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REFINEMENTS AND GENERALIZATIONS OF MAJORIZATION
FAVARD AND BERWALD-TYPE INEQUALITIES VIA FINK IDENTITY

SADIA KHALID, JOSIP PECARIC AND IVAN PERIC

(Communicated by J. Matkowski)

Abstract. In this paper we present refinements of the majorization-type inequalities via an in-

equality obtained from a Fink’s identity as well as the refinements of the Favard-Berwald type
inequalities by using monotonic sequence and positive weights

1. Introduction and preliminaries

In [1], Berwald proved the following important generalization of Favard’s inequal-
ity (see also [4, pp. 413-414]):

THEOREM 1. Let ¢ be a non-negative, continuous concave function, not identi-
cally zero on [a,b], and § be continuous and strictly monotonic function defined on
[0,x0], where xq is sufficiently large. If 7 is the unique positive root of the equation

1

E/ozgx b= b— /C ) dz.

convex, we have

1 B 1 [z 1 b
| reaas=< [Trwarz — [T

Favard’s inequality (see [2]) follows from Theorem 1 using { = id. The most

important consequence (of the Berwald’s inequality) is the following corollary which
is a reversed Holder-type inequality.

then for every function f : [0,xy] — R which is convex with respect to { i.e., fo{ '

COROLLARY 1. Let ¢ be a non-negative concave function defined on [a,b]

If s>¢q >0, then
<q+1/ 67(x) dx>§><s+1/ 0% (x dx> . (1)
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Notice that (1) is a sharp inequality. Equality is obtained for ¢(x) =x—a.

In [9], Maligranda, Pecari¢ and Persson presented the weighted Favard’s and Ber-
wald’s inequality, of the form given in Theorem 1.

The following theorem, proven in [6], is a discrete weighted version of the integral
Berwald’s inequality given in Theorem 1.

THEOREM 2. Let p, x and y be positive m-tuples. Suppose Y, : [0,0) — R
are such that y is a continuous and strictly increasing function and ¢ is a convex
Sfunction with respect to . Let z; be such that

m
N piv(x) Zpl v (z1i)
i=1

Let x/y be a decreasing m-tuple. If x is an increasing m-tuple, then

Zpi(P X;) sz o (z1i) (2)
i=1

If y is a decreasing m-tuple, then the reversed inequality holds in (2).
Let x/y be an increasing m-tuple. If y is an increasing m-tuple, then the reversed
inequality holds in (2). If x is a decreasing m-tuple, then inequality (2) holds.

For a non-negative m-tuple p and a non-negative, increasing, concave m-tuple x
it was proven in [10] (using different method) that if 0 < s < r, then
M (L:p)

M) (xp), 3)
My’ (L p)

My (x;p) <

1/r
where M, (x;p) = (Z’-’ilm :-“le,-xo , Ln=(0,1,...,m—1). Equality in (3) is ob-
tained for x = I,,,. Analogous inequality holds for a decreasing, non-negative, concave
x. Inequality (3) is a discrete analogue of inequality (1) and it can be obtained from

Theorem 2 in the same manner as Corollary 1 follows from Theorem 1 (see Lemma 2).

For an increasing concave (m+ 1)-tuple (0,x) = (0,x1,...,%,), the following
inequality
] mtl o
Mm le <7Mm X71 4
xb) < T () @
was proven in [8], where 1 = (1,...,1). This is a non-weighted version of (3), but for

a different class of concave m-tuples.
The following lemma is given in [6]. It is an important technical tool used while
dealing with the monotonicity in mean of sequences.

LEMMA 1. Let u= (uy,...,uy) be a positive m-tuple.

(i) If v=(vi,...,vm) is a decreasing real m-tuple, then

k m m k
ZvlulZul Z Z k=1,...,m.
i i=1 i=1
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(ii) If v is an increasing real m-tuple, then the reversed inequality holds in (i).

The weighted majorization will be frequently used in the text. For a given non-
negative m-tuple p, an m-tuple X p-majorize an m-tuple y if

k k m m
Y pixi= Y, pivi, k=1,....m—1 and Y pixi= Y piyi. (5)
i=1 i=1 i=1

i=1
In this case we write X =, y.
The following theorem is given in [6] (see also [11]).

THEOREM 3. Let f:1— R be a convex function, where I C R is an interval. Let
p=(p1,---,pm) be a positive m-tuple and let x = (x1,...,X%m), Y= (V1,-..,ym) € I"
suchthat X =)y.

(i) If'y is a decreasing m-tuple, then
sz (xi) > Zptf(yz) (6)
i=1

(ii) If x is an increasing m-tuple, then the reversed inequality holds in (6).

If f is concave, then the reversed inequalities hold in (i) and (ii).

Both the claims (i) and (if) in Theorem 3 also hold for f which is convex with
respect to a strictly increasing function { : I — R (thatis fo{~! is convex) under the
assumption {(x) >, {(y), where §(x) = (§ (x1),...,{ (xm)).

The following theorem is proved by S. Khalid, J. Pecari¢ and A. Vukeli¢ in [5],
which is a consequence of a Fink’s identity given in [3].

THEOREM 4. Let f :[a,b] — R, n > 1, be such that f"~Y) is absolutely contin-
uous. Let x;,y; € [a,b], pi €R, i=1,...,m and let k(t,x) be defined as

t—a,a<t<x<b,
k(tx)_{t—b,a<x<t<b. )
If
sz (o —0)" "k (tx:) = X, pi i — )"k (2, y1) (8)

i=1

holds and if f is n-convex, then

épif (xi) — ipif (i)

n—1_,_ m m
Lyt (f("” (@) <zpi Oi—a)f = 3 pi i - a>">
k=1 ™" i=1 i=1
b) (i pi (i —b)* — i pi(xi — b)k> ) . 9
i=1 i=1

If the reversed inequality holds in (8), then the reversed inequality holds in (9).
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n-Convexity of a function is defined in the usual way by using the non-negativity
of its divided differences of order 7.

The organization of the paper is the following: in Section 2, we present the
main results of this paper which consist of the refinements and generalizations of the
weighted majorization-type inequalities for the two real m-tuples x and y. In Sections
3 and 4, refinements and generalizations of the discrete Favard and Berwald-type in-
equalities are given respectively. An outline of the analogous results in the continuous
case is also presented in Section 5.

2. Refinements of the majorization-type inequalities

The following theorem presents a refinement of the weighted majorization-type
inequality as well as a refinement of the reversed weighted majorization-type inequality
for monotonous m-tuples.

THEOREM 5. Let f:[a,b] — R, n > 1, be such that f"~1) is absolutely contin-
uous. Suppose that p is a positive m-tuple, X, y € [a,b]™ such that X >, y.

(i) If'y is adecreasing m-tuple, n >?2 is even and f is n-convex, then the inequality
(9) holds.

(ii) Let 'y be a decreasing m-tuple and let F : [a,b] — R be defined by

F(x)=

n—ln_
biaZ k,k((x—b)"f““”(b)—(x—a)"f““”(a)). (10)
k=1 :

If F is a convex function and the inequality (9) holds, then the inequality (6)
holds.

(i) If X is anincreasing m-tuple, n > 2 is even and f is n-convex, then the reversed
inequality holds in (9).

(iv) Let x be an increasing m-tuple. If F given by (10) is a convex function and the
reversed inequality holds in (9), then the reversed inequality holds in (6).

Proof. Set 1 (x) := (x—1)"""k(,x). For n =2, this is obviously a convex func-
tion. For n >3, n is differentiable with n(x) = (n — 1)(x — )" ~k(x,t) which is an
increasing function for even n. This shows that 1 is a convex function for even n > 2.

(i) Apply Theorem 3(i) for the convex function 7, it follows (8) for even n, n >
2. As by assumption f is n-convex, apply Theorem 4, the inequality (9) is
immediate.

(ii) Itis easy to see that the inequality (9) is equivalent to
m m m m
> pif (i) = X, pif (vi) = 3 piF (xi) — 3 piF (vi) - (1D
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

The claim follows by using Theorem 3(i) for the function F'.
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(iii) Apply Theorem 3(ii) for the convex function 17. The reversed inequality in (8)
follows for even n, n > 2, and as f is n-convex by assumption, apply Theorem
4, the reversed inequality in (9) is immediate.

(iv) As the reverse of the inequality (9) is equivalent to the reverse of the inequality
(11), by using F in Theorem 3(ii), the claim follows. [J

REMARK 1. Theorem 5 is a generalization and a refinement of the Theorem 3. In
the convex case (that is for n =2 ), the function F defined in (10) is a linear function,
which clearly implies (under the assumption x >, y ) that the right-hand side of the
inequality (9) vanishes, which gives inequality (6). For functions f which, besides
being convex, poses some higher convexity of even order, Theorem 5 gives refinements
of inequality (6).

REMARK 2. It is obvious that the function f(x) = x? is n-convex for any n > 2.
The function F defined in (10) in this case is given by:

Fx) = bia (n— 1) (P(x—b) —aP(x—a)) +
n—3

3!

n—2
2

(2b(x— b)? —2a(x— a)z)

(2(x— b)? —2(x— a)3)

and obviously F”(x) = 2. This shows that Theorem 5 generates genuine refinements
of the weighted majorization inequality (6).

3. Refinements and generalizations of the Favard-type inequalities

The aim of this section is to present some refinements of the well known results
including generalized Favard’s inequality.
If x=(x1,...,x,) and y = (y1,...,ym) are two m-tuples, then we define xy =
X Xm

X __
(X1Y1, .-+, XmYm) and y =G

The following theorem presents refinement of the generalized discrete weighted
Favard’s inequality.

) with each y; 20 fori=1,...,m.

THEOREM 6. Let f: [a,b] — R, [a,b] C (0,0), n > 1, be such that ") is
absolutely continuous. Let p, x and 'y be positive m-tuples such that ¥; = <r—

X0 pjxj°
S _ Vi -
yVi = Z_T:[pjyj S [a,b}, 1= 1,...,m.
Let ’y—‘ be a decreasing m-tuple.
(i) If'y is a decreasing m-tuple and if f is n-convex for even n, n =2, then

m m m m
Y. pif (&)= X pif (i) = X, pif () = X, piF (7). (12)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

where F is defined in (10).



272 S. KHALID, J. PECARIC AND I. PERIC

(ii) Let'y be a decreasing m-tuple and let the inequality (12) be satisfied. If F is
convex, then

Y pif (%) = Y, pif (). (13)
i=1 i=1

(iif) If x is an increasing m-tuple and if f is n-convex for even n, n > 2, then the
reversed inequality holds in (12).

(iv) Let x be an increasing m-tuple and let the reverse of the inequality (12) be
satisfied. If F is convex, then the reversed inequality holds in (13).

Analogous statements hold if % is an increasing m-tuple.

Proof. The idea of the proof is the same as in the proof of Theorem 2.3 in [6].
Obviously Y7, piX; = X*| piyi = 1. For the positive m-tuple u = py and for
the decreasing m-tuple v = ;—‘, apply Lemma 1 (i), it follows 25-‘21 piki > Zf-; | DiVis
k=1,...,m—1 and we have
X>,¥. (14)
(i) The assumption that y is decreasing obviously implies that ¥ is decreasing. Ap-

ply Theorem 5 (i) with (14), the inequality (12) is immediate.

(ii) As (14) holds, apply Theorem 3 (i) for the convex function F, the right hand
side of the inequality (12) is non-negative.

(iif) By following the proof of (i) and by applying Theorem 5 (iii), the reverse of the
inequality (12) follows.

(iv) Apply Theorem 3 (ii) for the convex function F, the claim follows. [
The following definition is given in [12, p. 6].

DEFINITION 1. An m-tuple x = (xy,...,X,) € R” is said to be convex if %=1l
> xx holds for k =2,...,;m— 1. If the reversed inequality holds, then x is said to be

concave.

By simple induction, it is easy to prove the following lemma.

LEMMA 2.

1. If x=(x1,...,Xm) is a non-negative and concave m-tuple, then y = ()%, %, U

2w js a decreasing (m—1)-tuple. If X is non-negative and convex with x; =0,
then 'y is increasing.

2. If x = (x0,x1,-..,X%n) is non-negative and concave (alt. convex) with xy =0,
then (%£,%,...,2) is decreasing (alt. increasing).
— ; i — X1 X2
3. If x=(x1,...,X%n) is a non-negative and concave m-tuple, then 7 = (WH1 23

Xm—1

s ) is increasing. If X is non-negative and convex with x,, =0, then z is
decreasing.
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4. If (x1,..., Xm,Xm11) Is non-negative and concave (alt. convex) with x,+1 =0,
then (3L,-22- ... %) isincreasing (alt. decreasing).
COROLLARY 2. Let f :[a,b] — R, [a,b] C (0,%0), n > 1, be such that f"~")
is absolutely continuous and let f be n-convex for even n, n > 2 Suppose that p
and (xi,...,X%y) are positive m-tuples such that %; = i lip o =g lp,J v =
m+1—i _
ST ) €lab], i=1,....m
(i) If x=(x0,x1,...,Xm) is an increasing concave (m+ 1)-tuple with xy =0, then
Y pif (%) Zptf <Y piF (%) = Y piF (i), (15)
i=1 i=1 =
where F is defined in (10).
(ii) If x = (x0,X1,-..,Xm) is a convex (m+ 1)-tuple with xo =0, then the reversed
inequality holds in (15).
(iii) If x = (X1, Xm,Xm+1) IS a decreasing concave (m—+ 1)-tuple with x,,+1 =0,
then
m m m m
> pif (%) =X pif (7)) < Y, piF (%) — Y piF (%), (16)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

where F is defined in (10).

(iv) If X = (X1,.. ., Xm, Ximy1) s @ convex (m+ 1)-tuple with X,y = 0, then the re-
versed inequality holds in (16).

Proof. The idea of the proof is the same as that of the proof of Corollary 2.4 in
[6].

(i) By using the concavity of x with xo = 0, it follows that (%t,%,...,%) is de-

creasing by Lemma 2(2). As x is increasing by assumption, apply Theorem
6(iii), inequality (15) is immediate.

(ii) Use Lemma 2(2) and apply Theorem 6 (12), the claim follows.

(iif) As the concavity of (m+ 1)-tuple x with x,,+1 = 0 implies (by Lemma 2 (4))

that (%, =2 me) is increasing and as by assumption X is decreasing, use

the reverse of the inequality (12), we obtain inequality (16).

(iv) By using Lemma 2 (4) and by applying Theorem 6 (i), the claim follows. [

REMARK 3. For f(x) =x?, where x € (0,e0), it is easy to see that the function f
is

(i) 1-convex for p € (0,0)
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(if) 2-convex or convex for p € (—o0,0) U (1,0)
(iif) n-convex for odd n >3 for p € (0,1)U(2,3)U...U(n—3,n—2)U(n—1,)

(iv) n-convex for even n >4 for p € (—e0,0)U(1,2)U(3,4)U...U(n—3,n—2)U
(n—1,00).

The following corollary is an application of Theorem 6.

COROLLARY 3. Let f(x) =xP, x € (0,00), be n-convex for even n, n > 2. Let

p, x and y be positive m-tuples and let [a,b] C (0,0) such that X; = s i ot 9 =
% € la,b], i=1,...,m. Consider the inequality
j=1F,
zzm:lpixf . (z;'nlpixi> S (Z;H 1pzxz ] ni‘l
Stypiy; \ XL pivi Lipy; b—al

y <ap—k+1 (ipi Gi—a)f — ip,- (% — a)k>
i=1 i=1
_bp—k+l (ipl (}71 _ b)k _ ipl ()Zz - b)k> ) 5
i=1 i=1

a7)

where (p)r—1=p(p—1)...(p— (k—2)) is the Pochhammer symbol.
Let ’y—‘ be a decreasing m-tuple.

(i) If'y is a decreasing m-tuple, then the inequality (17) holds.
(ii) If x is an increasing m-tuple, then the reversed inequality holds in (17).
Analogous statements hold if % is an increasing m-tuple.

An application of Corollary 2 states that:

COROLLARY 4. Let f(x) =xP, x € (0,0), be n-convex for even n, n > 2 Let

p be a positive m-tuple and let [a,b] C (0,°) such that % = sm Tp,x/ i = s 1P/J
j=1P. =

S~ m+1—i .
VI_Z_’;;IPj(m‘i‘l—_j’)e[a’b}’ l—l,...,m.
(i) If x= (x0,X1,...,Xm) is an increasing concave (m+ 1)-tuple with xy =0, then
SEipix (Zfilpixi)p o Q)" i
iy pit? X pil Srypi? b—a&

% (ap K+ (il?z ) - ipi (Xi_a)k>
i=

i=1
_pP— k+1 (

M§

Pt k—ipi(fi—b)k>>.
=1 i=1

(18)
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(ii) If x = (x0,X1,...,%m) is a convex (m—+ 1)-tuple with xy = 0, then the reversed
inequality holds in (18).

(iii) If X = (X1,...,Xm,Xm+1) Is a decreasing concave (m—+ 1)-tuple with x4+, =0,
then

Z, 1 Pi _( Z,]P;xt )p
SEypim+1—=0)f  \ X pi(m+1—i)
Eripx)” 1 -k
S pim+1—i)f b—a& k!

% (ap—k+l (ipi (i — a)f — ipi (x..i_a)k>

i=1 i=1

—bp_k+1 (ipi (ﬁi—b)k—ipi (.fi—b)k>> . (19)
i=1

i=1

(P)k_1

(iv) If X = (X1y.. s Xm, Xt 1) is @ convex (m+ 1)-tuple with x4 = 0, then the re-
versed inequality holds in (19).

REMARK 4. By using the method given in [6], it is easy to prove an analogue of
inequality (18) for the m- tuples x which are non-negative, increasing and concave. In

this case set ii; = Wbl) =1,....m,a=0and p > n— 1. Analogous statement

holds for the inequality (19) by setting v; = W, i=1,....m,a=0and p>
i=1Pi

n—1.

4. Refinements and generalizations of the Berwald-type inequalities

By using the analogous methods as in the previous sections, refinements and gen-
eralizations of Berwald-type inequalities are obtained.

THEOREM 7. Let f,§ :a,b] =R, n>1, be such that { is strictly increasing and

(fo C’l)("_l) is absolutely continuous. Let p be a positive m-tuple and X, y € [a,b]™
such that (x) >, {(y) holds.

(i) Ify is a decreasing m-tuple and if fo (™" is n-convex for even n, n > 2, then

Zipif X;) sz (i) = C(b g
X ((foc_l)(k_ (ipz Zpl z ))k>

i=1

~(ror )V (g @mc(m ) - imcm - c:(b))")) .
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(ii) Let 'y be a decreasing m-tuple and let the inequality (20) be satisfied. Suppose
that G is a function defined by

n—ln_ B
60 = g & - () (o) g
—1 .
~=C@) (o) ¢(@). @

If G is convex, then the inequality (6) holds.

(iii) If X is an increasing m-tuple and if fo (™' is n-convex for even n, n > 2, then
the reversed inequality holds in (20).

(iv) Let x be an increasing m-tuple and let the reverse of the inequality (20) be
satisfied. If G is defined in (21) and if G is convex, then the reversed inequality
holds in (6).

Proof.

(i) Apply Theorem 5 (i) for the n-convex function fo ¢~ and for the m-tuples

K= ((x1),-.,C(xm)) and § = (L (1) ,---, & (ym))-
(if) Itis easy to see that the inequality (20) is equivalent to
Y pif () - X pif () > 3 pG(E(x) - S pGE(n). @)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

The claim follows by using Theorem 3 (i).

(iii) For the n-convex function fo{~! and for the m-tuples % and ¥, apply Theorem
5(iif), the reverse of the inequality (20) follows.

(iv) As the reverse of the inequality (20) is equivalent to the reverse of the inequality
(22), apply Theorem 3 (ii) for the convex function G, the claim follows. [J

The following theorem presents refinement of the generalized discrete weighted
Berwald’s inequality.

THEOREM 8. Let f,{ :(0,00) = R, n > 1, be such that { is continuous and

strictly increasing and ( fol _1)(n_1) is absolutely continuous. Let p, X and y be
positive m-tuples and let 71 be such that

S il ()= 3 pil (1) 23)
i=1 =1

Suppose that [a,b] C (0,0) is such that x;,z1y; € [a,b], i=1,...,m.
Let ’y—‘ be a decreasing m-tuple.
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(i) Ify is a decreasing m-tuple and if fo (™' is n-convex for even n, n > 2, then

m

> pif (xi) =Y. pif (z1yi) = D, piG (& (x ZP: ¢ (z1y1)) (24)
i=1 i=1

i=1
where G is given by (21).

(ii) Let y be a decreasing m-tuple and let the inequality (24) be satisfied. If G is
defined in (21) and if G is convex, then

. pif (i) = Y pif (zivi) (25)
i=1 i=1
holds.

(iii) If x is an increasing m-tuple and if fo (™" is n-convex for even n, n > 2, then
the reversed inequality holds in (24).

(iv) Let x be an increasing m-tuple and let the reverse of the inequality (24) be
satisfied. If G is defined in (21) and if G is convex, then the reversed inequality
holds in (25).

Analogous statements hold if % is an increasing m-tuple.

Proof. The existence of z; is shown in [6, Theorem 2.8]. Obviously z; € |min J;C—j ,
man;%] .

As X is a decreasing m-tuple, { is strictly increasing and as (23) holds, there is
an [ € {l,...,m} such that

Y, i=1,...0 and z>2 i=i+1,....m (26)
Vi i
Since { is strictly increasing, from (26) it follows that
k k
Y pi€ (x) Z (z1y4) =1,...,1 27)
and
k k
Y pil(x)< Y pil(ziyi), k=I1+1,....m. (28)
i=l+1 i=l+1

By using (23) and inequality (28), it follows 3X | p:¢ (x;) = 3 | piC (ziyi), k=1 +
1,...,m, which combined together with (27) yields that

k
Y pi¢ (xi) 2 (zyi), k=1,...,m,
i=1

=~

and the above inequality combined together with (23) implies that
C(x)=p C(a1y). (29)
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(i) If y is a decreasing m-tuple, then apply Theorem 7 (i) with (29), we have in-
equality (24).

(ii) As (29) holds, apply Theorem 3 (i), the claim follows.

(zif) If x is an increasing m-tuple, then apply Theorem 7 (iii) with (29), reverse of
the inequality (24) is immediate.

(iv) Apply Theorem 3 (ii) with (29), the claim follows.

For the second case the idea of the proof is the same as discussed above. [

COROLLARY 5. Let f,{:(0,00) = R, n > 1, be such that { is continuous and
(n—1)

strictly increasing and ( fol ’1) ! is absolutely continuous. Let fo (™! be n-
convex for even n, n > 2. Let p be a positive m-tuple and let z; and 7o be such
that

m m m m
N pi¢ (ki) =Y pi (z1i), Y, pil(xi) =Y, pil (22 (m+1—i)) (30)
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1
hold. Suppose that [ay,b], [az,by] C (0,00) are such that x;,z1i € |ay,b1], xi, z2(m—+
l—i) S [az,bz], i=1,....m
(i) If x= (x0,X1,-..,Xm) is an increasing concave (m+ 1)-tuple with xo = 0, then

m

S pif () = Y pif (z1i) < X, piG (¢ (x Epl ¢ (z10)) (31)
i=1 i=1 |—

where G is defined in (21) (for the interval [a;,b1] ).

(i) If x = (x0,X1,...,Xm) is a convex (m+ 1)-tuple with xo = 0, then the reversed
inequality holds in (31).

(#ii) If X = (X1,...,Xm,Xm+1) Is a decreasing concave (m—+ 1)-tuple with x4+, =0,
then

m

pif (xi) = Y, pif (z2 (m+1—1))

1 i=1

piG (¢ sz C(za(m+1-10))), (32)

M=

<

'MS

Il
-

14
where G is defined in (21) (for the interval [ay,b3] ).
(iv) If x=(x1,...,Xm,Xm+1) is @ convex (m—+ 1)-tuple with x,,+1 =0, then the re-
versed inequality holds in (32).
Proof.

(i) By the same arguing as given in the Corollary 2 (i), apply Theorem 8 (iii), in-
equality (31) is immediate.



REFINEMENTS OF FAVARD-BERWALD-TYPE INEQUALITIES 279

(i) As %

i

i=1,...,m, is increasing, apply Theorem 8 (24), the claim follows.

(iif) For a decreasing m-tuple x and an increasing m-tuple +1 -, i=1,...,m,apply
reverse of the inequality (24) such that (30) holds, inequality (32) is immediate.

(iv) As 5=, i=1,...,m is decreasing, apply Theorem 8 (i) such that (30) holds,
the result is 1mmed1ate. |

The following corollary is an application of Theorem 8.

COROLLARY 6. Letr f(x) =xP, {(x) =x7, g >0, be such that x — xi is n-
convex for even n, where x € (0,0) and n > 2. Let p, X and 'y be positive m-tuples

m +I\ g
and let [a,b] C (0,o°) be such that x;, <M>qy,- €lab], i=1,....m.

S ]
Let ’y—‘ be a decreasing m-tuple.

(i) If'y is a decreasing m-tuple, then

P
Xt pix) (anl’ix?> > 1 i (P)
2?;1 Pi)’f ZZ":l Piy? Zm 1Pi y bq —at 4 qd) k-1

m
(oo (S (o 0% )—zm(x;f—aq)"
i= lplyt i=1
p x ‘
(Zpl (yl in — ) Zp, (x? — b7 ) 33)
i= lplyz
(ii) If x is an increasing m-tuple, then the reversed inequality holds in (33).

Analogous statements hold if % is an increasing m-tuple.

Proof. 1t’s proof is an immediate consequence of Theorem 8. Notice that in this

1
mopixl\ 4
case 71 = (%) . O

An application of Corollary 5 states that:

COROLLARY 7. Let f(x) =xP, {(x) =x9, g >0, be such that x — xi is n-
convex for even n, where x € (0,00) and n > 2. Let p be a positive m-tuple.

(i) If x= (x0,X1,-..,Xm) is an increasing concave (m+ 1)-tuple with xo = 0, then
)
el (2;"1pix;f ) et i £ (1)
YLy pil? iy pit? X piP bq | 4/ k-1
lplx S q k
x | aP~( Di (lq ) — > pi(x —at
2 i z;ﬂ 11911’1 lzzi i ( i )

m m . 1_1 k m
i=1 i=1 pit? i=1
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Z;'n:l PiX,-q
2:”:1 pitd

1

where [a,b] C (0,e0) is such that x;, ( )qie [a,b], i=1,...,m.

(i) If x = (x0,X1,...,Xm) is a convex (m+ 1)-tuple with xo = 0, then the reversed
inequality holds in (34).

(iii) If x = (X1, Xm,Xm+1) IS a decreasing concave (m—+ 1)-tuple with x,,+1 =0,
then inequality (34) holds, where the m-tuple (m,m—1,...,2,1) is used instead
of the m-tuple (1,2,...,m).

(iv) If x=(x1,...,Xm,Xm+1) is a convex (m—+ 1)-tuple with x,,11 =0, then the re-
versed inequality holds in (34), where the m-tuple (m,m—1,...,2,1) is used
instead of the m-tuple (1,2,...,m).

Claims given in Remark 4 also hold in the setting of the Corollary 7, that is, in-
equality (34) also holds for non-negative, increasing and concave m-tuples x by us-
ing the m-tuple (0,1,...,m — 1) instead of the m-tuple (1,2,...,m) for a =0 and
5 > n— 1. Analogous claims hold for non-negative, decreasing and concave m-tuples.

The most interesting case is 0 < g < p in which Corollary 7 holds for n = 2.
In this case the right-hand side of the inequality (34) vanishes. By rearranging and
expressing in terms of power means, it follows that

MY (Jp)

4 (.
M (x:p), (35)
M2 (J:p)

MY (x:p) <

where J,, = (1,2,...,m), which holds for m-tuples x for which (m+ 1)-tuples (0,x)
are increasing and concave. Obviously inequality (35) is sharp and equality is attained
for x = J,,. By limiting argument inequality (35) also holds for ¢ = 0. It is easy to
see that the inequality (4) follows from inequality (35) for p=1, ¢=0,p=1=
(1,1,...,1).

By using the above remarks (as given in Remark 4), an analogous inequality also
holds for m-tuples x which are non-negative, increasing and concave, that is

MY (Ln:p)

[ (.
My (x;p), (36)
M2 (L:p)

MY (x;p) <

which is exactly estimation (3). Notice that since (36) holds for x = J,,, it follows that

MY (Ln:p)

[p] .
MY (Jip) <
M (L, p)

MY (Jip)

which shows that the estimation in (35) is better than the estimation in (36), but the first
estimation holds for smaller class of concave functions.

OPEN PROBLEM. Find the best possible estimation of the form (35) for all the
non-negative concave m-tuples x.
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5. The continuous case
Here we just give an outline of the continuous analogous of the main results of this

paper. The integral analogue of Theorems 2 and 3 and Lemma 1 are given in [7].
The following theorem is the integral version of Theorem 4 (see [5]).

THEOREM 9. Let f:[a,b] — R, n > 1, be such that f"~Y) is absolutely contin-

uous and let k(t,x) be defined in (7). Let p: [c,d] — R and @,y : [c,d] — [a,b] be
continuous functions. If

[ p@ 0@ -0 Ko@)z [ p@) w0 kEy @)z 6T

holds and if f is n-convex, then

i P( dz—/ p(2) ))dz
>bia§”; (f<'<—1><a>(/ PO WO -a) dz—/ PO - a'a:)
—f<“><b>( RCCERS / piz >dz)) (38)

If the reversed inequality holds in (37), then the reversed inequality holds in (38).

The integral version of Theorem 5 is as follows:

THEOREM 10. Let f: [a,b] — R, n > 1, be such that f"~V) is absolutely con-
tinuous. Let p : [c,d] — R and let @,y : [c [ ,d) — [a,b] be continuous functions such
that @ >, y (the obvious continuous variant of (5) ).

(i) If v is a decreasing function and if f is n-convex for even n > 2, then the
inequality (38) holds.

(ii) Let y be a decreasing function and let the inequality (38) be satisfied. If F
defined in (10) is convex, then

d d
| r@r @@z [ p@f ) (39)

(iii) If @ is an increasing function and if f is n-convex for even n > 2, then the
reversed inequality holds in (38).

(iv) Let @ be an increasing function and let the reverse of the inequality (38) be
satisfied. If F defined in (10) is convex, then the reversed inequality holds in
(39).
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Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 5 but we apply Theorem 9
and [7, Theorem 2.1] instead of Theorems 3 and 4. [
The following theorem is the integral version of Theorem 8.

THEOREM 11. Let f,{ :[0,00) — R be such that for n > 1, (fOC’l)("_l)
absolutely continuous and § is continuous and strictly increasing. Let p, @,y : [c,d] —
[0,00) be integrable functions. Let z; be defined as

d
[ racoee= [ pet @) (40)

Suppose that [a,b] C [0,e0) is such that ¢(z), z1y(z) € [a,b] for every z € [c,d|.
Let 2 be a decreasing function.

(i) If v is a decreasing function and if fo = is n-convex for even n > 2, then

[ p@re@a- e raye)a
d
> [r06CwoNE- [OcCavene @

holds, where G is defined by (21).

(ii) Let y be a decreasing function and let the inequality (41) be satisfied. If G
defined in (21) is convex, then the inequality

d
/Cp(Z)f( dz>/ p@) f(ay(z)dz (42)

holds.

(iii) If @ is an increasing function and if fo =" is n-convex for even n > 2, then the
reversed inequality holds in (41).

(iv) Let @ be an increasing function and let the reverse of the inequality (41) be
satisfied. If G defined in (21) is convex, then the reversed inequality holds in
(42).

Analogous claims hold if % is an increasing function.

Proof. The idea of the proof is the same as that of the proof of Theorem 8. Apply
an obvious variant of Theorem 7. [J

REMARK 5. Let z; > 0, where z; is defined in (40) and let ¢ be a positive
increasing concave function defined on [c,d].
(i) If we substitute v (z) = 5=5 in the reverse of the inequality (41), then Theorem
11 (iii) combined together with (iv) gives refinement of the weighted Berwald’s
inequality.
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(if) If we substitute y(z) = % in the reverse of the inequality (41), then Theorem

11 (iii) combined together with (iv) gives refinement of the weighted Berwald’s
inequality.
The following corollary is an application of Theorem 11.

COROLLARY 8. Let f(x)=x" and {(x) =x7, ¢ >0, where x € (0,o0) be such

that x v+ x4 is n- convex for even n > 2. Let p,@,y : [c,d] — (0,00) be integrable

1/q
, - Je P(2)99(2)dz
functions. Let [a,b] C (0,00) be such that ¢(z), (_fcdp(z)l//‘f(z)dz) v(z) € [a,b] for

every z € [a,b]. Consider the inequality
p(2)9?(z)dz
p(z)yi(z)dz

S 1 n— 1 —k (E

T T p@wr)dz b‘f—aq k! q

d d a(7)d g d
s« [lar-tens ( [ re (v o di‘“q> dz [ p(0) (99 -a0)"a2)

J d k d
o ([ (vﬂ@%—bq) dz [ pla) (7(a) 1) az

(43)

/-\

[ pR)e"(2)dz (
1 p(2)yr(2)dz

/—\

bl )

Let £ be a decreasing function.
(i) If v is a decreasing function, then the inequality (43) holds.
(ii) If @ is an increasing function, then the reversed inequality holds in (43).

Analogous claims hold if % is an increasing function.
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