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1. INTRODUCTION

In the sequel of the paper, / and J are intervals in R, where [ is a convex set,
(0,1) € J and functions / and f are real non-negative functions defined on J and I,
respectively.

The following definition is well known in the mathematical literature : [20] A
function f : I — R, @ # I C R, where [ is a convex set, is said to be convex on [ if
inequality

fax+QA=0)y) =tf (x)+ 1A —=1) f(y) (1.1
holds for all x,y € I and ¢ € [0, 1]. Geometrically, this means that if P, Q and R are
three distinct points on the graph of f with Q between P and R, then Q is on or
below the chord PR.

Let f: I € R — R be a convex function and a,b € I with a < b. The following
double inequality:

b
H(57) =gt [ an s HOTLE (12)
2 b—al/, 2
is known in the literature as Hadamard’s inequality for convex function. Keep in mind
that some of the classical inequalities for means can come from (1.2) for convenient
particular selections of the function f. If f is concave, this double inequality holds

in the opposite way.
The inequalities (1.2) which have been frequently used in a variety of settings,
has come to a significant groundwork in mathematical analysis and optimization.

(© 2013 Miskolc University Press



1042 MEVLUT TUNC

Many reports have provided new proofs, extensions and considering its refinements,
generalizations, numerous interpolations and applications, for example, in the the-
ory of special means and information theory. For some results on generalizations,
extensions and applications of the Hermite-Hadamard inequalities, see [14, 15, 17],

[_a’ s Lyl ’9]7[aa ’73]-

Definition 1 ([15]). We say that f : I — R is Godunova-Levin function or that f
belongs to the class Q (/) if f is non-negative and for all x,y € I and ¢ € (0,1) we
have

X
f(tx+(1—t)y)5—f§ )+—{£yt). (1.3)
Definition 2 ([14]). We say that f : I € R — Ris a P-function or that f belongs
to the class P (1) if f is nonnegative and for all x,y € I and ¢ € [0, 1], we have

fax+A-0)y) = f )+ f (). (1.4)

Definition 3 ([17]). Let s € (0,1]. A function f : (0,00] — [0,00] is said to be
s-convex in the second sense if

flx+(A-)y) = fx)+A-1)° f (), (1.5)

for all x,y € (0,h] and ¢ € [0, 1]. This class of s-convex functions is usually denoted
by Ksz.

In 1978, Breckner introduced s-convex functions as a generalization of convex
functions in [8]. Also, in that work Breckner proved the important fact that the set
valued map is s-convex only if the associated support function is s-convex function
in [9]. A number of properties and connections with s-convex in the first sense and its
generalizations are discussed in the papers [12, 13, 17]. Of course, s-convexity means
just convexity when s = 1.

The concept of h-convexity was introduced by VaroSanec [26] and was generalized
by Hazy [16].

Definition 4 ([26]). Let 4 : J — R be a non-negative function, i %% 0. We say that
f 1 — Ris an h-convex function, or that f belongs to the class SX (h, 1), if f is
non-negative and for all x,y € I and ¢ € (0, 1) we have

fax+A-0)y)<h(@) f(x)+h(1-1)f(y). (1.6)

If inequality (1.6) is reversed, then f is said to be h-concave, i.e. f € SV (h,1).
Obviously, if i () = t, then all nonnegative convex functions belong to SX (%, I') and
all nonnegative concave functions belongto SV (h,I);if h(t) = %, then SX (h,1) =
O);ifh(t)=1,then SX (h,I) 2 P (I); and if h(t) = t°, where s € (0, 1), then
SX (h,1)2 K2
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Definition 5 ([16]). Let X be a real or complex topological vector space, D C X
be a nonempty open convex set and let 2 : [0, 1] — R be a given function. We say that
f : D — Ris an h-convex function if, for all x,y € D and ¢ € [0, 1], we have

flax+A-0)y) <h(@) f(x)+h(A=1)f(¥).

Definition 6 ([22,26]). A function i : J — R is said to be a super-multiplicative
function if its values are positive and satisfy
h(xy)=h(x)h(y) (1.7

forall x,y € J.

If inequality (1.7) is reversed, then / is said to be a sub-multiplicative function. If
equality held in (1.7), then 4 is said to be a multiplicative function.

Definition 7 ([1]). A function 4 : J — R is said to be a super-additive function if
h(x+y)=h(x)+h(y) (1.8)
forall x,y € J.

Definition 8 ([25]). Two functions 2 : X — R and g : X — R are said to be simil-
arly ordered, shortly f s.o. g, if

(f)=fOEx)—-g()=0 (1.9)

for every x,y € X.

Remark 1 ([26]). Let h be a non-negative function such that
h(o) >« (1.10)

for all « € (0,1). For example, the function Ay (x) = x¥ where k <1 and x > 0
has that property. If f is a non-negative convex function on / , then for x,y € I,
a € (0,1) we have

flax+(A-a)y) <af(x)+ 1 -a)f(y) <h(@) f(x) +h(1-a) f(y). (111)

So, f € SX(h,I). Similarly, if the function 4 has the property: /(x) < « for all
a € (0, 1), then any non-negative concave function f belongs to the class SV (h,I).

Proposition 1 ([26]). Let f and g be a similarly ordered functions on I , i.e.

(fx)=f() (gx)—g(»)) =0, (1.12)

forall x,yel. If fe€SX(hi, 1), g€ SX(hy,I)and h(a) +h(1 —a) < c for
all a € (0,1), where h(t) = max{h1(t),h2(t)} and c is a fixed positive number,
then the product fg belongs to SX(ch,I). If f and g are oppositely ordered,
feSVh, 1), g€ SV(ha,I) and h(e) +h(1 —a) > ¢ for all a € (0,1), where
h(t) =min{h1(t),ha(t)} and ¢ > 0, then the product fg belongs to SV (ch,I).
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Up until now, there are many reports on the two convex function, two s-convex
functions, two m-convex functions or on the product of the s-convex function with an
ordinary convex function. And in this study, in addition to its predecessors, the new
inequalities on the product of classes of #-convex function will be obtained by using
the elementary analysis and the applications in the special means for the obtained
inequalities will be provided. In this paper we will imply M(a,b) = f(a)g(a) +
f(b)g(b) and N(a.b) = f(a)g(b) + f(b)g(a).

2. MAIN RESULTS

The following inequalities is well known in the literature; For 4 <A and k¥ < ¢ and
WAk, e €R,
e+ Ak < uk 4+ Ae 2.1
Uk < Ae 2.2)
The inequality (2.1) is more useful than the inequality (2.2). In our proofs, the ine-
quality (2.1) will be used.

Theorem 1. Let f,g € SX(h,1I), h is super-multiplicative and f, g be similarly
ordered functions on I for all x,y € I C R, and (f,g)(x) > x and h(t) > t. Then
forallt €0,1], we have;

2a+3b 3a+2b
2 @+g @)+ )+ B)

L d “hea h(:2)]d
—E/a (f£) (%) x+<fg)(a)f0 [h (e (L—0) + 1 ()] dr

1
+(fg) (b)/ [ a=m)+h(a-n2)]a. 2.3)
0
Proof. Since f, g are h-convex functions on /, we have

flax+By)<h(a)fx)+h(B)f(y)
glax+By)<h(@)g(x)+h(B)g(y)

foralla, 8 € (0,1), o + B = 1. Using the elementary inequality i < A and k¥ < ¢ then
we+ Ak < uk + Ae for u, A, ke € R, so we get

fax+pBy)[h(e)g(x)+h(B)g (]

+ g (ax +By)[h(e) f (x)+h(B) f ()]

< flax+pBy)g(ax+pBy)

+[h (@) f (xX)+h(B) f W] ()g(x)+h(B)g ()] 2.4

Using the other properties of f, g and / in Theorem 1, we get

flax+pBy)[h(e)g(x)+nr(B)g ()]
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+gax+By)[h(e) f(x)+h(B) f(¥]
=h(a)g(x) f(ax+By)+n(B)g(y) f (ax+By)
+h(w) f(x)glax+py)+h(B) f(y)glax+py).
Since f, g and h are nonnegative functions, we write
h(e)[g(x) f (ax+By)+ f (x) g (ax + By)]
+h(B) g () f(ax+By)+ f (y)g(ax+By)]
> af(ax +By) g (x) + (ax + By) f (x)]
+Bllax+By)g(y) + (ax+By) f (¥)]
=af(ax+By) (g (x)+ f (D] + Bllax+By) (g () + f )] (2.5)

For the right hand side of (2.4), again using the other properties of f,g and / in
Theorem 1, we can write

Sf(ax+By)g(ax+By)
+ (@) f(x)+h(B) fD]h(x)g(x)+h(B)g ()]

= [ (ax+By) g (ax +By) +h* (@) f (x) g (x) +h*(B) f () g (¥)
+h(@)h(B) f (xX)g(y)+h()h(B)f(y)gx)

< flax+By)g(ax+pBy)+h*(@) f () g () +h*(B) f (V) g (»)
+h@p) f(x)g(y)+h(@p) f(y)gx)

= [ (ax+By) g (@x+By) +h* (@) f (x)g (x) +h*> (B) f () g (¥)
+h(@p)(f(x)g(»)+f () gx))

< flax+By)gax+By)+h* (@) f (x)g () +h*(B) f (1) g ()
+h@p)(f () g)+f () gk)

= [ (ax+By) g (@x + By) + [1* (@) +h (ap)] f (x) g (x)
+[RB) +h@B)] f ()W) (2.6)
Now by combining expression (2.5) and (2.6), we obtain
af(ax+By) (g (x)+ f N+ Bllax+By) (g () + /()]
< f(@x+By) g (ax+By) +[h* @) +h(@B)] f (x) g (x) 27
+[RPB) +h@B)] f ()egB).
If we choose x =a, y =b and f = 1 —« in (2.7), we have
(@%a+(1=a)b) (f (@) +g @)+ (aa+(1-)?b) (f (b) + g (b))
< flaa+(1-a)b)g(@a+(1-a)b) + [1* (@) +h(a(1-)] f (@) g (a)
+ [P (A=) +h(a(l—a)] f(B)gb).
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By multiplicatively of /2, we deduce
(oa+ (1—a)b) (f (@ + g @)+ (ca+ (1) (/ (B) +2 (b))
< flaa+(1—a)b)g(@a+(1—a)b)+[h(a?) +h(a—a?)] f (@) g (@)
+ [h ((1 —oz)z) +h (o —az)] Fb)eb).

By integrating the result with respect to « over [0, 1], we obtain
1 1
(a/ o?da +b/ (1 —a)da) (f(a)+g(a))
0 0

1 1
+(a/ ada+b/ (l—a)zdoz)(f(b)Jrg(b))
2a+3b

b
(f (@) +g(a)) y20E2 (f (b) +g (D))

< /fg(x)dx+f<a)g(a)/ %)+ (@ —0?)]da

+f(b)g(b)/ (1-0?) +h (—a?)] da
which completes the proof. O

Corollary 1. If in (2.3) we take h(t) = 1, then we get an integral inequality for
P -functions with launching of necessary mathematical operations,

2a+3b(f(a)+g( ))+3a—|—2b

(f (b) +g (b))

=< m/a (fg)(x)dx+2M (a,b).

Corollary 2. If in (2.3) we take h(t) = t, then we get an integral inequality for
ordinary convex functions with launching of necessary mathematical operations,

et 22 (@) +20)

(f (@) +g(a)) i3

< /(fg)(x)dx+(fg)(a)/ [(c—12) + (?)] s

+(fg)(b)/ [(t=2)+ (1=?)]as

b
[ (/) (vydx - LE0)
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Corollary 3. If in (2.3) we take h(t) = t5, then we obtain an integral inequality
for s-convex functions in the second sense with use of the Beta function of Euler type

b b
R @ g @+ 2 (o) g ()

1 b ! s S | 25
7 [ Gomdt o [ [ a-ot+ar

+(fg) (b)/o1 [fs(l—l‘)s-i-(l—t)zs]dt

=

1 b
— [ (D dr+ D@+ s+ D +p s +1.1)
+(fe)B)[B(s+1Ls+ 1)+ (1,25 +1)]

b
= ﬁ/ (fg)(x)dx+ M (a,b)[B(s+1,s+1)+B(2s+1,1)].

Theorem 2. Let f,g € SX(h,1I), h is super-additive and nonnegative such that
h (o) >« and f, g be similarly ordered functions on I for all x,y € I C R. Then for
alla € (0,1) and o + B = 1 we have following inequality;
M (a,b) n N (a,b)
6 3

1 1
fh(l)[f(a)g(a)/o h(a)da+f(b)g(b)/0 h(l—a)da] 2.8)

Proof. Since f, g are h-convex functions on /, and using right hand side of (1.11),
we have

af (X)+Bf () =h(@) f(x)+h(B)f ()
ag (x)+pg(y) =h(®)g(x)+h(B)g(y)

forall o, B € (0,1), o + B = 1. Using the elementary inequality . < A and k¥ < ¢ then
we+ Ak < pk 4+ Ae for u, A, ke € R, so we get
[af (x)+Bf WIh(2) g (x)+h(B)g(¥)]
+[ag (x) +Bg W[ (@) f (x)+h(B) f ()]
<laf (x)+Bf (W]leg (x) + g (¥)] (2.9)
+[h () f (xX)+h(B) f W] (2)g (x)+h(B)g(y)].

Using the other properties of 4 in Theorem 2 on the left hand side of (2.9), we get

[of (x)+Bf (WA (@) g(x)+h(B)g ()]
+ [ag (x) +Bg W] [h (@) f (x)+h(B) f (V)]
=ah(@) f(x)gx)+ah(B) f(x)g(y)
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+Bh(a) f (y)g(x)+Bh(B) f(¥)g(y)

+ah(@) f(x)g(x)+ah(B) f(y)g(x)
+Bh(a) f (X)g(y)+Bh(B) f(¥)g(y)

=2ah(a) f () g(x) +ah(B)[f (X)g(¥)+ [ (y) g ()]
+Bh(@)[f (x)g () + f () g(x)]
+2BR(B) f (») g (y).

if & be a non-negative function that 4 (o) > «

2ah (@) f (x) g (x)+2BR(B) f (¥) g (¥)
+ah (B)+Bh(@][f () g () + [ () g )]

> 20 f (x) g (x) +20B[f (X)g() + [ (g @] +28°f (»)g(y). (2.10)

However, using the other properties of f, g and / in Theorem 2 on the right hand side
of (2.9), we get

[af (x) + Bf (P)]eg (x) + Bg (¥)]
(@) f(x)+h(B) f DI (2) g (x)+h(B)g ()]

=a’f (x)g(x)+aBf (x)g(y)
+aBf (Mg +B2f (1)g»)
+h% (@) f (x)g(xX)+h@h(B) f(x)g(»)
+h()h(B) f()gxX)+h*(B) f () g ()
=a’f(x)g(X)+B>f (1) g ()
+aff () g+ f(y)gx)]

+h* (@) f (D) g (x)+h*(B) f (1) g ()
+h(@h(B)[f (x)g )+ f(y)g(x)]

<?f(xX)gX)+B2f Mg +aBlf ()g @)+ f () g()]

+h* (@) f (D) g (x)+h*(B) f (1) g ()
+h(@h(B)[f (x)gx)+ (g )]

=[e®+af+1* (@) +h@h(B)]f(x)g(x)
+aB+B>+h@h(B)+h*(B)] f () g
<[e*+af+h(@h(@+p)]f(x)g(x)
+[aBp+B>+h(B)h(@+B)] f () g )

=[o?+af+h(@)h(1)] f(x)g(x) (2.11)
+[aB+B>+h(B)R(D] f (1) g ).
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Then by expression (2.10) and (2.11);

@ f(x)g () +20B[f (g + f (M g@I+Bf (g )
<lap+h(@hD]f(x)gx)+[ap+hB) D] f(y)g() (2.12)
by taking x =a, y =b and f = 1 —« in (2.12), we have

o? f(a)g (@) +2a(1-a)[f (@) g (B) + f (b)g @]+ (1—)? f (b) g (b)
Sle(=—a)+h(@hD]f(@)g@)+ad—a)+h(1—a)r(D]f (b)gb)

By integrating the result with respect to « over [0, 1], we get
1 1
f@g@ [ adot2(f @g®)+f 0)5@] [ al-0)da

1
+f(b)g(b)[0 (1-0)?da

_ @@+ fB)gb)  fl@)g®)+/(b)gla)
3 3

1 1
< f@g@ [/0 a(l—a)da+h<1>/0 h(oz)da]

1

1
+f(b)g(b)[/0 a(l—a)da+h(1)/0 h(l—oe)dt]

_S@g@+fb)gb)
6

1 1
+h ] @@ [ h@dat 6150 [ h1-wde]
0 0
which completes the proof of (2.8). U

Corollary 4. In Theorem 2, if we choose h(t) = t, then inequality of (2.8) brings
inequality (1.12) down.

Corollary 5. In Theorem 2, if we choose h(t) = t°, then we get an integral inequ-
ality for s-convex functions in the second sense;
M (a,b) n N (a,b) - M(a,b).
6 3 - os+1
And, in (2.13), if we choose s = 1, then the inequality of (2.13) above brings inequa-
lity (1.12) down.

(2.13)

Theorem 3. Let f,g € SX (h,1), h is super-additive and nonnegative such that
h(o) >« and f, g be similarly ordered functions on I for all x,y € I C R. Then for
allx € (0,1) and a 4+ B = 1, we have

M (a,b) N (a,b)
3 T 6

(2.14)
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1 1
Sh(l)[f(a)g(a)/o h(a)da+f(b)g(b)/0 h(l—a)da]

Proof. As in the proof of the inequality (2.8), since f, g are h-convex functions on
I, and using right hand side of (1.12), we have

af ) +Bf () =h(@) f(x)+h(B)f(y)
ag (x)+pg(y) =h(@)g(x)+h(B)g(y)

forall o, 8 € (0,1), « + B = 1. Using the elementary inequality u < A and ¥ < ¢ then
ue—+ Ak < uk + Ae for u, Ak, e € R, so we obtain

[af (x)+Bf WA () g (x)+h(B)g(¥)]

+[ag (x) +Bg M [h (@) f (x)+h(B) f (V)]

<[af (x)+Bf (W]leg (x) + Bg (¥)] (2.15)
+ (@) f ) +h(B) f W] (e)g(x)+h(B)g (V)]

Using the other properties of 4 in Theorem 3 on the left hand side of (2.15), we get

[af () + Bf DA (@) g (x) +h(B) g (V)]
+lag (x) +Bg WA (@) f (x) +h(B) £ (¥)]

>20% f(x)g(x)+20B[f (X) g+ [ (Mg @] +28°f () g(y)  (2.16)

However, using the other properties of f, g and / in Theorem 3 on the right hand side
of (2.15), we obtain

[f (x)+ Bf ()] [eg (x) + Bg (»)] (2.17)
+ () f(x)+h(B) f DIh(a)g(x)+h(B)g(y)]
=a®f()g@)+B>f (Mg +aBlf ()g()+ f (»)g )]

+1% (@) f (x)g(X)+h*(B) f (Mg +h(@h(B)[f (x)g()+ f () g(x)]
< f()g@)+B2f (Mg +aBlf (xX)gx)+ f (g

+1% (@) f () g(X)+h*(B) f (Mg +h(@h(B)[f (x)g(x)+ f (1) g ()]
<h* (@) f(x)gX)+h*B) f (Mg +h(@hB)[f (x)g(x)+ f (1) g ()]
+h% (@) f () g(X)+h*(B) f (Mg +h(@h(B)[f (x)g(x)+ f (1) g ()]
=2(h* (@) +h@h(B)) f(x)g(x)+2(h*(B)+h(@h(B)) f(») g ()
<2h(@)h(e+B) f(x)g(x)+2h(B)h(a+B) f (¥)g(y)

=2h(a+pB)[h(x) f(x)g(x)+h(B)f(¥)gy)]

=2k (D[ (@) f () g () +h(B) f (y)g (V)]
Then by expression (2.16) and (2.17);

2 f(x)g@)+aBlf(X)g+f ) g@]+Bf (g
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=hM[h(x) f(x)g(x)+h(B) f(¥)g )] (2.18)
by taking x =a, y =b and f = 1 —« in (2.18), we have

2f@g@+1(1=0)[f(@g®)+ [ (b)g@]+1~1)f (b)g(®)
=h[h(x) f(a)g(@)+h(1—a)f(b)gb)].

By integrating the result with respect to o over [0, 1], we obtain
1 1
f@g@ [ a*dar2(f @g®)+f 05 @] [ all-0)da

1
+f(b)g(b)/0 (1-a)* da

_f@eg@+fb)gb)  fla)gb)+fb)g(a)
3 6
=h(M[h(a) f(a)g(@)+h(1—-a) f(b)g(b)]

1 1
[ f@e@ [ h@dat s G1g®) [ h1-ada]
which completes the proof of (2.14). U

Theorem 4. Let f,g € SX(h,1), h is super-additive. Then for all a € (0,1), we
have following inequality;

[f (a—i—b) g(a)+g ) +g(a+b) f(a)—l—f(b):|

2 2 2 2
1 1
x[/ h(oc)d(x—i—/ h(l—oc)da]
0 0
<(fg) (#) +h%(1) (M (a,b) + N (a,b)). (2.19)

Proof. Since f,g € SX (h,I), we have
f(a+b):f(oza+(1—a)b+(1—oz)a+ab)

2 2 2

- fea+(1—-a)b)+ f((1—a)a+ab)

- 2

@) f@+h(-a)f @) +h(-a) f(a)+h(e) f(b)
- 2
[h(e) +h (1 =a)][f (a) + f (b)]

2

(a+b)<[h(Ot)-i-h(l—a)][g(a)-i-g(b)]
2 2
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for all o € (0,1). Using the elementary inequality 4 < A and k < ¢ then e + Ak <
wik + Ae for w,A,k,e € R, so we get

¥ (a+b) [h (@) +h(1-a)][g(a)+g(b)]

2 2
. (a+b) [h(@)+h(—a)][f (a)+ f (b)]
A 2

_ [f (anrb) g(a)erg(b) +g(a;b) f(“);f(b)][h(a)+h(1—a)]

<f(a+b) (a+b)+[h(Ol)+h(1—a)]z[f(a)+f(b)][g(a)+g(b)]
= 2 )5\ T2 4

<f(a+b) (a+b) (DI Lf (@) + f (B)][g (a) + g (b)]
= A 4 ’

by integrating the result with respect to « over [0, 1], we obtain (2.19). U

Theorem 5. Let f, g € SX(h,I), and h be super-multiplicative. Then for all
a € (0,1), we have following inequality;

2 (42)s ()
M (a,b)

< [/Olh(az)da+2/1h(a—a2)da+/lh((l—a)z)da:|. (2.20)

0 0

Proof. Since f,g € SX(h,I), we write
fa)+ f ()
2

b
(57) <b@+ha-o)

¢(“37) <@ -+ha-a) HOTED

for all @ € (0,1). Since & is super-multiplicative function and f and g are similarly
ordered functions, we get

a+b a+b
()55
h(e) +h(1-a)]
< MOFRAZOE (1 @+ o) @ +20)
[h2 (@) +2h (@) h (1 —a) + K2 (1—a)]?
4
@@+ 7 D)gB)+ [ @gb)+ f 5)g @)
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2
(@) +2n @ -a)+h(1-02) ] (f @g @+ /) g b))
<
- 2
by integrating the result with respect to o over [0, 1], we obtain (2.20). |

Corollary 6. If in (2.20) we take h(a) = 1, then we obtain an integral inequality
for P -functions with launching of necessary mathematical operations,

f(a;b)g(“;b)szM(a,b)

Corollary 7. If in (2.20) we take h(a) = o, then we obtain an integral inequality
for ordinary convex functions with launching of necessary mathematical operations,

a+b a+b M(Cl,b)
() (557) =75

Corollary 8. If in (2.20) we take h(a) = a®, then we obtain an integral inequality
for s-convex functions in the second sense with the use of the Beta function of Euler

type
a+b a+b
(57):(5)
<M(a’b) ! 2s ! K s ! 2s
< 7 [/() o da+2/0 o’ (1—oa) doz+/0 (1—a) da:|
_ M(a,D)
2

{BRs+1,1)+2802s+1,2s+ 1)+ (1,25 +1)}
=M (a,b){BR2s+1,1)+B2s+ 1,25 +1)}.

Theorem 6. Let [ = [a,b] C R, f, g € SX(h,1), h is super-multiplicative and f,
g are symmetric about a;b, then for all x € I ad o € [0, 1], we have the following

inequalities;

1 b
[ r@emar
M (a.b) + N (a.b)
= 4
1 1 1
XUO h(az)doz—i—Z/(; h(a(l—a))da—l—/(; h((l—oz)z)da]

Proof. Since f,g € SX(h,I), we can write

flaa+(A-a)b)+ f((1-a)a+ab) <[h(a) +h(1-a)][f (@) + f (b)]
glaa+(1—-a)b)+g((I-w)a+ab) <[h(x)+h(1-a)]lg(a)+g )]

2.21)
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for all « € [0, 1]. Since 4 is a super-multiplicative function, and f and g are symmet-
ric about a;b, we get

[faa+(Q—a)b)+ f(1—a)a+ab)][g(@a+ (1—a)b)+g((1—a)a+ab)]
=4f(wa+(1—a)b)g(aa+(1—a)b)

<h@+h(1-a)[f @+ f (B)][g (@) +g®)]

= [h* (@) +2h (@) h (1 —a) + h* (1 —a)| [M (a.b) + N (a.b)]

< [h (02) +2h (o (1—a)) +h ((1 —a)z)] [M (a.b) + N (a.b)].

By integrating the result with respect to « over [0, 1], and taking into account the
change of variable x = «a + (1 —«) b, we obtain

b
s [ g
1 1 1
<[M (a,b)+ N (a,b)] |:/0 h(az)da+2/(; h(a (l—a))da—l-/(; h((l —a)z) da:|
which completes the proof. U

Corollary 9. Ifin (2.21) we take h(a) = 1, then we obtain an integral inequality
for P-functions with launching of necessary mathematical operations,

1 b
m/ f(x)g(x)dx <M (a,b)+ N (a,b).

Corollary 10. Ifin (2.21) we take h(c) = «, then we obtain an integral inequality
for ordinary convex functions with the use of the necessary mathematical operations,

1 e
m/ﬂ £ () g () dx < M )1- (a.b)

Corollary 11. Ifin (2.21) we take h(a) = a®, then we obtain an integral inequality
for s-convex functions in the second sense the with use of the Beta function of Euler

fype

b
ﬁ/ f(x)g(x)dx < M(a’b);N(a’b) {B@s+1,)+B2s+1.25+ 1)}

3. APPLICATIONS TO SOME SPECIAL MEANS
We now consider the applications of our Theorems to the following special means
The arithmetic mean: A = A (a,b) := “;b, a,b>0,
The geometric mean: G = G (a,b) := ~/ab, a,b >0,

The quadratic mean: K = K (a,b) := \/# a,b>0,
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prti_grt11V/P
(e ] i a#b

a if a=b

’

The p-logarithmic mean:L, = L, (a,b) := {
p € R\{-1,0}; a,b > 0.
The following inequality is well known in the literature:
H<G=<L<I<A<K

It is also known that L, is monotonically increasing over p € R, denoting L1 = A4,
LO =] and L_1 =L.
The following propositions hold:

Proposition 2. Leta,b e R,0<a <b andn € Z, |n| > 1. Then we have:
4
§A (an-f-l,bn-i-l) 4 2G2 (a,b)A (an—l’bn—l)
< L3%(a,b)+ A(a*",b*"). (3.1

Proof. If we apply Theorem 1 for f(x) = g(x) = x", h(«) = @ where x € R,
ne”Z,|n| > 1, we get the proof (3.1). OJ

Proposition 3. Leta,b e R,0<a <bandn € Z, |n| > 1. Then we have:
G?(a",b") <24 (a®",b?"). (3.2)

Proof. The proof is immediate from Theorem 2 applied for f(x) = g(x) = x",
h(e)=awherex e R,neZ, |n|>1. O

Proposition 4. Leta,b € R, 0 <a < b. Then we have:

1
Gray S K@), (33)

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 2 applied to f(x) = g(x) = %, X €
[a,b] and & (o) = «. O
Proposition 5. Leta,b e R,0<a <bandn € Z, |n| > 1. Then we have:
G?(a",b") < A(a®",b*") (3.4)
Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 3 applied to f(x) = g(x) = % X €
[a,b] and h (o) = . O
Proposition 6. Leta,b e R,0<a <bandn € Z, |n| > 1. Then we have:
A (aZn’b2n) 4 G2 (an’bn)
> .

Proof. 1f we apply Theorem 6 for f(x) = g(x) = x", h(¢) = « where x € R,
neZ,|n| > 1, we get the proof (3.5). OJ

L3 (a,b) <

3.5)
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Proposition 7. Leta,b € R,0<a <b andn € Z, |n| > 1. Then we have:

G (a,b) < A(a,b) (3.6)

Proof. If we apply Theorem 6 for f(x) = g(x) = %, x €la,b] and h () = «, we

get the proof (3.6). U
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