International Journal of Analysis and Applications
ISSN 2291-8639

Volume 15, Number 1 (2017), 46-56
http://www.etamaths.com

SOME CHARACTERIZATIONS OF GENERAL PREINVEX FUNCTIONS

MUHAMMAD UZAIR AWAN!, MUHAMMAD ASLAM NOOR?23, VISHNU NARAYAN
MISHRA%5* AND KHALIDA INAYAT NOOR?

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we consider a new class of general preinvex functions involving an arbitrary
function. We show that the optimality condition for general preinvex functions on general invex set
can be characterized by a class of variational-like inequality. We also derive some integral inequalities
of Hermite-Hadamard type via general preinvex functions. Some special cases are also discussed. Our
results represent a significant refinement of the previously known results. These results may stimulate
further research in this area.

1. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, several extensions and generalizations have been introduced and considered for classical
convexity using novel and innovative techniques, see [1,13]. A significant generalization of convex
functions was that of invex functions which was introduced by Hanson [7]. Ben-Israel and Mond [8]
introduced another class of convex functions, which is called preinvex functions. We remark that the
differentiable preinvex functions are invex functions, but the converse may be true. It is well-known that
the preinvex functions and invex sets may not be convex functions and convex sets. Many researchers
have investigated different properties of the preinvex functions and their role in different fields of
sciences such as optimization, variational inequalities, equilibrium problems and integral inequalities,
see [14,15,17,18,22-24]. Another significant generalization of classical convex sets and functions was
the introduction of general nonconvex (p-convex) sets and general nonconvex (p-convex) functions
with respect to an arbitrary function, respectively by Youness [25]. These general convex set may not
be a classical convex set, see [5]. Noor [16] has investigated the applications of general nonconvex
functions in variational inequalities and optimization theory.

It is obvious that preinvex functions and general convex functions are distinctly two different classes
of convex functions. This motivated Fulga et al. [6], to consider another class of convex functions
by combining these two classes. This new class of convex function is called the general preinvex
function. In this paper, we discuss some properties of the general preinvex functions. We show that
the optimization of the differentiable general preinvex functions can be characterized by a class of
variational-like inequality, which is called general variational-like inequality. In the last section, we
derive some Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities via general preinvex functions. This may be starting
point for some new research in this field.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we define some basic results and also discuss several special cases. Before proceeding
further, we suppose K, be a nonempty closed set in a Hilbert space H. We denote (.,.) by norm and
||.]| by inner product, respectively. Also suppose that 7(.,.) : Ky, x K, = H and ¢ : H — H be
arbitrary functions.

Definition 2.1 ( [25]). A set K, C R" is said to be a general convex (p-convex) set, if and only if,
there exists an arbitrary function ¢ such that,

(1 —t)p(u) +to(v) € Ky, Vu,v € H:p(u),p(v) € K, tel0,1].
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Definition 2.2 ( [6]). A set K, is said to be general invex set with respect to n(.,.) and ¢, if
p(u) +tn(ev), p(u) € Kyp, Yu,v € H :p(u),p(v) € Kyp,t € [0,1]. (2.1)

Tt is known that general invex set may not be a general convex set see [6].

Note that, if n(¢(v), ¢(u)) = ©(v) —p(u), then our definition reduces to the definition of general convex
set, which is mainly due to Youness [25]. If along with n(¢(v), p(u)) = ¢(v) — ¢(u), we have ¢ = I,
where [ is identity function, then we have the definition of classical convex set.

Definition 2.3 ( [6]). A function F' on K, is said to be general preinvex with respect to arbitrary
functions n and ¢, if
Fp(u) +tn(p(v),¢(u)) < (1 =) F(p(u)) + tF(p(v)),
Vu,v € H : p(u), p(v) € Kyp,t € [0,1]. (2.2)

If n(e(v), p(u)) = ¢(v) — p(u), then our definition reduces to the definition of general convex function
[25]. If ¢ = I, where I is identity function, then we have the definition of preinvex functions [24].

Definition 2.4. A function F is said to be general mid-preinvex with respect to arbitrary functions n
and @, if
7 (2<P(U) + 77(@(’0),90(10)> < Flo(w) + Flp(v)

92 = 92 ) VU7U €EH: @(’@a@(”) € KWF'

Definition 2.5. A function F' on K, is said to be general semistrictly preinvex with respect to

arbitrary functions n and ¢, if and only if Yu,v € H : ¢(u),p(v) € Ky,, F(o(u)) # F(e(v)),
t € (0,1), we have

F(p(u) +tn(e(v),¢(w)) < (1= 1) F(p(u) + tF(p(v),
Vu,v € H : p(u), p(v) € Kyp,t € [0,1]. (2.3)

Definition 2.6. A function F' on K, is said to be general strictly preinvex with respect to arbitrary
functions n and @, if and only if Yu,v € H : p(u), p(v) € Kyp, ©(u) # ¢(v), t € (0,1), we have

F(p(u) + tn(e(v), ¢(u)) < (1 =) F(p(u)) + tF(e(v)),
Vu,v € H : o(u), p(v) € Kyy,t € [0,1]. (2.4)
Definition 2.7 ( [6]). A function F' on general invex set K, is said to be quasi general preinvex
function, if
F(p(u) +tn(e(v), p(u))) < max{F(p(u)), Fp(v))},
Vu,v € H : o(u), p(v) € Kyy,t € [0,1].
Definition 2.8. A function F' on general invex set K,, is said to be general logarithmic preinvexr
function, if
F(p(u) + tn(e(v),0(u))) < (F(e(u) ™ (F(p(v))",
vu»” €H: g@(u),cp(v) € Kflwvt € [07 1]7
where F(.) > 0.
From above definition, we have
F(p(u) +tn(p(v), ¢(u)) < (Flp(u)' " (F(e(v)))*
< (@ =t)F(p(u)) +tf(e(v))
< max{F(p(u)), F(e(v))}.
Following conditions are useful in studying various properties of our proposed results.

Condition C. Let n(.,.) : K, x K,, — H satisfies the following assumptions

n(e(w), p(u) +tn(ev), p(u))) = —tn(p(v), p(u)),

n(e(v), p(u) +tn(p(v), p(u))) = (1 = t)nle(v), p(u)),
Yu,v € H : p(u), p(v) € K,,,t € [0,1].
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For more information, see [9]. For ¢ = 1 in Definition 2.3, we have following condition.
Condition A. Let F' be general preinvex function, then

F(p(u) +n(p(v), p(u)) < F(p(v)).

Let Ky = Iy = [¢(a), ¢(a) +n(p(b), p(a))] be the interval. We now define general preinvex functions
on I.

Definition 2.9. Let I,,, = [p(a), p(a) +n(@(b), ¢(a))]. Then F is a general preinvex function, if and
only if,
1 1 1
p(a) o(x) p(a) + (), p(a)) | 20; pa) < o(x) < pla) +n(e(bd), ¢(a)).
F(e(a)) Fle(z) F(e(a) +n(e(b), ¢(a)))
One can easily show that the following are equivalent:
1) F is general preinvex function on general invex set.
Fp(x)) < Fp(a)) + ZE=TE) (o(z) — p(a)).

)
) Flp@)=F(p(a)) ~ Fle®)=F(e(a) F(p(b)=F(p(z))

) p(z)—¢p(a) = ned)pla) = ela)+n(pd).pla))—p(z)"
)

o(x) = (¢(a) + 77(90(17) e(a))]F(p(a)) +nlp(b), e(a)) F(e(x)) + [pla) — o(2)]F(p(b)) > 0.
F(¢(a)) F(o(x)) + F(o(b >

g(w(b) @) e@—p@) T @@ e®) @@ —e@)] T ne®)e@)p@-(p(@Fne®e@)] =

where p(z) = p(a) + tn(e(d), ¢(a)) and ¢ € [0, 1].

Remark 2.1. Note that for ¢ = I, where I is the identity function, the above definition reduces to

the definition for preinvex functions on an interval.

Definition 2.10. Let I, = [a,a +1(b,a)]. Then F is called preinvez function, if and only if,
1 1 1
a T a+mn(b,a) |>0; a<z<a+n(b,a).
F(a) F(z) F(a+n(b,a))
One can easily show that the following are equivalent:

1) F is preinvex function on invex set.

2) F(z) < F(a) + 28 E@ (4 _q),

(
(
(
(

n(b,a)
3 .
[x—(a+77(b F(@) +n(b,a)F(x) + (a = z)F(b) 2 0.
where © = a + tn(b,a) and t € [0, 1].

)
F(af) F(a) F(b)—F(a) F(b)—F(x)
) < n(b,a) < a+n(b,a)—x
4)
F(z
(5) smares) + Fmt e + e e 2 0
Remark 2.2. If in Definition 2.8, n(p(b), p(a)) = @(b)—¢(a). Then, we have the definition of general
convez functions on interval.

Definition 2.11. Let I, = [p(a), ¢(b)]. Then F is called general convex function, if and only if,

1 1 1
¢(a) o(z) o) | =0; w(a) <p(x) < ().
F(p(a)) F(p(z)) F(p(b))

One can easily show that the following are equivalent:

1) F is general convex function on general convex set.

2 <<>> F(p(a)) + ZEGN=LED) (o) — o(a)).
((

—Fe(a) < Fleb)—F(p(a)) o Fle®)—Fo(z))
(a) @ (b)—¢(a) w(b)—

)
) % o)

4) (w( ) @ (b)) F(p(a)) + ((b) — () Fp(2)) + (¢(a) — ¢(z))F(p(b)) = 0.
) F

F(p(a)) F(e(z)) (p(b)
(5 PO 2@ (@) —2@) T @@ —2®)(e(@)—2@) T @O —p@)e(@)—a0) 20,

(
where p(z) = p(a) + t(¢(b) — p(a)) and t € [0,1].

F

w

(
(
(
(
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Definition 2.12. A differentiable function F' on general invex set K, is said to be general invex
function, if there exists arbitrary functions n and ¢, such that

F(p(v)) = Flp(u)) = (F'(e(u),n(e(v), o)), u,v € H : p(u), p(v) € Ky,
where F' is the differential of F. If ¢ = I, our definition of general invexity reduces to the definition
of invexity which is mainly due to Hanson [5].

Definition 2.13. A function F is said to be pseudo general preinvex with respect to n, if there exists
a strictly positive bifunction b such that

F(p(v)) < F(p(u) = F(e(u) + tn(e(v), (u) < Fp(u)) +t(t = 1)b(e(v), ¢(u)),
Vu,v € H : p(u), p(v) € Kyp,t € (0,1).
Definition 2.14. A function T is said to be n-monotone, if and only if
(T(p(u); n(e(v), p(u)) + (T(p(v)),n(p(v), p(u)) <0, Vu,v€ H :p(u),p(v) € Ky,.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

3.1. Variational-Like Inequalities. In this section, we derive some general variational-like inequal-

ities.

Theorem 3.1. If F' is a general preinvex function on K., then, the lower level set
Lo={ueH:pu) e Ky : F(p(u)) <a,acR}

18 a general invex set.

Theorem 3.2. A function F is general preinvex function on K, if and only if,
epi(F) = {(p(u),a) : p(u) € Kyp, a0 € R, Fp(u)) < a}

s general inver set.

Theorem 3.3. Let F' be a general preinvex function. Suppose p = ( i)nf F(p(u)). Then the set
p(u)eEKyyp

Ay ={u € H : p(u) € Ky, : F(o(u)) = p} is general invex set of Ky,. If F is general strictly
preinver, then A, is a singelton.

Proof. Let p(u),p(v) € A,. Then for 0 <t < 1, we suppose ¢(z) = p(u) + tn(p(v), p(u)). Since F is
preinvex function. Then

F(p(2)) = Fe(u) + tn(p(v), o(u))) < (1 = )F(p(u)) + tf(0(v)) = p,
this implies that ¢(z) € A, thus A, is general invex set. Now for other part of the theorem, we

assume contrary that F'(p(u)) = F(p(v)) = . Since K, is general invex set, then for 0 < ¢t < 1,
o(u) + tn(p(v), p(u)) € Ky,. Also, since F' is strictly general preinvex function.

F(p(u) +tn(p(v), p(u)) < (1 =t)F(p(u) + tf(p(v)) = p,

which is contradiction that pu = ( 1)an F(¢(u)), this completes the proof. O
pu)eRn,

Theorem 3.4. Let F' be a general preinvex function on K,. If ¢ is a nondecreasing convex function,
then ¢ o F' is a general preinvex function.

Proof. Since F is a general preinvex function and ¢ is nondecreasing, then

¢ o Fp(u) + tn(p(v), p(u))) < o[F(p(u) + tn(e(v), ¢(u)))]
< O[(L =) F(p(u)) +tf(e(v))]
< (I =t)go Flp(u) +t¢o F(p(v)).
This completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.5. Let F' be a semistrictly general preinves function on K, If ¢ is a nondecreasing convex
function, then ¢ o F is a semistrictly general preinvex function.

Lemma 3.1. Let K, be general convex set and let I be be general invex function on K. The
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(1) If
(F' (), p(v) = p(u)) < (F'(p(w),n(p(v), e(w)),  Yu,v € H:p(u), p(v) € Kpy,

such that F(p(v)) < F(e(u)), then F is a general pseudo-convez function.
(2) If

(F'(p(u)),0(v) = o(u)) < (F'(p(u),n(ev),0(u)),  Yu,v € H:p(u), o(v) € Ky,
such that F(p(v)) < F(p(u)), then F is strictly general pseudo-convex function.
Proof. Let u,v € H : p(u), p(v) € K,, and F(¢(v)) < F(p(u)). Then
(F' (), p(v) = p(u)) = (F'(p(w)), p(v) — @(u) = n(p(v), e(u)) + (F'(p(w)), n(p(v), ¢(u)))
( o )
(

( ,
Fl(p(w), o(v) = @(u) = n(p(v), ¢(w)) + Fp(v)) — Flp(u))
F(p(w), ¢(v) — @(u) = n(p(v), p(u))) < 0.

This completes the proof. The proof of second part is on similar lines. d

<
<

Theorem 3.6. If F' be a general preinvex function. Then any local minimum of F is a global minimum.

Proof. Let F has a local minimum at ¢(u) € K,,,. Assume contrary, that F'(¢(v)) < F(p(u)) for some
o(v) € K. Now since F' is general preinvex function. Then

F(p(u) + tn(e(v), ¢(u)) < (1 —1)F(p(u)) +tf(p(v)).
This implies that
F(p(u) +tn(e(v), p(u)) — Fle(u) < t(F(e(v)) — Fe(u))) <O.
Thus, we have

F(p(u) +tn(p(v), p(u))) < Fp(u)),

a contradiction. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.7. If F be a semistrictly general preinvex function. Then any local minimum of F is a
global minimum.

Proof. The proof is similar to previous. O

n
Theorem 3.8. Let F be general preinvez function with respect ton, i =1,2,...,n. Then Y u; F;(o(u))
i=0
is gemeral preinvex with respect to n, where p; > 0.

Proof. Let F; be general preinvex functions. Then

Fi(p(u) +tn(e(v), o(u)) < (1 =) F(p(u)) +tf (0 (v)).

Now
(1=0) Y wiFilp(w) + 1) miFi(p(v) = Z (1 = ) Fi(p(u)) + tfi(p(v))]
i=0 i=0 j
> Zm i(o(w) + tn((v), p(w))).
This implies that i wiFi(¢(u)) is general preinvex function. O

=0

Theorem 3.9. If F is general preinvez function with respect to n such that F(p(v)) < F(p(u)), then
F is general pseudo preinvex function with respect to same 1.
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Proof. Since F(p(v)) < F(p(u)) and F' is general preinvex function with respect to 7, then for all
u,v € H:pu),pv) € Ky, and t € (0,1), we have

Fp(u) +tn(p(v),¢(u) < Fe(u)) + t(F(e(v) = Fp(u)))
Fp(u)) + (1 = 1) (F(p(v)) — Fp(u)))
= Flp(u) +t(t = 1)(F(p(u)) — F(e(v)))
= F(p(u)) + £t = D)b(p(u), p(v)),
where b(p(u), o(v)) = F(¢(u)) — F(¢(v)) > 0. This completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.10. Let F' be a differentiable general preinves function on K,,. Then p(u) € K, is the
minimum of F' on K, if and only if p(u) € Keiq satisfies the inequality

(F'(o(u),n(e(v),¢(u))) =0, Vu,v € H:pu),p(v) € Kyy, 3.1
where F' is the differential of F at p(u) € K,,.

The inequality (3.1) is called the general variational-like inequality.

Proof. Let p(u) € K, be a minimum of general preinvex function F' on K,,. Then by definition of
minimum, we have,

F(p(u)) < F(p(v), VYu,v € H:p(u),p(v) € Ky (32)
Since K, is a general invex set, so Yu,v € H : p(u), ¢(v) € Ky,,t € [0,1], we have
o(vr) = p(u) + tn(e(v), p(u)) € Kn. (3.3)

Replacing p(v) by ¢(vy) in (3.2) we get

F(p(u) < Fp(vr)) = Fo(u) +tn(p(v), p(u))),
which implies that
F(p(u) +tn(p(v), o(u))) — Fp(u)) > 0.

Since F is differentiable, so dividing both sides of the above inequality by ¢ and then taking the limit
as t — 0, we have

0 < lim <F(¢(U) + tn(p(v), p(w))) = Fp(u))

— t—0 t

) = )t o)
that is ¢(u) € K, satisfies the inequality

(F'(u),n(e(v),(u))) 20, Vu,v € H:p(u),p(v) € Kyp.

Conversely, let inequality (3.1) holds. We have to show that ¢(u) € K, is the minimum of F on the
general invex set K,,. Since F' is general preinvex function, then

F(p(u) +tn(e(v),¢(w)) < Fle(u) + H(EF(p(v)) = F(v)))-

Now taking limit as t — 0, we have

t—0 t
= (F'(¢(u)),n(p(v), p(w)))
>0

thus, it follows that
F(p(u) < F(p(v), Yu,v € H:p(u),p(v) € Ky,

which completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.11. Let F' be a differentiable function on general invexr set K,, and suppose condition C
holds. Then F is general preinvex function if and only if F is a general invex function.
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Proof. Let F be a differentiable general preinvex function, then
F(o(u) +tn(e(v), o(u))) < F(p(u) +1(F(e(v)) = F(e(u)), Vu,v € H :p(u),p(v) € Kyp,t € [0,1],
since I is differentiable taking limit as ¢ — 0, we have

F(p(v)) = F(p(w)) > lim F(p(u) + tn(w(v),tw(u))) — F(p(u))

= (F'(¢(u)), n(e(v), o(u))).

This implies that F' is general invex function.
Conversely, suppose that F' is general invex function, that is

Fp(v)) = Fp(u) = (F'(¢(u), n(e(v), e(u))). (34)
Since K, is a general invex set. Then Vo(u),p(v) € Ky,,,t € [0,1], we have p(v:) = ¢(u) +
tn(e(v), p(u)) € K, Replacing o(u) by ¢(v:) in (3.4) and using condition C, we have

Fp(v)) = Fp(u) + tn(e(v),¢(u))) = (1= )(F' (e(u) + tn(e(v), e(w))), n(e(v), p(w))).  (3.5)

Similarly, we have

Fp(u) — F(e(u) + tn(e(v), o(w))) = —t(F (¢(u) + tn(e(v), o(u))), n(e(v), ¢(u))- (3.6)
Multiplying (3.5) by ¢ and (3.6) by (1 —¢), and then adding the resultant, we have

F(p(u) +tn(e(v),¢(w)) < (1 =) F(p(u)) + tf(p(v)). 3.7)

This completes the proof. O

Theorem 3.12. Let F' be a differentiable function on general invexr set K,, and suppose Condition
A holds. Then the differential F' of F is n-monotone if and only if F is a general invex function.

Proof. Let F be general invex function. Then

F(p(v)) = Fe(u) = (F' (o), (e (v), p(u)). (3-8)
Interchanging ¢(u) and ¢(v) in above inequality, we have
F(p(u)) = Fp(v)) = (F'((v)), n(e(w), o(v)))- (3.9)
Adding (3.8) and (3.9), we have
(F'(p(w)), (e (), o(u)) + (F'(p(v)), n(p(u), p(v))) < 0. (3.10)

This implies that F’ is n-monotone.
Conversely, suppose that F’ is n-monotone, that is F” satisfies inequality (3.10). Then, from (3.10),
we have

(F'(e(v), n(e(u), o(v)) < =(F'(@(w)), n(e(v), p(u))). (3.11)

< -
Now, since K, is general invex set, then, Vo(u),¢(v) € Kye, t € [0,1], we have p(vy) = p(u) +
tn(gp( ), o(u)) € K. Taking ¢(v) as ¢(v;) in (3.11), and applying condition C, we get

(F'(p(u) +tn(p(v), o(u)),n(e(v), o(u))) = (F'(p(u)),n(e(v), ¢(u)))- (3.12)
Consider an auxiliary function
o(t) = Fp(ve)) = Fe(u) + tn(p(v), o(w))), Vu,v € H:p(u),p(v) € Kyp,t €[0,1].  (3.13)

Now using the fact that F' is differentiable, we have
¢'(t) = (F'(p(u)),n(e(v), p(u))).
Integrating above inequality with respect to ¢ on [0, 1], we have
©(1) = (0) > (F'((u), n(e(v), (u))). (3.14)
Using (3.13) and (3.14), we have
F(p(u) +n(e(v), ¢(u))) — F(u) > (F'(o(u), n(e(v), o(u))).
Now using Condition A, we have

F(p(v)) = Fe(u) = (F' (o), (e (v), p(u)),

which shows that F' is general invex function. This completes the proof. O
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Theorem 3.13. Let K, be a general invex set in H. Suppose function F be n-pseudomonotone and
n-hemicontinuous. If condition C holds, then ¢(u) € Ky, satisfies

(F(e(u),n(p(v), p(u)) =0, VveH:p() e Ky, (3.15)
if and only if p(u) € K, satisfies
(F(e(v))n(e(u), p(v)) <0, Vv e H:p() e Ky, (3.16)

Proof. Let v € H : ¢p(u) € K, satisfies the following inequality

(F(e(u),n(e(v), p(u))) >0, Vve H:pv) € Ky,
which implies that

(Fp(v)),n(p(u), p(v)) <0, Voe H:pv) e Ky,

where F' is n-pseudomonotone.
Conversely, let (3.16) holds. Since K, is general invex set, then Vu,v € H : ¢(u), p(v) € Ky,,t € [0,1],
o(ve) = p(u) + tn(p(v), (u)) € Kp,. Taking ¢(v) = ¢(v;) in (3.16) and using condition C, we have

0> (F(p(ve)) n(e(w), (u) + tne(v), ¢ (w))))

= —t(F(p(vr)), n(p(v), o(w))),
from which we have

(F(p(ve)),n(p(v), o(u))) 20, Vv e H:p(v) € Kyp.

Taking limit as t — 0 on both sides of above inequality, we have

(F(p(u),n(p(v),p(u)) 20, Vo e H:p(v) € Ky, (3.17)

where we have used the fact that F' is n-hemicontinuous. This completes the proof. O

3.2. Hermite-Hadamard type Inequalities. Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities provides us nec-
essary and sufficient condition for a function to be convex. In recent years many new generalizations of
these inequalities have been obtained via different classes of convex functions. For more information,
see [2,4,19-21,23]. In this section, we derive some Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities via general
preinvex functions.

Theorem 3.14. Let F : I, = [¢(a), ¢(a) + 1n(¢(b), ¢(a))] = R be a general preinvex function with
n(p(d),p(a)) > 0. If n(.,.) satisfies the condition C, then we have

2 b 1 w(a)+n(e(b),0(a))
F( pla) +77(290( ),sa(a))> . ot <

F(p(a)) + F(p(b)
= n(p(d), p(a)) '

2

#(a)
Proof. Since F' is general preinvex function and (., .) satisfies the condition C, we have

P (2<p(a) +n(s@(b)7w(a))) Py

5 < 5 [F (p(a) +tn(e(b), p(a)) + Fp(a) + (1 = 1)n(p(b), p(a)))]

Integrating above inequality with respect to ¢ on [0, 1], we have

20(a) 4+ n(p(b), p(a)) 1 w(a)+n(e(d),p(a))
pla) +n(p(d), pla
F< 2 ) = n(e(b), ¢(a)) . (3.18)

v(a)
Also
F(p(a) +tn(p(d), p(a))) < (1 =) F(p(a)) + tF(p(b)).

Integrating above inequality with respect to ¢ on [0, 1], we have

w(a)+n(p(d),p(a))

| it < o) + Fom)
2 0), (@) Fle(z)de(@) < 2 ‘

v(a)
Combining (3.18) and (3.19) completes the proof. O
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Theorem 3.15. Let F, W : I, = [p(a),¢(a) + n(e(d),¢(a))] — R be general preinvex functions
respectively with n(@(b), p(a)) > 0. Suppose n(.,.) satisfies Condition C, then we have
F( p(a) + n(p(b), p(a ))) ( @(a)+n(s@(b),sﬁ(a))>
2 2

p(a)+n(e(b),¢(a))

1
oo FE@W @)

»(a)
< £ M(p(a), o) + 3N (o(a), 9(b))
where
M(p(a), ¢(8)) = F(p(a)) W (pla)) + F(o(5))W (9(0)) (3.20)
and
N(pla), 9(8)) = F(p(a) W (o)) + F(o(0)W (5(a)) (3.21)

Proof. Since F and W are general preinvex functions respectively and 7(.,.) satisfies Condition C, we
have

7 (2<p(a) + 77(2s0(b), w(a))) W <2s0(a) + 1(p(b), w(d)))

2
= F(p(a) + (1 — t)n(e(b), p(a)) + %n(w(a) + tn(p(b), p(a)), o(a) + (1 = )n(e(b), ¢(a))))
W(p(a) + (1 = t)n(e(b), (a)) + %n(@(a) +tn(e(b), p(a)), p(a) + (1 = t)n(p(b), ¢(a))))
[F(p(a) +tn(p(b), ¢(a))) + F(p(a) + (1 = t)n(e(b), (a)))]
x [W(g(a) +tn(p(b), p(a))) + W(e(a) + (1 = t)n(e(b), v(a)))]
SE[F( (@) + tn(p(b), p(a)))W (p(a) + tn(e(b), ¢(a)))

+F( (@) + (1L = t)n(e(b), p(a))W (p(a) + (1 = t)n(e(b), ¢(a)))]

+ = {2 t*)M (a,b) + [t* + (1 — t)*|N(a,b) } .
Integrating above inequality with respect to ¢ on [0,1], we have

P <2so(a) + 77(2@(1)), s@(@)) W (2<ﬂ(a) + 77(2<p(b)7 @(a))>

) p(a)+n(p(b),p(a))

S ORTON (/) Flo()W (p(a))dg(x)

< S M(p(a). 9b) + 3N (o(a), 9(0))

S| =

The proof is complete. O
Theorem 3.16. Let F,W : I, = [¢(a), p(a) + n(p(b), p(a))] = R be general preinvezr function with
n(b,a) > 0, then we have

w(a)+n(e(b),p(a))

1
ORI Fp(x)W(p(z))dp(z) < 5 M(p(a), p(b)) + EN(w(a% @(b)).

Wl =

w(a)

where M (p(a), p(b)) and N(p(a), (b)) are given by (3.20) and (3.21) respectively.
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Proof. Let F,W be general preinvex functions, then for all ¢ € [0, 1], we have
F(e(a) +tn(eb), p(a))W (e(a) + tn(p(b), ¢(a)))

<A =t)F(e(a) + tF(p®)][(1 — )W (p(a)) + tW(p(b))]
= (1 =1)’F(p(a))W (p(a)) + t(1 = )F(p(0)) W (p(a)) + t(1 = ) F(p(a))W (p(b)) + 2 F(p(b))W (0 (b))
Integrating above inequality with respect to ¢ on [0, 1], we have

w(a)+n(e(b),e(a))

1 1 )
(25, p(a)) / Flp(z))W(p(2))de(z) < 2 M(p(a), 0(b)) + = N(p(a), 0(b)).
This completes the proof. .

4. CONCLUSION

We have discussed several properties of general preinvex functions. It is shown that the minimum
of the differentiable general functions can be characterized by variational-like inequalities, which are
called general variational-like inequalities. We have established a necessary and sufficient condition
for the minimum of a differential general preinvex functions. In the last section, we have obtained
some integral inequalities of Hermite-Hadamard type via general preinvex functions. We would like
to mention that the field of general variational-like inequalities is a relatively new one and offer great
opportunities for further research. The ideas and techniques of this paper may stimulate further
research in the field of mathematical inequalities.
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