, théfi, > B..
Since Xy < By, we deducg B, — X;) < (Yx — Xk). This implies that sliding the thk-th bead
of X by distance B, — X},) is an admissible slide, and it is obviouslyBamove since the resulting
configuration X is in B,,,1(B). Clearly, the configurationX’ crossesB since X}, = By. This
contradicts the assumptioi) @nd finishes the proof of Lemn&sand of the implication= in (1).

0

To prove the converse implicatica we argue by induction. The cases= 1,2 are trivial, while
the caser = 3 follows from Remarkl. L
For the inductive step suppose< B in B,,11(u), VA < B. Then

(Bl, - ,An) =< (Bl, - ,Bn) S Bn(,u), V(Al, .. ,An) < (Bl, - ,Bn),
and the inductive assumption implies
b > bp_o, V2<k <n.
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To prove thab,, .1 > b,_1 we argue by contradiction. Suppdse.; = b,,—1 So that
bn+1 = bn = bn—l'

The conditionb,, > b,,_» implies thatb,,_» < b,,_1. Consider the bead distributiafi € Brr1(p)
described by
Ck:Bk, ngn—Q,
Ch-1=Ch2+bp2=DBp2+b,2< Byp-1,
Cn =Cp—1 + bn—l < Bn7 Cn+1 = Cn + bn < Bn

ThenC < B, yet arguing as in Rematkwe see tha€’' £ B. This contradiction completes the proof
of Theorem2.
O

The partial order< on B,,(x) is a binary relation and thus can be identified with a subset of
B, () x B, (1). We denote by its (topological) closure iB,, (1) x B, ().
Corollary 7. The binary relation=; is a partial order relation. More precisely
A=, BA<B.

Proof. Clearly A <, B = A < B. Conversely, supposé < B. For every: > 0 we define
B(e) = (Bi(e), ..., Bu(e)),
whereBy(g) = 2F¢. Then
Bii1(€) — Br(e) = bpy1 + 2% > by + 2872 = By(e) — Br_1(e).
Theorem? implies thatA < B(¢). Lettinge — 0 we deduced <, B.

The above corollary can be used to produce various intagestequalities.
For simplicity we setB,, := B,,(0). The bead distributions if,, are described by nondecreasing
strings of nonnegative numbers

a=(ay,...,ap), 0<ap <---<ay,
To such a vector we associate the monotone bead distribution
E:(Al,...,An), Ap=a1+ ...+ ag.

The condition4d < B in B,, can then be rewritten as

ai+---+ap <by+---+b, VE=1,..., n.
In this notation, and admissible bead slide is a transfaomaif the form

(@1, .oy @y lg 1y ooy an) —> (a1, .. ak +0,a511 — 0,y an), 20 <agrqp —ag. (D)
Supposef : [0,00) — [0, 00) is @ nondecreasing! function. We then get a mapy : B, — B,
(a1,a1 + ag,...,a1 + -+ ay) = ( flar), f(ar1) + faz), ..., flar) + -+ f(an)).

Theorem 8. Supposef : [0,00) — [0,00) is C' and nondecreasing. Then the induced map
J; : B, — B, preserves the order relation if and only if f is concave, i.e., the derivativg
is nonincreasing.
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Proof. In view of Corollary7 and the continuity of we deduce thel; preserves the ordet if and
only if 7;(A) < T(B) whenever? is obtained fromA via a single admissible bead slide. Usifsy (
we see that this means that for any = <y, 0 < § < $(y — =) we have

fle+0) = f(z), flx+0)+fly—10)=flx)+f(y)

The first inequality follows from the fact that is nodecreasing. The second inequality can be
rephrased as

x40 Yy
/ F(t)dt = [l +6) — f(2) > f(y) — fly— ) = / £(s)ds,
x y—94

for anyx,y,6 > O suchthatr < z+ 6 < y — 4§ < y. This clearly happens if and only jf is
nonincreasing. O

Remark 9. In the above result we can drop thg assumption ory, but the last step in the proof
requires a slightly longer and less transparent argument. a

Corollary 10. Supposef : [u,o0) — R is C, nondecreasing and concave, afd);<; is a nonde-
creasing sequence of real numbers

<y < < yYn.
Then for any numbers,, ..., x, € [u,c0) such that
wl++wk§y1++yk7 szl,,n
we have

f) 4+ flan) < fly) + -+ fyn)- (6)

Proof. Denote by(x} ) the increasing rearrangement of the numbets. ., z,,. Then
ity <o+ <y +oo Ay Ve=1,...,n,
F@) 4+ flag) = fl@n) + o+ flza),
so it suffices to proved) in the special case when the sequefigg) is nondecreasing. Define
ag =T — {1, b=y —p, 1<k <n,
Ay =a1+ ---+ax, By=b+---+b, 1<k<n,
g:[0,00) = [0,00), g(t) = f(t+n)— f(n)

Then(Ay,...,A,) < (By,...,B,) € B,, and the functiory is C'!, nondecreasing and concave. It
follows that the induced map, : B,, — B,, is order preserving. In particular, we conclude that

glar) + -+ glan) < g(b1) +-- -+ g(bn).
This clearly implies §).
O

Corollary 11. Supposef : R — R is aC', concave function ang; < --- < y,. Then for any
sequence, .. ., z, such that

T+ tapg<yr+-tuyg Ve=1,...,n—1,

and
Tyt T =Y+t n ()
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we have

f@) + -4 flan) < fly) + -+ Flyn)- (8)

Proof. Choosel, > max{xz;,y;; 1<1i,j <n}and define

f@)—f (L), t<L
f(L)— f'(L)L, t> L.

Theng is C'', nondecreasing and concave and CorollE®ymplies that

g:R— R, g(t):{

Flan) + - o) = P o < Fn) + -+ Fm) = £ .
k=1 k=1
The inequality 8) now follows by invoking the equality7).
O

Corollary 11 implies the Schur majorization inequalities, R.19-20], P, Chap. 13]. More pre-
cisely, we have the following result.

Corollary 12 (Schur majorization) Suppose; > --- > b, iS a nonincreasing sequence of real
numbers and; : R — R is aC', convex function, i.e. ¢’ is nondecreasing. Then for any sequence
ai, ..., ay, satisfying

al+“‘+ak2b1+"'+bk‘7 k:l,...,n—l,

and
a1+t an=bi+-+by
we have
glar) + -+ +glan) = g(b1) + - 4 g(bn).
Proof. Use Corollaryl1 with the sequences;, = —ay, y; = —b; and f(t) = —g(—t). O
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