arXiv:1405.4384v1 [math.CA] 17 May 2014

SHARP BOUNDS FOR NEUMAN MEANS IN TERMS OF
GEOMETRIC, ARITHEMTIC AND QUADRATIC MEANS

ZHI-JUN GUO, YAN ZHANG, YU-MING CHU, AND YING-QING SONG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we find the greatest values a1, ag, as, a4, as, ag,
a7, ag and the least values B1, B2, 83, B4, Bs, Be, B7, Bs such that the double
inequalities
A% (a, )G (a,b) < Nga(a,b) < A% (a,5)G P (a,b),
1-— 1 1-—
a a < B2 B2 7
G(”‘v b) A(CL, b) NGA(av b) G(CL, b) A(”’v b)
A%3(a,6)G' "3 (a,b) < Nag(a,b) < A% (a,b)G" 5 (a,b),
ay 1—ay 1 Ba 1— P4
+ < < + s
G(”‘v b) A(CL, b) NAG(av b) G(CL, b) A(”’v b)
Q°%(a,b)A' % (a,b) < Nag(a,b) < Q7% (a,b)A' =75 (a,b),
1-— 1 1-—
a6 a < Be n Be ’
A(av b) Q((I, b) NAQ(av b) A(av b) Q((I, b)
Q%7 (a,b)A' ™7 (a,b) < Noa(a,b) < Q% (a,b)A =P (a,b),
asg 1—ag < 1 < Bs 1—PBs
A(av b) Q(av b) NQA(av b) A(av b) Q((I, b)
hold for all a,b > 0 with a # b, where G, A and @ are respectively the
geometric, arithmetic and quadratic means, and Nga, Nag, Nag and Nga
are the Neuman means derived from the Schwab-Borchardt mean.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a,b > 0 with a # b, the Schwab-Borchardt mean SB(a,b) [1-3] of a and b is
given by

NaEr
sBlay) — { @ oem C<h
’ e a > b,

cosh~— 1! (a/b)’

where cos~!(x) and cosh™* (z) = log(x++v/22 — 1) are the inverse cosine and inverse
hyperbolic cosine functions, respectively. Recently, the Schwab-Borchardt mean has
been the subject of intensive research. In particular, many remarkable inequalities
for Schwab-Borchardt mean can be found in the literature [1-7]. Very recently, the
Neuman mean N(a,b) = (a + b*/SB(a,b))/2 derived from the Schwab-Borchardt
was introduced and researched by Neuman in [8].
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Let Nag(a,b) = N(A(a,b),G(a,b)), Nga(a,b) = N(G(a,b), A(a,b)), Noa(a,b) =
N(Q(a,b), A(a,b)) and Nag(a,b) = N(A(a,b),Q(a,b)) be the Neuman means,
where G(a,b) = Vab, A(a,b) = (a +b)/2 and Q(a,b) = +/(a? +b2)/2 are the

classical geometric, arithmetic and quadratic means of a and b, respectively. Then
Neuman [8] proved that the inequalities

G(a,b) < Nag(a,b) < Nga(a,b) < A(a,b) < Nga(a,b) < Nag(a,b) < Q(a,b)

hold for all a,b > 0 with a # b.
Let a >b>0and v=(a—b)/(a+b) € (0,1). Then we clearly see that

(1.1) G(a,b) = A(a,b)v/1 —v2, Qa,b) = A(a,b)V 1+ v2,

and the following explicit formulas for Nag(a,b), Nga(a,b), Nga(a,b) and Nag(a,b)
are given in [8]

(1.2) Nac(a,b) = %A(a,b) {1 (- w%] ,
(1.3) Nea(a,b) = %A(a,b) { L “} ,

(1.4) Noa(a,b) = %A(a,b) [ 1+ 0% + Smlz_l ”] ,
(1.5) Nao(a,b) = %A(a,b) {1 e v2)tan: ”] ,

where tanh™*(z) = log[(1 4 z)/(1 — 2)]/2, sin~*(z), sinh~*(2) = log(z + V1 + 22)
and tan~!(x) are the inverse hyperbolic tangent, inverse sine, inverse hyperbolic
sine and inverse tangent functions, respectively.

In [8], Neuman also proved that the double inequalities

a1A(a,b) + (1 — a1)G(a,b) < Nga(a,b) < f1A(a,b) + (1 — $1)G(a,b

a2Q(a,b) + (1 — az)A(a,b) < Nag(a,b) < B2Q(a,b) + (1 — B2)A(
asA(a,b) + (1 — a3)G(a,b) < Nag(a,b) < B3A(a,b) + (1 — f3)G(a,
asQ(a,b) + (1 — ay)A(a,b) < Nga(a,b) < B4Q(a,b) + (1 — 84)A(a,
hold for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if aq < 2/3, 81 > 7/4, as < 2/3,
By > (m—2)/[4(vV2 —1)] = 0.689..., az < 1/3, B3 > 1/2, ay < 1/3 and B4 >
log(1+v2) +v2—2]/[2(vV2—1)] = 0.356.. ...
In [9], the authors presented the best possible parameters a1, as, 81, f2 € [0,1/2]
and ag, ay, f3, B4 € [1/2,1] such that the double inequalities

—a1)a) < Nag(a,b) < G(Bra+(1=pP1)b, f1b+(1—PB1)a),
G(B2a+(1—P2)b, f2b+(1—f2)a),
)

)

S

) )

)

)
b)
b)
b)

G(ara+(1—aq)b, a1b+(1
G(aza+(1—a2)b, azb+(1—
(1

ag)a) < Ngala,b) <
Q(aza+(1—az)b,azb+(1—-as)a) < Nga(a,b) < Q(Bza+(1—0B3)b, Bsb+(1—S3)a),
Q(oua+ (1—au)b, asb+(1—au)a) < Nag(a,b) < Q(Baa+ (1—Ba)b, Bab+ (1—Ba)a)

hold for all a,b > 0 with a # b.
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The main purpose of this paper is to find the greatest values a1, ag, as, ag, as,
ag, a7, ag and the least values 51, B2, B3, B4, Bs, Be, 87, Bs such that the double
inequalities

A% (a,b)GY " (a,b) < Nga(a,b) < AP (a,b)G "1 (a,b),

Qo 1— o 1 Ba 1— P
Gla.b) T A@b) S Noa(ad) = Gla,) T Aab)’

A% (a,b)G'"*(a,b) < Nag(a,b) < A% (a,b)G*~P(a,b),

Oy 1-— Oy 1 ﬂ4 1- ﬂ4
Glab) T A@d) S Nacla,d) S Gla,b) T Aab)’

Q*(a, b)Al_o‘5 (a,b) < Nag(a,b) < Q% (a, b)Al_'g"’ (a,b),

ag 1—as 1 Be 1—fs
A(a,) " Qab) " Nagla.b) ~ Aab)  Qa,b)’
Q*"(a,b)A'=27(a,b) < Ngal(a,b) < Q% (a,b) AP (a,b),
as 1—os 1 B8 1—Bs

+ +
A(a,b)  Q(a, ) Noal(a, b) A(a,b)  Q(a,b)
hold for all a,b > 0 with a #b .

2. LEMMAS

In order to prove our main results we need several lemmas, which we present in
this section.

Lemma 2.1. (See [10, Theorem 1.25]) Let —co < a < b < o0, f,g : [a,b] —
(—o00,00) be continuous on [a,b] and differentiable on (a,b), and g'(x) # 0 on
(a,b). If f'(x)/g'(x) is increasing (decreasing) on (a,b), then so are

f(x) = f(a) f(z) = f(b)
g(x) —g(a)’ g(x) —g(b)’

If f'(x)/g'(z) is strictly monotone, the the monotonicity in the conclusion is also
strict.

Lemma 2.2. (See [11, Lemma 1.1]) Suppose that the power series f(z) = > 7, apx™
and g(z) = Y07 bua™ have the radius of convergence r > 0 and b, > 0 for all
n > 0. If the sequence {ay,/by} is (strictly) increasing (decreasing) for all n > 0,
then the function f(x)/g(x) is also (strictly) increasing (decreasing) on (0,7).

Lemma 2.3. The function

log[sin(2z)] — log[2x + sin(2z)] + log 2
log(cos x)

(2.1) fi(x) =

is strictly increasing from (0,7/2) onto (2/3,1).
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Proof. 1t follows from (3.1) that

(2.2) £1(0) ==

(2.3) f1 (g) =1.

Let g1(x) = log[sin(2z)] — log[2z + sin(2z)] + log 2, hi(z) = log(cos z), ga(x) =
sin(2z) — 2z cos(2z) and hy(z) = [2z + sin(2z)] sin? z. Then simple computations
lead to

(2.4) $(0%) = 1 (0) = 22(0) = ha(0) =0,
_ol@)  gi®) _ g(@)

29) PO =06 W@ kel
golz) 1

(2.6) hz @) = Ty s

It is well known that the function sinz/z is strictly decreasing on (0, ), hence
equation (2.6) leads to the conclusion that the function g4 (z)/h4(x) is strictly in-
creasing on (0, 7/2). Therefore, Lemma 2.3 follows from Lemma 2.1 and (2.2)-(2.5)
together with the monotonicity of g(x)/h5(z).

Lemma 2.4. The function

@7) fola) = 82 F Smh@lﬂ;g[c—oiii[;i]nh(x)] — 2log2

is strictly increasing from (0,00) onto (1/3,1).

Proof. Tt follows from (2.7) that

1

(28) P07 =
(2.9) xlirrgo fa(z) = 1.

Let gs(x) = log[2x + sinh(2z)] — log[sinh(z)] — 2log2 and hg(z) = log[cosh(z)].
Then simple computations lead to
g3(x) +
2.10 = 07) = hs3(0)=0
( ) fa() ha(z)’ 93(07) 3(0) )
g5(xz)  sinh(4x) — 4x cosh(2x) + 2sinh(2x) — 4z
hi(z)  sinh(4z) + 4z cosh(2x) — 2sinh(27) — 4=
50 (22n72n)22n+2
_ Yol T

ZOO (22n+2n)22"+2 $2"+1
n=1 (2n+1)!

(2.11)

x2n+l

2n42 2n44

EOO (222 —2n—2)22" 420
n=0 (2n+3)!

Zoo (22n+2+2n+2)22n+4 xQn .
n=0 (2n+3)!




Let
(2.12) o, - ErE oo o222 20 4 2) 22
(2n + 3)! ' (2n +3)!
Then
Gni1 G 3n + 2)22n+2
(2.13) bn >0, bn; T b, (23 —I—(n—l- 2) ()22"+1 Fntl) ’
for all n > 0.

It follows from Lemma 2.2 and (2.11)-(2.13) that the function g5(x)/h%(x) is
strictly increasing on (0,00). Therefore, Lemma 2.4 follows from Lemma 2.1 and
(2.8)-(2.10) together with the monotonicity of g(z)/h%(z).

Lemma 2.5. The function
2z — sin(2z)
(1 — cosz)[2z + sin(2z)]

(2.14) fs(x) =
is strictly increasing from (0,7/2) onto (2/3,1).
Proof. 1t follows from (2.14) that

(2.15) fs (07) =2
(2.16) fs(m/2) = 1.

Let g4(z) = 2z — sin(2z) and hg(x) = (1 — cosz)[2z + sin(2z)]. Then simple
computations lead to

(2.17) f3(x) = Zi((g 94(0) = hy(0) =0,

gy(x) = 4sin’z,
hly(z) = 2sin® xcosx — 4cos® x + 4 cos® x + 2x sinz,

(2.18) 94(0) = hy(0) = 0,

gi(x) _ 4
hi(x)  9cosz + - —4’

sin x

(2.19)

22 — sin(2
[22 s1n.( 290)] csT _
2sin” x

!/
(2.20) (9 cosx + i) = —8sinz —
sinx
for z € (0,7/2).
Therefore, Lemma 2.5 follows easily from Lemma 2.1 and (2.15)-(2.20).

Lemma 2.6. The function
sinh(z) cosh?(z) — 2sinh(z) cosh(z) + z cosh(z)
sinh(x) cosh?(z) — sinh(z) cosh(z) + x cosh(z) — z

(2.21) falx) =

is strictly increasing from (0,00) onto (1/3,1).



6 ZHI-JUN GUO, YAN ZHANG, YU-MING CHU, AND YING-QING SONG

Proof. 1t follows from (2.21) that
1 sinh(3z) + 1 sinh(z) — sinh(2z) + z cosh(z)

(2.22) I = Tiih(5a) + T sinh(e) — 1 sinh(2a) + o cosh(a) — o

ZOO 322" 3 1 8n 45 ) 2n1
- n=1 4[(2n+1)!]
= ZOO 32n+1_22n+2+8n+5x2n+1
n=1 4[(2n+1)!]
S 323 22454 8n 413, 9n
- n=0 4[(2n+3)!]
- Zoo 3271+3_22n+4+8n+13I2n .
n=0 4[(2n+3)!]

Let
323 2205 4 8p + 13 32n+3 _92nt+d 4 8 413
(2.23) Qp = , by =
4[(2n + 3)!] 4[(2n + 3)!]
Then simple computations lead to

32n+3 _ 22n+4 22n+3 [(%)QnJrS — 2:|

2.24 b, _ ;
(2.25) Zntl  On (135 x 320 — 245 — 31) 22n+4 B

TV bary by (3P0 —220%0 480 1-13) (3%20F5 — 22040 - 8n +-21)
for all n > 0.

Note that

1 a
=z i = lim 2 =

o $u07) =5 Jim fulo) = lim Th =1

Therefore, Lemma 2.6 follows easily from Lemma 2.2 and (2.22)-(2.26).

3. MAIN RESULTS

Theorem 3.1. The double inequalities
(3.1) A% (a,b)G' = (a,b) < Nga(a,b) < AP (a,b)G*~P1(a,b),

(0%) 1—ao 1 ﬁ2 1_ﬁ2
< <
G(a,0) T A@b) " Noa(ad) ~ G(a,b)  Afa,b)
holds for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if v < 2/3, f1 > 1, aa < 0 and
B2 > 1/3.

Proof. We clearly see that inequalities (3.1) and (3.2) can be rewritten as

o0 (GEn) <t ()

(3.2)

and

11
(3.4) 1y < FD " Fealh) g,

G(a,b) ~ A(a,d)

respectively.
Since both the geometric mean G(a,b) and arithmetic mean A(a,b) are symmet-
ric and homogeneous of degree 1, without loss of generality, we assume that a > b.
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Let v = (a—b)/(a+b) € (0,1). Then from (1.1) and (1.3) we know that inequalities
(3.3) and (3.4) are equivalent to
P
10g |:l (1+ sin _(v))}
(3.5) a < 21 oIt ) oy
08 T2

and
sin~'v — vv/1 — 02
(1 —+v1—=22)(vV/1 =02 +sin"tv)

(36) 1—05: < <1—aq,

respectively.
Let = sin~*(v). Then z € (0,7/2),
1 sin~!(v)
log [5 (1 + UM)] _ log[sin(2x)] — log[2x + sin(2z)] + log 2
log \/1177 log(cos )

(3.8) sin™tv —vy/1 — 02 B 2x — sin(2z)
' (1—-vV1—=02)(vv/1T—v2+sin"tw) (1 —cosz)[2z + sin(2z)]’
Therefore, inequality (3.1) holds for all a,b > 0 with a # b follows from (3.5)
and (3.7) together with Lemma 2.3, and inequality (3.2) holds for all a,b > 0 with

a # b follows from (3.6) and (3.8) together with Lemma 2.5.

)

(3.7)

Theorem 3.2. The double inequalities
(3.9) A% (a,b)G'"**(a,b) < Nag(a,b) < A% (a,b)G* =P (a,b),
ay 1—ay 1 B4 1—054
<
G@,0) T A@d) " Nac(ad) ~ G(a,b) T Afa,b)
hold for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if a3 < 1/3, B3 > 1, ay < 0 and
Bs>2/3.

Proof. We clearly see that inequalities (3.9) and (3.10) can be rewritten as

om ()<< (G

(3.10)

and
1

U T
(3.12) 1 gy < Gl Nacled) g o,

G(a,b) ~ A(a,d)

respectively.

Without loss of generality, we assume that a > b. Let v = (a—b)/(a+b) € (0,1).
Then it follows from (1.1) and (1.2) that inequalities (3.11) and (3.12) are equivalent
to

log [ L4 —Vlvﬂﬂ tanh_l(v)} —log2

(3.13) g < — VI = < Bs
08 o7
and
1 —v?)tanh ™! (v) — 201 — 02
(3.14) | _pg, < LA -vtanh (v) - 2v Y 1B,

(1 —+v1—=v2)[w+ (1 —v2)tanh™*(v)]
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respectively. Let = tanh™"(v) € (0,00). Then simple computations lead to

log | ——— + Y= tanh~'(v)| — log 2

(3.15) /e
log 7=
_ log[2z + sinh(22)] — log[sinh(z)] — 21log 2
log[cosh(x)]
and
(3.16) vt (1= v?) tanh ™ (v) — 20T 02
. (1 — m) [1} + (1 _ 1}2) tanh_l(v)]

sinh(z) cosh?(z) — 2sinh(x) cosh(z) + x cosh(z)
sinh(x) cosh?(z) — sinh(z) cosh(z) + x cosh(z) — 2
Therefore, inequality (3.9) holds for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if az < 1/3
and (3 > 1 follows from (3.13) and (3.15) together with Lemma 2.4, and inequality
(3.10) holds for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if ay < 0 and 84 > 2/3 follows
from (3.14) and (3.16) together with Lemma 2.6.

Theorem 3.3. The double inequalities
(3.17) Q% (a,b) A% (a,b) < Nag(a,b) < Q% (a,b)A* 7 (a,b),

Qg 1—ag 1 Be 1— 56
+ < < +
A(av b) Q(CL, b) NAQ (CL, b) A(CL, b) Q(CL, b)
hold for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if a5 < 2/3, B5 > 2log(m+2)/log2—4 =

0.7244..., ag < [6+2v2 — (1 4+ vV2)7]/(m +2) = 0.2419.... and Bs > 1/3.

(3.18)

Proof. We clearly see that inequalities (3.17) and (3.18) can be rewritten as

QD)™ _ Naglah) _ (Qa,)™
(3.19) (A(a,b)) < A(a,b) < <A(a,b))
and
i1
(3.20) 1= < ZOP < 1,

Afa,b) — Q(ad)
respectively.
Without loss of generality, we assume that a > b. Let v = (a—b)/(a+b) € (0,1).
Then from (1.1) and (1.5) we clearly see that inequalities (3.19) and (3.20) are
equivalent to

2log(1 4+ % tan~!(v)) — 2log?2

(3.21) as < log(1 + 02) < Bs
and
2 —1() _
(3.22) 1 e < [(1+v?) tan™t(v) — v] V1 + 02 <1

[(14v2)tan™(v) +v] (VI+ 02— 1)
respectively.

Let z = tan™'(v). Then z € (0,7/4),
2log(1 + # tan~1(v)) — 2log?2

(3:23) log(1 + v2)




_ log[sin(2z)] — log[22 + sin(2z)] + log 2

- log(cos x) = fi(z)
and
(3.24) [(1+02) tan1(v) — v] VIF 02
| [+ oD tan (o) + 0] (VIT 2 - 1)
2 — sin(2x) B

(1 — cosx)[2z +sin(2z)] f3().
Note that
(529 n(3) = %2;2) 4,
(3.26) 55 (%) = (2+\fl(;f—2) :1_6+2\/_7T—+(12+\/§)7r'

Therefore, inequality (3.17) holds for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if
as < 2/3 and 85 > 2log(m + 2)/log2 — 4 follows from (3.21), (3.23), (3.25) and
Lemma 2.3, and inequality (3.18) holds for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if
ag < [6+2v2— (14+v2)n]/(r +2) and B > 1/3 follows from (3.22), (3.24), (3.26)
and Lemma 2.5.

Theorem 3.4. The double inequalities
(3.27) Q°7(a,b)A*™*7(a,b) < Nga(a,b) < Q% (a,b)A' " (a,b),

as 1 —ag 1 Bs 1—fs
+ < < +
A(av b) Q(CL, b) NQA (CL, b) A(CL, b) Q(CL, b)
hold for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if ar < 1/3, B7 > 2log[v/2 + log(1 +

V2)]/1og2—2 = 0.3977..., ag < [24+v2—(1+v/2)log(1+v/2)]/[vV2+log(14+v2)] =
0.5603 ... and g > 2/3.

(3.28)

Proof. We clearly see that inequalities (3.27) and (3.28) can be rewritten as

Q(a, b))\ Ngala,b) Q(a,b)\"
(3.29) (A<a,b>) < Ay (A(a,w)
and
1 1
(3.30) 1— g < Aol Noaled) g _

A(a,b)  Q(a,b)

respectively.
Without loss of generality, we assume that a > b. Let v = (a—b)/(a+b) € (0,1).
Then from (1.1) and (1.4) we clearly see that inequalities (3.29) and (3.30) are

equivalent to
2log [\/1 + 02 4 @} —2log?2

3.31
( ) a7 < log (1 4 v?)

< fBr

and
[v(1+0%) + V1402 sinhfl(v)] —20V1 4 v?

(3.32)  1-fs< (VI+ 2 —1) [ov/1+ 02 + sinh ' (v)]

<1-asg,
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respectively.
Let 2 = sinh™*(v). Then z € (0,log(1 + v/2)),
2log [\/1 +v2 4+ M} —2log?2
log (1 4 v?)

_log[2z + sinh(2z)] — log[sinh(x)] —21log2 (@)
B log[cosh(z)] -2
[0 (1+v?) + V1402 sinh_l(v)} —20v/1 4 v?
(VI+02-1) [ovV14+02+ sinh_l(v)}

sinh(z) cosh®(z) — 2sinh(x) cosh(z) +  cosh(z)

B sinh(x) cosh?(z) — sinh(z) cosh(z) + x cosh(z) — z = fa().

(3.33)

(3.34)

Note that

(3.35) Follog(1+ V)] = 2log[v/2 Tolgog(l +v2)] 5
(2+Vv2)log(1 +v2) — 2
V2 + log(1 + v2)

C24+V2 - (1+V2)log(1 +Vv2)
V2 + log(1 + \/5) '

Therefore, inequality (3.27) holds for all a,b > 0 with a # b if and only if
ar < 1/3 and B; > 2log[v2 + log(1 + v/2)]/log 2 — 2 follows from (3.31), (3.33),
(3.35) and Lemma 2.4, and inequality (3.28) holds for all a,b > 0 with a # b if
and only if ag < [24 v/2 — (1 +v/2)log(1 +v/2)]/[v2 +log(1 + v/2)] and Bs > 2/3
follows from (3.32), (3.34), (3.36) and Lemma 2.6.
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=1

REFERENCES

(1] E. Neuman and J. Sdndor, On the Schwab-Borchardt mean, Math. Pannon., 2003, 14(2),
253-266.

[2] E. Neuman and J. Sdndor, On the Schwab-Borchardt mean II, Math. Pannon., 2005, 17(1),
49-59.

(3] E. Neuman, Inequalities for the Schwab-Borchardt mean and their applications, J. Math.
Inequal., 2011, 5(4), 601-609.

[4] Z.-Y. He, Y.-M. Chu and M.-K. Wang, Optimal bounds for Neuman means in terms of
harmonic and contraharmonic means, J. Appl. Math., 2013, Article ID 807623, 4 pages.

[5] Y.-M. Chu and W.-M. Qian, Refinements of Bounds for Neuman means, Abstr. Appl. Anal.,
2014, Article ID 354132, 8 pages.

[6] E. Neuman, On some means derived from the Schwab-Borchardt mean, J. Math. Inequal.,
2014, 8(1), 171-183.

[7] E. Neuman, On some means derived from the Schwab-Borchardt mean II, J. Math. Inequal.,
2014, 8(2), 361-370.

[8] E. Neuman, On a new bivariate mean, Aequat. Math., DOI 10.1007/s00010-013-0224-8.

9] Y. Zhang, Y.-M. Chu and Y.-L. Jiang, Sharp geometric mean bounds for Neuman means,
Abstr. Appl. Anal., 2014, Article ID 949815, 6 pages.

[10] G. D. Anderson, S.-L. Qiu, M. K. Vamanamurthy and M. Vuorinen, Generalized elliptic

integrals and modular equations, Pacific J. Math., 2000, 192(1), 1-37.



11

[11] S. Simié¢ and M. Vuorinen, Landen inequalities for zero-balanced hypergeometric functions,
Abstr. Appl. Anal., 2012, Article ID 932061, 11 pages.

ZHI1-JUN GUO, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTATION SCIENCE, HUNAN CiTY UNIVER-
SITY, YIYANG 413000, CHINA
E-mail address: 4924800450qq.com

YAN ZHANG, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTATION SCIENCE, HUNAN CITY UNIVERSITY,
YI1YANG 413000, CHINA
E-mail address: zhangyan080711zy@126.com

Yu-MING CHU (CORRESPONDING AUTHOR), SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTATION SCI-
ENCE, HUNAN CITY UNIVERSITY, YIYANG 413000, CHINA
E-mail address: chuyuming2005@126.com

YING-QING SONG, SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTATION SCIENCE, HUNAN CiTy UNI-
VERSITY, YIYANG 413000, CHINA
E-mail address: 1452225875@qq . com



	1. Introduction
	2. Lemmas
	3. Main Results
	References

