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ABSTRACT

Master of Science Thesis

QI TYPE INTEGRAL INEQUALITIES

Melih TOLUNAY

Biilent Ecevit University
Graduate School of Natural and Applied Sciences

Department of Mathematics

Thesis Advisor: Assoc. Prof. Yiiksel SOYKAN
June 2017, 85 pages

Integral inequalities have been frequently employed in the theory of functional analysis, differential
equations and applied sciences such as probability and statistics. Recently, especially an integral inequaliy,
which is called Qi Inequality by mathematics community, has been studied by many authors.

In this thesis, we are concerned with Qi type integral inequalities. We present many conjectures on these
kind of inequalities. Then, we investigate many papers which gives affirmative answer on these

conjectures.

The organization of this thesis is as follows:

In Chapter 1, we give the necessary inequalities and some definitions.

In Chapter 2, we present Qi’s open problem and related problems as conjectures.

In Chapter 3, we consider five papers on Qi type integral inequalities from 2001 through
2003.



ABSTRACT (continued)

In Chapter 4, we present four papers on Qi type integral inequalities from 2004 through 2005.

In Chapter 5, we look at five papers on Qi type integral inequalities in 2006.

In Chapter 6, we present four papers on Qi type integral inequalities from 2007 through 2009.

Keywords: Qi type integral inequalities, integral inequalities, inequalities.

Science Code: 403.03.01



OZET
Yiiksek Lisans Tezi
QI TiPi INTEGRAL ESIiTSIZLIiKLERI
Melih TOLUNAY
Biilent Ecevit Universitesi
Fen Bilimleri Enstitiisii

Matematik Anabilim Dal

Tez Damismani: Doc. Dr. Yiiksel SOYKAN
Haziran 2017, 85 sayfa

Integral esitsizlikleri fonksiyonel analiz teorisinde, diferansiyal denklemlerde ve olasilik
istatistik gibi uygulamali bilimlerde sik¢a kullanilir. Son zamanlarda 6zellikle matematik
topluluklar tarafindan Qi esitsizligi olarak adlandirilan bir esitsizlik birgok yazar tarafindan

calisilmistir.

Bu tezde, Qi tipi integral esitsizlikleri ile ilgileniyoruz. Bu tip esitsizlikler iizerine birgok sani

sunuyoruz. Sonrasinda bu sanilara olumlu cevap veren bir¢ok makaleyi inceliyoruz.

Bu tezin organizasyonu asagidaki gibidir:

Birinci boliimde, gerekli esitsizlikler ve bazi tanimlar verilmistir.

Ikinci béliimde, Qi’nin acik problemi ve onunla iliskili problemler san1 olarak verilmistir.



OZET (devam ediyor)

Ugiincii bdliimde, 2001 den 2003 boyunca Qi tipi integral esitsizlikleri iizerine yapilan bes

makaleyi ele aliyoruz.

Dérdiincii boliimde, 2004 den 2005 boyunca Qi tipi integral esitsizlikleri tizerine yapilan dort

makaleyi sunuyoruz.

Besinci boliimde, 2006 da Qi tipi integral esitsizlikleri iizerine yapilan bes makaleyi gbzden

gegiriyoruz.

Altinc1 boliimde, 2007 den 2009 boyunca Qi tipi integral esitsizlikleri tizerine yapilan dort

makaleyi sunuyoruz.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Qi tipi integral esitsizlikleri, integral esitsizlikleri, esitsizlikler.

Bilim Kodu: 403.03.01
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES
1.1 INTRODUCTION

In this chapter we present some basic inequalities.

Lemma 1.1 (Jensen’s Inequality, [1]) Suppose that p is a positive finite measure on

a o-algebra M in (a,b). If f is a real function in L'(a,b) and p is convex in (a,b), then

. (f;fm dp (m)) < Lo (f (@) dp(x)
S, dp Sy dp

Lemma 1.2 ([2], p.2) Suppose that V is a linear vector space of real valued functions

(1.1)

and f,g € V with g > 0. Let F' be a positive linear form onV and ¢: R — R be a convex

function such that

(a) Fg) =1,

(b) fg and (o f)g e V.
Then

e(F(fg9)) < F((¢po f)g).

Notice that Lemma 1.2 is in fact a form of the classical Jensen inequality. There is a vast

literature on this subject, see, e.g., [3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8].

Lemma 1.3 ([1]) Assume that ¢ is a real differentiable function in (a,b). Then ¢ is

convez in (a,b) if and only if ¢'(u) < ¢'(v) for all u and v satisfying a < u < v < b.

Theorem 1.4 (Cauchy’s Mean Value Theorem (CMVT)) If the functions h, g dif-

ferentiable on (a,b) and continuous on [a,b] then there exists a & € (a,b) such that

W (€) (9 (b) — g (a)) =g (&) (h(b) — h(a)).



Lemma 1.5 (Nehari Inequality, [9, 10]) Suppose that f, g are nonnegative concave
functions on [a,b]. Then, for p,q > 0 such that p~* + ¢~ 1 =1, we get

(/:f”) (/abgq)ééN(p,Q)/abfg, (1.2)

where
6

(1+p)7(1+0q)

D=

N(p.q) = (1.3)

Q=

Lemma 1.6 (Barnes-Godunova-Levin Inequality, [9, 10, 11, 12, 13]) Suppose that

f, g are nonnegative concave functions on [a,b]. Then, for p,q > 1 we get

(/abfpy(/abgq);SB(p,Q)/abfg; (1.4)

where

6(b— a)%JrFll
B(p,q) = T - 1.5
) = o (9

For further details about inequalities (1.2) and (1.4), refer to Section 4.3 of the monograph
[12].

Lemma 1.7 ( Pecari¢ Inequality, [12, 14]) Suppose that f, g are nonnegative, con-
cave functions and that fg are p-integrable on [a,b], where p is a probability distribution

function. Assume that f is non decreasing and g non increasing. Then for p,q > 1 we

get
(/@b f”du); </abquu); < P(p,q; 1) /ab fodu, (1.6)
where

Plp.gis) = (fb (z — a)”duy (fb (b— w)qdu)é | w

J;(b = 2)(x — a)du
1.1.1 Conditions Based On Inequalities Between Means

In this subsection,we will give some notations and inequalities which will be used to

Section 4.1.



Definition 1.1 ([15], p.2) Assume that [ is a nonnegative and integrable function on

the segment |a,b]. The r- mean (or the r-th power mean) of f is defined as

W); (T#O, —|—OO,—OO),
f:lnf(:r:)dx .
M[r] (f) — eXp < b—a ) (T‘ - ) ’
m (r=—00),
M (r = 400)

\

where m = inf f(x) and M = sup f(x) for x € [a,].

Lemma 1.8 (Power Mean Inequality, [10]) If f is a nonnegative function on [a,b]

and —o0 <1 < s < 400, then
MU (f) < M¥(f).

Lemma 1.9 (Berwald Inequality, [13, 14]) If f is a nonnegative concave function

on [a,b], then for 0 <r < s we get

=

3

(r+1)
(s+1)

MEL(f) < M (f).

|

»

Lemma 1.10 (Thunsdorff Inequality, [13]) If f is a nonnegative convex function on

la, b] with f(a) = 0, then for 0 < r < s we get

3=

() > U







CHAPTER 2
QI INEQUALITY, A REVIEW ON QI TYPE INTEGRAL INEQUALITY

In this chapter, we consider the following Problem 1, Qi’s open problem, which appeared
at the end of [16]. It was actually posed by Feng Qi in the preprint version [17] and it was
formally published in his paper version. Then we present related problems with Problem
1.

In the next chapters, we introduce articles about Qi’s open problem and related problems,
which are generalizations and special forms of this problem.

For potential availability to interested readers, we list the collection as references of this

thesis.

2.1 QI'S OPEN PROBLEM AND RELATED PROBLEMS

In [16], Qi proved the following interesting integral inequality result.

Theorem 2.1 ([16], p.1) Suppose that f(x) is continuous on [a,b] and differentiable on
(a,b) such that f(a) = 0.

(a) If 0 < f'(z) <1 for x € (a,b) then
b b 2
[ @par < ([ ) 1)
(b) If f'(z) > 1, then inequality (2.1) reverses.
(c) The equality in (2.1) is valid only if f(x) =0 or f(x) =z — a.

As a generalization of inequality 2.1, Qi also obtained the following more general result

in [16].



Theorem 2.2 ([16], p.2) For n € N, assume f(x) has a continuous derivative of the
n-th order on the interval [a,b] such that f@(a) >0 for 0 <i <n—1 and f0(x) > n!

then

/a b[f ()] dx > ( / bf (x)dx) " : (2.2)

Qi also proposed an open integral problem at the end of [16] which was actually posed

by himself in the preprint version [17].

Remark 2.1 ([16], p.3) (Problem 1). Under what conditions does the inequality

lﬁmmwmz(LﬂmmmfA (2.3

hold fort > 1 (or fort >1)?

Qi proposed the Problem 1 for the case ¢ > 1 and we include the case ¢ > 1 in to the
Problem 1.
Since then, this Problem 1 (Remark 2.1) has been stimulating much interest of many

mathematicians and aflirmative answer to it has been established.

Remark 2.2 In [16]/, Qi phrased that “the inequality (2.2) is not found in [10,18,19,20]
and so maybe it is a new inequality”. In fact it is a new result so has attracted many
mathematicians research interest and many extensions, generalizations and applications
of inequality (2.2) or (2.3) have been investigated in recent years and published articles
devoted to answering those problems. For more detailed information, please see the ref-

erences therein.

We propose same integral inequality (2.3) for the case t < 1 (or for t < 1 ) as open

problem.
Remark 2.3 (Problem 2). Under what conditions does the inequality
b b t—1
[ s = ([ ) 24
hold fort <1 (or fort <1 )?

We propose some integral inequality as open problem. The following are the reverses of

Problem 1 (Remark 2.1) and Problem 2 (Remark 2.3), respectively.



Remark 2.4 (Problem 3). Under what conditions does the inequality

b b t—1
[ s < ([ rw) 25)
hold fort > 1 (or fort >1)?
Remark 2.5 (Problem /). Under what conditions does the inequality

b b t—1
[ < ([ swas) (26)
hold fort <1 (or fort <1 )?

The following two open problems are special cases of Problems 1 (Remark 2.1) and 2

(Remark 2.4).

Remark 2.6 (Problem 5). Under what conditions does the inequality

n+1

[ ([ ) (2.1

hold forn € N ¢

Remark 2.7 (Problem 6). Under what conditions does the inequality

n+1

[ < ([ ) 2.9

hold forn € N ¢

In [21], L. Bougoffa posed the following problem (see Problem 2 in [21]) which is similar
to Problem 1 (Remark 2.1), which is Qi’s inequality.

Remark 2.8 (Problem 7). Under what conditions does the inequality

b b 1-t
[rwras ([ @) (29)
hold fort <17
The following is the reverse of Bougoffa’s inequality which is Problem 7 (Remark 2.8).
Remark 2.9 (Problem 8). Under what conditions does the inequality

/ U @) de > ( / ) das) (2.10)

hold fort < 17



The following two open problems are extension of Problems 1, 3, 8 and 2, 4, 7 respectively.

Remark 2.10 (Problem 9). Under what conditions does the inequality

/: f ()] dw > (/abf<x>dx>ﬂ

hold for o and B¢

Remark 2.11 (Problem 10). Under what conditions does the inequality

/ab 1 (@) dx < (/:f(x)da:y

hold for o and B¢

We can also propose the following generalization of above open problems.

Remark 2.12 (Problem 11). Under what conditions does the inequality

[r@ras ([ rwa)

hold for o, B and ~?

B

In the case of v = 1, Problem 11 is equivalent to Problem 9.

Remark 2.13 (Problem 12). Under what conditions does the inequality

[r@ras ([ rwa)

hold for o, B and ~?

B

In the case of v = 1, Problem 12 is equivalent to Problem 10.

Remark 2.14 (Problem 13). Under what conditions does the inequality

[ ([15 w10 @)

hold for o, B and ~?

-1

Remark 2.15 (Problem 14). Under what conditions does the inequality

[ ([ 1@ @)

hold for o, B, X\ and ~v?¢

B

(2.11)

(2.12)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)



Remark 2.16 (Problem 15). Under what conditions does the inequality

B

[ (oo r @) (217)

hold for o, B and ~?

Remark 2.17 (Problem 16). Under what conditions does the inequality

[ (@) de (J8 & —a) 7 (2 )
f: fotd(z)de (f(zb (z — a)” f° (2) dx>>\

(2.18)

hold for o,5,v,0 and ¢

Remark 2.18 (Problem 17). Assume that o(z) is a convex function with p(0) = 0.

Under what conditions does the inequality

i@ (eU@)9@ &z’
f:h(x) dr <fb90<h () g () d:L‘)A

a

(2.19)

hold for B and \?
2.2 WORK OF F. QI

In this section, we present the work of F. Qi [16] in detail which gives affirmative answer
to Problem 1 firstly for the case ¢ = 3 and then for t = n € N. He used analytic method

and mathematical induction to prove integral inequalities.

Theorem 2.3 ([16], p.1) Suppose that f(x) is a continuous function on [a,b] and dif-
ferentiable on (a,b) such that f(a) = 0.

(a) If0< f'(z) <1 for x € (a,b) then
b b 2
/ f(@)Pde < ( / f(x)dx) | (2.20)
(b) If f'(z) > 1, then inequality (2.20) reverses.

(c) The equality in (2.20) is valid only if f(x) =0 or f(x) =z — a.



Proof. For a <t <b, set

ro- ([ tf(x)dx)Q - [P

Straightforward calculation produces

P = {2 [ - 108} 10 2 6050,
G = 20— F0170)

Since f'(t) > 0 and f(a) = 0, hence f(¢) is increasing and f(t) > 0.

(a) When 0 < f'(t) < 1, we get G'(t) > 0, G(t) increases and G(t) > 0 because of
G(a) = 0, thus F'(t) = G(t)f(t) > 0, F(t) is increasing. Since F(a) = 0, we get
F(t) >0, and F(b) > 0. Thus the inequality (2.20) is valid.

(b) When f'(t) > 1, we get G'(t) < 0, G(t) decreases, G(t) < 0, F'(t) < 0, and F(t) is
decreasing, then F(t) < 0, the inequality (2.20) reverses.

(c) Since the equality in (2.20) is valid only if f'(t) = 1 or f(t) = 0, substitution of
f(t) =t + c into (2.20) and standard argument leads to ¢ = —a.

The proof now is completed. m

Corollary 2.1 ([22], p.624) Suppose that f(x) is a continuous function on the closed
interval [0,1] and f(0) = 0, its derivative of the first order is bounded by 0 < f'(z) <1
for x € (0,1). Then

/0 @) < ( / 1 f(:v)dfv>2 . (2.21)

Equality in (2.21) is valid if and only if f(x) =0 or f(x) = x.

Theorem 2.4 ([16], p.2) For n € N, assume f(z) has a continuous derivative of the
n-th order on the interval [a,b] (i.e. f € C™[a,b] ) such that fP(a) >0 for0<i<n-—1
and ™ (x) > n! then

n+1

[reaes ([ rww) (229

10



Proof . Suppose

n+1

H(t) = / t[f(a:)]"”d:r:— [ / t f(:x)d:x} ' . te[ab]. (2.23)

Straightforward calculation produces

2 hy(t)f(t).

By induction, we have

hé(t)z{f(“(t)[f( e R } 1) 2 b (S, (220
where 2 < ¢ <n and

pa(t) = (0= DFOP W) (2.35)
peaDI0) = B0+ (= DFOWOF )

From f™(t) > n! and f@(a) > 0 for 0 < i < n — 1, it follows that f@(t) > 0 and are
increasing for 0 <7 <n — 1.

Using mathematical induction, it can be easily seen that

i—1
pi(t) = Z C(Jos J1s vy Ji-1) H[f(k)(t)]jk,
Jo+ i kjr=n—1 k=0

where j, and C(jo, j1, ..., ji—1) are non-negative integers, 0 < k < i — 1.
Thus, we have pj(t) > 0 and pgy1(t) > 0, then p, ,(t) and pi(t) are increasing for

2 < k < n. Direct calculation produces

haa () = fO() + palt) — nl.

Considering f™(t) > n!, we obtain h,,,(t) > 0 and A/, (t) > 0, then h,,(t) increases.

By the definitions of h;(t), we get, for 1 <i <n —1,

hisa(a) = FO@)[f (@] +pila) > 0.

11



Hence, using induction on i, we have hj(t) > 0, h;(t) > 0, and h;(t) are increasing for
1 <i<n. So H'(t) > 0 and increases, and H(t) > 0. The inequality (2.2) follows from
H(b) > 0. Therefore, Theorem is proved. m

Corollary 2.2 ([16], p.3) Suppose that f(x) is n-times differentiable on [a,b], f®(a) >
0 and f™(z) > n! for 0 <i < n—1. Then the functions H(t), h;(t) and py(t) defined by
the formulae (2.23), (2.24) and (2.25) are increasing and convex, where 1 < j <n —1
and 2 <k <n-—2.

12



CHAPTER 3

PAPERS FROM 2001 THROUGH 2003

In this chapter, we present some papers on Qi type inequalities from 2001 through 2003.
Papers answering the Problem 1 (Remark 2.1):

e In 2001 (and 2007), work of F. Qi and K. W. Yu (see Section 3.1).
e In 2001, work of N. Towghi (see Section 3.2).
e In 2002, work of T. K. Pogany (see Section 3.3).
e In 2003, work of M. Akkouchi (see Section 3.4).
Paper answering the Problem 5 (Remark 2.6):
e In 2003, work of S. Mazouzi and F. Qi (see Section 3.5).
Papers answering the Problem 9 (Remark 2.10):
e In 2002, work of T. K. Pogény (see Section 3.3).
e In 2003, work of S. Mazouzi and F. Qi (see Section 3.5).
Paper answering the Problem 10 (Remark 2.11):

e In 2002, work of T. K. Pogény (see Section 3.3).

3.1 WORK OF F. QI AND K. W. YU ANSWERING THE PROBLEM 1

In their paper [23] (preprint version) and [24], F. Qi and K. W. Yu gave the following
affirmative answer to the Problem 1 (Remark 2.1). In order to prove Theorem 3.1, two

lemmas are necessary, namely Lemma 1.1 and Lemma 1.3 .

13



Theorem 3.1 ([24], p.97) Assume that [ is a continuous function on |a,b|.
If fabf (z)dz > (b—a)"™" for some t > 1, then

[z [ [ swa] - (31)

Proof. Consider the function ¢(x) = z' in (a,b) for t > 1. It is easy to verify that
' (u) < ¢'(v) is valid for a < u < v < b. Then, by Lemma 1.3, the function ¢ is convex
n (a,b). Hence, utilization of Jensen’s inequality (1.1) in Lemma 1.1 gives
b
oo @)dw Jy f (@) de
L N i d |

and then

[t s @] )

(b—a)"

Since f;f (z)dz > (b—a)"™" for some ¢ > 1, it follows that

f; f(x)dx

Ja L AT 3.3
b—a) '~ (3.3)
for such ¢ > 1. Therefore, the desired result follows from combination of (3.2) and (3.3).

Corollary 3.1 ([24], p.97) Assume that f is a continuous function on [a, b] with b—a <
1. If fabf (x)dx > 1, then inequality (3.1) is valid for all t > 1.

Corollary 3.2 ([24], p.97) Assume that f is a continuous function on [a,b] with b—a <
1. If f(x) > 1/(b—a) for all x € [a,b], then inequality (3.1) is valid for all t > 1.

3.2 WORK OF N. TOWGHI ANSWERING THE PROBLEM 1

In the paper [25], N. Towghi gave sufficient conditions for the Problem 1 (Remark 2.1)
and gave sufficient conditions for inequality (3.4) to hold. His proof is somewhat more
simplified than the proof of (2.22) given in Theorem 2.4 and he use slightly weaker
assumptions.

Let first set the stage. Assume [ (z) = f(z), [V (z) = [ f(s)ds, and [z] denote the
greatest integer less than or equal to x. For ¢ € (n,n + 1], where n is a positive integer,

suppose y(t) =t(t —1)(t —2)---[t — (n—1)]. For t <1, let y(t) = 1.

14



Theorem 3.2 ([25], p.1) Suppose t > 1, & € [a,b], and f¥ (a) > 0 fori < [t —2].
If f3(z) > vt —1)(z — a) D, then (b—a)" < fabf (x)dx, and inequality (2.3) is

valid.

Proof. If 1 <t < 2 then fIf=2(b) < fabf(x) dr, v(t—1) =1, and (t—[t]) =t — L.
Thus (b—a)"' < fabf (x)dx. Assume that ¢ € [n,n + 1), where n is positive integer,

and n > 2. It now follows that

b b ormi pwo _—
/ f(z)dz > / / / e / f(n—2) (Tp_1)dxp_1dT,_q - - dry (3.4)
= / / / Yt — 1) (71 — G)(tfn)dxnfldxnil codry

— (b—a) t o)
To show that inequality (2.3) is valid we define the following quantities,

P = [t 6w = [ [ s 6w = [E0]'

It must be shown that G(t — 1) < F(t). Note that G(t — 1) = G/(t) ((gg;t By Jensen’s
inequality G(t) < F(t)/(b— a). As a result, we have

(b—a)tt
G(1)
(Inequality (3.4) = )< F(t).m

Git—1) < F()

3.3 WORK OF T. K. POGANY ANSWERING THE PROBLEMS 1, 9 AND
10

In [26], T. K. Pogény considered a finite integration domain, i.e. in fab f we take —oo <
a < b < 0o (possible extensions to an infinite integration domain are left to the interested
reader). Denote fab fdu as the weighted (Stieltjes type) integral where i is nonnegative,
monotonic non decreasing, left continuous, finite total variation, Stieltjes measure. In
other words 1 can be taken to be a probability distribution function.

T. K. Pogdny gave an inequality which contains, as a special case, an answer to F. Qi’s
problem (2.3), see Corollary 3.3.

The following theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problem 9 (Remark 2.10).

15



Theorem 3.3 ([26], p.3) Assume that § > 0, max{3,1} < « and suppose that f* is
integrable on [a,b]. For f(x) > (b— a)f%é

[re([)

Proof. As f(z) > 0 on the integration domain, by the Holder inequality we have

/:fé (b ay~ (/abfa)i,
[rzo-a () ([ 1)

> (0= tmin g ([[1)

Now, by f(z) > (b— a)>=F we deduce that K; > 1. Thus, we prove the inequality (3.5).

, we get

B B

Corollary 3.3 ([26], p.3) For all f(z) > (b—a)'™2, f' integrable, the inequality (2.3)

s valid for t > 1.

Proof. Put « =t =+ 1 into (3.5). m

The following theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problem 10 (Remark 2.11).

Theorem 3.4 ([26], p.3) Assume that f is nonnegative, concave and integrable on [a, b],

B >0 and max{p,1} < a. Assume

(1+a)2a—1)2"1 \7
flz) < (6“(@ )i a)l—ﬁ) , x € |a,b]. (3.6)

Then we obtain

/abf"‘g (/abf)ﬁ. (3.7)

Proof. Set g =1, p = « into the Nehari inequality (1.2). Then we obviously obtain
b N(a, ﬁ) b o\ @B b \B
[rs s (L) (1)
N a 1- —
(a, ﬁ> (b— )" (max f) (/ f)

-~

K>
Here N(-,-) is the Nehari constant given by (1.3). Now, by (3.6) we deduce that Ky < 1.

B

IN

Hence, we prove The inequality (3.7). m
In the next theorem ¢ is a scaling parameter. Therefore, we get an inequality scaled by

three parameters.
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Theorem 3.5 ([26], p.4) Suppose that f is nonnegative concave and integrable on |a, b].
If

1

f@) < ((1”) (”q”)a_ﬁ, v € 0,8, (3.5)

6o (b—a)' "

then (8.7) is valid for all « > 0 and 8 > 0 such that max {5,1} < a and q¢ > 1.

Proof. Substituting ¢ = 1, p = « in the Barnes-Godunova-Levin inequality (1.4) and

repeating the procedure of previous theorem, we obtain as follows
B

[ < B - e (/ b 7)

Here, B(-,-) is the Barnes-Godunova-Levin constant described by (1.5). Using the as-
sumed upper bound (3.8), we get that K3 < 1 and this complete the proof. m

The following theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problem 9 (Remark 2.10).

Theorem 3.6 ([26], p.4) Suppose 5 > 0, max{f,1} < « and assume that f* is p-

integrable on [a,b]. If

/()

vV
—~
=
—~
S
~—
|
=
—~
S
~—
~—
i
®

then
B

/a o > ( / b fdu) . (3.9)

Proof. The proof is a identical to the proof of Theorem 3.3, hence it is omitted. m

The following theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problem 10 (Remark 2.11).

Theorem 3.7 ([26], p.4) Suppose that f is nonnegative, concave non decreasing (non

increasing) and p-integrable on [a,b]. If >0, 0 < max{B,1} < a, ¢ > 1 and

) < WO —pl@yes (3.10)

(P (o, q; p)) 7

where P(«, q; ) is given by (1.7), the following inequality is valid

[ rans ([ fdu)ﬁ. (3.11)
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Proof. Substituting p = «, g = 1 into the inequality (1.6) we have

[ = gttt ()™ ([ )

“(a, q; i) (max f)*~ ’
P(i(bf—%»ii)a : (/ / d“)

Now, taking into account the upper bound (3.10) of f on [a,b] and the exact value of

B

P(-,-; 1), we obviously deduce that K4 <1, i.e. the inequality (3.11) is proved. m
3.4 WORK OF M. AKKOUCHI ANSWERING THE PROBLEM 1

In [27], M. Akkouchi gave some integral inequalities by using analytic and elementary
methods. These inequalities get some relationships with certain integral inequalities ob-
tained by Feng Qi in [16], see (2.22) in Theorem 2.4.

His results provided some similar inequalities for certain classes of functions f satisfying
weaker conditions than required in the Theorem 2.4. We will present M. Akkouchi’s

result. Before stating the results,the following Definition 3.1 is needed.

Definition 3.1 ([27], p.122) Suppose that [a,b] is a finite interval of the real line R.
For each real number r, we denote E,(a,b) the set of real continuous functions f on |a, b|

differentiable on (a,b), such that f(a) > 0, and f'(z) > r for all x € (a,b).

Proposition 3.8 ([27], p.122) Assume f € Es(a,b). Then for each real number p €
(0,00), we get

2

[ [ [rora) . (31

Proof. We start by proving Proposition 3.8. Suppose that p > 0. For every ¢ € [a, b], we
put

2

Fi = [ o e Ji P i

Straightforward calculation produces for all ¢ € (a, b)

o) = (o= [ e a| oy =coror.
G = [+ DS O-2 0P

18



Since p > 0 and f € Ey(a,b) then f'(t) > 2 > z%’ hence f is strictly increasing on
[a,b]. Then f(t) > f(a) > 0 for every t € (a,b]. As a result, G is strictly increasing
on [a,b]. Since G(a) = [f(a)]P™ > 0, we conclude that G(t) > 0 for all t € (a,b].
Therefore, F'(t) > 0 for all ¢ € (a,b). We conclude that F' is strictly increasing on [a, b].

In particular, we get F'(b) > F(a) = 0. Thus, the inequality (3.12) is valid. m

Theorem 3.9 ([27], p.122) Suppose a > 0, and assume f € Ey(a,b). Then for each

integer n > 1, we get the following strict inequality:

/a U @) g [ / ) dx} - (3.13)

Proof. The proof uses mathematical induction and the above auxiliary proposition,
Proposition 3.8. Suppose a € (0,00). For every integer n > 1, we put p,(a) = (o +
1)2" —1. So we get p,(a) > 0 and p,+1(a) = 2p, () + 1, for each integer n > 1. We point
out that p;(a) = 2av + 1. Thus a straightforward application of Proposition 3.8 shows
that the inequality (3.13) is valid for n = 1. Assume that the inequality (3.13) is valid
for the integer n and let us prove it for n + 1. Since p,41() = 2p, (@) + 1 and p,(a) > 0
then Proposition 3.8 may be applied and the following strict inequality is obtained:

2

/a U @) g [ / b[f<x>1<a+l>2"-1dx] . (3.14)

By assumption we get

on

[ | [yera] (3.15)

From (3.14) and (3.15) we see that the inequality (3.13) is valid for n + 1. Hence M.
Akkouchi’s result is completely proved. m

As a consequence of the above theorem, we have the following.

Corollary 3.4 ([27], p.122) Suppose f € Ey(a,b). Then for each integer n > 0, we get

[ el s [ e ] g

As a consequence of this result, we have the following.

Corollary 3.5 ([27], p.122) Suppose f € Eq(a,b). Then for each integer n > 2, we get

[ s [ [ Tl [ s -
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Remark 3.1 ([27], p.124) From (3.14) we have all the statements contained in the
Corollary 3.4 and Corollary 3.5.

We end this section by giving a related integral inequality. More precisely, we get the
following theorem which gives an affirmative answer to related with Problem 1 (Remark

2.1).

Theorem 3.10 ([27], p.124) Suppose that [a,b] is a closed interval of R. Suppose that

p > 1 is a real number and assume f € E,(a,b). Then we get

[rwrie > o | [ ] (3.16)

Proof. For every t € [a,b], we put

) = [ - o | [ o]

Straightforward calculation yields for all ¢ € (a, b)

+1

i) = (vor - 2o | [ ] ) rw = o,

W) = (p+1) ([f(tﬂp‘lf’(t) b_a [/ fla d:c] >f<t>~

Since f is increasing then 0 < [ f(z)dx < (b— a)f(t) for all t € [a,b]. Thus, we obtain
() > (p+ () = pLF O] (3.17)

We conclude from (3.17) that h is increasing on [a,b]. Since h(a) = [f(a)P* > 0, this
indicates that H is increasing on [a,b]. In particular, we get H(b) > H(a) = 0, which
gives the desired inequality. m

As a consequence, by replacing f(z) by pf(z) in (3.16), we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.6 ([27], p.124) Suppose that p > 1 is a real number and assume f €
E1(0,1). Then

[ [ o]

+1
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3.5 WORK OF S. MAZOUZI AND F. QI ANSWERING THE PROBLEMS
5 AND 9

In the joint paper [2], by employing a functional inequality introduced in [28], which
is an abstract generalization of the classical Jensen’s inequality [29], see Lemma 1.2, S.
Mazouzi and F. Qi further establish the following functional inequality (3.19) from which
inequality (2.3), some integral inequality, and an interesting discrete inequality involving

sums can be deduced.

Theorem 3.11 ([2], p.2) Assume that V is a linear vector space of real-valued func-
tions, p and q are two real numbers such that p > q > 1. Suppose that f and g are two

positive functions inV and G is a positive linear form on V such that

(a) G(g) >0,

(b) fg and gf? € V.

If

G (P <GNP, (3.18)
then

(G (9" <G (gf?). (3.19)

The new inequality (3.19) has the properties that it is stated for summable functions
defined on a finite measure space (X, ¥, 1) whose L'-norms are bounded from below by

some constant involving the measure of the whole space X as well as the exponents p and

q.

Proof. If we define a positive linear form F(u) = %, then we clearly get F'(g) = 1.

From Lemma 1.2, if we take as a convex function p(z) = 2 for p > 1, then we have

[F (9N < Flgf),

that is,
G(gf)]" _ G(gf?)
[GM = G(y)
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which gives

(Gl HI""

Gl [G(g )] < G (gf").

Since inequality (3.18) holds, hence inequality (3.19) follows. m
As a new positive and concrete answer to F. Qi’s problem indicated at the Remark 2.1,

we get the following.

Corollary 3.7 ([2], p.3) Suppose that (X,%, 1) is a finite measure space and V is the
space of all integrable functions on X. If p and q are two real numbers such thatp > q > 1,

and f and g are two positive functions of ¥V such that
(a) [y gdu>0,

(b) fg and gf* €V,

then

( /X gfcm)qs /X gf?dp,

provided that ([, gfdu)’~¢ > ([ gdp)P~".
Proof. This follows from Theorem 3.11 by taking G(u) = [ + udp as a positive linear

form. m

Remark 3.2 ([2], p.3) We notice that if p = q and G(g) < 1, then inequality (3.18) is

always fulfilled, and accordingly, we get

(G (gf)]" <G (gf")

forallp > 1.

Remark 3.3 ([2], p.3) If V contains the constant functions, then for the function

0, p=q=>1,
=9 G, p>q>1,
1, p=q,G(g) =1,

equality occurs in (3.19).
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Remark 3.4 ([2], p.3) In fact, inequality (3.19) is valid even if inequality (3.18), as

only a sufficient condition, is not satisfied. Suppose p > q > 1, m = =L and ¢ =

S
Q

-1| -9
[q <§%‘f>q } . If X = [a,b] is a finite interval of R and f(x) = c¢(x — a)™, then
(fab fda:)q = fab fPdx. On the other hand, inequality (3.18) is no longer satisfied if we

p
take q (g%‘{)

- -1
< 1. This is because of the fact that (fab fdm)p T q <§%‘f>p (b—a)" "

The following corollary gives an affirmative answer to related with Problem 9 (Remark

2.10).

Corollary 3.8 ([2], p.4) Suppose f € L'(a,b), the space of integrable functions on the
interval (a,b) with respect to the Lebesque measure, such that |f(z)| > k(z) a.e. for

x € (a,b), where
(v-1) b
(b—a)e-o < / k(z)dr < oo

for some p > q > 1, thus

(/ab|f<a:>|dx)q < /ab|f<x>|pdx.

Proof. This follows simply from Lemma 1.2. m
We now apply Corollary 3.8 to deduce F. Qi’s main result, Theorem 2.4, in detail.

The following corollary gives an affirmative answer to Problem 5 (Remark 2.6).

Corollary 3.9 ([2], p.4) Assume that f € C"([a,b]) satisfies f@(a) > 0 and ™ (z) >
n! for z € [a,b], where 0 < i <n—1 and n € N, the set of all positive integers, then

b[f ()] da > bf(x) dx nﬂ. (3.20)
/ (f

Proof. There is an imperfection in this proof and you can see Remark 3.5 for this mistake.

Since f(™(x) > n!, then successive integrations over [a, ] give

|
f("_k)(x)_%(z—a)k, k=01, n—1,
thus
|
(x—a)"_kf(”_k)(x)z%(I—a)n, k=0,1,---,n—1
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Moreover, Taylor’s expansion applied to f with Lagrange remainder states that

1), L §
1@ = s+ g

n!
u n! n
= 2 iy
k=0

= 2n(x - a)n’

where ¢ € (a,z). However since z is arbitrary and 2" > n 4+ 1 for all n € N, it follows

that
f@) = (n+1)(z—a)" =0
for all = € (a,b). Hence

/f ydx > (b—a)"t,

and inequality (3.20) follows in consequence of Corollary 3.8. m

Remark 3.5 In [15] J. Petaric and T. Pejkovi¢ stated that S. Mazouzi and F. Qi gave
what appeared to be a basic proof of the inequality under the same conditions (see Corollary
3.9). Unfortunately their proof wasn’t correct. Namely, they done a false substitution and
arrived at the condition f(x) > (n+1)(z—a)™ which is false, e.g. for function f(x) = z—a,

whereas this function clearly satisfies the conditions of the theorem if n = 1.

Remark 3.6 ([2], p.4) The function

(CL' _ a)n+1
filab] = RT, x*f(x)zw
for a fized n € N satisfies f € C"([a,b]) and fP(a) > 0, for 0 < i < n — 1; howewver,
f(z) = ((:i;)),i (x — a) for x € [a,b]. It means that the condition f™ > n! on [a,b] is

no Zonger satisﬁed But we get

fde' fn+3d$ — )(n+2)
+ 2) (n+1)(n+2)

F mally, we can apply Corollary 3.7 to derive a discrete inequality.

Corollary 3.10 ([2], p.5) Suppose X = {ay,...,an}, f: X — R" defined by f(a;) =b;
fori=1,..,N , and let u be a discrete positive measure given by u({a;}) = o; > 0 for
t=1,..N . If, forp>qg>1

p—q

N p-1 N
(Z Oéz) < Z a;b; ;
i-1 im1
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then we obtain

N q N
=1 i=1

If, in particular, oy = -+ = any = ¢ > 0 satisfies

q

1
Zbi < @be. (3.21)
Proof. We notice that

(f fdu)p_q - if;ﬂai)u({az-}))pq

N p—q

= Z Oé,'bz'

=1

vV
|'Mz

8
N~
i

1
=
=
3

and therefore, the sufficient condition is satisfied. We deduce by Corollary 3.7 that

(/X fd“)q - (i“ibi)q = /Xfpdu = ﬁjaiw.

The proof of inequality (3.21) is a specific case of the above argument, so we are left to

the interested reader. m
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CHAPTER 4

PAPERS FROM 2004 THROUGH 2005

In this chapter, we present some papers on Qi type inequalities from 2004 through 2005.

Papers answering the Problem 1 (Remark 2.1):

e In 2004, work of J. Pecari¢ and T. Pejkovi¢ (see Section 4.2).

e In 2004, work of J. S. Sun (see Section 4.3).

Paper answering the Problem 3 (Remark 2.4):

e In 2004, work of J. S. Sun (see Section 4.3).

Paper answering the Problem 4 (Remark 2.5):

e In 2004, work of J. S. Sun (see Section 4.3).

Paper answering the Problem 5 (Remark 2.6):

e In 2004, work of J. Pecari¢ and T. Pejkovi¢ (see Section 4.2).

Paper answering the Problem 7 (Remark 2.8):

e In 2005, work of L. Bougoffa (see Section 4.4).

Paper answering the Problem 12 (Remark 2.13):

e In 2004, work of J. Pecari¢ and T. Pejkovi¢ (see Section 4.1).
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41 WORK OF J. PECARIC AND T. PEJKOVIC ANSWERING THE
PROBLEM 12

In the joint paper [15], J. Pecari¢ and T. Pejkovi¢ gave sufficient conditions for the

following inequality:

(lbfcwadw)ﬁztlbfcw”dx (1)

to hold.

This inequality, Problem 12 (Remark 2.13), is a generalization of the inequalities that
appear in the papers [14, 16, 23, 25, 26, 30].

In [16], F. Qi considered inequality (4.1) fora =n+2,=1/(n+1),v=1,n € N and

proved that under conditions
fec(a,b); fPa)>0, 0<i<n—1; f"x)>nl, z€lab]

the inequality holds.
To obtain some conditions for the inequality (4.1) we will first make progress similarly to
T. K. Pogény ([26]) (see also Section 3.3) and in this section we will be using a method
from the paper [30].
We want to transform inequality (4.1) to a form more convenient to use. It can readily

be seen that if f(z) > 0, for all € [a,b] and v > 0, inequality (4.1) is equivalent to

af

b @ é 7 b v %
N N 1)
We can write the inequality (4.2) as
(e ()T (b—a)T = Mbl(f) (4.3)

according to the Definition (1.1).

J. Pecari¢ and T. Pejkovi¢ state their results in a clear table. Each result is an independent

set of conditions that guarantee the inequality (4.1) holds.
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Conditions on

Conditions on function f

Lemma for

Result
constants «,f3,7v,a,b (holds for al lx € [a, b)) the proof
1. a>y>0,a8 >y flz) > (b—a) ap Lemma 1.8
2. a<~vy>0,a8<0 ()Sf(x)g(b—a)% Lemma 1.8
a>v>0 a8 >,
3(i). (b_ 7)/31 >f ! flz)>1 Lemma 1.8
—a ¥ =
a>v>0, a8 <7,
3(ii) 27> 0a0= 0< f(z) <1 Lemma 1.8
(b—a) " >1
0<a<y,af =7,
4(1). 81 1 concave, f(x) >1 Lemma 1.9
(b )— > (a+1) @
—a ~y E—
()Y
0<a<7y, af <7,
4(ii 51 1 concave, 0 < f(z) <1 Lemma 1.9
(b )— > (a41)«
—a ~y Em—
(D7
f concave, f(z) >
5. O<a<~y af>vy o ) s ((a+1)i> e Lemma 1.9
—a aff—vy T
(D7
f concave, 0 < f(x) <
6. 0<y<a,f<0 b a) - ((a+1)i> gy Lemma 1.9
—aQa af—vy T
(D7
[ convex, f(a) =0, f(z) =
7. 0<y<a,af >~ (bia)% . (aﬂ)wﬁ_v N Lemma 1.10
(boHl—aot)& (4 41)aB 7
f convex, f(a) =0,
8. 0<a<7vy,p<0 0< fz) < , Lemma 1.10
(b—a)7 ((‘””%) o
(D7
f concave,
-5
9. O<y<a,B<0 0< f(z) < (b—a)= Lemma 1.5
« 67(’;!—5&6)

(2222 ) 305 a9) () 7o

Remark 4.1 ([15], p.3) Notice that in the results 4(i). and 5. it is sufficient for the

condition on f to hold in endpoints of segment [a,b] (i.e., for f(a) and f(b)).

Remark 4.2 ([15], p.3) There is just one result in the table got with the help of Lemma

1.5 and none with the Lemma 1.6 because the constants in the conditions are quite com-

plicated.
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Remark 4.3 ([15], p.4) If we make the substitution v — 1, [ — %3 in Result 1,

Theorem 3.3, see [20], is acquired.

We will prove merely a few results after which the method of proving the others will

become clear.

Proof:

(a) Result 1. Lemma 1.8 implies that
MEL(f)y > MDY (F). (4.4)
Moreover

—B+1

MEL(f) = ME(f) = (b= a)=

so by raising this inequality to a power, we have

af—y —B+1

(ML) T = (b—a) . (4.5)

Multiplying (4.4) and (4.5) we have (4.3). m

(b) Result 3 (i). M(f) > 1 because f(z) > 1, so from O;—B > 1 and Lemma 1.8 it can
be easily seen that

(M (£) % > e (f) > MV (). (46)

By multiplication of (4.6) and the condition (b — a)% > 1 we have (4.3). m

(c) Result 5. From

ML (f) > ML (f) > (b — a)as <M> o
—{— ¥

and 0‘57_7 > 0 we get

(e ()T (b—a)F = mi—nl (4.7)

Because of Lemma 1.9:

il () @D

(y+1)
From (4.7) and (4.8), by multiplication, we arrive at (4.3). m

> MPL(f). (4.8)

== 2|
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(d) Result 7. Since
(b— a)aerm (a+1)aﬂ’%w$
(bo+l — gotl)a  (y 4 1)@=

by integration it can be seen that we have

MEL(f) > (b— a)cfp?i (M) o ) (4.9)

(y+1)~
But, Lemma 1.10 implies inequality (4.8). Therefore, from (4.9) and (4.8) it is

f(x) >

finally found that inequality (4.3) is valid. m

In this subsection, inequality (4.1) will be proved under different assumptions including
the differentiability of f and boundedness of its derivative.
J. Pecari¢ and W. Janous proved in [30] the following theorem which gives an affirmative

answer to Problem 9 (Remark 2.10) and Problem 10 (Remark 2.11).

Theorem 4.1 ([15], p.5) Suppose 1 < p < 2 and r > 3. The differentiable function
f:]0,¢c] — R satisfies f(0) =0 and 0 < f'(x) < M for all 0 < z < ¢, ¢ subject to

1 22 pMP ™\ r— 2p+1
0<c< (p (p=1) 3 ) . (4.10)
r—

Then we have

([ )= [ ror

(If f'(x) > M the reverse inequality is valid under the condition that the second inequality
in (4.10) is reversed. )

Remark 4.4 ([15], p.5) The emphasized words were left out of [30].

We will prove the following generalization of Theorem 4.1 which gives an affirmative

answer to Problem 12 (Remark 2.13).

Theorem 4.2 ([15], p.5) Suppose o« >0, 1 < <2 and v > 2a+ 1. The differentiable
function f:[0,c] — R satisfies f(0) =0 and 0 < f'(z) < M for all 0 < z < ¢, ¢ subject

to

O0<ce<

(ﬁ (B-1)(a+1)>"° M“H) s ‘ (4.11)

O

Then we have

(/ch(x)“dfvy > /chu-) da
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Remark 4.5 ([15], p.5) Fora =1, 8 =p, v =r, we have Theorem /.1.

Proof. From f(0) = 0 and 0 < f'(z) < M we get 0 < f(2)* < M%® and 0 <

fo Cdt < Ma “ for 0 < z < ¢. We now define
( [ ora) s
Then F(0) =0 and F(z) = f(z)*g(z), where

:=5(Awf@fdﬁ 7-<f@fﬂ3

Note that, g(0) = 0 and ¢'(z) = f(x)*h(x), where

h@%zﬁw—w<4{NWWQ&{%7—®f@W%%WW@~

From the conditions of the theorem we get

a1
W) = pie-n (]

= M2t (5-2) <5 (B—1)(a+1)> P MP7 — (y— ) xv—aﬁ—ﬁﬂ)

)62—(7—OOUWfV”“4ﬂ4

Therefore, since (4.11) is equivalent to
B8 —1)(a+ 177 M > (7 — ) 272054,y e 0,d,

we get h(z) >0, ¢'(z) >0, g(x) >0, F'(x) > 0 and finally F'(x) > 0. Thus F(c) > 0. m
Substituting ¢ = a — b and translating function f a units to the right (f(z) — f(x —a))

we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3 ([15], p.6) Suppose o >0, 1 < <2 and v > 2a+ 1. The differentiable
function f : [a,b] — R satisfies f(a) =0 and 0 < f'(z) < M for all a < x < b, where

_1 1 2—4 NeB— m
0<b_a§<ﬁw ) (a+1) ) |
’)/ —

Then the inequality (4.1) holds.

4.2 WORK OF J. PECARIC AND T. PEJKOVIC ANSWERING THE
PROBLEMS 1 AND 5

In the joint paper [31], J. Pecaric and T. Pejkovi¢ proved the following answer to Problem

1 (Remark 2.1) which will imply a generalization of Problem 5 (Remark 2.6).
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Theorem 4.4 ([31], p.2) Let f € C'([a,b]) satisfies f(a) > 0 and f'(x) > (t — 2)(z —
a)t=3 for x € [a,b] andt > 3. Then

/a @) da > ( / @) da:) (4.12)

holds. The equality is valid only if a =b or f(x) =z —a and t = 3.

Proof. Suppose that f is a function satisfying the conditions of Theorem 4.4. f is

increasing because f’(z) > 0 for x € (a, b], so from f(§) < f(x) for £ € [a, z] we have

f(@)(z—a)> /x f(&)de, forall z € [a,b]. (4.13)

We now define

o [ ([ o)

Then F(a) =0 and F'(x) = f(x)G(x), where

G (@)= f @)~ (- 1) (/f dg) -

Note that, G(a) = [f(a)]"™' > 0 and

G (z) = (t—=1)f(x) ([f (@) f (@) = (t —2) (/xf(é) d€> 7 ) :

From the conditions of Theorem 4.4 and inequality (4.13) we obtain

@ (@) > (- 2) (F (0) (2 —a)) ™ > (t— 2) ( / NG d&) - (4.14)

Therefore G'(x) > 0, so with G(a) > 0 we have G(z) > 0. From F(a) = 0 and F'(z) =
f(z)G(x) > 0 we see that F'(x) > 0 for all x € [a, b], particularly

1

F(b) :/ab[f(é)]tdé“— (/abf@)dg)t_ > 0.

The equality in (4.12) holds only if F'(x) = 0 for all x € [a,b] which is equivalent to
f(a) =0 and G'(z) = 0 and according to (4.14), if ¢ > 3, this is valid only for f(a) =0
() = (t —2)(z — a)"3 and f is constant on [a,b]. But the last two conditions cannot
hold simultaneously if b # a. The other possibility for equality to hold is if f(a) = 0 and
t = 3. In that case (4.14) implies that f'(z) = 1 on [a,b] thus f(z) =2 —a.

The following corollary gives an affirmative answer to Problem 5 (Remark 2.6).
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Corollary 4.1 ([31], p.2) Let f € C'([a,b]) satisfies f(a) > 0 and f'(x) > n(z —a)"*

for x € la,b] and a positive integer n, then

[veraws ([ rwe)

Proof. Put t = n + 2 in Theorem 4.4. m

n+1

Remark 4.6 ([31], p.2) We now show that Theorem 2.4 follows from Corollary 4.1.
Suppose that the function f satisfy the conditions of Theorem 2.4. Since f™(x) > nl,
successively integrating n — 1 times over |a, x] we have f'(x) > n(x —a)n — 1, z € [a,b].

Thus the conditions of Corollary 4.1 are satisfied.
4.3 WORK OF J. S. SUN ANSWERING THE PROBLEMS 1, 3 AND 4

In the joint paper [23], K. W. Yu and F. Qi had one answer to Problem 1 (Remark 2.1):
inequality (2.3) is valid for all f € Cla, b] such that fab f(z)dz > (b—a)"" for givent > 1
(see Section 3.1 for detail of the proof). Many authors considered different generalizations
of open problem cf. [2] (see also Section 3.5), [26] (see also Section 3.3), [31] (see also
Section 4.2), [33].

In the paper [32], J. S. Sun gave further extension answer to Problem 1 (Remark 2.1). The
following his theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problems 1 (Remark 2.1), Problem

3 (Remark 2.4) and Problem 4 (Remark 2.5) that is :

Theorem 4.5 ([32], p.1) Suppose that f(x) is differentiable on (a,b) and f(a) =0, we

obtain
(@) If f'(x) > 0 and t < 1, then we get
b b t—1
/ [f () da < (/ f(z) dﬂﬂ) (4.15)
(Problem 4)
(b) If f'(x) >0 and 1 <t < 2, then we get

/ @) de > ( / @) dx) (4.16)

(Problem 1)
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(c) IfO< f'(x) < (t—2)(x —a)'™2 and 2 < t < 3, then we get

/a @) e < ( / "f @) dm> (4.17)

(Problem 3)

() If f'(z) > (t —2)(x — a)'"3 and t > 3, then we get
/ @t dr ( / ) dx) (4.18)
(Problem 1)

Proof. For = € [a,b], if we set

mz/ %‘(/f %)1

then F(a) =0 and F'(z) = f(z)G(x), where

G (x) = [£( t—l(/f dg)”

Obviously, G(a) = 0 and straightforward computation yields

G'(x) = (t—1) f (x) H ()

H(5) = [f (1)) -2 ([ 1@ d5)3

Since f'(t) > 0 and f(a) = 0, hence f(¢) is increasing and f(z) > 0. Also we get
f@e-az [ fQiE=FmE-020 (@n<o (4.19)

(a) When f'(z) > 0 and t < 1, we get H(z) > 0 and G'(z) < 0, G(z) decreases and
G(z) < 0 because of G(a) =0, so F'(z) = f(z)G(x) <0, F(z) is decreasing. Since
F(a) =0, we get F'(x) <0, and F(b) < 0. Hence, the inequality (4.15) is valid.

(b) When f'(x) > 0and 1 <t < 2, we get H(x) > 0 and G'(x) > 0, G(z) increases,
G(z) > 0, F'(x) > 0, and F(z) is increasing, then F'(x) > 0 and F(b) > 0, the
inequality (4.16) follows.

(c) When 0 < f'(x) < (t — 2)(z —a)"® and 2 < t < 3, from inequality (4.19) we get

(f (@) (2 — a) (/f ds)tsso
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Hence, we have

H(z) < (t-2) ((f () (z —a)" ~ (/jf (€) df)t3> <0

Therefore G'(z) < 0, G(z) decreases, G(z) < 0, F'(x) < 0, and F(z) is decreasing, then
F(z) <0 and F(b) <0, the inequality (4.17) is valid.

(d) When f'(z) > (t — 2)(x — a)' and t > 3, from inequality (4.19) we obtain
T t—3
G -0y ([ o) =0

Hence, we have

H(z) > (t—2) ((f () (x —a))™’ ~ </I f () d§> t_g) >0

Therefore G'(x) > 0, G(z) increases, G(x) > 0, F'(x) > 0, and F(z) is increasing, then
F(z) > 0 and F(b) > 0, the inequality (4.18) follows.
Proof is complete. m

In inequality (4.17), take t =3, a = 0 and b = 1, then we have

Corollary 4.2 ([22], p.624) Suppose that f(x) is a continuous function on the closed
interval [0,1] and f(0) = 0, its derivative of the first order is bounded by 0 < f'(x) <1,
for x € [0,1], then

1 1 2
[veras([ swa) (1.20)
0 0
Equality in (4.20) is valid if and only if f(x) =0 or f(z) = x.
In inequality (4.17) and (4.18), take ¢t = 3, then we obtain

Corollary 4.3 ([16]) Suppose that f(x) is differentiable on (a,b) and f(a) = 0. If
0< f'(z) <1 then

/ @) dr < ( / "f @) dx)2 (421)

If f'(x) > 1, then inequality (4.21) reverses. The equality in (4.21) is valid if and only if
fx)=0or f(z)=2—a.
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4.4 WORK OF L. BOUGOFFA ANSWERING THE PROBLEM 7

In his paper [21], L. Bougoffa posed Problem 7 (Remark 2.8) which is similar to Problem
1 (Remark 2.1) and he gave an affirmative answer to it.

Before giving main result,which is Proposition 4.7, we need the following.

Proposition 4.6 ([21], p.2) Suppose that f and g is nonnegative functions with 0 <

MS%§M<ooon[a,b]. Then for p > 1 and ¢ > 1 with  + - =1 we get

[ 15

and then we get

/ab F@)] g @))F do < MFm™# (/abf(@ dx); (/abg(ilr) dx>;, (4.23)

Proof. From Hoélder’s inequality, we get

/ab [f(@)]7 [g ()]s dz < (/abf(x)dx); (/abg(m)dm>‘l”

that is,
</ 9 @) g (2)]7 d:zt) 3

Since [f (x)]% < M lg (x)]% and [g (91:)]é <mu If (x)]%, from the above inequality it can

3=

()t do < 2 [ (f @) o (@) da, (422

=

=

1

b 1 1 1 b 1 1
/ [f(@)]7 [g (2)] do < Mﬂm”/ Lf ()]« g ()7 da. (4.24)

Thus, the inequality (4.22) is proved.
The inequality (4.23) can be easily seen from substituting the following

/ab[f(a:)} g ()] dz < (/abf(x)dg;); </abg(x)dx);

into (4.24), which can be obtained using Holder’s inequality. m

3=

We are ready to give an affirmative answer to Problem 7 (Remark 2.8) is given as follows.
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Proposition 4.7 ([21], p.2) For a given positive integer p > 2, if 0 < m < f(z) < M
N2
on [a,b] with M < %, then we get

/a U @) da < ( / f @) dx) o (4.25)

Proof. Putting g (z) = 1 into (4.23) produces

INCCE K(/abfu)dx)l’l’,

1 1 1\2
where K = M?»* (b—a)? /m(175) .
From M < m®Y°/(b—a)?, we deduce that K < 1. Thercfore, the inequality (4.25) is

proved. m

Remark 4.7 ([21], p.3) We now debate a basic case of “equality” in Proposition 4.7.
If we make the substitution f (xr) = M =m and b—a = 1 with p = 2, so that the equality
in (4.25) holds.

In order to exemplify a possible practical use of Proposition 4.7, we present the following

two basic examples in which we can apply inequality (4.25).

Example 4.1 ([21], p.3) Suppose f (z) = 8z* on [3,1] with M =8 and m = 2. Taking
p = 2, we see that the conditions of Proposition 4.7 are satisfied and direct calculation

produces

N, 3 1$2$é_ﬂ
(82%) d:v—4\/§<(/58 d) =75

Example 4.2 ([21], p.3) Suppose f (z) = e on [1,2] with M = e* and m = e. Taking

ey
>,

p = 3, all the conditions of Proposition 4.7 are fulfilled and straightforward computation
yields
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CHAPTER 5

PAPERS IN 2006

In this chapter, we present some papers on Qi type inequalities in 2006.

Papers answering the Problem 1 (Remark 2.1):

e In 2006, work of Y. Chen and J. Kimball (see Section 5.1).

e In 2006, work of P. Yan and G. Gyllenberg (see Section 5.5).

Papers answering the Problem 3 (Remark 2.4):

e In 2006, work of Y. Chen and J. Kimball (see Section 5.1).

e In 2006, work of P. Yan and G. Gyllenberg (see Section 5.5).

Papers answering the Problem 5 (Remark 2.6):

e In 2006, work of Y. Chen and J. Kimball (see Section 5.1).

e In 2006, work of P. Yan and G. Gyllenberg (see Section 5.4).

Papers answering the Problem 6 (Remark 2.7):

e In 2006, work of Y. Chen and J. Kimball (see Section 5.1).

e In 2006, work of P. Yan and G. Gyllenberg (see Section 5.4).

Paper answering the Problem 7 (Remark 2.8):

e In 2006, work of W. J. Liu et al. (see Section 5.3).

Paper answering the Problem 8 (Remark 2.9):
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e In 2006, work of W. J. Liu et al. (see Section 5.3).
Paper answering the Problem 9 (Remark 2.10):

e In 2006, work of F. Qi et al. (see Section 5.2).
Paper answering the Problem 10 (Remark 2.11):

e In 2006, work of F. Qi et al. (see Section 5.2).

5.1 WORK OF Y. CHEN AND J. KIMBALL ANSWERING THE PROB-
LEMS 1, 3, 5 AND 6

In the joint paper [34], Y. Chen and J. Kimball gave an answer to Problem 1 (Remark
2.1). The following result is a generalization of Theorem 2.3 and it gives an affirmative

answer to Problem 1 (Remark 2.1) and Problem 3 (Remark 2.4).

Theorem 5.1 ([34], p.2) Suppose that p is a positive number and f(x) is continuous
on [a,b] and differentiable on (a,b) such that f(a) = 0. If [f%]/(x) > (p+ 1)%71 for
x € (a,b), then

+1

b b P
[rwrtas | [ rwal 5.1)
Ifo < [f%}’(x) <(p+ 1)%_1 for x € (a,b), then the inequality (5.1) reverses.

Proof. Let [f%]’(a:) >0, z € (a,b). Then f%(x) is a non-decreasing function. It can be
easily seen that f(x) > 0 for all = € (a, b].

If [f%]/(x) > (p+ 1)%71 for x € (a,b), then f(z) > 0 for z € (a,b]. Hence both sides
of (5.1) are not 0. Now consider the quotient of both sides of (5.1). By using Cauchy’s

Mean Value Theorem twice, we get

Jolf @) de L oo™
i@l o) [f) S @]

:< f Gl )
(p+1) [ f (x)da
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v
—_

Therefore, the inequality (5.1) holds.

If f =0 on [a,b], then it is obvious that the equation in (5.1) holds. Now, let f be not
identically 0 on [a, b]. Since f(z) is non-decreasing and non-negative, we may suppose that
f(z) >0, z € (a,b] (otherwise we can find a; such that a; < b, f(a;) =0 and f(x) >0
for a; < x < b and thus we just need to consider f on (a,b]). This implies that both
sides of (5.1) are not 0. Now if 0 < [f%] (x) < (p+ 1)”1 then (1 —}—p)l*%[f%]’(bg <1
which, together with (5.2), implies that the inequality (5.1) reverses. m

Remark 5.1 In [35], P. Yan and M. Gyllenberg phrased that as a matter of fact, The-
orem 5.1 is not true. They explains their claim as follows “To see this, choose f (z) =
—2\/x, p= %, a=0,b=1. It can be easily seen that the conditions of Theorem 5.1 are
satisfied, but that inequality (5.1) does not hold. The error in the proof of Theorem 5.1 is
the statement that if f% (x) is a non-decreasing function, then f (x) > 0 for all x € (a,b],
which is not true as our example above shows. If one adds f (x) > 0 for all x € (a,b] to

the hypotheses, then Theorem 5.1 becomes a valid theorem.”

Note that if p = 1, then (5.1) becomes (2.20). Hence Theorem 2.3 is just a special case
of Theorem 5.1.

In Theorem 2.3, we see that if f'(x) = 1, then f(z) = z — a and the equation in
(2.20) holds. A very natural question can be asked as follows: For what polynomial
f(z) = C(xz — a)™ does the equation in (2.7) hold? It follows that C' = m The

n-th derivative of this polynomial is a constant This motivates the following

n!
(n+1)(n=1) "

theorem. It gives an affirmative answer to Problem 5 (Remark 2.6) and Problem 6

(Remark 2.7).

Theorem 5.2 ([34], p.2) Assume f(x) has derivative of the n-th order on the interval
[a,b] such that fD(a) = 0 fori = 0,1,2,...,n — 1. If f™(z) > m and ™ (x)
is increasing, then the inequality (2.7) holds. If 0 < f™(x) < 0 +1)(” ——r and f™(z) is

decreasing, then the inequality (2.7) reverses.
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Proof. Assume that f™(z) > —% . Tt follows that

CESVCERE
(z —a)"
Using the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, we get
b n+2 n+1
fa [f (aj)] 5f1 = [f (b;)] n (CL < bl < b)
121 (@) de] (v 1) [ f () da]
st ALY .
(n+1) |2 f (@) de]
_(_—are) \" (5.4)
(n+1) fabl f(z)dx
Now for the term in (5.4), by using Cauchy’s Mean Value Theorem several times, we will
get
(by —a) f (b1) -1 (b — a) [ (b2) by < b
e T ey sk
_ (bs —a) f" (bs)
= 2+ f/ (bg) (CL < b3 < b2)
(bn - a) f(n) (bn )
= n+ +%%Umwo+l (0 < bpi1 < by). (5.5)
But

o) = fr @) = OV (@) = f (0) (- a)

for some t; € (a,t). If f(™(z) is increasing, then f™(¢;) < f™(¢). Hence

o) < ™6t —a). (5.6)
Applying (5.6) to (5.5) produces

by — b
M >n+ 1. (5.7)
Jo' (@) da
(2.22) follows from (5.7) and (5.4).
If f(=D(t) = 0 for some t € (a,b), then f"~V(s) =0 for s € (a,t). Therefore, f)(s) =0

and f"(z) be decreasing. It is clear that f"~1(¢) is increasing.

for s € (a,t) and 0 < s <n — 1. Hence we can suppose that f"~Y(z) # 0 for z € (a,b).
By Rolle’s Theorem, this means that f®)(z) # 0 for 2 € (a,b) and for 0 < i < n—1. Now
that the inequalities (5.3) and (5.6) reverse, it is trivial that the inequality (5.7) reverses,
so does (2.7). m
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Remark 5.2 In [34], Y. Chen and J. Kimball phrased that “Unfortunately there is an
additional hypothesis on monotonicity in Theorem 5.2. Our conjecture is that this hy-
pothesis could be dropped. But we are not able to prove it for the moment.” However, they
proved the following which gives an affirmative answer to Problem 5 (Remark 2.6). For-
tunately, in [36], P. Yan and G. Gyllenberg proved Y. Chen and J. Kimball’s conjecture
by mathematical induction that the conjecture is true (see Theorem 5.13 and its proof in
Section 5.4) and in [37], Q. A. Ngo and P. H. Tung proved that this conjecture holds and
they used the same technique which was introduced by Qi in [16](see Theorem 6.3 and its
proof in Section 6.2).

Theorem 5.3 ([34], p.3) Assume f(x) has derivative of the n-th order on the interval
[a, ] such that, fP(a) =0 fori=0,1,2,....n—1. If f™(z) > %, then the inequality
(2.7) holds.

Proof. If f(z) > (":1)! then we have

n )

n+1

n’l’b

f(x) =

(x—a)".

(5.4) now becomes

b n—+2 n
U@ ((bl —a)f <bl>> | 55)
[fff (z) da:] nf, f(z)de
Note that all the terms in (5.5) are positive, so we get
(b1 —a) f (b1) >n (5.9)

S F (@) de

The inequality (2.7) follows from (5.8) and (5.9). m
The same argument can be used to prove the following result obtained by Pecari¢ and
Pejkovi¢ [31, Theorem 2], (see also Theorem 4.4 in Section 4.2).

The following theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problems 1 (Remark 2.1).

Theorem 5.4 ([34], p.4) Suppose that p is a positive number and f(x) is continuous on
la,b] and differentiable on (a,b) such that f(a) > 0. If f'(z) > p(x —a)P~! for x € (a,b),
then the inequality (5.1) is valid.
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Proof. Assume that f'(z) > p(x —a)P~! for z € (a,b). Consider the quotient of the two

sides of (5.1). By using Cauchy’s Mean Value Theorem three times, we get

S 1f (@) d$1
[f; f(z) da:] r

f b))
[ffl f () dxr
(

— (a < by < by)

(a < by <D)

(AV2
N
~
b/\
S| o
NN
SN—
Olts
o ||
8] | o
S~—
N—
]
iR

>

The proof is completed. m

5.2 WORK OF F. QI, A. J. LI, W. Z. ZHAO, D. W. NIU AND J. CAO
ANSWERING THE PROBLEMS 9 AND 10

In the joint paper [38], F. Qi et al. established some more extensions and generalizations
of inequality (2.7) or (2.3) once again by using [34] extensively (see Section 5.1). Their
main results are the following five theorems which give affirmative answers to Problem 9

(Remark 2.10) and Problem 10 (Remark 2.11).

Theorem 5.5 ([38], p.2) Suppose that f(x) is continuous and not identically zero on
la,b], differentiable in (a,b), with f(a) = 0, and suppose that a, B are positive real
numbers such that o > 3 > 1. If

(0= 5) 80

a—1

[fla=R =D (g:)]'

AIV

for all z € (a,b), then we get

/ab [f (1)) dt = Uabf(t) dtr. (5.10)

Proof. If

(0= 8) 80

a—1

v

[fe=R =D (@]’
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for z € (a,b) and a > § > 1, then f (z) > 0 for z € (a,b]. Hence both sides of (5.10)
do not equal zero. This allows us to consider the quotient of both sides of (5.10). Using

Cauchy’s Mean Value Theorem consecutively produces

Srwa)” s ma] @

[l@rd HGR §€(ad)
- {61/(2);;]‘;/( C)ﬁt} (5.11)
1 1 Bs—1
_ {g_i /(8— )];(g)l)f/(>} 9 (a0
_ {(a B/ (8- 11))/((0)}/ )},81 -
< 1

Therefore, the inequality with direction > in (5.10) holds.
If

(0= 5) 80

a—1

0 < [fla=P/E-1) (x)]’ <

for € (a,b) and a > 3 > 1, then the f(®=%/03=1 (1) is non decreasing and f (z) > 0
for x € [a,b]. Without loss of generality, we may suppose that f (z) > 0 for x € (a,b]
(otherwise, we can find a point ag € (a, b) such that f (ag) = 0 and f (z) > 0 for = € (aop, b]
and thus we only need to consider the inequality with direction < in (5.10) on [ay, b]).
This means that both sides of inequality (5.10) are not zero. So, the inequality with
direction < in (5.10) is obtained from (5.12). m

Theorem 5.6 ([38], p.2) Suppose that o € R and f(x) is continuous on [a,b] and

positive in (a,b).
(a) For g >1,if

/ﬁﬂ@ﬁéﬁWIMM@WWW“” (5.13)

for all z € (a,b), then inequality (5.10) holds;
(b) For 0 < B <1, if inequality (5.13) is reversed, then inequality (5.10) is valid;
(c) For =1, if [f (z)]" ; 1 for all x € (a,b), then inequality (5.10) is validated.
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Proof. The first and second conclusions can be easily obtained by (5.11) of Theorem

9.9.
For 8 = 1, inequality (5.10) is reduced to
b b
/ f @) dt 2 / 7 (1) dt. (5.14)

Now consider the quotient of both sides of (5.14). By Cauchy’s Mean Value Theorem, we

obtain

L If @) dt  [f (©)°
[P f()d f (&)

This completes the third conclusion. m

=[f(©]*".

Theorem 5.7 ([38], p.2) Assumen € N, 1 < 8 < n+1, and f () has a derivative
of the n-th order on the interval [a,b] such that f¥ (a) = 0 for 0 < i < n— 1 and
f () > 0.

-171/(a=p)
1] and f™ () is increasing, then the inequality with direc-

z—a)?
(a) I/ f (2) = |“58%
tion > in (5.10) is valid.

~171/(a=h)
(b) If 0 < f(x) < [(J’;?fg l] and f (z) is decreasing, then the inequality with
direction < in (5.10) holds.

[(xia)ﬁ—l i| 1/(a—p)

Proof. By using of the condition that f(x) > 552

and Cauchy’s Mean

Value Theorem, we have

SO (@) da f (b))

= a<b <b (5.15)
[fabf(m)d:l?]ﬁ [fblf xﬁ 1 1

S 0 S FACY) i (5.16)

B0 f () da]
_ [(bl —a)f (bl)] . ' (5.17)
BJ S (x)de

Now for the term in (5.17), by using Cauchy’s Mean Value Theorem several times, we get
(b1 — a) f (b1) (b2 — a) [ (b)

= by < b

fflf(m)dx H f(b2) Gt

_ (bs —a) " (bs)

= 24+ 7 (ba) a < by < by

= n+ (bus = a) J (bus) a < by <by, (5.18)

JOD (bys)
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However f(=Y(t) = fO=U(t) — f0=V(a) = (t —a) f™ (t;) for some t;, € (a,t). If
f™ () is increasing, then f™ (¢;) < f™ (t). So we get

0< fO D) < f™ (1) (t —a). (5.19)

Applying (5.19) to (5.18) produces
(b1 —a) f (b1)

- >n+ 1. (5.20)
Jo' (@) da

Thus,

o Uf @) dr (1)

S > (5.21)

for 1 < 8 <n+ 1. Then the inequality with direction > in (5.10) follows.
Assume that

(o - a)f! 1/(a—pB)
B2 ]

0§f<x)§[

and f™ (z) is decreasing. The statement of the theorem implies that the inequalities
(5.16) and (5.19) reverse, this means that the inequalities (5.20) and (5.21) reverse also,

thus the inequality with direction < in (5.10) follows. m

Theorem 5.8 ([38], p.2) Assumen € N, 1 < f < n+1, and f(x) has a derivative
of the n-th order on the interval [a,b] such that f¥ (a) = 0 for 0 < i < n — 1 and
f (@) > 0.

1/(a=B)
} , then the inequality with direction > in (5.10) is valid.

(a) If f(z) = [%
(b) If0 < f(z) < [ﬂ(__)m)

1/(a—B)
(B-1)@= }
holds.

, then the inequality with direction < in (5.10)

Proof. If
3 (l‘ B a>(3_1) 1/(a—p)
G-
(5.15) becomes

M>[ (b —a) f (b) rf
1P f@a]” LB=D [ f@ds

f(l’)zl
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Note that if all the terms in (5.18) are positive, then rma)J01) > - Thus for 1 < § <

2 f(@)de
n + 1, the inequality with direction > in (5.10) follows.
If
1/(a=B)
B(z — a)(ﬁ—l)
0< f(z) < [W :

the inequality with direction < in (5.10) is obtained from a similar argument as above. m

Theorem 5.9 ([38], p.3) Assume that «, 3 are positive numbers, a« > 3 > 2 and f(z)
are continuous on [a,b] and differentiable on (a,b) such that f(a) > 0. If

B(B—1)(a—p)(x—a)?

a—1

[f(a—b’) (x)}/ >

for x € (a,b), then the inequality with direction > in (5.10) is valid.

Proof. Let

BB-D(a=-p) -0

a—1

[f(a—b’) (x)}’ >

Now consider the quotient of the two sides of (5.10). Applying Cauchy’s Mean Value

Theorem three times gives

L lf @) de [ b))
b B b -

L r@yde] B () de]

. (a—lﬂfQﬁP”f%%L b
BB=1)|[" f (@) de
B—2

> [fbe)be—a] a < bz <by
_ af’% wg—a>5”
- [1 T }
> 1.

The proof is completed. m

Remark 5.3 ([38], p.3) Theorem 5.9 generalizes a result obtained in [31, Theorem 2]
by Pecari¢ and Pejkovic (see also Theorem 4.4 in Section 4.2).
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5.3 WORK OF W. J. LIU, C. C. LI AND J. W. DONG ANSWERING THE
PROBLEMS 7 AND 8

Similar to Problem 1 (Remark 2.1), in the paper [21] L. Bougoffa proposed Problem 7
(Remark 2.8). By using Holder’s inequality, L. Bougoffa obtained an answer to Problem
7 (see Proposition 2 in [21]). (see also Proposition 4.7 in Section 4.4). W. J. Liu et al.

noted that the condition, which is given Proposition 2 in [21],
0<m< f(zr)<Mon [a,b] with M < m(p_1)2/ (b—a)’

is not fulfilled when 1[1;111)111 f(x)=0.

In the joint paper [39], W. J. Liu et al. firstly gave an answer to Problem 7 (Remark 2.8)
and Problem 8 (Remark 2.9), in which they allow r[iubr}l f () = 0 and p unnecessarily to be
an integer. Secondly, they obtained a consolidation of Qi’s inequality which is Problem

1 (Remark 2.1) and Bougoffa’s inequality which is Problem 7 (Remark 2.8).

Theorem 5.10 ([39], p.5) Suppose that p > 2 is a positive number and f(x) is contin-
uous on |a,b] and differentiable on (a,b) such that f (a) = 0.
IFLr2 (@) = (p=2) /(0= 1) for x € (a,b), then

1

/a U @) da < ( / @) dx) o (5.22)

IfO < [y (x) < pP(p—2)/(p— 1)’ for x € (a,b), then the inequality (5.22) re-

Verses.

Proof. If f = 0 on [a,b], then it is clear that the equation in (5.22) is valid. Assume
now that f is not identically 0 on [a,b] and [f?~2] () > 0 for « € (a,b), we may suppose
f(z) >0,z € (a,b]. This implies that both sides of (5.22) are not 0.

If [f772 (z) > p? (p—2)/ (p— 1)’ for = € (a,b), then f(x) > 0 for = € (a,b]. Thus
both sides of (5.22) are not 0. By using Cauchy’s Mean Value Theorem twice, we get

ff[f(x)]idlxl _ [ ()] ey -
(fr@ar) " (1=2) (2 fydr)
f;lf(x)da: ’

(-1 e

49



hSAT

1
— (a < by < by)

(1 - %)p (p =) If (0" 7 (bo)

D=

1
_1\p+1
w1 o2 (by)

< 1

Therefore, the inequality (5.22) is valid.

If0 < [f72 (2) < p?(p—2)/(p—1)""", then (p,,(l [£7-?]' (by) < 1, which, together
with (5.23), implies that the inequality (5.22) reverses. m

In the paper [34], Y. Chen and J. Kimball gave an answer to Problem 1 (we also give it
and its proof as Theorem 5.1 in Section 5.1).

Thus, combining Theorem 5.10 and Theorem 5.1, the authors obtained another result of
their paper, which gives a consolidation of Qi’s inequality which is Problem 1 (Remark

2.1) and Bougoffa’s inequality which is Problem 7 (Remark 2.8). They said “To our best

knowledge, this result is not found in the literature.”

Theorem 5.11 ([39], p.7) Suppose that p > 2 is a positive number and f (x) is contin-
uous on |a,b] and differentiable on (a,b) such that f (a) = 0.

(@ L7 @) 2 " (0 =2)/ (p— 1" and [72] (@) > (0~ )7 for a € (a,b),
then

(/ 1 dm)p <(/ @) d:c)pl < | U @) de. (5.24)

(b) If0 < [f* (@) < p(p—2)/(p—1)"" and 0 < [fﬁ]l(@ < (p-17" for
€ (a,b), then the inequality (5.24) reverses.

Corollary 5.1 ([39], p.7) Suppose that f(x) is continuous on [a,b] and differentiable
on (a,b) such that f (a) =

(a) If f'(z) > 2 for x € (a,b), then

</ab[f( 3dx> (/f dx) </ab[f(x)]3dx. (5.25)
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(b) If 0 < f'(x) <1 for x € (a,b), then

</ab f (x)]édx>3 > </abf(x)dx)2 > /ab f (@) da. (5.26)

Proof. Set p =3 in Theorem 5.11. m
In order to illustrate a possible practical use of Corollary 5.1, we will give two simple

examples in which we can apply inequality (5.25) and inequality (5.26).

Example 5.1 ([39], p.8) Assume that f (zv) = e* —e on [1,2], we see that f' (z) > e >
f—g for x € (1,2), other conditions of Corollary 5.1 are satisfied and direct calculation

produces

(/j(é’f—@édx)g 1.56 < (/IQ(Gx—e)dx)Z

2
~ 3.81 </ (e" —e) du
1

Q

18.74.

Q

2

Example 5.2 ([39], p.8) Suppose that f(x) = <5< on [1,2], then 5 < f'(2) < &,

10 10

other conditions of Corollary 5.1 are satisfied and straightforward computation yields that

Zer _ ¢ 2
~ 0.156>(/ da:)
1 10
2 e — e 3
~ 0.038 > d
f ()

0.019.

Q

54 WORK OF P. YAN AND M. GYLLENBERG ANSWERING THE PROB-
LEMS 5 AND 6

In [34], Y. Chen and J. Kimball studied a very interesting Qi-type integral inequality
and proved (we also give it and its proof as Theorem 5.2 in Section 5.1). Then they
conjectured that the additional hypothesis on monotonicity in Theorem 5.2 could be
dropped (see Remark 5.2).

In the joint paper [35], P. Yan and G. Gyllenberg proved Chen and Kimball’s conjecture,
which is Theorem 5.13, by mathematical induction that the conjecture is true. As a matter

of fact, Theorem 5.13 holds under slightly weaker assumptions (existence of f(™(z) at
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the endpoints = a, © = b is not needed) and it gives an affirmative answer to Problem
5 (Remark 2.6) and Problem 6 (Remark 2.7) which we present here.

Before giving the proof of conjecture, we need a lemma (Lemma 5.12) and we will use the
Cauchy’s mean value theorem (CMVT), which is given as Theorem 1.4 in Section 1.1, to

prove the following lemma.

Lemma 5.12 ([35], p.2) Suppose n € Z*. Assume f(z) has a derivative of the n-th
order on the interval (a,b) and f"~V(x) is continuous on |a,b] such that f)(a) =0 for

i=0,1,2,...n—1.
(8) I/ f)(2) > by for @ € (a,D), then

(f ()" > (n+1) (/:f(s) ds)n for x € [a,b].
(b) IF0 < (@) < oty Jora € (a,b), then

Gy <@y ([ feas) for aclo

Proof. First notice that if f is identically 0, then the statement is clearly true. Let f
be not identically 0 on [a,b]. Then the assumption implies that f(z) > 0 for = € [a, b].
If [7f(s)ds = 0 for some x € (a,b] then f(s) = 0 for all s € [a,2]. Thus we can
suppose that [ f(s)ds > 0 for all z € (a,b]. Otherwise, we can find a; € (a,b) such
that [ f(s)ds = 0 for € [a,a1] and [ f (s)ds > 0 for z € (a;,b) and thus we only

need to consider f on [aq,b].

(a) Assume that f™ (z) > s for z € (a,b).

(1) n=1. By CMVT, for every = € (a,bl, there exists a b; € (a,z) such that

(f (=))° C2f (b)) f1 (),
[T f s afy) )=t

Thus (a) is true for n = 1.

(2) Let (a) be true for n = k > 1. We prove that (a) is true for n = k + 1. It then
follows by mathematical induction that (a) is true forn = 1,2,.... By CMVT,
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for every x € (a, b|, there exists a b; € (a,x) such that

(f ()" 1
(k+2) (7 f(s)ds)™  (k+2)

a

(k+2)" (f (6)"
(k+1)" (f (bl»k

k41
k+2 ) +
k+1
= > 1.

(k+1) (" (:ﬁ) frisyds)

() Ty m] - () e (o
= () 6o
k!

Since

dk
da*

for x € (a,b), by the induction assumption that (a) is true for n = k.

Thus (a) is true for n = 1,2, ....
(b) The proof of the second part is similar so we leave out the details.

The proof of the lemma is completed. m

We now ready to prove the conjecture as a theorem.

Theorem 5.13 (Conjecture in [34]) Suppose n € Z*. Assume f(z) has derivative of
the n-th order on the interval [a,b] such that f®(a) =0 fori=0,1,2,...,n — 1.

(a) If f™(x) > W’ then the inequality (2.7) is valid.
(b) If0 < fM(z) < m, then the inequality (2.7) is reversed.

Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 5.12, we can suppose that fax f(s)ds > 0 for any
€ (a,b].

93



(a) Assume that f™ (z) > (nﬂﬁﬁ for z € (a,b). By CMVT and Lemma 5.12, in case

(a), there exists a b; € (a,x) such that
L@ Pde o)
@)™ @) [ @) de]

So (a) is proved.

(b) Assume that 0 < f™ () < ; for € (a,b). By CMVT and Lemma 5.12, in

case (b), there exists a b; € (a, x) such that

S lf @) [f )"
[ r@da]™ ) [f) f @) de]

The proof of the conjecture is completed. m

<1

As the proofs show, we actually have the following slightly stronger result which is a
generalization of Proposition 1.1 in [16] (which we present as Theorem 2.3 in Section
2.2), Theorem 4 and Theorem 5 in [34] (which we present as Theorem 5.2 and Theorem

5.3 in Section 5.1).

Theorem 5.14 ([35], p.4) Suppose n € Z*. Assume f(x) has derivative of the n-th
order on the interval (a,b) and f"~V(x) is continuous on |a,b] such that f)(a) =0 for

i=0,1,2,...n—1.
(a) If f (z) > W for x € (a,b), then the inequality (2.7) is valid.
(b) If0 < £ (2) < ML#—” for x € (a,b), then the inequality (2.7) is reversed.

Remark 5.4 For a different proof for the Theorem 5.13 (Y. Chen and J. Kimball’s
Congecture in [34]) see Theorem 6.3 and its proof in Section 6.2

5.5 WORK OF P. YAN AND M. GYLLENBERG ANSWERING THE PROB-
LEMS 1 AND 3

In the joint paper [36], P. Yan and M. Gyllenberg gave new answers to Qi’s problem, which
is Problem 1 (Remark 2.1), and some new results concerning the integral inequality (5.27),

that is
/a b [f (@) da > [ / b f () dw] . : (5.27)
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and its reversed form, which are modified forms of Problem 1 (Remark 2.1) and Problem
3 (Remark 2.4) as p = ¢t — 2, which extend related results in the references such as [16,
31, 34, 35] which we have already investigated in detail above. The following result is a
generalization of Theorems 3, 4 and 5 in [34] (which we present as Theorem 5.1, Theorem
5.2 and Theorem 5.3 in Section 5.1), Proposition 1.1 in [16] (which we present as Theorem
2.3 in Section 2.2) and Theorem 2 in [35] (which we present as Theorem 5.13 in Section
5.4).

The following theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problem 1 (Remark 2.1) and Prob-

lem 3 (Remark 2.4).

Theorem 5.15 ([36], p.2) Suppose that k is a non-negative integer and p is a positive
number such that p > k. Assume that f(x) has a derivative of the (k+ 1)-th order on the
interval (a,b) such that f*)(x) is continuous on [a,b], f(x) is non-negative on [a,b] and

FD(a) =0 fori=0,1,2, ...k

(a) If
OIS k() a z e (a
((r®) )()z(@ﬂ)p_l . weab),
then inequality (5.27) is valid.
(b) If
=Y . k! (7) 7 s e (a
OS((f ) >()S<<p+1)pl ’ €(7b)7

then inequality (5.27) is reversed.

Proof. First notice that if f =0 on [a, b, then Theorem 5.15 is clear. Assume f is not
identically 0 on [a,b]. If [ f (s)ds = 0 for some x € (a,b] then f(s) =0 for all s € [a, ],
because f(z) is non-negative on [a,b]. Hence we can suppose that [ f (s)ds > 0 for all
z € (a,b]. (Otherwise, we can find a; € (a,b) such that [ f (s)ds = 0 for = € [a,a;] and

[ f(s)ds >0 for z € (ar,b) and thus we only need to consider f on [ay, b]).

(a) Assume that

1

((f““’)f’ik)'(a:) > (L()) € (ab).

(p+1"
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(1) k£ =0 < p. By Cauchy’s mean value theorem (CMVT), which is given as
Theorem 1.4 in Section 1.1, by using CMVT twice, there exist a < by < b; < b

such that
Jo (f @) P de (f (b))
(@)™ o+ (S @de)

. 1\’ 14
since (fp) () > (p+ 1)~ for x € (a,b).
Thus (a) is true for k = 0.

(2) k=1 < p. By using CMVT three times, there exist a < b3 < by < by < b such

that
Ju (f (@) du (f (b))
(Pr@a)” @0 (@)

since

1

(7)) = (i) et

Thus (a) is true for k =1 < p.

(3) 1 <k < p. By using CMVT (k + 2) times and mathematical induction, there
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exist a < bpio <--+ < by < b such that

S (f (@) de 1 (f (b))
(rr@an)™ PR @y dr)

(p+1)""" (f (b))
P (f (b))

_ (p+ 1)1’*1 (f(k+1) (ka))p_k
p@—1) - (p—k+1)(p—k)P"" (fO) (byo))’ "
Z 17
)Y HE )
((F9)77) @) = <(p+1>p_1> , € (ab).

Thus (a) is true for 0 < k < p.
(b) The proof of the second part can be done similarly.

The proof of Theorem 5.15 is completed. m

Remark 5.5 ([36], p.4) Ifp =1 and k = 0, then Theorem 5.15 is reduced to Proposi-
tion 1.1 in [16]. (See also Theorem 2.3 in Section 2.2). If p =k + 1, then

( B ) 1y
(p+ 17" (k+2)"
In [35] Y. Chen and J. Kimball proved the conjecture in [34] (i.e., Theorem 2 in [35]).
(See also Theorem 5.13 in Section 5.4). It is clear that Theorem 5.15 is a generalization
of Proposition 1.1 in [16] (which we present as Theorem 2.3 in Section 2.2), Theorem 3,
Theorem 4 and Theorem 5 in [34] (which we present as Theorem 5.1, Theorem 5.2 and

Theorem 5.3 in Section 5.1), and Theorem 2 in [35] (which we present as Theorem 5.13
in Section 5.4).

The following result is a generalization of Theorem 2 in [31] (which we present as Theorem
4.4 in Section 4.2) and Proposition 1.3 in [16] (which we present as Theorem 2.4 in Section

2.2). It gives an affirmative answer to Problem 1. (Remark 2.1).
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Theorem 5.16 ([36], p.4) Suppose that k is a non-negative integer and suppose that p

is a positive number such that p > k. Assume that f(x) has a derivative of the (k + 1)-

th order on the interval (a,b) such that f*)(x) is continuous on [a,b], fP(a) = 0 for

i=0,1,2,....,k—1, and f®(a) > 0. If

(412 (= k1
(p+ 1)

for x € (a,b), then inequality (5.27) is valid.

f(k+1) (:C) >

(2 —a)’ !

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 5.15 we can suppose that f; f(s)ds > 0 for all
€ (a,bl.

(a) k£ =0. By using CMVT three times, there exist a < b3 < by < b; < b such that

Ju (f @) de (f (b))
<fab f(z) dx>p+1 (p+1) (fbl f(z)d )
(f (b)) f (b2)

(f (b2))P " (by — a)
(11

WY )pl
a2)”

since f'(x) > p(x — a)’~" for € (a,b). Then

(F ) (b —a)™" <f (bs) (b — >)
<]:2f(x)dx)p_l 72 f () do

(e Ly,

Thus Theorem 5.16 is true for £ = 0.

(b) k=1 < p. By using CMVT four times, there exist a < by < by < by < by < b such
that

@) e ()
(JPf@ar)™ @+ () @) d)




P+ (b))
(g )
(p+1)’ 1 (f(83)" 2f”( 3)

pp—l -1 (fb3 f’ )p 2

> (f/ (bs) (b3 — a)>p_2,
S f (x) do

since

Y

@) > 1) (L) (-l ze(ab).

p+1
Then
) s—a)\ (o) ba—a)\" () (b a) )"
< f;g I (z)dx ) N < fabe(x)dx ) a <1+ [ (bs) ) =

Thus Theorem 5.16 is true for £ = 1.

(c) 1 <k < p. By using CMVT (k + 3) times, there exist a < byy3 <--- < by < b such
that

o (f @) 2w (f (bo))""
(f7@an)™ o+ D () f @ de)
(p+ 1" (b))

pP (fabQ f’ ($> dx)p_l

(p+1)P"
pp—1)(p—k+2) (p—k+ 1P

(%) (byn))” ™
(Jr g0 () )"
(p+ 1)
pp—1)-(p—k+2) (p—k+1)" " (p—k)
o (f® (bk+2)>p_k_1 FED (byya)

(Jn ) ) )™

o (19 ) o =)\
S\ ) de |

X

v
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since

> Uk + 1)!(1@11) (p—k+ 1)p—k—1

(k+1) T T —a p—k—1 - a '
Fe (p+ 1) (z—a) ) € (a,b)
Then

f(k) (brs2) (bgro — a) p—k—1 ) (1 . f(k+1) (brs) (brys — a))p_k_l .

S 1R () d 7 (b 1s) >

The proof of Theorem 5.16 is completed. m

Remark 5.6 ([36], p.6) Ifk =0, Theorem 5.16 is reduced to Theorem 2 in [31] (which
we present as Theorem 4.4 in Section 4.2). If k =0 and p = n, then

(E+D1(,2) (p—k+ 1P
(p+ 1)

)pfkfl )nfl'

(x—a =n(r—a

It follows that Proposition 1.8 in [16] (which we present as Theorem 2.4 in Section 2.2)
is a corollary of Theorem 5.16. In fact, suppose f satisfy the conditions of Proposition
1.8 in [16]. Since f™(x) > n!, successively integrating n — 1 times over [a, x|, we obtain
f'(z) > n(x—a)" ! for x € (a,b). Thus, Theorem 5.16 is a generalization of Proposition

1.8 in [16] and Theorem 2 in [31].
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CHAPTER 6

PAPERS FROM 2007 THROUGH 2009

In this chapter, we present some papers on Qi type inequalities from 2007 through 2009.

Papers answering the Problem 5 (Remark 2.6):

e In 2007, work of Q. A. Ngo and P. H. Tung (see Section 6.2).

e In 2008, work of W. T. Sulaiman (see Section 6.3).

Paper answering the Problem 9 (Remark 2.10):

e In 2007, work of Y. Hong (see Section 6.1).

Paper answering the Problem 11 (Remark 2.12):

e In 2008, work of W. T. Sulaiman (see Section 6.3).

Paper answering the Problem 12 (Remark 2.13):

e In 2008, work of W. T. Sulaiman (see Section 6.3).

Paper answering the Problem 13 (Remark 2.14):

e In 2009, work of W. Liu et al. (see Section 6.4).

Paper answering the Problem 14 (Remark 2.15):

e In 2009, work of W. Liu et al. (see Section 6.4).
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6.1 WORK OF Y. HONG ANSWERING THE PROBLEM 9

In the paper [40], Y. Hong proposed his main result. It gives an affirmative answer to

Problem 9 (Remark 2.10) which we present here.

Theorem 6.1 ([40], p.1244) Assume a > 8 > 2, m =[], f(z) € C*[a,b], f'(z) >

f (@) 20 and [f** (@) 2 (o = B) 2y s (0 = @) Then

/ U @) de > ( / "f o) dx)ﬁ. (6.1)

Where 3] denote the integer part of 5.

Proof. Since f'(z) > 0, f () is a increasing function on [, b]. Suppose
F<x>=/:[f<u>}“du—(/jf@)du)ﬁ, velat.
Then F (a) = 0, and we get
Fw = er-s([ rw du)ﬁ_l (@)
e {[f @I"" — 4 (/:f<u>du>ﬁ_l} & f @A),
where
R =@t = ( [ 1) o
Clearly, F (a) = [f (a)]*"* > 0 and
R = -0 @P w66 -0 ([ fu) T
> -l -se- ([ fw du)m £ @)

_ f(x){(a—l)[f(x)]a2—5(5_1) (/a$f<“>d“)52}

f () By (),

(>

where

£—2

R = -l @ 5= ([ 7w a)
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Clearly, F (a) = (a — 1) [f (a)]*2 > 0 and

@) - m—lﬂa—mUWMW*f@ﬁ—ﬁw—lﬂﬁ—m(Lfﬂmmﬂﬂﬁfm>
> m—iﬂa—%Uﬂmwa—ﬁw—lﬂﬁ—@(laﬂwmoﬁ%f@>
=(ﬂm{«w4um—zmﬂmwﬁ—ﬂW—1xﬁ—m(lfﬂmdﬁﬂ%}
& f @) R,

Finally, we obtain

Foi(e) = (@=1)(a=2)-(a—m+2)[f @

se-nE-2--men ([ rwa)

Clearly, Frp_y (z) = (a = 1) (@ = 2) -+~ (0 — m + 2) [f (2)]*™"" > 0 and

F@ = (a=1)(a=2)-(a=m+1)[f(@)]"™f (2)
—BB-1(B=2)(F—m+1) /’f d) (@)
> (a—1)(a=2) - (a—m+1)[f(x)]* ™ f(x)

—5@—1M6—m~«ﬁ—m+ﬂnfmﬂx—@W%fm>
= U@ {@=D@=2)(a=m+ D[ @] ()]
@B -0 (B -2) (B m+ 1) (- a) )

- e e D=2 w7 @)

~ @ BB -2 (B-m+1)(@—a) "},
Since

BE-1)-(B-m+D) s

a—ﬁx / o —

we have F! | (z) > 0 for x € [a,b], so F,,_1 (z) is increasing on [a, b], thus F,,,_; (x) >
Fo—1(a) > 0. It follows that F ,(x) > 0, hence F},,_5(x) is increasing on [a, +00),
ie. F, o(x) > Fp_2(a) > 0. We obtain F (z) > 0, so F' () > 0. Therefore F' (x) is
increasing on [a, b], i.e. F'(b) > F'(a) > 0, That is

Lﬁﬂmwmz(lﬂwwwfa-
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Corollary 6.1 ([40], p.1245) Assume t > 3, m = [t — 1], f(z) € C'[a,b] on the in-
terval [a,b], f'(z) > f(x) >0 and f'(x) > (t —m) (x —a)""™ . Then

[rra: (/abfmdx)t_l.

Proof. Put a=t,f=t—11in (6.1). m

Corollary 6.2 ([40], p.1246) Assume n, k € Z,, k > 2, f(z) € C'[a,b], f' (z) >
f(z) >0 and [f* (a:)}/ > k‘(L Then

k+n—1)°

/ U @ dr > (/ ) i)

Proof. Put a =n+k, f=kin (6.1). m

n

Corollary 6.3 ([40], p.1246) Assumen, k € Z., f (z) € C*[a,b] on the interval |a, 1],
f'(z) > f(x) >0 and f' () > 1. Then

[verws ([ rww)

Proof. Puta=n+2,=n+1in (6.1). m

n+1

Example 6.1 ([40], p.1246) Assumen € Z., f(x) = e*. Then f'(x) =e* = f (z) >
0 and f'(x) =¢e" > 1 for x € [0,1]. By Corollary 6.1, we have

/01 (&%) dx > </01 exdx) " . (6.2)

Hence

21> m+2)(e—1)"", neZ,.

Remark 6.1 ([40], p.1246) Ifn > 3, t = n+ 2, f(x) = €" (v € [0,1]), then f(z)
doesn’t satisfy the condition in [31] (see Section 4.2): f'(x) > (t—2)(x—a)"? ie.
e® > na"; f () doesn’t also satisfy the condition in [16] (see Section 2.2): f) (z) > n!
i.e. ¢ >nl. Hence (6.2) can’t be obtained by the theorems in [16, 31].
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6.2 WORK OF Q. A. NGO AND P. H. TUNG ANSWERING THE PROB-
LEM 5

In [34], Chen and Kimball proposed a theorem which is given as Theorem 5.2 in Section
5.1. After proving the Theorem 5.2, Chen and Kimball proposed a conjecture (see Remark
5.2). The conjecture is that the monotony assumption of Theorem 5.2 could be dropped.
In the joint paper [37], Q. A. Ngo and P. H. Tung proved that this conjecture holds which
we present in this section. They used the same technique which was introduced by Qi in
[16]. See also for another proof, In [36], P. Yan and G. Gyllenberg proved Y. Chen and J.
Kimball’s conjecture by mathematical induction that the conjecture is true (see Theorem
5.13 in Section 5.4 which we presented its proof there).

Q. A. Ngo and P. H. Tung considered the case n = 2 for inequality 2.7 in Problem 5
(Remark 2.6) as the first step in the process.

Lemma 6.2 ([37], p.2) Assume f(x) has continuous derivative of the 2-nd order on the

interval [a,b] such that f(a) =0, where i =0,1, and f®(z) > 2, then

/ab fH(z)dx > (/abf(x)dx)g. (6.3)

Proof. Since f®(z) > 2 > 0 then f’ is (strictly) increasing in [a,b]. It follows from
f'(a) =0 that f'(z) > f'(a) = 0 for every a < x < b. Thus f is also increasing in [a, b].
Let

H(z) = / F(a)ds — (/:f(x)dx>3, veal.

Straightforward computation yields

H'(x) - <f3(x) -3( xf(w)dw>2> Fl@) = In@)f @),
which produces

M) =3 (f(x)f'@:) -2 xf(ﬂf)da:> F(@) = 3ha(2)f(2).
It follows that

hy(w) = (f'(@)* + f(@)f"(x) = 2f ()
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and

hy(w) = (f'(@)* + f(@)f"(x) = 2f (x) = (f'(2))" + <2 - 2) f(x) = hs(x).

Hence

15(0) =2/ @) @)~ 31'0) 2 2 0) (10 = 3) 2.

Thus hs(z), ho(z) and hy(z) are increasing and then H(z) is also increasing. Therefore
H(b) > H(a) = 0 which completes this proof. m
Now we state Q. A. Ngo and P. H. Tung’s main result which gives an affirmative answer

to Problem 5 (Remark 2.6).

Theorem 6.3 ([37], p.3) Suppose that n is a positive integer. Assume f(x) has a con-
tinuous derivative of the n-th order on the interval |a,b] such that f@(a) = 0, where

; — (n) _nl
0<i<n-—1, and f"™(z) > ) then

/a " e ( / b f(x)dx) " (6.4)

Proof. Letting

(n+ 1)1
n!

g(z) = f(x),

it can be easily seen that g™ (x) > 1 for all z.

The problem now is to prove that the inequality below is true

/a b ¢ (2)dz > (“n—l,)_l ( / ’ g(:v)dx)

Let
G(zr) = /; g (t)dt — (n+ )" (/awg(t)dt) nH.

n+1

n!

Direct calculation produces that

¢ 0 =90 (570 - "L ([ i) ) = gt

n!
We will show g;(z) > 0 by induction. According to Lemma 6.2, the case n = 2 is proved.

Denote

ga(w) = g™ () — (nn+ D /I g(t)dt.

n!

It can be easily seen that the function h(z) := ¢'(x) satisfies the following conditions
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(a) h®(a) =0 for all k < n — 2, and

(b) A" V(z) > 1.

So, by induction

(@) > % (/ h(t)dt> "

or equivalently

/1) 2§ oo™ @)

Therefore,

n+1 1 , n+1 [ nrt
o) (@) 2 ().

Hence,

ntl n+1 [ nrl v
g (z)> A/ (=1 g(x)dx.

Then, the conclusion gz(x) > 0 follows from the fact that

n+1 [ nnt n+l
n (n—1)!  ¥nl’

which produces ¢;(x) > 0. Then G(x) > 0. The proof of Theorem 6.3 is completed. m

6.3 WORK OF W. T. SULAIMAN ANSWERING THE PROBLEMS 5, 11
AND 12

In the paper [41], W. T. Sulaiman gave an affirmative answer to Problem 5 (Remark 2.6),
Problem 11 (Remark 2.12) and Problem 12 (Remark 2.13) which we present here.

Theorem 6.4 ([41], p.891) Let f be positive and has continuous 2nd derivative on the
interval [a.b] such that f (a) =0, f'(a) =0, and suppose v > a >0, > 1, f(a+1) >

(y+1). If
%Zﬁ(a—i—l)—(v—kl), (6.5)

then

/ab £ (@) de > (/b 2 (2) da:)ﬁ. (6.6)

If the inequality (6.5) reverses, then the inequality (6.6) reverses as well.
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Proof. By the hypothesis, f” (t) > 0, then f’ (t) is increasing and thus f' () > f' (a) =
Set

F(t):/:fw)da:— (/atf“(x)dx)ﬁ.

We get

F%ﬂ:fWﬂ—ﬂfWﬂ(Lv“@Mm)&lza

if
([ rww) <o, (6.7
P = o -se-nmo ([ ree)

s fon)

Now, for ¢ satisfying equality (6.7), we get
F%w::<v—@f%%wf@w— - 1) £ (/f“ )as)
_ W—afvl < o f“%ﬂ)
A [ 7w )

If we set G (t) for the quantity in the brackets above, we get

o — g G (e SO0
e e (R E e v

- P g -0

by the hypothesis.

Hence ¢ is nondecreasing. But G (a) = 0, then G (t) > 0. It follows now that F” (¢) > 0.
That is F' attains its minimum when ¢ = a. But F'(a) > 0, then F'(¢) > 0. The proof is

now completed. m

Remark 6.2 ([41], p.892) In Theorem 6.4, if f is conver, the theorem holds as f" (t) >
0. But if f is concave, that is f” (t) < 0, and nondecreasing, then the theorem holds if

v+1>pB(a+1).
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Theorem 6.5 ([41], p.893) Suppose that n is a positive integer. Assume f () has a
continuous derivative of the n-th order on the interval [a,b] such that f©) (a) = 0, where

0 <1< n—1. Suppose that o, 3,7 are positive numbers such that o > . If

(b i a/)ﬁ(na—i-l)—(nv-&-l)

(f™ (@)”‘"‘ﬁ > T o)m

)

then inequality (6.6) holds true. In particular for v = n+2, 5 =n+1, a = 1, the

following inequality,

/:f”“ (z) dz > (/abf(x)dx)nﬂ,

which is given as inequality (2.7) in Problem 5 (Remark 2.6), is valid.

Proof. Taylor’s expansion applied to f with Lagrange remainder states that

k
(x —a)" + p

fl@) = fla)+

for some ¢ € (a, x)

On substituting for f (x) above in inequality (6.6), we have:

/ab (% (x—a)"ydx > (/ab (% (x_a)n)adx)ﬁ‘

Simplifying gives:

(ny +1)n!

A LY At ( _ )B(na+1)—(n7+1) .
(na+1)p

(f™ (€)™ >

Hence in order to have inequality (6.6) satisfied, we obtain

(ny +1)n!

b—a B(na+1)—(ny+1) .
(na+1)p ( )

(f ()™ >

6.4 WORK OF W. LIU, Q. A. NGO AND V. N. HUY ANSWERING THE
PROBLEMS 13 AND 14

In the joint paper [42], W. Liu et al. studied the similar combination between inequality

(2.3) as Qi’s open problem in Problem 1 (Remark 2.1) and inequality

b b
/P”@MZ/P@me, (6.8)

69



where f, g are positive functions on [a,b]. Then, they studied some inequalities which is

similar to inequality

/a b Fo4P (z) da > / b (x — a)* ¢° (z) do (6.9)

or the inequality 6.8. In this section, we present some theorems coresponding the in-
equalities (6.8) and (6.9),after then we present their work. They also proposed some
open problems in the end of their paper [42], which are given as Problem 15 (Remark
2.16), Problem 16 (Remark 2.17) and Problem 17 (Remark 2.18).

Now we present some theorems coresponding to the inequalities (6.8) and (6.9).

In [43], Q. A. Ngo et al. studied very interesting integral inequality and proved the

following result

Theorem 6.6 ([42], p.202) Suppose that f(x) is a continous function on [0, 1] satisfy-

mg
1 1
/ f(t)dtz/ tdt, Vxe€0,1].

Then the inequalities

1 1 1
/0f+1(x)d:€2/0 xf(x)dm2a+2

and

1 1
/ fer (z) do > / zfY(z)dx
0 0
are valid for every positive real number o > 0.

Then, They, Q. A. Ngo et al., proposed the following open problem

Problem 6.1 ([42], p.202) Under what conditions does the inequality

/ 1 P () da > / 1 2P (z) dx (6.10)

0 0
hold for o and B¢

Theorem 6.6 is a generalization of Problem 2 (when a = 1) of the 2nd International
Mathematical Competition for University Students, Plovdiv, Bulgaria, 2-7 August, 1995.
Shortly after the paper [43] was published, in [44], W. J. Liu gave an affirmative an-
swer to the above Problem 6.1 and obtained the following result (see also Bougoffa [45],

Boukerrioua and Guezane-Lakoud [46]).
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Theorem 6.7 ([42], p.203) Suppose that f(x) > 0 is a continuous function on [0, 1]

satisfying

1 1
/fﬁ(t)dtz/ tPdt, vz elo,1].

T

Then the inequality (6.10) is valid for every positive real number o > 0 and > 0.
In [47], W. J. Liu obtained an extension of the Problem 6.1.

Theorem 6.8 ([42], p.203) Suppose that f(x) > 0 is a continuous function on [a,b]

satisfying

b b
/ fmin{l,,B} (t) dt > / (t B a)mm{l,ﬂ} dt) Vo € [Cl, b] .

Then the inequality
b b
/ o (z) dx > / (x —a)* f° (2)dx (6.11)

is valid for every positive real number o > 0 and 3 > 0.

It is obvious that inequality (6.11) is a special case of the following inequality

/ o () da > / (@) o () do

where f,g are positive functions on [a, b].
In [48], N. S. Hoang obtained the following result. It is needed for the proof of Theorem
6.10.

Theorem 6.9 ([42], p.203) Suppose f € L' [a,b], g € C ([a,b]) such that f (z), g(x) >

0 and g is non decreasing on [a,b]. If

/bf(t)dtz/bg(t)dt, vz € [a,b],

then inequality (6.8) is valid for every positive real number o > 0 and B > 0 satisfying
a+p3>1.

The following theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problem 13 (Remark 2.14).
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Theorem 6.10 ([42], p.203) Suppose that f (x), g (x) > 0 are continuous functions on

la, b], g is non decreasing. Suppose that A, o, B are positive constants with a+5 > A > 1.

It

b b
[ iz [gwa, veelay
and

b
/fﬁﬂwwzw—@kﬁ

then the following inequality

/ab o8 (x) do > (/abfi () g~ (x) da:) h

1s valid.

Proof. By utilizing Theorem 1.1 in [24] which is given as Theorem 3.1 in Section 3.1, we

conclude that

[ [ (5 @) arx ([ 1 o)

a a

On the other hand, using Theorem 6.9, we obtain that

[ @i [ @t wa

Summing up the above two inequalities, we have the result. m

The following theorem gives an affirmative answer to Problem 14 (Remark 2.15).

Theorem 6.11 ([42], p.204) Suppose that f (x), g (x) > 0 are continuous functions on

la,b], g is non decreasing. Suppose that A, vy, o, B are positive constant with a+f > A >
v>1. If

/bf(t)dtz/bg(t)dt, v € [a, )
and

(5 E @) 2 B e @),

then the following inequality

/ab Fo8 (2) da > (/abfi (z) g~ (x) dx)v

s valid.
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Proof. By utilizing Theorem 1.1 in [38] which is given as Theorem 5.5 in Section 5.2, we

conclude that

/abf""LB(x)dm:/ab (f# (m))Admz (/abf“iﬁ (:E)dx)w.

Then we use the same proof as Theorem 6.10 to have the result. m

Theorem 6.12 ([42], p.205) Suppose that f(x) > 0 is a continuous and decreasing
function on |a,b]. Then the inequality
fab P (x)dx S fab (x—a) fP (z)dx
fab fr(z)de fab (x —a)* f7(x)dx

is valid for every positive real number o« > 0 and 5 > ~v > 0. If f(x) is increasing, then

(6.12)

the inequality (6.12) reverses.

Proof. We just prove the case ”>”. For this purpose, we merely need to prove

/abfﬁ(x)d:c/ab(x—a)afv(;p)dx2/abfv(x)dx/ab(x_a)afﬁ(x)dx

which is equivalent to

/abfﬁ(x)dx/ab(y—a)afv(y)dyZ/abfv(m)dx/ab(y_a)afﬁ(y)dy

That is to prove

[ [ r@rwe-o (777 @) - 177 @) dedy 20,
G= / [ 7@ W60 (77 @) - 7 ) dedy

G- //f )17 W) (& — @) (77 (y) — 7 (@) dady.

Thus

= / / Fr@) fr @y —a) = (z=a)") (777 (@) = f77 (y)) dady.

Since f(x) > 0 is a continuous and decreasing function on [a, b], we get

(y—a)* = (x—a)") (f77 () = [P (y) >0

for all z,y € [a,b]. Hence 2G > 0. The proof is completed. m

73



Remark 6.3 ([42], p.205) The following special case of the Theorem 6.12 (for f(x) > 0

being a continuous and decreasing function on [0,1])
1 1
Jo 7 (z)dx - Jo ©f? (z) dx
1 S|
Jo [ (z)dzx Jo of (z)dx
gives an answer to the test question 5 in the Mathematics Contest of Tsinghua University,

China in 1985.

Similar to the method used in the proof of the foregoing theorem, the following three

theorems are obtained.

Theorem 6.13 ([42], p.206) Suppose that f(z),g(x) > 0 are continuous functions on

la,b] such that f(x) is decreasing and g(x) is increasing. Then the inequality

f £ @) de [, 9" (2) J (2) da
S @)yde L g (@) £ (x) da

(6.13)

is valid for every positive real number o > 0 and 5 > v > 0. If f(x) is increasing, then

the inequality (6.13) reverses.

Proof. We just prove the case ”>". For this purpose, we merely need to prove
[rwe [ vor@e: [P e eae

which is equivalent to
/abfﬁ(x)dm/abg“(y)f”(y)dyz/abf”(w)dx/abga(y)fﬁ(y)dy-

That is to prove

[ [ r@rwe e w -7 el zo

Set

o= [ [P rwe = e - o)

It follows now that

o= [ [ P@ree @ w -7 o)y
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Thus

b b
26= [ [ 5 @5 06" W) - 9 @) (1P (@) = 17 ) dady.
Since f(x) > 0 is a continuous and decreasing function on [a, b], we get
(9% () — g% () (S () = [P () > 0
for all z,y € [a,b]. Hence 2G > 0. This complete the proof. m

Theorem 6.14 ([42], p.207) Suppose that f(x) > 0 is a continuous function on |a,b]

and satisfies

((y —a)* f* (2) = (@ = a)* f* )] [f77 () = [P ()] 20, Vay€lab]. (6.14)
Then the inequality

Jo 1% @) de [ @ =) f° (@) da
S @) de [ (@ = a)® 7 (2) do

is valid for every positive real number o > 0 and >~ > 0. If (6.14) reverses, then the

(6.15)

inequality (6.15) reverses.
Proof. We just prove the case ”>". For this purpose, we merely need to prove
b b
He [ [ 5@ = (77 @) - £ ()] dody >
Note that since
b b
H=[ [ r @ (1770 - 177 @) dedy,
we get
b b
2= [ [ 1 @0 Wl =01 @) = @ = £ W) [ @) - £ )] dady,
From the condition (6.14) we have that H > 0. m

Theorem 6.15 ([42], p.207) Suppose that f(x),g(z) > 0 is continuous functions on

la,b] and satisfy

[9% () f* () — g™ (@) f* W) [/° 7" (2) = [P ()] =0, Vayelab]. (6.16)
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Then the inequality

Jo £ @y de ) g (@) £ () da
f} 1 @) de ™ [ g (@) 17 () do

is valid for every positive real number o > 0 and > v > 0. If the inequality (6.16)

(6.17)

reverses, then the inequality (6.17) reverses.

Proof. We just prove the case ”>". For this purpose, we merely need to prove

b b
H = / / foc+7 (g;) fv (y) ga (y) [fﬁ—v (l,) . fﬁ_”’ (y)] dxdy > 0.
Note that since

b b
H = / / F1(2) o7 (y) g* (2) [fﬁ—v (y) — fo (m)] drdy,
we get

b b
2t = [ [ 1@ P 0l 0) 17 (0) = 4 @) 1 )] [ () — P ()] dady,

From the condition (6.16) we obtain H > 0. m
Their next result is the following theorem which will be used frequently in the rest of this

section.

Theorem 6.16 ([42], p.208) Suppose that f(x),g(z),h(x) > 0 are continuous func-

tions on [a,b] such that

(9(x) —g(y)) (% - ;;8) > 0. (6.18)
Then the inequality
Jf@dr [0S @) gl do 6.19)

f;h(x) dv fabh(:v)g(ac) dx

is valid. If the inequality(6.18) reverses, then the inequality (6.19) reverses.

Proof. We need to prove that

/abf(x)dxfabh(x)g(m)dwz/abh(x)dx/abf(x)g(g;)dm,

which is equivalent to
b b b b
/me/h@Mw@z/hmM/f@mww
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That is to prove

b pb
[ [ 9wt @h)~ £ )h (@) dody > 0.

Denote

=//9@U@m@—ﬂwmmww

It follows that

GaéKQWMﬂwM@—ﬂ@Mwwmy

Thus

26 = [ [ 0@ 06D @) - £ ) dey
=L[l%mmwﬂwm—uw(%%—§%)mw

From the hypotheses, it can be easily seen that 2G > 0. The proof is completed. m

Remark 6.4 ([42], p.209) It is trivially to see that the inequality (6.18) is valid for
f,9,h such that either

(a) g is increasing and % 18 decreasing or
(b) g is decreasing and % is increasing.
By applying Theorem 6.16, we get

Theorem 6.17 ([42], p.209) Suppose that f(x),h(x) > 0 are continuous functions on
la,b] with f(x) < h(x) for all x and such that % is decreasing and f(x) is increasing.
Then the inequality

Jo £ @) de [, 7 (x)d

b (6.20)
Phyde [T (a)d
1s valid for all p > 1. If ﬁx) is increasing, then the inequality (6.20) reverses.
Proof. Since p > 1 and f is increasing, then g(x) := fP~!(z) is also increasing. By
applying the Theorem 6.16, we conclude that

b p— 1
L) @) @) do 620
J, b (@) f h(x) fr*(z) do
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Also, since f(x) > h(z) for all x, then

ﬁmwﬂx fﬁw
f;h(x)fpl (7) fhpx

(6.22)

Summing up (6.21) and (6.22), we have the result. m

Involving convex functions, we get

Theorem 6.18 ([42], p.209) Suppose that f(x),h(x) > 0 are continuous functions on
la,b] with f(z) < h(x) for all x and such that ez (x) is decreasing and f(x) is increasing.
Let p(z) be a convex function with p(0) = 0. Then the inequality

G f o (f (v))dv
[Ph(x fabgo(h(:p))dx

18 valid.

Proof. Since ¢ is convex with ¢(0) = 0, then @

f(z) < h(x) produce

p(f(2) _ p(h(z))
(@) h(x)

Also, f and @ are increasing, then the following function

v (f (z))
[ ()

is increasing, too. This helps us to conclude that

fio(f (@) do ffxf@ ff$f$@7ffx
fleh@)de  [7h(x)€ = T h (o) g = [Th(a)

We complete the proof. m

is increasing. This and the fact that

<

g(z) =

The following theorem slightly improves Theorem 6.18.

Theorem 6.19 ([42], p.210) Assume that f(x),g(x),h(x) > 0 are continuous functions

on [a,b] with f(x) < h(x) for all x and such that % is decreasing and f(x),g(x) are

increasing. Let @(x) be a convex function with ¢(0) = 0. Then the inequality

AC: fst(f (z)) g (z)dx
Ji b ﬁwmu»w@m
18 valid.
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Proof. Similar to the proof of the Theorem 6.18, we get

Polf@)g@yde [, 255 (@) f (x) da
[loh@)g@yde — [72Dg (@) h(z) da
I V’% 9(0) @) dr [V f (z)da
T e () h(x)de [ B (x)da

We complete the proof. m
Lastly, W. Liu et al. proposed the following open problems.

Problem 6.2 ([42], p.210) Can the condition (6.14) in the Theorem 6.14 (or (6.16) in
the Theorem 6.15) be improved?

Also they proposed Problem 15 (Remark 2.16), Problem 16 (Remark 2.17) and Problem
17 (Remark 2.18), which are given in Chapter 2, in the end of their paper [42].
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