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Abstract

This paper accomplishes some new Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for («, s, m)-convex functions in the context of
Caputo-Fabrizio integrals. We establish this new version with the aid of Holder and power-mean inequalities. Applications to
obtained results are given by special means. Furthermore, errors are estimated for the trapezoidal formula and are graphically
depicted. Finally, some bounds for the expectation value of the probability density function (which is (&, s, m)-convex) are
obtained using the exponential population growth model.
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1. Introduction

Fractional calculus grew quite quickly because of its applications in math and many other fields
including image processing, physics, machine learning, and networking. Fractional calculus has fruitful
advantages in all fields of applied sciences, see [5, 8, 13, 16, 27, 28]. The fractional derivative has rapidly
piqued the interest of professionals from several scientific fields. The majority of practical issues can not
be modelled using classical derivations. Fractional integral and derivative operators provide solutions that
are very suitable for real-world issues (see [18, 30]). The development of fractional calculus dates back
to the 17th century, when the great mathematicians Leibniz and Euler started to think about non-integer
derivatives. Leibnitz first introduced the derivative of order 1/2 in his letter to L'Hospital in 1695, which
marks the beginning of fractional calculus [20]. But fractional derivatives were not explicitly presented
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until the late 19th century by Liouville and Riemann. Any real or complex integer may be used as the
order of the derivative or integral in fractional calculus. A fractional integral of order 3/4, on the other
hand, denotes an integral that is halfway between the first integral and the second integral. There are
many familiar forms of the fractional integrals which have been captivated to gain fractional inequalities.
The first is the Riemann-Liouville fractional integral [9], second is Hadamard fractional integral [29],
Saigo fractional integral [32] is an other form of fractional integral. The primary characteristic of Caputo-
Fabrizio operator is that the Laplace transformation is used to convert a real power into an integer, as a
result the precise solution to many problems is readily accessible. In 2015 Caputo and Fabrizio proposed
following operator.

Definition 1.1 (Caputo-Fabrizio integral operator, [5]). Let H!(5,p) be the Sobolev space of order one
defined as

HY(8,p) ={g € L?(5,p) : g’ € L(5,p)},
where

1
2

:
L2(5,0) = {g(h) s (| P(w)ah)” < oo
5

Let T € H(3, p), 5 < p, k € [0,1], then left derivative in the sense of Caputo-Fabrizio is defined as

—k(h—b)Xk

h
(SFPD*1)(h) = Jr’(b)e 0 ab,
>

h > k, and the associated integral operator is

(sTI*1)(h) =

where T(k) > 0 is normalization function and T(0) = T(1) = 1. For k = 0 and «k = 1 the left derivative is
(57°D%T)(h) = 7'(h)

and
(§TPT'1)(h) = t(h) —(6),

respectively. For the right derivative operator

p
(57°D*)(h) = JT’(b)er’—f db,
h

h < p and associated integral operator is

o]
(CFIST)(h):l_KT(h)+ < JT(V)d\),
h

where T(k) > 0 is a normalization function and T(0) = T(1) = 1.
Convex functions are of great interest, see [2, 7, 31].

Definition 1.2 (Convex function, [11]). A real valued function ¢ is said to be convex on close interval I in
R, if
o(tq+(1-q)2) < qol1) + (1 - q)olQ),

where 1, in T and q € [0, 1].
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Breckner originated the class of s-convex functions in 1978.

Definition 1.3 (s-convex function, [15]). A function 7: [0,00) — R is s-convex in second sense if
t(5¢+(1-0)p) < CT(8) + (1-Q)*w(p)
holds, where §,p € [0,00), s € (0,1] and ¢ € [0, 1].

In the year 2014, Eftekhari [10] instigated (s, m)-convex function as follows.

Definition 1.4 ((s, m)-convex function). A function t: [0,k] — IR, k > 0 is (s, m)-convex function in the
second sense with s, m € (0,1], if

t(5¢+m(1-0)p) < ¢*T(8) +m(1—)*x(p)
holds, for all 6,p € [0,k] and ¢ € [0, 1].

In [34], Xi et al. introduced the concept of («x, s)-convex and («, s, m)-convex function as follows.

Definition 1.5 ((«, s)-convex function). A function ¢ : I € R — R is said to be (&, s)-convex on close
interval I, if

o(tq+(1-q)0) < q*o(t) + (1 —q%)°c(q)
holds, where T, € I,s € [-1,1],x € (0,1] and q € (0,1).

Definition 1.6 ((«, s, m)-convex function). A function o : [0,u] — R is said to be (&, s, m)-convex with
oao,me (0,1],s € [-1,1] if

o(tp+m(1—p)C) < p*o(r) +m(1—p*)*0(¢) (L)
holds, where 1, € [0,u] and p € (0,1).
In [21], Nosheen et al. exhibited the lemmas listed below.
Lemma 1.7. Let 7 : [5, mp] — R be a function differentiable on (5, mp). If T’ is integrable on [5, mp], then

T(8) + t(mp) T(k) 2(1—«)

R e— [(§F10) (00 + (€T, T) () S Crerail)
1
= (mp27—6) J (1—2w)t'(dw+m(1 —w)p)dw
0

holds for k € [0, 1].

Lemma 1.8. Lef t: [5, mp] — R be a function differentiable on (5, mp). If t//(-) is integrable on [5, mpl, then

T(8) + t(mp) T(k) CFrx CFrx 2(1—«)
i =5 L€ 00+ (IR0 + )
1
—(mpz_é)zJw(l—w)'c”(éw—i—m(l—w)p)dw
0

holds for x € [0, 1].
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Definition 1.9 (Holder’s inequality, [22]). Let p > 1. If real functions & and T are defined on [9, p] and
|E|P, |T|9 are integrable on [9, p], then

I o o
JIE(V)T(V)Idv < (J E(v)P dv)%(J lt(v)|9dv) (1.2)
) o )

holds, where % + % =1.

Definition 1.10 (Power-mean inequality, [22]). Let ¢ > 1. If & and T are defined on [J, p] and are real

functions and |&|, |E|It|9are integrable on [J, p], then
P P P
Ja(vmv)dv < (Jm(vndv)l5(J|a(v)|rquv)é (1.3)
5 5 5

holds.

Beta function is defined as follows.

Definition 1.11 (Beta function, [26]). For z > 0 and r > 0, beta function in integral form is:
1
Bz = [ 11—
0

Ozdemir at el. established the following theorem.

Theorem 1.12 ([23]). Let T : [5, mp] — R be a differentiable function on (§, mp). If It”|9, ¢ > 1, is («, s, m)-
convex function and integrable on [5, mp], then for &, m € [0,1]

mp

t(d)+t(mp) 1 J T(w)dw‘
2 mp—39
5

(mp—38)% 14 17 [|t”(8)| I 1 1 a
< (= 7 q(- - -
ST G [(a+3)(cx+2) i () (g (oc+3)(cx+2)>}

If we put « =1 in Theorem 1.12, then following inequality (1.4) is obtained:
mp
T(8) +t(mp) 1 J (mp—26)* 11 /lt"(8)|9 +mlt"(p)%\ 4
— < (= : :

2 mp—s | TWdw) s ———() q( 12 ) (1.4)

5

In 2020, Wang et al. provided inequalities for modified h-convex functions [33]. In 2020, Butt et
al. gave inequalities for exponential s-convex and exponential (s, m)-convex functions involving Caputo
fractional derivative [3, 4]. In 2021, Li et al. gave inequalities for strongly convex functions involving
Caputo-Fabrizio integrals [19]. In 2022, Abbasi et al. set up the generalized form of Hermite-Hadamard
inequality for s-convex functions via Caputo-Fabrizio integrals [1]. Yang et al. presented in 2023, new
inequalities via Caputo-Fabrizio integral operator with applications [36].

This work was motivated by ongoing studies from previous years on generalizations of Hermite-
Hadamard type inequalities for various convexities involving certain fractional integral operators. We
create new fractional versions of the Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for functions whose absolute
of the second derivative is («, s, m)-convex and use the Caputo-Fabrizio integral operator. We examine
a few intriguing applications to special means, numerical analysis and probability theory. Results are
graphically elaborated for better understanding of readers. In [34], the Montgomery identity was gen-
eralized for double integrals on time scales by employing a novel analytical approach to develop the
generalized Ostrowski type integral inequalities involving double integrals. In [12], inequalities involving
Caputo-Fabrizio integrals with applications are established.
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2. Main results

Lemma 1.7 and 1.8 are the main motivation behind the study, that demonstrate Hermite-Hadamard
type inequalities via Caputo-Fabrizio integral operators. Since p* > p for all « € (0,1] and p € [0,1], we
have

1-p*<1-p=1-p0"<(1-p)*= (1-p%)°* <(1—p)*,sc01].
Thus (1.1) becomes
o(tp+m(1—p)0) < p*o(t)+m(l—p*)°c(C) < p*o(t) +m(1l—p)**0(). (2.1)

Theorem 2.1. Let T : [5, mp] — R be a function differentiable on (5, mp). If |T'|9, q > 1, is («, s, m)-convex
function and integrable on [5, mp], then for s € [0,1] and x € (0, 1],

T(8) + T(mp) . T(x) [(gFIKT)(X)‘i‘(CFI-E‘_pT)(X)} —i—MT(X)
2 k(mp—29) k(mp—29) 22)
< mp—é( 1 );<|’f'(5)q+mlT’(P)lq)é '
2 p+1 as +1
holds, wherep~! =1—q~ L.
Proof. Using («, s, m)-convexity of |t]4, (2.1), (1.2), and Lemma 1.7 we get
T(6) + t(mp) - T(k) CFrx CFrx 2(1—«)
. o =5y [ETT000) + (TTR 000 + -t
< mpz_5 JI1—2WIIT’(6w+m(1—w)p)ldw
0
5 1 1 1 1
gmpz— (Jll—2w|pdw p J|T/ (dw+m(1 —w)p )\qdw)q
0 0
5 1 1 i
< mpz_ <J|1—2W|pdw J WS (8)]9 4 m (1 — w) %S|/ (p )|q]dw)“
0
~mp—38, 1 1/T'(d )|q+mlT( )9\ &
2 (p+l)p< as+1 ) -

Remark 2.2. In Theorem 2.1 use the following substitutions to recapture the results existing in literature:
o =m =1 go at [1, Theorem 3.2] and « = m = s = 1 gives [13, Theorem 6]. Further more, « = 1 leads
towards results for (s, m)-convex and m = 1 gives results for («, s)-convex function.

Theorem 2.3. Let T : [5, mp] — R be a function differentiable on (5, mp). If [t”’[9, ¢ > 1, is («, s, m)-convex
function and integrable on [5, mp], then for s € [0,1] and x € (0, 1],

T(8) + t(mp) T(k) CFrx CFrx 2(1—«)
2 e =5 L€ T+ (IR0 + st o
(mp — 5)? e (8)]9 + i (p)] ) § |
< B+ Lp )P ()

holds, where p~' =1—q~ L.
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Proof. Using Lemma 1.8, («, s, m)-convexity of |t”]9, (2.1), and (1.2) we get

T(6) 4+ t(mp) T(k) 2(1—«k)

CFyk CFyk
3 eime =) L8 TTO00 + (TR0 + )
1
< (““’Z_WJ(W—WZ)|T”(5w+m(1 —w)p)ldw
0
5 2 L 1 1 1
< W;)(J(W—WZ)%W)*’ (JIT”(SW—Fm(l—W)p)quw) L
0 0
( 5)2 1 1 L 1
< mpz_(me —w)Pdw)" (J eS|’ (8)|9 —i—m(l—w“)slT”(p)lq]dw) L
0 0
_§)2 1 " q 1" q. L
_ (m92 8) (B(p+1,p+1))f<h (&IJIT (p)] >q‘ .

Remark 2.4. « = 1 leads towards results for (s, m)-convex and m = 1 gives results for («,s)-convex
function.

Remark 2.5. In [24], Ozdemir et al. established the following inequality:

(8) +1lp) 1 TT(W)dW
2 =0y (2.4)
(p—29)? 2q—1 2q—1\\'=q /"84 m , p 1 a
S 2 (B<q—1' q—1>> (ocs—i—l +E|T (E)Iqﬁ(&,erl)) '
For « = m =1, (2.4) becomes
(%
T(8) +t(p) 1 (p—05)? 1 (O)9+ 1T (p)9\ &
= | rwan| < B2 Lp e (R
)

For k =1 and @« = m =1, Theorem 2.3 reduces to (2.5).
Note: It is interesting to observe that by making different substitutions in inequality obtained by Ozdemir
and in our Theorem 2.3 we have the same inequality (2.5).

Theorem 2.6. Let T : [5, mp] — R be a function differentiable on (5, mp). If |T'|9, q > 1, is («, s, m)-convex
function and integrable on [5, mp], then

T(8) + t(mp) T(k) CFrx CFrx 2(1—«)
2 i =5 L€ T+ (IR0 + ) e

< mp—5(1)1%<ﬂT’(5)|q +m|t’(p)[9]) (s +2_°‘5))3 '

S22 (s +1)(oxs +2)
holds for s € [0,1] and k € (0, 1].
Proof. Using Lemma 1.7, («, s, m)-convexity of |t[9, (2.1), and (1.3) we get

T(6) + t(mp) T(k) CFrx CFex 2(1—«)
5 " k(mp—5) (5 I (x) + (M7 IR0 (X) | + mT(X)
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1

_5

< mpz J|(1 — W) (5w + m(1 — w)p)|dw
0

o=

1 1
cme=d (Ju —2w|dw)1_q (Jm —2w)||('c/(6w+m(1—w)p))lqdw)
0 0

o=

1

<TER(E) (| @ 2w ) 1w (o) aw)
0
[t/

O

(8)]9 +mlt'(p )|q](fxs+2°‘s)>3
(s +1)(axs +2) '

Theorem 2.7. Let T : [5, mp] — R be a differentiable function on (8, mp). If [t”’[9, ¢ > 1, is («, s, m)-convex
function and integrable on [5, mp], then for s € [0,1] and € (0,1],

T(8)+t(mp)  T(K)
2 k(mp—29
(mp—238)% 1 3 1 /|t"(8)|9+m|t”(p)|9

S 2 (8 q< (s +3) (s +2) )

2(1—«)
K(mp —29)

LT 00) + (TR0 + (%)

Proof. Using Lemma 1.8, («, s, m)-convexity of |t”]9, (2.1), and (1.3) we get

T(8) + t(mp) T(k) CFrx CFrx 2(1—«)
3 e =) L6 T + (TR0 )] + )
1
< (““’2_5)2J|(w—w2)T”(5w+m(1—w)p)|dw
0

< ““"2_5)2(} (w—wZ)dw)l‘1*(j|w—w2||r”(5w+m(1 —w)p)[9dw)
0 0

Q=

(mp 5)?

~X

Sl (819 + m(1 —w*) [ (p)|Udw )

(mp 5)? 1—*

~

%»—\ O%H

1
W (1) (8)] 4+ mw(1—w)* 7 (p) “aw )

_(mp—9)* 1 1_E(IT (89 +mlt"(p )lq>é

2 (8) (s + 3)(oes + 2)

Remark 2.8.

(@) For k =1and o =s =1, Theorem 2.7 gives (1.4).

3. Applications

This section presents applications of inequalities obtained in main findings and their graphical depic-
tion.
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3.1. Means

Let 0 < 6 < p, and & # p. Then Arithmetic mean and Logarithmic mean are defined as A($,p) = 6;—"

and L(5,p) = (111(5?:7]‘.)71(;)))’ respectively [6, 35].

Proposition 3.1. Let 5, p € R and § < mp. Then

2 2
_ _ _ —8)?2 1. oy IglT+ml5H9 1
A(571 171 < (mp—87 1, p?l ] 3.1
A (mp) )~ L8, mp) 7 g (ocs+2)(ocs+3)] G
Proof. By putting t(x) = % and k = 1 in Theorem 2.7, we get (3.1). O

Figure 1: Graphical description of inequality obtained in Proposition 3.1 for @ = s = m = 1, where the left side of inequality is
shown in green color and the right side of that inequality is shown in red color.

Proposition 3.2. Let §,p € R™ and § < mp. Then

1319+ mi 2

(s +1)

(mp—23)?

5 . (3.2)

A, (mp) ™) — L2 (5,mp)| < (Blp+1,p+1))7

1
Proof. By putting t(x) = < and k =1 in Theorem 2.3, we get (3.2). O

Figure 2: Graphical description of inequality obtained in Proposition 3.2 for @ = s = m = 1, where the left side of inequality is
shown in blue color and the right side of that inequality is shown in green color.
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3.2. Numerical applications

Suppose b is from set of natural numbers and B : 6 =29 < z1 < zp < --- < z, = mp is a partition of
the interval [6, mp] and consider the quadrature formula

mp
J 1(q)dq =Y(t,B) + S(T, B), (3.3)
5

where

b—1
Yo B) =Y <T(ZO+T(ZL+1)> (2101 — 21)

2
1=0
for the trapezoidal version and S(t, B) denotes the associated approximation error [17].

Theorem 3.3. Consider the assumptions of Theorem 2.6, for each partition B of [5, mpl, the trapezoidal error
estimate satisfies

(zi1 —z0? 11 [T (2019 + mit/ (zg) 9 (s +2 %)\ 5
S(rB)l < Z 2 (5) q( (oes +1) (s +2) ) ’

1=0
Proof. Consider Theorem 2.6 for [z(,z141] (1=0,1,...,b—1) and substituting k =1,

Z1+1

t(zd) + T(z141) 1 (zir1—z) 11 0T/ (2019 + mit/ (zi1)| 9 (s +27%5)\ g
_ < st AU .
2 (z141 —2z1) T(e)del < 2 (2) q( (s +1)(oxs +2) )
z1
Hence in (3.3) we have
0 b—1 7Lt b—1
T(z1) + Tz
[vterae—vieB) = |3 [ rtwau- Y TEETE Gy
1=0 3 1=0
b—1 Z141
T(z1) +T(z
< J W du— (z1) . ( H_l)(ZH—l_Zl)
1=0 | 3,
3 =z L (I ()9 o) o +2—“S)>2.
= — 2 2 (s +1)(oes +2) ’
which completes the proof. 0

Remark 3.4. For each partition B of [5, mp] and k = 1, the following error estimates are satisfied.
(I) Applying Theorem 2.7 for [zi,z11], we have

S B)< Y (2 =2 Ly (a4 e )9y

2 6 (s +3) (s +2)

(3.4)
1=0

Example 3.5. For t(x) =e*,b=2,20=0=0,21 =05z =mp =1, a = %, and s = % in (3.4) we have

1 1 1
1 0.5 0.5 1
58 = || wlepae - - TR gy = | erax— 05 + S5 < -o0ssed
0 =0 0
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and

1
y =zl (z111 _Zl )1% <[Ie“\q +mlezl+llq])é
5

— (s +3) (s +2)
05 1, 441(1+0.9e%%9)\ ¢ /441(e%%9 +0.9e9 §
=5 " i <( 2752 ) +< 2752 ) >h(q)'
Hence [S(t,B)| < h(q).
(II) Applying Theorem 2.1 for [z1,z11], we have
b—1 1
(ziv1—z)?, 1 1 (T (209 4+ mit (249 @
S(t,B)| < . .
S(z, B) é 73" i1 (3.5)

Example 3.6. Putting t(x) = e* in (3.5) with same substitution of Example 3.5, we have

052 q—1 4 1 (/21(1409e%%9)\ L  /21(e%%9 +0.9e9 +
057 a=1 11 ( ( )) a +< ( )q
2 2q—1 22 22

(II) Using equation (2.3) for [z, z14+1] we get

IS(t, B)| = |—0.03564] < =1(q).

b—1 —~)3 1 " " %
sie Bl < Y E A pp o 1,p ) (I R 6)
1=0

Example 3.7. Putting t(x) = e* in (3.6) with same substitution of Example 3.5, we have

IS(t, B)| = |—0.03564]

< 0,253 (B(qu__llf 2qq_—11))1—é <(21(1 +202.9eo.5q)); . <21(eo.5(;2+ o.9eq>;> )

I(q)
— k(q)
0.4 - ()
1S(r. Bl

02

0.1

1 2 3 4 5

(@)

Figure 3: Graphs show that Theorem 2.7 provides the best error estimate for the Trapezoidal formula.

3.3. Probability theory
Suppose Z is a continuous random variable choosing values in finite interval [5, mp] with the proba-
bility density function 7 : [5, mp] — [0, 1] and with the cumulative distribution function

where z € [5, mp], N(8) =0 and N(mp) = 1. The expectation of Z is:

mp mp
E(Z) = J lr(l)dl = mp — J N(1)dl. (3.7)
& 5
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Proposition 3.8. Consider the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, then
1
_ — q q\ q
1 mp—E(Z)| _mp—8 1 1 (K(5)9+mh(p)?)" 68)
2 mp—9o 2 p+1 as +1
Proof. Choose T =N and k = 1 in (2.2), then applying (3.7) we obtain (3.8). O
Proposition 3.9. Consider the assumptions of Theorem 2.3, then
1 mp—E(Z)| _ (mp—3)> 1T (8)]9 +mit’(p)|9y 4
- < . .
'2 Ll ‘ B+ 1,p s (TR MR 39)
Proof. Choose T = N and k =1 in (2.3), then applying (3.7) we get (3.9). O
Proposition 3.10. Consider the assumptions of Theorem 2.6, then
1 mp—EZ)|_mp—35 1 1/[t(d)9+mit(p)l9(xs +2 )\ 3
- < Z . 1
‘2 mp—29 ' 2 (2) q( (s +1) (s +2) ) (3.10)
Proof. Choose T =N and k =1 in (2.6), then applying (3.7) we obtain (3.10).
0
Proposition 3.11. Consider the assumptions of Theorem 2.7, then
1 mp—E(Z mp—258)2 1 4 1 /[t'(8)9+mlt(p)|9\ ¢
1 _mp—E(Z)] _ (mp )Hl q(l (8)] I’ (p)l >q (3.11)
2 mp—2>d 2 6 (s +3)(as +2)
Proof. Choose T =N and k =1 in Theorem 2.7, then applying (3.7) we obtain (3.11).
O

Example 3.12. From two arbitrary sample points, e.g., 1960 and 2009, where the world population was
3.0402 and 6.8158 billion, respectively, Dean Hathout presented the exponential growth population model

[14], which can be written as:
T(X) — 3.040260.016476(x—1960).

We have normalized this model for the year 1960 to 2009 and make the following probability density

function:

P(x) = 0.013226676¢ 016476 (x~1960),
For o = % =sand m = 1, t(x) = 0.013226676e0-016476(x—1960) i5 ( s m)-convex function on [1960,2009].
Substitute o = % =s,m=1,06=1960, and p = 2009 in the definition of («, s, m)-convex function to get:

a(p) = 0.0132266760-016476(1960p+(1-p)2009-1960) 9 0132267p7 + 0.02965(1 — p2)2 = b(p).

Correspondingly, the cumulative distribution function is

z

N (Z) = 0.013226676 J 60.016476(X—1960) dx = 0.80278(e0,016476(z—1960) _ 1)
1960

and the expectation of Z is:

2009
E(Z) = 2009 — 0.80278 J 7(e0-016476(r—1960) _ 1) qr = 1987.82562.
1960

(3.12)
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Figure 4: («, s, m)-convexity of T(x) = 0.0132266760-016476(x—1960)

From (3.12) and other substitutions in (3.8), (3.9), (3.10), and (3.11), we get

49 q—1 4 1,0.013234 1

IL| = 0.06786] < 2(2qq_1)1 1 (S (14 "R ) T = A(q), (3.13)
2401/ /24 —1 2q—1\\1-4 /0.00021794 L

LI = 10.06786] < = ([3( qq—l' qq_1 )) ‘ <T(1+e0'807324q))q — K(q), (3.14)
49 (1\1—5 0.807324¢ q a

|L|:|O.O6786|<7<§) <0.38787(1+e' )0.01323) —Z(q), (3.15)

and

2401 /1314 £0.0002179¢ !

IL] = [0.06786] < T(é) “ (W(l n e0~8°7324q)) "= Y(q), (3.16)

respectively. (3.13), (3.14), (3.15), and (3.16) estimate the bounds for the average population in [1960, 2009].
In Figure 5 |L] is represented by green line. Furthermore, A(q),K(q),Z(q) and Y(q) are shown by purple,
yellow, red and blue respectively. It is cleared from Figure 5 that difference of bounds for inequalities
(3.13) and (3.15) is shorter, hence these inequalities give the best estimation.

035} \

(@)

Figure 5: Bounds for estimation of population.

4. Conclusion

With the use of the Caputo-Fabrizio integral operators, the primary results provide a generalization
of Hermite-Hadamard-type inequalities for the class of («, s, m)-convex functions. Lemmas 1.7 and 1.8
are used to generate some innovative inequalities involving the Caputo-Fabrizio integral operator, which
are then used to provide some special means inequalities. These lemmas are also appropriate to obtain
new error estimates for trapezoidal formula. Some novel inequalities are constructed in Examples 3.5,
3.6, and 3.7 and are presented graphically, which show the validity of our theorems. Left hand side
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of these inequalities are same, by comparing we find that Theorem 2.7 provides the best error estimate
for trapezoidal formula. Moreover, the novel study of this article, that is discussed in Example 3.12, is
bounds for expectation value of random variable and these bounds are justified in Figure 5, which provide
a better understanding and validity of main results. In the future, scholars may explore inequalities using
different type of convexities.
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