arXiv:2405.05280v1 [math.GM] 6 May 2024

MONOTONICITY AND INEQUALITIES FOR THE RATIOS OF TWO BERNOULLI POLYNOMIALS

ZHEN-HANG YANG AND FENG QI*

Abstract. In the article, the authors establish the monotonicity of the ratios B_{2n−1} (t) B_{2n+1}(t) , B_{2n} (t) B_{2n+1}(t) , B_{2m} (t) B_{2n} (t) , B_{2n}(t) B_{2n−1}(t) and derive some known and new inequalities of the Bernoulli polynomials B_n(t), the Bernoulli numbers B_{2n}, and their ratios such as^{B2n+2}_{B2n} .

Contents 1. Motivations 1 2. Preliminaries and lemmas 2 3. The third proof of Qi’s problem 3 4. Monotonicity of the ratios of two Bernoulli polynomials 6 5. Inequalities of the Bernoulli polynomials and their ratios 10 6. Declarations 21 References 21

1. Motivations Throughout this paper, we adopt the notations N = {1, 2, . . . } and N_0 = {0, 1, 2, . . . } for the sets of all positive integers and all nonnegative integers, respectively.

It is common knowledge [19, p. 3] that the classical Bernoulli polynomials B_n(t) for n ∈ N_0 are generated by z e^{tz} e^z −1 = ∞∑ n=0 B_n(t) z^n n! , |z| < 2π and B_n(0) = B_n are called the Bernoulli numbers satisfying

B_0 = 1, B_1 = − 1 2 , B_{2n} ≠ 0, B_{2n+1} = 0

for n ∈ N.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 11B68; Secondary 26D05, 41A60. Key words and phrases. Bernoulli polynomial; Bernoulli number; ratio; monotonicity; inequality; monotonicity rule.

*Corresponding author.

This paper was typeset using AMS-L^ATEX. 1

At the site https://mathoverflow.net/q/461427, Qi proposed a problem about the monotonicity of the ratio^{B2n+1(t)}_{B2n+3(t)} between two Bernoulli polynomials B_{2n+1}(t) and B_{2n+3}(t) for n ∈ N_0 . We recite and quote Qi’s problem as follows.

Problem 1. The ratio | |^{B2n+1(t)} B_{2n+3}(t) | | for n ∈ {0} ∪ N is decreasing in t ∈ (0,^1_2 ) and increasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . One day later, Qi’s Problem 1 was positively confirmed by a nice proof of Proposition 1 in the original version [28].

Theorem 1 ([28, Proposition 1]). The ratio^{B2n−1(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} for n ∈ N is increasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and decreasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . One day later than the proof of [28, Proposition 1], Iosif Pinelis (Michigan Technological University, USA) provided an alternative solution to Qi’s Problem 1 and a bit more at the site https://mathoverflow.net/a/461546.

In Section 3 below, we will supply the third proof of Theorem 1. In Section 4, we will establish the monotonicity of the ratios^{B2n(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} ,^{B2m (t)}_{B2n (t)} , and^{B2n(t)}_{B2n−1 (t)} . In Section 5, we will derive some known and new inequalities for the Bernoulli polynomials B_n(t), the Bernoulli numbers B_{2n}, and their ratios such as^{B2n+2}_{B2n} .

2. Preliminaries and lemmas For reaching our aims, we recall the following properties and lemmas. The Bernoulli polynomials B_n(t) have the following properties. (1) For 0 < t <^1_2 , the positivity (−1)^{n+1}B_{2n+1}(t) > 0, n ∈ N_0 (1) and (−1)^{n+1}B_{2n} > 0, n ∈ N (2) hold. See [1, p. 805, Entry 23.1.14] and [11, p. 588, Entry 24.2.2].

(2) For n ∈ N, the recursive relation B^′_n(t) = nB_{n−1}(t) (3) is valid. See [11, p. 590, Entry 24.4.34].

(3) For n ∈ N_0 , the identity B_n(1 − t) = (−1)^nB_n(t) (4) is valid. See [1, p. 804, Entry 23.1.8].

(4) For n ∈ N_0 , the relation B_n ( 1 2 ) = − ( 1 − 1 2^{n−1} ) B_n (5)

holds. See [11, p. 590, Entry 24.4.27].

For n ∈ N, the relation B_n ( 1 4 ) = (−1)^nB_n ( 3 4 ) = − 1 − 2^{1−n} 2^n B_n − n 4^n

E_{n−1} (6)

is valid, where E_n for n ∈ N_0 denotes the Euler numbers generated by 2 e^z e^{2z} +1 = ∞∑ n=0 E_n z^n n! = ∞∑ n=0 E_{2n} z^{2n} (2n)! , |z| < π 2 .

See [1, p. 806, Entry 23.1.22], [8, p. 534], and [11, p. 590, Entry 24.4.31]. (5) As n → ∞, the asymptotic approximations (−1)^{⌊n/2⌋−1} (2π)^n 2(n!) B_n(t) ∼ { cos(2πt), n = 2k sin(2πt), n = 2k − 1 (7) are valid uniformly for t on compact subsets of C , where ⌊x⌋ denotes the floor function whose value is the largest integer less than or equal to x. See [11, p. 594, Entry 24.11.5].

(6) Let ζ(z) denote the Riemann zeta function which can be defined by the series ζ(z) = ∑_∞ n=1 1 n^z under the condition ℜ(z) > 1 and by analytic con-

tinuation elsewhere. The Bernoulli numbers B_{2n} and the Riemmann zeta function ζ(z) have the relation

B_{2n} =

(−1)^{n+1}2(2n)!

(2π)^{2n} ζ(2n), n ∈ N. (8) See [1, pp. 807–808, Section 23.2] and [19, p. 5, (1.14)].

Lemma 1 ([12]). The Bernoulli polynomial B_{2n}(t) for n ∈ N has one real zero, denoted by r_{2n}, in the interval ( 0,^1_2 ) . The sequence r_{2n} is increasing in n and tends to^1_4 as n → ∞.

Remark 1. In [10], the bound^1_6 < r_{2n} <^1_4 was established for n ∈ N. In [8, p. 534], a more precise estimate^1_4 −^1_{22n+1π} < r_{2n} <^1_4 was presented for n ∈ N. See also [11, p. 594, Section 24.12(i)].

Lemma 2 ([3, pp. 10–11, Theorem 1.25]). For α, β ∈ R with α < β, let q(t) and p(t) be continuous on [α, β], differentiable on (α, β), and p^′(t) ≠ 0 on (α, β). If the ratio^{q′ (t)}_{p′ (t)} increases in t ∈ (α, β), then both^{q(t)−q(α)}_{p(t)−p(α)} and^{q(t)−q(β)}_{p(t)−p(β)} increase in t ∈ (α, β). 3. The third proof of Qi’s problem In this section, we supply the third proof of Qi’s Problem 1, which has been confirmed by Theorem 1, as follows.

The third proof of Theorem 1. Define the function H_{f,g} (t) = f^′(t) g^′(t) g(t) − f(t), t ∈ (a, b), (9) where f(t) and g(t) are two differentiable functions on (a, b) such that g^′(t) ≠ 0 on (a, b). If f(t) and g(t) are twice differentiable on (a, b), then [ f(t) g(t) ]_′ = g^′(t) g^2(t) [ f^′(t) g^′(t) g(t) − f(t) ] = g^′(t) g^2(t)

H_{f,g}(t) (10) and H^′_{f,g}(t) = [ f^′(t) g^′(t) ]_′ g(t). The function H_{f,g} (t) in (9) was first introduced in the preprint [23], it was called Yang’s H-function in [20], and it has been applied in [2, 17, 21, 24, 26] and [25, Theorem 2.1], for example.

We write B_{2n−1}(t) B_{2n+1}(t) = − (−1)^nB_{2n−1}(t) (−1)^{n+1}B_{2n+1}(t) = − ϕ_n(t) ϕ_{n+1}(t) , n ∈ N, (11) where, by the positivity in (1), ϕ_n(t) = (−1)^nB_{2n−1}(t) > 0, n ∈ N is clearly valid in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . By the formula (3), we obtain

ϕ^′_n(t) = (−1)^nB^′_{2n−1}(t) = (−1)^n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2}(t), n ∈ N (12) and ϕ^{′′}_n(t) = (−1)^nB^{′′}_{2n−1}(t) = (−1)^n(2n − 1)(2n − 2)B_{2n−3}(t) = −(2n − 1)(2n − 2)ϕ_{n−1}(t), n ≥ 2. (13)

Accordingly, the second derivative ϕ^{′′}_n(t) for n ≥ 2 is negative in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , the first derivative ϕ^′_n(t) for n ≥ 2 is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , and the function ϕ_n(t) for n ≥ 2 is concave in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . From the identity (5), it follows that

ϕ^′_n(0) = (−1)^n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2}(0) = (−1)^n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} > 0 and ϕ^′_n ( 1 2 ) = (−1)^n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} ( 1 2 )

= (−1)^{n+1} ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−3} ) (2n − 1)B_{2n−2} < 0 for n ≥ 2, where we used the positivity in (2). As a result, the first derivative ϕ^′_n(t) has a unique zero t_{n,0} ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for n ≥ 2.

As done in the proof of [28, Proposition 1], the ratios^{B1 (t)}_{B3 (t)} and^{B3 (t)}_{B5 (t)} are both increasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Equivalently, the ratios^{ϕ1 (t)}_{ϕ2 (t)} and^{ϕ2(t)}_{ϕ3(t)} are both decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Assume that, for some n ≥ 3, the ratio^{ϕn(t)}_{ϕn+1(t)} is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . By (13), this inductive hypothesis is equivalent to that the ratio ϕ^{′′}_{n+1}(t) ϕ^{′′}_{n+2}(t) = (2n + 1)(2n) (2n + 1)(2n + 2) ϕ_n(t) ϕ_{n+1}(t) , n ≥ 3 is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , that is, [ ϕ^{′′}_{n+1}(t) ϕ^{′′}_{n+2}(t) ]_′ < 0, n ≥ 3, t ∈ ( 0, 1 2 ) . This means that

H^′_ϕ′_{n+1(t),ϕ}′_{n+2(t)}(t) = [ ϕ^{′′}_{n+1}(t) ϕ^{′′}_{n+2}(t) ]_′ ϕ^′_{n+2}(t), n ≥ 3 has a unique zero t_{n+2,0} ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and that H_ϕ′_{n+1(t),ϕ}′_{n+2(t)}(t) ≥ H_ϕ′_{n+1(t),ϕ}′_{n+2(t)}(t_{n+2,0}) = ϕ^{′′}_{n+1}(t_{n+2,0}) ϕ^{′′}_{n+2}(t_{n+2,0}) ϕ^′_{n+2}(t_{n+2,0}) − ϕ^′_{n+1}(t_{n+2,0})

= −ϕ^′_{n+1}(t_{n+2,0})

for some n ≥ 3 and t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . From the equation (12) and Lemma 1, we see that the zero t_{n+2,0} is just the zero of the Bernoulli polynomial B_{2n+2}(t), that is, t_{n+2,0} = r_{2n+2}, for some n ≥ 3. Similarly, the function ϕ^′_{n+1}(t) has a unique zero r_{2n} = t_{n+1,0} ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for some n ≥ 3. From Lemma 1, it follows that r_{2n} = t_{n+1,0} < t_{n+2,0} = r_{2n+2}

for some n ≥ 3. Since the first derivative ϕ^′_n(t) for n ≥ 2 is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , we acquire that ϕ^′_{n+1}(t_{n+2,0}) < ϕ^′_{n+1}(t_{n+1,0}) = 0, n ≥ 2.

Consequently, we conclude that H_ϕ′_{n+1(t),ϕ}′_{n+2(t)}(t) > 0 for some n ≥ 3 and t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . This conclusion means that [ ϕ^′_{n+1}(t) ϕ^′_{n+2}(t) ]_′ = ϕ^{′′}_{n+2}(t) [ϕ^′_{n+2}(t)]^2

H_ϕ′_{n+1(t),ϕ}′_{n+2(t)}(t) < 0

for some n ≥ 3 and t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) \ {t_{n+2,0}}, where we used the negativity ϕ^{′′}_n(t) < 0 for n ≥ 2 and t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Thus, the ratio^{ϕ′n+1(t)}_ϕ′_{n+2(t)} for some n ≥ 3 is decreasing on the intervals (0, r_{2n+2}) and ( r_{2n+2},^1_2 ) . Since ϕ_n(0) = (−1)^nB_{2n−1}(0) = (−1)^nB_{2n−1} = 0

for n ≥ 2, by virtue of Lemma 2 and the decreasing property of the ratio^{ϕ′n+1(t)}_ϕ′_{n+2(t)} for some n ≥ 3 on the interval (0, r_{2n+2}), we reveals that the ratio ϕ_{n+1}(t) ϕ_{n+2}(t) = ϕ_{n+1}(t) − ϕ_{n+1}(0) ϕ_{n+2}(t) − ϕ_{n+2}(0) for some n ≥ 3 is decreasing in t ∈ (0, r_{2n+2}). By the identity (4), it follows that ϕ_n ( 1 2 ) = (−1)^nB_{2n−1} ( 1 2 ) = 0 for n ≥ 2. In view of Lemma 2 and the decreasing property of the ratio^{ϕ′n+1(t)}_ϕ′_{n+2(t)} for some n ≥ 3 on the interval ( r_{2n+2},^1_2 ) , we arrive at that the ratio

ϕ_{n+1}(t) ϕ_{n+2}(t) = ϕ_{n+1}(t) − ϕ_{n+1}

(_1 2 ) ϕ_{n+2}(t) − ϕ_{n+2}

(_1 2 ) for some n ≥ 3 is decreasing in ( r_{2n+2},^1_2 ) . Since the ratio^{ϕn+1(t)}_{ϕn+2(t)} is continuous at the point r_{2n+2} = t_{n+2,0}, which is the zero of ϕ^′_{n+2}(t) in ( 0,^1_2 ) , we conclude that the ratio^{ϕn+1(t)}

ϕ_{n+2}(t) is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for some n ≥ 3.

By mathematical induction, the ratio^{ϕn(t)}_{ϕn+1(t)} is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for all

n ∈ N. Consequently, from the relation (11), the ratio^{B2n−1(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} for n ∈ N is increasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . By the identity (4), we obtain that B_{2n−1}(t) B_{2n+1}(t) = B_{2n−1}(1 − t) B_{2n+1}(1 − t)

for n ∈ N. Consequently, from the increasing property of the ratio^{B2n−1(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} for n ∈ N in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , we derive that the ratio^{B2n−1(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} for n ∈ N is decreasing in t ∈ (_1 2 , 1 ) . The third proof of Theorem 1 is complete. □

Corollary 1. For m, n ∈ N such that m < n, the ratio (−1)^{n−m B2m−1 (t)}_{B2n−1 (t)} is positive and decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , while it is positive and increasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Proof. From (1) and (4), it follows that the ratio^{B2n−1(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} for n ∈ N is negative in

t ∈ (0, 1). Hence, making use of Theorem 1, the function −^{B2n−1(t)}_{B2n+1 (t)} for n ∈ N is positive and decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , while it is positive and increasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Consequently, the ratio (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m−1}(t) B_{2n−1}(t) = n−1∏ ℓ=m [ − B_{2ℓ−1}(t) B_{2ℓ+1}(t) ]

is positive and decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , while it is positive and increasing in t ∈ (_1 2 , 1 ) . The required proof is complete. □

Corollary 2. For n > m ∈ N, the functions (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} and (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} (_1 2 ) B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) are both decreasing on ( 0,^1_2 ) and are both increasing on

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Proof. This follows from applying Lemma 2, the identity (4), and Corollary 1. □

4. Monotonicity of the ratios of two Bernoulli polynomials

In this section, we consider the ratios

B_{2n}(t) B_{2n+1}(t) , B_{2m}(t) B_{2n}(t) , B_{2n}(t) B_{2n−1}(t) and, among other things, their monotonicity on ( 0,^1_2 ) and (_1 2 , 1 ) , respectively.

Theorem 2. The ratio^{B2n(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} for n ∈ N_0 is decreasing both in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and in t ∈ (_1 2 , 1 ) . For fixed t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) (or for fixed t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) , respectively), the sequence^{(2n+1)B2n (t)}_{B2n+1(t)} is increasing (or decreasing, respectively) in n ∈ N_0 , with the limit lim_{n→∞} (2n + 1)B_{2n}(t)

B_{2n+1}(t)

= 2π cot(2πt), t ∈ (0, 1) \ { 1 2 } . (14)

Proof. Let

f_{2n}(t) = (−1)^{n+1}

B_{2n}(t) (2n)!

and f_{2n+1}(t) = (−1)^{n+1}

B_{2n+1}(t) (2n + 1)!

(15)

for n ∈ N_0 . Employing the recursive relation (3), we derive

f^′_{2n+1}(t) = f_{2n}(t) and f^′_{2n}(t) = −f_{2n−1}(t). (16)

From (1), we see that the function f_{2n+1}(t) is positive for n ∈ N_0 and 0 < t <^1_2 . Utilizing the relations in (16) and differentiating yield [ f_{2n}(t) f_{2n+1}(t) ]_′ = −f_{2n−1}(t)f_{2n+1}(t) − f^2_{2n}(t) f^2_{2n+1}(t) < 0 for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and n ∈ N. Accordingly, the ratio

f_{2n}(t) f_{2n+1}(t) = (2n + 1)B_{2n}(t) B_{2n+1}(t)

for n ∈ N is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . In particular, the ratio

f_0(t) f_1(t) = B_0(t) B_1(t) = 2 2t − 1 is obviously decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . In conclusion, the ratio^{B2n(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} for n ∈ N_0 is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Making use of the identity (4) gives B_{2n}(t) B_{2n+1}(t) = − B_{2n}(1 − t) B_{2n+1}(1 − t)

for n ∈ N_0 and t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . As a result, the ratio^{B2n(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} for n ∈ N_0 is also decreasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . For m, n ∈ N_0 with m < n, it is easy to see that

f_{2m}(t) f_{2m+1}(t) − f_{2n}(t) f_{2n+1}(t) = f_{2n+1}(t) f_{2m+1}(t) [ f_{2m+1}(t) f_{2n+1}(t) ]_′ . From Corollary 1, it follows that the ratio f_{2m+1}(t) f_{2n+1}(t) = (−1)^{n−m} (2n + 1)! (2m + 1)!

B_{2m+1}(t) B_{2n+1}(t)

is positive and decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , and is positive and increasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Accordingly, we obtain [ f_{2m+1}(t) f_{2n+1}(t) ]_′ < 0, t ∈ ( 0, 1 2 )

> 0, t ∈ ( 1 2 , 1 ) (17)

for m, n ∈ N_0 with m < n. Consequently, for fixed t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) (or for fixed t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) , respectively), the sequence^{(2n+1)B2n(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} is increasing (or decreasing, respectively) in n ∈ N_0 .

By virtue the asymptotic approximations in (7), we obtain

(2n + 1)B_{2n}(t) B_{2n+1}(t) ∼ (2n + 1) cos(2πt) (−1)^{⌊n⌋−1 (2π)2n}_{2(2n)!} (−1)^{⌊n+1/2⌋−1 (2π)2n+1} 2(2n+1)!

sin(2πt)

= 2π cot(2πt)

as n → ∞ for t ∈ (0, 1) \

{_1 2 } . The required proof is complete. □

Corollary 3. For n ∈ N_0 , the absolute |B_{2n+1}(t)| is logarithmically concave both in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Proof. On the interval ( 0,^1_2 ) , we have

[ln |B_{2n+1}(t)|]^′ = ( ln [ (−1)^{n+1}B_{2n+1}(t) ])_′ = B^′_{2n+1}(t) B_{2n+1}(t) = (2n + 1)B_{2n}(t) B_{2n+1}(t) , where we used the equality (3), which, by the first paragraph of Theorem 2, is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for n ∈ N_0 . As a result, the absolute |B_{2n+1}(t)| is logarithmically concave in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for n ∈ N_0 .

On the interval

(_1 2 , 1 ) , by virtue of the identity (4) and (3) in sequence, we have

[ln |B_{2n+1}(t)|]^′ = ( ln | |(−1)^{n+1}B_{2n+1}(1 − t) | |)^′ = ( ln [ (−1)^{n+1}B_{2n+1}(1 − t) ])_′ = (−1)^{n+2}B^′_{2n+1}(1 − t) (−1)^{n+1}B_{2n+1}(1 − t) = (−1)^{n+2}(2n + 1)B_{2n}(1 − t)

(−1)^{n+1}B_{2n+1}(1 − t) = − (2n + 1)B_{2n}(1 − t) B_{2n+1}(1 − t) in t ∈ (_1 2 , 1 ) for n ∈ N_0 , which, by the first paragraph of Theorem 2, is decreasing in t ∈ (_1 2 , 1 ) for n ∈ N_0 . Consequently, the absolute |B_{2n+1}(t)| is also logarithmically concave in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) for n ∈ N_0 . The required proof is complete. □

Theorem 3. For n ∈ N, let r_{2n} be the unique zero of the Bernoulli polynomial B_{2n}(t) on ( 0,^1_2 ) . For m, n ∈ N_0 such that m < n, the ratio (−1)^{n−m B2m (t)}_{B2n(t)} is decreasing both in t ∈ (0, r_{2n}) and in t ∈ ( r_{2n},^1_2 ) , while it is increasing both in t ∈ (_1 2 , 1 − r_{2n} ) and in t ∈ (1 − r_{2n}, 1).

Proof. In view of the notations in (15) and with the help of the relations in (16), we arrive at H_{f2m,f2n} (t) = f_{2m−1}(t) f_{2n−1}(t) f_{2n}(t) − f_{2m}(t), where H_{f,g}(t) is defined by (9).

Using the second relations in (16) and (15) in sequence and employing (1), we obtain f^′_{2n}(t) = (−1)^{n+1} B_{2n−1}(t) (2n − 1)! < 0 for n ∈ N and 0 < t <^1_2 . Hence, the function f_{2n}(t) is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and, by virtue of Lemma 1, f_{2n}(r_{2n}) = 0 for n ∈ N. Making use of this and the conclusions in (17), we acquire

[H_{f2m ,f2n} (t)]^′ = [ f_{2m−1}(t) f_{2n−1}(t) ]_′ f_{2n}(t) < 0, t ∈ (0, r_{2n}), > 0, t ∈ ( r_{2n}, 1 2 ) and H_{f2m ,f2n} (r_{2n}) = f_{2m−1}(r_{2n}) f_{2n−1}(r_{2n}) f_{2n}(r_{2n}) − f_{2m}(r_{2n}) = −f_{2m}(r_{2n})

for m, n ∈ N such that m < n. Since r_{2n} > r_{2m} for m, n ∈ N such that m < n, then f_{2m}(r_{2n}) < f_{2m}(r_{2m}) = 0 for m, n ∈ N such that m < n. Thus, we deduce

H_{f2m ,f2n} (t) ≥ H_{f2m ,f2n} (r_{2n}) = −f_{2m}(r_{2n}) > 0 (18)

for m, n ∈ N such that m < n and 0 < t <^1_2 . Consequently, by (10), we conclude that [ f_{2m}(t) f_{2n}(t) ]_′ = − f_{2n−1}(t) f^2_{2n}(t) H_{f2m,f2n} (t) < 0 for t ∈ (0, r_{2n}) and t ∈ ( r_{2n},^1_2 ) for m, n ∈ N such that m < n, where we utilized the fact that the function f_{2n+1}(t) is positive for n ∈ N_0 and 0 < t <^1_2 , which was derived in the proof of Theorem 2. This means that the ratio f_{2m}(t) f_{2n}(t) = (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m}(t) B_{2n}(t)

(2n)! (2m)!

for m, n ∈ N such that m < n is decreasing in t ∈ (0, r_{2n}) and t ∈ ( r_{2n},^1_2 ) . When m = 0 and n ∈ N, the ratio (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m}(t) B_{2n}(t) = 1 (−1)^nB_{2n}(t) = − 1 (2n)! 1 f_{2n}(t)

is clearly also decreasing in t ∈ (0, r_{2n}) and t ∈ ( r_{2n},^1_2 ) . The rest can be proved by considering the symmetry expressed in (4). □

Theorem 4. For n ∈ N, the ratio^{B2n(t)}_{B2n−1(t)} is increasing both in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and in t ∈ (_1 2 , 1 ) . For fixed t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) (or for fixed t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) , respectively), the sequence^{B2n(t)}_{nB2n−1(t)} is decreasing (or increasing, respectively) in n ∈ N, with lim_{n→∞} B_{2n}(t) nB_{2n−1}(t) = − cot(2πt) π . (19)

Proof. In view of the notations in (15) and with the help of the relations in (16), directly differentiating yields [ f_{2n}(t) f_{2n−1}(t) ]_′ = −f^2_{2n−1}(t) − f_{2n}(t)f_{2n−2}(t) f^2_{2n−1}(t) ≜ g_n(t) f^2_{2n−1}(t) and g^′_n(t) = −f_{2n−1}(t)f_{2n−2}(t) + f_{2n}(t)f_{2n−3}(t)

= −f^2_{2n}(t) f_{2n}(t)f^′_{2n−2}(t) − f^′_{2n}(t)f_{2n−2}(t) f^2_{2n}(t)

= −f^2_{2n}(t) [ f_{2n−2}(t) f_{2n}(t) ]_′

for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) \{r_{2n}} and n ∈ N, where r_{2n} is the unique zero of B_{2n}(t) in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) .

By virtue of Theorem 3, we see that the ratio^{f2n−2(t)}_{f2n (t)} for n ∈ N is decreasing on (0, r_{2n}) and ( r_{2n},^1_2 ) . This implies that g^′_n(t) > 0 for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) \ {r_{2n}}. Due to the continuity of g^′_n(t) on ( 0,^1_2 ) , we acquire g^′_n(t) > 0 for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , and then g_n(t) < g_n ( 1 2 ) = −f_{2n} ( 1 2 ) f_{2n−2} ( 1 2 ) < 0 for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , which indicates that the function f_{2n}(t) f_{2n−1}(t) = − B_{2n}(t) 2nB_{2n−1}(t) is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for n ∈ N. Equivalently speaking, the ratio^{B2n(t)}_{B2n−1(t)} for n ∈ N is increasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Theorem 3 implies that, for n > m ∈ N, f^2_{2n}(t) f_{2n−1}(t)f_{2m−1}(t) [ f_{2m}(t) f_{2n}(t) ]_′ = f_{2m}(t) f_{2m−1}(t) − f_{2n}(t) f_{2n−1}(t) < 0 in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) \ {r_{2n}}, which means that the sequence^{f2n (t)}_{f2n−1(t)} is increasing in n ∈ N for fixed t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . The limit (19) follows from (7).

The rest follows from applying the identity (4). The proof is complete. □

5. Inequalities of the Bernoulli polynomials and their ratios

In this section, applying the monotonicity results established in Sections 3 and 4, we present some new inequalities for the Bernoulli polynomials B_n(t), the Bernoulli numbers B_{2n}, and their ratios such as^{B2n+2}_{B2n} .

Proposition 1. For n ≥ 2, the function^{|B2n+1(t)|}_{t(1/2−t)(1−t)} is increasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and decreasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Consequently, for n ≥ 2, the double inequality

2(2n + 1)|B_{2n}| < |B_{2n+1}(t)| t (_1 2 − t ) (1 − t) < 4 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) (2n + 1)|B_{2n}| (20)

holds in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and reverses in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . For n ≥ 2, the inequality |B_{2n+1}(t)| < √ 3 9 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) (2n + 1)|B_{2n}| (21)

is valid for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Proof. It is straightforward that

B_3(t) = t ( 1 2 − t ) (1 − t). From Corollary 1, we see that the ratio (−1)^{n−2} B_3(t) B_{2n−1}(t) = (−1)^n t (_1 2 − t ) (1 − t) B_{2n−1}(t) , n > 2 is positive and decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , and is positive and increasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . The monotonicity in Proposition 1 is thus proved.

By virtue of the L’Hôpital rule and the formulas (3) and (5), we acquire

lim_{t→0+}

B_{2n+1}(t) t (_1 2 − t ) (1 − t)

= 2 lim_{t→0+}(2n + 1)B_{2n}(t) = 2(2n + 1)B_{2n} and lim_{t→ 12}

B_{2n+1}(t) t (_1 2 − t ) (1 − t)

= 4 lim_{t→ 12} (2n + 1)B_{2n}(t)

= −4(2n + 1)B_{2n} ( 1 2 ) = 4(2n + 1) ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) B_{2n} for n ≥ 2. Combining these two limits with the above monotonicity yields the double inequality (20).

Since the polynomial B_3(t) reaches the maximum value^{√3}_{36} at t =^{3−√3}_6 on ( 0,^1_2 ) , the right-hand side of the double inequality (20) becomes |B_{2n+1}(t)| < 4 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) (2n + 1)|B_{2n}|t ( 1 2 − t ) (1 − t) ≤ 4 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) (2n + 1)|B_{2n}| √ 3 36 = √ 3 9 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) (2n + 1)|B_{2n}|

for n ≥ 2 and t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . The inequality (21) is thus proved. □

Proposition 2. For n ∈ N_0 , the double inequality ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}| sin(2πt) < |B_{2n+1}(t)| < 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}| sin(2πt) (22)

holds in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and reverses in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Proof. By Corollary 1, we see that the double inequality

(−1)^{n−m} lim_{t→( 12 )−} B_{2m−1}(t) B_{2n−1}(t) < (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m−1}(t) B_{2n−1}(t) < (−1)^{n−m} lim_{t→0+} B_{2m−1}(t) B_{2n−1}(t) (23)

holds on ( 0,^1_2 ) for m, n ∈ N such that m < n. Since, by the L’Hôpital rule,

lim_{t→ 12} B_{2m−1}(t) B_{2n−1}(t) = lim_{t→ 12}

(2m − 1)B_{2m−2}(t) (2n − 1)B_{2n−2}(t) = (2m − 1)B_{2m−2} (_1 2 ) (2n − 1)B_{2n−2} (_1 2 ) and lim_{t→0+} B_{2m−1}(t) B_{2n−1}(t) = lim_{t→0+}

(2m − 1)B_{2m−2}(t) (2n − 1)B_{2n−2}(t) = (2m − 1)B_{2m−2} (2n − 1)B_{2n−2} for m, n ∈ N such that m < n, the double inequality (23) is equivalent to

(−1)^m(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} ( 1 2 ) B_{2n−1}(t) (2n − 1)B_{2n−2} (_1 2 ) < |B_{2m−1}(t)| < (−1)^m(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} B_{2n−1}(t) (2n − 1)B_{2n−2} (24) on ( 0,^1_2 ) for m, n ∈ N such that m < n.

When taking n → ∞, by asymptotic approximations in (7), we obtain B_{2n−1}(t) (2n − 1)B_{2n−2} (_1 2 ) ∼ (−1)^{⌊n−1/2⌋−1 2(2n−1)!} (2π)^{2n−1} sin(2πt)

(2n − 1)(−1)^{⌊n−1⌋−1 2(2n−2)!}_{(2π)2n−2} cos π = − sin(2πt) 2π and B_{2n−1}(t) (2n − 1)B_{2n−2} ∼ (−1)^{⌊n−1/2⌋−1 2(2n−1)!} (2π)^{2n−1} sin(2πt)

(2n − 1)(−1)^{⌊n−1⌋−1 2(2n−2)!}_{(2π)2n−2} cos 0 = sin(2πt) 2π on ( 0,^1_2 ) . Applying these two results to the double inequality (24) and utilizing (5) yield

(−1)^{m+1}(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} ( 1 2 ) sin(2πt) 2π = (−1)^m(2m − 1) ( 1 − 1 2^{2m−3} ) B_{2m−2} sin(2πt) 2π < |B_{2m−1}(t)| < (−1)^m(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} sin(2πt) 2π (25)

for m ∈ N. Replacing m by n + 1 in (25) leads to the double inequality (22).

By the same argument as above and in view of the identity (4), we can derive the revised version of (22) on

(_1 2 , 1 ) for n ∈ N_0 . The required proof is complete. □

Remark 2. Proposition 4.3 in [7] reads that, for every positive integer n, sup x∈[0,1] |B_{2n+1}(t)| < 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}| (26)

and | | |B^{2n+1} ( 1 4 )| | | ≥ ( 1 − 4 2^{2n} ) 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}|. (27) From Proposition 2, it follows that

|B_{2n+1}(t)| ≤ max { 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}| sin(2πt), ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}| sin(2πt) }

≤ 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}| for t ∈ (0, 1) and n ∈ N_0 . This means that Proposition 2 improves the inequality (26).

Taking t =^1_4 in (22) gives ( 1 − 2 2^{2n} ) 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}| < | | |B_{2n+1} ( 1 4 )| | < 2n + 1 2π |B_{2n}|, n ∈ N_0 . This means that Proposition 2 improves the inequality (27).

In conclusion, Proposition 2 in this paper is better than [7, Proposition 4.3]. Proposition 3. For n ∈ N_0 , we have

(−1)^{n+1}B_{2n}(t) < |B_{2n}| cos(2πt), t ∈ ( 0, 1 4 ) (28) and (−1)^{n+1}B_{2n}(t) < ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) |B_{2n}| cos(2πt), t ∈ ( 1 4 , 1 2 ) . (29)

Proof. From Theorem 3, it follows that (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m}(t) B_{2n}(t) < (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m} B_{2n} , t ∈ (0, r_{2n}) and (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m}(t) B_{2n}(t) > (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m} (_1 2 ) B_{2n} (_1 2 ) , t ∈ ( r_{2n}, 1 2 )

for m, n ∈ N_0 such that m < n. They can be reformulated as

(−1)^{m+1}B_{2m}(t) <

B_{2n}(t) B_{2n} |B_{2m}|, t ∈ (0, r_{2n}) and (−1)^{m+1}B_{2m}(t) <

B_{2n}(t) B_{2n} (_1 2 ) (−1)^{m+1}B_{2m} ( 1 2 ) , t ∈ ( r_{2n}, 1 2 )

for m, n ∈ N_0 such that m < n, where we used the fact that the function f_{2n}(t) is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and f_{2n}(r_{2n}) = 0 for n ∈ N. Making use of asymptotic approximations in (7) gives, as n → ∞,

B_{2n}(t) B_{2n} ∼ (−1)^{⌊n⌋−1 2(2n)!}_{(2π)2n} cos(2πt) (−1)^{⌊n⌋−1 2(2n)!}_{(2π)2n} cos 0

= cos(2πt) (30) and B_{2n}(t) B_{2n} (_1 2 ) ∼ (−1)^{⌊n⌋−1 2(2n)!}_{(2π)2n} cos(2πt)

(−1)^{⌊n⌋−1 2(2n)!}_{(2π)2n} cos π

= − cos(2πt). (31)

Then, due to r_{2n} →^1_4 as n → ∞,

(−1)^{m+1}B_{2m}(t) < |B_{2m}| cos(2πt), t ∈ ( 0, 1 4 )

and (−1)^{m+1}B_{2m}(t) < ( 1 − 1 2^{2m−1} ) |B_{2m}| cos(2πt), t ∈ ( 1 4 , 1 2 ) . The required proof is complete. □ Proposition 4. For t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) ∪ (_1 2 , 1 ) , we have n(2n − 1)|B_{2n−2}| < (−1)^n B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} t^2(1 − t)^2

< 32 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n} ) |B_{2n}|, n ≥ 3 (32) and 8 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n} ) |B_{2n}| < (−1)^{n+1} B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) ( t −^1_2

)_2 < n(2n − 1) ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−3} ) |B_{2n−2}|, n ≥ 2. (33) Proof. It is straightforward that B_4(t) − B_4 = t^2 (t − 1)^2 and B_2(t) − B_2 ( 1 2 ) = ( t − 1 2 )_2 .

By Corollary 2, the functions (−1)^n[B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n}]

t^2(t − 1)^2 , n ≥ 3 and (−1)^{n+1} [ B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 )] ( t −^1_2

)_2 , n ≥ 2

are increasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and decreasing in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . With the help of the L’Hôpital rule and by virtue of the formulas (3) and (5), we arrive at the limits

lim_{t→ 12}

(−1)^n[B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n}] t^2(t − 1)^2

= 32 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n} ) |B_{2n}|, lim_{t→0+}

(−1)^{n+1}[B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n}

(_1 2 )] ( t −^1_2

)_2 = 8 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n} ) |B_{2n}|

= lim_{t→1−}

(−1)^{n+1}[B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n}

(_1 2 )] ( t −^1_2

)_2 ,

lim_{t→ 12}

(−1)^{n+1} [ B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 )] ( t −^1_2

)_2 = n(2n − 1) ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−3} ) |B_{2n−2}| for n ∈ N and the limits

lim_{t→0+}

(−1)^n[B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n}] t^2(t − 1)^2 = n(2n − 1)|B_{2n−2}| = lim_{t→1−}

(−1)^n[B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n}] t^2(t − 1)^2 for n ≥ 2, where we excluded the case lim_{t→0}+ B_1(t) = B_1 = −^1_2 ≠ 0. Therefore, the double inequalities (32) and (33) are proved. The proof of Proposition 4 is complete. □

Remark 3. Since t^2(1 − t)^2 <^1_{16} for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) ∪ (_1 2 , 1 ) , the right-hand side of the inequality (32) can be weaken to

(−1)^n[B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n}] < 2 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n} ) |B_{2n}|, n ≥ 3 (34) for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) ∪ (_1 2 , 1 ) . Employing the fact that the function f_{2n}(t) = (−1)^{n+1 B2n(t)}_{(2n)!} is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for n ∈ N, which was proved in the proof of Theorem 3, considering the equality (4), and concretely computing the cases n = 1, 2 and the cases t = 0,^1_2 , 1, we can reformulate the inequality (34) as |B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n}| ≤ ( 2 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) |B_{2n}|, 1 ≥ t ≥ 0, n ∈ N. (35) We emphasize that the inequality (35) appeared in [11, p. 593, Entry 24.9.2].

Remark 4. We can rewrite the right-hand side inequality of (32) as

(−1)^{n+1}B_{2n}(t) > [ 1 − 32 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n} ) t^2(1 − t)^2 ] |B_{2n}|, n ≥ 3 (36) for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) ∪ (_1 2 , 1 ) . Utilizing the identity (5), we can also rewrite the left-hand side of the double inequality (33) as

(−1)^{n+1}B_{2n}(t) > [ 8 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n} )( t − 1 2 )_2 − ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} )] |B_{2n}|, n ≥ 2 (37) for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) ∪ (_1 2 , 1 ) . The lower bound in (36) is bigger than the corresponding one in (37) for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) ∪ (_1 2 , 1 ) and n ∈ N.

Remark 5. On the left-hand side of the double inequality (32), taking t →^1_2 leads to n(2n − 1) 16 |B_{2n−2}| ≤ (−1)^n [ B_{2n} ( 1 2 ) − B_{2n} ] , n ≥ 3. On the right-hand side of the double inequality (33), letting t → 0^+ results in

(−1)^{n+1} [ B_{2n} − B_{2n} ( 1 2 )] ≤ n(2n − 1) 4 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−3} ) |B_{2n−2}|, n ≥ 2. Further utilizing the identity (5) yields

2^{2n+2} 2^{2n+2} − 1

(n + 1)(2n + 1) 32 ≤ | | | B^{2n+2} B_{2n} | | | ≤ 2^{2n+2} − 8

2^{2n+2} − 1

(n + 1)(2n + 1) 8 (38)

for n ∈ N. Except the left-hand side for n = 1, the double inequality (38) is weaker than

2^{2n} − 2 2^{2n+1} − 1

(n + 1)(2n + 1) π^2 < | | | B^{2n+2} B_{2n} | | | < 2^{2n+1} − 2

2^{2n+2} − 1

(n + 1)(2n + 1) π^2

(39)

for n ∈ N, which was first established in [13, Theorem 1.1].

We note that the bounds in the double inequality (38) are rational. On the other hand, the lower and upper bounds in (39) are irrational.

By the way, the double inequality (39) has been nicely generalized in [14, 27, 29] and concisely reviewed in [18].

Proposition 5. For n ∈ N, the double inequality n(2n − 1) 2π^2 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−3} ) |B_{2n−2}|[1 + cos(2πt)] − ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) |B_{2n}| < (−1)^{n+1}B_{2n}(t) < 1 + ( 2^{2n} − 1 ) cos(2πt) 2^{2n}

|B_{2n}| (40)

is valid for t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) ∪ (_1 2 , 1 ) . For n ≥ 2, the inequality

(−1)^{n+1}B_{2n}(t) > |B_{2n}| − n(2n − 1) 2π^2

|B_{2n−2}|[1 − cos(2πt)] (41)

is valid for t ∈ (0, 1). When n = 1, the inequality (41) is reversed for t ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. By virtue of the L’Hôpital rule and with the help of the formulas (3) and (5), a direct computation yields

lim_{t→0+} B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} = m(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} , lim_{t→ 12} B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} (_1 2 ) B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) = m(2m − 1) ( 1 −^1_{22m−3} ) B_{2m−2} ( 1 −^1_{22n−3} ) n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} for n > m ≥ 2, where we excluded the case lim_{t→0}+ B_1(t) = B_1 = −^1_2 ≠ 0, as well as lim_{t→ 12} B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} = ( 1 −^1_{22m} ) B_{2m} ( 1 −^1_{22n} ) B_{2n} = lim_{t→0+} B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} (_1 2 ) B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) for n > m ∈ N. Applying the decreasing property given in Corollary 2, we derive (−1)^{n−m} ( 1 −^1_{22m} ) B_{2m} ( 1 −^1_{22n} ) B_{2n} < (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} < (−1)^{n−m} m(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} and (−1)^{n−m} m(2m − 1) ( 1 −^1_{22m−3} ) B_{2m−2} ( 1 −^1_{22n−3} ) n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} < (−1)^{n−m} B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} (_1 2 ) B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) < (−1)^{n−m} ( 1 −^1_{22m} ) B_{2m} ( 1 −^1_{22n} ) B_{2n} for n > m ≥ 2 and t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . By the fact that the function f_{2n}(t) = (−1)^{n+1 B2n(t)}_{(2n)!} is decreasing in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) for n ∈ N, which was proved in the proof of Theorem 3, we can be reformulated the above two double inequalities as

(−1)^m ( 1 − 1 2^{2m} ) B_{2m} B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} ( 1 −^1_{22n} ) B_{2n} < (−1)^m[B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m}] < (−1)^mm(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} (42) and (−1)^{m+1}m(2m − 1) ( 1 − 1 2^{2m−3} ) B_{2m−2} B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) ( 1 −^1_{22n−3} ) n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} < (−1)^{m+1} [ B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} ( 1 2 )] < ( 1 − 1 2^{2m} ) |B_{2m}| B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) ( 1 −^1_{22n} ) B_{2n} (43)

for n > m ≥ 2 and t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Making use of the asymptotic approximations (30) and (31), we deduce B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} ( 1 −^1_{22n} ) B_{2n} = 1 1 −^1_{22n} [ B_{2n}(t) B_{2n} − 1 ] ∼ cos(2πt) − 1 and B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) ( 1 −^1_{22n} ) B_{2n} = 1 1 −^1_{22n} [ B_{2n}(t) B_{2n} − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) B_{2n} ] ∼ cos(2πt) + 1

as n → ∞. Employing the asymptotic approximations in (7) leads to B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} ∼ 1 n(2n − 1) (−1)^{⌊n⌋−1 2(2n)!}_{(2π)2n} [cos(2πt) − 1] (−1)^{⌊n−1⌋−1 2(2n−2)!} (2π)^{2n−2} = 1 − cos(2πt) 2π^2 and B_{2n}(t) − B_{2n} (_1 2 ) ( 1 −^1_{22n−3} ) n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} ∼ (−1)^{⌊n⌋−1 2(2n)!}_{(2π)2n} [cos(2πt) + 1] n(2n − 1)(−1)^{⌊n−1⌋−1 2(2n−2)!}_{(2π)2n−2} = − 1 + cos(2πt)

2π^2 as n → ∞. Accordingly, taking n → ∞ in (42) and (43) and using the above four asymptotic approximations figure out

(−1)^m ( 1 − 1 2^{2m} ) B_{2m}[cos(2πt) − 1] < (−1)^m[B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m}] < (−1)^mm(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} 1 − cos(2πt) 2π^2

(44) and (−1)^mm(2m − 1) ( 1 − 1 2^{2m−3} ) B_{2m−2} 1 + cos(2πt)

2π^2

< (−1)^{m+1} [ B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} ( 1 2 )] < ( 1 − 1 2^{2m} ) |B_{2m}|[cos(2πt) + 1] (45)

for m ≥ 2 on ( 0,^1_2 ) . The right-hand side of the double inequality (44) can be simplified as the inequality (41) for n ≥ 2 in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , while the left-hand side of the double inequality (44) is rearranged as the right-hand side of the double inequality (40) for n ≥ 2 in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . In view of the identity (5), the double inequality (45) can be reformulated as the double inequality (40) for n ≥ 2 in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) . Moreover, when n = 1, the double inequality (40) and the reversed version of the inequality (41) become − 1 + cos(2πt) 2π^2 − 1 12 < t^2 − t + 1 6 < 1 + 3 cos(2πt) 24 and t^2 − t + 1 6 < cos(2πt) 2π^2 + 1 6 − 1 2π^2 . These inequalities can be elementarily verified for t ∈ (0, 1) \

{_1 2 } . On the interval

(_1 2 , 1 ) , all proofs are straightforwardly repeated. The required proof is complete. □

Remark 6. The lower bounds in (40) and (41) are not included each other.

Remark 7. Since

cos(2πt) − 1 + ( 2^{2n} − 1 ) cos(2πt) 2^{2n} = − 1 − cos(2πt) 2^{2n} < 0 and ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) cos(2πt) − 1 + ( 2^{2n} − 1 ) cos(2πt) 2^{2n} = − 1 + cos(2πt) 2^{2n} < 0, the upper bound given in (40) is weaker than the corresponding ones in (28) and (29).

Remark 8. The double inequality (44) bounds the differences B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} for m ∈ N on (0, 1). We note that the differences B_{2m}(t) − B_{2m} for m ∈ N have been investigated in the paper [4].

Remark 9. Taking t =^1_2 in (41), using the identity (5), and replacing n by n + 1 reveal | | | | B_{2n+2} B_{2n} | | | | < 2^{2n+1} 2^{2n+2} − 1

(n + 1)(2n + 1) π^2 , n ∈ N. (46) This inequality is weaker than the right-hand side of the double inequality (39), but it is better than the upper bound of the double inequality (38).

Proposition 6. For n ∈ N, the double inequalities 6t^2 − 6t + 1 t(2t − 1)(t − 1) ≤ (2n + 1)B_{2n}(t)

B_{2n+1}(t)

< 2π cot(2πt) (47) and 6t^2 − 6t + 1 3(1 − 2t) ≤ − B_{2n}(t) nB_{2n−1}(t) < cot(2πt) π (48)

are valid in t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and reverse in t ∈

(_1 2 , 1 ) . Proof. This follows from combining the monotonicity of the sequence^{(2n+1)B2n(t)}_{B2n+1(t)} in n ∈ N_0 and the sequence^{B2n (t)}_{nB2n−1 (t)} in n ∈ N for fixed t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) ∪ (_1 2 , 1 ) with the limits (14) and (19) in Theorems 2 and 4. □

Proposition 7. The sequence^{|B2n|}_{(2n)!} is logarithmically convex in n ∈ N, while the sequence^{|B2n( 12 )|}_{(2n)!} is logarithmically concave in n ∈ N. Consequently, the sequence ζ(2n) is logarithmically convex in n ∈ N, while the sequence ( 1 −^1_{22n−1} ) ζ(2n) is logarithmically concave in n ∈ N.

Proof. The decreasing property of the sequence^{B2n(t)}_{nB2n−1(t)} in n ∈ N for fixed t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) and the limit (19) in Theorem 4 imply that, for n ∈ N and t ∈ ( 0,^1_2 ) , lim_{t→0+} tB_{2n}(t) nB_{2n−1}(t) ≥ lim_{t→0+} tB_{2n+2}(t) (n + 1)B_{2n+1}(t)

≥ − lim_{t→0+} t cot(2πt) π and lim t→(^1_2 )^− ( t −^1_2 ) B_{2n}(t) nB_{2n−1}(t) ≤ lim

t→(^1_2 )^− ( t −^1_2 ) B_{2n+2}(t) (n + 1)B_{2n+1}(t)

≤ − lim_{t→( 12 )−} ( t −^1_2 ) cot(2πt) π . They are equivalent to, by virtue of the L’Hôpital rule and the formula, B_{2n} n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} ≥ B_{2n+2} (n + 1)(2n + 1)B_{2n} ≥ − 1 2π^2

(49) and B_{2n} (_1 2 ) n(2n − 1)B_{2n−2} (_1 2 ) ≤ B_{2n+2}

(_1 2 ) (n + 1)(2n + 1)B_{2n+1}

(_1 2 ) ≤ − 1 2π^2

(50)

for n ∈ N. The left-hand sides in the inequalities (49) and (50) can be reformulated as |B_{2n}|/(2n)! |B_{2n−2}|/(2n − 2)! ≤ |B_{2n+2}|/(2n + 2)! |B_{2n}|/(2n)!

and | |B_{2n}(^1_2 ) | |/(2n)! | |B_{2n−2}(^1_2 ) | |/(2n − 2)! ≥ | |B_{2n+2}(^1_2 ) | |/(2n + 2)! | |B_{2n}(^1_2 ) | |/(2n)! for n ∈ N. Consequently, the sequence^{|B2n|}_{(2n)!} is logarithmically convex in n ∈ N,

while the sequence^{|B2n( 12 )|}_{(2n)!} is logarithmically concave in n ∈ N.

Using the relations (8) and (5) leads to |B_{2n}| (2n)! = 2ζ(2n) (2π)^{2n} and |B_{2n}(^1_2 )| (2n)! = 2 ( 1 − 1 2^{2n−1} ) ζ(2n) (2π)^{2n} for n ∈ N. As a result, the sequence ζ(2n) is logarithmically convex in n ∈ N, while the sequence ( 1 −^1_{22n−1} ) ζ(2n) is logarithmically concave in n ∈ N. The required proof is complete. □

Remark 10. In [5], Cerone and Dragomir proved that the reciprocal^1_{ζ(t)} is concave on (1, ∞). In the paper [18], the following conclusions were proved:

(1) The sequence | |^{B2n+2}_{B2n} | | is increasing in n ∈ N_0 , and then the sequence |B_{2n}| is logarithmically convex in n ∈ N_0 .

(2) For fixed ℓ ∈ N, the sequence ∏_ℓ k=1[2(n + 1) + k] ∏_ℓ k=1(2n + k) | | | B_{2n+2} B_{2n} | | | is increasing in n ∈ N, and then the sequence (2n+ℓ)!^{|B2n|}_{(2n)!} is logarithmically convex in n ∈ N.

The logarithmic concavity of the sequence ( 1 −^1_{22n−1} ) ζ(2n) for n ∈ N is a special case of the fact in [22] that the Dirichlet eta function η(t) = ( 1 −^1_{2t−1} ) ζ(t) is logarithmically concave in t ∈ (0, ∞). This fact is the key to establish the double inequality (39) in [13].

Let α > 0 be a constant. In [9], it was proved that the functions x → ( x + α + ℓ α ) η(x + α) η(x) , ℓ = 0, 1

are both increasing from (0, ∞) onto (0, ∞), and then the functions Γ(x + ℓ)η(x) are both logarithmically convex in x ∈ (0, ∞).

By the way, the papers [9, 18] are siblings of the papers [6, 15, 16].

Remark 11. From the right-hand sides of the inequalities (49) and (50), we can deduce the double inequality

2^{2n} − 2 2^{2n+1} − 1

(n + 1)(2n + 1) π^2 < | | | | B_{2n+2} B_{2n} | | | | < (n + 1)(2n + 1) 2π^2 , n ∈ N. (51) The lower bound in (51) is the same as the corresponding one in (39) and is better than the lower bound in (38), while the upper bound in (51) is better than the corresponding ones in (38) and (46), but the upper bound in (51) is worse than the corresponding one in (39).

Proposition 8. The double inequality

2^{2n+3} ( 2^{2n−1} − 1 ) ( 2^{2n+2} − 1 )( 2^{2n+1} − 1 ) (n + 1)(2n + 1) π^2 ≤ | | | B^{2n+2} B_{2n} | | |

≤ 2^{4n+2} ( 2^{2n+2} − 1 )( 2^{2n+1} + 1 ) (n + 1)(2n + 1) π^2

(52)

is valid for n ∈ N. The left-hand side of the double inequality (52) is also valid for the case n = 0.

Proof. The inequality (18) can be reformulated as f_{2n}(t) f_{2n−1}(t) ≥ f_{2m}(t) f_{2m−1}(t) − f_{2m}(r_{2n}) f_{2m−1}(t) > f_{2m}(t) f_{2m−1}(t) for m, n ∈ N such that m < n and 0 < t <^1_2 . By the definitions in (15), we can transfer this inequality to − B_{2n}(t) nB_{2n−1}(t) ≥ − B_{2m}(t) mB_{2m−1}(t) + B_{2m}(r_{2n}) m 1 B_{2m−1}(t) > − B_{2m}(t) mB_{2m−1}(t) for m, n ∈ N such that m < n and 0 < t <^1_2 . Taking n → ∞, using the limit (19), and employing the fact r_{2n} →^1_4 as n → ∞ in Lemma 1 arrive at

cot(2πt) π ≥ − B_{2m}(t) mB_{2m−1}(t) + B_{2m} (_1 4 ) m 1 B_{2m−1}(t) > − B_{2m}(t) mB_{2m−1}(t) (53)

for m ∈ N and 0 < t <^1_2 . Multiplying all sides of the double inequality (53) by t > 0, letting t → 0^+, applying the L’Hôpital rule to the limit lim_{t→0}+^t_{B2m−1 (t)} for m ≥ 2, and using the formula (3) give 1 2π^2 ≥ 1 m(2m − 1) [ − B_{2m} B_{2m−2} + B_{2m} (_1 4 ) B_{2m−2} ] > − B_{2m} m(2m − 1)B_{2m−2} (54)

for m ≥ 2. Applying the identity (6) to the case n = 2m for m ∈ N in (54) and simplifying result in m(2m − 1) 2π^2 ≥ ( 2^{4m−1} + 2^{2m−1} − 1 2^{4m−1} )| | | B_{2m} B_{2m−2} | | | > | | | B_{2m} B_{2m−2} | | |, m ≥ 2. The left-hand side of this double inequality is just the right-hand side of the double inequality (52).

Multiplying all sides of the double inequality (53) by^1_2 −t > 0, letting t →

(_1 2 )_− , applying the L’Hôpital rule to the limit lim_{t→(} 1_{2 )}−^{12 −t}_{B2m−1 (t)} for m ∈ N, and using the formula (3) show − m(2m − 1) 2π^2 ≥ B_{2m} (_1 2 ) − B_{2m} (_1 4 ) B_{2m−2} (_1 2 ) > B_{2m} (_1 2 ) B_{2m−2} (_1 2 ) (55)

for m ∈ N. Making use of the identities (5) and (6) in the left-hand side of the double inequality (55) demonstrates the left-hand side of the double inequality (52). The required proof is complete. □ Remark 12. A direct computation shows

2^{2n+3} ( 2^{2n−1} − 1 ) ( 2^{n+1} − 1 )( 2^{n+1} + 1 )( 2^{2n+1} − 1 ) − 2^{2n} − 2 2^{2n+1} − 1 = 4^n − 2 ( 2^{2n+2} − 1 )( 2^{2n+1} − 1 ) > 0 for n ∈ N. Consequently, the lower bound in the double inequality (52) is better than the lower bounds in the double inequalities (38), (39), and (51).

The upper bound in the double inequality (52) is better than the upper bounds in (38), (46), and (51), but it is worse than the upper bound in (39).

6. Declarations

Authors’ Contributions. All authors contributed equally to the manuscript and read and approved the final manuscript. Funding. Not applicable.

Institutional Review Board Statement. Not applicable. Informed Consent Statement. Not applicable.

Ethical Approval. The conducted research is not related to either human or animal use.

Availability of Data and Material. Data sharing is not applicable to this article as no new data were created or analyzed in this study. Acknowledgements. Not applicable.

Competing Interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict of competing interests.

Use of AI tools declaration. The authors declare they have not used Artificial Intelligence (AI) tools in the creation of this article.

References

[1] M. Abramowitz and I. A. Stegun (Eds), Handbook of Mathematical Functions with Formulas, Graphs, and Mathematical Tables, National Bureau of Standards, Applied Mathematics Series 55, Reprint of the 1972 edition, Dover Publications, Inc., New York, 1992.

[2] H. Alzer and K. C. Richards, A concavity property of the complete elliptic integral of the first kind, Integral Transforms Spec. Funct. 31 (2020), no. 9, 758–768; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1080/10652469.2020.1738423.

[3] G. D. Anderson, M. K. Vamanamurthy, and M. Vuorinen, Conformal Invariants, Inequalities, and Quasiconformal Maps; John Wiley & Sons: New York, NY, USA, 1997.

[4] J. Cao, J. L. López-Bonilla, and F. Qi, Three identities and a determinantal formula for differences between Bernoulli polynomials and numbers, Electron. Res. Arch. 32 (2024), no. 1, 224–240; available online at https://doi.org/10.3934/era.2024011.

[5] P. Cerone and S. S. Dragomir, Some convexity properties of Dirichlet series with positive terms, Math. Nachr. 282 (2009), no. 7, 964–975; available online at https://doi.org/10.

1002/mana.200610783.

[6] B.-N. Guo and F. Qi, Increasing property and logarithmic convexity of functions involving Riemann zeta function, arXiv preprint (2022), available online at https://doi.org/10.

48550/arXiv.2201.06970.

[7] O. Kouba, Lecture Notes, Bernoulli Polynomials and Applications, arXiv:1309.7560, available online at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1309.7560.

[8] D. H. Lehmer, On the maxima and minima of Bernoulli polynomials, Amer. Math. Monthly 47 (1940), no. 8, 533–538; available online at https://doi.org/10.2307/2303833.

[9] D. Lim and F. Qi, Increasing property and logarithmic convexity of two functions involving Dirichlet eta function, J. Math. Inequal. 16 (2022), no. 2, 463–469; available online at https:

//doi.org/10.7153/jmi-2022-16-33.

[10] N. E. Nölund, Mémprie sur les polynômes de Bernoulli, Acta Math. 43 (1922), 121–196. [11] F. W. J. Olver, D. W. Lozier, R. F. Boisvert, and C. W. Clark (eds.), NIST Handbook of Mathematical Functions, Cambridge University Press, New York, 2010; available online at

http://dlmf.nist.gov.

[12] A. M. Ostrowski, On the zeros of Bernoulli polynomials of even order, Enseign. Math. (2) 6 (1960), 27–46.

[13] F. Qi, A double inequality for the ratio of two non-zero neighbouring Bernoulli numbers, J.

Comput. Appl. Math. 351 (2019), 1–5; available online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cam.

2018.10.049.

[14] F. Qi, Notes on a double inequality for ratios of any two neighbouring non-zero Bernoulli numbers, Turkish J. Anal. Number Theory 6 (2018), no. 5, 129–131; available online at

https://doi.org/10.12691/tjant-6-5-1.

[15] F. Qi and D. Lim, Increasing property and logarithmic convexity of functions involving Dirichlet lambda function, Demonstr. Math. 56 (2023), no. 1, Article No. 20220243, 6 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1515/dema-2022-0243.

[16] F. Qi and Y.-H. Yao, Increasing property and logarithmic convexity concerning Dirichlet beta function, Euler numbers, and their ratios, Hacet. J. Math. Stat. 52 (2023), no. 1, 17–22; available online at https://doi.org/10.15672/hujms.1099250.

[17] K. C. Richards and J. N. Smith, A concavity property of generalized complete elliptic integrals, Integral Transforms Spec. Funct. 32 (2020), no. 3, 240–252; available online at https://doi.

org/10.1080/10652469.2020.1815726.

[18] Y. Shuang, B.-N. Guo, and F. Qi, Logarithmic convexity and increasing property of the Bernoulli numbers and their ratios, Rev. R. Acad. Cienc. Exactas Fís. Nat. Ser. A Mat. RACSAM 115 (2021), no. 3, Paper No. 135, 12 pages; available online at https://doi.org/

10.1007/s13398-021-01071-x.

[19] N. M. Temme, Special Functions: An Introduction to Classical Functions of Mathematical Physics, A Wiley-Interscience Publication, John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1996; available online at https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118032572.

[20] J.-F. Tian, M.-H. Ha, and H.-J. Xing, Properties of the power-mean and their applications, AIMS Math. 5 (2020), no. 6, 7285–7300; available online at https://doi.org/10.3934/math.

2020466.

[21] J.-F. Tian and Z.-H. Yang, Convexity and monotonicity involving the complete elliptic integral of the first kind, Results Math. 78 (2023), no. 1, Paper No. 29, 18 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1007/s00025-022-01799-t.

[22] K. C. Wang, The logarithmic concavity of (1 − 2^{1−r} )ζ(r), J. Changsha Comm. Univ. 14 (1998), no. 2, 1–5. (Chinese) [23] Z.-H. Yang, A new way to prove L’Hospital monotone rules with applications, arXiv:1409.6408, available online at https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.1409.6408.

[24] Z.-H. Yang and Y.-M. Chu, Monotonicity and inequalities involving the modified Bessel functions, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 508 (2022), no. 2, Paper No. 125889, 23 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2021.125889.

[25] Z.-H. Yang, Y.-M. Chu, and M.-K. Wang, Monotonicity criterion for the quotient of power series with applications, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 428 (2015), no. 1, 587–604; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2015.03.043.

[26] Z.-H. Yang and J.-F. Tian, Monotonicity rules for the ratio of two Laplace transforms with applications, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 470 (2019), no. 2, 821–845; available online at https:

//doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2018.10.034.

[27] Z.-H. Yang and J.-F. Tian, Sharp bounds for the ratio of two zeta functions, J. Comput.

Appl. Math. 364 (2020), 112359, 14 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

cam.2019.112359.

[28] G.-Z. Zhang, Z.-H. Yang, and F. Qi, On normalized tails of series expansion of generating function of Bernoulli numbers, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. (2024), in press; available online at

https://doi.org/10.1090/proc/16877.

[29] L. Zhu, New bounds for the ratio of two adjacent even-indexed Bernoulli numbers, Rev. R.

Acad. Cienc. Exactas Fís. Nat. Ser. A Mat. RACSAM 114 (2020), no. 2, Paper No. 83, 13 pages; available online at https://doi.org/10.1007/s13398-020-00814-6.

(Yang) Department of Science and Technology, Research Institute of State Grid Zhejiang Electric Power Company, Hangzhou, Zhejiang, 310014, China Email address: yzhkm@163.com URL: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2719-4728

(Qi) School of Mathematics and Informatics, Henan Polytechnic University, Jiaozuo, Henan, 454010, China; School of Mathematics and Physics, Hulunbuir University, Hulunbuir, Inner Mongolia, 021008, China; Independent researcher, University Village, Dallas, TX 75252, USA

Email address: qifeng618@gmail.com URL: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6239-2968