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STRENGTHENED CONVERSES OF THE JENSEN AND
EDMUNDSON-LAH-RIBARIC INEQUALITIES

MARIO KRNIC,'* ROZARIJA MIKIC,? and JOSIP PECARIC?

Communicated by A. Kaminska

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we give converses of the Jensen and Edmundson—
Lah-Ribari¢ inequalities which are more accurate than the existing ones. These
converses are given in a difference form and they rely on the recent refinement
of the Jensen inequality obtained via linear interpolation of a convex function.
As an application, we also derive improved converse relations for generalized
means, for the Holder and Hermite-Hadamard inequalities as well as for the
inequalities of Giaccardi and Petrovic.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the most interesting inequalities in present mathematics is the Jensen
inequality due to the fact that it implies a whole series of classical inequalities
such as the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, the Holder and Minkowski
inequalities, the Ky Fan inequality etc. Applications of this inequality in various
fields of mathematics, especially in mathematical analysis and statistics, have
certainly contributed to its importance. During decades, the Jensen inequality
was extensively studied by numerous authors and was generalized in different
directions. For a comprehensive inspection of the Jensen inequality including
history, proofs and diverse applications, the reader is referred to [5], [11], [14],
and [16].
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In this paper, we refer to a quite general form of the Jensen inequality for
positive linear functionals. In order to present our results, we first introduce
the appropriate setting. Let E be a nonempty set and L be a vector space of
real-valued functions f: £ — R having following properties:

L1l: f,ge L=af +bg e L forallabeR;
L2: 1 € L, where 1 denotes the constant function.

In other words, L is a subspace of the vector space R¥ over R containing 1.
We also consider positive linear functionals A: L — R, that is, we assume that:

Al: A(af + bg) = aA(f) + bA(g) for f,g € L and a,b € R;
A2: f € L, f(t) > 0 for every t € E implies that A(f) > 0 (that is A is
positive).

In addition, if A(1) = 1, we say that A is a positive normalized linear functional.
In [7], one can find the following generalization of the Jensen inequality for
convex functions involving positive normalized linear functionals.

Theorem 1.1. (see [7]) Let L fulfills properties (L1), (L2), and let ¢ : I — R be
a continous convex function. If A is a positive normalized linear functional, then
for all f € L such that ¢(f) € L, it follows that A(f) € I and

P(A(f)) < A(o(f)). (1.1)

Inequality (1.1) is sometimes called the Jessen inequality (see also [14, p.47]),
but in this paper it will be referred to as the Jensen inequality, for the sake of
simplicity.

Closely connected to the Jensen inequality is the Edmundson—Lah—Ribari¢ in-
equality. It has been proved in 1973. by Lah and Ribari¢ [9]. Since then, there
have been many papers written on the subject of its generalizations, refinements
and reverses. Now, we state a generalization of the Edmundson-Lah-Ribari¢ in-
equality for positive linear functionals, proved by Beesack and Pecari¢ [1] (see
also [14, p.98]).

Theorem 1.2. (see [1]) Let ¢ : [m, M| — R be a convex function, let L fulfills
conditions (L1), (L2), and let A be any positive normalized linear functional on

L. If f € L is such that ¢(f) € L (so that m < f(t) < M for allt € E), then

M — A(f)

A() < S

AL =M ). (1.2)

Recently, Jaksi¢ and Pecari¢ [0], obtained several converses of inequalities (1.1)
and (1.2), provided that ¢ : I — R is a continuous convex function such that
[m, M] C Int I, where Int I stands for the interior of an interval I. They showed
that if ¢o f € L, then the following difference type converses of Jensen inequality



106 M. KRNIC, R. MIKIC, and J. PECARIC

(1.1) hold:
0< A(G(F) ~ (A(P)

< (M = AUA) =m) s Woltzm, M)

< (1 — AP)(A() - m) P = ) (1)

< LM —m)(@ (M) — &, (m)
and

0.< AW@() — O(A()) < J(M — m)Wo(A(f);m, M)
< LM = m)(6 (M) — 6 (m)), (1.4

where Wy(-;m, M): (m, M) — R is defined by

(1.5)

L (o(M) —¢t)  o(t) — ¢(m)
W (t;m, M) = ( - ).
o(tm, M) M —m M—1 t—m
and where ¢’ (M), ¢ (m) are one-sided derivatives of function ¢ at the corre-
sponding points.
In the same paper, the authors also proved the following difference type con-
verses of the Edmundson—Lah—Ribari¢ inequality (1.2):

A(f) —m M — A(f)
(M) + = (m) - A((f)

<A[(M = f)(f —m)] sup Vu(t;m, M)

te(m,M)
< AU D= (7 ()~ o, ) (16)

< WAV =1 1 (1) — 5, )

(M —m)(¢_ (M) — ¢/, (m)),

0<

<

N

A(f)—m M — A(f)
< A=y M AU ) - Ao

< A[(M = f)(f —m)] t;ul?w) U, (t;m, M)

< (M = A(/)(A(f) —m) sup Wy(t;m, M) (1.7)

te(m,M)

0<

(0" (M) = ¢/, (m))
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and
0 A= 0py  MZ AU ) — o)
< J(M = mP AT (f;m, M) (1.8)
< LM = m)(6 (M) 6, (m),

provided that W,(f;m, M) € L in (1.8).

The main objective of this paper is to give improvements of the above con-
verses. Our main results rely on the refinement of the Edmundson-Lah—Ribaric¢
inequality obtained by Klari¢i¢ Bakula et.al. [8], and the recent refinement of the
Jensen inequality via linear interpolation, established by Choi et.al. [4]. As an ap-
plication, we shall also derive improved converse relations for generalized means,
for the Holder and Hermite-Hadamard inequalities as well as for the inequalities
of Giaccardi and Petrovic.

2. MAIN RESULTS

In order to derive improvements of the relations stated in the introduction, we
will also need to equip our linear class L of functions with an additional property:

L3: f,g € L= min{f, g} € L Amax{f,g} € L (lattice property).

Hence, from now on, without further noticing, L stands for a vector space of
real-valued functions f: E' — R satisfying properties (L1), (L2), and (L3), while
A denotes a positive normalized linear functional acting on L.

In order to obtain the corresponding results, we first state the improved form
of the Edmundson—Lah—Ribari¢ inequality obtained by Klari¢i¢ Bakula et.al. [8].

Theorem 2.1. (see [8]) Let ¢ : [m, M] — R be a convex function and f € L be
such that o f € L. Then, A(f) € [m, M] and

M — A(f) A(f) =m 3

o) < AN oy AD =0y _as (21)
where
ot T g —amy v on - 20(EM). o)

Our basic results will also include the function W, (-;m, M) defined by (1.5).
It should be noticed here that the expression (1.5) is actually the second order
divided difference of the function ¢ at points m,t, and M, for every t € (m, M).

First we give improved forms of converse Jensen relations (1.3) and (1.4).
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Theorem 2.2. Let ¢ : I — R be a continuous convex function and [m, M| C
Int I. If f € L is such that f(E) C [m, M] and ¢ o f € L, then

0 < A(o(f)) — o(A(f))
< (M = A(N)(A(f) —m) sup Wy(t;m, M) — A(f),

te(m,M)
< 1 - Al - m EEDZEE s )
< LM = m)(6 (M) — &, (m) — A()5,

and

0.< AW) ~ S(A()) < (M —m)Wo(A(f);m, M) — A5,
< SO = m)(6L (M) 6!, (m) — A(F)6,, (24)

where W, f and dp are defined by (1.5) and (2.2). If ¢ is concave on I, then the
inequality signs in (2.3) and (2.4) are reversed.

Proof. According to the property (L3), we have
Foo g M—f fomy 1 [f -
f= mln{ , } = - —
M—-—m M-—m 2 M—m
Further, if A(f) =m or A(f) = M the inequalities hold trivially, so without loss

of generality we can suppose that A(f) € (m, M). The first inequality in (2.3) is
Jensen inequality (1.1). By Theorem 2.1, we have

€ L.

A1) - oA < XA gy 1 A0y g(a(p)) - A,
(M = AU(A) —m) (600 — GAG) AU — blm) -

- M—m { M—A(f)  Alf)—-m }_A(f)5¢

= (M~ AP)AL) = m) oA m. M) — A,

< (M = AP)AG) —m) sup Wyt M) - A(F)5

te(m,M)

so the second inequality in (2.3) holds. Now, the third inequality sign in (2.3)
follows from

sup Wy(t;m, M) = 1 {¢(M) —o(t)  o(t) — ¢(m)}

sup —
te(m, M) M —m te(m,n) M—1 t—m

1 d(M) — o(t) —(o(t) — ¢(m))
Sarml o S = )

1 GO0 =)y o= blm)y _ gD~ i)

= Su _ =
<t€(m8\4) M —t te(m,M) t—m M —m

Finally, the last inequality in (2.3) holds due to the classical arithmetic-geometric

mean inequality (MfA(ﬁ)f;i(f)*m) < (M —m), since A(f) € [m, M].
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The proof of the series of inequalities in (2.4) is clear from the proof of (2.3).
At last, if ¢ is concave, then —¢ is convex, so applying (2.3) and (2.4) to —¢ we
obtain relations with a reversed signs of inequalities. OJ

Remark 2.3. It should be noticed here that the function ¢ (Theorem 2.2) is
defined on interval I such that [m, M] C Int I. This condition assures finiteness
of the one-sided derivatives at points m and M, which implies that the expression
U, (t; m, M) is meaningful for all ¢ € [m, M].

Next, we give improved forms of converses (1.6), (1.7), and (1.8), related to
the Edmundson-Lah—Ribari¢ inequality.

Theorem 2.4. Let ¢ : I — R be a continuous convez function and [m, M| C
Int I. If f € L is such that f(FE) C [m, M| and ¢ o f € L, then

0< A= 0y ¢ M AU oy — () - AT,
<AL = )7 =] s Wltm, M) — Ay
< A= DU = 1 a1y — o1 (m)) — AP0, (25)
< W= ADAD = i1 a1y — o, ) — A
< JOM = m) (8L (M) — 6. (m)) ~ A()3,.

0< A= 0y ¢ M AU oy — () - AT,
< A[(M = f)(f —m)] te?rgl?\/[) Wy (t;m, M) — A(f)d,
< (M= AYAW —m) s Wo(tm M) = APy (26)
< W AUDEIIZI0 41 () — o, ) — ()5
< SO0 = m)(@(M) = 6!, (m)) — ()

and

0< 2Dy M2 AT ) agol) - A,
< (M = mP AW (fm, M) — A5, (2.7)
< SO0 = m)(@(M) = 6!, (m) — A()os

where Wy, f and 6, are defined by (1.5) and (2.2), and 4(f;m, M) € L in (2.7).
If ¢ is concave on I, then the inequality signs in (2.5), (2.6) and (2.7) are reversed.
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Proof. It has been shown in the proof of Theorem 2.2 that f € L. Now, since
f(E) C [m, M], following the lines as in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we obtain
scalar relations

f{t) —m M — f(t)
M—_m¢(M) + m¢(m) —o(f(1))
< (M — f()(f(t) —m) sup Vy(t;m, M)

te(m,M)

(M = JOISE =m) gy — ' (m))

M—-—m

g;l(M—m)(d)/_(M)— ' (m))

and
ft) —m M —f(t)
17— O + ———=d(m) — ¢(f(1))
< (M = mPWy(fim, M)
ggM_m)(oy_(M)—qb;( ).

In addition, applying a positive normalized linear functional A to the above series
of inequalities, and taking into account the inequality (2.1), we obtain the first
three inequality signs in (2.5) and the series of inequalities in (2.7). To prove
the fourth inequality in (2.5), we need to notice that the quadratic function
g(t) = (M —t)(t—m) is concave, so by Jensen inequality (1.1) we have A(g(f))—
A(f)d, < g(A(f)) — A(f)d4. Finally, the last inequality in (2.5) follows from the
arithmetic-geometric mean inequality.

To conclude the proof, it suffices to justify the third inequality sign in (2.6).
Clearly, it follows again by virtue of concavity of the function g(t) = (M —t)(t—m)

and Jensen inequality (1.1). O

Remark 2.5. Obviously, our Theorems 2.2 and 2.4 are improvements of relations
(1.3), (1.4), (1.6), (1.7) and (1.8) presented in the introduction, since under the
required assumptions we have

= 1 |f— 25 m+ M

A = A5 = 5= ) (90m) + 0000) — 26(=5= ) )
Remark 2.6. It should be noticed here that the series of inequalities in (2.5) and
(2.6) differ only in the third line. This occurs as a result of an order of estimating
expressions A[(M — f)(f —m)] and W4(¢;m, M). Therefore, without further

noticing, inequalities related to (2.6) will be omitted in the sequel.

> 0.

Improved converse relations obtained in Theorems 2.2 and 2.4 rely on the
refinement of the Edmundson-Lah-Ribari¢ inequality given by (2.1). Recently,
Pecari¢ and Peri¢ [13], established even more accurate version of the Edmundson—
Lah—Ribari¢ inequality. The corresponding result is derived by virtue of the
refinement of the Jensen inequality via linear interpolation obtained by Choi
et.al. [4].
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Theorem 2.7. (see [13]) Let ¢ : [m, M] — R be a convex function and f € L be
such that o f € L. Then, A(f) € [m, M| and

A(r) < XA gy A=y gy amoanp). @)
where
Ry a(m,M; f) = i ZA¢(m,M,n, kz)A(rnx(knl 2%(]{;__7:1)), (2.9)

ro(t) = min{t, 1 —t}, r,(t) = min{2r,_1(t),1 — 2r,_1(t)}, 0 <t < 1,

Ag(m, M, n, k) :¢<(2" —k+ 1)7272+ (k — 1)M> +(b<(2n — k;TJrkM)

(2"t — 2k + 1)m + (2k — 1)M
( 2n+1 )

__2¢

and where x stands for a characteristic function of the corresponding interval.

)

Remark 2.8. Any summation having 25:_01 is assumed to be zero for N = 0,
therefore inequality (2.8) may be regarded as a generalization of inequality (2.1).
The functions r,,, n € N, are non-negative and it has been shown in [1] that they
can be rewritten in an explicit form

(2.10)

n k—1 2k—1

SR AR Sty

k — 2", ot < U< 5,

for k =1,2,...,2" In addition, if N > 1, then Ry 4(m,M; f) can be rewritten
in the following way:

Ryalm, M £) =B0m, M,0, DA (roxian (L))
+N_1 3 Ay(m, M, n, k)’4<7ﬁ’“bx<kznl “(]\j/:l 7:1))
n=1 k=1
m+ M

>
+
f}

Now, since X(0’1)<M_—7:1) =1, Ay(m, M,0,1) = ¢(m)+ (M) — 2¢( ) and

f—m f—m f—m 1 |f - ™
(L) Loy e
M—-m M —m’ M —m 2 M —m
it follows that the inequality (2.8) provides sharper estimate for the Edmundson—
Lah-Ribari¢ inequality than inequality (2.1).

According to the previous remark we can give strengthened Theorems 2.2 and
2.4. More precisely, following the lines of the proofs of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4 with
aterm Ry 4(m, M; f) instead of A(f)d,, and taking into account relation (2.8), we
give now sharper forms for converses of the Jensen and Edmundson-Lah-Ribari¢
inequalities than those established in Theorems 2.2 and 2.4.
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Theorem 2.9. Let ¢ : I — R be a continuous convex function and [m, M| C
Int I. If f € L is such that f(E) C [m, M] and ¢ o f € L, then

0 < A(o(f)) — o(A(f))
< (M = A(/))A(f) —=m) sup Wy(t;m, M) — Ry a(m, M; )

te(m,M)
< (a1 — A(p)AG) - m) I A g
< 2(M = m)(@ (M) — &, (m)) — By a(m. M: f) (2.11)
and
0. A(B()) — BAG)) < J(M = mWo(A(F)sm, M) = Ry, alm, M: )
< J(M = m)(6L (M) — 6, (m) — Rooa(m, M f), (212)

where W, and Ry 4 are defined by (1.5) and (2.9). If ¢ is concave on I, then the
inequality signs in (2.11) and (2.12) are reversed.

Theorem 2.10. Let ¢ : I — R be a continuous convex function and [m, M] C
Int I. If f € L is such that f(FE) C [m,M] and ¢ o f € L, then

A(f)—m M — A(f) :
m¢(M) + ﬂ(b(m) - A(¢<f)) - R(b,A(m? M; f)

< A[M = ))(f =m)] sup Wy(t;m, M) — Ry a(m, M; f)

te(m,M)
< Al = ) =)

0<

Y (¢ (M) — ¢ (m)) — Ry a(m, M; f) (2.13)
<= A%)Z(I:@(f) I (ot (01) ~ &, (m)) ~ Ry, a(m. M: f)
< (M = m)(@L (M) — 6, (m) — Roa(m, M f)
and
o< A= gy ¢ AU ) — AGo() ~ Boalm, 2t )
< J(M —mPA(Ty(f:m, M) ~ Ry a(m, M ) (2.14)
< F(M = m)(6L (M) — 6, (m)) — Roa(m, M f)

where Uy and Ry 4 are defined by (1.5) and (2.9), and V,(f;m, M) € L in (2.14).
If ¢ is concave on I, then the inequality signs in (2.13) and (2.14) are reversed.

Remark 2.11. Our main results presented in this section cover the classical dis-
crete and integral case. Namely, common examples of positive linear functionals
are A(f) = [, fdp or A(f) =3 ,cp Pfr, where 11 is positive measure on E in the
first case, and in the other, & = N is a countable set with the discrete measure
k) =pr>0,0<, ppe <00, f(k) = fi, defined on it.
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Moreover, let X: Q — [m, M] be a random variable on a probability space
(Q,p) with finite expectation E[X]. Then, setting A = E and f = X, our
Theorems 2.2, 2.4, 2.9 and 2.10 yield probabilistic versions of converses for the
Jensen and Edmundson-Lah—Ribari¢ inequalities, provided that E[¢(X)] < oc.

3. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we give applications of our main results to generalized means,
to the Holder and Hermite-Hadamard inequalities and to inequalities of Giac-
cardi and Petrovi¢. In such a way, we will obtain more precise converses for
these inequalities. In some cases, we will also obtain the refinements of some
aforementioned inequalities.

3.1. Generalized means. Let ©¥»: I — R be continuous and strictly monotonic
function, and let f € L be such that ¢(f) € L. A generalized mean with respect
to the functional A and the function v, for f € L, is defined by

My(f, A) = b~ AW(f))-
First, we state two already known results referring to a comparison of these
generalized means, and then, we give the corresponding converses based on our

main results.

Theorem 3.1. (see [14]) Let ¢, x: I — R be continuous and strictly monotonic
functions, and let f € L be such that ¥(f), x(f) € L. Then,

Ml/)(fa A) S Mx(f7 A)7

provided either x is increasing and ¢ = x o' is convex, or x is decreasing and
¢ = xov! is concave.

Theorem 3.2. (see [14]) Let ¢ and x be as in Theorem 3.1, but with I = [m, M].
If f € L is such that f(E) C [m, M], then

((M) = p(m))AX(f)) — (X (M) = x(m))A(P(f)) < L (M)x(m) — x(M)ip(m),
provided that ¢ = y o ™! is convex. The inequality is reversed if ¢ is concave.

By virtue of Theorems 2.9 and 2.10, we give now converse relations that cor-
respond to Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

Theorem 3.3. Let i, x: I — R be continuous and strictly monotonic functions
such that the function ¢ = x o~ is convex on I. Let [m, M| C Int I, and let
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f € L be such that (f),x(f) € L and f(E) C [m, M]. Then,

0 < X(My(f, A)) — x(My(f, A))
< (My — AWHDAWS)) —my)  sup Wu((t); my, My)

te(my,My)
— Ry a(my, My, ¥(f))
< (My — AW ()AR(S)) —my)

— R¢,A(mw7Mw7¢(f))
< i(Mw — my) (¢ (My) — ¢, (my)) — R a(my, My, ¢(f))

¢ (My) — ¢, (my)
My —my

and
0< X(Mx(f7 A)) - X(M'll)(f’ A))
< i(m —my) (A (f)); my, My) = Ro.a(mu, My, ¥(f))
< ng — my) (¢ (My) — &, (my)) — R, a(mu, My, 0(f)),

where Uy, and Ry 4 are defined by (1.5) and (2.9), and [my, My] = ([m, M]). If

¢ 1s concave, then the signs of inequalities are reversed.

Proof. Since f(E) C [m, M], it follows that m, < (f(t)) < M, for every t € E
(if ¢ is increasing, then my = ¢(m) and M, = ¢(M); if ¢ is decreasing, then
my = (M) and M, = )(m)). Therefore, the conditions as in Theorem 2.9 are
satisfied, so we obtain required inequalities by putting m = my, M = M, and
replacing f with ¢ o f in (2.11) and (2.12) respectively. OJ

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that the assumptions as in Theorem 3.3 are fulfilled.
Then,

AW (f)) —m My — A@W(f))
M, — my Ex(My) + ‘3@ "y X)) =X 4)

— Ry a(my, My, ¥(f))
< Al(My = () W(f) —my)]  sup  Wy((t);my, My)

te(my,My)
— Ry a(my, My, ¥(f))
< Al(My = ()W (f) = my)]

- My —my
— Ry a(my, My, (f))

p — My

— Ry a(my, My, ¥(f))
(My —my) (¢ (My) — ¢ (my)) — Ry a(my, My, 9(f))

0<

(67 (My) — ¢y (my))

<

N
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and

My — A(y(f))
M¢ — My,

0 < AL)) = my X(my) = x(My(f, A))
P

< —m X(My) +
— Ry a(my, My, ¥(f))
(My = my)2 AW ((f); My, My)) — Ry a(my, My, (f))

(My — my) (8- (My) — ¢/ (my)) — Ry a(my, My, ¥(f)),

where Uy, and Ry 4 are defined by (1.5) and (2.9), and [my, My] = ([m, M]). If
¢ 1is concave, then the signs of inequalities are reversed.

»bl»—wlle

Proof. 1t follows from Theorem 2.10 by utilizing the same substitutions as in the
previous theorem. O

Remark 3.5. Power means

. A(fr)Mr ,7#0
MUN(f, A) :{ gxlg(A>(>1ogf)> =0

are the special case of generalized means, so by choosing x(t) = t°, ¥(t) = t" in
Theorems 3.3 and 3.4, which are either increasing or decreasing functions, one
obtains the corresponding results for power means. Here, they are omitted. For
more details about power means, the reader is referred to [2] and [14].

3.2. The Holder inequality. Generalizations of the Holder inequality and its
converse for positive linear functionals acting on the vector space of positive real-
valued functions are stated in the following theorems:

Theorem 3.6. (see [14]) Let p > 1 and q = p/(p—1). If w, f,g € L are such
that w, f,g > 0 and wfP,wg?,wfg € L, then

A(wfg) < AYP(w fP) AV (wg?).

If 0 <p <1 and A(wg?) > 0 (orp <0 and A(wfP) > 0), then the inequality
sign 18 reversed.

Theorem 3.7. (see [14]) Letp > 1, ¢ =p/(p—1), and w, f,g € L be such that
w, f,g >0 and wfP, wg?,wfg € L. If fg~?(E) C [m, M] then

(
(M — m)A(wf?) + (mM? — Mm?)Awg®) < (MP — m")A(wfg).

If p < 0, then the inequality also holds provided that either A(wf?) > 0 or
A(wg?) > 0. If 0 < p < 1, then the reversed inequality holds provided that either
A(wf?) >0 or A(wg?) > 0.

Our next application are converses in connection with the Hélder inequality
and they give estimates for the difference between the right-hand side and the
left-hand side of the inequalities from Theorems 3.6 and 3.7.
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Theorem 3.8. Letp>1,q=p/(p—1), w, f,g € L be such that w, f,g > 0 and
wfP wgl,wfg € L. If A(wg?) >0 and fg~9/?(E) C [m, M], then

0 < A(wf?) AP (wg?) — A”(wfg)
< (MA(wg?) — A(wfg))(A(wfg) — mA(wg?)) sup Wu(t;m, M)AP?(wg?)

te(m,M)
— Ry alm, M; fg5) A (g?)
< (MA(wg?) — A(wfg))(A(wfg) — mA(wg") )y
— Rya(m, M; fg~a) AP~ (wg?)
(M = m) (MP~ = 1 AP (wg?) — Fop a(m, M fg~5) AP (g

p=1 _ ypp—1

p—2 q
T (wg?)

»Jklﬁ

and

| /\

(wfP) A9 (wg?) — AP(wfg)
A(wfg)
A(wg?)’

(M —m)(MP~™" — P~ ) AP (wg) — Ry a(m, M; fg~ 1) AP~} (wg?),

sm, M)AP(wg?) — ]:2¢,A(m, M: fgfg)Ap_l(wgq)

IN

A
1
O = m)P,
p
<

where ¢(t) =7, VU, is defined by (1.5), and

Rd),A(ma M; fg_g)
N—-1 2™ q

= 33 Ag(m, Mn KA (wgrox s, >(%>)

n=0 k=1

where Ag(m, M,n, k) is defined in Theorem 2.7. If A(wfg) > 0, then the in-
equalities also hold for p < 0, while for 0 < p < 1 the inequalities are reversed.

Proof. Clearly, the function ¢(t) = t? is convex (concave) for p > 1 and p < 0 (for
0 <p<1). We define B(f) = % for w € L such that w > 0 and A(w) > 0.
Since B(1) = 1, the conditions of Theorem 2.9 are fulfilled. Now the required
relations follow from (2.11) and (2.12) by replacing A with B, w with wg? and f
with fg=/?. O

In the same way, by virtue of Theorem 2.10, we get:

Theorem 3.9. Suppose that the assumptions as in Theorem 3.8 are fulfilled. If
p>1orp<O0, then
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Alwfg) — mA(wg?) , .,  MA(wg?) — A(wfg) , .
M MP + N mP — A(wf?)
- Rqﬁ,A(mv M; fgig)
< A(wg?[(M — fg~?)(fg~ " —m)]) sup Wy(t;m, M)

te(m,M)

0<

— Ry a(m, M; fg™s)
< Alwg"[(M — fg7P)(fg~ P — m)])
- M —m

— Rya(m, M; fg™s)

o (MA(wg") — A(wfg))(A(wfg) — mA(wg”))
N (M —m)A(wg?)

- R¢,A(m7 M; fg_g)
< B —m) (Mt — ) Alwg?) = Roa(m, M; fg %)

p(MP~H —mP)

p(MP~H —mP)

and

Alwfg) — mA(wg?)
M —m M —m

— Ry.a(m, M; fg™ 1)

0<

(M — m)ZA(wgq\I/¢(fg_Q/p;m, M)) — RQS’A(m, M: fg_g)

IN
e

(M —m)(MP™" — mP™") A(wg?) — Ry a(m, M; fg~ ).

IN

If 0 < p < 1, the inequalities are reversed.

Remark 3.10. It should be noticed here that Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.6 and 3.7 hold
regardless to the lattice property (L3).

3.3. Hermite—Hadamard’s inequality. The Hermite-Hadamard inequality states
that if f: [a,b] — R is a convex function, then

f(a;rb) < bia/a F(t)dt < M (3.1)

If f is concave, the inequalities in (3.1) are reversed. For more details about the
Hermite-Hadamard inequality, the reader is referred to [3], [10], [12], [14], and
references therein.

It is interesting that Theorems 2.9 and 2.10 can be utilized in obtaining con-
verses for both inequalities in (3.1).
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Theorem 3.11. If f: I — R is continuous convex function and [a,b] C Int I,

then
0< b—/ F(t)dt — “+b>
< }l(b —a)? sup V;(t;a,b) — Ry(a,b)
te(a,b)
< 10— a)(fL(0) ~ Fi(a)) — Ryla,d) (3.2)
and
OSE—‘/f?d“‘ a;%
§4(b—a)2\lff<a+b )
< 0= )7 (0) () ~ Ryla,) (33
where
R¢(a,b) = Z 2 "2 Z Ag(a,b,n, k) (3.4)
n=0 k=1

and As(a,b,n, k) is defined in Theorem 2.7. If fis concave, the inequalities are
reversed.

Proof. Inequalities (3. 2) and (3.3) follow from (2.11) and (2.12), respectively, by
putting A(f) = ;= f f()dt, f(t) =t and replacing ¢ with f. The expression for

R¢(a,b) is calculated from (2.9) by making the same substitutions and utilizing
the explicit form (2.10) of functions 7. O]

Theorem 3.12. If f: I — R is continuous convez function and [a,b] C Int I,
then

ﬂ@;ﬂw_biméf@M—RA%M

(b—a)? sup W¥;(t;a,b) — Ry(a,b)

te(a,b)

gw—ww<>—ﬁm»—§&mwx (35)

where Ry(a,b) is defined by (3.4). If f is concave, the inequalities in (3.5) are
reversed.

0<

»—mm—l

Proof. Inequalities (3.5) are obtained from (2.13) by making the same substitu-
tions as in the proof of the previous theorem. O

Remark 3.13. It should be noticed here that the first inequality sign in (3.5)
provides the refinement of the right inequality in (3.1).
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Remark 3.14. If f: I — R is continuous convex function such that [a,b] C Int I,
then, combining the relations from the previous two theorems, we have

fla) + f(b) l(b—a)2 sup Wy(t;a,b) — Ry(a,b)

2 6 te(a,b)
b 1

<f<a+ > —l——(b—a)2 sup Vs(t;a,b) — Ry(a,b),

4 te(a,b)

where Rf(a,b) is defined by (3.4).

3.4. Inequalities of Giaccardi and Petrovi¢. Let p and x be r-tuples of
non-negative real numbers such that

(i — xo)(ij:Bj - :m) >0,i=1,..,15 Y per 7 T0; T, Y pitti € [0, 0]
k=1 =1

j=1

(3.6)
The Giaccardi inequality (see [17]) asserts that if f: [a,b] — R is convex function,
then

i]%f(xz) < Af(ipzxz) + B(ipi — 1)f(a:0)

where

22:1 biZi — Xo ’ Z;l biZi — Zo

The succeeding result is the refinement and converse of the Giaccardi inequality
obtained directly from Theorem 2.10.

Theorem 3.15. Let p and x be r-tuples of non-negative real numbers such that
(3.6) holds. If f: I — R is continuous convex function and [a,b] C Int I, then

O<Af<2p1$1>+B<Zpl—1) Zpl x;) — Ry(m, M;x)
< Zp](z:pixi — :L'j> (xj —xo) sup Uy (t Zo, szznl) — R¢(m, M;x)
j=1 i=1 ;

te(m,M)

2 =1 pj(Zi:}\;ifiT; z;)(2; — o) (7 (M) — f.(m)) — Ry(m, M; x)

(11 R (et ) UGS )

(M —m)(fL(M) — fi(m)) Zpi — Ry(m, M;x)

IN

IN

<

e~ =
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and

0<Af<2p1xz>+B<sz—l> sz f(x;) — R¢(m, M;x)

< —(M —m) Zpl\lff<ml,xo,2pl Z) R¢(m, M;x)

il

(M —m)(f2(M) = f{(m)) Zpi — Ry(m, M;x),

=1

MH

where m = min{xy, > ._, p;ix;}, M = max{xo, Y ,_, pixi},

r N—1 27
R¢(m, M;x) ZZZp,Amenk)rnx nl%(;f}_/’;;)
=1 n=0 k=1

A¢(m, M,n, k) is defined in Theorem 2.7 and A, B are defined by (3.7). If f is
concave, the inequalities are reversed.

Zz 1 Di%;
Zz 1 p’L

Proof. Tt follows directly from Theorem 2.10 for A(x) = and o = f. U

A special case of the Giaccardi inequality is the Petrovi¢ inequality (see [15])
which asserts that if f: [0,a] — R is convex function, then

r

if(%’)ﬁf( :cl->—|—('r’—1)f(0),

i=1

where z;,i = 1, ..., 7, are non-negative real numbers such that xy,...,z,,> ._ x; €
[0, a]. Our last result, which gives the lower and upper bound for the difference
between the right-hand side and the left-hand side of the Petrovi¢ inequality, can
be obtained from Theorem 2.10, but can also be obtained as a special case of
Theorem 3.15 for p; = ... = p, =1 and zy = 0.

Corollary 3.16. Let f: I — R be a continuous convez function and [0,a] C Int .
If x1,...,x, € [0,a] are real numbers such that y_._, z; € (0,al, then
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0< F( D)+ (r = DFO) = X f(w) = Re(x)

=1

< im‘j(ixi—x]) sup \I’f(t; O,ixi) — Ry(x)
j=1 i=1

tE(O,Z;Zl 1'2) i—1

- EnTsnen)(o (£) ) -

<) (1 ( ) - 1) - Ry
<G (- (Xw) - 1) - ritw
and
0= F(Dm) + (= 17(0) = 3 fl) = Byx)
< i(i%yi%(lﬂ“o’z%) — Ry(x)
< g(ixz) (fi(i%) ~ J10)) = Ry(x).
where
Ry (x) :Zi: : 4 Af(oai:xiﬂ% k)%X(anl,;;l)(ﬁ)a

and Ap(0,> 0 x4, n, k) is defined in Theorem 2.7. If f is concave, the inequalities
are reversed.
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