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ABSTRACT. In this paper we will present some new characterizations of the convex
functions and some consequences.

1. INTRODUCTION

The convex functions has a very important role in the mathematical analysis. The
first rigorous viewpoint about this concept are presented by J. L. W. E. Jensen in [4].
After more evolutions, today we accept the folowing definition:

Definition 1.1. Let I C R be an interval. The function f : I — R is convex if

flaz + (1 = a)y) < af(z) + (1 —a)f(y),
for all z,y € I and a € [0, 1].

Starting from this point, the branches of convex functions has been a remarkable
development. Some results could be founded in two classic books [12, 13] or in the
new monographs like [9] or [1]. More, Borwein and Vanderwerff presents in the first
chapter of their book (see [2]) a very interesting arguments for to study the convex
functions.

In this context it was a very interesting challenge for more mathematicians to find
another characterizations of the convex functions. Today are knows more results like
Hermite-Hadamard inequalities, Popoviciu inequalities or others. In this paper, the
authors wants to answer to this challenge and they came with some new characteri-
zations of the convex functions.

Firstly, we remind a very useful result which could be founded in [1] or [9]. Let I
be a nondegenerate interval from R.
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Theorem 1.1. Let f : I — R be a function. For some a € I , we consider the
function s, : I'\ {a} — R defined by

Tr —a

for all x € I\ {a}. If the function f is convex then the function s, is nondecreasing.
A consequence of this theorem is represented by the next corollary.

Corollary 1.1. Let f : I — R be a convex function and a,b,c,d € I so that a # b ,
c#d,a<candb<d. Then

Fla)— £0) _ (o)~ £(d)
a—b —  c—d

2. NEW CHARACTERIZATIONS OF THE CONVEX FUNCTIONS

The main results of our paper is represented by the Proposition 2.1 and 2.2 which
are follow in this paragraphs. Firstly, for some u € I we denote I(u) = (—oo,u] N1
and I(u) = [u,00) N I.

Proposition 2.1. Let f: I — R be a function. The next statements are equivalent
(i) The function f is convex;

(ii) For anyt € (0,1) and y € I, the function g : I — R defined by
g(@) =tf(z) + (1= t)f(y) — f{tz + (1= t)y),

for all x € I, is nonincreasing on L(y) and nondecreasing on I(y);
(iii) For any n € Nyn > 1, po,p1,...,pn € (0,00) and zy,x9,...,2, € I the
function h : I — R defined by

. P037+P1$1 + - _I_pnxn)
+ z xz [
o) =) + Yo (zp>f( et

1=0

for all x € I, is nonincreasing on I(zy) and nondecreasing on I(x), where
ro = PLZ1tPaZatApnly

0 p1t+p2+-+pn )
(iv) Foranyn € N*, n > 1, po,p1,...,pn € (0,00) and x4, ...,x, € I, the function

l:1— R defined by

DiZ; Pox + P1T1 + -+ -+ Ppp
l(z) = pof(x pi ( = > pi < ) :
<) Z lez Z p0+p1+...+pn
for all x € I, is nonincreasing on I(xo) and nondecreasing on I(xo), where xg
has same value like to the previous point.

Proof. We will proove the equivalence (ii) <= (iv) and the chain of implications
(i41) = (id) = (i) = (iid).
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For the part (i7) = (iv), we denote
_ Do
Pot+prt-+pn

and
- P11 + - +pnxn

p1t P
Then t € (0,1) and y € I. From assertion (ii), the function s : I — R defined by

s(x) = tf(x) + (1 =) f(y) — fltz — (1 = 1)y)

for all z € I, is nonincreasing on I(y) and is nondecreasing on I(y). We obtain that
the function [ is satisfying the property from the assertion (iv).

For the part (iv) = (i), let ben =1,py =t € (0,1),p1 =1 —t and z; = y. Then
we have [ = g and the conclusion follows if we are using the relation xy = y.

In same mode we obtain the implication (iii) = (i7).

For the part (i) = (i),we choose t € (0,1), because the case t € {0,1} is trivial.
Let be z,y € I. Then, from the assertion (ii) we obtain g(x) > g(y). But g(y) =0
and this implies that g(z) > 0 and

tf(z) + (A =t)f(y) = fltz + (1 = t)y) 2 0,
so the function f is convex.

In the last part of the proof we will prove the implication (i) = (iii). Let be
u,v € I(xg) with u < v.Then

h(u) — h(v) =
POU + >, pﬁn) (POU +> plxn)‘|
=po [f(u pi D —f o
0 [ ( (Z ) Po + Ei:l Di Po + Zizl Di
u+p1T1+-+pnn V+p1x1t+Pnn
f(u) - f(U f <p0 Poz-)l-lpll-&- +Z§)n > o f (PO Poz-)ﬁ-lp11+-~~+;)n )

PoUFPIZ1I+-+PnTn _ POVHPITI+ - +PnZn
Potp1t-+tpn Po+p1ttpn

= polu =) u—v

But we have u < v,

< p0U+p15131 + +pnl‘n

Pot+p1+--+ Dy
and

< PoU + P12 + -+ Py

Potpit-tpn
Last inequality is true from the definition of zy. From Corollary 1.1, we obtain
h(u) — h(v) > 0 and the function A is nonincreasing on I(zp). In same mode we
obtain that the function h is nondecreasing on I(x). O

A classical results of the mathematical analysis said that the inequalities Hermite-
Hadamard characterizes the convex functions when the functions are continuous. For
example, we can see the Theorem 3.7.3. from [1]. The next proposition offers a similar
characterization.
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Proposition 2.2. Let f : I — R be a continuous function. Then f is a convex
function if and only if for all ai,as,by,ba,c1,c0 € T with a1 < ag < by < by < ¢ < ¢y
the next inequality is true

b
Jo. fx)dzx _

“ f(z)dx 2 £(\dr
(c—a) - — _(C_b).falLJr(b_a).fﬁL

a2 — aq C —C

where a = a1 + ag,b = by + by, c = ¢4 + co.

Proof. For the only if part we use the Hadamard-Hermite inequalities. Then

" f(z)d
(2.1) (c—a). fbb% (e SIS

By using the Corollary 1.1 for = € [ay, as] we obtain

Fla) = Fby) _ F(bs) — F(b)
r — bl - bg — bl .
This relation is equivalent with the next

fb2) — f(br)
W(ﬂf — by),

for all © € [ay, as]. This is true because x — by < 0 for all z € [ay, as).
Then we obtain

/@f@Mfo®HWm—m%+

f(z) = f(br) +

f(b2) = f(b1) (a2 — b1)® — (a1 — by)*

:;ﬂmﬂw_aﬁ+f®z:£@JX@—aﬁ@;“n—%ﬁ'
After we divide with as — ay, we have
2 f(x)da | Fb) — £(b)
(2.2) Ty —ar > f(b1)+§(a—2b1)W_

Similar, for x € [¢1, ¢3], we obtain

f(l’) - f(bl) > f(bz> - f(bl)
Qf—bl o bg—bl ’

which is equivalent with

f(b2) — f(b1)
W(ﬂf —b),

for all © € [y, ¢o]. After we integrate on the interval [c;, ¢o] and we made the calculus
in same mode, we have
(&)
., [(z)dx 1 by) — f(b
LM oL ooy K= 1)
2 — 01

Co — C1 2

f(x) > f(b1)—|—

(2.3)
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By using the relations 2.2 and 2.3 we have
* f(x)dx  f(z)dz
P (O N (T

(c pa— (b—a p—
> f(b)(c—a) + % . w @ 262)(c— ) + (¢ — 260)(6 ]
= flb)le—a)+ % ' w(c —a)(by—b1) =(c—a)- w

Now , we use 2.1 and the conclusion follows.
For the if part, let be x,y € [ withz <y and t € (0,1). We denote z = tx+(1—1)y.
Then x < z < y. Let be € > 0 so that

r<rt+e<z—e<z<y—e<y.

We choose a1 = x,a0 =2 +¢,by =2 —¢,by = z,¢1 =y — €,c0 = y and we have

* ftat T F(t)dt T f(tdt
(2y—2x—2€)'fz_5%() < (2y—22)‘f”#+(22—2x—28)'%.
If we put € — 0, the previous inequalities becames

(y—z)- f(2) Sy —2) fl)+(z—=) f(y),
equivalent with

fltz+ (1 —t)y) <tf(x)+ (1 =1)f(y).
These concludes that the function f is convex. ([l

Remark 2.1. Tt is obviously that the only if part of Proposition 2.2 is true without
the continuity of the function f.

3. CONSEQUENCES

In this paragraph we will present and prove some consequences of the results from
the Proposition 2.1 and 2.2.

Corollary 3.1. [11] If f : [ — R is a convex function then for anyn € N;n > 3, for
any ai, as, . ..,a, € I with a; < ay < ... < a, and for all py,pa,...,pn € (0,00) we
have
pif(ar) +paflaz) + -+ puf(an) y <p1a1 +p2a2"‘+pnan> >
P1+pet -4y P1+pet -+ pn N
> (p1+p2)f(az) + -+ + puf(an) _ ((pl +p2)a2+"'+pnan>
B p1t+p2t D prt-+ P
> (pl + "'+pn—1)f(an—1) _I'pnf(an) . f ((pl + - ‘I’pn—l)an—l "‘pnan) > 0.
- p1t+p2t--+py p1t+p2t+---+py -

> >
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Proof. We will prove only the first inequality. The others will be obtains by using
the mathematical induction. It easy to see that we need to study only the case
a; < ag < ... < a,, because the equality case is trivial. From the assertion (iii) of the
Proposition 2.1, the function g : I — R defined by

g(x) = prf(@) +paf(@) +- 4 pufan) — (pr+--+pn)f (pﬂ +p]1)2_7_2_—_k_ +p_: pnan> |

— p2a2+---+pnan
p2+-+pn

for all € I, is nonincreasing on I(xg), where x :
But a; < as < 29 and we have g(a;) > g(az) and conclusion follows now. O

Corollary 3.2. [3, 8, 14] Let a,b be two real numbers with a < b and f : [a,b] - R
be a convex function. For some n € Nyn > 2, let be x1,x9,...,2, € [a,b] and
P12, -y Pn € (0,00) so that p1 + -+ + p, = 1. Then
p1f($1) + e +pnf<xn) - f (plml + e +pnxn) S
< max{pf(a) + (1 —p)f(b) = f(pa+ (1 —p)b) : p €]0,1[}.

Proof. We apply the assertion (iii) of the Proposition 2.1for the function g : [a,b] — R
defined by

g<l') = p1f(at) 4+ .- —|-pnf(xn) — (p1 + .. _|_pn) . f (pljfl—:_i];l:'n) ’

for all x € [a,b]. Then we have

g(x) < max{g(a),g(b)}

and we obtain the conclusion. O

Corollary 3.3. [6] Let be a,b € R with a < b and f : [a,b] — R be a convez function.
Let s,t be two nonnegative real numbers so that s+t = 1. Then the next statements

hold
(i) The function @, : [a,b] — R defined by
pa(®) = sf(a) +f(x) — f(sa + tx)

for all x € [a,b], is nondecreasing,
(ii) The function gy : [a,b] — R defined by

po(x) = sf(x) +1f(b) — f(sz + tb)
for all x € |a,b], is nonincreasing;

(ili) We have sf(x) +tf(y) — f(sx + ty) < sf(a) +tf(b) — f(sa + tb) for all
z,y € [a,b].

Proof. The cases s = 0 or t = 0 are trivial , so that we admits s,¢ > 0. The points ()
and (ii) are consequences of the Proposition 2.1 if we choose y = a, respectively b,
t = sand 1—t = v. For the assertion (ii7) we apply (i) and (i7) from this corollary. [

The following result is representing a particular case of the Theorem 1 from [10].
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Corollary 3.4. [10] Let f : I — R be a convex function and ay,as,by, by, c1,¢o € I s0
that ay < as < by < by <1 <o, bo—by = as—a1+co—cq and b%—bf = ag—a%—i—cg—c%
Then
ba a2 c2

f(z)dx < / f(z)dx +/ f(z)dx.

b1
Proof. Using the Proposition 2.2 we obtain
Sy f(@)da Jor f(@)da Ji? f(a)da
) T ey 2 TNy e DT
(c=a) by — by < (e=b) az — ay Tb=a Ca —C1

)

where a = a1 + as, b =01 + by, c = 1 + co.
From the hypotesis, we have by — by = ag —a; + o —¢; and b(by — by) = c¢(ca — 1) +
a(ay — ay), so

c=b b—a  c—a

ag—al_CQ—Cl_bQ—bl
which concludes our proof. 0
Corollary 3.5. [5] Let f : I — R be a convez function. Let ay,as, ..., as,, Gopt1 € 1

some real numbers that is forming an arithmetic progression with a a positive ration.

Then _ o _—
/ann+ f(x)dxg/al f(:v)da:‘—i—/ f(z)dx.

a2n
Proof. From the Proposition 2.2 and Remark 2.1 we obtain
2 f(x)dx
fan f( ) S

(a2n41 + a2n — ay — as) -

Ant2 — @
n faalz f(ﬂf)dﬂf fa¢z2n+l f(l')dx
< (agnq1 + G2n — Anyo — Gp) - "+ (G2n42 + Gy — G2 — 1) - =,
az — ap A2n+1 — Qon
and the conclusion follows after we make the simplification. O
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