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1. Introduction

An essential notion in arithmetics is convexity, having critical importance in many fields, together
with optimization [1], analysis [2, 3], and geometry [4]. The concept pertains to the characteristic
of a function or a set, wherein the line segment linking any two points on the function or within the
set remains completely above the function or within the set. This unique behavior leads to numerous
crucial inequalities which have full-size programs in unique regions [5—8].

Schur-type inequalities refer to a category of mathematical inequalities, which are named after
the mathematician Issai Schur [9]. These inequalities establish relationships between the values
of variables in a given system. The unique shape of the inequalities is based on the context and
the variables concerned [10]. Schur-type inequalities provide bounds or regulations on the values
of variables based on their relationships with different variables or parameters inside the system.
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These inequalities are substantially implemented in diverse disciplines of mathematics, along with
analysis [11, 12], optimization [13, 14], and mathematical physics. Schur-type inequalities have
applications in numerous areas, such as matrix principles [15] and mathematical modeling. Many
researchers have frequently used these inequalities to establish optimization criteria, or to derive
bounds on certain quantities of interest. Regularly, Schur-type inequalities play a considerable role
in mathematical research and provide valuable insights into the relationships among variables in a
given system.

H-H inequalities were first proposed by Charles Hermite and Jacques Hadamard in 1885 [16]. For
a convex function € : B C R — R, these inequalities are presented as [17-20]:

2
§(¢1+¢2)< 1 f(a)daﬁw’ forany ¢,¢, € B.

2 _¢2_¢1 o1

Moreover, Fejér-type inequalities are classified as a set of inequalities that extend and broaden
the notion of convexity [21,22]. This inequality is a mathematical result for the convex function
that establishes a maximum limit on the difference between the function’s value at the average of its
arguments and the function’s average of its values [20]. In simpler terms, it measures the proximity of
the average of a convex function to the function’s evaluation at the average of its inputs.

For a convex function, this inequality is expressed as [20]:

(5]

# ¢2
e(252) [owua < [ earvina < ETEE [o@a, forany 1.6:€ 1
é1 #1 4z

é1 + P

where, ® : By ¢ R — R is a non-negative integrable function, which is symmetric about .

The applications of these inequalities extends to fourier analysis [23] and harmonic analysis [24].
Comprehending the characteristics of functions and their approximations necessitates a recognition of
these inequalities.

Furthermore, concerning the different classes of convexity, S. VaroSanec proposed the perception
of h-CFs [25]. G. Toader first proposed the theory of modified #-CFs [26]. Zhang et al. proposed
p-CFs [27]. Feng, B. et al. (2020) established the notion of modified (p, h)-CFs [28]. The notion
of generalized p-CFs was pioneered by Jung et al. in 2020. Saleem et. al. (2020) introduced
generalized strongly (GS) p-CFs. GS modified 4#-CFs were explored by Zhao et al. in 2020. Motivated
by these established classes of convex functions, we have pioneered a generalized class of convexity
that generalizes these existing classes.

The objective of the paper is to investigate GSM (p, h)-CFs, as well as to explore their fundamental
properties. Furthermore, we aim to establish the Schur, H-H, and Fejér-type inequalities for this new
notion of convexity.

The paper is categorized as follows: Section 2 describes different classes of CFs. In Section 3, we
define and prove the properties of GSM (p, h)-CFs. Section 4 presents the proof of the Schur inequality
for the pristine class of convexity. Section 5 provides the proof of H-H inequalities for the established
notion of CFs. In Section 6, we demonstrate the Fejér-type inequalities. Finally, Section 8 gives an
overview of the the entire work.
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2. Preliminaries

The following details are employed throughout the paper and results.

(a) Assume that /2 : [0, 1] — R™ is a non-negative function;

(b) Letn : J X K — R be a bi-function for appropriate J, K C R;
(c) Let ® : B; € R — R be a real-valued function;

(d) Assume p > 1 and r € [0, 1].

Now, some definitions of introduced classes of convex functions are recalled.
Convex function [29]:
A function ® is a convex function if

O(ruy + (1 = Puy) < r®(uy) + (1 — rd(uy) 2.1

holds, Yup,u € By.
Modified h-convex function [26]:
A function ® is a modified A-CF if

O(ru; + (1 = ruy) < h(r)®(u;) + (1 = h(r)P(uy) (2.2)

hOldS, Yu,u, € By.
p-convex function [30]:
The function @ is a p-CF if

(O] ((ru’l7 +(1 - r)u’;)l/p) <r®(uy) + (1 — rNd(uy) (2.3)

holds, Y uy, u, € B;.
Modified (p, h)-convex function [28]:
The function @ is a modified (p, h)-CF if

® ((ruf + (1 = Pub)''?) < (D) + (1 = h(r)D(uy) (2.4)

holds, Y u;, u, € B;.
Generalized modified #-convex function [31]:
A function @ is a generalized modified A-CF if

O(ruy + (1 = ruz) < O(uz) + h(r)n(P(uy), P(u2)) (2.5

holds, Yu,u € B;.
GSM h-convex function [31]:
A function @ is a GSM A-CF with modulus /; if

O(ruy + (1 — Puy) < O(ua) + h(r)(@(uy), ©(uz)) — Lir(1 = r)(uy — up)? (2.6)

hOldS, Vul, U, € B] and ll > 0.
Generalized p-convex function [32]:
A function @ is a generalized p-CF if

O ((ruf + (1= Pub)'"7) < D) + (@), D(u2)) (2.7)

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7, 16994-17011.
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hOldS, Yu,u € By.

Generalized strongly p-convex function [33]:
A function @ is a GS p-CF with modulus /; if

O ((ruy” + (1 = Pur”)7) < () + (D), D(un)) = Lir(1 = F)(a” = up)’

(2.8)
holds, Y u;,u, € B; and [; > 0.

Super multiplicative function [15]:

A function @ is called super multiplicative if

DO(uiuy) > O(uy)P(uz), Y uy,uy € By.

(2.9)
3. Main results

Now, we begin with the thought of GSM (p, h)-CFs in the following definition.
A function @ is a GSM (p, h)-CF with modulus [, if

O ((ruf + (1 = Pup)''7) < D(ua) + AP (), D)) = (1 = r)(uf — )’

3.1
holds for all u;, u, € B;.

Remark 3.1. (a) By assuming p = 1 in (3.1), one gets the GSM h-CFE.

(b) By substituting p = 1 and I, = 0 in (3.1), one gets the generalized modified h-CF.
(c) By assuming h(r) = r in (3.1), one has the generalized strongly p-CF.

(d) By putting h(r) = r and l; = 0 in (3.1), one has the generalized p-CF.

(e) By assuming h(r) =r, p =1, 1, =0, and n(a,b) = a — b in (3.1), one gets the convex function.
Note:

(a) The x-axis presents the values of u;.

(b) The values of u, are present along the y-axis.

(c) The values of expression involving on the left-hand and right-hand sides of inequalities (3.2)—(3.4)
are given along the z-axis.

Example 3.2. For u;,u;, € [1,00), r € (0,1], [y >0, p > 1, h(r) = r, and n(uy,uy) = 2uy + u,, the
function ®(x) = x* is a GSM (p, h)-CF.

1 1 1
If we suppose uy,u, € [1,00), r = > p=2 h(r)= — andl| = 2 in (3.1), then

4 4

2.2 4 4 2.2
up U, Ul 4 4 1 Uy Uy
ull O gty - 0 2 3.2
4 T4 Ty ST TR TR Ty (3-2)

The validity of inequality (3.2) is depicted in Figure 1.

AIMS Mathematics
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Figure 1. The graphical representations of functions involved on both sides of
inequality (3.2).
3 3
Example 3.3. Suppose uj,u; € [1,00), r € (0,11, [y > 0, p =2 1, h(r) = r, and n(uy,uz) = — + —.
uy U

Then the function ®(x) = x™* is a GSM (p, h)-CF.
1 1
Choose uy,uy € [1,0), r = > p=2 h(r)= - and | = 3 in (3.1) to get
r

2 2 1 utout uid
<12ub+12uf+ — - L - 24 L2 3.3
(u§+u§) TR TR TR T g G:3)

The viability of inequality (3.3) is shown in Figure 2.

1.5 % 10°
1.0 % 10°
5.0 40 WL
100 M R¢

100 0

Figure 2. The graph of inequality (3.3).

Example 3.4. Assume uy,u, € [1,13), r € (0,1}, [; >0, p > 1, h(r) > r, and n(u,u,) = 8u; + Su,,
and then the function ®(x) = (1 + x)* is a GSM (p, h)-CF.

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7, 16994-17011.
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1 1 1
Suppose uy,u, € [1,13], r = > p=2h(r)=—,andl, = 3 in (3.1), and then
r

2 2\ 1722 2 ,2\2
—u
L (M 2) ] <301 4w 42001 4wyt = T (3.4)
2 2 8
Figure 3 reflects the credibility of inequality (3.4).
W L:
H R:
Figure 3. The figure of inequality (3.4).
A few fundamental characteristics of this new class of convexity are now demonstrated.
Lemma 3.5. Let ® and & be GSM (p, h)-CFs, and then their sum is also a GSM (p, h)-CF.
Proof. For u;,u, € By and [; > 0,
(@ +&)((rudf + (1 = Pu)P) = ©((ref + (1 = )Y + €((rudf + (1 = Pyud)'?).
As @ and ¢ are a GSM (p, h)-CF,
(@ +&)((ruf + (1 = ryug)'/7)
< (@(ua) + (D), D(uz)) — Lir(1 = r) () — uh)?)
+ (EQup) + h(rn(E@uy), Eu)) = Lr(1 = () — u5)?)
< (@ + &E)(u) + AN + E)(uy), (P + E)u2)) = (Lr(1 = r)(u] — ub)?).
O
Lemma 3.6. Assume that ® is a GSM (p, h)-CF, and then for n > 0, n® is also a GSM (p, h)-CF.
Proof. For u;,u, € By and [} > 0,
n®d ((ru‘;7 +(1- r)ug)l/p)
< n(@(uz) + h(rn(®(uy), P(uz)) — Lr(1 = r)(u) — ub)*)
< n®uy) + h(rn(n - Ouy), n - ®(us)) — nlyr(1 — r)wh — ub)?.
m]

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7, 16994-17011.
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Lemma 3.7. Assume that hy, hy are two non-zero functions such that h,(r) < hy(r). Let ® : B C R —
R be a GSM (p, h,)-CE, and then ® is also GSM a (p, h,)-CF.

Proof. For u;,u, € By and [} > 0,
© ((ru + (1= Pub)'’?)
< O(up) + hp(Nn(@(uy), ©(uz)) = Lr(1 = r)(uf — uh)?
< O(up) + by (N(@(uy), ©(uz)) = (1 = r)(uf — uh)’.
O

d
Lemma 3.8. Let ®,: By C R — R be GSM (p,h)-CFs forl e {1,2,...,d}and ), n, =1 ford € N, and
I=1
d
then their linear combination W : R — R defined by W(s) = Y, n/®(s) is also a GSM (p, h)-CF.
I=1

Proof. By choosing u;,u, € By, Iy > 0and s = (ru] + (1 — r)u‘;)”p in

d

W(s) = ) mi(s),

=1

one gets

W((ru + (1 = ryub)''”)

d
_ Z n ((Dl((ruf + (1= r)up)'’))
=1

d

d d d
< > (@) + k(| Y (@), D (@) | = Y milir(l = (e, = u)?
I=1 =1

I=1 =1
= W(uz) + h(r)n(W(uy), W(ua)) — Lir(1 = r)(uf — ub)?.
O

Lemma 3.9. Let {®; : By cR — R;s € N} be a non-empty collection of GSM (p, h)-CFs and ¥
w € By, sup,; ©s(w) exists in R. Subsequently, the function ® : B C R — R defined by

O(w) = sup Dy(w) (3.5)
seN

forallw € By is also a GSM (p, h)-CFE.
Proof. For uj,u, € By, I, > 0,and w = (ru?’ + (1 — rub)!/? in (3.5),
O((rul + (1 = ryub)’)

= sup (I)s((m‘;7 +(1- r)ug)l/p)
sEN

< sup D, (up) + h(u)n (sup @, (uy), sup <I>s(uz)) —hr(1 = N —ub)?
seEN sEN seEN

= D(up) + h(r)n (©(uy), ©uy)) = Lir(1 = r)(uf - uh)*.

O

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7, 16994-17011.
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Lemma 3.10. Let ® be a GSM (p,h)-CF and presume that n(s,w) = —-nw,s). Then
Ol + ul = wP)'P < O(uy) + O(up) — ©(w) for all w € [uy, up), where, wP = rull + (1 — ryub.

Proof. Forw € [uy, u,],

O ((f +uh —wh)P) = @ (((1 = Puf + rub)'?)

< () + (@2, D)) = hr(1 = )y ~ ufy’

< ®(u) + D) = ®(u) = h(rn(@ur), P(uz)) + hr(1 = (] = )’
= O(u) + D) = (D) + hI(@ (), Dw)) = hr(1 = 1w ~ u5)?)
= B(ur) + D(uz) = D(w).

4. Schur inequality

While studying different kinds of inequalities in mathematics, one cannot ignore the Schur
inequality because of its magnificent properties. The inequality involves the algebraic expression
which always remains greater than or equal to zero. For the GSM (p, h)-CF, the Schur inequality
is established in the next theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that ® be a GSM (p, h)-CF, and then for uy, u,,us € By such that uy < u, < us,
Uz — Uy, Uz — Up, Uy — Uy € By, p > 1, we have
O (W)P) % bl i) < G — u)D(us) + Al — b)), B(u))

— h(uf — u))L(uf — ub) W —u?). 4.1)

Proof. Let u,uy, us € B, be such that (“3 - ”2) € (0,1), (”2 - “1) € (0,1), and
Uz — U Uz — u

(u3 — + el Ml) = 1, and then
Uus — Uy us — U
h(us — up) = h(u3 _ X (u3 — ul)) < h(u3 — uz) X h(uz — uy).
Uz — Uy us — ug
Suppose h(u; — u;) > 0, and by the definition of @,
@ ((rsp +(1- r)w”)l/”) < O(w) + W(P)(D(s), Dw)) — Lir(1 = r)(s? — wP)>. 4.2)
W —ub) .
By assuming — e =1 S =Up, and w = u3 in (4.2),
(uy — uy)
p_ P P _ P\ P _ P
1/p Uy — U, (3 — up)(uy — uy) 2
CD( ’ )scb T h O(uy), D(uz)) — | P
(1) (u3) (u’; — u,l,)m (), @) = h =0 = 1)
h(uf — ub)
= ®(u3) + (W) (@), D(uz)) — I (uf — ud)(ub — uy).

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7, 16994-17011.
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(D)) > el =) < G = u))DGws) + hut] = (@), us))

- h(ug7 - u’l’)ll(u3 - uz)(u2 ). 4.3)
Conversely,
O (W))"7) X h(uy —uf) < b = u))D(us) + h(uy — u)(@(ur), D(u3)
— h(uf — u))L(uf — ub) Wy —u?).
MP P
O (()"7) < Dus) + h( S | (@), Dus)) — L = ub)uth — ). (4.4)
uy =y
up - u’; .
By putting o =r, s=u;,and w = usz in (4.4),
3 1
© ((rs” + (1= HW))'P) < D(w) + h(rn(D(s), DW)) = (1 = P)(s” = wP)*. (4.5)
Thus, ® is a GSM (p, h)-CF, O

Remark 4.2. (a) By putting p = 1 in (4.1) of Theorem 4.1, one has Theorem 1 of [31].
(b) By choosing p = 1, l; = 0, and n(uy,uy) = uy — uy in (4.1) of Theorem 4.1, one has Theorem 2
of [26].
(c) By putting p = 1 and h(t) = t in (4.1) of Theorem 4.1, one gets the Schur inequality for GS convex
functions.

1 1
ll ==, p= 2, ]’l(l‘) = ;, T](I/tl,uz) = 2M1 + Uy,

1
Example 4.3. If we chooseu; =1, u, =2, u3 =3, r = > 5

and ®(x) = x* in (4.1), we get

2 <25.7875.

Thus, this validates the existence of Theorem 4.1.
5. Hermite-Hadamard inequalities

The H-H inequality for the introduced class of convexity is presented in Theorem 5.1.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that ® : By = [u;,u;] € R — R is a GSM (p, h)-CF on [uy,u;] € R with
U < Wy, and then

ul +ub\"? L q)(S)
(I)(( 12 2) ]—h(l/2)En+E(”1_“2) <(u2_u17)fsll’

l;
< Ouy) + 1, - g(u;’ —ub)?, (5.1)

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7, 16994-17011.
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where
1
E, = f (@l + (1 = ru)'’?, o1 - rud + rub)''?)dr,

0
1

I, = f h(rn(®(uy), P(uz))dr.

0

Proof. For s,w € B, p>1,1; >0, and n; € [0, 1], we have

O ((m18” + (1 = n)w")''7) < D(w) + h(n)(@(s), W) — (1 = ny)(s” = wh)’.

Putting, n; = 1/21n (5.2),

1/p
O} (( 57 ;Wp) ) < O(w) + h(1/2)n(Dd(s), P(w)) — %(s” — w2,

Putting, s” = ru] + (1 — r)u}, and w” = (1 — r)u} + ruf in (5.3),

1/
® [(”f ; ”g) p) < @(((1 — Pul + rug’)””)

+ /2@ (] + (1= 1) !7) (1 = Py + 1))

=] (1= i) = (1= 4 )P

By integrating (5.4) with respect to » from O to 1,

p\1/p !
(D[(u ;—uz) ]Sf (((l—r)u + ruj) l/p)dr
0

+h(1/2) f n(cD((m';+(1 r)uz)l/p) O((1 - rud + rub)"P)dr

- Zlf((ru + (1 - r)uz) —((1 - r)u + ruz)) dr.

: _ P 4
Putting, s” = (1 — rju; + ru, ,

p\1/p
® (”1 +u2)

j1“d+mmw——w Wy,

2 (uz—up)
u +u§ lip Wy q)(s)
() (T) - h(1/2)E, +—(u1 ) < —up)fsl -

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7,
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Put s” = ru] + (1 — r)uj on the right-hand side of (5.6) to get

e ‘””>f o f (G + (1= Py 7).
2

Since ® is a GSM (p, h)-CF, then

Uy 1 1
P ) 4 < f D(u)dr + f h(u)(@ (), O(uy))dr — %(u;’ W (5.)

(MP _ u!’) Sl—p
2 ! U 0 0

From (5.6) and (5.7), we get

Wb+ ul\''" I, q>(s)

l;
< Ouy) + 1, - g(ug’ —ul).

Remark 5.2. (a) Put p = 1 in Theorem 5.1 to obtain Theorem 2 of [31].
(b) Choose p =1, 1; =0, and n(u,,uy) = u; — uy in Theorem 5.1 to have Theorem 3 of [26].
(c) Assume p = 1 and h(t) = t in Theorem 5.1 to get Theorem 2.1 of [34].
(d) Suppose p = 1, I, = 0, h(t) = ¢, and n(u,,uy) = uy; — uy in Theorem 5.1, one obtains the H-H
inequality for the CF (see [17]).

1 1 1
> h L = > p =2 h(r)= o n(uy, uy) = 2uy + up, and

[ :;)j,

14y 1 )
q)(i + 5) ]]dr+ ﬁ(l —4)
1

4 . 2
1

0

Example 5.3. If we choose u; = 1, u, =2, r =

®(x) = x* in (5.1), we get

1+4
+]4n

Hence,

—68.375 <7 < 87.25.

Thus, this shows the validity of Theorem 5.1.

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7, 16994-17011.
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6. Fejér-type inequalities

Theorem 6.1. Suppose that ® : By = [u;,us] C R — Risa GSM (p, h)-CF and let ¢ : By = [uy,uy] C
(U1 + up) "
T en

R — R be non-negative, integrable, and symmetric with respect to

u

up WP\ P
q)((—) )fg(s)ds+—f(u +u2 2s57) g(s)ds—Jn(ul,u2)<f‘D(S)f(S)dS

uj

6.1)
< w ff(s)ds + Kn(uy, uz) — 1y f((s”—ué’)(u‘f — s")E(s)ds,

where

In(uy, up) = h(1/2) f (@@ + uy — 5), D(s)E(s)dSs;

KnGu, 1) = (M(D(uy), () + n(D(uy), (D(Ml)) (

> ).f(s)ds

Proof. As @ is a GSM (p, h)-CF, therefore

ul + ub 1p uy + uh + 5P — P i
() ( ) ff(s)ds—f ( > ) E(s)ds
) u ' +u2 _ P P 1/p
- [ q’((# )

u

E(s)ds

uz

< f(D(s)f(s)ds + h(1/2) fn((D(ul +uy — 5), D(s)E(s)ds — % f(uf +ub - 25P)2E(s)ds.

uj

uz

p 1/p
:>c1>(( ) ) f E(s)ds+— f W + ub = 2sP)2E(s)ds — In(uy, up) < f D(s)E(s)ds.  (6.2)

uj

By choosing, s = (ru? + (1 — r)u})'/? on the right-hand side of (6.2),

u

fd)(s)f(s)ds = ( )f((D(ru +(1- r)u §((ruf +(1 - i’)ug)l/”))dr.

uj

AIMS Mathematics Volume 10, Issue 7, 16994-17011.
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Since ® is a GSM (p, h)-CF, then

ps"”! ( 1 P NV
o fd)(s)f(s)ds < fd)(ul) X §((ru] + (1 = ruy) ))dr
2 T W
uy 0
1
+ (D(uy), D(uy) fh(r) X f((ru’f +(1- r)ug)‘/l’))dr (6.3)
0

1
~ L — by f (r(1 = 7)) X &((rul + (1 = ryub)!7))dr.
0

Putting, s = (ru} + (1 — r)u})'/? on the right-hand side of (6.2),

uz

1
p_ P
f O(s)E(s)ds = (”2 — ) f @l + (1 = )P x £ + (1 = ) 'P)dr
0

P

uj

As @ is a GSM (p, h)-CF, therefore

psP! I 1 1
7 f D(s5)E(s)ds < f D(ur) X E(rul + (1 = ryud)'P)dr
2 1
up 0
1
+ (D (uy), D(ur) f h(r) x £(rub + (1 = ryul)"P)dr (6.4)
0

1
— i (uf — ul))? f (r(1 = r)) X &(rub + (1 = ud)!'Pydr.
0

By adding (6.3) and (6.4), we get

u, — uy

2psP! r 1 |
g f D(s)E(s)ds < (P(uy) + P(u2)) f &((ru? + (1 = rud) P )dr
0

uy

1
+ ((Q(ur), P(uz) + 1(P(u2), D(uy)) f h(r) x 6((er + (1= ru§)'? ))dr (6.5)
0

1
— 2Ll — uh)? f (r(1 = 7)) X &((rul + (1 = yub)'?))dr.
0
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Put s = ((ruf +(1 - r)u’z’)l/p) on the right-hand side of (6.5) to get
U

f@(s)§(s)ds§ (W)If(s)ds

uy

u )
+(n(@(uo,@(uz));n(@(uz%@(ul))) f h(f; Zi)xas)ds
2

1
uj

1 f (5" = ub)ud] — 57)) X E(s)ds
0

= f O(s)é(s)ds < w f £(s)ds

K, ) — f (") — sP)E(s)ds. 6.6)

From (6.2) and (6.6), we get

p\1/p r
0 [(”1;_“2) ]ff(s)ds + % f(”[f + 1y = 2P E(s)ds — In(uy, uz)

uj
uz

< fCD(s)f(s)ds

u

< w ff(S)ds+K77(u1,uz) -1 f((sp—“z)(”‘l = s")E(s)ds.

O
Remark 6.2. (a) Assume p = 1in (6.1) of Theorem 6.1, and we have Theorem 1 of [31].
(b) If we assume p = 1 and h(t) = t in (6.1) of Theorem 6.1, one obtains Theorem 2.3 of [34].
1
Example 6.3. If we choose uy =2, u, =4, s=3,r = > [ = > p=2 h(r)= riz, n(uy, upy) = 2uy + uy,

O(x) = x*, and & = x* in (6.1), we get

4

2y 4 4
((1 +4) )f sids + % f ((4+16 — 18)*(s))ds — 4 f n(®(3),0(3))s’ds
2

2

f(s w D)ds < 20+ <D(4)f 245 4 NP2, @) + ((P(4). ©(2)) fh((9 - 16)) % s2ds.

2 4-16)

2
— —15.685 < 2322.2857 < 23,715.384.
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Hence, Theorem 6.1 holds.
7. Comparison

The following example compares the generalized class of convexity with an existing class named
the GSM h-convex function.

1 1 1
Example 7.1. If we choose ®(x) = x*, r = > p =27, h(r) = - L = > and n(uy, up) = 2u; + up
r
in (3.1), we get

w27+ 27 1.48 w27 — 27 2
L2 < 8ut+5ub - ' - (7.1)
2 8
Putu, =2in (7.1) to have
6.498 + 127\"* , (6498 —i27)
—_— < 128 + 5uy — ————. (7.2)
2 8
By choosing u, = 8 in (7.2), one has
1,507.537 < 11, 382.31. (7.3)

1
ly = =, and n(uy, uy) = 2uy + u, in (2.6), one has

1
Similarly, by assuming ®(x) = x*, r = =, h(r) = —,
2 r? 2

+up\* —up)*
(m uz) < 8u + 5ul - (w1 — )™ (7.4)
2 8
Put u; =2 in (7.4) to have
4 2
2+ 2 -
( ”2) <128+ 5ut = BT (7.5)
2 8
By choosing u, = 8 in (7.5), one has
625 < 20, 603. (7.6)
Figure 4 presents the comparison of (7.2) and (7.5).
Y
20000}
——— L.HS of (7.5)
15000
——— L.HSof (7.2)
10000}
[ R.H.S of (7.2)
5000}
R.H.S of (7.5)
' ' ' ' = 1y
72 74 7.6 78 8.0

Figure 4. The graph of inequalities (7.2) and (7.5).
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Remark 7.2. The difference of bounds of (7.3) is 9,874.773, while the difference of bounds of (7.6) is
19,978. Therefore, the novel class reduces the gap of bounds and thus refines the result of the existing
class.

8. Conclusions

The extension of GSM Ah-CFs, GS h-CFs, GSM p-CFs and generalized p-CFs, is presented in this
paper. The study of GSM (p, h)-CFs has yielded various important results and inequalities such as the
Schur, H-H, and Fejér inequalities. The current findings expand upon the Schur inequalities discussed
in [26,31], the H-H inequalities presented in [26,31,34], and the Fejér inequalities presented in [31,34].
We have established the credibility of the findings by presenting some numerical instances and graphs
of GSM (p, h)-CFs. Also, by using GSM (p, h)-CFs, we can find the bounds of other companion
inequalities. Moreover, we can also improve the bounds of the Schur, H-H, and Fejér inequalities by
utilizing newly defined convexities along with fractional integrals.
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