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Abstract

In this work a mnew definition of generalized convexity
called log—(m, h1, ha)—convezity is introduced, and some proper-
ties and applications to special integral inequalities are given.
From the obtained results some others inequalities for several
classical definitions of generalized convex functions are de-
duced.
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1 Introduction

In the last decades, Convex Analysis has taken place in the field of Mathema-
tics, as an interesting and useful branch in order to study different problems
related to pure and applied sciences, and has been extended and generali-
zed in several directions using different new techniques. Several inequali-
ties, for example, Hermite-Hadamard and Ostrowski inequalities using con-
vex functions and their variant forms had been developed and studied, see
[4,9, 12, 13, 15, 18]. The first of them, Hermite-Hadamard inequality, is one
the most important inequalities related to convex function and in recent years,
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a lot of attention has received to derive Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities
for various types of convex functions.

Also, the concept of convexity has had a great evolution due to its wide
application in various fields of science. In the last years generalizations of the
convexity have arisen, like: log-convexity [3],s—convexity in the first and se-
cond sense [2, 6, 17, 23], m—convexity [5, 22], P—convexity [1|, M T —convexity
[19], p—convexity [16], (k, hy, he)—convexity [7, 8], (m, hy, hy)—convexity [25],
and others.

This work is motivated by the results obtained by S.S. Dragomir [14], S.S.
Dragomir and B. Bond [10] , M. A. Noor, F. Qi and M. U. Awan [21], and M.
Tung and A. Agikel [26] in the works whose studies are about the Hermite-
Hadamard inequality using log —convex functions. Here, a new class of gene-
ralized convex functions, called log —(m, hy, hy)—convex function, are intro-
duced, in addition, some properties of this class are proved and some Hermite
Hadamard type inequalities,using this new definition, are established.

2 Preliminaries

This section contains some definitions concerning the area of generalized con-
vexity, in particular those that involve the concept of logarithmically convex
functions or briefly log —convex functions.

As C. Nicolescu and L.E. Persson appointed in [20], a function f : [ — R,
where [ is an interval, is called log —convex if the inequality

fltz+(1=ty) <[f@)] [f)] (1)

holds for all z,y € I and ¢ € [0,1].
Since the logarithmic function is increasing in (0, 00) the inequality (1) can
be written as

log f (tx + (1 —t)y) < tlog f(x) + (1 —t)log f(y)

being it equivalent to (1).

The work of M.A. Noor, F. Qi and M.U. Awan [21], using their owns words,
was inspired in others, and in particular to that wrote by S. Varosanec [28].
They established that given a non-negative function h : J — R with [0,1] C J
and h #Z 0 and a function f : I — R,, it is said that f is a log —h—convex if
the inequality

£tz + (1= t)y) < [F@)" [f)"" Y (2)

holds for all z,y € I and t € [0,1].
In the same way M. Tung and E. Yiiksel in [27] introduced the following
definition: A function f : [0,b] — R, is said to be logarithmic m—convex or
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briefly log —m—convex if the inequality

ftz+m1—ty) < [f@)] [fy)]"" (3)
holds for some fixed m € (0,1], and for all z,y € [0,b] and ¢ € [0, 1].
Obviously, if m = 1 in (3) then f is just a logarithmic convex function.
Using the concepts of s—convex function in the second sense and log—convex
function, B-Y. XI and F. Qi in [24] introduced the concept of log — s—convex
functions in the second sense: A function f : I — R, is called log —s—convex
function in the second sense for some fixed s € (0, 1] if the inequality

f(te+ (1= b)) < [F@)" [Fe)" (4)
holds for all x,y € I and ¢t € [0,1]. If s = 1 in (4) then this definition coincides
with the inequality (1).

Also, M.A. Noor, F. Qi, and M.U. Awan in [21] introduced the following
concepts. First: A function f : [ — R, is called log —P—convex function if
the inequality

[tz 4+ (L=1t)y) < f(x)f(y) (5)
holds for all z,y € I and ¢ € [0,1]. And secondly: A function f : I — R, is
called log —(Q—convex function if the inequality

f (4 (1= t)y) < [F@)" [F()]70 (6)
holds for all z,y € I and t € [0,1].
Following the previous constructions of generalized convexity, M. Tung¢ and
A. Acikel in [26] introduced the concept of («a, ) —logarithmically convexity
in the first and second sense as follows: A function f: I C Ry— R, is said to
be («, ) —logarithmically convex in the first sense if the inequality

a 4B
fte+ (1= t)y) < @) (£ ) (7)
holds for some «a, § € (0,1] and for all z,y € I and t € [0,1], and a function
f 1 C Ry— R, is said to be («, ) —logarithmically convex in the second
sense if the inequality
8

e+ 1 =ty) < [f@)]" [fy)" " (8)
holds for some «, 5 € (0,1] and for all z,y € [ and t € [0,1].

For the development of this work it will be necessary the following Lemma
proved by S. S. Dragomir and R.P. Agarwal in [11].

Lemma 2.1 Let f: I C R — R be a differentiable mapping on I°, a,b € I°
with a < b. If f’ €L ([a b)) the the following inequality holds

f(a) / o

b— a ,
/ / (ta+ (1 —t)b) — f' (sa+ (1 —s)b))(s — t)dtds
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3 Main results

This section is subdivided into two subsections. In the first of them the ba-
sic definition of a new class of log-convex functions depending on a certain
parameter and some pair of non-negative functions is introduced, also some
properties related are proved. In the second subsection some integral inequali-
ties are established.

3.1 The class of log -(m, hi, hy) -convex functions

Definition 3.1 Let hy,hy : [0,1] — R non-negative functions and m €
(0,1]. A function f : I C R— Ry , where I is an interval, is called log
-(m, hy, ha) -convex if the inequality

Fltz +m(1 —t)y) < [f(@)]" O [fy)]""=0 9)

or
log f(tz +m(1 —t)y) < ha(t)log f(x) + mbha (t)log f(y)
holds for all z,y € I and t € [0,1].

For some values of m, and particular functions h; and hy it is had the
following;:

1. If m=1,hy(t) =t and ho(t) =1 — ¢ for all t € [0, 1] then the inequality
(9) becomes in inequality (1) valid for log —convex functions.

2. If m =1, ly(t) = h(t) and hy(t) = h(1 —t) for t € [0,1] and some
non-negative function h : J — R with [0,1] C J and h # 0, then (9)
becomes in inequality (2) for log —h—convex functions.

3. If hy(t) =t and he(t) =1 —t for all ¢ € [0, 1] the inequality (9) becomes
in inequality (3) for log —m—convex functions.

4. It m = 1,h(t) = t° and he(t) = (1 —1¢)° for all t € [0,1], for some
fixed s € (0,1] then the inequality (9) becomes in inequality (4) for
log —s—convex functions in the second sense.

5. If m = 1,hi(t) = ho(t) = 1 for all ¢t € [0,1] then the inequality (9)
becomes in inequality (5) for log — P—convex functions.

6. If m=1and .hy(t) =1/t and hy(t) = 1/(1—1) for all ¢ € (0,1) then the
inequality (9) becomes in inequality (6) for log —Q—convex functions.

7. It m =1 and hy(t) = t* and hy(t) = (1 —t)° for all ¢ € [0,1], for some
fixed a, B € (0,1] then the inequality (9) becomes in inequality (8) for
log — (a, f) —convex functions in the second sense.
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8. If m =1 and hy(t) = t* and hy(t) = 1 —t° for all t € [0,1], for some
fixed a, B € (0,1] then the inequality (9) becomes in inequality (7) for
log — (a, ) —convex functions in the first sense.

Proposition 3.2 Let hy, hy : [0,1] — R be two non-negative functions and
m € (0,1]. Let f,g: I CR — Ry be two log -(m, hy, hy) -convez functions and
a,be Il witha <b. Ifa € Ry then (fg) and (af)is alog— (m, hy, hy) —convez
function.

Proof. Let f,g: I C R — R, be two log — (m, hy, he) —convex functions
and a,b € I with a < b. Then

log (fg) (ta+m(1 —1t)b) = logf(ta+ (1 —1t)b) +logg(ta+ (1 —1)b)
< hi(t)log f(a) + mha(t) log f(b)
+h1(t) log g(a) + mhy(t) log g(b)
= hy(t) log(fg)(a)) + mha(t) (log(fg)(b)) .

If « € Ry it is had that

log (af) (ta+m(1 —t)b) = logalog f (ta+ (1 —t)b)
< loga (hy(t)log f(a) + mha(t) log f(b))
= hy(t)logaf(a) + mha(t)logaf(b).

The proof is complete. |

Proposition 3.3 Let hy, hy : [0,1] = R be two non-negative functions and
m € (0,1]. Let f; : I C R — Ry be log— (m, hy, he) —convez functions for
i=1,2,...,n,anda,b € I witha <b. Then [] fi is alog— (m,hy, hy) —convez

=1
function.

Proof. Using induction and the Proposition 3.2 , suppose that fori = n—1
the affirmation holds then

log (H fz»> (ta+m(1 —1t)b)
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= log (fn 1:[ fi) (ta+m(1 —t)b)

i=1
n—1
= log f,, (ta +m(1 —t)b) + log (Hf’> (ta +m(1 —t)b)

=1

< hy(t)log fn(a) + mha(t) log f.(b)

+h4(t) log (H fl> + mhy(t) log (H fz)
= hy(t)log (H fi) (a) + mhs(t) log (H fi> (b).

The proof is complete. [

Proposition 3.4 Let hy,hy : [0,1] — R be two non-negative functions and

€ (0,1]. Let {fi};=, a sequence of log — (m, hy, hy) —convex functions each

of one defined in an interval I C R and a,b € I with a <b. If f =lim,_, f;
pointwise then f is alog— (m, hy, hy) —convez function.

Proof. Let ¢ € [0,1] and a,b € I with a < b then
flta+m1—1p) = lim f; (ta+m(1l = 1))
< lim (£ [f)™=)
= (tim (£ @) (tim [£)™=)

= (A ).

The proof is complete. |

3.2 Some inequalities of Hermite-Hadamard Type

Theorem 3.5 Let hy,hy : [0,1] — R be two non-negative functions and
€ (0,1]. Let f:[0,b/m] — Ry be a log — (m, hy, hs) —convex function and
a <b. Iflog f is integrable on [0,b/m) then

((52) 5o o)
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and

o (5 | b g J(w)dn) < @) [ (ﬂﬂmﬁ SR

m

Proof. From Definition 3.1 it is had that
r+y 1 1 Y
< a Y I .
log f ( 5 ) <h (2> log f(z) + mhy (2) log f <m>

r=ta+(1—t)b and y=(1—1t)a+tb

Letting

it is obtained that
1 1 1 —
il (a JQF b) <h (5) log f (ta + (1 — )b )+mhs (§> log f (Lma”b)

for all t € [0,1].
Integrating over t € [0, 1] it follows that

logf(a;b) <h (%) /Ollogf(ta+(1+t)b)dt

o (1) [ (O 0y

With the change of variable u = ta + (1 + ¢)b in the first integral and u =
((1 —t)a + tb) /m in the second integral of (12) then

a—+ b 1 1 b 1 m2 b/
<
log f ( 5 ) hy (2) ; a/a log f(u)du+hs <—2) — /a/m log f(u)d,u,

and taking exponential it is obtained that

e2) ol o)
« [exp <ﬁ / j;m log f(u)dw)]mQh?(é).

For the second inequality it is had that

log f(ta+ (1 +t)b) < hy (t)log f(a) + mhs (t) log f < b) :

m
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Integrating over ¢ € [0, 1]

/Ollogf(ta—ir(l—l—t)b)dtSlogf(a)/Olhl (t)dt +mlog f <%> /Olhz(t)dt,

and with the change of variable u = ta + (1 — )b it follows that

1
b—a

/ablogf(u)du < log f(a) /01 hu () d”mlogf(%) /01 (0

m [ ho(t)dt
- Jy ha(t)dt ﬁ 0
~ g ([f(a)] (2] )

and taking exponential we obtain the desired result

b . m [ ha(t)dt
e (25 [ o wda) < [p(@ 0 1 (1)) .

The proof is complete. [ ]

Corollary 3.6 Let f : [a,b] — Ry be a log —convex function. If log f is
integrable on [a,b] then

F(45) <o (Gt [ osstom) < VI@TTOL

Proof. Letting m = 1 and hy(t) = ¢, ho(t) = 1 —t for t € [0, 1] in Theorem
3.5 it is obtained that

m(1/2) = ha(1/2) = 3

/Olhg(t)dt:/olhl(t)dt:%.

Replacing these values in the inequalities (10) and (11) it follows the desired
result. |
Corollary 3.6 coincides with that proved by S.S. Dragomir in [14].

and

Corollary 3.7 Let f : [a,b] — R be a log-s—convez function in the second
sense. If log f is integrable on [a,b] then

LC (a;b)rs‘l < exp (Fl(z) /ablogf(U)du) < (@) f (b)])ﬁ .
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Proof. Letting m =1 and hy = t*,hy = (1 —¢)° for t € [0, 1] in Theorem
3.5 it is had that

h(1/2) = ha(1/2) = o

1 1 1
hy (t)dt = he (1) dt = .
[ = [ o= —

Replacing these values in the inequalities (10) and (11) it follows the desired
result. |

Corollary 3.7 coincides with Corollary 3.3 proved by M.A. Noor, F. Qi, and
M.U. Awan in [21].

and

Corollary 3.8 Let f : [a,b] = R be a log —h—convez function. If log f is
integrable on [a,b], then the following inequality holds

()] oo (5 [ osstoan) < e e,

Proof. If in Theorem 3.5 it is chosen m = 1, hy(t) = h(t), ha(t) = h(1 — )
for ¢ € [0,1], then result follows. [ |

Corollary 3.8 coincides with the Theorem 3.1 proved by M.A. Noor, F. Qi,
and M.U. Awan in [21] .

Corollary 3.9 Let f : [a,b] = Ry be a log — P—convex function. If log f
is integrable on [a,b], then the following inequality holds

(55 <o (25 [ st | < ris o,

Proof. Letting m = 1,h(t) = hy(t) =1 for t € [0, 1] in Theorem 3.5 then
we have

hy (1/2) = ha(1/2) = 1

/Olhl(t)dt:/olhg(t)dtzl

so, replacing in inequalities (10) and (11) we obtain the desired result. |
Corollary 3.9 coincides with Corollary 3.4 proved by M.A. Noor, F. Qi, and
M.U. Awan in [21].

and

Corollary 3.10 Let f : [a,b] — R be a log — Q—convez function. If log f
is integrable on [a,b], then the following inequality holds

{f (a;b)}m < exp (ﬁ /ablog f(u)du) .
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Proof. Letting m = 1,hy(t) = 1/t and ho(t) = 1/(1 — t) in Theorem 3.5
we have

hy (1/2) = ha(1/2) = 2.

Replacing these values in inequality (10) we find the looked inequality. [ |
Corollary 3.10 coincide with the Corollary 3.5 proved by M.A. Noor, F. Qi,
and M.U. Awan in .[21]

Corollary 3.11 Let f : I C Ry — Ry be a («, B) —logarithmically convex
function. If log f is integrable on [a,b], then the following inequality holds

(5 T (25 [ s st) < @i i o).

2 a

Proof. Letting m = 1,h;(t) = t* and hy(t) = 1 — t? in Theorem 3.5 it is

had that .

h (1/2) = 2%,;12(1/2) =1-,

1 1 ! 1
hy (t) dt = d ho(B)dt =1 — ——.
/0 1 (#) at1 ™ /0 2 (*) B+1

Replacing in inequalities (10) and (11) we achieve the desired result. [ |

Corollary 3.12 Let f : [0,b/mI C Ry — Ry be a (o, B) —logarithmically
conver function. If log f is integrable on [a,b], then the following inequality
holds

a+p

[f ( : ")] e (b% / blogf(u)du) < (@) [f (0]

Proof. Letting m = 1, hy(t) = t* and hy(t) = (1 —¢)” in Theorem 3.5 we
have

M (1/2) = 5o, ha(1/2) = o,

1 1 ! 1
hy () dt = d hy () dt = ——
/0 1() a—i—lan /0 2() b+1

Replacing in inequalities (10) and (11) it follows that

(%) o (525 [ s rtandn) < @)= 15 (07

2

The proof is complete. [ ]
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Theorem 3.13 Let hy, hs : [0,1] — R be two non-negative functions and
€ (0,1]. Let f :[0,b/m] — Ry be a log— (m, hy, hy) —convez function and
a < b. Then the inequalities

! (agb) <1 [ [ (Lmplome) +m)]mh2<ﬂ N

(13)
b—a/\/ l‘_mb)(:lb_)ma)—l—ma)dt

/ \/ h1 (&) +mha(t) If (b)]hl(thh?(t) dt (14)

an

hold.

Proof. For the inequality (14) we use the fact that f islog—(m, hq, hy) —convex,
henceforth it follows that

flta+ (1 =1)b) < [f(@)" O [f (b/m)]™"
and
F(tb+ (1 =t)a) < [FO" [f (a/m)]™"",
multiplying both inequalities it follows that
f (ta+-(1=0)b) f(t+(1=t)a) < [f(@)" O [f ©/m)]™"* [ [f (a/m)]™",

and taking square roots we have

\/f(ta + m(l — t)b)f(tb + m(l — t)a) < \/[f(a)]h1(t)+mh2(t) [f (b)]h1(t)+mh2(t)‘

Integrating both members over ¢t € [0, 1]

/1 V f(ta+m(1 —t)b) f(tb +m(1 — t)a)dt

/ \/ t)+mha(t) [ (b)]hl(t)+mh2(t)dt.

With the change of variables x = ta + m(1 — t)b then

o o

/ V O )] Bty d
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For the inequality (13) it must be observed that

f<a+b) _ f<ta—|—(1—t)b—|—tb+(1—t)a)

2 2
< [f (ta+ (1 — 1)) ® {f <w)1mhz<t>.

m

So, integrating over ¢ € [0, 1] and using the change of variable x = ta+ (1 —1t)b
it follows that

e T e e

The proof is complete. |

Remark 3.14 Letting m = 1,hi(t) = ho(t) = 1/2 for all t € [0,1] in
Theorem 3.13 it is had the following inequality for log-convexr functions

1(%50) <525 [ Vi@r@r oo < VI@IT0)

and this make coincidence with the integral inequality proved in Theorem 2.1
in [10].

Theorem 3.15 Let hy, he : [0,1] — R be two non-negative functions and
m € (0,1]. Let f : [0,b/m] — R, be a log — (m, hy, he) —convex function and
a < b. Then the following inequality holds

exp <ﬁ /ab log (f(2)f(a+ b — z)) d:v)

< [F(@) FO) M O" [f(afm) (b)) Jo 12O (15)
Proof. From Definition 3.1 we have
log f (ta+ (1 — t)b) < hy(t)log f(a) + mhs (t) log f(b/m)

and
log f (tb+ (1 — t)a) < hy(t)log f(b) + mhs (t) log f(a/m).
Adding these last inequalities

/1logf(ta+(1—t)b) + log f (th+ (1— t)a) dt
< (og fl0) +1og f0) [ (o)t

+m (log f(a/m) + log f(b/m)) / halh).
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With a change of variable x = ta + (1 — )b then we can write

1 b
b—aJ,

log (f(x)f(a+b—1))dr
1
< (log f(a) + 1o S ) [ Mty
0
1
(1o f(a/m) + oz 1 (0/m)) [ hate).
and taking exponential it follows the desired result

exp (ﬁ /ab log (f(x)f(a+b— ) dm)

< [f(a)f(b)]fol ha (t)dt [f(a/m)f(b/m)]mfol ha (t)dt

The proof is complete. |

Remark 3.16 Ifm =1 and hy(t) =t and hyo(t) =1 —t for all t € [0,1] it
1s had the following inequality for log-convex functions

/01 ha ()dt = /01 ha ()t — %

replacing these values in inequality (15) it is obtained

b
ow (22 [ loets)flat b= ) de ) < @) f )]

Theorem 3.17 Let hq,hy : [0,1] — R be two non-negative functions and
m € (0,1]. Let f : [0,0/m] — Ry be a log — (m, hy, he) —convex function and
a <b. If f is integrable on |a,b] then

‘f(a);_f(b) N bia/abﬂx)dx

! ha (£) mha(t) [ 1
<20-a) [ 17@FO 1 O (5 - o)

Proof. Using Lemma 2.1 and the triangular inequality we have

e T L
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"(ta+ (1 —=t)b)| + |f (sa+ (1 — s)b)]) dtds

= 2
0 0
_ b;a (/1 /1 ot |f’(a)|h1(t) I (b/m)|mh2(t) dtds
0 0
1 1
t [ [l =@ 1 @ aas)

1 1
- ( /0 F(@)" O £ (b/m) "= ( /0 |s—t|ds> it

1 1

/ hi(s) | g mha(s) _

+/O P @ |5 (bm)| (/ s t|dt> ds)

:2w—aXAwf@WMﬂH%WmNWMﬂ(%—t+ﬁ)ﬁ.

The proof is complete. |

Remark 3.18 Letting hy(t) = t* and hy(t) = 1 —t* for some fired m,a €
(0,1] in Theorem 3.17 it is obtained Theorem 2.2 in [27], and in the particular
case when o =1 and m =1

LOETLIE [ stopi

2 b—a
b—a/|f )L (b |”( t+t2>dt
=(b—a)|f (b |/ (——t+t)dt

where n = |f'al /| f'b]. If n = 1 then the integral

1 1
1 1 1
= —t+t? dt:/ ——t+t? | dt ==
/077(2 + 2 + 1

so, we obtain that

A T L

In the case of n < 1 it follows

‘f(a);rf b—a/f

cb=a)|f" ) (n—DIn*n—2(n+1)Inn+4(n—1)
- 2 ln377 '

(17)
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4 Conclusion

In this work a new definition of a class of generalized convex functions called
log —(m, hq, hy)—convex functions was introduced and some properties asso-
ciated with class were proved. Furthermore, some integrals inequalities were
established, in particular those related with the Hermite-Hadamard Inequal-
ity and from these results similar inequalities for other type of generalized
log-convex functions were deduced.

5 Open Problem

It is a well-known fact the validity of the inequality of Hermite-Hadamard for
convex functions, and indeed, there are many works carried out that prove the
aforementioned inequality for generalizations of convex functions. Therefore,
there are some questions related to this topic:

1. Isit possible to prove the Hermite-Hadamard inequality for log-(m, hy, hs)-
convex functions whose domains are convex sets in R??

2. Isit possible to prove the Hermite-Hadamard inequality for log-(m, hy, hs)-
convex functions whose domains are convex sets in normed spaces?

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS. The author thanks to Scientific, Humanis-
tic and Technological Development Council (Consejo de Desarrollo Cientifico,
Humanistico y Tecnolégico -CDCHT) from Universidad Centroccidental Lisan-
dro Alvarado (UCLA - Venezuela) for the technical support provided in the
elaboration of this work, also, to Dr. Miguel J. Vivas-Cortez and Dr. Zoubir
Dahmani for its valuable comments, as well as the referees appointed for the
evaluation of this work and the editorial team of International Journal of Open
Problems in Computer Science and Mathematics.

References

[1] A.O. Akdemir. and Ozdemir M.E., Some Hadamard-type inequalities
for coordinated P—convex functions and Godunova-Levin functions, AIP
Conf. Proc., 139 (2010), 7-15.

[2] M. Alomari and M. Darus, Co-ordinated s-Convexr Function in the First
Sense with Some Hadamard-Type Inequalities, Int. J. Contemp. Math.
Sciences, 3(32) (2008), 1557 — 1567

[3] M. Alomari M. and M. Darus, On The Hadamard’s Inequality for Log-
Conver Functions on the Coordinates, J. Ineq. Appl., (2009), Art.ID
283147, 13 pp.



58

[4]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

J.E. Hernandez Hernandez

M. Alomari, M. Darus and U. Kirmaci, Some Inequalities of Hermite-
Hadamard type for s—Convexr Functions, Act. Math. Scientia,31B (4)
(2011),1643-1652

M. K. Bakula, J. Pecaric and M. Ribi¢ic, Companion Inequalities to
Jensen’s Inequality for m— convex and (s, m) — Convex Functions, J. Ineq.

P. Appl. Math., 7(5) (2006), Article 194.

W.W. Breckner, Stetigkeitsaussagen fiur eine Klasse verallgemeinerter
konvexer funktionen in topologischen linearen Raumen, Pub. Inst. Math.,
23 (1978),13-20

G. Cristescu, M.A. Noor and M.U. Awan, ‘Bounds of the second degree
cumulative frontier gaps of functions with generalized convexity, Carpath.
J. Math., 31 (2015), 173-180

G. Cristescu, M. Gaianu and A. M. Uzair, Regularity properties and inte-
gral inequalities related to (k; h1; h2)-convexity of functions, Anal. Univ.
Vest, Timigoara Ser. Mat. Inf., LIII (1) (2015), 19-35

S.S. Dragomir, J. Pecaric and L. E. Persson, Some Inequalities of
Hadamard Type, Soochow J. Math., 21(3) (1995), 335-341

S.S. Dragomir and B. Bond, Integral inequalities of Hadamard Type for
log-convex functions, Demonstratio Math., XXXI (1) (1998), 355-364

S.S. Dragomir and R.P. Agarwal, Two Inequalities for Differentiable Map-
pings and Applications to Special Means of Real Numbers and to Trape-
zoidal Formula, Appl. Math. Lett, 11(5) (1998), 91-95

S.S. Dragomir and S. Fitzpatrik, The Hadamard’s inequality for s -convex
functions in the second sense, Demonstratio Math., 32(4) (1999), 687-696.

S. S. Dragomir and C. E. M. Pearce, Selected Topics on Hermite-
Hadamard Inequalities and Applications, RGMIA Monographs, Victoria
University (2000).

S.S. Dragomir, New Inequalities for Hermite- Hadamard Type for Log-
Convez functions, Khayyam J. Math., 3(2) (2017), 98-115.

N. Eftekhari, Some Remarks on (s, m) —convezity in the second sense, J.
Math. Ineq., 8(3) (2014), 489-495

M.E. Gordji, S.S. Dragomir and Delavar M.R., An inequality related to
n—convez functions (I11), Int. J. Nonlinear Anal. Appl., 6(2) (2015), 27-33.



On log — (m, hi, he)—convex functions ... 59

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

28]

H. Hudzik and L. Maligranda, Some remarks on s—convex functions, Ae-
quationes Math., 48(1) (1994), 100-111.

I. Iscan, Ostrowski type inequalities for p-convex functions, New Trends
in Mathematical Sciences, 4(3) (2016), 140-150.

W. Liu, , W. Wen and J. Park, Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for
MT—convex functions via classical integrals and fractional integrals, J.
Nonlinear Sci. Appl., 9 (1) (2016), 766-777

C. Niculescu and L E. Persson, Convez functions and their applications,
Springer-Verlag, New York, 2006

M. A. Noor, F. Qi and M. U. Awan, Some HermiteHadamard type in-
equalities for log - h -convezr functions, Analysis, 33(1) (2013), 67-375

Z. Pavié¢ and M. Avci Ardic, The most important inequalities for
m— convex functions, Turk J. Math., 41 (2017), 625-635

E. Set , M. E. Ozdemir and M. Z. Sarikaya, New Inequalities of Os-
trowski’s Type for s—Conver Functions in the Second Sense with Appli-
cations, Facta Universit. (Nis),Ser. Math. Inform., 27(1) (2012), 67-82

B-Y Xi and F. Qi, Some integral inequalities of Hermite-Hadamard type
for s-logarithmically convex functions, Acta Math. Sci. Ser. A Chin. Ed. ,
35(1) (2015), 515-526

D-P Shi, B-Y Xi, F. Qi, Hermite-Hadamard Type Inequalities for
(m, hy, he)—Convex Functions Via Riemann-Liouville Fractional Inte-
grals, Turk. J. Anal. and Numb. Theory, 2(1) (2014), 23-28

M. Tung and A. Agikel, On (8, a) —logarithmiclally convex functions in
the first and second sense with their inequalities, Int. J. Open Problems
Compt. Math., 9(2) (2016), 39-52

M. Tun¢ and E. Yiiksel, Some  Integral  Inequalities  for
a—,m—, (o, m)— Logarithmically convex functions, Khayyam J. Math.,
1(1) (2015), 115-124

S. Varosanec, On h-convezity, J. Math. Anal. Appl., 326 (2007) , 303-311.



