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MONOTONICITY AND INEQUALITIES RELATED
TO GAMMA FUNCTION

Ravi Bhukya and Venkata Lakshmi Akavaram

ABSTRACT. In this paper, the authors establish some monotonicity and in-
equalities related Gamma function by using the method of analysis and theory
of inequality.

1. Introduction

The Euler gamma function I'(x) is defined for x > 0 by

(1.1) I'(z) = /0Oo e 7 1dt

The logarithmic derivative of the gamma function I'(x) is denoted by

¥(o) = 4 op(T) = 1

is called the digamma or psi function. The gamma and digamma or psi function
has been investigated intensively by many authors even recent years. In particular,
many authors have published numerous interesting inequalities for this important
function (see [8] - [10] and references therein). In this paper, we are interested to
approximate for gamma function I'(z + 1) on the interval (2, 00). In [2, Theorem.
8], Alzer proved that the function

R, (z) = (—1)"[lnr(x) - (a: - ;) Inz —Inv2r — 223(2]?21]):@]1
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is completely monotonic on (0,00). Here B,, denote the Bernoulli numbers. This
gives the following inequalities:

T 2n
X BQ'
2 Z e
”(e) o ( ]Zzl 2j(2j - 1)x21—1>

2n+1

(1.2) <F(x+1)<%(i>mexp(zm),x>0

In particular, we have, by (1.2),

(1.3) I(z+1) < \/%(i)wexp (12156):5 >0

In this paper, we are going to improve the right hand side of the double inequality
(1.2) on the interval (2, co) we also establish some inequalities related to the gamma
function and generalise following results from [11, Page. No. 193].

If n > 2 is an integer, then

(1.4) {”(”gl)gr > ()™,
If n > 2 is an integer, then

(1.5) 2140 (2n)! > (n+ 1H™
If n > 2 is an integer, then

(1.6) nl < 2"

Our main results are stated as follows

(1) {x(x;—l)?’]x >T(z+ 1)z > 1.

) Lte)xm < F(m-i—l) < <F(1+e)> (“1)9’:,@« >e.

ee/ (L52)e 2

(3) T(z+1)

) ,x > 2.
@ = xf <371z >2
x I‘( +1) ’ '
(5) T(z+3)L(z+5(x+7)...T(x+2n+1) > T(x +n+2)".
The following lemma ([2], [7]) is used in proofs

LEMMA 1.1. For x > 0 we have

(1) log(x) — £ < ¥(x) < log(z) — 5=
(2) For B> 3,we have ¥(z+ ) > log(z)
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2. The Main Results

THEOREM 2.1. For x > 2 , we have
gz—j <T'(z+1) < ’
PROOF. Let f(z) = 2*/T'(z + 1)2*. Define g(x) = log(f(z)). Then
9(x) = zlog(x) — zlog(2) — log(I'(z + 1)).
Differentiating with respect to x, we have
g (z) =1—1log(2) +log(z) — U(z +1)

since, for z > 0, log(z) — L < ¥(z) < log(z) —

(2.1)

?’

1
2z

g (x) > —log(x + 1) +log(z) + 1 — log(2)

2(x+1)

1
:m“rl g( +1>+1—10g(2)

The range of 5 :E-‘rl) +log ( > +1-log(2)is (§—In(3),1-In(2)), for z > 2. And

g —1In(3) > 0. Thus, g is increasing on (2,00), which implies that f is increasing

n (2,00). For 2 < x, we have 1 < f(2) < f(x), implies right side the inequality
(2.1).

For the other part, let f(z) = I'(x + 1)3*~1 /2%~ 1. Define g(z) = log(f(z)).
Then

g(x) = (x — 1)log(3) + logI'(z + 1) — (z — 1) log(z).
Differentiating with respect to x, we have
1
() = log(3) + W(z + 1) — 1+~ — log(x)

since, for > 0, log(z) — % < V() < log(z) — i

1 1
! 1 1) — ——+1 -1 14—
g'(@) > log(a +1) — — +log(3) ~ log(a) = 1+

rx+1 1
=1 log(3) — 1
og< : )*mm* 0g(3)

The range of log (T) +ﬁ+log(3)fl is <1n (3)—1,ln (g)g), for x > 2. And

In (3)—1) > 0. Thus, g is increasing on (2, 00), which implies that f is increasing on
(2,00). For 2 < x, we have f(2) < f(z), implies left side of the inequality (2.1). O

REMARK 2.1. From the inequality (1.3), the right hand side of the inequality
(2.1) is shaper than the right hand side of the inequality (1.2) for all x > 2.

REMARK 2.2. The left hand side of the inequality (2.1) is holds for all = > 0.
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THEOREM 2.2. For x > 1, we have

{x(x—k 1

)*1°
(2.2) 2 ] >T(z+1)%

PROOF. Let f(x) = [x(mg“)&} z/I‘(z +1)%. Define g(z) := log(f(x)). We have

g(z) = z[log(z) + 3log(z + 1) — log(8)] — 4T'(z + 1).
Then
g'(z) =log(z) + 3log(x + 1) — log(8) + 1 + %H —4¥(z+1)
zlog(g) +3log(z+1)+1+ 3% —AU(z + 1)

T+ 1

since, log(z) — L < U(z) < log(x) — 5=,

x 3z 4
— 31 1 1 —41] 1
8)+ og(z+1)+ +x+1+2(:1:+1) og(z +1)

x 3z + 2
1 — 1 0 f 1.
>og(8<x+1)>+ +x+1 >, or x >

Thus, ¢ is increasing on (1, 00), which implies that f is increasing on (1,00). For
1 < x, we have f(1) < f(x), using (1.4) we have the inequality (2.2). O

g'(x) > log(

REMARK 2.3. After letting = n the inequality (2.2) becomes

[n(n +1)3

3 ] > (n))*,n > 2.

which is same as (1.4).

THEOREM 2.3. For x > e, we have

2 M er creen < (FEED) (55)

2

ProOF. Let f(x) = (””;rl) /T(x + 1). Define g(z) := log(f(zx)), we have

g(z) = :z:log(xTH) —log'(xz + 1).

Then

rx+1 x

g (@) =log("5 =) + —

1
=log(z + 1) —log(2) + xi—kl —¥(z+1)

—U(x+1)
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since, log(z) — L < U(z) < log(x) — 5=,
' — -1 1) — log(2) + 1 1 x
9(50)>2(x+1) og(z + 1) — log(2) + log(z + )+x+1
1
1—1log(2) — — f >e.
> 0g(2) 2(9c+1)>0 orr >e

Thus, ¢ is increasing on [e, 00), which implies that f is increasing on [e, 00). For
e < x, we have f(e) < f(z). We have the righside inequality of (2.3).

For the other part, let f(z) = ['(x+1)/2*/2. Define g(z) := log(f(z)), we have
g(z) =logI'(x + 1) — § log(x). Then

1 1
() =T(z+1)— 2= — =1
J@) =U(a+ 1)~ 21— Clog(a)
— Uz +1) -~ Liog(a)
=U(z 5 ~ 5 log(z
since, for > 0 and 8 > %,then U(z + B) = log(x),
, 11
g'(z) >log(z) — 5 — 5 log(x)
2 2
1
22[10g(3€)—1}20 for z > e.

~~

Thus, ¢ is increasing on [e, 00), which implies that f is increasing on [e, 00). For
e <z, we have f(e) < f(z),we have the leftside inequality of (2.3). O

THEOREM 2.4. For x > 0 and n > 2, we have
(2.4) Tz+3)(xz+5)(zx+7)...T(x+2n+1) >T(z+n+2)".

ProoF. Let f(z) =T(z+3)I(x+5)(x+7)...T(x+2n+1)/T(z+n+2)".
Define g(z) = log(f(x)). Then

g(z) = > logD(x + 2k + 1) — nlog I(z + n + 2).
k=1

Differentiating with respect to x, we have

g (z) :Z\Il(x+2k+1) —n¥(x+n+2)
k=1
since, for > 0 and 8 > %,then U(z + B) = log(x),

n

g(x) = log(z) — nlog(x) = | < log(z) — log(:z:)) > 0.
k=1

k=1

Thus, g is increasing on (0, cc0), which implies that f is increasing on (0, 00). For
0 < z, we have f(0) < f(z), using (1.5) we have the inequality (2.4). O
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REMARK 2.4. After letting z = 0 the inequality (2.4) becomes
241 2! > (n+ D)D" n > 2.
which is same as (1.5).

THEOREM 2.5. For x > 2 , we have

(2.5) D(z+1) < 255
PROOF. Let f(x) = 9 =5 /T (x +1). Define g(z) = log(f(x)). Then
-1
g(z) = % log(2) — logT'(z + 1).
Differentiating with respect to x, we have
2z -1
¢ = D og@)wie 1)
since, for z > 0, log(z) — L < ¥(z) < log(x) — 5=
20 -1
! — —1 1 1
(@) > 5oy Tl + D+ ( )log(2)

The range of ﬁ—log(m—i—l)—l—(%)log@) is (é (1-3In(2)) ,oo)7 for z > 2.

And (1 —3In (%)) > 0. Thus, g is increasing on (2,00), which implies that f is
increasing on (2,00). For 2 < z, we have f(2) < f(x), implies the inequality
(2.5). O

REMARK 2.5. After letting + = n > 2 the inequality (2.5) becomes n! <
n(n—1)

27z . which is same as (1.6).
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