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ON STRONG DELTA-CONVEXITY AND HERMITE-HADAMARD TYPE
INEQUALITIES FOR DELTA-CONVEX FUNCTIONS OF HIGHER ORDER
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Abstract. In our previous paper [15], using s-convex stochastic ordering [4], we investigate
Hermite-Hadamard-Fejér type inequalities in the case of higher order convex functions. In the
present paper, our aim is to extend this investigation from convex to delta-convex functions of
higher order [8]. We offer some useful tools for obtaining and proving of various forms of
the Hermite-Hadamard-Fejér type inequalities for delta-convex functions of higher order, that
generalizes results of Dragomir et al. [5]. These results are applied to derive some inequalities
between quadrature operators. We define also and study strong delta-convexity of n-th order
that generalizes strong n-convexity studied in [14] and [9].

1. Introduction

Delta-convex functions of n-th order are extensions of delta-convex functions,
which are functions representable as a difference of two convex functions (see [17]).
The notion of a delta-convex function of n-th order is a particular case of the notion
of a delta-convex mapping of n-th order between two normed linear spaces. The latter
were introduced in R. Ger (1994) [8] as an extension of delta-convex mappings (see
[19]). Delta-convex functions of n-th order are functions that are representable as a
difference of two n-convex functions (see [8]).

In the following, let n be a fixed positive integer. Let / C R be an open interval.
It is well known that continuous solutions f: I — R of the functional inequality

A F(x) >0, (1.1)

where x € I, h >0, x+ (n+1)h € I, and A}™! stands for the (n+ 1)-th iterate of
the difference operator A, f(x) = f(x+h) — f(x), are just C"~! — functions whose
derivatives f("’l)(x) are convex (see e.g. M. Kuczma [ 1, Chapter XV]). Therefore,
the continuous solutions of (1.1) are used to be called n-convex functions.

If f is n-convex, then the right derivative of n-th order fl(e") (x) exist forall x € 1.

Henceforth we drop the subscript R, and £ (x) will be used to denote fz(en) (x).
Mathematics subject classification (2010): 26A51, 39B62.

Keywords and phrases: higher-order convexity, delta-convexity of higher order, control function,
strong convexity, Hermite-Hadamard-Fejér type inequality.
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PROPOSITION 1.1. A function f: I — R is n-convex if and only if ") is non-
decreasing.

PROPOSITION 1.2. Let f: I — R be a function of the class C"*' in I. Then f
is n-convex if and only if f"V(x) >0 forall x € 1.

Let IT, be the family of all polynomials of degree at most n. Recall that, for
x € R, we have x; = max{x,0} and x = (x;)". The integral representation of n-
convex functions given in [14] (p.740, Theorem 2.10) can be written in the following
form.

PROPOSITION 1.3. ([14]) Let f: (a,b) — R be a function and let & € (a,b).
Then f is n-convex if and only if f has the representation
(x—u)t

+
! Ep n W) (du) + Qg (x), (1.2)

o= [ ot g

where L, is a Borel measure on % ((a,b)) such that U, ((c,d)) <o forall a <c <
d<b, and Qé € I1,,. Moreover, we have that

Uiy (du) = df ") (u). (1.3)

The measure Wy is unique, i.e. if &, & € (a,b) and two triplets (&1, W) 1,0Q¢,) and
(&2, M(n) 2, Q¢,) correspond to f in the representation (1.2), then W) 1 = Uy 2-

PROPOSITION 1.4. Let fi and f> be two n-convex functions with the triplets
(&1, M(n),1,Q¢,) and (82, W) 2,Q¢, ), respectively, in the representation (1.2). Then
Si— €y ifand only if Wiy 1 = K 2-

DEFINITION 1.1. We will call the measure U ,), which we have introduced in
Proposition 1.3, the n-spectral measure of the n-convex function f.

REMARK 1.1. ([14]) Note that, by (1.3), f)(x) is a distribution function cor-
responding to the n-spectral measure [i(,) . Furthermore, the measure f,) can be
regarded as the measure of n-th order convexity of the function f. Moreover, if f is
of the class C"*! in (a,b) then

Uiy (du) = FD (w)du. (1.4)
Conversely, if ) is of the form (1.4), then f is of the class C"*!in (a,b).

DEFINITION 1.2. ([8]) A function f: (a,b) — R is called delta-convex of n-th
order, if there exists an n-convex function g such that, for all x,y € (a,b),

A f(x)

n+1

<A g(x). (1.5)

n+1

X<y=




DELTA-CONVEXITY AND HERMITE-HADAMARD TYPE INEQUALITIES 269

PROPOSITION 1.5. ([8]) A function f: (a,b) — R is delta-convex of n-th order
if and only if f is a difference of two n-convex functions on (a,b).

PROPOSITION 1.6. ([8]) Every C"*!-function f: (a,b) — R is delta-convex of
n-th order.

DEFINITION 1.3. Every function g satisfying (1.5) is called a control function
for f, or we say that the function f is a delta-convex function of n-th order with
the control function g, as well as we say that f is g-convex dominated of n-th order
(briefly delta-convex or g-convex dominated when n = 1).

It is not difficult to prove the following lemma (see [8]).

LEMMA 1.1. Let g: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function and let f: (a,b) — R
be a function. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(a) f is delta-convex of n-th order with the control function g,
(b) the functions g — f and g+ f are n-convex on (a,b),

(c) there exist two n-convex functions @y, @,: (a,b) — R such that

f=01—@ and g= ¢+ ¢

The following integral representation of a delta-convex function f (in the case of
f'(x) of bounded variation) can be found in [17].

PROPOSITION 1.7. ([17]) A function f: [a,b] — R is delta-convex having the
decomposition f = @ — @y, where @1, @ : [a,b] — R are both convex and have finite
endpoint derivatives, if and only if f(x) = f(a)+ [ r(u)du, for some r: [a,b] — R of
bounded variation.

In this paper we give an analogous integral representation for n-th order delta-
convex functions f, in general case, without any additional assumptions on f' () (x)
(see Section 2). Our characterization is constructive. We give explicit formulas for
an n-spectral signed measure corresponding to f in this representation. This integral
representation will be applied to obtain a characterization of control functions corre-
sponding to f, to define some canonical decomposition of f, and to show the existence
and to study properties of a minimal control function for f (which generalizes results
of Hartman [10] for convex functions). We find the minimum and maximum of two
control functions corresponding to f (in the sense defined in the paper). We give also
a simpler proof of Ger’s theorem [8] (see Proposition 1.6) on delta-convexity of higher
orders of functions of the class C"*!. The strength of the representation developed
in Section 2 is exploited in the rest of the paper. It is used to further study of n-th
order delta-convexity, to define and study relative delta-convexity relation and strong
delta-convexity of higher order, among others.
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In Section 3 we define the relative delta-convexity relation of n-th order (the n-
delta-convexity relation), which is a generalization of the n-convexity relation intro-
duced in [14]). This relation induces a partial ordering on some equivalence classes
of delta-convex functions of n-th order. We give a characterization of the n-delta-
convexity relation in terms of minimal control functions, in terms of n-spectral signed
measures, as well as in terms of derivatives of (n+ 1)-th order (which exist almost
everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue measure). We define and study the notion of
strong delta-convexity of n-th order that generalizes strong n-convexity studied in [14]
and [9]. We give a characterization of strong delta-convexity of n-th order in general
case, without any additional assumptions of differentiability of functions (which extend
results in [14] concerning strong n-convexity).

In Section 4 we study Hermite-Hadamard-Fejér type inequalities concerning delta-
convex functions of n-th order. We give a probabilistic characterization of 1-delta-
convexity (i.e. usual delta-convexity), which is a generalization of the well known
Jensen inequality concerning convex functions. Using this probabilistic characteriza-
tion we obtain some Jensen-type inequalities for delta-convex functions. We give also
an extension of very useful criterion for the verification of the s-convex order, which
is given by Denuit, Lefevre and Shaked in [4], from convex to delta-convex functions
of higher order. Our theorem provides a useful tool for obtaining and proving of var-
ious forms of the Hermite-Hadamard-Fejér type inequalities concerning delta-convex
functions of higher order. Then, considering some particular cases of random vari-
ables occurring in our criterion, we obtain a generalization of the well known results
of Dragomir, Pearce and Pecari¢ [5] concerning delta-convex functions, and results ob-
tained in [15] for convex functions of higher order.

Finally, in Section 5, our results are applied to obtain some inequalities between
quadrature operators for delta-convex functions of n-th order.

2. Integral representation

In the following theorem we give an integral representation of a delta-convex func-
tion f of n-th order. This representation is a generalization and extension of Proposi-
tion 1.7 to the higher order convex functions.

THEOREM 2.1. Let f: (a,b) — R be a function and let & € (a,b). Then f is
delta-convex of n-th order if and only if f has the representation

M%) (du) + Q¢ (x), (2.1)

n

[—(—u)]}

)= [ (1 (du) +
(@) n! =) Ep) n!

where T, is a signed measure on % ((a,b)) such that —e < 7(,)((c,d)) < e for
all a <c¢ <d <b, and Q¢ €11,. Moreover, the measure T, is unique, i.e. if &,
& € (a,b) and two triplets (&1, ()1, 0¢,) and (&, T(y) 2,Q¢,) correspond to f in the
representation (2.1), then T(y)1 = T- If f = @1 — @2, where @1, ¢2: (a,b) — R
are both n-convex, then T,y = Uiy — Hpy2s Ky (du) = d(pl(")(u) and ), (du) =

ey (u).
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Proof. <. Let f be of the form (2.1) with a signed measure 7, and a polynomial
Q¢ € II,,. Taking any measures [, and [ ,) such that

T(n) = .u(n)l - .u(n)2a

we obtain that f can be written in the form f = ¢; — ¢,, where

x—ul! (x —w)t

o) = [ R [ E e + g0,
I (s u:
o) = [ GO )+ [ F ()

By Proposition 1.3, ¢; and ¢, are both n-convex, consequently f is delta-convex of
n-th order.

=. Let f be delta-convex of n-th order. Then f = ¢; — ¢,, where ¢, ¢,: (a,b) —

R are both n-convex. By Proposition 1.3, the functions ¢;, are of the form (1.2) with
Oy Wipyi(du) = dqoi(")(u) and Qg ;, in place of f, p(, and O, respectively, i = 1,2.
Consequently, taking 7(,) = H(,)1 — H(n)2 and Q¢ = Q¢ | — Q¢ o, we obtain that f is of
the form (2.1) with the signed measure 7(,) and Q¢ € I1,,, which was to be proved.

The uniqueness of the measure 7, in the representation (2.1) follows from the
uniqueness of the n-spectral measure in the representation (1.2) of an n-convex func-
tion. Let &, & € (a,b). Let the function f be delta-convex of n-th order. Then
f = o1 — ¢, where @,¢: (a,b) — R are both n-convex. Let (&1, 1,0¢ 1)
(&2, M(n),1,Qe, 1) and (&1, Uiny 2506, 2)» (&2, l(n) 2, D¢, 2) » be two triplets correspond-
ing to @; and ¢,, respectively, in the representation (1.2). Then we obtain that to f
there correspond two triplets in the representation (2.1): (&1,7(,),1,Q¢, ) (&2, )2, Q)
where 7,1 = T2 = Kyt — Hn)2> Qg = Q&1 — Q¢ 2> Qg, = Og, 1 — Q¢, 2~ Thus
the uniqueness of the measure 7, in the representation (2.1) is proved. [

DEFINITION 2.1. We will call 7(,) the n-spectral signed measure of a delta con-
vex function f of n-th order.

REMARK 2.1. Note that, by Remark 1.1, if the delta-convex function f of n-th
order is of the class C"*! in (a,b), and T(y) is the signed measure that appears in
Theorem 2.1, then

Ty (due) = ) (u)du.

In the following lemma we show that the set of n-convex functions of the class
C"*in (a,b) is dense in the set of n-convex functions in (a,b).

LEMMA 2.1. Let f: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function. Then there exist a se-
quence {fi} of n-convex functions of the class C"*' in (a,b), such that limy_... fy(x) =

f(x) (x€(a,b)).

Proof. Let € € (a,b). Let f: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function with the triplet
(&, 1(n),Q¢) in the representation (1.2). Let {ay}, {bn} be two sequences of real
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numbers such that a < ay < by <b (N€ N), ay | a and by T b as N — . It
suffices to prove the lemma for the function f(y): (a,b) — R with the spectral measure
H(n),(N) = H(n) lay concentrated on the set Ay = (a+ay,b—by) (N € N), and then
letting N — oo we conclude the lemma for the function f with the spectral measure
My - Similarly, it suffices to consider the case when both a,b € R . Note that all the
measures LU, vy (N € N) are finite.

Fix N € N. Let { ,LL(,,)’(N)J(} be the sequence of measures absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure such that they all are concentrated on the set Ay,

Hin), (V) (AN) = Hiny, vy (An) (k€ N) and liy vy x = By, vy @8 kK — o0 (K vk

converges weakly to 7u(n)7(N) as k — o). Let fy)x: (a,b) — R be the n-convex func-

tions given by (1.2) with the triplet (é,,u(,,)’(N)’k,Qg) in the representation (1.2). By
Remark 1.1, the functions fiy)x (k € N) are of the class C"!in (a,b). Note that

both the functions f (1) = (—1)"*1%;1(")(5114) and fo,(u) = (x_n—'f)i are real
functions which are bounded and continuous. Then by the theorem on weak conver-
gence of probability measures (the theorem is applied to the measures [, (v)x and
H(n),(n) after norming), we obtain that limy ... fiy) x(x) = fiy) (x) (x € (a,b)) (see [2]).
This completes the proof of the lemma for the function f(y) with the n-spectral mea-
sure U, (v)- The lemma is proved. [

As a corollary we obtain that the set of delta-convex functions of n-th order of the
class C"*! in (a,b) is dense in the set of delta-convex functions of n-th orderin (a,b).

COROLLARY 2.1. Let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of n-th order.
Then there exist a sequence { fi} of delta-convex functions of n-th order of the class

C"Vin (a,b), such that limy_... fi(x) = f(x) (x € (a,b)).

Proof. Let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of n-th order. Then f =
©1 — @2, where @1, 0,: (a,b) — R are both n-convex. From Lemma 2.1 there exist
two sequences { @1}, { @2} of delta-convex functions of n-th order of the class C"*!
in (a,b), such that limg_... @) x(x) = @1(x) (x € (a,b)) and limg_.c. P2 x(x) = @2(x)
(x € (a,b)). Then it suffices to take fr = @11 — @24 (k€ N). This completes the
proof of the corollary. [

It is worth noting, that in Hartman (1959) [10] one can find a discussion on mini-
mal control functions for delta-convex functions. We will extend Hartman’s findings to
delta-convexity of higher orders.

Note, that if f: (a,b) — R is a delta-convex function of n-th order of the form
f = @1 — ¢, with the control function g = @; + @, where @1, @, are both n-convex,
then for any n-convex function ¢, the function f can be trivially written as f = (¢; +
¢) — (@24 @) with the control function gy = @ + @2+ 2¢. Since ¢ is n-convex, by
(1.1), A7 @(x) > 0 (x € (a,b)). Consequently, we have

A f(x)

n+1

<A g(x) <Al gy (x)
n+l n+l

for all x,y € (a,b) such that x < y.
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This observation suggests the following question: given a delta-convex function
f of n-th order, does there exist a control function g for f such that the difference

operator A';Txl g(x) is minimal? We give an affirmative answer to this question.

n+1

DEFINITION 2.2. Let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of n-th order.
Let f be of the form f = ¢ — @5, where ¢|, ¢; are both n-convex functions. We say
that ¢ and ¢, are minimal n-convex functions in the representation of the function
f as a difference of two n-convex functions (shortly minimal n-convex functions), if
for any other two n-convex functions ¢; and ¢, such that f = ¢; — ¢, we have that
@1 — ¢ and ¢, — @5 are both n-convex.

We say that g*: (a,b) — R is a minimal control function for f,if

AT f ()

n+1

<A g (x),

n+l

and for any function g: (a,b) — R, which is a control function for f, we have

ALlg*(x) < At g(x) (2.2)

n+1 n+1

for all x,y € (a,b) such that x < y.

THEOREM 2.2. Let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of n-th order and
let g* be a minimal control function corresponding to f. Then for any other control
Sfunction g corresponding to f, the function g — g* is n-convex.

Proof. From (2.2) we obtain

for all x,y € (a,b) such that x <y, which, by (1.1), yields that the function g — g* is
n-convex. The theorem is proved. [J

THEOREM 2.3. Let a< & < b andlet f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function
of n-th order with a signed measure 7,y and a polynomial Q¢ € Il in the representa-
tion (2.1). Let @}, @5 be the n-convex functions given by the formulas (2.6) and (2.7),
respectively. Then f can be written in the form

f=0i —0;. (2.3)

Moreover, ¢f and @5 are minimal n-convex functions and the function g* given by the
formula

=0 +¢

is a minimal control function corresponding to f.
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Proof. Let a < & < b and let f: (a,b) — R be delta-convex of n-th order with
a signed measure 7, and a polynomial Q¢ € I1, in the representation (2.1). Consider
the Hahn-Jordan decomposition of the signed measure 7,

Ty = Ty~ Ty (2.4)
where T(+n ) and ‘L'(; ) are (non-negative) measures on % ((a,b)) (see [2]), which are

concentrated on two disjoint sets P, N € % ((a,b)) (PUN = (a,b)), respectively,
such that
’L'(—;)ZT(,,) lp and —T(;)ZT(,,) v -
The decomposition (2.4) is called the canonical decomposition of 7(,,. The measure
var (7)) = ’L'('; )T, is called the variation of (). Then, for any measures vi,v; on
% ((a,b))
Ty =Vi—V2= (Vi > T(fl) and v, > 1:(;)). (2.5)

By (2.1) and (2.4), f can be written as f = @] — ¢;, with the control function g* =
@1 + ¢35, where

* p -t (x ),
oit) = [ (TR 0 + [ SR )+ 05, 26)

(x—u))

Ep) nl

P2 (x) = /(aé)(—l)"“%% (du) + T (du). 2.7)

Let f be of the form f = ¢; — ¢, with the control function g = ¢; + ¢,, where
@1, @2 are two n-convex functions with the measures U1, l(,)> and the polynomials
Q¢ 1, Q¢ », respectively, in the representation (1.2). Then 7,y = U(,)1 — H(n)2 and Q¢ =
Q¢ 1 — Q¢ 2. Taking into account (2.4) and (2.5), we obtain that there exists a measure
v on Z((a,b)) such that ), = (+n) +v and f, = 7, + V. Then we have that

OL=0] +0+0:1—0: ¢2=0;+9+ Q¢ 5, (2.8)

=01+ =0 +¢;+20=g¢"+20, (2.9)

where ¢ is the n-convex function of the form (1.2) with v in place of 1, and Q¢ =0.
Taking into account that g* is the control function for f and that ¢ is n-convex, by
(2.9), we obtain

An+1f(x)

y—x

n+1

<A g (x) <AV g(v)

n+l n+l
for all x,y € (a,b) such that x < y. This implies that g* is a minimal control function
for f. Moreover, by (2.8), we obtain that ¢ and ¢; are minimal n-convex functions.
The theorem is proved. [

DEFINITION 2.3. We will say that the decomposition (2.3) is the canonical de-
composition of a delta-convex function f of n-th order.
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In the next three theorems we give a characterization of control functions and
minimal control functions.

THEOREM 2.4. Let g: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function with the measure
H(n) in the representation (1.2), and let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of
n-th order with a signed measure 7, in the representation (2.1). Then the following
statements are equivalent:

a) f is controlled by g,
b) Uy — T(n) 2 0 and pip) + Ty 2 0,
C) ’T(n)’ < .u(n)y

d) ’f(”“)(x)‘ < g™ (x) (x € (a,b)) when f and g are both of the class C"*' in
(a,b).

Proof. Let £ € (a,b). Let f and g have the representations (1.2) and (2.1) with
the triplets (&, 7(,),Q¢) and (&, Uy, Pz ), respectively. By Lemma 1.1, f is controlled
by g if and only if g — f and g+ f are n-convex. Note that g — f and g+ f have the
representation (2.1) with the triplets (&, l(,) — T(n), Pz — Q¢) and (&, L) + Ty, Pe +
Q;;), respectively. Thus ¢ — f and g+ f are n-convex if and only if p(,) — 7(,) = 0
and ;) + T(,) = 0. This proves that the statement a) is equivalent to b). The statement
b) is equivalent to c) obviously. The equivalence of c) and d) follows immediately from
Remarks 1.1 and 2.1. This completes the proof. [

THEOREM 2.5. Let g: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function with the n-spectral
measure [l in the representation (1.2), and let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex
Junction of n-th order with the n-spectral signed measure T, in the representation
(2.1). Then the following statements are equivalent:

a) g is a minimal control function for f,
b) var (t() = H).

c) ’f(”ﬂ)(x)‘ =g"V(x) (x € (a,b)) when f and g are both of the class C*" in
(a,b).
d) g =g" up to a polynomial of degree at most n, where g* is the minimal control
function which we have introduced in Theorem 2.3.
Proof. To prove that a) implies d), assume that g is a minimal control function for
f. Since g and g* are the control functions for f, and g* is minimal, we have
AHg () < AYg(w),
1 n+1
and taking into account that g is minimal we obtain

Ag(x) <AV g (x),

n+1 n+1
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which implies
Al g(x) = At g(x) (2.10)

n+1 n+1

for all x,y € (a,b) such that x < y. The equality (2.10) means that g = ¢* up to a
polynomial of degree at most n. This proves that the statement a) implies d). Similarly
can be proved that d) implies a).

Since var (T(,,)) is the n-spectral measure corresponding to g*, from Proposition
1.4 we obtain the equivalence of b) and d). The equivalence of b) and c) follows imme-
diately from Remarks 1.1 and 2.1. This completes the proof. [

COROLLARY 2.2. Any two minimal control functions corresponding to a delta-
convex function f: (a,b) — R of n-th order, differ by a polynomial of degree at most
n.

THEOREM 2.6. Let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of n-th order and
let g be a minimal control function. Then

’ f(”H)(x)‘ —¢" D) forxe(a,b) Aae. @.11)
(i.e. almost everywhere with respect to the Lebesgue measure A ).

Proof. Let a < & < b and let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of n-th
order with a signed measure 7, and a polynomial Q¢ € I, in the representation (2.1).
Then, by Theorem 2.3, f can be written in the form

f=0f 03, (2.12)

with the minimal control function g* given by the formula
g =0i+¢, (2.13)

where ¢} and @5 are given by the formulas

* o =) (x—u)!
o1 (x) = /<a,¢>(‘” ST @+ [ S @0+ 05, 214

* n [_(x_u)}n — (x_u)n —
93 (x) = /<a,¢>(‘” ST T+ [ S ), (2.15)

the signed measure 7, has the Hahn-Jordan decomposition 7(,) = T(+n ) ’L'(; ) with

measures ’L'(J; ) and T, On 2% ((a,b))), which are concentrated on two disjoint sets

P, N € %((a,b)) (PUN = (a,b)), respectively, such that T&) =Ty lr. -7

T(n) [v - Note that the measures ’L'(J; ) and ’L'(; ) can be written in the form where 7
+ + + - -

T(n)cont + T(n) + T(n)pp and T(n) - T(n)cont + T(n)

are absolutely continuous (with respect to the Lebesgue measure) , T T
(n)sing> “(n)sing

=

)

)
- +
+ T(n)pp’ where T(n)cont ’ T(n)cont

are

=+

sing sing
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singular continuous and ’L'( \op? ’L'(; \op are discrete. Let P, C P, Ny C N are the Borel
+ —
sets of the Lebesgue measure zero such that Un)sing + ’L'( \op and Un)sing + ’L'( \pp 2T€

concentrated on P and Np, respectively. Then ¢ and ¢; can be written in the form
L =P+ Ol P =Pt Py, (2.16)

cont

where ¢}, and ¢/, are of the form (2.14) with 1:(+n Jeons @0 1:(+ )

n)sing

T& ) respectively, and with Q¢ (x) = 0 in the case of ¢y, and similarly, ¢5. and @3, are
of the form (2.15) with T( o , and ”L’( )

n)sing

+ .
+ Ty pp 10 place of

+ ‘L'(* \op in place of ‘L'( ) , respectively. Then

*nt) ( )d dx) and

of. and @5, are of the class C”Jrl and by Remark 1.1 (p1

+1
(P2c(n )( )dx = T(n)cam
distribution functions of the measures ‘L'(+n )

X= Tn cont(

(dx). By Remark 1.1, (pl_f )( ) and (p2 ( ) can be regarded as

4+t and T, . 47T,  respectively.
) sing * “(n)pp (n)sing * “(n)pp> ="

Since these measures are concentrated on the sets P; and N, respectively, without loss
("H)( ) =

A

of generality we may conclude that ¢, ("H)( ) =0 for x € (a,b)\ P, and ¢,
0 for x € (a,b) \ N;. Taking into account (2.16), we obtain that

or" () = or" V(x)  forxeP\P,

0" ) =" Vw)  forxeN\N,
Since the sets P and N are disjoint, by (2.12) and (2.13), we obtain that
£ ) =0 " @) e m () — 0" ), (),
g (@) = 0"V @) xpp () + 0"

consequently we have

D), (),

A0 = g 00 = o ey (0 + 03 (@0 )
where yp(x) =1 if x € B and yp(x) =0 if x ¢ B (B C R). This implies that

)f(n+1)(x)) =g (%) forxe(a,b) Aae. (2.17)

From Theorem 2.5, for any other minimal control function g we have that g = g* up to
a polynomial of degree at most n, thus (2.17) yields (2.11). The theorem is proved. [

Now we are going to give a new proof of Proposition 1.6.

Proof. Let f: (a,b) — R be a C"*!- function. Put h(x) = f"*(x). Then,
taking F to be a delta-convex function of order n that has the form (2.1) with some
& € (a,b), Q¢ €, and T, (du) = h(u)du, by Remark 2.1 we have F"*1)(x) = h(x)
(x € (a,b)). Since also f 1) (x) = h(x) (x € (a,b)), we obtain f = F + p,, where
pn € I1,,. Consequently f is delta-convex of n-th order, which was to be proved. [
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3. Relative delta-convexity of n-th order. Strong delta-convexity of r-th order.
First recall the definition of the relative n-convexity relation (see [14]).

DEFINITION 3.1. ([14]) Let &: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function. We say that
afunction f: (a,b) — R is n-convex with respect to h if f—h is n-convex, and denote
itby f =, h.

PROPOSITION 3.1. ([14]) Let f,h: (a,b) — R be n-convex functions with n-
spectral measures I,y and V(,), respectively. Then [ is n-convex with respect to h if
and only if

Hn) 2 Vn)-

DEFINITION 3.2. Let f: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function with the n-spectral
measure [, . The measure ;,LZ; ) = M) is called the measure of n-th order convexity
of f (or shortly the n-convexity measure).

PROPOSITION 3.2. ([14]) Let f,h: (a,b) — R be n-convex functions with the
n-convexity measures ,LL‘(’; ) and Il(h,,): respectively. Then the following conditions are
equivalent:

a) fzah,

b) wly > ul,

o) fUD(x) = k"D (x) (x € (a,b)) when f and h are both of the class C"t' in
(a,b).
COROLLARY 3.1. Let f,h: (a,b) — R be n-convex functions. Then if f >, h
then fU+D(x) > h"*+ D (x) for x € (a,b) A a.e.

DEFINITION 3.3. We shall say that functions f,g: (a,b) — R are of modulo 11,,,
or that they are members of the same modulo 11, class, if they differ by a polynomial
QeTl, (see[l4]).

The relation modulo IT,, is an equivalence relation and hence it defines equivalence
classes. For n-convex functions f and g: (a,b) — R that are members of the same
modulo T1,, class we therefore have that f)(x) and g (x) differ by a constant.

PROPOSITION 3.3. ([14])
f =g (modTl,) ifandonlyif “(Cz) = ,u(gn).

PROPOSITION 3.4. ([14]) The relative n-convexity relation induces a partial or-
dering on modulo T1,, equivalence classes of n-convex functions.

Now we are going to define the relative delta-convexity relation of higher order.
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DEFINITION 3.4. Let f,h: (a,b) — R be delta-convex functions of n-th order
with the minimal control functions g;‘c and g, respectively. We say that a function
f: (a,b) — R is delta-convex of n-th order with respect to h (shortly n-delta-convex
with respect to h), if

A g7 (x) > Mg (v)

for all x,y € (a,b) such that x <y, and denote it by f =, h

DEFINITION 3.5. We shall say that functions f,h: (a,b) — R which are delta-
convex functions of n-th order (with the minimal control functions g and gj , respec-
tively) are of modulo My, , or that they are members of the same modulo M., class,
if

Ntlgh(x) = A”*ig?;( )
wrT

for all x,y € (a,b) such that x < y, and denote it by f = h(modM,).
The relation modulo My, is an equivalence relation and hence it defines equiva-

lence classes. By Proposition 3.4, it is not difficult to prove that this relation induces a
partial ordering (we omit the proof).

THEOREM 3.1. The relative n-delta-convexity relation induces a partial ordering
on modulo My, equivalence classes of delta-convex functions of n-th order.

DEFINITION 3.6. Let f: (a,b) — R be a delta -convex function of n-th order
with the n-spectral signed measure 7(,). We will call the measure var (T(n)) a mea-
sure of delta-convexity of n-th order of the function f (or shortly an n-delta-convexity
measure).

THEOREM 3.2. Let f,h: (a,b) — R be delta-convex functions of n-th order with

the n-delta-convexity measures var (T(’; )> and var <T(h )> , the minimal control func-

tions g* ¥ and gj,, the n-convexity measures [.1( ) and [,L( corresponding to the minimal
control functions g’ iz g respectively. Then the followmg statements are equivalent:

a) ftdcnh

b) A +x1g;‘c( ) = AV xgh( x), for all x,y € (a,b) such that x <y,

n+1 n+1

f h
c) var (T(n)> > var (T(n)> s
d) )f(”“)(x)‘ > ‘h("H)(x)) (x € (a,b)) when f and h are both of the class C"™' in
(a,b),

e) & Zn &

*

8
D B = M)
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2) g;("ﬂ)(x) > g;(nﬂ)(x) (x € (a,b)) when f and h are both of the class C"*! in
(a,b).
Proof. The equivalence of a) and b) this is just definition. Note that the condition

b) means the n-convexity of g} — g5, and by the definition of the relative relation >,
this is equivalent to the condition e). From Proposition 3.2 it follows the equivalence

of e), f) and g). By Theorem 2.5, we have that var (T(j;)> = ué’}f) and var (T(hn)> =

;,Lé’;f), consequently the condition f) is equivalent to ¢). By Remark 2.1, we obtain the

equivalence of ¢) and d). The theorem is proved. [J

THEOREM 3.3. Let f,h: (a,b) — R be delta-convex functions of n-th order with
the minimal control functions g;‘c and g;. Then

a) there exists an n-convex function gmac, which is a control function for f and h,
such that

&max Zn 8;7 &max ~n g}kn

and for every n-convex function k

(k ~n gjf and k =, g;) =k, 8max;

b) there exists an n-convex function g, such that
* *
gf tn 8min; gh in 8min»
and for every n-convex function k

(gjf =n k and g;(, = k) = &min Zn k,

c) if g;‘c >=n &, and g;‘c # g, (modTl,), then there exists an n-convex function w such
that gy # w(mod I1,), g # w(modIl,) and

8FZn W =n g
Proof. Let “:r{) and ,u(grf) be the n-convexity measures corresponding to the mini-
mal control functions g;@, g7 respectively. Consider the Radon-Nikodym derivatives

*
h

o =dp) fd(u;) +uh), 3.1)
B = dugh)/d(ug) +ugh). (32)

It is not difficult to see that it suffices to take the functions g, and g, of the form
(1.2) with the measures

ug = max(e, B) () + HEh). (33)



DELTA-CONVEXITY AND HERMITE-HADAMARD TYPE INEQUALITIES 281

uiy' = min(o, B) (kg +uf’3) (3.4)

to prove parts a) and b). To prove ¢) assume g% =, g, and g # g7 (mod IT,). Then
g7 —gy, is n-convexand g} —gj, # 0(mod IT,). Thus it suffices to take w = gj + %(g’} —
&) The theorem is proved. O

THEOREM 3.4. Let f,h: (a,b) — R be delta-convex functions of n-th order.
Then

a) there exists a delta-convex function fuax of n-th order such that

fmax tdcn fa fmax tdCVl h’

and for every delta-convex function k of n-th order

(k Zden f and k =gy, h) =k =den fmwm

b) there exists a delta-convex function fyin of n-th order such that

f tdcn ﬁm’n» h tdcn f;m'n»

and for every delta-convex function k of n-th order

(f idcn kand h tdcn k) = fmin tdcn ka

¢) if [ =g h and f # h(mod My.,), then there exists a delta-convex function u of
n-th order such that f # u(mod My.,), g # u(mod My.,) and

f Zaentt =aen h.

Proof. Let f,h: (a,b) — R be delta-convex functions of n-th order with the n-
f

spectral signed measures T) and T{’n) in the representation (2.1), respectively, and with

n

the n-convexity measures ,u(n') and u(g:) corresponding to their minimal control func-
tions g} and gj, respectively. By Theorems 3.2 and 3.3, it suffices to take the functions

Sfmaxs fmin and u of the form (2.1) with any signed measures ’L"(’;“;“", ’L"(]; “;‘“ and ‘L'E‘n)
Smax\ __, max Smin\ _ ,,min u _ 1 8 g;
such that var (T( ) ) = Uiy var (T(n) ) = My and var (T(n)> =3 (“(n) +,u(n)>,
respectively, where [.1(’:'5”‘ and ;,Lz’:l")" are the measures given by (3.3) and (3.4), which we
have introduced in the proof of Theorem 3.3. The theorem is proved. [
We recall the definition of strong convexity of higher order (see [14], [9]).
DEFINITION 3.7. ([14]) Let n be a fixed positive integer and ¢ be a positive

(fixed) real number. We say that a function f: (a,b) — R is strongly n-convex with
modulus ¢ if the function f(x) —cx"+t1) /(n+1)! is n-convex.
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The following two propositions give a characterization of a strongly n-convex
function f with modulus ¢ without any additional assumptions of differentiability of

f.

PROPOSITION 3.5. ([14]) Let f: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function and ¢ > 0.
Then f is strongly n-convex with modulus c if and only if

") >c  forxe(a,b) Aae.

PROPOSITION 3.6. ([14]) Let f: (a,b) — R be an n-convex function and ¢ > 0.
Then the following statements are equivalent:

a) f is strongly n-convex with modulus c,

b) f is of the form f(x) = cx"V) /(n+ 1)1 4+ h(x) (x € (a,b)), where h: (a,b) — R
is an n-convex function,

¢) f is of the form f(x) = feons(x) +R(x) (x € (a,b)), where feons: (a,b) — R
is a strongly n-convex function with modulus ¢ of the class C"*' in (a,b), and
R: (a,b) — R is an n-convex function such that R"+*Y)(x) = 0 for x € (a,b) A
a.e.

COROLLARY 3.2. ([14]) Let ¢ > 0 and let f: (a,b) — R be an n-convex with
modulus ¢ function, which is of the class C"*' in (a,b). Then f is strongly n-convex
with modulus c if and only if

fw = e

Sorall x € (a,b).

We now turn to defining the strong delta-convexity of higher order.

DEFINITION 3.8. Let ¢ >0 and let f: (a,b) — R be a delta -convex function of
n-th order. We say that f is a strongly delta-convex function of n-th order with modulus
c if all control functions corresponding to f are strongly n-convex with modulus c.

LEMMA 3.1. Let ¢ >0 andlet f: (a,b) — R be a delta -convex function of n-th
order. If there exists a minimal control function g corresponding to f, such that g is
strongly n-convex with modulus c, then all minimal control functions corresponding to
f are strongly n-convex with modulus c.

Proof. Let g be a minimal control function corresponding to f, such that g is
strongly n-convex with modulus c¢. By Corollary 2.2, any two minimal control func-
tions corresponding to f, differ by a polynomial of degree at most n, then for any other
control function & corresponding to f we have the equality: g =& up to a polynomial
of degree at most n. Consequently, & is also strongly n-convex with modulus c¢. The
lemma is proved. [



DELTA-CONVEXITY AND HERMITE-HADAMARD TYPE INEQUALITIES 283

THEOREM 3.5. Let ¢ > 0. Let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of n-
th order and let g* be a minimal control function corresponding to f. Then f is a
strongly delta-convex function of n-th order with modulus ¢ if and only if g* is strongly
n-convex with modulus c.

Proof. By the definition of strong delta-convexity of higher order, the necessity is
obvious. We now prove the sufficiency. Let ¢g* be a minimal control function corre-
sponding to f, which is strongly n-convex with modulus c. Let g be any other control
function for f. From Theorem 2.2 we obtain that the function g — g* is n-convex. Then
we have that the function g = g* + (g — g*) is a sum of two n-convex functions such
that one of them is strongly n-convex with modulus ¢. This implies that g is strongly
n-convex with modulus c¢. Consequently, f is a strongly delta-convex function of n-th
order with modulus c¢. The theorem is proved. [l

From Theorems 2.6, 3.5, Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.5 we obtain the following
characterization of strong delta-convexity of n-th order.

THEOREM 3.6. Let ¢ >0 and let f: (a,b) — R be a delta-convex function of
n-th order. Then f is strongly delta-convex of n-th order with modulus c if and only if

‘f(n+l)(x)‘ >c¢ forx€(a,b) Aae. (3.5)

Proof. Let f: (a,b) — R be a delta -convex function of n-th order. Let g be a
minimal control function corresponding to f. By Theorem 2.6

’f(n+l)(x)‘ =¢"V(x) forxe(a,b) Aae. (3.6)

According to Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.1, the strong delta-convexity (with modulus
c) of n-th order of the function f is equivalent to the strong n-convexity (with modulus
c¢) of the function g, which is equivalent (by Proposition 3.5) to

" V) =c forxe(ab) Aae. (3.7

Taking into account (3.6), we obtain that (3.7) is equivalent to (3.5). The theorem is
proved. [

From Proposition 1.6 and Theorem 3.6 we obtain the following corollary.

COROLLARY 3.3. Let ¢ > 0 and let f: (a,b) — R be a function of the class
C"*in (a,b). Then f is strongly delta-convex of n-th order with modulus c if and

only if
Fr )| > e

forall x € (a,b).

Note, that Theorem 3.6 is a generalization of Proposition 3.5 concerning strongly
n-convex functions.
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EXAMPLE 3.1. Let ¢ > 0. For f(x) = —cx?/2)(_cu ) (x) + X% /2)[0.0) (x) (x €
R) (s(x) =1 if x€ B and z(x) =0 if x ¢ B, B C R), we have |f”(x)| — ¢ for

x # 0. Consequently, from Theorem 3.6, taking into account that f is delta-convex, we
obtain that the function f is strongly delta-convex with modulus c.

4. Hermite-Hadamard-Fejér type inequalities.

Recall that the function f: (a,b) — R is convex, if the inequality

flox+ (1 =1)y) <tf(x)+(1=1)f(y)

holds for all x,y € (a,b) and for all # € [0,1] (see [11], [17]). Convexity has a nice
probabilistic characterization, known as Jensen’s inequality (see [2]).

PROPOSITION 4.1. A function f: (a,b) — R is convex if and only if
F(EX) < Ef(X) 4.1)
for all (a,b)-valued integrable random variables X .

In the following theorem we give a probabilistic characterization of delta-convexity.

THEOREM 4.1. Let f: (a,b) — R be a function and g: (a,b) — R be a convex
function. Then f is g-convex dominated (or delta-convex with the control function g)
if and only if

[Ef(X) - f(EX)| < Eg(X) — g(EX) 4.2)

Sor all (a,b)-valued integrable random variables X .
Proof. By Lemma 1.1 f is g-convex dominated if and only if the functions g — f

and g+ f are convex on (a,b). From Proposition 4.1 g— f and g+ f are convex on
(a,b) if and only if

Eg(X)—Ef(X) > g(EX) - f(EX) and Eg(X)+Ef(X)>g(EX)+f(EX) (4.3)
for all (a,b)-valued integrable random variables X . Note that (4.3) is equivalent to
Ef(X) = f(EX) < Eg(X) —g(EX) and Ef(X)—f(EX)> —[(Eg(X) - g(EX))],

which is equivalent to (4.2). The theorem is proved. [J

Now let us turn our attention to some particular case of Theorem 4.1. For the ar-
bitrary ¢ € (0,1) and x;,x; € (a,b) consider the random variable X such that P(X =
x1) =t and P(X =x;) = 1 —t. Then, by Theorem 4.1, we obtain the following corol-
lary.
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COROLLARY 4.1. Let f: (a,b) — R be a function and g: (a,b) — R be a con-
vex function. Then, if f is g-convex dominated then

|1 () + (1= 2)f(x2) = f (o1 + (1 = 1)xa) | g (er) + (1= 1)g(x2) — g (1 + (1 = 1)x2)
(4.4)
Sforany x1,x € (a,b) and t € (0,1).

REMARK 4.1. Note that, by the definition of a convex function, the function f
is convex if and only if the condition (4.1) is satisfied for all random variables X such
that P(X =x;) =1 and P(X =x;) = 1 —t, where 7 € (0,1) and x;,x; € (a,b). Sim-
ilarly, it is not difficult to prove that the condition (4.4) is also sufficient to guarantee
delta-convexity of f (with the control function g). It should be noted, that in [5], this
condition is used as the definition (of f to be g-convex dominated).

The next result we state concerns the Jensen-type inequality for delta-convex func-
tions.

COROLLARY 4.2. Let f: (a,b) — R be a function and g: (a,b) — R be a con-
vex function. Then, if f is g-convex dominated then

itif(xi) -f (itixi> < itig(xi) -8 (ih‘%‘) ;
i=1 i=1 i=1 i=1

Sforany xi,...,x, € (a,b) and ty,...,t, >0 summing up to 1.

Proof. Let X be a random variable such that P(X =x;) =¢;, i=1,2,...,n. Now
it is enough to use Theorem 4.1.

THEOREM 4.2. Let f: (a,b) — R be a function and g: (a,b) — R be a convex
function.

a) If f is delta-convex, g is the control function and g* is the minimal control function
corresponding to f then

[Ef(X) - f(EX)| < Eg"(X) — ¢ (EX), (4.5)

Eg*(X) —¢"(EX) < Eg(X) — ¢(EX), (4.6)
Sor all (a,b)-valued integrable random variables X .

b) Conversely, if the inequality (4.2) is satisfied, then for any minimal control function
g* the inequalities (4.5) and (4.6) are satisfied.

Proof. a) Since g* is the control function, from Theorem 4.2 we obtain (4.5). By
Theorem 2.2 the function g — g* is convex, then from Proposition 4.1 it follows (4.6).
To prove b) assume that the inequality (4.2) is satisfied. Then from Theorem 4.1 we
obtain that f is g-convex dominated, by a) it follows that the inequalities (4.5) and
(4.6) are satisfied. The theorem is proved. [J
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Let I be an open interval. Let f: I — R be a convex function and a,b € I with
a < b. The following double inequality

b
f<a;—b> gbia_/a f(x)dxéw 4.7)

is known as the Hermite-Hadamard inequality for convex functions (see [12], [6] ). In
[7] Fejér gave a generalization of the inequality (4.7):

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let f: I — R be a convex function defined on a real interval
I, a,b el with a<b andlet g: [a,b] — R be nonnegative and symmetric with respect
to the point (a+ D) /2 (the existence of integrals is assumed in all formulas). Then

f(a;—b) ./abg(x)dxé/abf(X)g(x)dxg M./abg(x)dx. (4.8)

The double inequality (4.8) is known in the literature as the Hermite-Hadamard-
Fejér inequality (see [12], [6] and [13] for the historical background).

In the paper of Dragomir et al. (2002) [5] can be found the Hermite-Hadamard
type inequalities for g-convex dominated functions.

PROPOSITION 4.3. ([5]) Let g: I — R be a convex function and f: 1 — R be a
g-convex dominated function. Then, for all a,b € I with a <b,

b b
/f )dx _f<a; )’ b—a /g Jdx— g( —; ) 4.9)
and

‘f();f - a/f

b 1 b
)—;g( )_b—a./ g(x)dx. (4.10)

We will give a generalization of the inequalities (4.9) and (4.10) of Dragomir et al.
(2002).

In the sequel we will to make use of the theory of s-convex stochastic ordering
(see Denuit et al. (1998) [4]). Let us review some notations.

As usual, Fx denotes the cumulative distribution function (or the distribution func-
tion) of a random variable X and pty is the distribution corresponding to X . For real
valued random variables X,Y and any integer s > 1, we say that X is dominated by
Y in the (s+ 1)-convex ordering sense if E f(X) < Ef(Y) for all s-convex functions
f: R — R, for which the expectations exist. In that case we write X <(;; 1) ¥, or
Mx <(s41)—cx My . Then the order <;_y is just the usual convex order <cx.

A very useful criterion for the verification of the (s+ 1)-convex order is given by
Denuit, Lefevre and Shaked in 1998 [4]. For the statement of this criterion, we need
introduce first the following notation. Define the number of sign changes of a function
¢: R — R by

ST (@) =sup{ST[Q(x1),0(x2),...,0(xn)]: x1 <xX2 < ...<xp, € R, ne€ N},
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where S [y1,y2,-..,ys] denotes the number of sign changes in the sequence y,y2,...,Vu
(zero terms are being discarded). Two real functions @y, ¢, are said to have k crossing
points (or cross each other k-times) if S™(¢; — @) = k.

PROPOSITION 4.4. ([4]) Let X and Y be two random variables such that E (X' —
Y))=0, j=1,2,....5s (s = 1). If S~ (Fx — Fy) = s and the last sign of Fx — Fy is
positive, then X <(sy1)—ex Y.

REMARK 4.2. a) Let X, Y, Z be three random variables such that ftx = 8(,14)/2
Uy (dx) = ﬁdx, Uz = %(SQ +0p) . Then, by Proposition 4.4, we obtain that X <,_ .,
Y and Y <;_. Z, which implies (4.7).

b) Let f and g satisfy the assumptions of Proposition 4.2. Let X, Y, Z be three
random variables such that Uy = O(41p)/2, My (dx) = ( ff g(x)dx) " 'g(x)dx, uz =
%(55, + 0p). Then, by Proposition 4.4, we obtain that X <,_., Y and ¥ <_, Z,
which implies (4.8).

The following theorem provides a useful tool for obtaining and proving of various

forms of the Hermite-Hadamard-Fejér type inequality for delta-convex functions of
higher order.

THEOREM 4.3. Letn>1. Let g: I — R be an n-convex function andlet f: [ —

R be a function which is g-convex dominated of n-th order (or delta-convex of n-th

order with the control function g ). Let X and Y be two I valued random variables such

that E(X/ —Y/)=0, j=1,2,...,n, S~ (Fx — Fy) = n and the last sign of Fx — Fy is
positive. Then

Ef(Y)— Ef(X)| < Eg(Y) - Eg(X). (“.11)

Proof. By Lemma 1.1 f is g-convex dominated of n-th order if and only if the
functions g — f and g+ f are n-convex on /. Let the random variables X and Y satisfy
the assumptions of the theorem. Then by Proposition 4.4, for any n-convex function
h: I — R we have the inequality

Eh(X) < Eh(Y). (4.12)

Since the functions g — f and g+ f are n-convex on I, by (4.12) we obtain the fol-
lowing inequalities

E(g—fX)
E(g+/)X)
From (4.13) and (4.14) we obtain
Ef(Y)-Ef(X) < Eg(Y)—Eg(X),
—(Eg(Y)-Eg(X)) <Ef(Y)-Ef(X),

which are equivalent to (4.11). The theorem is proved. [

E(g—N(), (4.13)
E

S E(g—
SE(g+/)). (4.14)
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REMARK 4.3. Let n=1. Let f: I — R be a function which is g-convex domi-
nated.

a) To prove (4.9), we consider random variables X and Y such that uy = 5(a+h) /2 and
Uy (dx) = ﬁdx, and then apply Theorem 4.3.

b) To prove (4.10), it suffices to consider random variables X and Y such that uy (dx) =
#—dx and [ty = }(8,+ &), and then apply Theorem 4.3.

Taking some particular cases of random variables X, Y, by Theorem 4.3, we obtain
the following Hermite-Hadamard-Fejér type inequalities for delta-convex functions of
higher order, that generalize the results of Dragomir et al. (2002) [5].

THEOREM 4.4. Let n> 1. Let g: I — R be an n-convex function andlet f: I —
R be a g-convex dominated of n-th order function. Let a,b € I with a < b.

Let a(n) = [%] +1, b(n) = [”2#] + 1. Let X1,..,Xa(n)s Y15+ -+ Yp(n) be real num-
bers, and ou, ..., 0y, P1;---, By be positive numbers, such that o + ...+ Oy =
LBt 4By =

bi / kdx—Zyjﬁj Exka, (k=1,2,...,n),

a<x1<x2<...<xa(,,)<b, a<y <y2<...<yb(n)<b,

xa(n) —a Xa(n) —4

- <op+.. +OC() < 3

y—a ya—a
b—a < ﬂl < b—a

22 < B+ B <

y)n Yb(n)—4a
M= < Bi +m <
if n is eventhen yy = a, ypn) =b, X1 > a, x4 <b;

if nis oddthen y1 = a, ypyy <b, x1 > a, x,,) = b.
Then we have the following inequalities:

1) if n is even then

a(n)
- a/f dx—;a, Xi)

b a/g dx—Zalgx, (4.15)
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bn) 1 b b(n) -
;ij(yj)—m/a f(x)dx <j=21ﬁjg(yj)—m/a g(x)dx,  (4.16)

i) if n is odd then

1 b b(n) 1 b b(n)
m/a f(x)dx—jzzlﬁjf(yj) < E/a g(x)dx—jzzlﬁjg(yj)7 (4.17)

a(n) b a(n) b
Z(Xif(xi)_bia/a f)dx| <Y ouglxi) — ! /ag(x)dx. (4.18)

i=1 = b—a

Proof. Let X,Y and Z be random variables such that

a(n)
Ux = 2 ai6x,'a
i=1

b(n)
Uy = Z ﬁjaij
Jj=1
1
Hz(dx) = - Yjqp) (x)dx.

We now apply Theorem 4.3.

If n is even then we take the pairs (X,Z) and (Z,Y) in place of (X,Y) to obtain
the inequalities (4.15) and (4.16), respectively.

If n is odd then we take the pairs (¥,Z) and (Z,X) in place of (X,Y) to obtain
the inequalities (4.17) and (4.18), respectively. This completes the proof. [l

THEOREM 4.5. Letn>1. Let g: I — R be an n-convex function andlet f: [ —
R be a g-convex dominated of n-th order function. Let a,b € I with a < b.

Let a(n) = [4] +1, b(n) = [Z2] +1.

Let 0,..., 0.y, X153 Xa(n)» ﬁl,...,ﬁb(n), Y1s---sYp(n) be real numbers such
that

a) if n is even then
0<ﬂ1<OC1<ﬁ1+ﬁ2<OC1—|—OC2<...<061—|-...+(Xu(,,)=ﬂ1+...+ﬂh(n)=1,
a<yr <xp<yy<x2<...<Xg(n) <¥pn) <D,
b) if n is odd then

0<Bi<o <[31+[32<a1—|—a2<...<[31—|—...+Bb(n)<(x1_|_,__+aa(n):1
a<y <x1 <y <x2 <o <Vpin) < Xg(n) < b3

and
a(n) . b(n) .
Z'xi o; = Zy/ﬁh
i=1 =1

forany k=1,2,....n.
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Then we have the following inequalities:

1) if n is even then

b(n) a(n)
< Y Biglyj) — X cuglxi), (4.19)
j=1 i=1

b(n) a(n)
D Bif(yj)— Y aif(xi)
=1 i1

i) if n is odd then

a(n) b(n) a(n) b(n)

> ooif(x) = X Bif(yj)| < X cuglxi) — . Big(yj)- (4.20)
i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

Proof. We apply Theorem 4.3. Let X and Y be random variables such that:

if n is even, then we take

a(n) b(n)
tx = Y, 08, Wy =) B;d,,
-1 =1

to obtain the inequality (4.19),
if n is odd, then we take

b(n) a(n)
lJ'X: Zﬁjay_,‘a ,uY: Eaiax,'a
j=1 i=1
to obtain (4.20). The theorem is proved. [J

5. Inequalities between quadrature operators

Many inequalities, which are connected with quadrature operators are known in
the numerical analysis (cf. [1], [3] and the references therein).

The numerical analysts prove them using the suitable differentiability assump-
tions. As proved Wasowicz in the papers [20], [21], [22], for convex functions of higher
order some inequalities can be obtained without assumptions of this kind, using only
the higher order convexity itself. The support-type properties play here the crucial role.
As we will show in this paper, some inequalities can be obtained using a probabilis-
tic characterization. In this paper we obtain new inequalities concerning delta-convex
functions of higher order. Our method of proof using the convex stochastic ordering
seems to be quite easy.

For a function f : [—1,1] — R we consider six operators approximating the inte-

gral mean value
1

2= [ fax

They are



DELTA-CONVEXITY AND HERMITE-HADAMARD TYPE INEQUALITIES 291

GF) = 310+ F(F(- ) + ().

(1) = S (D) + 1)+ 5 (F(-5) +£(4)),

L5(f) 1= 170)+ 5 (F(=1) + £(1) + 55 (F(—F) + £ (+F)),
S(f) = L(F(=1) +£(1) + 3£(0).

The operators %, and ¥ are connected with Gauss-Legendre rules. The operators
%, and %5 are connected with Lobatto quadratures. The operators S and C concern
Simpson and Chebyshev quadrature rules, respectively. The operator .# stands for the
integral mean value (see e.g. [16], [23], [24], [25], [26]).

We will establish all possible inequalities between these operators in the class of
g convex dominated functions of higher order.

REMARK 5.1. Let X5, X3, Y4, Y5, U, V and Z be random variables such that

uy4=1—12(6_1+61)+12 5 s +8 ).
fry = 308+ 5 (514 80) + 1o (5@+5@>,
o = 28+ ¢(51+8),
Hy = % <5 \/§+50+5ﬁ>,
1
Hz(dx) = 5 x-1,1)(x)dx.
Then we have
D(f)=E[f(X2)], “(f)=E[f(X3)],
() =E[fa)], L) =E[f(¥5)],

THEOREM 5.1. Let f: [—1,1] = R be g-convex dominated of 3-order. Then
|7 (f) =) < 7(8) —%(g), (5.1)

S(f) = F (N <S(g) —F(g),
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IC(f) = ()] < C(g) = “(g),
IT(f)=C(NI<T(g)—Clg),
IS(F) =T (f1 < S(g)=T(g),

where T € {43,.%5}.

Proof. Let n=3. Let f: [-1,1] — R be g-convex dominated of 3-order. It is
not difficult to prove that for X := X, and Y := Z the assumptions of Theorem 4.3
are satisfied. Taking into account that, by Remark 5.1, we have % (f) = E[f(X2)] and
J(f) =E[f(Z)], from Theorem 4.3 it follows the inequality (5.1).

Similarly, considering the following pairs of random variables: (Z,U), (X»,V),
(V,X3), (V,Ys), (X3,U) and (¥s5,U) in place of the pair (X,Y), respectively, from
Theorem 4.3 and taking into account Remark 5.1, we obtain the other inequalities of
this theorem. The theorem is proved. [

THEOREM 5.2. Let f: [—1,1] = R be g-convex dominated of 5-order. Then

|Z4(f) = I () < Zu(g) — 7 (g),
| Z5(f) =G (f)| < Z5(8) —4(8),
\L4(f) = L5(f)| < Za(g) — Z5(g),

Proof. Let n=35. Let f: [-1,1] = R be g-convex dominated of 5-order. The
proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 5.1. It suffices to apply Theorem 4.3 and
Remark 5.1, considering the following pairs of random variables: (X3,Z), (Z,Ys),
(X3,Ys) and (Ys,Ys) in place of the pair (X,Y), respectively. The theorem is proved.

O
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