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OSTROWSKI-TYPE INEQUALITIES IN ABSTRACT

DISTANCE SPACES

VLADYSLAV BABENKO, VIRA BABENKO, AND OLEG KOVALENKO

Abstract. For non-empty sets X we define notions of distance and
pseudo metric with values in a partially ordered set that has a small-
est element θ. If hX is a distance in X (respectively, a pseudo
metric in X), then the pair (X,hX) is called a distance (respec-
tively, a pseudo metric) space. If (T, hT ) and (X,hX) are pseudo
metric spaces, (Y, hY ) is a distance space, and H(T,X) is a class
of Lipschitz mappings f : T → X , for a broad family of mappings
Λ: H(T,X) → Y , we obtain a sharp inequality that estimates the
deviation hY (Λf(·),Λf(t)) in terms of the function hT (·, t). We also
show that many known estimates of such kind are contained in our
general result.

1. Introduction

Estimates for the deviation between the value of an operator Λ at a
function f from some class M and the value of Λ at some depending on f

constant function from M play an important role in approximation theory
and numeric analysis. For example, estimates for the deviation of a value
of a function f ∈ M at some point from its mean value is of this kind.

One of the first among such sharp estimates (where Λf = 1
2

∫ 1

−1
f(t)dt)

was obtained by Ostrowski [23]:

Theorem 1. Let f : [−1, 1] → R be a differentiable function and let
for all t ∈ (−1, 1), |f ′(t)| ≤ 1. Then for all x ∈ [−1, 1] the following
inequality holds

(1)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
1

2

1∫

−1

f(t)dt− f(x)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

1

2

1∫

−1

|t− x|dt =
1 + x2

2
.

The inequality is sharp in the sense that for each fixed x ∈ [−1, 1], the

upper bound 1+x2

2
cannot be reduced.

Note that inequality (1) holds for the wider class of functions that
satisfy the Lipschitz condition

|f(t1)− f(t2)| ≤ |t1 − t2| ∀t1, t2 ∈ [−1, 1],

and becomes equality on the function fx(t) = |t− x|, t ∈ [−1, 1].
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Inequalities that estimate the deviation of a value of a function at some
point from its mean value using some characteristics of the function,
are sometimes called Ostrowski-type inequalities. Such inequalities were
intensively studied, see for example [12, 13].

Let two non-empty sets X and Y be given. The class H(X, Y ) of
mappings f : X → Y that satisfy the Lipschitz condition can be defined
in a standard way, if distances hX and hY are somehow defined in X and
Y :

H(X, Y ) = {f : X → Y : hY (f(x1), f(x2)) ≤ hX(x1, x2) ∀x1, x2 ∈ X}.

In this paper for a non-empty sets X we using a partially ordered set
M that has a smallest element, we define (see Section 2) a concept of a
distance and a concept of a pseudo metric hX with values in M . Such dis-
tances (pseudo metrics) will be called abstract distances (abstract pseudo
metrics) or M-distances (M-pseudo metrics). We define an M-distance
space (an M-pseudo metric space) as a pair (X, hX) where hX is an M-
distance on X (hX is an M-pseudo metric on X respectively). If (T, hT )
and (X, hX) are M-pseudo metric spaces, (Y, hY ) is an M-distance space,
for a broad family of mappings Λ: H(T,X) → Y , we prove (see Sec-
tion 3) the main result of the paper – a sharp inequality that estimates
the deviation hY (Λf(·),Λf(t)) (here t ∈ T and Λf(t) is the value of Λ
at the function τ → f(t), τ ∈ T ) in terms of some characteristic of the
function hT (·, t). We also show that many known estimates as well as
many new estimates of such kind are contained in our general result,
which is natural to be called an abstract version of the Ostrowski-type
inequalities. In Section 4 we introduce a general concept of a modulus of
continuity as a function ω : M → M that satisfies certain conditions, as
well as the corresponding classes Hω(T,X). For a broad family of map-
pings Λ: Hω(T,X) → Y , we obtain a sharp inequality that estimates the
deviation hY (Λf(·),Λf(t)) in terms of the value ω(hT (·, t)). Finally, in
Section 5, we give rather general conditions for an M-distance space T

to be an M-pseudo metric space.

2. Notations and definitions

The notion of a distance (in particular, a metric) plays an important
role in many branches of mathematics. Definitions of numeric-valued
distances or metrics and a detailed discussion of these notions can be
found e.g., in monograph [18]. We refer to [5, 6, 16, 26] for metrics that
take value in more general sets. We consider a rather general definition
for this notion.

A set M with a reflexive, antisymmetric and transitive relation ≤ is
called partially ordered.
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Definition 1. Let X be an arbitrary set and M be a partially ordered set
that has a smallest element, which we denote by θ (i.e., θ ≤ m for any
m ∈ M). A function hX : X ×X → M is called an M-distance in X, if
for arbitrary x, y ∈ X

(1) hX(x, x) = θ,

(2) hX(x, y) = hX(y, x).

The pair (X, hX) will be called an M-distance space.

In [5,6] the notion of M-distance was introduced for the case when M

is a partially ordered monoid.
Everywhere below, speaking of a partially ordered set M , we assume

that some M-distance hM is defined in M .

Definition 2. We say that an M-distance hX in X agrees with an M-
distance hM in M , if

(2) hM(hX(x, x1), hX(x, x2)) ≤ hX(x1, x2) ∀x, x1, x2 ∈ X.

Note that inequality (2) holds (and is equivalent to the triangle in-
equality) if M = R+ with the usual metric, and (X, hX) is a pseudo
metric space (for a definition of a pseudo metric and a pseudo metric
space see, for example [17, Chapter 4]). That is why we introduce the
following definition.

Definition 3. An M-distance hX on a set X will be called an M-pseudo
metric, if it agrees with M-distance hM i.e., inequality (2) holds. In this
case the pair (X, hX) will be called an M-pseudo metric space.

In Lemma 2 we will give a general sufficient condition that an M-metric
h (see Section 5 for the definition of M-metric) agrees with hM .

We need the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Let T,X, Y be M-distance spaces. Then

(1) If f ∈ H(T,X) and g ∈ H(X, Y ), then g ◦ f ∈ H(T, Y ).
(2) If f ∈ H(T,X) and hX is an M-pseudo metric, then one has

hX(f(·), f(t)) ∈ H(T,M) for any fixed t ∈ T . In particular, if
T = X, then hT (·, t) ∈ H(T,M).

Proof. The first statement of the lemma is obvious.
If f ∈ H(T,X) and hX is an M-pseudo metric, then for arbitrary

t1, t2 ∈ T ,

hM(hX [f(t1), f(t)], hX [f(t2), f(t)])
(2)

≤ hX(f(t1), f(t2))
f∈H(T,X)

≤ hT (t1, t2).

Therefore hX(f(·), f(t)) ∈ H(T,M). If T = X and f(τ) = τ, τ ∈ T, we
obtain that hT (·, t) ∈ H(T,M). �
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3. Classes of operators and an Ostrowski-type inequality

Definition 4. For an M-distance space X, an operator λ : H(X,M) →
M will be called monotone, if for arbitrary u, v ∈ H(X,M)

(∀x ∈ X u(x) ≤ v(x)) =⇒ (λ(u) ≤ λ(v)).

Definition 5. Let T, Y be M-distance spaces, X be an M-pseudo metric
space, and t ∈ T be fixed. We say that an operator Λ: H(T,X) → Y and
a monotone operator λ : H(T,M) → M agree, if ∀f ∈ H(T,X)

(3) hY (Λf(·),Λf(t)) ≤ λ(hX(f(·), f(t))).

Here and everywhere below Λf(t) means the value of the operator Λ
on the constant function τ 7→ f(t), τ ∈ T (the same notation will be
used for other operators whose arguments are functions).

Theorem 2. Let (T, hT ) and (X, hX) be M-pseudo metric spaces, (Y, hY )
be an M-distance space, and t ∈ T be fixed. Assume that an operator
Λ: H(T,X) → Y and a monotone operator λ : H(T,M) → M agree.
Then for arbitrary function f ∈ H(T,X) the following Ostrowski-type
inequality holds:

(4) hY (Λf(·),Λf(t)) ≤ λ(hT (·, t)).

If

(5) λ(θ) = θ,

and there exists an operator φX : H(T,M) → H(T,X) and φY ∈ H(M,Y )
with the following property

(6) hY (φY (m), φY (θ)) = m, if m = λ(hT (·, t)),

such that the diagram

H(T,X) Y

H(T,M) M

Λ

λ

φX
φY

is commutative i.e.,

(7) Λ ◦ φX = φY ◦ λ,

then inequality (4) is sharp and becomes equality on the function

(8) ft(·) = φX(hT (·, t)).

Proof. Let f ∈ H(T,X). Since (T, hT ) and (X, hX) are M-pseudo metric
spaces, we have due to Lemma 1 that hX(f(·), f(t)) ∈ H(T,M) and
hT (·, t) ∈ H(T,M). So both of these functions belong to the domain of
λ.
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Since the operators Λ and λ agree, and the operator λ is monotone,
for each f ∈ H(T,X) one has

hY (Λf(·),Λf(t)) ≤ λ(hX(f(·), f(t))) ≤ λ(hT (·, t)),

and inequality (4) is proved.
The function from (8) belongs to the class H(T,X), since hT (·, t) ∈

H(T,M) and φX : H(T,M) → H(T,X). Using condition (7), one has

hY (Λft(·),Λft(t)) = hY (Λ(φX(hT (·, t))),Λ(φX(hT (t, t))))

= hY ((Λ ◦ φX)(hT (·, t)), (Λ ◦ φX)(hT (t, t)))

(7)
= hY ((φY ◦ λ)(hT (·, t)), (φY ◦ λ)(θ))

= hY (φY (λ(hT (·, t))), φY (λ(θ)))
(6),(5)
= λ(hT (·, t)).

The theorem is proved. �

Note that classes of operators that satisfy the properties analogues
of the properties (3), (6) and (7) were considered in [8]. In order to
explain the nature of these properties we give the following example.
Condition (3) is a relaxed version of the following condition:

hY (Λf,Λg) ≤ λ(hX(f(·), g(·)))

for all f, g. If M = R+, X = Y is a Banach space, Λf =
∫ 1

−1
f(t)dt is

the Bochner integral of f , and λ is the Lebesgue integral on [−1, 1], then
this condition becomes∥∥∥∥∥∥

1∫

−1

f(t)dt−

1∫

−1

g(t)dt

∥∥∥∥∥∥
≤

1∫

−1

‖f(t)− g(t)‖dt.

Moreover, if α is an integrable real-valued function and x ∈ X, then

1∫

−1

α(t) · xdt =




1∫

−1

α(t)dt


 · x,

i.e., condition (7) is satisfied with φX and φY being multiplication by a
fixed element x ∈ X. If the element x is such that ‖x‖ = 1, then the
operator φX preserves the Lipschitz property, and condition (6) holds
for arbitrary m ∈ R+. The function hT (·, t) = | · −t| is extremal in
inequality (1) for the real-valued functions from H([−1, 1],R). Therefore
for any x such that ‖x‖ = 1 the function ft(·) = | · −t| · x is extremal in
the Ostrowski-type inequality for Banach space-valued functions.

In the majority results that we know (see e.g. [1, 2, 7, 8]) for extremal
problems on classes of non-numeric-valued functions f : T → X, ex-
tremal functions are built based on the real-valued extremal function for
the extremal problem on the corresponding class of real-valued functions
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f : T → R: if fe : T → R is an extremal function in the real-valued case,
then the function fe ·x usually becomes an extremal function in the non-
numeric-valued situation for some specially chosen element x ∈ X. This
corresponds to the described above approach in the case, when φX and
φY are operators of multiplication by some elements.

More generally, if for the operators λ : H(T,M) → M and Λ = λ, fixed
t ∈ T and f ∈ H(T,M) inequality (3) holds, then

hM (λf(·), λf(t)) ≤ λ(hT (·, t)).

If in addition, property (6) holds with Y = M and φY being the iden-
tity function, then the latter inequality become equality on the function
hT (f(·, t)). Function (8) if obtained from this function as a result of
applying to it the operator φX : H(T,M) → H(T,X).

Recall that an operator φ : H(T,M) → X can be considered as an
operator φ : M → X (if m ∈ M , then φ(m) := φ(f), where f(·) ≡ m on
T ).

Corollary 1. Assume that operators Λ, λ and φX and φY = φX satisfy
the conditions of Theorem 2 with X = Y . Let also there exist an operator
P ∈ H(X,X) such that

(1) Λf = (Λ ◦ P )f = (P ◦ Λ)f ∀f ∈ H(T,X);
(2) Λf(t) = (Λ ◦ P )f(t) = Pf(t) ∀t ∈ T ∀f ∈ H(T,X);
(3) For any t ∈ T

(9) hX((P ◦ φX)(m), (P ◦ φX)(θ)) = m, if m = λ(hT (·, t)).

Then for arbitrary t ∈ T the following sharp inequality holds:

(10) hX(Λf(·), P f(t)) ≤ λ(hT (·, t)).

The inequality becomes equality for the function

f̃t(·) = (P ◦ φX)(hX(·, t)).

If P = Id (the identity operator) satisfies the above conditions, then
inequality (10) has the form

hX(Λf(·), f(t)) ≤ λ(hT (·, t)).

and becomes equality for function (8).

Proof. It is easy to check that operators Λ, λ and φ̃X = P ◦φ and φ̃Y = φ̃X

instead of φX and φY satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2 with X = Y .
Therefore for hX(Λf(·),Λf(t)) we obtain

hX(Λf(·),Λf(t)) ≤ λ(hT (·, t)).

Due to the properties of P

hX(Λf(·), P f(t)) = hX(Λf(·),Λf(t)) ≤ λ(hT (·, t)),

and the inequality (10) is proved.
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For the function f̃t(·) = (P ◦ φX)(hX(·, t)) we have

hX(Λf̃t(·),Λf̃t(t)) = hX((Λ ◦ (P ◦ φX))(hT (·, t)), (Λ ◦ (P ◦ φX))(hT (t, t)))

(7)
= hX(((P ◦ φX) ◦ λ)(hT (·, t)), ((P ◦ φX) ◦ λ)(θ))

= hX((P ◦ φX)(λ(hT (·, t)), (P ◦ φX)(λ(θ)))
(9)
= λ(hT (·, t)).

Therefore inequality (10) becomes equality for the function f̃t(·).
The last statement of the Corollary is obvious. �

The case when Λ is the integral operator and P is the convexifying
operator for multi-valued (see e.g. [15]), L-space-valued (see e.g. [8,25]),
or quasilinear-space-valued functions (see e.g. [3]), is an important ex-
ample of the operators that satisfy the conditions of Corollary 1. The
case, when Λ is the integral operator, and P is the identity operator
occurs in the case of real-valued functions and functions with values in
Banach spaces. Thus in the case M = R+ many known Ostrowski-type
inequalities for real-valued, multi-valued and fuzzy-valued functions, as
well as for functions with values in Banach spaces (in particular, random
processes) and in L-spaces follow from Theorem 2 and Corollary 1 with
appropriately chosen spaces T,X and Y and operators Λ, λ, P, φX and
φY .

The only result that we know, where related questions were considered
for M 6= R+, is article [21].

4. Classes Hω(T,X) and inequalities of the Ostrowski type

Definition 6. Let hM be an M-distance in a set M . A function ω : M →
M is called a modulus of continuity, if it satisfies the following properties:

(1) ω(θ) = θ;
(2) ω is non-decreasing i.e., ω(m1) ≤ ω(m2), whenever m1 ≤ m2;
(3) ω is semi-additive in the following sense: for all m1, m2 ∈ M

hM(ω(m1), ω(m2)) ≤ ω(hM(m1, m2)).

In the case of M = R+ a modulus of continuity as an independent
notion was introduced by Nikolsky [22].

Definition 7. Let a modulus of continuity ω and two M-distance spaces
(T, hT ), (X, hX) be given. We consider the classes

Hω(T,X) = {f : T → X : hX(f(t1), f(t2)) ≤ ω(hT (t1, t2)) ∀t1, t2 ∈ X}.

Classes Hω(T,X) play an important role in approximation theory.
Many papers are devoted to solutions of different extremal problems
for these classes. Some results for real-valued functions can be found
e.g., in [11, 19, 24]. Some results regarding extremal problems for classes
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Hω(T,X) of functions with non-numeric values can be found in [7–10,
14, 20].

Observe that the class H(T,X) is a partial case of the class Hω(T,X)
in the case, when ω = Id, where Id : M → M is the identity mapping.
On the other hand, as it is easy to see, the function hω

T : T × T → M,

given by the formula

hω
T (t1, t2) = ω(hT (t1, t2))

is a new M-distance in T , which becomes a M-pseudo metric, if hT is an
M-pseudo metric. Consideration of the classes Hω(T,X) with different
ω and fixed distance hT in T allows to appreciate the properties of the
functions f : T → X in a more detailed manner. This makes the classes
Hω(T,X) important for approximation theory.

If in Theorem 2 the M-pseudo metric in T is understood as hω
T , then

we obtain the following

Corollary 2. For arbitrary modulus of continuity ω and arbitrary func-
tion f ∈ Hω(T,X) the following inequality holds:

hY (Λf(·),Λf(t)) ≤ λ(ω(hT (·, t))),

which is sharp under the corresponding conditions and becomes equality
on the function

fω,t(·) = φX(ω(hT (·, t))).

5. On agreement of M-distances

Definition 8. A partially ordered set M with a smallest element θ will
be called a partially ordered monoid, if an associative binary operation +
is defined in M and the following properties hold:

(1) For all m ∈ M , θ +m = m = m+ θ.

(2) If m,n ∈ M are such that m ≤ n, then m + p ≤ n + p for all
p ∈ M .

Definition 9. An element s in a partially ordered set M is called a
supremum of two elements m,n ∈ M , if the following two conditions are
satisfied

(1) s ≥ m and s ≥ n;
(2) If u ≥ m and u ≥ n, then u ≥ s.

If a supremum of m,n ∈ M exists, then we denote it by sup{m,n}.

Definition 10. A mapping hX : X ×X → M is called an M-metric, if
the following conditions hold:

(1) For all x, y ∈ X, x = y if and only if hX(x, y) = θ;
(2) For all x, y ∈ X, hX(x, y) = hX(y, x);
(3) For all x, y, z ∈ X, hX(x, y) ≤ hX(x, z) + hX(z, y).
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In this section we give a sufficient condition on an M-metric hM in a
partially ordered monoid M to agree with an arbitrary M-metric hX on
a set X. Before doing so, we note that generally speaking M-metric hX

need not agree with hM . For example, if M = R+, hX is a metric such
that 0 < hX(α, β) < 1 for some α, β ∈ X, and hM is the discrete metric
on R+ (i.e., hM (a, b) = 0, if a = b and hM(a, b) = 1 for all a 6= b), then
inequality (2) does not hold for x = x1 = α and x2 = β. Moreover, an
M-metric hM does not necessarily agree with itself. Consider for example
M = R+, and let

hM(a, b) =





0, a = b = 0,
3
4
, exactly one of a, b is 0,

min
{
1,
∣∣ln a

b

∣∣} , a 6= 0 and b 6= 0.

It is easy to verify that it is actually a metric on M (the fact that this
function satisfies the property hM(ra, rb) = hM(a, b) for all a, b ≥ 0 and
r > 0 allows to reduce the number of different cases to consider during
verification of the triangle inequality). Since ln 2 < 3

4
, for x = x1 = 1,

x2 = 2 inequality (2) with hX substituted by hM does not hold.

Lemma 2. Let M be a partially ordered monoid and assume there is
a function e : M × M → M such that for all x, y, z ∈ M the following
properties hold:

x ≤ y ⇐⇒ e(x, y) = θ;

e(x, θ) ≤ x;

e(x, y) ≤ e(x, z) + e(z, y);

e(z + x, z + y) ≤ e(x, y).

If for arbitrary x, y ∈ M the supremum sup{x, y} exists, then

hM(x, y) = sup{e(x, y), e(y, x)}

is an M-metric. Moreover, arbitrary M-metric h agrees with hM .

For example, if M = R+, the function e(x, y) = max{x− y, 0}, x, y ∈
R+, satisfies the conditions of Lemma 2. In this case hM(x, y) = |x− y|.

Proof. We prove that hM is an M-metric first. If x ∈ M , then

hM(x, x) = sup{e(x, x), e(x, x)} = sup{θ, θ} = θ.

Moreover, if hM(x, y) = θ, then e(x, y) = e(y, x) = θ, hence x ≤ y and
y ≤ x, thus x = y. Since sup{a, b} = sup{b, a} for all a, b ∈ M , we obtain
that hM (x, y) = hM(y, x) for all x, y ∈ M . Finally, for all x, y, z ∈ X,

hM (x, y) = sup{e(x, y), e(y, x)} ≤ sup{e(x, z) + e(z, y), e(y, z) + e(z, x)}

≤ sup{e(x, z), e(z, x)} + sup{e(z, y), e(y, z)} = hM(x, z) + hM(z, y).
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Let x ≤ y and z ∈ M . Then e(x, y) = θ, and

e(y, z) = e(x, y) + e(y, z) ≥ e(x, z)

i.e., the function e is non-decreasing in its first variable.
Finally, if h is an M-metric on a set T , then for arbitrary t, t1, t2 ∈ T ,

hM(h(t, t1), h(t, t2)) = sup{e[h(t, t1), h(t, t2)], e[h(t, t2), h(t, t1)]}

≤ sup{e[h(t, t2) + h(t2, t1), h(t, t2)], e[h(t, t1) + h(t1, t2), h(t, t1)]}

≤ sup{e[h(t2, t1), θ], e[h(t1, t2), θ]} = e(h(t1, t2), θ) ≤ h(t1, t2).

�

The idea to use an order-defining function e (with properties similar to
the ones stated in the lemma) as a tool to define partially ordered metric
spaces was introduced in [4].
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