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Abstract: In this work, various fractional convex inequalities of the Hermite-Hadamard type in the
interval analysis setting have been established, and new inequalities have been derived thereon.
Recently defined p interval-valued convexity is utilized to obtain many new fractional Hermite—
Hadamard type convex inequalities. The derived results have been supplemented with suitable
numerical examples. Our results generalize some recently reported results in the literature.

Keywords: convex interval-valued functions; pseudo-order relations; Hermite-Hadamard inequality;
Riemann-Liouville fractional integral operators; fuzzy interval-valued analysis

MSC: 26D10; 26A33

1. Introduction

Convex inequalities have been an ongoing topic of research since the discovery of
the first convex inequality by Jensen. Various inequalities were derived as consequences
of the famous Jensen’s inequality; see [1,2]. Convex inequalities have many applications,
for example, in probability theory, analysis, and optimization problems [3-9]. See the
following books for further information [10,11]. The most famous inequality, namely the
Hermite-Hadamard inequality, is given in [12].

Let U : I — R be a convex function on I in R and p1, p2 € T with p; < py, then

U(P1+P2> <1 /sz(t)dtg G(p1) +0(p2)
2 P2 =1 Jp 2

Many mathematicians have applied this inequality for fractional estimates of Hermite—
Hadamard (H-H) inequalities using different kinds of convexity [13-15]. The H-H inequal-
ity has been derived using various convex generalizations of Jensen’s inequality; see [16-18].
In this paper, we employ the interval valued function setting (IVF) together with convexity
properties to derive various convex inequalities together with fractional integral operators.
The novelty in this paper is that it generalizes the recently obtained results of Srivastava.

It is interesting to note that the first idea of fractional calculus was presented by Leibniz
and L'Hospital (1695). The idea was explored further by Riemann, Liouville, Griinwald,
Letnikov, Erdéli, and Kober. They also have made valuable contributions to the field of
fractional calculus and its widespread application. Today, fractional calculus is widely used
in describing various phenomena, such as fractional conservation of mass as described by
Wheatcraft and Meerschaert (2008), fractional Schrodinger equation in quantum theory,
and many others. For more information about fractional calculus, see [19-22].

Motivation behind this paper is to derive various fractional IVF inequalities, see [23-28],
which find application in numerical analysis and related fields.

N
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We give the very first definition of the convex function given by Jensen [29].
Definition 1. For an interval Z in R, a function f : T — R is said to be convex on I if
O(Gx + (1= Qy) <L0(x) + (1 -)V(y)
forall x,y € T and { € [0,1] holds and is said to be a concave function if the inequality is reversed.

2. Preliminaries
Let the collection of all closed and bounded intervals of R be defined as follows:

K, = {[Q, Q%] : Q,, Q" € Rand O, < Q*}.

We say that the interval [Q),, Q*] is a positive interval if O, > 0, and it is defined

as follows:
K = {[Q., Q"] : Q,, Q" € Rand Q. > 0}.

The algebraic addition, the algebraic multiplication, and the scalar multiplication for
[®.., P*], [, O] € K. and { € R are defined as follows:

[@., "] + [, 0] = [, + O, & + O],

[®,, D] - [, Q] = [min{®. 0., P*Q,, DO, D*Q*}, max{ D, O, D*Q., D.OF, D*Q*}]

and
[€q>*f CCD*]/ (g > O)r

¢ [@x @] = ¢ {0}, (£=0),
0%, @], (¢ < 0)

respectively. The difference is defined as
P —-Q =[P, P - [Q, Q] = [P — QF, D" — Q]
The inclusion relation ) O ® means that
QD ifandonlyif [, Q] D [Py, @] if and only if [®, > O, QF > OF]
The following relation was defined in the following paper by Moore [30].

Remark 1.
(i) The relation “<," defined on K. by

[CD*/ CD*] Sp [Q*/ Q*]

if and only if ®, < Q,, ©* < Q for all [P,, D*], [, O*] € R is a pseudo order relation.
In the interval analysis case, both the pseudo order relation (<y) and partial order relation (<)
behave alike, thus the relation [®., ®*] <, [Q, O] is coincident to [@., P*] < [, O]
on K., for more details see [30].

(ii) It can be easily seen that “<,"” looks similar to “left and right” on the real line R, so we call

“gp” “left and right” (or “LR” order, in short).

The concept of the Riemann integral for IVF was first introduced by Moore [31] and is
defined as follows:

Theorem 1. Let U : [p1,p2] C R — K, be an interval valued function such that

O(x) = [0x(x),G" (x)].
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Then, F is Riemann-integrable over [py, p2] if and only if O, and U* are both Riemann
integrable over [p1, p2].

(IR) /{:zU(x)dx_ [(R) '/pz O, (x)dx, (R) /pz

U*(x)dx]
P1 01

In the following, we give a definition of the IVF convex function [31].

Definition 2. The interval-valued function # : 2 — K is said to be LR-convex interval-valued
on a convex set 2 if, for all p1,p2 € Z', and { € [0, 1], we have

F(Gp1+ (1= 3)p2) <p {F (p1) + (1 = 0)F (p2).

If the inequality is reversed, then % is said to be LR-concave on Z". Moreover, 7 is affine on
& if and only if it is both LR-convex and LR-concave on 2.

Now we define IVF fractional integrals.
The first fractional integral is due to Katugampola [32].

Definition 3. Let p,a > 0and f € L[u,v] be the collection of all complex-valued Lebesque
integrable IVFs on [u,v]. Then, the interval left and right Katugampol fractional integrals of
f € L{u,v] with order « > 0 are defined by

1—a x

[ O(x) = ﬁ(“)/u (= PP (x> ),
1-a o

o 5 [0 0t <

where T (a) = 0+°° e~ *x*~1dx is the Euler Gamma function; see [33].

The concept of p-convex functions were established by Zhang and Wang [34], and
a number of properties of the functions were introduced.

Definition 4. Let p € R with p # 0. Then, the interval Z is said to be p-convex if
1
[ox? + (1= p)yP]¥ € L.
forall x,y € Z,p € [0,1], where p = 2n+ 1 and n € N or p is an odd number.

Definition 5. Lef p € R with p # 0. Then, the interval 1 is said to be p-convex if

U((pxp - p)ym%) < pB(x) + (1 — p)B(y)

orall x,y € [u,v], p € [0,1]. If the inequality is reversed, then f is called p-concave function. The
set of all p-convex (LR-p-concave, LR-p-affine) functions is denoted by

SX([u, oL, RT,p)  (SV([u, 0], RT,p),).

Now we define the class of functions that will be used in this paper, defined by
Khan et al. [35].
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Definition 6. The IVF f : [u,v] — K is said to be LR-p-convex-IVF if for all x,y € [u,v] and
o € [0,1] we have

U([px” - p)ypﬁ) < p0(x) + (1 - p)B(y).

If inequality is reversed, then f is said to be LR-p-concave on [u, v]. The set of all LR-p-convex
(LR-p-concave) IVFs is denoted by

LRSX([u,v], K5, p) (LRSV([u,9],K},p)).

3. Main Results

We present our first theorem that generalizes the theorem from the paper by Srivas-
tava et al. [36].

Theorem 2. Let f : [a,b] — K be an IVF that is LR-p convex. Then the following inequal-

ity holds:
a—1 0
PG00 ) & Bt e s FW
’ Ot ey ()
1 1
< %(ﬁ(a)Jr%‘(b))/o tpt“r’—ldw%(ﬁ(awy(b))/o (y%)t“r’—ldt.

Proof. From the definition of the LR-p convex IVE, we have

1
F (e + 1= p)}) < pF () + (1= P)F (W)
Setting p = %, we obtain

27 (752 1F) < #0)+ 2,

Setting xP = # + %b”,y” = %a” + #, we obtain

af +bP 1 [ tFaf 2—t7’p1 tPbP Z—H’pl
zgf([ - ]p)@y([z +5 b]p>+gz([2+ a7 ).

Therefore, from the definition of the IVE, we have

14 4 PgP — tP PppP — tP

and

af +bP 1 tPaP 2 —tP 1 tPoP 2 —tP 1
ar* < F* p * p
2.F ([2 ]P) < Z ([2 + 7 b ]r)+f/“ ([ 5 + 5 a ]p).

Multiplying both inequalities with tP~7?~! and integrating with respect to ¢ from 0
to1, we get

1 tPaP 2 —tP 1 1 Ppr 2P 1
ap—1 g e 4 ap—1 P
/Ot m([ >t b]n)dt+/ot gz*([z + a}p>dt_



Mathematics 2022, 10, 3491

50f16

and

Now setting % +

206
(b7 —ar)s

b
/(Mﬁ

and

20{
(07— arye

)P

[fe

L (B — wP)* rwP L (w)dw +

ab + bP

tPbP

2

2 —tP
2

/l ttxp—ly*
0

1
2/ t“i’ly‘*<[ ],1,>dt<
0
tPaP
(15

__tP 1
21 bp]i)dt+/ t“P—lﬂ*([
0
2_

2
ztp bP = WP, # + %a” = vP, we obtain

1
a”]l’)dt.

PP\ p

(b — wP)* 1P 17, (w)dw + /

a

)

(0P —aP)* 1Pl 2, (v)dv.)

2

(i

ap

al + b
2

<

o 4bP \ b

a

(v —aP)*LoP~ Lz~ (v)dv.)

which, when identified in terms of the Katagumpola fractional integral, we obtain

and

2 _ (.af +bF. 1
7 (571 <
Zar(“) px Z. (b px a
pl_"‘(bpfap)"‘ ]<<W);7)+J*( )+]<(W)},>/*(a)
2 . (.aP +bP 1
o (57 <
2061"(06) p.x y* b p.x *
RN (T i (T
Consequently, we have
2 fal +bP 1\ [ aP +DbP 1
2 (1) 2 ()
Zar(a) ( P * p,x *
$p s L FE(b _F ,
p plfzx(bp_gp)zx ]<(al’42rbp>/}f ( )+I % (a)

pa Z

]<(””§“J)%’>+ x

&)+

((=2)

From which we obtain the following:
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1 a—1 0
gz([M]n) <p 2Tt D] e LFO)+] -F (@)

’ (el (e

Now to obtain the right hand side inequality, we apply the definition of the LR-p
convex IVF on the expression

tPgp 2 —tP 1 tPoP 2 —tP 1
g [ P - P
¢<[ LR~ b]n>+y([ Liii a]P).

Multiplying everything by t*?~! and integrating with respect to t from 0 to 1, we get
the original inequality

a—1 0
y([M]5> S SACRRN LT (b)+ - F(a)

’ (el (e

< B (F )+ 7 (0)) /01 rertar+ BE (7 (a) + 7 (1) /01(1 - %)t"‘”_ldt.

O
Corollary 1. If %, = F*, then p-convex-IVF reduces to the classical fractional p-convex inequality.

Corollary 2. Setting p = 1 in the derived theorem, we obtain Theorem 6 from Srivastava et al. [36]:

a—1
y(a+b> <p2 F(chrl)(]M

FH)+ ﬁ‘(a))

2 (b—a) (%) ("))
F(a) + .F(b)
Xp 2 .
Example 1. Let p be an odd number and the I-V-F .F : [a,b] = [-1,1] — R} defined by

F(w) = [w?,e"]. End point functions F,(w) = wP and F*(w) = e“" are both p-convex
functions, hence % is LR-p-convex-1-V-F. We will compute the following while setting p = 1, = 2:

1 a—1 0
e e FNE U RO L

’ (et (e

<y %(y(a) + Z(b)) /01 T %(fz(a) + 7 (b)) /01<1 - %)t"‘*’_ldt.

%((”p;b'g)i) — 7.(0) =0,

x—1
M P L F(b) + ]Pr“ _Z.(a) | =0,

bP —aP )« AV PibP \ P
e et ()
and
B (7.(a) + 7.(b) /01 ertar+ B2, (a) + 7.(0) /01(1 - %)t“l"*ldt —0.
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This means 0 < 0 < 0.
Computing the upper end point function, we get

2% 1pAT (a + 1) e
()

o) () o)
+;(E;(1) r(;) 3r(§) r<;1)) ~1.01832,

Here E denotes the exponential integral and T'(a, b) denotes the incomplete Gamma function.

<=
~—
-~ ~ 3
ey
2
=
N‘+
<
=
SN—
i
N—
|

%(9*(@ +77(b)) /01 PPl 4 %(ff"(a) + F*(b)) /01<1 - %)t“ﬁ*ldt

= 1<e + 1) ~ 1.54308
2 e

From which, it follows that
1 < 1.01832 < 1.54308.

Thus, we have,
[0,1] <p [0,1.01832] <p [0,1.54308].

Theorem 3. Let f : [a,b] — K be an IVF that is LR-p convex. Then the following inequal-
ity holds:

-1
y<[a7"+b”];) < 2 1p* T (a4 1) <]p,lx

q
- +F(=(aP —bP)+ P
2 (bP — aP) ((g(ﬂpfhp)Jr%Jr%)%) (2 )

e ,9(

((%(br’—um%#)%)

g4 tp
< p“(ﬁ(a)Jrﬁ(b))/ %t“’*ldt
0

N =

(bP —aP) +ap)>

@+ 70 [ (1- T8 )t

Proof. From the definition of the LR-p convex IVF, we have

ff([pxp - p)y*’ﬁ) <07 (@) +(1- )2 (y).

Setting p = %, we obtain
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P — q+t”

Setting x ab + (1 - ztp)b”,y” = #big +(1- #)a’”, we obtain

P r p p p
29([a erb ];> gpyoqzt o+ (1— qJ;t ot > <[qJ;t bp+(1_”l+2t)apﬁ>,

Therefore, from the definition of the IVE, we have

ppp P P ’ ’
2%([01 +b ];> gQg;([ﬁf ar)+(1q—;t)bp]zl7) +%([qztbiﬂ+(1qzt )a”]’1’>

2

P p p p P P
zﬂf*([“ i~ ]37) <ﬂ*([‘7+2t 1T )bp]%)+y*([”’+2tbp+(1—"+2t )ap]é)

Multiplying both inequalities with t*?~Pt?~! and integrating with respect to t from 0

to 1, we get
p P
0 2
1 P p 1 P p
/0 taP—lgz*([qztghru_qzt)b”]fl’>dt+/o t“P—ly*([WbPJr(l—q?f)af’]rli)dt
and

1 p 14 P
/ t“Plﬂ*<[’H;aP+(1 q;t )br’]3’>dt+/ P 1f*<[q+2tbp+(1—'ﬁzt)ap];>dt.
0

Now setting 15 S ap 4 (1 qztp )P = WP, #bﬁ +(1- q+tp Ja? = vP, we obtain

P pp
zy*([a +b ];) <
xp 2

o,

1
(%(bp HP)JFZPJFT)? q
p_ P _ P\ _ sp\e—1p—1 g
+/(%(bv—ar>+ap) (0F = 5 (b7 —ah) —a")™ o f*(v)dv)

=
=
=
==
~—~
N =
—~
AN
=
|
oy
<
N~—
+
fey
=
|
g
<
N~—
g
=
—_
—
N~—
QU

and

2 (3 (a?—b¥)+07) L
e U T R e T
2\ar—

(J (07— aﬂ>+“”+”’> q
p_ L (pp — gP) — g\ 1ypp—1 g*
+ /( I S (s L O il )dv)

When identified in terms of the Katagumpola fractional integral, we obtain

2T (« N W P
H(bp(—)ap)w(]p' T (G =)+ 7)) + 5+ )
p ((g(up_bp)_;'_%_;'_%)?)
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+7* -
(o
2 _ . (.al +bF 1
w7 (551 <
2T () < pa .
T oa I F((
pl=%(bP — aP) ((g(ar’bl’)+”2p+“2p)}’>+
I 1 ﬁ*(g(bp—a”)—i-ap)).
(y

Consequently, we have

lxzp[g*<[a?’erbp];)y*([amz_bp];)]

20T (a) ( -
< T — e\, Z((
14 — +
pl=2(bP — aP )« ((g(uv—bﬁ)+§+§)%>

+7 T

((g(bn_un)+§+%)%>

TE p qu%«yﬂ—wwwmw—+>
Y(ar—br) i ,,)

(6P — aP) + a”))

N[

and

(aP —bP) +bP)) +% + ﬁ)

q
2 2

B af
(@ = 6") + 7)) + 5 + %)

N

g(b” —af) +aP),

P ,%(g(bi’ —aP) +a”)>.

((%(bp—am%#)%)

From which, we obtain the following;:
2 al +bP .1
—7 ([2 17 ) Sp

w(‘x)(?"" F 1 P_pP)y L pP +7p+7
P (o7 — ar)e I@awzm+%+qy)* (Gla"=b7) +57)) )

+P" . ﬁ(g(bp—ap)—l—up)).
(sor-24)))

Now, to obtain the right hand side inequality, we apply the definition of the LR-p
convex IVF on the expression

P P P P
y<mztﬁ+ﬂ_qztW¢>+9<mzfm+u_quwﬁ>

Multiplying everything by #*?~! and integrating with respect to t from 0 to 1, we get
the original inequality
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p 14 a—1ua

7 (555 < T (1 o7 (Gl -+

( —a ) ((%(apfhp%l’%%»%)?)

Ay )
((%(bv—am%%)”)

1 P 1 tp
< %(ﬁ(ﬂ)—%ﬁ(b))/o %tw-ldw%(y(awy(b))/o (1-%)#%%.
L]

Setting g = %, we have the following new inequality:

Corollary 3.

al +bP .1 24 1T (e + 1 ] 1
9([2]”) Sp W(Iw f +9<6(ﬂp—bp)+bp)
((%(aﬁ’—w%%)”)

P );>9’(é(b”—a”)+a”>)

P bP
((é(bp—av>+%+%

11y
< PF @+ 7 ) [ 3

0
B F@+70) [ 1 (1 - %”’) p-1gp.

Example 2. Let p be an odd number and the I-V-F .F : [a,b] = [-1,1] — R, defined by
F (w) = [wP,e®"]. Since end point functions F.(w) = wP and F*(w) = e“" are both p-convex
functions, F is LR-p-convex-I-V-F. Settingp = 1,04 =2,9 = % in the above inequality, we have:

al +bP 1 24 1T (w41 ]
(e

+]P,a _ﬁ(g(bp_ap)+gp))

((g(bn_ar))+§+%)%>

< B (7 (@) + 2 0) /O1 #t"‘”‘ldt—i— P (#(a) + 7 (0) /01(1 - #)tw—ldt.
7. <(LZP erbp);) _ 7.(0) =0,
a—1,u
e (-4

1\ T
(-t

PR y*(Z(bpaP)Jrap)) =0,

(e
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P2 2.(a) + 2. (b)) /01 #t“r’*ldt + %(% (a) + %(b))/ (1—1——)r=1dt = 0.

This implies
0<0<0.

Computing the upper end point function, we get

() =70 =1

2

2”‘1;7”‘T(a—0—1)< pa
o\ T
(bP —aP)® <(g(an_w)+%+§)%> (

NI

(aP — bP) + bP)

N g (g(b” —aP) + aP)> ~ 1.00076,

((g(bn_ur))+%+%)%>

1 1 »
BAF @)+ 77 0) [ e tar+ B @)+ 77 @) [ (- )t
0 0
= 3(1 + e) ~ 1.15731
8\e
Hence,

1 < 1.00076 < 1.15731.

From which we get
[0,1] <p [0,1.00076] <p [0,1.15731].

Theorem 4. Let p,a > 0,u,v € lwithv > wand ,9 € L([u,v]). If #,9 € LRSX([u,v],
K, p), then we have

w p o pa Z(a 4
(1 FOIO I Fae@)
< qar PO+ FOI0) + S (F @I + F O @)

a? +5x+8

m(y(b)%(b) + 7 (a)¥4(a)).

Proof. Since .#,% € LRSX([u,v],K}, p), then for p € [0,1], we have

tPa?P 2 —tP 1 tP tp
ar - p <, — _ _\Noa
J([ > + 7 b ]v) <p 233((1)—1—(1 2)J(b)

and

=

From the definition of the IVF, we have

tPal 2 —tP 1 tP tP
6\* A p gid\* - 5 * 7
7 ([ L b]ﬂ) @)+ (- ) 7)
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tPgp 2 —tP 1 tP
*T— P < Z —
f([z + 3 b}v> 2/()4—(1 2)/ (b),
thgP 2 —tP 1 tP tP
%([ 5 + 7 b]P) 2%(a)+(1 2)g(b)
and tPal 2 —tPF tP tP
a — 1
L N 4 < w@g* v *
%([ 7 + 7 b]r’>\2%(a)+(1 2)% (D).

Now multiplying the corresponding functions of .%,%, we get

PgP _tP PgP —_ P
%([t ? +2 Zt bP]ila)%([tza +2 zt bP]:la)

2
<(3r@+5 50) ; )
2P (2—tP)? P tP 2 — tP 2Pt
= U rwa@+ s e+ L2 gz + 25 D m m)
2 _ 2
:%%m)%(a)+%%(b)%(b)+%(%() ,(6) + F2 (). ()
and
(e e
< (L7t s (b)) <tzp£¢*(a)+2_2ﬂ7§4*(b)>
-+ E L s e )+ 2 )7 )+ 2 2 e )
2 _ 2 _
= L@+ P e g )+ P22 (0 (g ) + 5 0 ).

Analogously, we have

ppp _tP ppp —_ P
g*([tb_i_Z Zf ﬂp];)%([tzb—l-z 21‘ ap]%ﬂ)

2
<(Frm+ 3 mw) (Fam+ 25 0 0)
:%p%( D). () + 2= i )2«%( ). (a H% 7tpg*( )F (b)+zzlfy*(”)g*(b)
= L r w20+ 2 5w+ T (5 0 0) 1 2 )
e )
<(F7w+ e w) (e e+ 25 o)
_ %pf*(b)%*(b)+%ﬂ‘*(ﬂ>%’“(ﬂ>+%2_ztp%*@f*(b)+¥§y*(’l>g*(b)
_ t;ﬁ*(b)%*(bw 2 _4tp)2 7*(a)9"(a) tp(24_ ") (7 09" (@) + 7 (@9 ()
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Adding the corresponding parts of the inequalities, we get

tPHP 2 —tP 1 tPHP 2 —tP 1
p 27 p
ff*([ oty ]P)%([ ot oa ]P)

tPaP 2 —tP 1 tPaP 2 —tP 1
7z p p
J*([ >+ b}v>%<[ >+ b]P)

2P tP(2 —tP)
< (F@%(a) + Fu(0)%.(0) + ——— (Fe(@)%.(0) + F. ()% (a)

N (2 —4t7")2 (

tPHP 2 —tP 1 tPOP 2 —tP 1
ol P ol il P
F ([ 5t ]P)% ([ T4 ]P)
tPaP 2 —tP 1 tPaP 2 —tP 1
T* P * 14
+F ([ >t b ]v>§¢ ([ >t b ]P)

<o+ 7 e o)+ T

Fx(0)4:(b) + F.(a)F:(a))

and

(F(a)7" (0) + 7" (b)%"(a))

+2=t) *4”7)2 (F*(0)*(b) + F* ()9 (a)).

Multiplying both inequalities above with t*7~! and integrating with respect to t from
0to 1, we obtain

/ pp—=1 gz <tpbp 2—tp ];>g <[thP Z_tpap];’)dt

p — PgP 2 —tP
LT A e

m\ﬂ

< gz (B @) + Z(0).(0) + 4(24;312)(9 (2)4:(b) + 7.(0)%(2)
mwbww + Z.(a)%.(a))
and /01 p—1 g <[tﬁ’2bf’ . Z—ZtP ];)g* ([f”zb” n z_ztpap]i>dt
< g @ @+ F 07 W) + m< (@) + 7B @)
m(f*(b)%*(b) + 7 ()9 (@),

Identifying the product of the functions under the integral to be Katagumpola type
integral, we obtain

2°p*T(a+1) [ pu
(bF —aP)* \((a2y2yp )

F(b)G (b) + ] F.(a)¥9, (a)>

((52)P)-

a(a+3)
4(a% + 30 +2)

(Fi(a)(a) + F. ()4 (b)) + (F:(a).(b) + F.(b)%(a))

4(a+2)
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a?+50+8

m(%(b)%(b) + 7. (a)%.(a))

and

2°p*T(a +1) ( pa . * pa
SPoE (e F*(0)* (b) +
Gr—ary g by 0o (e

F*(a)9" (a)>

®
4(a+2)

a(a+3)

< -~ @7
4(a? + 30 +2)

(77 (a)7"(b) + 7" (b)%"(a))

(F*(a)9"(a) +.F*(b)9" (b)) +

o +50+8
4(a? + 30 +2)

As a consequence, we obtain

(Z7(0)7" (0) + 7" (a)¥"(a)).

e (1, TOT O T, L F @),

(OF —ar)® \((2322)h)+ (52

7 Fo(b)F.(b) + ]

(422 P )+ (582 7)-

F(a)¥Y, (u))

Sp ﬁ(% (2)9.(a) + F:(b)%: (), 7" (a)%" (a) + F" (0)9 (b))
- a(w+3)

m(%(a)%(b) + Z.(0)%.(a), F*(0)%* (b) + F*(b)%* (a))

a®+5a+8
4(a% + 30 +2)

From which we obtain the original inequality, namely

w p a P o
B (1 FOIO T, | Fae

(F(0):(b) + Fe(a)9.(a), 7 (D)4 (b) + F 7 (a)4" (a)).

a(a+3)
4(a% + 30 +2)

o

<
P a(a+2)

(#(a)¥(a) + 7 ()4 (D)) + (#(a)9(b) +.7(0)¥(a))

a?+5a+8

m(? ()% (b) + F(a)%(a)).

O

Setting p = 1 in the above theorem, we obtain Theorem 7 of Srivastava et al. [36].

Corollary 4.

(b—a)

where

Corollary 5. Setting p = 7 in the previously derived theorem, we obtain the following new in-
equality:
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<p ﬁ(fi(a)g(a) +.7(b)9(b)) + M(ﬂ )9 (b) + .7 (b)¥(a))

062 4
Z1(Dézt:sg,,;fz)(9(5)%(17) +.Z(a)%(a)).

4. Conclusions

In this paper, various new inequalities have been obtained in the IVF setting. As
a consequence of the IVF setting, we recover the previously obtained inequalities by setting
the lower and upper bound to be the same. Our theorems generalize the results reported
in the recent past, which have been supplemented with suitable numerical examples. It is
an open problem as to whether our inequalities can be generalized further using various
different fractional operators and inequality settings using suitable techniques.
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