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Abstract

In this article, we introduce the notion of (h, k)-convex functions and their operator form. More-
over, we derive Hermite-Hadamard-type, and Fejer-type inequalities for this class.
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1. Introduction and Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we denote by I the closed interval [a, b]. A real-valued function f is called
convex on [ if

fQz+ (1 =Ny) <Af(z)+ (1 =N f(y),

for all z,y € I and X € [0, 1]. If opposite the inequality holds, then f is said to be concave on I.
The following inequality holds for any convex function f: I — R,

a+b fla) + f(b)

b
f( Q)Sbia/fwﬂxé——3——— (1.1)

The inequalities () was firstly discovered by Hermite in 1881 in the journal Mathsis. But this result
was nowhere appeared for years. Beckenbach wrote that this inequality was proven by Hadamard
in 1893 [2]. In 1974, Mitronovi¢ found Hermite’s note in Mathesis [9]. So () is called Hermite-
Hadamard inequality. (In brief H H-inequality). Such inequality is very useful in many mathematical
contexts and contributes as a tool for establishing some interesting estimations. In recent years many
authors have been interested in giving some refinement and extensions of the Hermite-Hadamard
inequality. In order to archive our results we need the following definitions and preliminary. Let H
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be a complex Hilbert space. We represent the set of all bounded linear operators on H by B(H). If
A € B(H) satisfies A* = A, then A is called a self-adjoint operator. The Gelfand map establishes
a *-isometrically isomorphism ® between the set C(Sp(A)) of all continuous functions defined on
the spectrum of A, denoted by Sp(A), and the C*-algebra C*(A) generated by A and the identity
operator 1y on H. Then we define f(A) = ®(f) for all f € C(Sp(A)) and we call it the continuous
functional calculus for a self adjoint operator A. A continuous function f : I — R is called operator
convex, (operator concave), if

FAA+ (1 =XN)B) < (Z)Af(A) + (1= N f(B)

for all self-adjoint operators A and B with spectra in I.

As examples of such functions, we consider f(¢) = ¢". It is operator convex on (0,00), if either
1 <r<2or—1<r <0, and is operator concave on (0,00) if 0 < r < 1. The function f(t) = Int
and the entropy function f(t) = —tInt are operator concave on (0,00). Note that f(t) = e is not
operator convex, but it is convex in real manner. For some fundamental results on operator convex
(operator concave) and operator monotone functions, see [[7] and the references therein.

Dragomir has proved operator convex function version of H H-inequality as below [3]

f(A) + f(B)
2

A+ B

(e

) < /1f(tA+ (1—t)B)dt <

where f is operator convex on I, and A, B are self-adjoint operators in B(H) with their spectrums
contained in I. Motivated by the above results, in this paper we extend the concept of convex func-
tion to (h — k) convex function and provide some Hermite- Hadamard type inequalities generalizing
and improving ([L.1)).

Firstly we give a simple proof of inequalities (EI)

Theorem 1.1 (Hermite-Hadamard inequality). Let f : I — R be a convex function. Then the
inequality (El) holds.

Proof . The function g(x) = f(z) + f(a + b — x) is convex on [a, b] and symmetric. So

a+b

9(—5=) < 9(2) < gla)( = 9(b))

by integrating we arrive at

f(a;—b)gbia/ f(x)dng(a);f(b),

as required. [J

Now, by dividing the interval [a, b] into n subintervals with length b_Ta and by H H-inequality for
the subintervals [a + (b — a),a + “1(b — a)] and some simple calculations, we have the following
refinement for HH inequality.

Theorem 1.2. Let f be convex on [a,b]. Then for 1 #n € N, we have

a b 1” 2k—1a+2 —k)+1)b
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< /lf(ta—i— (1 —t)b)dt
l(f(a)+f(b) +zn:f((k—1)a+(n—k:+1)b)

n 2 n

_ @+ 1) o)

2. (h — k)-convex functions

In this section, we introduce (h — k)-convex functions, which are a generalization of convex
functions.
Let J be an open interval in R and (0,1) C J.

Definition 2.1. Let h and k : J — R be non-negative real functions with h and k # 0. We say
that f : I — R is an (h — k)-convex function, if f is non-negative, and for all (z,y) € I X I and
A € [0,1], we have

F@+ 1= Ny) <h(N)f(2) + k(1= A)f (). (2.1)

It is clear that if A(A\) = k(X)) = A, then all non-negative convex functions belong to (h — k)-convex
ones.
Now, we are eager to present an (h — k)-convex version for H H-inequality.

Theorem 2.2 (Hermite- Hadamard-type inequality). Let f be an (h — k)-convex function on

1, then:
a+b

f(43%) L ! !
h(%)+k(%) < b—a/a f(x)dl“gf(@)/o h(t)dt‘i‘f(b)/o k(t)dt (2.2)

with h(3) + k(3) # 0.

Proof . For the left hand side inequality, we have

a+b
2

) = f(%(tcﬂ— (1—1t)b) + %((1 —t)a+tb))

< h(3)F(ta+ (1= 0)0) + k(5)F((1~ t)a + 1),

f(

for every ¢ € [0, 1]. By integrating on [0, 1], we get

/Olf(a;rb)dt < h(%) /Olf(ta—Ir (1 —t)b)dt+k(%) /Olf((l — t)a + tb)dt.

So, by [ f(ta+ (1 —t)b)dt = [, f((1 — t)a + tb)dt, we have

a—+b 1

1 1
F(557) < (h(3) +k(3)) /O f(ta+ (1—t)b)dt.
Now, for the right hand inequality, we have:

f(ta+ (1 —1)b) < A(t)f(a) + k(1 — ) (b),
F(A=t)a+tb) < h(1—t)f(a)+ k(t)f(b),




2156

M. Eghbali Amlashi, M. Hassani

for every ¢ € [0, 1]. By summing them and integrating on [0, 1], we arrive at

/0 (f(ta+ (1 =1)b) + f((1—t)a+tb))dt < f(a)/o (h(t) + h(1 —t))dt+f(b)/0 (k(t) + k(1 —t))dt.

So,

/01 flta+ (1 =t)b)dt < f(a) /01 h(t)dt + f(b) /01 k(t)dt.

This completes the desired proof. [
At this point, we review some various versions of convexity which have already introduced:

i)

ii)

iii)

We say that f : I — R is a p-function [5] or that f belong to the class p(I), if f is non-negative
and for each z,y € I and t € [0, 1]

fltz+ (1 —t)y) < flx)+ fy)

these functions are (h — k)-convex function with h(t) = k(t) = 1. For these functions, H H-
inequality has the form:

a+b
2

1

S

)<y [ T < )+ 1)

Let s € (0,1]. A function f : [0,00) — [0, 00) is named s-convex (in the second sense) [8], or f
belongs to k2, if for each x,y € (0,00) and ¢ € [0, 1]

fltz+ (1 =t)y) <t°f(x)+ (1 —1)°f(y).

These functions are (h — k)-convex with h(t) = k(t) = t°. H H-inequality has the following
form for them:

see [4].

Let h : J — R be a non-negative function and h # 0 and (0,1) C J. A non-negative function
f I — Ris called an h-convex function, if it satisfies in following inequality:

Stz + (1 —1t)y) <h(t)f(z)+h(1—1)f(y)

for any z,y € I, and ¢ € (0,1) [10].
Ofcourse, h-convex functions are included in (h — k)-convex functions, with h(t) = k(¢). And

H H-inequality is as below for them: (h(%) #+ O)

J;EL@) S/o f(ta+ (1 —t)d)dt < (/0 ht)dt) (fla) + S(B) (@b € D).

The function f(z) = /Z is an h-convex one, with h(t) = v/, on I C [0,00). It is worth to
noting that f is not convex.
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Let w be a symmetric non-negative function on /,that is. w(z) = w(a + b — ) for all z € I. Fejer
proved the following inequalities, that is a generalization of H H-inequality: [6]

f(a;b)/a x)dr < fla) + Jb )/a w(x)dx (2.3)

2
where f is convex on [a, b].
For proving (), we can follow the method in proof of H H-inequality. In the next theorem, we
prove an (h — k)-convex function, version of (2.3).

Theorem 2.3 (Fejer-type inequality). Let f be an (h — k)-convex function on |a,b] and let w(x)
be non-negative symmetric integrable function on [a,b]. Then

h(f)(?;)(%) /1 (ta+ (1 —t)b)dt < /01 f(ta+ (1 =t)b)w(ta+ (1 —t)b)dt

< [f(co/o h(t)w(ta + (1 — t)b)dt
+ f(b) /1 k(tw(ta + (1 — t)b)dt]. (2.4)
Proof . We have w(ta + (1 —t)b) = w((1 — t)a + tb) and,

flta+ (1 =t)b)w(ta+ (1 = 1)b) < (h(t)f(a) + k(1 =) f(b))w(ta + (1 = 1)b)
F((AL = t)a+ th)w(l — t)a+ th) < h(1 —t)f(a) + k() f(b))w((1 — t)a + tb)

So,
/1[f(ta +(L=t)b+ f((1 = t)a+th))]w(ta+ (1 — t)b)dt
< f(a) /1(h(t) + h(1 — t))w(ta+ (1 — t)b)dt + f(b) /1(k:(t) k(1= )w(ta+ (1= t)b)dt.

Therefore, the right hand side inequality proved. Now, for the left hand side inequality we can write:

F& ;L b)w(m +(1—t)b) = f(%(ta + (1 —t)b) + %((1 —tla+tb))w(ta+ (1 -1)d)
then,
FOG) [ it (=t < 1) [ (eas 0=t + 01—y

4 k(%) /01 F(L=a+ D) w((l—ta+ thde.  (2.5)

So we get the desired result. [
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3. Operator Convex Functions, Main Theorems

In this section, we state and prove the operator version of the inequalities ()
Definition 3.1. We say that the continuous real function f on I, is operator (h — k)-convex on I,
if
FAA+ (L= X)B) < h(N)F(A) + k(1 — N f(B)
For any self-adjoint operators A, B in B(H), with spectra in I, and all X € [0, 1].

Remark 3.2. If f is an operator (h — k)-convex function, then for any unit x € H, we define the
real-valued function

Coap(t) = (f(tA+ (1 —t)B)z, ),
where A and B are self-adjoint operators with spectra in I. Since f is an operator (h — k)- conver,
then for a, 8 € [0,1], we have

paan(ta+ (1 =0B) = (f|(ta+(1-0)B)A+ (1= (ta+(1-t)B))B|zx)
= (f(tlaAd+ (1 —a)B] + (1 — t)[BA+ (1 — B)Blz, z)
< ([h(t)f(eA+ (1= B)B) + k(1 —t)f(BA+ (1 — B)B)]z, x)
) (f(ecA+ (1 —a)B)z,z) + k(1 —t)(f(BA+ (1 — B)B)z,x)
(t)pza,B(a) + k(1 —t)psa,5(B).

Showing that @, a5 is an (h — k)-convex function on [0, 1].

h
h

Now we are ready to prove the operator version of the inequalities (@)
Theorem 3.3. Let [ be an operator (h — k)-convez function. Then
1 1 1
e ik(%)f(A;B) g/o f(tA+ (1 —t)B)dt < f(A)-/0 h(t)dt+f(B)/0 k(t)dt
for self-adjoint operators A, B € B(H), with spectra contained in I.
Proof . By Remark @ the function
Poap(t) = (f(tA+ (1 —1t)B)z,z)
is (h — k)-convex on [0, 1]. By Theorem @

m S/O Pz,a,B(t)dt < %,A,B(O)/O h(t)dt—kcpx,A,B(l)/o k(t)dt.

So

1 A+ B 1
h(%)+k(%)<f( 9 )x>$>§/0(f(tAJr(l—t)B)x,x)dt

< () [ i 5)ee) [ roa)

for any unit x in H, and self-adjoint operators A and B with spectra in I.
But f is continuous. Hence

/01<f(tA+ (1—t)B)x, x)dt = <(/01 F(tA+ (1 - t)B)dt)x’x>

and the proof is complete. [
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Theorem 3.4. Let f and g be two (h—k)-convex operators on I. Then for any self-adjoint operators
A and B with spectra in I, we have the inequality

/Ol(f(tA + (1 =t)B)z,z){g(tA+ (1 — t)B)z,z)dt

< (/01 (h(t))2dt>MA(A, B)+ (/01 (k(t))Zdt>MB(A, B)+ (/Olh(t)k(l —t)dt)N(A, B)

> where
MA(AvB = <f(A)ZC,Z} g(A :IZ',C(J),
Mp(A, B) = (f(B)z,z){9(B)z, z),
N(AaB - <f(A T,x g(B)l’,LU) + <g(A):L’,JI><f(B)ZE,I>
Proof .

k(L = )(f(B)z,2)][h(t) (g(A)z, ) + k(1 — 1) (g(B)z, 2)]
— W) (f(A)z, 2) (g(A), @) + k(1 — ){f(B)z, 2){g(B)z, )
+ h(k(L = ){f(B)z, 2){g(A)z, z) + h(t)k(L - )(f(A)z, 2) (g(A)a, z)

by integrating, the proof is complete. [J Now, we apply Theorem @ for h-convex case

1

/01<f(tA—|—(1—t)B):L',x)(g(tA+(1—t)B)x,x>dt < (/0 (h(t))th>M(A, B)+(/O1 h(t)h(1—t)dt) N (A, B)

where M (A, B) = Ma(A, B) + Mp(A, B) [1] and Theorem @ for convex case

/1<f(tA (1= 8Bz, 2)(g(tA+ (1 — 6)B)a, 2)dt < %M(A, B) + éN(A, B).

Acknowledgements

The authors wish to express their heartfelt thanks to the referees for their detailed and helpful
suggestions for revising the manuscript.

References

[1] V. Back and R.Tirkmen, Refinements of Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for operator convex functions, J.
Inequal. Appl. 262 (2013) 10 pp.

[2] E.F. Beckenbach, Convez functions, Bull. Amer. Math. So. 54 (1948) 439-460.

[3] S.S. Dragomir, Hermite-Hadamard’s type inequalities for operator conver functions, Apll. Math. Comput. 218
(2011) 766-772.

[4] S.S. Dragomir and S. Fitzpatrich, The Hadamard’s inequality for s-convex functions in the second sense, Demon-
stratio Math. 33 (1999) 687—-696.

[5] S.S. Dragomir, J. Petari¢ and L.E. Persson, Some inequalities of Hadamard type, Soochow J. Math. 21 (1995)
335-341.

[6] L. Fejer, Uberdie Fourierreihen, II. Math. Naturwise. ANZ. Ungor Akad, Wiss 24 (1906) 369-390.

[7] T. Furuta, J. Mi¢i¢ Hot, J. Pecari¢ and Y. Seo, Mond-Pecari¢ Method in Operator Inequalities. Inequalities for
Bounded Selfadjoint Operators on a Hilbert Space, Element, Zagreb, 2005.

[8] H. Hudzik and L. Maligranda, Some reamarks on s-convex functions, Aequations Math. 48 (1994) 100-111.

[9] D.S. Mitronovi¢ and I. B. Lakovi¢, Hermite and convexity, Aequations Math. 28 (1985) 229-232.

[10] S. VaroSanec, On h-convezity, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 326 (2007) 303-311.



	Introduction and Preliminaries
	(h-k)-convex functions
	Operator Convex Functions, Main Theorems

