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1. Introduction

Quantum calculus or g-calculus is often known as “calculus without limits” and was first
developed by Jackson in the early twentieth century, but the history of quantum calculus can be
traced back to some much earlier work done by Euler and Jacobi et al. (see [1]). Over the recent decade,
the investigation of g-calculus has attracted the interest of many researchers, because it has been found
to have a lot of applications in mathematics and physics. As is known to us, g-calculus can be treated
as a bridge between mathematics and physics, it is a significant tool for researchers working in analytic
number theory, noncommutative geometry, or theoretical physics. In quantum calculus, we obtain
the g-analogues of mathematical objects which can be recaptured as 4 — 1. It has been noticed that
quantum calculus is a subfield of timescale calculus. Timescale calculus provides a unified framework
for studying dynamic equations on both the discrete and continuous domains. In quantum calculus,
we are concerned with a specific timescale, called the g-timescale (see [1-4]).

The concept of convexity has been extended in several directions, since these generalized versions
have significant applications in different fields of pure and applied sciences. We only point out that
convexity was recently used in differential geometry to completely classify ideal Casorati submanifolds
in complex space forms (see [5-8]). One of the convincing examples on extensions of convexity is
the introduction of invex function, which was introduced by Hanson [9]. This concept is particularly
interesting from an optimization viewpoint, since it provides a broader setting to study the optimization
and mathematical programming problems. Such optimization problems have recently been considered
in Riemannian geometry by an original choice of a set of quadratic programming problems. Since then,
some classes of generalized convex functions, such as the preinvex function, strongly a-invex function,
and strongly a-preinvex function, were put forward successively, see [10-16].

In this paper, the quantum calculus and the strongly preinvex function are subtly linked together
via integral inequalities. It is well known that the theory of inequality plays a fundamental role in pure
and applied mathematics and has extensive applications. Apart from the larger number of research
results of inequalities in classical analysis, there are considerable works on the study of inequalities
for g-calculus, particularly the study of inequalities related to quantum integral (g-integral), for
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example, g-Hermite-Hadamard integral inequality, g-Cauchy-Schwarz integral inequality, g-Holder
integral inequality, g-Ostrowski integral inequality, etc. For more details, we refer the interested reader
to [17-23] and the references cited therein.

The purpose of this paper is to establish several g-integral inequalities of Simpson-type via
strongly preinvex functions. The classical Simpson inequality is described as follows:

< ¢(w>+4¢(2> +¢<ﬁ>] = ¢<v>du‘ < o [0 (B0, M
where the mapping ¢ : [¢,f] — R is four times continuously differentiable, and

1991l = P, (o ) 94 ()] < o0 (see [24)).

The paper is organized as follows: In Sections 2 and 3, we shall introduce some notions and
properties on strongly preinvex functions and g-calculus. As an auxiliary result, we present an identity
associated with g-integral. In Section 4, with the help of the auxiliary result, we will establish our
main results. At the end of the paper, some examples are provided to illustrate the applications of our
main results.

2. Preliminaries

Let us recall some preliminary concepts and results.
Definition 1 ([15]). A set K;; C R" is said to be invex with respect to bifunction 5(.,.) : R" x R" — R", if
u+An(v,u) €Ky, VYV uoveky, Aecl01].

Definition 2 ([15]). A function ¢ on the invex set Ky, C R" is said to be preinvex with respect to bifunction
n(,.) :R"xR" — R", if

p(u+An(v,u)) < (1—=A)Pp(u) + Ap(v), Yu,ve Ky, A€ |0,1].

Definition 3 ([16]). A function ¢ on the invex set K, C R" is said to be strongly preinvex with respect to
bifunction (.,.) : R" x R" — R", and modulus y > 0, if

o(u+An(o,u)) < (1= A)p(u) + Ap(v) — pA(1 = NDn?(v,u), Vu,v € Ky, A €[0,1].

Here, we introduce a new definition which combines the preinvex functions and the strongly
preinvex functions given above.

Definition 4. A function ¢ on the invex set Ky C R" is said to be generalized strongly preinvex with respect
to bifunction (.,.) : R" x R" — R" and modulus y > 0, if

o(u+An(o,u)) < (1= A)p(u) + Ap(v) — pA(1 = Nn?(v,u), Vu,v € Ky, A €[0,1].

Clearly, if y = 0, then the class of generalized strongly preinvex functions reduces to the class of
preinvex functions as defined in Definition 2.

In the following, we recall some basic properties of g-calculus.

Let ] = [a,b] C R be an interval and 0 < q < 1 be a constant. The g-derivative of a function
¢:] — Ratapointu € ] on [a,]] is defined as follows:

Definition 5 ([25]). Let ¢ : ] = [a,b] — R be a continuous function and let u € ]. Then, the q-derivative of
¢ on | at u is defined as



Mathematics 2019, 7, 751 3of 14

P(u) — ¢(qu+ (1 —q)a)
T-qgu-a ~ “7*

Definition 6 ([25]). Let ¢ : | = [a,b] — R is a continuous function. A second-order q-derivative on J, which
is denoted as HD§¢>, provided that ,D,¢ is q-differentiable on | with ,Zng) =a Dy(aDy¢p) : ] — R. Similarly
higher order g-derivative on | is defined by s Dg¢ : | — R.

aDggp(u) = 2

In [25], Tariboon and Ntouyas defined the g-integral as follows:

Definition 7 ([25]). Let ¢ : ] = [a,b] — R be a continuous function. Then, the q-integral on | is defined as:

o

[ o) adpy = 1= ) —0) ¥ q"9(q"u+ (1= g")a), ©

n=0

forueJ.
The following results are useful in the computation of g-integral in subsequent section.

Proposition 1 ([25]). Let f,g : ] = [a,b] — R be continuous functions, ¢ € R. Then, for x € ],
/ax(f(v) +8(V>)ﬂdqv = /axf(V) aqu + /axf(V) aqur
/ax cf(v)dgv = c/axf(v)udqv,
/g " (1) dgv = / " F(v) dg — | / CFW) adg, €€ (a,3).

Proposition 2 ([25]). For g-integral, we have the following identities

u

/ 1.dgv=u—a,
a
u

—a)(u+
[/ sty = =),

u 1—
/,1 (v—a)" sdgv = (ﬁ)(u —a)", £,

“ _ W= (A +qui+q8®  a(l—q)(u—3)
/{g(l/—g)ud,ﬂ/— T+ — T+q , &€ (au).

3. A Key Lemma

In this section, we present an identity associated with g-integral, which plays an important role
in establishing our main results.

Lemmal. Let f: 1= [a,a+1(ba)] — R bea g-differentiable function on I with 1(b,a) > 0. If ;Dg f is
integrable on I and 0 < q < 1, then

: e L )

6 |70+ ar (20D s pa g0 - o

Ja

= y(bya) [ ¥(0,0)Daf o+ bn(b,0)) o, @
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40f14
where . .
qtfg, 1f0§t<§,
2 S <t<1.
qt ¢ if 5 = t<1
Proof. Let .
2 1
o] :/0 <qt— 6) aDgf(a+ty(b,a))odgt,
1 5
Q) :/1 (qt 6) aDyf (a+tn(b,a)) odyt,
2
then

1
|| ¥ (0)aDyf(a+ ty(0,) 0t = Q1 + Q2

Utilizing the Definitions 5 and 7, and the properties of g-derivative and g-integral described in
Propositions 1, a direct computation gives

0 :/7qtaqu(a+n7(b,a))0dqt—/O7 %aqu(a—i—t;y(b,a))odqt
7/ fla+ty( b a)) flatqty(ba)) o,

—q)n(b,a) o
/ 2 fla+ty( b a)) — f(a+qty(b,a)) dt
—q)ty(b,a) o
L& f(%ﬂ¥@@)—f(%ﬂ%¥@@)
2 n; 1(b,a)
_1 i f (2u+q”2;7(b,a)) ¥ (2u+q”+21;7(b,u))
6 = 7(b,a)
B 1 f (2a+g(h,a)> o nf (2a+q”217(b,a)> 1 f <2a+g(b,a)) —f(a)
‘2[ O DA L) ]6' 7ba)
. f (2a+g(b u)) 1 f(g) | e nf <2a+t]"277(b,a)>
-3 (b, a) +8 7(b,a) —E’g(l—q)q (b, a)
f (2a+g(h,a)>

1 JT= ) 1 fle /;
3 T a6 yba)  nba) o fla+ty(b,a))odgt.
On the other hand, one has

sz/; qtaqu(ath;y(b,a))odqt—/;gquf(ath;y(b,a))Odqt
15
/ qtaDqf (a + (b, a)) odgt — / = aDgf(a+ t(b,a)) odgt

- </02 qtaDyf(a +tn(b,a)) odgt — /07 gaqu(aH— tn(b,a))odqt>.

Since
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1 15
/Oqtquf(a—i—tn(b,a))odqt—/o 2 aDyf(a+ ty(b,a)) odyt
_/ fa+t17ba f(a+qt77(b,a)) At

(o, a) o

fla+ty( b a)) — f(a+qty(b,a))
/ (b, a) odyf

v o 1f(a+q”77(b,a))—f(a+q”“17(b,a))
L n(b,a)

fa+q"yb,a)—f(a+q""y(b,a)
1(b,a)

nf@+q"y(ba) 5 f(a+n(ba)—f(a)
6 n(b,a)

SR gt iba)

/Olf(a +ty(b, a)) oyt

and

1

1
2 25
|7 ataDyf(a+ tn(60)) odgt = [* 2 aDyf(a+ by (b)) ot

. f 2a+1(b,a) o nf 2a+q"n(b,a) f 2a+n(b,a) —f(a)
:z[(nwza)),;]“”" W]Z | ;27<b,2>

) 12
,a _q(b,a)/o fla+ty(b,a))odgt,

2a+1(b,a)
f(u+17(b,a))+1‘f( 2 )7 ;/a)/olf(g+t17(b,a))odqt

1
Q= T ke T3 gk
1
s [ fla+ tn(b,0)) odyt.
Thus,

1
|| ¥ (0)aDyf(a+ by (0,)) oyt = Q1 + Q2

) . . f 2a+1(ba)
Flatna)+i@ 2 f(ZH) L [ e @)

1
T 6 n(b,a) +3. 17(b,a)

6 1(b,a) 3 y(ba) 72(b,a

which leads to the desired identity (4). The proof of Lemma 1 is complete. [

1 flatqba)tf@ 2 F(E) /M(b'a)fm dyt
) Ja o

50f 14
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4. Main Results

We are in a position to establish the g-integral inequalities of Simpson-type for strongly
preinvex functions.

Theorem 1. Let f : I = [a,a +1(b,a)] — R be a g-differentiable function on I with n(b,a) > 0. If | ;D f| is
an integrable and a generalized strongly preinvex function with modulus y > 0and 0 < g < 1, then

‘é {f@ 4 af (W) +f(a+11(b,a))} - @La+q(b'”)f(t)adqt ®)

< 1(b,a) [(A1(9) + A4(9))| Dy f (@)] + (A2(q) + A5(0))] Dy f (b)| = u(As(q) + As @) (5,a)],

where A1(q), A2(q), A3(q), As(q), As(q), and Ag(q) are given by

14 1
24(1+q) (1+9+42)’ 0<g<g3,
Ai(q) = o
1412941274369 1 -
216(1+q)(1+q+¢2)’ 3 = q < 1,
12022 g1
24(1+q) (T+q+4%)’ 1< 3
Ax(q) = 2
_ 189741897 1
60+ gt 3 =9<1
1-2¢—24>—44* 1
B ad 0 <1<3
As(q) = o
108q*+54°+12¢°+549—17 1
96+ q) 1+ 1rgr)’ 3 =9 <L
54894807 =8¢ g <g<?d
24(1+4)(1+g9+4%)” 9<%
Ag(q) = 2
_ 12q°412q45 5
216(1+q) (1+9+42)” 6 = q< 1,
! ol L W
8(1+q)(1+q+42)” q 67
As(q) = )
_ 18974184425 5
2M6(149) (1117’ 6 =9 < 1,

5-2q+28¢°—2¢°—124*
48(1+9)(1+4%) (1+g+42)”

5

Ag(q) =
1084*—54¢3+964°—549+115 5 <g<1
1296(1+4q)(1+4%)(1+q+42) 7 6 = )

Proof. Using Lemma 1 and the assumption condition that | ;D,f| is a generalized strongly preinvex
function, we have

2[r@+ar (D) s o piban| - [ 0
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_ ‘q(b,a) /Ol‘Y(t,q)aqu(a+t17(b,a))0dqt

1

=1(b,a) /07 (qt— 2) aDyf (a+tn(b,a))odgt

+/; <qt— z) «Dof(a+ty(b,a))odgt

1

< y(b,a) [ I
+/;1

g ((1 — )]aDyf (@) + Dy f ()| — ut(1 - t>n2<b,a>) odyt

1
qt — 5 | aDygf(a+ti(b,a))|odgt

5
9=

|aDgf(a+ty(b,a))| Odqt]

1

< y(b,a) [ I
+/;

=1(b,a)

qt — Z‘ <(1 - t)|“D‘7f(“)| +1 aqu(b)| — ut(1 - t)112(b,a)> Odqt]
ot + [ (1-1) ‘qt—z

> qui’>

1
3 1
—sz(b,a) (/0 t(l —t) ‘qt— 3 Odqt>].

In view of the Definitions 5 and 7, and Propositions 1 and 2, a direct calculation gives

laqu<a></j<1_t> ot ¢

+|quf<b>|</jt\qt—é

1 5
odqt+/% H1—t) ‘qt— c

1-44°
24(1+q)(1+q+9%)’
odqt =

1
1 0<q<§,

A= [Fa-n -

1+129+129°+364°

1tleqlag+obg” 1
2e(ttq) (gt 3 =91

1-29—247
24(1+4q)(1+q+4?)’
Odqt =

0<g<i,

N—

1
Az (q) :/0 t‘qt—6

184%+189—7 1
216(1+4)(1+q+42)’ 3 sq<l

1-2¢—-24%—4q*
48(1+q) (1+4%) (1+q+4%)

0<q<3,

1084* 154> +124° +549-17 1 _
1296(1+q) (1+4%) (1+q+4?)’ 3 =

qg<l,

—5+87+87°—8¢°

5
A 0 <1< e

124%+129+5

g rlagro 5
216(1+q) (g’ 6 =1 < 1,

7 of 14
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5-29-2¢ 5
| B ) 0 <1< %
As(q) =/1 t‘qt—6 odgt =
2 184°+189+25 5
216(1+q)(1+g+4%)” & sq<l

5-29+28¢>—2¢°—124*
48(1+4)(1+4%) (1+9+4%)”’

5
0<q<6’

Odqi’ =

Aslo) = 100 |qr =2

1084* —544°+964>—549+115 5 <
1296(1+q) (1+4%)(1+q+4%) ’ 6 —

g <L
Hence, we deduce the required inequality (5). This completes the proof of Theorem 1. [

Theorem 2. Let f : [ = [a,a +1(b,a)] — R be a g-differentiable function on I with 1(b,a) > 0. If | ;Dg|" is
an integrable and a generalized strongly preinvex function with modulus y > 0,r > 1and 0 < g < 1, then

a a a+n(b,a)
sl ar () b et - s [T A0t ©
< n(b,0)| (Bu(g))~ (A1<q> | Dy f(@)] + Ax(q)] aDaf (b)) — ﬂAs(q)ﬂz(b,a)) '

+ (Ba(q)' <A4(¢7)| aDgf(a)]" + As(9)| aDgf (D)[" — MAe(q)nz(b/ﬂ)> ]

where

By(q) =

A1(q),A2(9), As(q), As(q), As(q), and Ae(q) are given by the same expressions as described in Theorem 1.
Proof. Using Lemma 1 and the Holder inequality, one has

[y () s g [T s

— ‘q(b,a)/ol‘}’(t,q) aDgf(a+ty(b,a))odyt

= 1(b,a) /O% (qt— 2) aDyf(a +tn(b,a)) odgt

+ /; (qt - 2) aDgf(a+ty(b,a)) odgt
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|aDgf (a+ty(b,a))|odgt

;o1
"%

< (b,a) l/o

-

<o (£ o) (1
([ -2 oow)l1 (J; |ot=2]1eparta+ .y oat) }]
<(b0) [ ( [ oolqt)11

at - é‘ (1= )aDyf (@)1 + 1] Dyf (B) " — it (1 = )2 (b,0)| Odqt>

1 5 1_%
+ </1 Odqt>
2

ait—¢
gt — 2‘ [(1 — )] aDgf (@)[" + t] Dy f(b)|" — put(1 - t)nz(b,a)} odqf> 1

| aDgf(a+ty(b,a))l Odqf]

r

|aDgf(a+tn(b,a))|" Odqt>

;1
"%

5
qt—¢

;L
(L3

1
-

x</j

<(

By direct computation, we find

5

By(q) = /;

and obtain the integral expressions of A1(q), A2(q), A3(q), As(q), As(q), and Ag(g), which have the
same formulas as those given in Theorem 1. This completes the proof of Theorem 2. [J

5. Applications

It is worth noting that in Definition 4 for u = 0, the generalized strongly preinvex functions
reduce to the preinvex functions. Moreover, if we put # = v — u in Definition 2, then the preinvex
functions reduce to the classical convex functions. Besides, the quantum integral inequalities would
lead to the corresponding Riemann integral inequalities by taking the limit § — 17. Thus, several
new and previously known results can be derived from Theorems 1 and 2 as special cases. Here, we
illustrate the applications of our main results by three examples.

Example 1. Recently, Zhang and Du et al. [26] investigated the quantum integral inequalities for convex
functions, they established the following inequality:
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s () e L e "

1+g 1+g
Smi“{%(a 11q )H2(3 141rq M)}’

where f : [a,b] — R is a q-differentiable function and |,D,f| is an integrable and convex function with
0 < g < 1, the expressions of H1 and H; are given by [26] (Theorem 3.2).

Further, in [26], the authors derived a remarkable inequality from (7), as follows:

a + b 1 b 5(b—a
T2 4 of L [rwa <2 r@ivirwrn,©
2 aJa 72
where f : [a,b] — R is a differentiable function, and |f’| is an integrable and convex function on [a, ].

In the following, we show a new result analogous to the inequality (7), which can be obtained
directly by taking # = 0 in Theorem 1.

Corollary 1. Let f : I = [a,a +1(b,a)] — R be a q-differentiable function on I with n(b,a) > 0. If | ;D, f|
is an integrable and preinvex function, 0 < q < 1, then

‘1 {f(a)+f(a+17(b,a)) Lof (2a+77(b,a)>} B ,7([,1 )/aw(b,a)f(t)udqt

3 2 2 a ©)
< 7(b,a) [(A1(g) + As(9) Dy ()| + (A2(9) + As(q))] Daf (0)]],

where A1(q), A2(q), As(q), and As(q) are the coefficients as described in Theorem 1.

Putting #(b,a) = b — a in Corollary 1, it follows that

Corollary 2. Let f : [a,b] — R be a g-differentiable function. If | ;D f| is an integrable and convex function,
0<g<1,then

[P ar (T0)] - 2 [ s (10)
< (b—a) [(A1(q) + A4(9))] Dy f (a)| + (A2(q) + As(q))[ Dy f (D)I] ,

where A1(q), A2(q), As(q), and As(q) are the coefficients as described in Theorem 1.

Remark 1. In Corollary 2, if we take the limit ¢ — 17 in (10) and use the basic properties of g-derivative and
g-integral ([25], see also [1])

lim ,D,f(t) = "(t), hm/f dqf*/ f(t)

qg—1- q—1

along with the equalities

lim (A1(q) + As(q) = nm<

1+ 12q + 1242 + 3643 124> + 129 +5 I
q—1- qg—1-

216(14+q)(1+q+4¢%) 2160 +q)(1+q+42) ) 72
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lim (A2(q) + As(q)) = lim =
q—1 g—1

( 184% + 187 — 7 184% + 184 + 25 ) 5
216

1+9)(14+g+q¢2)  216(1+9)(1+qg+42)) 72

then we obtain the inequality

’; [W“f (azb)} B bia ./ﬂbf(ﬂ df‘ = S(bi Vir@l+1f G an

This is exactly the above-mentioned inequality (8) due to Zhang and Du et al. [26].

Example 2. In a recent paper [27], Tung, Gov, and Balgecti established a Simpson-type quantum integral
inequality for convex functions ([27] Theorem 1), as follows:

‘2 [f(a) +4f (”;b> +f(b)} - bia /ahf(f)adqf

_(b-a)
- 12

1 6q°+492+4q+1

2
2L ) D)+ umﬂm] (12)

3 +2q>+29+1

3 @422 +29+1

where f : [a,b] — R is a continuous function, | ;Dg f| is a convex and integrable function with 0 < g < 1.

Remark 2. Before we describe the related result of inequality (12), we should point out that in (12) there is
an error occurring in the coefficients of [;Dgf (b)| and |;Dg f (a)|. The mistakes arise from the calculations of
quantum integrals in [27] (Lemmas 4 and 5), the details are as follows:

As an auxiliary for establishing the inequality (12), in [27] (Lemmas 4 and 5) , the authors gave the
following results involving g-integrals (0 < g < 1):

1

7 1 36¢° +12¢% + 129+ 1
1—1t)|gt— =] odst = 1
)¢ )"7 6| 0 216(5 + 22 129+ 1) (13)
1 5 129> + 129 +5
/% (1=1) ’qt— 6 odgt = 216(q% + 242 +29+1)° (14)

However, the equality (13) is incorrect for the case of 0 < q < % ; and the equality (14) is incorrect for the
case of 0 < g < g, which can be observed by direct computation of g-integrals. In fact, by the formulas and
algorithms for q-integrals stated in Propositions 1 and 2, when 0 < q < %, we have

1

[ra-nje-g

1

= [fa-ne - aodyt

Odqi’

3 1 1
= 22—t —gt+ =) odyt
/0(‘7 g ‘1+6)Oq

3 1 3 1 /3

2

= — (= |
q/o t* odgt (6+q)/0 todqt—l—6/0 odgt

_ ;_(1_’_ )#.&i
T Bty ‘e " Vaarg T 12
1—44°

24(3 +2¢2 +29+ 1)
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When 0 < g < %, we have

o=

2
1 5
=] (=0 a0 ot
1 1 1
= 2 — Zt—qt+ =) odgt
/%(q gl —at+¢)odg
12 5 1 5 r1

1o 2, 5 1 2 5
= q(/o t Odqt_/o t Odqt)_<8+Q)(/0 todqt—/o todqt)—kﬁ
_ 1 1 5 1 1

5
g+g2+1 _8(q+q2+1))_(6+q)<1+q_4(1+q))+§
—5+8g + 84> — 8¢°
243+ 292+ 29+ 1)

= 4(

In the same way, one can verify that the equality (13) is valid for % < g < 1, the equality (14) is
valid for % <g<1l

In the following we provide a modified version of inequality (12).

Corollary 3. Let f : [a,b] — R be a g-differentiable function. If | ;D f| is an integrable and convex function,
0<g<1,then

H e IR

< (b—a) [Ci(q)]aDqf (a)| + Ca(q)| Dy f(b)[],

where C1(q) and Cy(q) are given by

_ 343 2 _
Syt 0<9<h
g = | S
3 2
s 8 <9<L
g2
s 0<9< Y
Calg) = M@?@%,%SM%
B § <4< 1

Proof. Using Corollary 2 and performing a simple calculation in the expressions C1(q) = A1(q) +
A4(g) and Co(q) = Aa(q) + As(q), where A1(q), A2(q), As(q), and As(q) are the coefficients from
Theorem 1, we obtain the inequality (15). O

Example 3. We provide an estimation of upper bound for the g-integral | aH”(b’”) f(t) adgt.

Corollary 4. Let f : I = [a,a+1(b,a)] — R be a g-differentiable function on I with 17(b,a) > 0. If | ;D, f|
is an integrable and generalized strongly preinvex function with modulus y > 0and 0 < q < 1, then
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[ 0t ¢ [+ (D) 4 oy o0)| 16)

+72(0,0) [(A1(g) + As(9)) [ Dy f(a) | + (Aalg) + As(@)) | Dyf (0)| — u(As(g) + Ae(q)) (b)),

<n(ba)

where A1(q), A2(q), A3(q), As(q), As(q) and Ae(q) are the coefficients as described in Theorem 1.

Proof. Note that

1 a+n(ba)
‘ﬂ(b,ﬂ) /a f(t>ad‘7t

<[ [r+ar (D) 4 fa 4 nioa)]|

4 ’;ﬂ;,{l)/aaw(b'a)f(t)adqt—é [f(a) L af (W) +f(a+17(b,a))] ‘

Utilizing Theorem 1, one has

1 a+n(b,a)
‘17(17,61) /11 f(t)ﬂdqt

+1(b,a) [ (A1(q) + Aa())| aDyf (a)| + (A2(9) + As(9)] Daf (B)] — p(As(q) + As(q))(b,a) |

Multiplying both sides of the above inequality by #(b, a) leads to the desired inequality (16). [J

<|g [ +ar (40D s pa )|
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