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STEFFENSEN TYPE INEQUALITIES INVOLVING CONVEX FUNCTIONS

JosiP PECARIC AND KSENIJA SMOLJAK

(Communicated by S. Varosanec)

Abstract. In this paper a new class of functions .#[[a,b] that extends the class of convex func-
tions is introduced. Moreover, Steffensen type inequalities for the class of convex functions are
proved as a consequence of more general inequalities for class .#{ [a,b]. Using the linear func-
tionals constructed from the difference of the left and the right hand side of proved Steffensen
type inequalities new families of exponentially convex functions and related results are obtained.

1. Introduction

Since its appearance in 1918 Steffensen’s inequality [8] has been generalized, re-
fined and applied by many mathematicians for various motivations. For detailed infor-
mation interested reader may refer to relevant chapters of monographs [4], [5], [7] and
references cited therein. Recent overview of connections between some generalizations
obtained by Pecari¢, Milovanovié, Mercer, Wu, Srivastava and Liu can be found in [6].

The well-known Steffensen inequality reads:

THEOREM 1. Suppose that f is nonincreasing and g is integrable on [a,b] with
0<g<land A = ffg(t)dt. Then we have

"< [ rwsoar< [ s (L

b—A
The inequalities are reversed for f nondecreasing.

Milovanovi¢ and Pecari€ in their paper [3] obtained weaker conditions on function
g. In [9] Vasi¢ and Pecari¢ showed that these weaker conditions are necessary and
sufficient. Hence, we have the following theorem.

THEOREM 2. Let f and g be integrable functions on |a,b] andlet A = fubg(t)dt.
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a) The second inequality in (1.1) holds for every nonincreasing function f if and
only if

X b
/ g(t)dt <x—a and / g(t)dt =0 forevery x € [a,b].
a X

b) The first inequality in (1.1) holds for every nonincreasing function f if and only

if
b X

/ g(t)dt <b—x and / g(t)dt =0 forevery x € [a,b].
X a

In this paper we introduce a new class of functions .#[a,b] that extends the
class of convex functions. As we show, class .#{[a,b]| can be interpreted as class of
functions which are “convex at point ¢”. Further, we prove that a function is convex on
[a,b] if and only if it is convex at every point of [a,b]. Steffensen’s inequality assumes
that the function f is monotonic and our aim is to extend it to more general types of
functions such as class .#{[a,b] and the class of convex functions.

First, let us recall the k-th order divided difference of f at distinct points xg, X, ...,
X Let f be areal-valued function defined on [a,b]. The k-th order divided difference
of f atdistinct points xo,X1,...,X; in [a,b] may be defined recursively by

[xis f] = f(xi),i=0,....k

and
[xlv"'vxk;f} - [x 7'”7xk—l;f}
Xk — X0 '

[)C(),. .. 7xk;f] =

2. Main results

Let us introduce a new class of functions that extends the class of convex functions.

DEFINITION 1. Let f : [a,b] — R be a function and ¢ € (a,b). We say that f
belongs to class .#{[a,b] (.5 a,b]) if there exists a constant A such that the func-
tion F(x) = f(x) —Ax is nonincreasing (nondecreasing) on [a,c] and nondecreasing
(nonincreasing) on [c,b].

REMARK 1. If f € #|a,b] or f € .#5a,b] and f'(c) exists, then f'(c) =A.
Let us show this for f € .#{[a,b]. Since F is nonincreasing on [a,c| and nonde-
creasing on [c,b] for every distinct points x1,x; € [a,c] and y;,y, € [c,b] we have

[X1,%2:F] = [x1,x0; f] —A <O < [y, y2s fl —A = [y1,y2: F).
Therefore, if f' (¢) and f7_(c) exist, letting x; /¢ and y; \, ¢, i = 1,2 we get

L) AL Fi(o). 2.1)
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In the following lemma and theorem we show connection between class of func-
tions . [a,b] and the class of convex functions.

LEMMA 1. If f:[a,b] — R is convex (concave), then f € M [a,b] ( f € M5 |a,b])
forevery c € (a,b).

Proof. If f is convex, then f” and f/ exist (see [7]). Hence, for every xj,x; €
[a,c] and y;,y2 € [c,b] it holds
X2 — X1 Y2 =1

Therefore, for every A € [f’(c), f.(c)] the function F(x) = f(x) — Ax satisfies

F(x2) = F(x) <0< F(y2) = F(y1)
Xy — X1 y2 =1

so F is nonincreasing on [a,c] and nondecreasing on [c,b]. O

THEOREM 3. If f € M a,b] (f € #5][a,b]) for every ¢ € (a,b), then f is con-
vex (concave).

Proof. We give the proof for f € .#{[a,b]. First, let us recall the characterization
of convexity given in [7]: the function g is convex if and only if the function

§WX) — 8y
(xvy) = [xvy;g] = M
xX—=y
is nondecreasing in both variables.
For every ¢ € (a,b) there exists constant A, such that the function F.(x) = f(x) —
Acx is nonincreasing on [a,c] and nondecreasing on [c,b]. So for every x| # x3 < ¢ <

y1 # yo we have

Fe(x) = Fe(x1)  flxa) = f(x1) f2) = f(n) Fe(y2) — Fe(y1)

= —A. <0< —A, = T
X2 — X1 X2 — X1 y2—y1 y2—y1
Particularly, for u < v <w we have
F0)=f0) _, )= f0) o)
v—u w—v

Now, let x1,x2,y € |a,b] be arbitrary. If y < x| < x5, applying (2.2) we get

)= f0) o fe) =) _ fle) = f0)  f) — fO)
xi—y T x-x X —x n-x

By multiplying the above inequality with % > 0 and simplifying we get

S) = f0) _ fn) = 16)

XL—y D Xo—Yy
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Similarly for the cases x; <y < xp and x; < xp <y. So we can conclude that the
function (x,y) — [x,y; f] is nondecreasing in variable x. By symmetry, the same thing
holds for variable y, so the proof is completed. [J

REMARK 2. Taking into account Lemma | and Theorem 3, we can describe the
property from Definition 1 as “convexity at point ¢”. Therefore, function f is convex
on [a,b] if and only if it is convex at every ¢ € (a,b).

In the following theorems we give Steffensen type inequalities for class of func-
tions that are convex at point c.

THEOREM 4. Let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function such that 0 < g < 1.
Let c € (a,b), M = [g(t)dt and Ay = [P g(t)dt. If f € M [a,b] and

b AZ _ 7L2
/tg(t)dt:a7Ll+b7Lz—|— 12 2, (2.3)

then
b

b a+Ay
/af(r)g(t>dt< / fde+ [ f@ar 2.4)

b2y
holds.
If f € M5 a,b] and (2.3) holds, the inequality in (2.4) is reversed.

Proof. We give the proof for f € .#{[a,b]. Let F(x) = f(x) —Ax, where A is

the constant from Definition 1. Since F : [a,c] — R is nonincreasing we can apply the
right-hand side of Steffensen’s inequality on function F, so

c a+A
/ F(t)g(t)di < / F()dr.
Hence, we obtain

0< / N i — / “F()g(t)dt

_ /aum f(t)dl—/acf(t)g(t)dt_A (aﬂu + %12 —/actg(l)dt>.

Further, since F : [c,b] — R is nondecreasing we can apply the left-hand side of Stef-
fensen’s inequality on function F, so

(2.5)

b b
/ Fi)eydi< [ F(r)dr.
c b—)Lz

Hence, we obtain

b b

o>/ F(t)g(t)dt—/ Ft)dr
c b—)Lz

, (2.6)

b
= / F(0)g(t)dr —

2
N f(o)dt —A (/Cbtg(t)dt—bkz+ %) :
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Now from (2.5) and (2.6) we obtain
a+A Az _ z,22 b
/ rwar [ dt—/ 70) t>A<a7L1+b7L2+lT—/ tg(t)dt).

Hence, if ff tg(t)dt = al; + by p A , then (2.4) holds.
Proof for f € .#5a,b] is 51m11ar so we omit the details. [J

REMARK 3. Itis obvious from the proof that the condition (2.3) can be weakened.
That is, for f € .#{[a,b] inequality (2.4) still holds if (2.3) is replaced by the weaker
condition

7L2 _ )LZ b
A (alﬁ—blﬂ— L 5 2 _ / tg(z)dt> >0, (2.7)

where A is the constant from Definition 1. Also, for f € .#5 [a,b] the reverse inequality
in (2.4) holds if (2.3) is replaced by (2.7) with the reverse inequality.

Additionaly, condition (2.3) can be further weakened if the function f is mono-
tonic. Since (2.1) holds, for a nondecreasing function f € .#{[a,b] or nonincreasing
function f € .#5[a,b], from (2.7) we obtain that (2.3) can be weakened to

b 2
/ to(t)dt < ady+bho+ 2? 2.8)

Further, if f € .#{[a,b] is nonincreasing or f € .#5[a,b] is nondecreasing, (2.3) can
be weakened to (2.8) with the reverse inequality.

THEOREM 5. Let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function such that 0 < g < 1.
Let c € (a,b), M = [Sg(t)dt and Ay = [P g(t)dt. If f € A4 ¢]a,b] and

b 2_ )2
/ 1g(t)dt = c(M+X2) + % (2.9)
then
/ 7(0) /C+Az F)d (2.10)
A '
holds.

If f € M5 [a,b] and (2.9) holds, the inequality in (2.10) is reversed.

Proof. We give the proof for f € .#{[a,b]. Let F(x) = f(x) —Ax. Since F :
[a,c] — R is nonincreasing applying the left-hand side of Steffensen’s inequality on
function ' we obtain

c c C 2
og/a f(t)g(z)dt—/mf(t)dz—A (/ tg(t)dt—c?tl—k%). @.11)
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Further, since F : [c,b] — R is nondecreasing applying the right-hand side of Stef-
fensen’s inequality on function F we obtain

C 2] 2
0> / M f(t)dt—/bf(t)g(t)dt—A (ckz+%2 —/btg(t)dt). (2.12)

Now from (2.11) and (2.12) we obtain
c+A b 2 a2
/ 1) / 2f(t)dt>A</ tg(’)df—C(M—i—)Lz)—i-klzlz).
A a

Az )Ll

Hence, if ff tg(t)dt = c(M + Ap) + , then (2.10) holds.
Proof for f € .#5a,b] is similar so we omit the details. [J

REMARK 4. For f € .#{a,b] the inequality (2.10) still holds if the condition
(2.9) is replaced by the weaker condition

nee —~ A
g(t)dt —c(A+ X)) + > >0, (2.13)

where A is the constant from Definition 1. Also, for f € .5 [a,b] the reverse inequality
in (2.10) holds if (2.9) is replaced by (2.13) with the reverse inequality.

Additionaly, condition (2.9) can be further weakened if the function f is mono-
tonic. Since (2.1) holds, for a nondecreasing function f € .#{[a,b] or nonincreasing
function f € .#5[a,b], from (2.13) we obtain that (2.9) can be weakened to

b 2 A2
| gl > e 22 + % (2.14)

Further, if f € .#(a,b] is nonincreasing or f € .45 [a7b] is nondecreasing, (2.9) can
be weakened to (2.14) with the reverse inequality.

As a consequence of Theorems 4 and 5 we obtain Steffensen type inequalities that
involve convex functions.

COROLLARY 1. Let g:[a,b] — R be an integrable function such that 0 < g < 1.
Let ¢ € (a,b), A = [; g(t)dt and A = fcbg(t)dt. If f:[a,b] = R is convex function
and (2.3) holds, then (2.4) holds.

If f:]a,b] — R is concave function and (2.3) holds, the inequality in (2.4) is
reversed.

Proof. Since f is convex, from Lemma 1 we have that f € .#{[a,b] for every
€ (a,b). So we can apply Theorem 4. [J

COROLLARY 2. Let g: [a,b] — R be an integrable function such that 0 < g < 1.
Let ¢ € (a,b), Ay = [, g(t)dt and A, = fcbg(t)dt. If f:|a,b] = R is convex function
and (2.9) holds, then (2.10) holds.

If f:[a,b] — R is concave function and (2.9) holds, the inequality in (2.10) is
reversed.
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Proof. Similar as in proof of Corollary 1 we have that f € .#(a,b] for every
€ (a,b). So we can apply Theorem 5. [

Motivated by Theorem 2, in the following theorems we give weaker conditions for
Steffensen type inequalities for class .#[a,b].

THEOREM 6. Let ¢ € (a,b) and let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function such
that

/ gltydt<x—a and / g(t)dt =0  foreveryx € [a,c] (2.15)
and
b X
/ g(t)dt <b—x and / g()dt =0  forevery x € [c,b]. (2.16)
Let 2 = [; g(t)dt and Ay = f g(t)dt. If f € #{[a,b] and (2.3) holds, then (2.4)
holds.

If f € M5 [a,b] and (2.3) holds, the inequality in (2.4) is reversed.

Proof. Let f € #{[a,b] and let F(x) = f(x) —Ax. Since F : [a,c] — R is non-
increasing and (2.15) holds, from Theorem 2 a) we obtain

a+7Ll
0< / £)di — / Flt
a+7Ll A2 c
_/ 1)dt — /f A(a)tl+71—/ tg(t)dt).

Further, since F : [c,b] — R is nondecreasing and (2.16) holds, from Theorem 2 b) we
obtain

(2.17)

0>/ F(t - F(r)dt

b—Ay

_/ f()g(t)dt — hli 2f() (/Cbtg(t)dt—blz—l—%zz).

Now from (2.17) and (2.18) we obtain

/;Hlf()dmL bzf )di — /f

2 b
> A <axl+bxz+7“ - M / tg(t)dt).

Hence, if [”1g(t)dt = aky + by + 14 then (2.4) holds.
Similarly for f € .#5[a,b]. D

(2.18)
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THEOREM 7. Let ¢ € (a,b) and let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function such
that

C X
/ gtydt <c—x and / g()dt =0  foreveryx € [a,c] (2.19)
X a
and

X b
/ gt)dt <x—c and / g(r)dt =0  forevery x € [c,b]. (2.20)

Let Xy = [Sg(t)dt and Ay = [P g(t)dt. If f € 4 ([a,b] and (2.9) holds, then (2.10)
holds.
If f € M5 [a,b] and (2.9) holds, the inequality in (2.10) is reversed.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 6. [

As a consequence of previous theorems we obtain weaker conditions for Stef-
fensen type inequalities that involve convex functions.

COROLLARY 3. Let ¢ € (a,b) and let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function
such that (2.15) and (2.16) hold. Let A, = [ g(t)dt and A, = fcbg(t)dt. If f:la,p] =R
is convex function and (2.3) holds, then (2.4) holds.

If f:]a,b] — R is concave function and (2.3) holds, the inequality in (2.4) is
reversed.

COROLLARY 4. Let ¢ € (a,b) and let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function
such that (2.19) and (2.20) hold. Let A, = [€ g(t)dt and dy = [? g(t)dt. If f - [a,b] — R
is convex function and (2.9) holds, then (2.10) holds.

If f:[a,b] — R is concave function and (2.9) holds, the inequality in (2.10) is
reversed.

3. Exponential convexity

Notice that Steffensen type inequalities (2.4) and (2.10) are linear in f. This
motivates us to define the following linear functionals:

Li(f) = /a+Al nar+ | ’ | Fdi = /f 3.1)

and
c+Ap
/ F(0)g(t)di — / F)dr. (3.2)

Under assumptions of Theorems 4—7 we have that L (f) > 0 and Ly(f) > 0 for
f € (a,b]. Further, under assumptions of Corollaries 1-4 we have that L;(f) >0
and L,(f) > 0 for any convex function f.

First, we give mean value theorems.
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THEOREM 8. Let ¢ € (a,b) and let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function such
that 0 < g < 1. Let Ay = [; g(t)dt and Ay = fcbg(t)dt. If (2.3) holds, then for any
f € C?[a,b] there exists & € [a,b] such that

L1(f):@

where Ly is defined by (3.1).

3 3 b
a2al+axf+b2az—bz,§+@— / tzg(t)dt]. (3.3)

Proof. Since f € C?[a,b] there exist m = min,c|, 5 /" (x) and M = max, [, 5 /" (x).
The functions

i(x) = f(x) - 2 and wz(x):%xh )

are convex since W/ (x) > 0, i = 1,2. Hence, by Corollary 1 we have L;(¥;) >0,
i=1,2 and we get

m M
SL) SLi(f) < FL), (3.4)
where
A 4+A b,
L) = @k +adi + b —bAF + L2 —/ 2g(t)dt.
a
Since x? is convex, by Corollary 1 we have L;(x?) > 0.

If Ly (x*) = 0, then (3.4) implies L;(f) = 0 and (3.3) holds for every & € [a,b].
Otherwise, dividing (3.4) by L;(x?)/2 > 0 we get

2L1(f)
"SI

so continuinity of f” ensures existence of & € [a,b] satisfying (3.3). [

<M,

THEOREM 9. Let ¢ € (a,b) and let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function such
that 0 < g < 1. Let Ay = [ g(t)dt and Ay = ffg(t)dt. If (2.9) holds, then for any
f € C?[a,b] there exists & € [a,b] such that

"(&)

3 3
Ly(f)=—>* [/btzg(t)dt—cz(xl F ) — (A2 —2A3) — AMAA|

2 3

where L is defined by (3.2).

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 8. [

THEOREM 10. Let ¢ € (a,b) andlet g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function such
that 0 < g < 1. Let Ay = [Cg(t)dt, Ay = [ g(t)dt and f,h € C*[a,b]. If (2.3) holds
and W' (x) # 0 for every x € [a,b], then there exists & € [a,b] such that

L) _ &)
Li(h)  H'(&)
holds, where Ly is defined by (3.1).
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Proof. Let us define ® € C?[a,b] by ®(x) = Ly (h)f(x) — L (f)h(x). Due to lin-
earity of L; we have L;(®) = 0. Now, by Theorem 8 there exist &, € [a,b] such
that

0=Ly(®) = —CDHZ@L1 (%)
_ h//(él)Ll (x2).

0# Ly (h) 5

Therefore, L;(x*) # 0 and

0=0"(8) =Li(n)f"(&) — L ()K" (&),

which gives the claim of the theorem. [l

THEOREM 11. Let ¢ € (a,b) and let g : [a,b] — R be an integrable function such
that 0 < g < 1. Let Ay = [ g(t)dt, Ar = ffg(t)dt and f,h € C?[a,b]. If (2.9) holds
and h(x) # 0 for every x € [a, b, then there exists & € [a,b] such that

L) _ 1)
La(h) ~ ()

holds, where L, is defined by (3.2).

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 10. [

REMARK 5. Condition 0 < g < 1 in Theorems 8 and 10 can be replaced by
weaker conditions (2.15) and (2.16). Further, condition 0 < g < 1 in Theorems 9 and
11 can be replaced by weaker conditions (2.19) and (2.20).

Next, we recall some basic definitions and results on exponential convexity.

DEFINITION 2. A function y : [ — R is n-exponentially convex in the Jensen

sense on I if
n X'-l-)C'
2 ééjW( 12 j) >0,

=1

holds for all choices &;,...,&, € R and all choices xi,...,x, € I.
A function y : I — R is n-exponentially convex on I if it is n-exponentially
convex in the Jensen sense and continuous on /.

REMARK 6. Itis clear from the definition that 1-exponentially convex functions
in the Jensen sense are in fact nonnegative functions.

Also, n-exponentially convex functions in the Jensen sense are k-exponentially
convex in the Jensen sense for every k < n, k € N.
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DEFINITION 3. A function y : I — R is exponentially convex in the Jensen sense
on [ if it is n-exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on [ for every n € N.

A function v : I — R is exponentially convex on [ if it is exponentially convex in
the Jensen sense and continuous on /.

REMARK 7. A function y : I — R is log-convex in the Jensen sense, i.e.

2
v (xzﬂ) <y(x)y(y), forallx,yel, (3.5
if and only if
X+
o’y (x)+20By (Ty) +B%y(y) >0

holds for every o, € R and x,y € I, i.e., if and only if y is 2-exponentially convex
in the Jensen sense. By induction from (3.5) we have

1 1 1 _ 1
w(ﬁﬁ (1 - ?>y> <y)Fy(y) ' .

Therefore, if y is continuous and y(x) =0 for some x € I, then from the last inequality
and nonnegativity of y (see Remark 6) we get

. 1 1
w(y)zgglow<2—kx+ (1—?>y) =0 forallyecl.

Hence, 2-exponentially convex function is either identically equal to zero or it is strictly
positive and log-convex.

The following lemma is equivalent to the definition of convex functions (see [7]).

LEMMA 2. A function y : I — R is convex if and only if the inequality
(3 —x2)y(xr) + (x1 —x3)y(x2) + (2 —x1) y(x3) =0
holds for all xy,x3,x3 € I such that x; < x3 < x3.

We also use the following result (see [7]).

PROPOSITION 1. If f is a convex function on I and if x; < yi, xp < yp, X1 #
X2, y1 # 2, then the following inequality holds

f) = fla) _ fO2) = fOn)

~
X2 — X1 Y2 =i

If the function f is concave, the inequality is reversed.
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We use previously defined functionals L; and L, to construct exponentially con-
vex functions, a special type of convex functions invented by Bernstein in [1]. An
elegant method of producing n— exponentially convex and exponentially convex func-
tions is given in [2]. We use this method to prove n—exponential convexity of func-
tionals L; and L,. In the sequel the notion log denotes the natural logarithm function
and [, J denote intervals in R.

THEOREM 12. Let Q = {f, : 1 — R|p € J} be a family of functions such that
for every mutually different points xo,x1,x € I the mapping p +— [xo,x1,%x2; fp| is n-
exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on J. Let L;, i = 1,2 be linear functionals
defined by (3.1) and (3.2). Then the mapping p — Li(f,) is n-exponentially convex
in the Jensen sense on J.

If the mapping p — Li(f,) is continuous on J, then it is n-exponentially convex
on J.

Proof. For §; € R and p; € J, j=1,...,n, we define the function

)= 3, Efin ()

k=1

Using the assumption that the mapping p — [xo,x1,x2; f,] is n-exponentially convex
in the Jensen sense we have

n
[xo, x1,20: D) = Y &;&lx0,x1,%25 foymi ] = 0.
Jk=1 2

This implies that @ is a convex function. So by Corollaries 1 and 2,

0 < Li(®) = 2 E&L; (fp,m) i=1,2.

Jk=1

Therefore, the mapping p — L;(f,) is n-exponentially convex on J in the Jensen sense.
If the mapping p — L;(f,) is also continuous on J, then p — L;(f),) is n-expo-
nentially convex by definition. [

If the assumptions of Theorem 12 hold for all n € N, then we have the following
corollary.

COROLLARY 5. Let Q= {f,:I1— R|p € J} be a family of functions such that
for every mutually different points xo,x1,x2 € I the mapping p — [Xo,X1,X2; fp)] is ex-
ponentially convex in the Jensen sense on J. Let L;, i = 1,2 be linear functionals
defined by (3.1) and (3.2). Then the mapping p — Li(f,) is exponentially convex in
the Jensen sense on J.

If the mapping p — Li(f)) is continuous on J, then it is exponentially convex on
J.
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COROLLARY 6. Let Q= {f,:I1— R|p € J} be a family of functions such that
for every mutually different points xo,x1,x € I the mapping p +— [xo,x1,x2; fp] is 2-
exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on J. Let L;, i = 1,2 be linear functionals
defined by (3.1) and (3.2). Then the following statements hold:

(i) If the mapping p — Li(f,) is continuous on J, then for r,s,t € J, such that
r<s<t,wehave

[Li(f)] " < LI L))", i=12. (3.6)

(ii) If the mapping p — Li(f,) is strictly positive and differentiable on J, then for
every p,q,u,v € J such that p <u and q <v we have

Hp.q (Liv Q) < .umV(Lh 9)7

where

T p#a,
o (Li, Q) = q%) (3.7)
( ) —

Proof.

(i) By Theorem 12 the mapping p — L;(f,) is 2-exponentially convex. Hence,
by Remark 7, this mapping is either identically equal to zero, in which case in-
equality (3.6) holds trivially with zeros on both sides, or it is strictly positive and
log-convex. Therefore, for 7,s,¢ € J such that r < s <t Lemma 2 gives

(t—s)logLi(fy)+ (r—1t)logLi(fs) + (s—r)logLi(f;) = 0
which is equivalent to inequality (3.6).

(i) By (i) we have that the mapping p — L;(f,) is log-convex on J, that is, the
function p — logL;(f,) is convex on J. Applying Proposition 1 with p <u, g <
v, p # q,u # v, we obtain

logLi(fy) —logLi(fy) _ logLi(fu) —logLi(f)
P—q h u—v

)

that is
.up,q(Li;Q) < uu,v(LiaQ)'

Finally, the limit cases p = g and u = v are obtained by taking the limits p — ¢
andu —v. O

Next, we give an example of a family of functions which satisfies previous condi-
tions.
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Let
Y={fp: 1C(0,0) > R|p R}

be a family of functions defined by

xP
o1 P70 L,
fp(x) =< —logx, p=0, (3.8)
xlogx, p=1.

Functions f, are convex since f}(x) = xP~2 > 0. Moreover, the function

p

2 éjékfp,ﬂu( )

Jik=1

satisfies )
% Pj_
q)// 2 éjékfl’ +m( ) (Z,ész 1) =0,
Jk=1 j=1

so @ is convex. Therefore,

0 < [to,11,1; D] 2 &i&klto. 11,125 fo; +vk]
Jik=1

Hence, the mapping p — [to,1,12; f,] is n-exponentially convex in the Jensen sense.
Since this holds for all n € N, we see that the family Y satisfies the assumptions of
Corollary 5, so the mapping p — L;(f,) is exponentially convex in the Jensen sense.
Now, let us prove that the mapping p — L;(f,) is continuous on R. Obviously, it is
continuous on R\ {0, 1}. First, suppose p — 0, then

a+Ay tP b 24 b tP
tim ) = tim ([ S g [ e [ o)

i Jeardr+ [, tpde— [2ePg(t)de
p—0 plp—1) '

a+2q b b
lim </ tpdt—l-/ tpdt—/ t”g(t)dt) =0,
p—0 a b—Ly a

from L’Hospital rule limit we have

Since

S M P logrde + [ 17 logtdt — [P 1P logrg(t)dr
2p—1

a+2 b
= —/ logtdt—/ logtdt+/ logrg(t)dt

b—Xy
=Li(fo)-

lim L =1l
pli% 1(fp) pl_I%
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In the same way, suppose p — 1, then we get

a+A b b
lile(fp):/ tlogtdl+/ tlogtdl—/ togtg(t)dt = Li(f1).
p—1 a b—Ay a

Similarly we can check that the mapping p — L,(f},) is continuous on R. Hence, the
mapping p — L;(f,) is exponentially convex.

Applying Theorems 10 and 11 for the functions f = f,, and h = f, given by (3.8)
and defined on segment I = [a,b] C (0,c0), we conclude that there exist & € [a,b],
i=1,2 such that

~1 1
I (Li(fp)) (Li(fp))”q
= i = s P # q, 1= 172.
: @y L)) ~\Ls)
Therefore, 1, 4(Li,Y) given by (3.7) is a mean of the segment [a,b]. For p # g we
have

1

glg—1) R R Rl  herg(rar) T
- P+ rt 4
Up,q(L1,Y) = ’ )T —gatl  patl—(p—py)at] b

L = = [ ag(n)ar

The limiting cases can easily be calculated so we obtain

x for p=¢g#0,1

o — [P1Plogrg(t)dr 2p—1

Up p(L1,Y) =exp _
i) ol WO [hvg(eyar P(P—T)

where

(a+2A1)" og(a+ A1) —a’tlloga  (a+Ay)PH! —a?t!

p+1 (p+1)?
N bP*logh — (b= Aa)P M log(b—24a)  bPH! = (b—Ay)P*!
p+1 (p+1)? ’

7171 20 di
x for p=q=0 Llo,o(LwY):eXpG'%H)

where
Bi = (a+ A1) log*(a+ A1) — alog*a+blog? b — (b — Xa)log*(b — A2)

—2(a+A1)log(a+A1)+2aloga—2blogh+2(b—Az2)log(b—A2)+2(A1+A2)
B2 = (a+A1)log(a+ A1) —aloga+ blogh — (b — Az)log(b — A2) — A1 — Ay
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yi— [P t1og2tg(r)dr B l)

« for p=g=1 p1(L;,Y) =exp (% o P rogre()di

where
2 2 2
1= l0g? (@A) tog(a 1))~ (loga—loga) + 2 (1og? b~ logh)
Ry 2 42
—M(log2(b—xz)—1og(b—az))+“7“+%+Al A3

2 4
2 2 2 EERY
2 2 2
B ali + b, B lf—)tzz
2 i

log(b —22)

Similarly, we obtain that u, ,(L>,Y) is given by

1
2(fp)\ P4
( (f)) > p#4q,
-L
exp< Li((f”{(’ = })>,p=q7é0,1,

0 [ —
exp( ( f) 1), p=q=1
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