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Abstract:

In the present paper we establish some new integral inequalities involving con-

vex function as a certain extensions of Pachpatte’s inequality by using a fairly elementary analysis.
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1. Introduction. Let f,g : [a,b] — R be
convex mapping. For two elements z, y in [a, b], we
shall define the mappings F(z,y), G(z,y) : [0,1] —
R as follows:

(L) F(z,y)(t)

%(f (tw+ (1= )y) + £((1 = Dz + ty)),
(1.2)  G(z,y)(1)
1
=3 (sltz+ 1 =1y) +9(1 — D +1)).
In [2] Dragomir and Ionescu established some

interesting properties of such mappings. In particu-

lar, in [2], it is shown that F(x,y), G(z,y) are convex

on [a, b]. In another paper [7], Pecari¢ and Dragomir
proved that following statements are equivalent for

mapping f,g: [a,b] — R:

(i) f, g are convex on |a, bJ;

(ii) for all z,y € [a,b] the mappings fo, go : [0,1] —
R defined by fo(t) = f(tz + (1 —t)y) or f((1—
tz+ty), go(t) = g(tz+(1—t)y) or g((1—t)z+
ty) are convex on [0, b].

Form these properties, it is easy to observe that
fo and go are convex on [0, 1], for all , y € [a, b] the
mappings Fy(z,y), Go(x,y) : [0,1] — R defined by

(1.3) Fo(z,y)(N)
:%[f(A[tﬁ (1-ty]+1-N[ —t):c—|—ty])

+f (=N [ta+ (1 =y) +A [0tz + 1] )],

(1.4) Go(z,y)(A)
1

:5[9()\[153:+(1—t)y] +(1=N[(1 -+ 1))
)

Jrg((lf)\)[ter(lft)y] +A[(A—t)z+ty )
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are convex on [0, 1], fo and g are integrable on [0, 1]
and hence fygo is also integrable on [0, 1]. Similarly,
If f and g are convex on [a, b], they are integrable on
[a,b] and hence fg is also integrable on [a,b]. Con-
sequently, it is easy to see that if f and g are con-
vex on [a,b], then Fy = Fy(z,y) and Gy = Go(z,y)
and hence Fyg, Gog, Fof, Gof are also integrable
on [a,b]. We shall use these facts in our discussion
without further mention.

Recently, Pachpatte [6] established some new
integral inequalities involving the functions F(x,y)
and G(z,y) as defined in (1.1) and (1.2). This pa-
per deals with some new generalizations of the Pach-
patte’s inequalities, using the functions Fyy and Gy as
defined in (1.3) and (1.4). The analysis used in the
proof is elementary and we believe that the inequali-
ties established here are of independent interest. For
other results related to such inequalities, please see
[1-7] where further references are given.

We need the inequalities
in the following lemma, which are appear in the proof
of Theorem 1 of the paper [6].

Lemma 2.1. The assumptions that f and g
are monnegative and convex, imply that we may as-
sume that f, g € C' and that we have the following
estimates

2. Main results.

fltz + (1 =t)y) > f(z) + (1 = t)(y — 2) f'(2),
A=tz +ty) > f(x) +tly —z)f'(2),
gtz + (1 = t)y) > g(x) + (1 = t)(y — 2)g'(2),
g((1 =)z +ty) > g(x) +t(y — =) f'(2),

forx, y € [a,b] and t € [0,1].

The main results on integral inequalities are pre-
sented as follows:

Theorem 2.2. Let f and g be real-valued,
nonnegative and convex function on |a,b] and map-
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pings Fo(z,y) and Go(z,y) be defined by (1.3
(1.4). Then for all t, X in [0, 1] we have

—t)/ FWa(y)(b—y)dy

< ([ (Bt + o)) 600

a

430 1)g(@)f ()b~ ay

b ry
-1 / / h(w,y) K1 (f,g) dedy,
b
—t)/ fWa(y)(y—

< ([ (Rt + o)) 600y

a

) and

420 1g(B) ()b~ a)

—7// (z,y)K1(f,9)dzdy,
(23) (3-1) / Fw)9y) (b

< [([ (R 090+ Gatopp s @) ) ay
50000 (f(@)gla) ~ g)F(3))

—7// (x,y)K1(f,g)dzdy,

where

h(l‘,y) =
Kl(fa g)
= (f’ (tz + (1 = t)y)g(z) + ¢ (tz + (1 - t)y)f(w))~

(x —y — 2tx + 2ty),

Proof. The assumptions that f and g are non-
negative and convex, from the Lemma 2.1, imply
that we may assume that f, g € C' and that we
have the following estimates

(2.4) f(Altz+ (1 =ty + (1= N[(1 =)z +ty])
> f(z) + (1 —t)(y —2)f'(z)
+ (1= Nh(z,y) f (tz+ (1 —t)y),
(2.5) (A= N[te+ (1= t)y] + A[(1 = t)z + ty])
> f(z) + (1 —t)(y —2)f'(z)
+ Ah(z,y) f (tz + (1 — t)y),
(2.6) g(Altz + (1 —t)y] + (1 = N[(1 — t)z + ty])

Integral inequalities involving convex functions 165

> g(x) + (1 -t)(y —2)g'(x)
+ (1= Nh(z,y)g (tz + (1 - t)y),
(2.7) g((L = N[tz + (1 = t)y] + A[(1 — t)a + ty])
> g(x) + (1= t)(y — 2)g'(x)
+ Ah(z,y)g (tz + (1 — t)y),

for z, y € [a,b] and ¢, A € [0,1] with h(z,y) = (x —
y — 2tz + 2ty). From (2.4), (2.5), (1.3) and (2.6),
(2.7), (1.4) it is easy to see that

(2.8) Fo(z,y)(N) = f(z) + (1= t)(y — 2)f'(x)
+%h(w,y)f’(tx + (1 —1t)y),

> g(z) + (1= t)(y — 2)g'(x)
+%h(x, y)g (tz + (1 —t)y),

(2.9) Golz,y)(A)

,b] and ¢, A € [0,1]. Multiplying (2.8) by
.9) by f(x) and then adding, we obtain

forz,y € [a
g(z) and

2
(210) Fo(r,p)(Ng(x) + Gole, )W) (2)
> 2/(x)g(a) + (1~ 1)y — 7)o (f()g(a))

+ h(x y)Kl(fa )7

1
2
where

Kl(fa g)
= (//(tz + (1= t)y)g(@) + g/ (tz + (1= 1)y) f(2) ).

Integrating the inequality (2.10) over z from a to y
we have

1) [ (Fale. )W) + Gl )W) o

_t/f

+§/a (x —y — 2tz + 2ty) K1 (f, g) d

z)dx — (1 —1t)(y — a)f(a)g(a)

Further, integrating both sides of inequality (2.11)
with respect to y from a to b we get

[ (e

> (3-1) / (b—y)f(y)g(y) dy
—(1=t)(y —a)f(a)g(a)(b—a)’
b ry
+ % /a /a (x —y — 2tz + 2ty) K1 (f, g) dzdy,

)+ Gola,y) (V) f () dady

where
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Kl(f7 g)
= ('t + (1 = 0)y)g(@) + g (tz + (1= ) f (@)

Rewriting of last inequality we get the required in-
equality in (2.1). Similarly, by first integrating (2.10)
over z from y to b and then integrating the resulting
inequality over y from a to b, we get the required
inequality in (2.2). The inequality (2.3) is obtained
by adding the inequalities (2.1) and (2.2). The proof
is complete. U]

Setting ¢ = 1 in Theorem 2.2, then, we have the
inequalities in [6, Theorem 1].

3. Further results. Our next result deals
with the slight variants of the inequalities given in
Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 3.1. Let f and g be real-valued,
nonnegative and convex function on [a,b] and map-
pings Fo(z,y) and Go(z,y) be defined by (1.3) and
(1.4). Then for all t, X in [0,1] we have

3—t [ ) y
[ o)+ ) dy

a

(3.1)

< [([ (mn 05+ Gotopi (o)) )y
+3(1-0(0- 0 (£2(0) +6°(@)

1 /by
—5/ / (v —y — 2tz + 2ty) Ko (f, g) dady,

3—1

b
62 5 [ w-o(Pw+7w) dy

</ ( / (Flen s +Goln ) (Wg(o)) e ) dy

+ i“ ~1)(b—a)*(f2(b) + 4°(1))

1 b b
—5/ / (v —y — 2tz +2ty) Ko (f, g) dady,
a Jy

4 b
o [ oW+ ) dy

a

(3.3)

< ([ (A1) + Gota gt ) ) ay

1

+ (=)= a)*(f*(a)+ F2(0) + 9°(a) + g (b))

1 b b
5 [ [ @y mras. g dody,

where

[Vol. T7(A),

K2 (f7 g)
= (//(tz+ (1= t)y) f(@) + ¢/ (b + (1 = ) () ).
Proof. Asin the proof of Theorem 2.2, from the
assumptions we have the estimates (2.8) and (2.9).
Multiplying (2.8) by f(x) and (2.9) by g(x) and then
adding, we obtain

(34)  Fo(z,y)(N) f(z) + Golz, y)(N)g(z)
> f2(x) + ¢*(x)
+ (1 =ty —2)(f(2)f'(x) + g(x)g'())
b5~y — 2tz + 2)Ka(f, ),
where
KQ(fv g)

- (f’ (tz+ (1 —t)y) f(z) + ¢ (tw + (1 — t)y)g(x))

Integrating the inequality (3.4) over z from a to y

we have
35) [ (Fole.p)N) (@) + Colep)(Ng(a)) d
> 220 (P + @) e

a
1-t¢

———(y—a)(f*(a) + ¢*

- (@)
1

y
+ 5/ (x —y — 2t + 2ty) Ko (f, g) dx

Further, integrating both sides of (3.5) with respect
to y from a to b we get

[ [isies

>T<

y)(F2(y) +

SO0 o) 4 g2(a)

)f (@) + Go(z,y)(N)g(z)) dudy

9*(y)) dy

1
+ 5 / / (x —y — 2ta + 2ty) K1 (f, g) dady.
a a

Rewriting of last inequality, we get the required
inequality in (3.1). The remainder of the proof fol-
lows by the same arguments as mentioned in the
proof of Theorem 2.2 with suitable modifications and
hence the proof is complete. L]

In next theorem we shall give some inequalities
that are analogous to given in Theorem 2.2 involving
only one convex function.

Theorem 3.2. Let f and g be real-valued,
nonnegative and convex function on |a,b] and map-
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pings Fo(z,y) and Go(z,y) be defined by (1.3
(1.4). Then for all t, X in [0, 1] we have

2—t>/abf<y><b—y>dy
g/ab[/ay</01f(x,y;t,>\)d)\) da:} dy

- t)gb 9 )

I
—5//(x—y—2tx+2ty)

x f(tx + (1 — t)y) dzdy,

(2—t)/abf(y)(y—
g[lb[/yb(/olf(x,y;t,A)dA)dx} dy

N (1- t)éb - a,)2f(b)

1 b b
—f//(x—y—th—&-Zty)
2 Ja Jy

x f'(tz + (1 — t)y) dedy,

(2—t)/bf(y)(b—a)dy
[ revens)o]o

P00 ) 4 )

1 b b
—5//(x—y—2tx+2ty)

x f'(tz + (1 —t)y) dzdy,

) and

(3.6)

(3.7)

IN

where

flx,y;t, )
= f(Altz + (1= t)y] + (1 = N)[(1 = t)x + ty]).

Proof. To prove the inequality (3.6), as in the
proof of Theorem 2.2 from assumptions we have the
estimate (2.1). Integrating both sides of (2.1) over t
from 0 to 1 we have

Integral inequalities involving convex functions 167

69 [ O+ 01y
+ (1= N)[(1 =)z + ty]) dX

< fl@)+ 1=ty —a)f' ()
+ %h( y)f (tz + (1 = t)y),
where h(z,y) = (x — y — 2ta + 2ty).

Now first integrating both sides of (3.9) over x
from a to y and after that integrating the resulting
inequality over y from a to b we get the required in-
equality in (3.6). Similarly, by first integrating (3.9)
over z from y to b and then integrating the resulting
inequality over y from a to b we get the required in-
equality in (3.7). The inequality (3.8) is obtained by
adding the inequalities (3.6) and (3.7). The proof of
Theorem 3.2 is thus completed. ]
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