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ON RELATIONS BETWEEN SOME TYPES OF CONVEX
FUNCTIONS

SHOSHANA ABRAMOVICH

ABSTRACT. In this paper we show how the superquadratic functions can be
used as a tool for researching other types of convex functions like ¢-convexity,
strong-convexity and uniform convexity. We show how to use inequalities
satisfied by superquadratic functions and how to adapt the technique used to
get them in order to obtain new results satisfied by uniformly convex functions
and to ¢-convex functions.

Also, we show examples that emphasize relations between superquadracity
and some other types of convex functions

1. Introduction

In this paper we show how the superquadratic functions can be used as a tool
for researching other types of convex functions like ¢-convexity, strong-convexity
and uniform convexity. We show how to use inequalities satisfied by superquadratic
functions and how to adapt the technique used to get them in order to obtain new
results satisfied by uniformly convex functions and to ¢-convex functions.

Also, we show examples that emphasize relations between superquadracity and
some other types of convex functions

We start with definitions of these classes of functions:

Definition 1. [3, Definition 1] A function ¢ : [0,00) — R is superquadratic provided
that for all x > 0 there exists a constant Cy € R such that

(1.1) eW)Ze@) +Coly—z)+e(ly—=l)
for all y > 0. If the reverse of (I1l) holds then ¢ is called subquadratic.
Lemma 1. [3| Lemmal] Let the function ¢ be superquadratic with C, as in Defi-

nition [
(i) Then ¢ (0) <0

(ii) If (0) = ¢’ (0) = 0, then C, = ¢ (z) whenever ¢ is differentiable at
x> 0.

(i) If ¢ > 0, then ¢ is convex and ¢ (0) = ¢’ (0) =0.
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Theorem 1. [6] The inequality

(12) (/ i) < [ (e en=e(|rer- [ rad))aue

holds for all probability measures . and all non-negative, p-integrable functions f
if and only if p is superquadratic. The discrete version of this inequality is

@ (Z )\T$T> < Z)‘T o @) —p | | — Zx\jxj
r=1 r=1 7j=1

forz, >0, >0, r=1,...,nand > _ N\ = 1.

Remark 1. The functions ¢ () = xP, x > 0, are superquadratic for p > 2 and
subquadratic when 0 < p < 2.

Lemma 2. [6l Lemma 4.1] A non-positive, non-increasing, superadditive function
s superquadratic.

Definition 2. [I] Let I = [a,b] C R be an interval and ® : [0,b—a] — R be
a function. A function f : [a,b] — R is said to be generalized ®-uniformly
convex if:

tf(@)+ Q-0 fly) = flz+Q-t)y)+t(1—-1)P(Jz—yl)
for x;y € I andte€]0,1].
If in addition ® > 0, then f is said to be ®-uniformly convex, or uniformly

convex with modulus O.

Remark 2. The functions f(x) = z™, © > 0, n = 2,3..., are uniformly convex
on x > 0 with a modulus ® (x) = z™, > 0 (see [2]), (these functions are also
superquadratic).

Remark 3. It is proved in [I1] that when f is uniformly convez, there is always
a modulus ® which is increasing and ® (0) = 0. It is also shown in [I1] that the
inequality

(1.3) f <Z Am) SO A | Flan) =@ | far =D Nay
r=1 r=1 j=1

holds, and the inequality

s (faa) < [(raen-o (oo [om]))ae

also holds for all probability measures p and all non-negative p-integrable functions
g.

Definition 3. [9] A real value function f defined on a real interval I is called
¢-convex if for all x,y € I, t € [0,1] it satisfies
tf@)+ A=t f@+to((I-t)e—y)+A-t)o(tlz—y)) > fltz+ (1 -1)y),

where ¢ : [0,1(I)] — Ry, (1(I) is the length of the interval I), is a non-negative
error function. In case of a ¢-conver function where ¢ satisfies the I' property,
there is a ¢ which is called optimal error function.
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Remark 4. In [9, Theorem 3] it is proved that f is ¢-convex iff the inequality

f <Z)\TIT> SZ)\T f(IT)+¢ IT—Z)\jIj
r=1 r=1 Jj=1

holds, from which it follows that

r(fou) < [(r@en+o(loer- [an]))anc

also holds for all probability measures p and all non-negative p-integrable functions
g.

Remark 5. The functions f(z) = —2P, © > 0, 1 < p < 2 are ¢-convex with
error function ¢ = —f (see [6]) because (—f) is superquadratic and negative as

all superquadratic functions which are negative on an interval [0, A], A > 0, are
¢-convex.

Definition 4. [9] We say tht an error function ¢ € E(I) = [0, (y)] possesses the
property T if it satisfies the inequality:

(1.5) ¢<x+y>g¢(x>+¢<y>+2§¢(y>, >0, y>0, (z+y)<i(I).

The class of error function in E (I) with the property T is denoted by E* (I). The
subset of E' (I) whose elements also satisfy ¢ (0) = 0 is denoted by E} (I).

The reverse of Inequality (L)) is satisfied by all superquadratic functions f as
proved in [10], that is, all the superquadratic functions posess the property (—T').

However, only few of ¢-convex functions posess the propety I' as shown in [9],
and these specific ¢-convex functions lead to important inequalities:

Theorem 2. [I0, Theorem 1]. Let f be a superquadratic function. Then, when
a,b > 0 the inequalities
2a 2b
b) —
a+ bf () a+b

fla)+f(®) < fla+bd)— fla), a+b>0

and
f(a+b)2f(a)+f(b)+2%f(b), a>0, b>0.

hold for a > 0, b > 0.

Theorem 3. [9, Theorem 4.1]. Let ¢ € ET (I), that is ¢ posesses the property T':
Then \/é and @ are subadditive on [0,1(I)]. If in addition ¢ : [0,1(I)] — Ry is
decreasing on [0,1(I)], then ¥ = @¢ € E' (I). In particular ¥ € E (I) and \I't(zt) is
decreasing on [0,1(I)], then ¥ € E' (I).

The following theorem is an external version of Jensen inequality for superquadratic
functions:
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Theorem 4. [7, Theorem 1] Let f be a superquadratic function, let x; > 0, i =
L,.,n,v,>1L1,<0,i=1,...n—1 and let Z?:l vix; > 0 then the inequality

(1.6) f (i VN%)

E Vi — Tn

) =S wid (s — )

=1

holds.

Theorem [ was proved in 2008 in [7, Theorem 1]. It was proved again only for
the special case n = 2 in [I0, Theorem 2] in 2014. It says in this case:

Theorem 5. [I0, Theorem 2], [7, Theorem 3, for n = 2] . Let g be a superquadratic
function and a,b > 0. If v <0 and (1 —v)a+ vb >0, then the inequality

(1.7) (1=v)g(a)+vg(b)
< g((I=v)a+wvb)+vg(la—bl)—g(v|a—>bl)
holds, while for v > 1, then the inequality
(1.8) (1=v)g(a)+vg(b)
< g((@=v)a+vb)+(A-v)g(la—0])—g((v—1)|a—b]),
holds, provided that (1 —v)a+ vb>0.

A refinement of Hermite-Hadamard inequality for superquadratic functions is
the following Theorem

Theorem 6. [7, Theorem 8] Let ¢ : [0,00) — R be an integrable superquadratic
function, 0 < a < b. Then

a+b 1 b a+b
o5 ) iz [ e () e

< o [ewa
< vla)+e(®)
- 2

1

s [e-0e-a+ - ap0-oja

A. Cipu [8] proved the following theorem:

Theorem 7. Let n > 1 be an integer and x1,To,...,x, be positive real num-
bers. Denote a = L3 @i and b = LY 22 then 1r<nka§n{|$k —al} <

(n—1)(b—a?).
Theorems [ and [ are stated and proved in [5]:

Theorem 8. Let n > 1 be an integer and xz1,To,...,x, be positive real num-

bers. Denote a = Y ax; and ¢ = Yozt where 0 < o < 1,
i=1,..,n Y a;=1, p>2, then
(1.9) max {|zx —a|} < T (c—aP)?

1<k<n
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where

(1—ag)'?
1
ab (ag_l +(1— ao)p_l)

Remark 6. It is easy to see that Theorem[] is a special case of Theorem[8 where
p= 2, o = %, k = 1,...,7’),.

T =

ap = min (ag) -

)

|

Theorem 9. Let f be a positive superquadratic function on [0,00), which satisfies
f(AB) < f(A) f(B) for A>0, B>0.

Let x1,x9,...,x, be positive real numbers. Denote a = Z?:l Toand d =
w 2iz1 [ (@i), then
f(n—1)n
: - < — .
(1.10) o (f (= o)) < L0 (= (@)

Remark 7. For «; = %, i=1,...n Theorem|[8 is a special case of Theorem [d.

In Section 2 we use theorems [l Bl and [6] which are related to superquadratic
functions to get similar results related to ¢-convex functions and uniformly convex
functions.

In Section 3 we use theorems [ [8 and @ which are related to superquadratic
functions to get similar results related to ¢-convex functions and uniformly convex
functions.

In Section 4 we show examples about relations between superquadracity and
some other types of convex functions.

The results and the examples shown in this paper are just few cases out of
many others, where we use similar techniques of these generating results for su-
perquadratic functions to get new results related to uniform convexity and ¢-
convexity. For instance we can adapt the inequalities obtained by using Theorem [2]
proved in [I0] only to the special cases of ¢-convex functions with error function ¢
which satisfy Property I', among them the optimal error function (see Theorem [3]).

2. External versions of Jensen inequality and Hermite-Hadamard
inequality for ¢-convex functions and uniform convex functions.

Theorem [0 deals with ¢-convex functions and uniformly convex functions. The
proof of the Theorem [I0l is similar to the proof of Theorem Ml given in |7, Theorem
1] for the convenience of the reader we provide here a complete proof of Theorem
for ¢-convex functions and uniformly convex functions.

Theorem 10. Let f : [a,b] — R where ¢ : [0,b—a] - Ry. Let z; € (a,b),
i=1,..n,v,>1,1,<0,i=1,...,n—1and let >\, v;x; € (a,b) then:
a. if [ is ¢-convex, where the error function is ¢, the inequality

(2.1) f (Z Vz'UCi)
=1
> Z vif (zi) — ¢ (

n
E Vi — Tn
i=1

n—1
) + Z vi¢ (|zi — znl)
=1

holds.
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In the special case that n =2 we get that
22) (A-v)fla)+vf®) < f(L-v)atvb)—(1-v)¢(la—b])
o (v —=1)[a—10]),

holds.
b. If f is uniformly conver with modulus ®, the inequality

(2-3) f <Z Vﬁz‘)

i (x4 +<I><Zulxl—xn

i=1

) Z vi® (|z; — zy))

holds.
In the special case that n =2 we get that
1%
(2.4) [z +vew2) > v f (21) +vaf (22) — V—;‘I’ (v2 (|o2 — 21]))
holds.

Proof. a.  From equality f(z,) = f (% (7 i) + S0 A xl) as % +
S 11 —% =1 and from the ¢-convexity of f we get that

n n—1
(2.5) flzn) = f (% (Z m> I Z —U:x>
u_f <Z Vﬂi) + Z » “ f ()

——¢ (Z viz; — xn|> + Z

From (Z8) we get by multipying by v, that

IN

o (|zi — xnl) -

n—1

(2.6) vnf (zn) < f <Z um) - > vif (@)

=1

n—1
+¢ (Z lviz; — $n|> =D o (| — ),
i=1 i=1

which is the same as (2I)). From @21 when n = 2 we get (2.2).

b. The proof of [23), for uniformly convex functions is similar to the proof of
@) for ¢-convex functions and therefore is omitted.

To prove (Z4) we use Definition [ of uniformly convex functions with modulus
® and get when v5 > 1 and v; < 0 that

2.7) Flas) = f (Viz (via1 + vazz) + (‘V—”l) xl)

2

<Vi?) f oy + voms) + <_U—Zl> f(x1)

1%
+5® (va (|22 — 21])).
V3

IN
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Multipying this inequality by v2 we get Inequality (24
The proof is complete. O
Example 1. Let the function f be
fx)y=22", z€la,a+1], a>1, n=23,...
Then f is a uniformly convex function when its modulus ® is:
®=2"(3z-2%), z€[0,1].
Indeed, the function g (x) = 2a2™ where n = 2,3, ... is uniformly convez (see [1] ),
that 1is,
(2.8) 22" + (1 —t)2y" —2(tx + (1 —t)y)"
> tl—t) 2]z —y|".
A simple computation shows that z" (33: - x3) < 2z". Hence, from (Z8) we get
that
22" + (1 —t)2y" —2(tx+ (1 —t)y)"
t(l—t)2)z—y|"

1=tz —yI" (3lz =yl — |z — ).

that is, f (x) = 2a™ is a uniformly convez function with modulus ® (x) = 2™ (3z — x3)
as claimed.

As the function f : [a,a+ 1] = R is uniformly convex where ® : [0,1] — Ry, 4t
satisfies the inequality (27) for v > 1 and (1 —v)a+vb € [a,a+ 1], a > 1, that
is, the Inequality (2-4) holds.

Y

Y

The Hermite-Hadamard inequality versions for uniformly convex functions and
for ¢-convex functions are as follows:

Theorem 11. Let f : [a,b] — R be an integrable ¢-convex function with error
¢:[0,b—a]l - Ry. Then

2 () - o)

b
< bia/af(t)dt

and
(2.10) bia/abf(t)dtgw
1 b
+(b—a)2/a (b= 1)t —a)+(t —a) 6 (b— )] d.

In case that f : [a,b] — R is an integrable uniformly convez function with modulus
®:[0,b—a)l = Ry. Then

(2.11) f<“;b)+i b@(}t—a;—b})dt

b—al/,

b
< bia/(lf(t)dt
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and

I fla)+f@®) 1
: < LTI CH(h—
(212) = [ rwa< H D tag—a)
Proof. First we prove (2.9) for ¢-convex functions. From the Corollary of Definition
for f (t) =t and measure y on Q = [a,b], defined by dp = —dt, Inequality
holds.
To get (ZI0) we use Definition [3 for ¢t — IZ;_;Z, x =a, y =>b, that is:
b—t t—a
P < 3 (F (@) + 60— )+ (F (B) + 6 (b~ 1)
for all ¢, such that a < ¢t < b. After integrating this expression over the segment
[a, b]:

b 1 b
[t < o [br@=-af @+ 0) - f@)ld

b
[ 1e-06-a+¢-asp-1)

and dividing with (b — a) we get (2.10).

The proof Inequality (Z11)) for a uniformly convex function with a modulus ®
is similar to the proof of the Inequality ([29]) for ¢-convex functions and therefore
is omitted.

To prove (212)) we use Definition 2l and get

_|_

t—a

r<gor@+ o= (=) (522 ) e (b -a

for all ¢, such that a < t < b. After integrating this expression over the segment

[a, b] we get Inequality (2.12)).
The proof is complete. (|

3. Upper bounds for deviations from a Mean Value

Theorem 12. Let f be an uniformly convex function with modulus ® (x) = maP,
p>2,m>0, thatis, f is a strongly conver function. Let n > 1 be an integer
and T1,x3,...,Ty be positive real numbers. Denote a = Z?:l o;x; and ¢ =
S oif(x), where 0<a; <1, i=1,..,n Y a;=1, ,then

(3.1) max {loy —al} <T(c— [(a))”
where
1—1
T= (1= o) , ap= min (ag).

|

1 _ 1<k<n
ab (ag_l + (1 —a)” 1) -

Example 2. Let ¢ (), > 0 be a convex function satisfying ¢ (0) > 0. It is easy
to verify that the function g (z) = xp (x) satisfyes the iequality

n n n n
Yoag@)—g | D agw | 20 0) [ D i lwi=> aa;
i=1 j=1 =1 5=t

2



RELATION BETWEEN SOME TYPES OF CONVEX FUNCTIONS 9

Denoting f (z) = g((mo)) we get that f (x) is strongly convex, and therefore uniformly

convez satisfy Theorem [I2
If ¢ (0) <0 then g is ¢-convex when ¢ = —p (0)z2.

Proof. (of Theorem[I2) & (x) =aP p > 2, therefore applying Remark Bl

(3.2) Z a; f (x;) (Z akxk> Z (| —a|)?

3

holds.
Denote y; = z; —a, i =1,...,n. Then from Y ", a;y; =0 we get from Holder’s

inequality
p n—1 p

n—1
(O‘n|yn|)p = <
=1

Z a3Yq
n—1 1_1 i p—1 n—1

<Z «, P az |yz p) <Z 041) Zai |yi|pa
=1 =1

and

(Otn |yn|) 1 - an (Z Qg |y1 — Qp |yn|p>

Therefore from (3.2))
i (087 4+ (1= ) ™) Iyl < (1= @)™ (e = f (@)

(1-o)r!
a(aP*IJr(lfa)p*l)
1 leads to (B.I]). O

which by taking into consideration that is decreasing for 0 < a <

Theorem 13. Let f € R be an uniformly convex function with modulus ®, which
satisfies ® (AB) < ®(A)®(B) for A>0, B> 0.

Let x1,x2,...,2, be positive real numbers. Denote a = E?:l Toand d =
LN L f (). If @ is convex then

(3.3) max (@ (Jz — al)) < d(n—1)n

1<k<n _n—1—|—(1)(n_1)(d_f(a))'

Proof. The function f is uniformly convex with ® defined on [0, 00), therefore
from RemarkBlfor \; = =, i =1,...,n

/n?

(3.4) éffi)—f(z?;xi) Z%ifb(

holds.
In other words for y; = x; —a,i=1,...,n,

_ D1 Ti

(35) S> ey <d-f @

holds.
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From "  y; =0 we get that |y,| = ‘— Z;:ll yi| . As ® is positive, according

to Definition 2 f is convex and also increasing, and as it is given that ® is convex
too and according to Remark [B] @ is increasing and ® (0) = 0, therefore,

n—1 n—1

(3.6) O (lyn]) = @ (‘— Zyz ) <o (Z |yi|>
i1 i=1

_ s <(n s @1é¢i<|1yi|>>>

=1

o <(n_ gt (zzl_;;ibgyiD)) |

Indeed, the left side inequality is because ® is increasing and the right side inequality

follows because ®~! is concave and ® is increasing.
As ® satisfies also ® (AB) < @ (A) ® (B) we get that

n—1 ) n— n—1
(3.7) ® ((n -no! <7Zi_ﬁ E’lﬂyl'))) < Li — 1” > o (|wil)

i=1
and from (B3), 3.8) and (B1) we obtain
@ (Jynl) < <Z(I) lyil) |yn|)> .

From the last inequality as ®(z) is positive and increasing, together with (3.3])

IN

n—14+®(n-— )
-1

@ (|ya)) < 221 Zmyzs 2O (@)
holds, which is equivalent to ((CITI). O

4. Examples: Relations between superquadracity and some other types
of convex functions

In addition to the examples which appear in remarks[I Pland Bl and in examples
@ and 2 the following examples emphasize the relations between superquadracity
and other extensions of convexity.

Example 3. Let f (z) = 2?Inz, * > 0. This function is superquadratic (see [6])
and negative on [0,1]. Hence Definition [3 is satisfied, and [ on I = [a,a+ 1],
a >0, is ¢-convex, where ¢ = —f is defined on [0,1].

Moreover, f according to Theorem[ possesses the —T" property as all superquadratic
functions do, therefore ¢ possesses the property I' and as ¢ (0) = 0 then f € EY (I).

Also, according to Theorem [3, /¢ (x) = xv/—1Inz is subadditive. As this
function is increasing on (O,e_l] , we get according to Lemma [@ that the func-
tion —xv/—Inx is superquadratic on [O,e’l] and according to the definition of
¢-convexity, it is also ¢-convex where ¢ = xv/—Inz on [O, 6_1} .

Example 4. From Definition [1 and Definition [3 it is obvious that when a su-
perquadratic function f is negative, the function f is ¢-convex where ¢ = —f.



RELATION BETWEEN SOME TYPES OF CONVEX FUNCTIONS 11

Therefore, according to [0, Example 4.2] the set of functions

fol@)=—(1+a), p>0,

are superquadratic and negative. Hence, these functions are also ¢-convexr where

6=—1.

The same holds for the function f(x) = —aP, 0 < p < 2, x > 0 are ¢-convex

where ¢ = —f (x).
We get easily the following results:

Example 5. Let f(z) = —aP, x > 1, 1 < p < 2. Then f is ¢-convex where
p(z) =29 z€[0,1] and1 < g<p<2.

Example 6. The function
1 2
flz)= 51n(1—|—:1: ) —warctan (z), f(0)=0

satisfies
’ ’

f () = —arctan(xz) f (0)=0

’

and is superquadratic because (% >0 (see [0]).

Therefore, this function is superquadratic and because it is negative on [0, 00) it
is also ¢-convex for ¢ = —f.

Example 7. The function

f@) = /Owt(t—2)dt

t2+1

1 1
= §$\/$2+1—2\/$2+1—§1H($+ £C2+1>+2, x>0

is superquadratic, (see [4]) and f(x) <0, z € [0,T], where T satisfies 2 < T < 3
and f(x) >0, x > T. Therefore, on [a,a+ 1], a > 0 is ¢-conver where ¢ = —f,
0<z<T.

Another set of functions f which are either ¢-convex or strongly convex are:

Example 8. Let f () = zp(x), © > 0, where ¢ is convez. It is easy to verify that

tf @)+ (1=t f()>flta+A-t)y) +t1-t)¢ (0)(x—y)

holds. Therefore if ¢ (0) < 0 it means that f : Ry — R is ¢-convez, ¢ =
—¢ (0)22, 2 > 0.

If cp, (0) > 0, it means that f is strongly convexr and uniformly conver where
® = (0)2? as explained in Exampled

In particular, the function f (z) = x (z — 1)*"
tion ¢ (z) = (z — 1)*", n = 1,2, ... is convex and satisfies ¢ (0) = —2n. Therefore,
f is ¢-convex where ¢ = 2nz?.

In the special case that the function f () =« (z — 1) =zxzp(x), x > 0 where
the function ¢ (z) = (z — 1)*""', n = 1,2, ... is convex and satisfies ¢ (0) = 2n+1.
Therefore, f is strongly conver where ¢ = (2n + 1) z2.

=xp (), x > 0 where the func-

2n+1
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