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ON SHERMAN’S TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR n-CONVEX
FUNCTION WITH APPLICATIONS

M. ADIL KHAN, S. IVELIC BRADANOVIC, AND J. PECARIC

ABSTRACT. New generalizations of Sherman’s inequality for convex functions
of higher order are obtained by using Hermite’s interpolating polynomials and
Green’s function. The Ostrowski and Griiss type bounds for the identity re-
lated to generalized Sherman’s inequality are established. Some applications
are discussed.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let I C R be an interval and x = (21,...,Zm), ¥ = (Y1,--sYm) € I™, where
m > 2. Let x[;) and yj;) denote the elements of x and y sorted in decreasing order.
We say that x majorizes y or y is majorized by x and write y < x if

k k
(1.1) Zy[i] < Z.’E[i], k=1,....,m—1,
i=1 =1

and the equation holds for k& = m.
In majorization theory, the next result, well known as Majorization theorem,
plays a very important role (see [15]).

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢ : I — R be a convex continuous function on an interval I
and X = (1, .0y Tm ), Y = (Y1, -, Ym) € I™. If y < x, then

Z(ﬁ(yi) < Z¢($i)~

Recently some generalizations of majorization theorem with applications are
obtained (see [1]-[5], [12]).
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S. Sherman [16], considering a weighted relation of majorization

k l
E VY < E U Ty,
i=1 j=1

for nonnegative weights u; and v;, proved the general result which include the row
stochastic k x [ matrix, i.e. matrix A = (a;;) € My (R) such that

ai;; >0 foralli=1,..,k j=1,...1,
l
Zaij =1 forali=1,..,k,
j=1

and holds under relations

!
(1.2) yi =y xjay, for i=1,..k,
j=1

k
uj = Y via;y, for j=1,..,1
i=1
His result can be formulated as the following theorem.

Theorem 1.2. Let x € [o, 8]}, y € [o, B]%, u € [0,00)! and v € [0,00)% be such
that (1.2) holds for some row stochastic matriz A € My (R). Then for every convex
function ¢ : [a, B] = R we have

k l
(1.3) qu¢(yq) < Zup¢($p)-
g=1 p=1

From Sherman’s theorem we can easily get Majorization theorem by setting k = [
and v = (1,...,1). Specially, when k = [ and all weights v; = u; are equal, the
condition (1.2), i.e. u = vA, assures the stochasticity on columns, so in that case
we deal with doubly stochastic matrices. It is well known that for x,y € R! is valid

y <x ifand only if y=xA

for some doubly stochastic matrix A € M (R).

The aim of this paper is to establish generalizations of Sherman’s result which
hold for real, not necessary nonnegative vectors u, v and matrix A and for convex
functions of higher order. Recently some related results are obtained (see [6], [10]).

The class of convex functions of higher order, i.e. the notion of n-convexity was
defined in terms of divided differences by T. Popoviciu. A function ¢ : [, ] — R
is n-convex, n > 0, if its nth order divided differences [xo, ..., Z,; @] are nonnegative
for all choices of (n + 1) distinct points z; € [, 8], ¢ = 0, ...,n. Thus, a 0-convex
function is nonnegative, 1-convex function is nondecreasing and 2-convex function
is convex in the usual sense. If ¢(™) exists, then ¢ is n-convex iff ¢ > 0 (see [15]).

At the end we point definition and some basic facts about exponential convexity.
For more details see [6], [11]. Here I denotes an open interval in R.

Definition 1.1. [14] For a fixed n € N, a function ¢ : I — R is n-exponentially
convex in the Jensen sense on I if

= T+ T;
Zpipj(b <2J) >0

4,j=1
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holds for all choices p; € R and x; € I, ¢ = 1,...,n. A function ¢ : I — R is
n-exponentially convex on [ if it is n-exponentially convex in the Jensen sense and
continuous on /.

Remark 1.1. Let ¢ : I — R be a given function.

e ¢ is exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on [, if it is n-exponentially
convex in the Jensen sense for all n € N.

e A positive function ¢ is log-convex, i.e. log ¢ is convex, in the Jensen sense
on [ iff it is 2-exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on I.

e A positive function ¢ is log-convex on I if it is continuous and log-convex
in the Jensen sense on

e A positive exponentially convex function ¢ on [ is also log-convex on I.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We use notations and terminology from [7].

Let —co < a< f<ooandlet a <ay <ag - <a. <pber (r>2)distinct
points. For ¢ € C™([a, 5]) (n > r) a unique polynomial pg(s) of degree (n — 1)
exists, such that Hermite conditions hold

(H) P (a;) = ¢D(a;); 0<i<k;, 1<j<r

,
where > k;j + 7 =n.
j=1
Specially, for r = 2,1 <m <n—1, ky =m —1 andk; = n—m — 1 we have
type (m,n —m) conditions:

Pl (@) =60 (a), 0<i <m—1,

P (B =8D(B),0<i<n—m—1.

Forn =2m, r = 2and k; = k3 = m—1 we have two-point Taylor conditions:
Pyt (@) = 60 (@), pi2(8) = 6(8), 0 < i <m — 1.

Theorem 2.1. Let —o<a<f<ooanda<ay <ag - <a.<Bber (r>2)
distinct points and ¢ € C"([a, B]). Then

(21) (b(t) = pH<t) + RH,n ((b, t)7

where pg (t) is the Hermite inrepolating polynomial, i.e.

r kj
pr(t) = Hij (1) (ay),

j=11i=0
H;; are fundamental polynomials of the Hermite basis defined by
k

(2.2)  Hy(t) = S L. L <W>

1 kj+1—i 1tk (t— aj)k’
il (t —a;)" = kldt w(t)

t:aj

r

(2.3) w(t) =[] ¢ =a)™*,

Jj=1
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and the remainder is given by

where Gy (¢, 8) is defined by

! kj (a,-fs)"_i_l
Z : Zn—i71)l ”(t); s < t,
(2'4) GH,n(t,s) = Jj=11=0
T L —5 n K2 1
B zl: 1 2:0 (agn;3_1)| H;;(t); s >t,
j=l+1i=
Jorallay < s <ap41;1=0,...,7 with ap = a and a,1 = j3.

Remark 2.1. For type (m,n —m) conditions, from Theorem 2.1 we have

where p(m ) (t) is (m,n —m) interpolating polynomial, i.e.

m—1 n—m-—1
p(mn ZTz QS(l + Z 771
=0 1=0

with

P Y A n—m+p—1 t-aye
(2.5) Ti(t) = 5(t a)( —B p;) < )(ﬁ—a)’

m " m—1—1

20 - te-a (=) <’"“"1) (=5)"

s
I
=]

and the remainder is given by

B

with
m—1 rm—1—j p
n—m+p—1 (ﬂ) ]X
]§O|: pgo ( P ) f-a
(t=a)/(a=s)" 77" (gt "7
(2.7) G (t,s) = JH(n—j—1)! (BfoL) ) a<ls<t<p
m,n ) Ne—1 ——i—1 .
— m+q—1y( 5=t
L[ g )]k
%(é’fi) : a<t<s<p

For Type Two-point Taylor conditions, from Theorem 2.1 we have

@(t) = par(t) + Ror (o, t)

where par(t) is the two-point Taylor interpolating polynomial i.e,

=5 (m*; N (D) (Y 0w
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and the remainder is given by

B
Ror (1) = / Gor(t, )6 (5)ds

with
1

(;ml)l)up (t, 3) (minj) (t— S)m_l_jqj (t,s), s<t;

”'M\

[}

(2.8)  Gor(t,s) =

RS
L

(gmn*lnyq (t7 5) ‘ZO (m_j1+j) (5 - t)milijpj (t7 5)7 s>t
j=

where p(t, s) = C=gHI, q(t,5) = p(s, 1), V.5 € [, B].
The following lemma describes the positivity of Gy (¢, s) (see [8], [13]).
Lemma 2.1. The function Gy (t, s), defined by (2.4), has the following properties:
(i) GHM’E(;S) >0,a1 <t<a, a <s<a;
(i) Grnlt,s) < gy W@
(iii) f Gun(t,s)ds = (t).
Green’s function of Lagrange type is defined on [«, 8] X [, 5] by
(t=B)(s—a)
E=Pb=a) = <5<t
(29) G(t, S) = { (s—g;(?—a) .
f-a =
It is convex and continuous in both variables (see [17]).

3. MAIN RESULTS
The next identity related to generalized Sherman’s inequality holds.
Theorem 3.1. Let n >4 and ¢ € C"([o, f]), a« < a1 < ag--<a, < B (r>2) be
the given points and ki, ..., k, € N with Z ki +r=n. Letx € [, B]', y € [, BIF,
u € R and v € R be such that (1.2) holds for some matriz A € My, (R) whose

entries satisfy the condition Z ai; =1,1=1,....,k. Then
j=1

l k
Z upP(xp) — Z Vg (Yq)
r kj

(3.1) / [Zup (xp,t) qu yq,] Hi; ()¢ (a;)dt

j=11=0

// [ZUP (zp, t _quG(yqat)] GH,n72(t73)¢(n)(8)d8dt7

where G, H;; and Gun—o are defined as in (2.9), (2.2) and (2.4), respectively.

<0

Proof. For any function ¢ € C?([a, 8]), we can show integration by parts that the
following identity holds

B N a:—a
(32) o) = =2 o)+ 20+ [ Gt
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where G is defined by (2.9).
1

k
By an easy calculation, applying (3.2) in > upé(x,) — Y. v4¢(y,) and using (1.2),
p=1 q=1
we get

l k
Z upd(p) — Z Vg®(Yq)
p=1 qg=1
B l k
(3.3) = / [Z upG(p,t) — Z 4G (Yyq, t)] " (t)dt.
@ p=1 q=1

By Theorem 2.1, the function ¢”(¢) can be expressed as

(3.4) ZZH o (a;) + / ’ Grn_a(t, )™ (s)ds.

j=11i=0
Now, combining (3.3) and (3.4), we get (3.1). O

Using the previous identity we get the following generalization of Sherman’s
theorem which hold for real, not necessary nonnegative vectors u, v and matrix A.

Theorem 3.2. Let n > 4 and ¢ € C™([«, B]) be n-convex on [a,ﬁ], a=a <
- < ap =B (r>2) be the given points and ky, ...,k € N with Z kj+r=n.

Let x € [, B!, y € [, B]F, u € R! and v € R¥ be such that (1.2) holds for some

matric A € M (R) whose entries satisfy the condition Z a;;=1,1=1,...k and

j=1
1 k
(3.5) Zqu(xp,t) - quG(yq,t) >0, te€lo,pf].
p=1 q=1
(i) If k; is odd for each j =2,..,r, then
l k
(3:6) > up(ay) = Y vg0(yq)
p=1 q=1
B l k T k]
Z/ [Z upG(ap, t) — quG(yqa ZHU ¢(Z+2) j)dt.
@ p=1 q=1 j=11=0

(ii) Ifk; is odd for each j = 2,..,r—1 and k, is even, then the reverse inequality
in (3.6) holds.

Proof. (i) Since ¢ € C™([e, A]) is n-convex, then ¢(™ > 0.

Clearly, (t — al)kﬁ_1 > 0 for any ¢ € [, 8] and if k; is odd for each j = 2,..,r, then
the function w, defined by (2.3), satisfied w(t) > 0 for any ¢ € [«, 8]. Therefore, by
Lemma 2.1 (i) it follows that G ,—2(t,s) > 0. Hence, we can apply Theorem 3.1
to obtain (3.6).

(ii) This part we can prove similarly. |

Under Sherman’s assumptions of non-negativity of vectors u, v and matrix A
the following generalizations hold.
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Theorem 3.3. Let n > 4 and ¢ € C™([a, B]) be n-convex on [, B], o = a1 <
- <ap =pf (r>2) be the given points and ki,....k, € N with Y k; +r = n.
j=1
Letx € [a, B!, y € [, B]%, u € [0,00)! and v € [0,00)* be such that (1.2) holds for
some row stochastic matriz A € My (R).
(i) If k; is odd for each j =2,..,r, then (3.6) holds.
(ii) Ifk; is odd for each j = 2,..,7—1 and k, is even, then the reverse inequality
in (3.6) holds.
(iil) If (5.6) holds and the function

(3.7) FO =33 [ Ge0H 00 (a))dt

is convex on |o, f], then (1.8) holds.

Proof. (i) Since the function G(.,t), t € [«, 5], is convex, then by Sherman’s theorem
we have
! k
Zqu(xp,t) - quG(yq,t) >0, te€][ap]
p=1 q=1
Applying Theorem 3.2 and Lemma 2.1 (i) we get (3.6).

(ii) Similarly we can prove this part.
(iil) If (3.6) holds, the right hand side of (3.6) can be rewriting in the form

Z Upp(xp
p=1

where F' is defined by (3.7). If F is convex, then by Sherman’s theorem we have

l k
Zupl*:‘(xp) - quﬁ‘(yq) >0,
p=1 q=1

i.e. the right hand side of (3.6) is nonnegative, so (1.3) immediately follows. O

Vg F (Yq),

MPT

q=1

As a direct consequence of the previous result, considering particular case of Her-
mite interpolating polynomial with type (m,n—m) conditions, we get the following
corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Letn > 4,1 <m <n—1 and ¢ € C"([a, f]) be n-convex. Let
x € [, B, y € [, 8%, u € [0,00)! and v € [0,00)* be such that (1.2) holds for
some row stochastic matriz A € My, (R).

(i) If n — m is even, then
(3.8)

1 k
Z Up@(p) — Z 0g®(Yq)
p=1 q=1

B l k m—1 n—m-—1
2/ [ZuPG(:z:p,t)—quG(yq,t)] (Z L (t) ¢(z+2 )+ Z ni(t z+2) )) dt,
o Lp=1 q=1 =0 =0

where G, 7; and n; are defined as in (2.9), (2.5) and (2.6), respectively.



262 M. ADIL KHAN, S. IVELIC BRADANOVIC, AND J. PECARIC

(ii) If n — m is odd, then the reverse inequality in (3.8) holds.
(iii) If (3.8) holds and the function

B B m—1 n—m—1

i=0 =0
is convex on |a, f], then (1.8) holds.

Considering particular case of Hermite interpolating polynomial with two-point
Taylor conditions we get the next generalizations.

Corollary 3.2. Let m > 2 and ¢ € C*"([a, B]) be 2m-conver. Let x € |a, f]',

y € [a,B]F, u € [0,00)! and v € [0,00)* be such that (1.2) holds for some row
stochastic matriz A € My (R).

(i) If m is even, then

l k 8T ! k
(3.10) z::lupﬁb(xp) - qzz:lvqﬁb(yq) 2 /a L; upG(zp, 1) — ;qu(yq»t) F(t)dt,
where
oS ) () e

UALIL (;_i)m <i_%>p¢<i”><ﬂ>] |

(ii) If m is odd, then the reverse inequality in (3.10) holds.
(iil) If (5.10) holds and the function

F() = /B G(-,t)F(t)dt
is convex on |o, f], then (1.3) holds.

4. GRUSS AND OSTROWSKI TYPE INEQUALITIES RELATED TO GENERALIZED
SHERMAN’S INEQUALITY

P. Cerone and S. S. Dragomir [9], considering the Cebyéev functional

T(f,9) : /f dt—i/f t)dt - /jg(t)dt

for Lebesgue mtegrable functions f, g : [o, 5] = R, proved the following two results
which contain the Griiss and Ostrowski type inequalities.

Theorem 4.1. Let f : [, 8] — R be Lebesgue integrable and g : (o, 8] — R be
absolutely continuous with (- — a)(8 —-)(¢')* € Lla, B]. Then

1 1 p / 2
@) [T, )\_f[ (.4 m</ (e~ a)(3 ~ )/ (2] daz>

The constant — in (4.1) is the best possible.

[NIE
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Theorem 4.2. Let g : [a, B] — R be monotonic nondecreasing and f : [a, f] = R
be absolutely continuous with ' € Lo, B]. Then

B
(4.2) (. ) <17 / (2 — a)(8 — v)dg(a).

The constant & in (4.2) is the best possible.

D€ 55

To avoid many notations, under assumptions of Theorem 3.1, we define the
function B : [a, ] — R by

B l
(4.3) B(S):/ [Zqu(xp, qu (Yq- 1)
e} p=1

Then T(B, B) denotes the Cebysev functional

8 8 2
T(B,B) = ﬂ%a/ B%(s)ds — <5 i a/ B(s)ds)

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Additionally,
let (™) be absolutely continuous on [a, f] with (- — a)(B — ) (D)2 € Lla, 8] and
B be defined as in (4.3). Then the following representation holds

GH n— g(t S)dt

l k
Z upd(xp) — Z Vg®(Yq)
p=1 q=1
3 l k r o kj
B / [Z upG(xp, t) — Z%G(yq, t) Hi;(t) H_Q) j)dt
@ p=1 q=1 j=114=0

(n—1) _ 4(n=1) B
(4.4) o ;z (@) /a B(s)ds + R(¢;a, B)
and the remainder R($; a, B) satisfies the estimation
- | e :
45) IR < VST B6) | [ (s - ) -9l (o)ds

Proof. Applying Theorem 4.1 for f — B and g — ¢™), we get

EEY LRV S PR S AT

1
2

) £
T(8,B)) —— (/ (s —a)(B - 5)[¢<"+1>(5)]2d5>

\f VB—a

Therefore, we have
B (n=1)(8) — p(n—1) B
[ By syas = OO [Ciya i,

where the remainder R(¢; a, §) satisfies the estimation (4.5).
Now from the identity (3.1) we obtain (4.4). O
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Theorem 4.4. Suppose that all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Additionally,
let ("1 >0 on [, B] and B be defined as in (4.3). Then the representation (4.4)
holds and R(¢;a, B) satisfies the estimation

(n—1) (n—1) o (n—2) _ 4(n—2) o
(4.6) |R<¢;a,ﬁ>|g3f|oo{¢ (ﬂ);d) (@) ¢ (’Bﬁ_ﬁ <>}_

Proof. Applying Theorem 4.2 for f — B and g — ¢, we get

B 1 B
/aB(s)ds-ﬂ_a/a ™ (s)ds

B
40 =g B [ s a9 s

b —«

1
-

? Bls)s !
/aB(s)qS (s)ds—ﬂ

— 2
Since
B B
[ 6= 0@ =6 s = [0 (a4 Bl )
= (8= ) [6"7(8) + 6" V(a)] =2 [P (8) = 9" D ()],
using identity (3.1) and the inequality (4.7) we deduce (4.6). O

Theorem 3.2 gives the lower bound for the expression

l k
Zupd’(xp) - qu¢(yq)

g ! k r kj 4
—/ [Z%G(%J)—Z%G(yqvt) SO Hi ()6 (aj)dt.

j=1i=0
The upper bound is presented in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that all the assumptions of Theorem 3.1 hold. Additionally,
let 1 <pg<oo,1/p+1/q=1, q/)("){p € L, [a, 5] and B be defined as in (4.3).

Then
l k
Zup¢(xp) - qu¢(yq)
p=1 q=1
gT 1 k r kj .
_/ [ZUPG(xpvt) - quG(yqvt) ZZHZ] (t)¢(l+2) (aj)dt
@ [p=1 g=1 j=1i=0
(4.8) < ||| i, -
p

The constant ||B||, is sharp for 1 < p < oo and the best possible for p = 1.
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Proof. Applying Holder’s inequality to the identity (3.1) we obtain

l k
Z up@(p) — Z VP (Yq)
p=1 qg=1
B l k
_/ lz upG(xp,t) — quG(yq, 1
@ p=1 q=1

B
= / B(s)p™ (s)ds

For the proof of the sharpness of the constant [|B|, let us find a function ¢ for
which the equality in (4.9) holds.
For 1 < p < oo take ¢ to be such that

¢\ (s) = sguB(s) |B(s)|
For p = oo take ¢(™ (s) = sgn B(s).

For p = 1 we prove that
< max |B(s) (/ o™ (s) >
s€la,B] o

/ B(s)p™ (s)ds
is the best possible inequality.

Assume that |B(s)| attains its maximum at sg € [a, 8]. First we assume that B(sg) >
0. For e small enough we define ¢.(s) by

(4.9)

r o kj
Hi; (1o (a;)dt
0

]:1 1=

SE N

Bl -

(4.10)

0’ CYSSSSO’
Pe(s) = ﬁ(S_SO)na so <s<s59+¢,
L(s—s0)", so+e<s<B.

Then for £ small enough we have

B sote 1 1 sote
/ B(s)o™ (s)ds| = / B(s) Zds| = - / B(s)ds.

Now from (4.10) we have

1 so+e so+e 1

f/ B(s)ds < B(so)/ Lis = B(so).

€ Js o €
Since

1 So+e€
lim — B(s)ds = B(so)

e—=0 ¢
then the statement follows.
In case B(sg) < 0, we define ¢.(s) by
L —1(s —s0 — e)" 1t a<s<sg,
P(s) = En,(t—to—s) so <5< sg+e,
0, so+e<s<p,

and the rest of the proof is the same as above. [
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5. SOME APPLICATIONS

Motivated by the inequality (3.6), under the assumptions of Theorems 3.2, we
define the linear functional A : C"([«, 8]) — R by

l k
= Z upd(xp) — qu¢(yq)
p=1 qg=1

T kj

B[t k
(5-1) 7/ lZUPG(xpat)quG(yq,t) ZH” ()" (a;)dt.

j=114=0
Remark 5.1. Note that if ¢ € C"([a, f]) is n-convex, then by Theorem 3.2 we have
A(¢) = 0.

Using the linearity and positivity of defined functional we derive mean-value
theorems of the Lagrange and Cauchy type.

Theorem 5.1. Let ¢ € C™([«, 8]) and A : C™ (e, B]) — R be the linear functional
defined by (5.1). Then there exist & € [a, B] such that

A(¢) = o™ () A(y),

"

n! "’

where p(x) =
Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1 in [11]. O

Theorem 5.2. Let ¢, € C™([a, f]) and A : C™([a, 5]) — R be the linear func-
tional defined by (5.1). Then there exists 5 € [a, O] such that

A(g) _ ™9
5.2 —
2 X = St

provided that the denominators are non-zero

Proof. Similar to the proof of Corollary 4.2 in [11]. O

™ . . .
Remark 5.2. If % is an invertible function, then we get

= (5m) (G

which is exactly mean of Chauchy type of the segment [c, 3].

Applying Exponential convexity method [11], we may interpret our results in the
form of exponentially convex functions or in the special case log convex functions.
In order to obtain such results, we define the families of functions as follows.

For every choice of I + 1 mutually different points zg, z1, ..., x; € [a, 8] we define

o F1 ={¢¢ : [, 8] > R:t eI and t — [xg,1,..., ;5 ¢¢] is n-exponentially
convex in the Jensen sense on I}

o Fo ={¢: : [o,8] > R:telandtw— [xg,21,..125;d] is exponentially
convex in the Jensen sense on I}

o F3={¢:: [a,f] > R:telandtw [xg,21,..., 2 ¢ is 2-exponentially
convex in the Jensen sense on I}

Theorem 5.3. Let A be the linear functional defined as in (5.1) associated with
family Fi. Then the following statements hold:
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(i) The function t — A(¢) is n-exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on
1.

(ii) If the function t — A(¢p:) is continuous on I, then it is n-exponentially
convez on I.

Proof. (i) We define the function h : [a, 5] — R by

h(z) = Z PiPk®s; (),
k=1

5jtSk

where p;,s; €R, j=1,...,n, sjp = 25—, 1 < j,k <n, and ¢, € Fi.
Since t — [xg, 21, ..., T1; 4] is n-exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on I, then

n
[:U07x17 7xl7h] = Z P;iPk [fEO,fEl, "'7xl;¢s_jk] >0,
Jk=1

i.e. h is l-convex. Therefore, we have

A(h) = Z pipeA (¢s,,) > 0.

jk=1

Hence, the function ¢ — A(¢:) is n-exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on I.
(ii) Follows from (i) and Definition 1.1. O

The following corollary is an easy consequence of the previous theorem.

Corollary 5.1. Let A be the linear functional defined as in (5.1) associated with
family Fs. Then the following statements hold:
(i) The function t — A(¢p:) is exponentially convex in the Jensen sense on I.
(ii) If the function t — A(¢py) is continuous on I, then it is exponentially convex
on I.

Corollary 5.2. Let A be the linear functional defined as in (5.1) associated with
family Fs. Then the following statements hold:

(i) If the function t — A(pt) is continuous on I, then it is 2-exponentially
convex on I. If t — A(¢¢) is additionally positive, then it is also log-convex
on I. Furthermore, for every choice r,s,t € I, such that r < s < t, it holds

(MA@ ™" < (MG [Algr)]" "
(ii) If the function t — A(¢;) is positive and differentiable on I, then for all
r,s,u,v € I such that r < wu, s < v, we have

(53) Hr,s (A7 Jr3) S Hu,v (A; -/—'.3) )
where
Aldr) )7
(54) Hr,s (A,}—g) = (A(QBS))(AW’)) ' # A
exp (GZTA(T)T) , T =S5.

Proof. (i) The first part of statement is an easy consequence of Theorem 5.3 and
the second one of Remark 1.1.

Since t — A(¢:) is log-convex on I, i.e. t +— logA(¢;) is convex on I, then by
definition we have

(r—t)log A(¢) + (t — s)log A(fr) + (s —r)log A(f) >0



268 M. ADIL KHAN, S. IVELIC BRADANOVIC, AND J. PECARIC

for every choice r,s,t € I, such that r < s < t. Therefore, we have

[A(es)] ™" < [A(Sr)] T [A(]

(ii) Since t — log A(¢;) is convex on I, by definition we have

log A(¢r) —log A(ds) _ log A(¢u) —log A(¢y)

r—s - U—

(5.5)

for r <wu, s <w, r # u, s # v. Therefore, we have
Hr,s (Av]:?)) S Hu,v (A;J:S) .

Case r = s, u = v follows from (5.5) as limiting case. O

Using obtained mean-valued theorems and results regarding the exponential con-
vexity, we may deduce some new classes of two-parameter Cauchy-type means.
For example, consider the family of functions

Q= {p::(0,00) = (0,00) : t € (0,00)}

defined by

Since ’ﬁ;ﬁ" (z) = e=*Vt > 0, the function ¢, is n-convex function for every t > 0.
Moreover, the function ¢ d;ﬁf (z) is exponentially convex. Therefore, using
the same arguments as in proof of Theorem 5.3, we conclude that the function
t — [x0,21,...,21; @¢] is exponentially convex (and so exponentially convex in the
Jensen sense ). Then from Corollary 5.1 it follows that ¢ — A(p¢) is exponentially
convex in the Jensen sense. It is easy to verify that the function ¢ — A(yp;) is
continuous, so it is exponentially convex.

For this family of functions, with assumption that [a, 5] C (0, 00) and ¢t — A(py)
is positive, (5.4) becomes

1
l n—<
E _xpf Z 'U e yqf Al
" op=1 q—l
Hn¢ = 777 1 ) n 7& Cv
Z Upe —zpV/C Z Vg€ —yqVC — B,

9=

Z vque*yqﬁ - Z upxpe’mp\/r’ + Ao
=1 p=1 n

Hn,.n = €XP . . n s
Y ey
p=1

g=1
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where
Pl k r ks | i
Al = / Z UpG(J?p; t) - E UqG(yq, t) Hi .(t)(_1)1+2n1+§e_aj\/ﬁdt,
«@ p=1 =1 e
g ! k r kj Ji+?
Ag = / > upG(ap,t) = 350G (Y1) Hi’(t)m(xe_m‘/ﬁ)h:ajdt,
no . j=114=0 z

vk

<

B 1 & | |
B = / ZUPG(-T;Dat) - quG(yq,t) E Hij(t)<_1)z+2<1+§6_ajﬁdt.
@ q:1

—
o

J=11i=

Using Theorem 5.2 it follows that

e (0, 9) = = (ViT+ /<) log . (A, )

satisfies

i.e.

o S ,U/n,C (A,Q) S 67
tn.c (A, Q) is mean. By Corollary 5.2, using (5.3), it follows that this mean is

monotonic.
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