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APPROXIMATE HERMITE—HADAMARD TYPE
INEQUALITIES FOR APPROXIMATELY CONVEX FUNCTIONS

JUDIT MAKO AND ZSOLT PALES

(Communicated by C. P. Niculescu)

Abstract. In this paper, approximate lower and upper Hermite—Hadamard type inequalities are
obtained for functions that are approximately convex with respect to a given Chebyshev system.

1. Introduction

Throughout this paper R, R, N and Z denote the sets of real, nonnegative real,
natural and integer numbers respectively. Given a nonempty open real interval 7, denote
by A(I) and A°(I) the sets

{y)elxl|x<yt and  {(xy)elxI|[x<y},
respectively. Given a nonempty open real interval I, denote by A(I) and A°(I) the sets
{ry)elxl|x<yt and  {(xy)elxI|[x<y},

respectively. We say that a pair (@, ;) is a Chebyshev system over I, if @y, : 1 — R
are continuous functions and

Q)= | >0 () e .

One can easily see, that if wy is a positive function, then (1.1) holds if and only if
/@y is strictly increasing on I. In this latter case, (wy,®;) will be called a posi-
tive Chebyshev system over 1. On the other hand, we can always assume that @y is a
positive function, because for every Chebyshev system (my, ), there exists o, 8 € R
such that awy+ B, > 0 (cf. [1], [2]). In the sequel, for fixed x,y € I, the partial
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functions u — Q(u,y) and u — Q(x,u) will be denoted by Q(-,y) and Q(x,-), re-
spectively. An important property of Chebyshev systems is that for every two pairs
(x,€),(»n) € I xR with x # y the function @ defined as

Q(y) Q)
Q0ry) Ty

is the unique linear combination of @y and ®; such that w(x) =& and (y) =1 hold.
Given a positive Chebyshev system (@, ;) over I and a proper subinterval J of
I, a function f:J — R is called (@, ;)-convex on J if, for all x <u <y from J,

o:=E&

F&) flu) f)
o (x) @o(u) @o(y) | >0, (1.2)
w1 (x) (1) 1(y)
or equivalently,
flw) < 23 §f<x> + gg’;‘iﬂy). (1.3)

If (1.2) holds with strict inequality sign “>", then f is said to be strictly (wp,®;)-
convex on J.

The integral average of any standard convex function f : I — R can be estimated
from the midpoint and the endpoints of the domain as follows:

1
f(’%) </f(tx—|—(l—t)y)dt< M (yel). (14

0
This is the well known Hermite—Hadamard type inequality. The above implication was
discovered by Hadamard [5]. (See also [10], [7], and [12], [4], [11], [12], [13] for a

historical account.) In [3] and [1], the authors established the following connections
between (@y, @;)-convexity and Hermite—Hadamard type inequality.

THEOREM A. Let (wy, ;) be a positive Chebyshev system on an open interval
I andlet p : I — R be a positive integrable function. Define, for all elements x <y of
1, the functions &(x,y), c(x,y), c1(x,y) and ca(x,y) by the formulas

2= (D) (B22) ana ey = LD

o/ \[7 wop wo(§(x,y))’ 5
1| [ oop ao(y) 1 oo fep|
ci(xy) = —— and cy(x,y) = .
Q) | [2anp o1(y) Q) | an(y) [} orip

If a function f:1— R is (@, ®))-convex, then for all elements x <y of I, it satisfies
the inequality

y

Cxnf (E @) < [ £ <erln)f () +ealxy)f ) (16)

X
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In Theorem 2.2 and Theorem 3.12 below, these results will be generalized to the
context of approximate (@, ®;)-convex, i.e., to the case when f satisfies an inequality
analogous to (1.3) whose right hand side involves also an error term.

Let X be a real linear space and D C X be a convex subset. In order to describe
the old and new results about the connection of approximate Jensen convexity and the
approximate Hermite—Hadamard inequality with variable error terms, we need to intro-
duce the following terminology.

For a function f: D — R, we say that f is hemi- P, if, for all x,y € D, the mapping

t— f((1—1)x+ty) (re€]0,1]) (1.7)

has property P. For example f is hemiintegrable, if for all x,y € D the mapping
defined by (1.7) is integrable. Analogously, we say that a function i : (D — D) — R is
radially- P, if for all u € D — D, the mapping

v+ h(ru) (re0,1])

has property P on [0,1].

In [6], Hazy and second author of this paper established a connection between an
approximate lower Hermite—Hadamard type inequality and an approximate Jensen type
inequality by proving the following result.

THEOREM B. Let o : (D — D) — Ry be a nonnegative radially Lebesgue inte-
grable even function. Assume that : D — R is hemi-Lebesgue integrable and approx-
imately Jensen convex in the sense of

f<x+y> PRAGRSIC)
2 2
Then f also satisfies the approximate lower Hermite—Hadamard inequality

+oa(x—y) (x,y € D). (1.8)

1 1
f(%) gO/f(zx+(1—z)y)dt+0/a(z(x—y))dz (ryeD). (1.9

In [8] (cf. [14], [15]) the authors established the connections between an approx-
imate upper Hermite—Hadamard type inequality and an approximate Jensen type in-
equality as stated in the following theorem.

THEOREM C. Let o : (D— D) — Ry be a nonnegative radially Lebesgue inte-
grable even function and p : [0,1] — Ry be a nonnegative Lebesgue integrable function
with fol p = 1. Assume that f : D — R is hemiintegrable on D and satisfies the ap-
proximate Jensen inequality (1.8). Then, for x,y € D, f also satisfies the approximate
upper Hermite—Hadamard inequality

[ (e (-mprar <2709+ (1-2)70)
(1.10)

oo

1 1
+2 ﬁ/o o (2dz(2"t) (x—y))p(t)dt,

n=0

where A := fol tp(t)dt and, for s € R, dy(s) := dist(s,Z) =inf{|s — k| : k € Z}.
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In Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 3.14 below these results will be generalized and
extended to the setting of (my, ;) -convexity.

2. From approximate (@, ® )-convexity to approximate lower
Hermite-Hadamard inequality

In this section we will investigate the implication between an (@, @ ) -convexity
type inequality and a lower Hermite—Hadamard inequality. Consider the following ba-
sic assumptions.

(A1) (T,<7,u) is a measure space.
(A2) A:T xA°(I) — Ry is p-integrable in its first variable.

(A3) M: T xA°(I) — R is o/ -measurable in its first variable and for all t € T, the
map (x,y) — M(t,x,y) is a two-variable mean on I. My : A°(I) — I is a strict
mean such that

u{t € T | A(t,x,y) >0, M(t,x,y) # Mo(x,y)} >0 if (x,y) € A°(I).
2.1

(A4) There exist an (@p, ®;)-Chebyshev system on I such that @y is positive. Fur-
thermore, for i € {0,1},

Mo(y) = [ Ay oMex)dul) (3 eXW). (g
T

For all (x,y) € A°(I), denote
Ty ={t € T[Alt,x,y) >0, M(t,x,y) < Mo(x,y)},
T, = {t €T | A(r,x,y) >0, M(1,x,y) > Mo(x,y)}.
Observe that, for all (x,y) € A°(I), Ty, and T\, are in &/, moreover, by (2.1), the
p-measure of 7y, U T/ is positive. Define, for all (x,y) € A°(), i € {0,1},

Siey) = [ Axy)r(M,x)du()  and
Tiy

S/ = [ Alexy)o(M(e,x.)duo)
Ty

(2.3)

The following proposition describes the properties of these sets and numbers.
PROPOSITION 2.1.  If (Al)—(A4) hold, then for all (x,y) € A°(I),

Si(x,y) + 87 (x,y) = wi(Mo(x,y)) (i€ {0,1}). (2.4)

Furthermore, the -measure of the sets T, and Ty', is positive.
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Proof. Let (x,y) € A°(I). (2.2) implies that

ox(Mo(x,y)) = [ At 2)0r(M (0,5, 9))da (1)
T
= [ ACwn)oMr)du() =i + S ),
{teT|A(t.x,y)>0}
for i € {0,1}. Hence (2.4) holds. To prove the positivity of u(7y,) and u(7y),

assume that u(7y,) = 0. Then Sj(x,y) =0 and, in view of (2.1), it follows that
u(Ty,) > 0. Thus, by (2.4), we have that

@;(Mo(x,y)) = Sj(x,y) + 8] (x,y) = 57 (x,) = /A(ux,y)wi(M(tmy))du(t)
T//

X,y

for i € {0,1}. Dividing the above identities by each other and using also the positivity
of wy, we get that

J A x,y) o (M(2,x,y))du (t)

Ty _ o1(Mo(x,y))
TJ”“ A(t,x,y) oo (M(2,x,y))du(t) — ao(Mo(x,y))

Rearranging this equality, we obtain that
[ AlCx QMo ). Mt x.9)dale) =0.
Yy
Hence,
A(t,2,)Q(Mo(x,y), M(2,x,y))du(t) = 0.
{teT|A(t x,y)>0,M(t x,y)>Mo (x,y)}

On the other hand, for all r € T with M(t,x,y) > Mp(x,y), we have that Q(My(x,y),
M(t,x,y)) >0 and, by (2.1), u({t € T | A(z,x,y) >0, M(t,x,y) > Mop(x,y)}) > 0. This
yields that

A(t7x,y)Q(Mo(x,y)7M(t,x7y))d[,L (t) >0,
{teT|A(tx,y)>0,M(t,x,y)>My(x,y) }

which is a contradiction.
The proof for the case when u(7;’,) = 0 is analogous. [J

One of the main result of this paper is established in the following theorem.
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THEOREM 2.2. Assume that (Al)—(A4) hold. Let f :1 — R be a locally upper
bounded Borel measurable solution of the approximate (wy,®)-convexity type func-
tional inequality

;’ o) +en) (e lxy)), (2.5)

where for all (x,y) € A°(I) and u €]x,y], the function (v,w) — &,,,(u) is bounded and
Borel measurable for (v,w) € [x,u] X [u,y]. Then f also satisfies the approximate lower
Hermite—Hadamard type inequality

(Mo (x.)) /Azxy M(txy)dp) +E(xy) () €AM). (26

where E : A°(I) — R is defined by the following way

E(x7y) =

f f A(t/rx’y)A(tU7x’y)Q(M(t/’x7y)’M(t”’x7y))gM(t’7x7y),M(t”.,x.,y)(Mo(x7y))dnu(t//)dnu(t/)
T/ T//

XyTXy

T[T{ A, ) AW x,y) QM x,y), M(t",x,y) )du (") d i (')

XyTXy

2.7)

REMARK 2.3. In the above theorem, the regularity condition for f can be relaxed
if the error function &, enjoys boundedness and continuity properties. For instance, if
€, is bounded on [x,y] for some (x,y) € A°(I), then (2.5) implies that f is bounded on
[x,y]. Similarly, if limsup,_,, &, («) =0 for some (x,y) € A°(I), then (2.5) implies
that f is upper semicontinuous at x from the right.

Proof. Let (x,y) € A°(I). Substituting in (2.5) x by M(¢',x,y) and y by M(t",x,y),
and u by Mo(x,y), where ¢' € T{, and " € T\",, we get that

ey
QM7 x,y),M(t" x,)) f (Mo (x,y))
<Q(Mo(x,),M(t" ,x,y)) F(M(t',x,y))

+ QM x,y), Mo (x,)) f(M(t",x,y))

+ QM1 ,2x,), M(t" %, %)) (s ) M ) Mo (%,Y))-

Multiplying this inequality by A(z',x,y)A(t”,x,y) and integrating with respect to @ x u

on T’ X Tx”y, we get that
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/ / A X A3, ) QUM x.3). M )1 (Mo )

/ / A SN x5 (5.9). M 5, F (0. 3)) i)

* / [ AW DAL 5 QM 3,9), Mo 5. 3)f (M 5, 9)da (¢ a1
T//

* / JAE DAL 2 QM ) M )
Tiy Ty

X gM(t’,x,y),M(t”,x,y) (MO (x,y))du (t”)du (t/)'
(2.8)

Applying Fubini’s theorem and the notation of (2.3), we get that

[ [ AC xy)AC 5 QM .3), M 5, AR )
T, T (2.9)

= (Sé(x7y)s/1/(x7y) - Sll ()C,y)Sg()@y)).

Observe that (S((x,y)S7 (x,y) — S (x,y)SG (x, )) is positive. Indeed, by the definition

of the Chebyshev-system, we have, for all (¢,¢") € T’ X ﬂ’y,

QM(',x,y),M (1" x,y)) > 0.

By Proposition 2.1, the measure of 7y, x T\"; is positive. Hence the left hand side of
(2.9) is positive. Using the identity (2. 4) it follows that

/A(f'7X»y)/\(l”my)Q(Mo(XJ)»M(l”»xw))f(M(f'7X»y))d#(t”)dﬂ(l/)
Ty Ty

= (@0(Mo(x,))SY (x,y) — @1 (Mo(x,7)) S (x.)) /A(f',x7y)f(M(f'7X»y))d#(l/)
T/

=((So(x,y) +5.(x,¥))S1 (x,y) = (81 (x,y) + Si’(ﬁ?))%(}fd))

X AW )00 x3)dn(0)
T/

X,y

=(S0(x,)SY (x,3) = S1(x, )85 (x,)) [ AW, x,9) f(M(¢',x,))du(t'),
7,
' (2.10)



514 J. MAKO AND Z. PALES

and similarly,

/A(f’7x,y)A(l”7x,y)Q(M(f'my),Mo(x,y))f(M(l”my))dﬂ(l”)dﬂ(l/)

t (2.11)

= (S7(x,y)So(x,) = S(x,9)S] (x,y)) /A(f”,x,Y)f(M(f”,x,Y))du(f”)
Ty

Substituting the above formulas (2.9), (2.10), and (2.11) into (2.8) and dividing the
inequality so obtained by (Sf,(x,y)S (x,y) =87 (x,¥)S( (x,y)), we get (2.6) with the error
function E : A°(I) — R defined by (2.7), which completes the proof. [

REMARK 2.4. A direct corollary of this theorem is the lower Hermite—Hadamard
type inequality established by Theorem A. Indeed, suppose that, with the notations
introduced in (1.5), the assumptions of Theorem A hold. Then, the (@, @, )-convexity
of f implies that it is locally bounded and Borel measurable. We show first that the
conditions of Theorem 2.2 are also valid. Let 1 denote the Lebesgue measure on [0, 1]
and define, for all (x,y) € A°(I), ¢ € [0,1],

My(x,y) :=&E(x,y), M(t,x,y):=(1—1t)x+ty, and
(y—x)p((1—1)x+1y)
c(x,y) '

Alt,x,y) =

Since M(t,x,y) = My(x,y) can hold only for one value of 7, hence (2.1) holds trivially.
We also have

xy / p((L=t)x+ty)oi((1 —t)x+ty)dt
fy
=y o= Gt

- wo(é(x,y))%(é (1,9)) = 01 (E(x,5)) = @1 (Mo(x,))

/ A(t,x,y)or (M(t,x,y))dt =

and, similarly,

(&),

[ Ay = 2 [

which proves (2.2). Thus all the assumptions (A1)-A(4) are verified. Therefore, if a
function f:1— R is (wy, @;)-convex, i.e., satisfies (2.5) with &, := 0, then it fulfills
(2.6) with E := 0, which, by the obvious identity o [ fp= Jo A, x,y) f(M(t,x,y))dr
is equivalent to the left hand side inequality in (1.6).

The following result could be deduced form Theorem 2.2, however a direct proof
is more convenient here. Given a set D, denote {(x,y) | x,y € D,x # y} by D**.
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THEOREM 2.5. Let D be a convex set of a linear space X. Let </ be a sigma

algebra containing the Borel subsets of [0,1] and W be a probability measure on the
measure space ([0,1],.97) such that the support of U is not a singleton. Denote

= /tdu(t) and  S(u) = ([0, 1)) /tdu(t)—u(]ul,ll) /tdu(t)-

[0,1] Ju,1] [0,1]
Assume that f: D — R is and hemi- |1 -integrable solution of the functional inequality
S =0x+1y) S (L=0)f () +1f () +Nay(t)  ((xy) €D*,1€[0,1]) (2.12)
where, for all (x,y) € D**, Ny : [0,1] — R is a function such that
o= [ [ s (B ) d e
Ja, 1] 0,]

exists in [—oo,00] for all (x,y) € D**. Then, for all (x,y) € D**, the function f also
satisfies the lower Hermite—Hadamard type inequality

I(xy)  ((x,y) € D¥).

(2.13)

A=) < [ A=+ + s
[0,1]

REMARK 2.6. In the above theorem, the hemi- u -integrability condition for f
can be relaxed if the error function 1, , enjoys boundedness and continuity properties.
For instance, if 7y is upper bounded on [x,y] for some (x,y) € D**, then (2.5) implies
that f((1—¢)x+1ry) is upper bounded for # € [0, 1]. Similarly, if limsup, oo Nx,(?) =
0 for some (x,y) € D**, then (2.5) implies that f((1 —¢)x+1y) is an upper semicon-
tinuous function of ¢ at zero from the right.

Proof. Let (x,y) € D**. Substituting in (2.12) x by (1—#)x+1t'y, y by (1—¢")x+
t"y and t by %,Where 0<t <y and uy <t” <1, we get that

_ -t
S = m)x+my) < ulf((l—t )x+fy>+¢,}_t/f((1—’")”’”y)
gy @1
e (B,

Multiplying (2.14) by " —¢' and integrating on [0, 1] x]tty, 1] with respect to the prod-
uct measure L X (L, we obtain
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[ = au @) (1= )+ )
Juar 11 [0,
< [ @ =pdu@) [ =1
Ju1] [0.411]
+ [ Gu=ran) [ o -yane)

(0,u11] Jug,1]

up —t'
[ =0 e e (S ) du @),
]”171] [Onul]

(2.15)

Applying Fubini’s theorem, we get that

[ [ @ =aue)aue = u(o.p) [ ape) - (1) [ rduc)

Juag, 110, 1] Jui,1] (0,11

=S(u).
(2.16)
Using that the support of u is not a singleton, we can see that the left hand side of
(2.16) is positive and hence so is S(u).

Applying also Fubini’s theorem, it follows that

[ @ - wauey =p(o.1)) [ ) -, 1) [ rdut)

]ulvl] ]I“lhl] [0’1]

=<u([0,ud)+#(]ﬂl:1])> /’"dﬂ(f") 2.17)

Juy,1]

—u(}ul,l])( / Fdu(e) + / f”du(z”)):S(u)

[O,IJ[] ].ulal]

and, similarly,
[ =) = seu). o8
[O.,IJI]

Substituting the above formulas (2.16), (2.17), and (2.18) into (2.15) and dividing the
inequality so obtained by S(ut), we arrive at (2.13). This completes the proof. [

The following corollary is analogous to the result of [6].

COROLLARY 2.7. Assume that f: D — R a hemi-Lebesgue integrable solution
of the functional inequality (2.12), where, for all (x,y) € D*, Ny :[0,1] = R is a
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function, such that

1
1 ¢

1 2
://z L A """*”’y(z )dz ar" (2.19)
% 0

exists in [—oo,o0] for all (x,y) € D*. Then, for all x,y € D**, the function f also
satisfies

1
f(?) < O/f((l—t)x+ty)dt+81(x,y). (2.20)

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.5, when 7 is the family of Lebesgue measurable
subsets of [0,1], i is the Lebesgue measure. Then ; = 3 and S(u) = & and the
result directly follows from Theorem 2.5. [

REMARK 2.8. In what follows, we deduce the conclusion of Theorem B from
the above corollary under stronger regularity assumption on f. Let o : (D—D) — R
be a nonnegative radially Lebesgue integrable function and assume that f: D — R is
hemi-upper bounded and approximately Jensen convex in the sense of (1.8). Then, by
[9, Thm. 8], f fulfils the following approximate convexity inequality:

FI(U=0)x+1y) < (=) f () +2f(y +Z—O€ 2dz7,(2"t)(x—y))

((xy)eD* 1€, 1]),
i.e., (2.12) holds with 7, , defined as

oo

Meo0)i= 3, 5:0Qd(")(x =) ((53) € D1 €0,1]).
n=0

Thus, by Corollary 2.7, the inequality (2.20) holds with

o=/

1

;! dr'dt"
t —l 1 —tN) ey, (1=t ) x4y l‘//——t/ tdt

O\M»—
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The last equality above is the consequence of the symmetry of the integrand with respect
to the variables s,7. For n =0,

1
t

27 t+
2_// )
00

t

)(H—s)(x dsdt 2//t+s o(2s(x—y))dsdr

00

Nl—

(1—2s) (%s + %) o(2s(x—y))ds

O\M—

1

2
/t+s o(2s(x—y))dtds =
N

1
2
0
1

/1_ (3o + 1)a(o(x—y))do.

0

OOlr—t

To compute the the double integral for n > 1, we will split its domain accordmg to the
position of ti—i related to integer numbers. Forall n€ N and 0 <s <t < 4 < 75, there exists

aunique m € {271 ... 2" — 1} (namely m := [HS} ) such that

2"t 1 1 2"t
<m+4+ = or m+ = < <m+1.
2 T+

either m <
Tt 2 s

This, forall m € {2"~!,... 2”1}, in terms of ¢ yields the following inequalities for s:

respectively. On these intervals, we have that

(B —m)(t+5) = (2" —m)t —ms,

e 2'—m—1 _
if T < s < By,

2"t m+5
dz< )(Z—I—s):
t+s (m—|—1—t+—s)(t+s) (m+1-2"t+4 (m+1)s,
2 m—1 2"—m—1
f =1 <s< m+%2t.
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Thus, we get that

1
2 m_ m
:/ v / (t+5)e(2((2" — m)t —ms) (x— ))d
0 m=2n-1 2"7m7%t
m+%
2"7m77

+ / (t+s)a(2((m+1—2")t—|—(m—|—1)s)(x—y))ds)dt

:m2”22:;110/< 0/ a(G(x—Y))<é;?:;;+2n(+21;)_26>d0)dt

= 2’il Zl< /2 a(a(x—y))(élin;;—|—2n(+21;1)_26>dt>d0

Q2m+1)o
on+1
T
1 2=l m 2m—+1 G(2m+3)+2n G(Zm—1)+2"
= — o(o(x— 1— G) ( )dd
102z 0/ o y))< 2 S A
_ 1 2§1 /la(a(x— ))<1_2m+1G>+<G(2m—|—3)+2n+G(2m_1)+2n>d0
: 16’“=2”’10 ’ 2 (m+1)2 ) :

(Here x™ stands for the positive part of x.) Summarizing our computations, for 81(x,y),

we get
1

81(x.y) = [ a(o(x~y))0(0)do,
0
where

o 21 m m n m— n
®(0):=(1-0)(Bo+1)+ Y, > ( 2 HG)JF(G(;(JE)I;Z G(Zznn;)-l—Z)

n=1;;=2n-1

=(1-0)(3o+1)+ 2 (

<a(2m+3)+2l‘°gzm1+1 o(2m—1)+2“°gzm1+1>
2[log2m]+l(m_|_1)2 2[logy m]+1,,2 ’

2m+1 +
2[logy m]+1 )
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One can easily see that @ is a continuous function over [0, 1] with ®(7) > 1 for 0 <
< % and ®(1) = 0. Hence the error term 8/(x,y) obtained in (2.20) is not comparable
with that in (1.9).

In what follows, we examine the case, when X is a normed space and 7y ,(7) is a
linear combination of the products of the powers of 7, 1 —7, and of ||x—y||, i.e., for all
(x,y) € D* 1y, is of the form

M@= [ 1=yl dvipg) (w3 €D, 5
(0,02

where v is a o-finite Borel measure on [0,0[>. An important particular case is when
v is of the form 2{-;1 ci6(p,-.,q,-) , where cq,...,c;y >0, (PI;QI); ceey (pk,qk) S [0,00[2.

THEOREM 2.9. Let &/ be a sigma algebra containing the Borel subsets of [0,1]
and [ be a probability measure on the measure space ([0,1],.9/) such that the support
of W is not a singleton. Let vV be a © -finite Borel measure on [O,oo[2 such that, for all
s € {llx—yll| (x,y) € D>},

16 = [ ([ wu=tyrdu@y [ @ wyrau))sm e avip.g)

(0,002 [0,141] Jur, 1]

exists in [—oo,00|. Assume that f : D — R is a hemi- [l -integrable solution of the func-
tional inequality

AA=0x 1) S A=0fW +1£0)+ [ 0 =0flx=y|P-'av(p.g) (5 5,
0.2

for all (x,y) € D** and t € [0,1]. Then f also fulfils the Hermite~Hadamard type
inequality

A=t an) < [ S0 =05 )aut) +giesl)  (x0) €D,
o (2.23)

REMARK 2.10. In the above theorem, the hemi- i -integrability condition for f
can be relaxed if the measure v is finite with compact support contained in ]0,oo[?.
Then the function 1), defined by (2.21) is continuous on [x,y] and 1y, (0) =1, (1) =
0, hence (2.22) implies that 7 +— f((1 —#)x+1y) is upper bounded on [0, 1] and upper
semicontinuous at the endpoint of [0,1]. Thus f is hemi-upper bounded and upper
hemicontinuous on D, which yields its hemi- i -integrability.

Proof. We want to apply Theorem 2.5. Let (x,y) € D** be arbitrary. Let 7,y :
[0,1] — R defined by (2.21). Then, (2.22) is equivalent to (2.12). To deduce (2.23), by
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Theorem 2.5, we obtain that

1) = [ [ =) [ (B () 16 =) =) |17 v (p ) )du ")

Ju1, 10, ] [0,00]2

= [ ([ w=ryaue) [ @ -pyranen)ls-yirteavie.q)
(0,002 [0,141] 1]

= J(|lx—y]),

which proves the statement. [l

COROLLARY 2.11. Let v be a o -finite Borel measure on [0,[*, such that for
all s € {||x—yl|| : (x,y) € D>*}

sPTa—1
d
/ P gt P9

exists in [—oo,00|. Assume that f: D — R is a hemi-Lebesgue integrable solution of
the functional inequality

A =0x465) SA=0f @ +170) + [ (1=l =7* 7 av(poa), 54

[0,
where (x,y) € D* and t € [0,1]. Then, f also satisfies the Hermite—Hadamard type
inequality

[lx—yllP*a~!

(1- )d / av(p, ,y) € D¥).
[0/1] Pyt [ g e dvipa) - (o)) € DY)

x—|—y
f

(2.25)

Proof. Observe that (2.24) is equivalent to (2.12), where for all (x,y) € D**, Ny
[0,1] — R is defined by (2.21). We have S(u) = % and using Theorem 2.9, we obtain

that
1
2
/ / pdt/ %)thspﬂ_ldv(p,q)
0

[0,00[2

shta— 1 J
= v
/ gD P

which yields (2.25). U
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3. From approximate (@, ®) )-convexity to approximate upper
Hermite-Hadamard inequality

In the first part of this section we will investigate the implication between the
(mp, 1) -convexity type inequality and upper Hermite—-Hadamard inequality. Consider
the following assumptions.

(Bl) (T,4,u) is a measure space.
(B2) A:T xA°(I) — Ry is integrable (with respect to ) in its first variable.

(B3) M : T xA°(I) — R is measurable in its first variable and for all 7 € T', the map
(x,y) — M(t,x,y) is a two-variable mean on I. My : A°(I) — [ is a strict mean.

(B4) There exist an (@, ®;)-Chebyshev system on I such that @y is positive and
i €{0,1} (2.2) holds.

THEOREM 3.12.  Assume that (B1)—(B4) hold. Let f:I — R be alocally bounded
Borel measurable solution of the approximate (@, @) ) -convexity inequality (2.5), where
for all (x,y) € A°(I), Ny : [x,y] = R is a bounded and Borel measurable function.
Then f also satisfies the following approximate upper Hermite—Hadamard type in-
equality

Q(MO(x7y)vy) Q(vaO(x7y))

[ A e ) e) < T )+ g S ),
! 3.1)
with E : D** — R defined by
E(ry) = [ At y)en, (M(r,x.)du(0). 32)

T

Proof. Let (x,y) € A°(I) be arbitrary. Substituting in (2.5) u by M(z,x,y), we get
that

Q(M(t,x,y),y) Q(x, M(#,x,y))
Q(x,y) Q(x,y)

Multiplying this inequality by A(¢,x,y) and integrating with respectto 1 on 7', we get
that

[ M) F(M(0.x.3) )
T

fM(t,x,y)) < [+ fO)+eyM(t,x,y))  (€T).

%A(t,my)Q(M(hx,y%y)du(t) ;‘A(hx,y)ﬂ(x,M(hx,y))du(t)
< a0 flx)+ a0 1)
+ [ Al ) (M.x.)du).
T

(3.3)
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Applying (2.2), it follows that

[ A QM (1,x,9).3)du(r) = 2Mo(x.5).) 34y
T

and
/ Alt,x,9)Q(x, M(1,x,y))d (1) = Q(x, Mo (x, ). (3.5)

Substituting (3.4) and (3.5) to (3.3) we have (3.1). 0

REMARK 3.13. An immediate corollary of this theorem is the second inequality
of Theorem A. Assume that the assumptions of Theorem A hold. It is easy to see
that the conditions of Theorem 3.12 are also valid. For all (x,y) € A°(I) let Ny, U,
M(t,x,y), Myp(x,y) and A(z,x,y) be defined as in Remark 2.4. Then (2.2) holds. There-
fore, by (1.5) and using also Remark 2.4,

1 |y oop an(y) 1 |oo(Mo(x,y) ao(y) |  Q(Mo(x,y),y)
Cl (x7y) = 57 N - =
Q) | Lop ()| QY | (Mo(x,y) @i (y) Q(x,y)
Similarly, it can be seen, that ¢, (x,y) = W . Thus, by Theorem 3.12, we get the

second inequality in Theorem A.

THEOREM 3.14. Let D be a convex set of a linear space X. Let </ be a sigma
algebra containing the Borel subsets of [0,1] and [ be a probability measure on the
measure space ([0,1],47). Denote [y := [jo)tdu(t). Assume that f:D — R is
a hemi- L -integrable solution of the approximate convexity inequality (2.12), where,
for all (x,y) € D**, Ny :[0,1] — R is a bounded and Borel measurable function.
Then, for all (x,y) € D**, the function f also satisfies the approximate upper Hermite—
Hadamard inequality

[ A =0xtm)an® < (- p)f 0+ pfo)+ [ no@du@). g

[0,1] [0,1]

REMARK 3.15. In the above theorem, the regularity condition for f can be re-
laxed if the error function 7, , enjoys boundedness and continuity properties. For in-
stance, if 7, is upper bounded on [x,y] for some (x,y) € D**, then (2.5) implies that
f((1 —1)x+1y) is upper bounded for 7 € [0,1]. Similarly, if limsup, o, o7Nxy(f) =0
for some (x,y) € D**, then (2.5) implies that f((1 —¢)x+ty) is an upper semicontinu-
ous function of ¢ at zero from the right.

Proof. Let (x,y) € D** be fixed. Integrating (2.12) with respect to the variable ¢
and the measure u on [0,1] we get (3.6). O

REMARK 3.16. Assume that the conditions of Theorem C hold. To prove a sim-
ilar result as in Theorem C, we have to assume that also o : (D — D) — R is radially
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bounded and radially continuous at 0. By [14] and [9], we can get that f is approxi-
mately convex in the following sense

oo

1 n
F((A=t)x+ty) < (1=1) f(x)+2 )+ Y, Z—Ha(ZdZ(z 1)(x—=y)) (x,ye€D,t€]0,1]).
n=0
Let Nyy(t) := X 5 (2dz(2"t)(x —y)) for t € [0,1] and x,y € D. Let & be the
class of Lebesgue measurable subsets of [0,1] and let the measure y be defined by
du(t) = p(t)dr. Then u; = fol tp(t)dt = A. Thus applying Theorem 3.14 and the
Fubini’s theorem, we get (1.10), which completes the proof of Theorem C.

In what follows, we examine the case, when X is a normed space and 7y ,(7) is a
linear combination of the products of the powers of 7, 1 —7, and of ||x—y||, i.e., for all
(x,y) € D* 1y, is of the form

Mo(t)i= [ PU=tilx—ylavipgr) () €D, 5o

0.3

where v is a o -finite Borel measure on [0,0[>. An important particular case is when
v is of the form Z{-;l Cia(phq’.’,i) , where cy,...,cr >0 and (p176]17}"1)7 ceey (pkaqlm }"k) S
[0,

COROLLARY 3.17.  Let u be a Borel probability measure on [0,1], denote i) :=
Jjo.1tdu(t). Let v be a o -finite Borel measure on [0,00[> such that, for all s € {|jx—
W Gey) € D3,

| [ ra-oanmavie.q.n

[0,60[3 [0,1]
exists in [—oo,00|. Assume that f : D — R is and hemi- [ -integrable solution of the
functional inequality

A1=0x+0) < A=0f@+1f0)+ [ 0 =0lx=3avipar) (g

(0,023

forall (x,y) € D* and t € [0,1]. Then f also fulfills the following approximate upper
Hermite—Hadamard inequality,

[ F(=0x+t)an)

0.1]
(3.9)

<U—m)f@+mfO)+ [ [ 70=x=yl du@dvp.q.r)

0.0} [0.1]

Proof. We apply Theorem 3.14. For all x,y € D>, let 1, : [0,1] — R defined by
(3.7). Then it is easy to see that (3.8) is equivalent to (2.12). Hence, by Theorem 3.14
we get (3.9). U
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Denote by B the so-called beta-function, defined by
1
B(p1.p2) :/tl’"l(l —0rlar (prpa > 0).
0

COROLLARY 3.18. Let v be a o -finite Borel measure on [0,%[* such that, for
all s € {Jx—9|| (x.) € D},

/ B(p+1,q+1)s'dv(p,q,r)
(0,023

exists in [—oo,00|. Assume that f:D — R is a hemi-Lebesgue integrable solution of
the functional inequality

F((I=t)x+1y) < (1 =1)f(x) +2f () + / (1 =1)x—yll"dv(p,q,r)
(0,023

forall (x,y) € D** and t € [0,1]. Then f also fulfills the approximate upper Hermite—
Hadamard inequality

f<x+y> < J)+f0

5 5 )+/B(p+1’q+1)Hx—y||’dV(p,q,r) ((x,y) € D™).

[0,
(3.10)

Proof. We apply Corollary 3.17 when u is the Lebesgue measure. Then, for all
(x,y) € D>,

Ewy) = [ [ o0-0flx=ylau0avip.a.r)
[O"X’P [071]

= [ B+ La+ D=yl av(p.a.n).
(0,22

Thus, the result directly follows from Corollary 3.17. [J
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