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Abstract: In this paper, we introduce a novel fractal-fractional identity, from which we derive
new Simpson-type inequalities for functions whose first-order local fractional derivative exhibits
generalized s-convexity in the second sense. This work introduces an approach that uses the first-order
local fractional derivative, enabling the treatment of functions with lower regularity requirements
compared to earlier studies. Additionally, we present two distinct methodological frameworks, one
of which achieves greater precision by refining classical outcomes in the existing literature. The paper
concludes with several practical applications that demonstrate the utility of our results.
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1. Introduction

Convexity is a fundamental concept in mathematical analysis, essential in fields such
as optimization, economics, and functional analysis. A function is generally considered
convex if the line segment connecting any two points on its graph lies above or on the
graph itself. This seemingly simple geometric property leads to powerful mathematical
results, and has extensive applications, including in the development of inequalities and
approximation methods. Convexity also provides essential tools in understanding the
behavior of complex functions, allowing researchers to draw meaningful conclusions about
their properties and the systems they describe.

The renowned Hermite-Hadamard inequality (refer to [1,2]) represents a cornerstone
result in the theory of convex functions, and can be expressed as follows.

Theorem 1. Let by : [11,12] — R be a convex function. Then, we have

)
o(232) <ty [ poopde < Mgl

I

Definition 1 ([3]). A function b : [11,12] — R is said to be s-convex in the second sense on [11,12]
for some fixed s € (0,1] if, for all 3¢1,¢p € D and t € [0,1], the inequality

b(tse1 + (1= 1)50) < £°h() + (1 =)0 (22)

holds.
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In [4], Dragomir and Fitzpatrick provided the following Hermite-Hadamard inequal-
ity for s-convex functions:

)
2710 (252) < gl [0(00) e < e, g

where § is s-convex in the second sense on [11, 15].

Within the realm of approximation theory, convexity has been extensively employed
to evaluate and enhance numerical techniques for calculating definite integrals. Among
these numerical methods, Simpson’s rule is one of the most renowned formulas for approx-
imating definite integrals. It is particularly valued for its simplicity and accuracy when
dealing with smooth functions over closed intervals. Simpson’s formula approximates the
integral of a function by using quadratic polynomials, offering better accuracy compared to
basic methods, such as the midpoint and trapezoidal rules. For a four times continuously
differentiable function h on the interval |11, 73], the classical error bounds of Simpson’s
formula is given by

() )~ o] <

where Hh(4) H = sup
® x€ln)
Dragomir et al. in [5], pointed out the following Simpson-type inequality expressed in
terms of lower derivatives.

[)(4)(x)‘ < co.

Theorem 2 ([5]). Let b : [11,12] = Rwith§f € L[i1,15]. Then, we have

%{5(11)+4h<11+12>+h(12 = 11/[) tdt| <

where |||}, = flf’ )| dse.

In [6], Sarikaya et al. established the following inequality for differentiable s-convex
functions.

Theorem 3 ([6]). Let b : D — R be a differentiable function on D°, 11,1 € D° with 11 < 13, such
that b € Lq[11,12]. If |§'] is s-convex in the second sense on [11, 1), for some fixed s € (0,1], then
we have

%{h(11)+4h<11+12> +b( 12 e zl/b

_ s+1 % 55T2_D % 35+2
ﬂu—m““nﬁ@%mz3*%wmn+wmm.

Corollary 1 ([6]). For s =1, Theorem 3 will be reduced to

o)+ 0(252) 0] - 2 oo

<301 ([ ()] + [b (12) ).
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For further work on Simpson’s inequality using different types of integral operators,
we refer the readers to [7-11].

Fractional calculus, which generalizes integrals and derivatives to arbitrary, non-
integer orders, has become a potent extension of classical calculus. When modeling pro-
cesses with memory, when conventional integer-order models are inadequate, this more
comprehensive approach works especially well. Fractional calculus is important because
it may be used to explain phenomena in a variety of disciplines, including biology, en-
gineering, physics, and economics, where systems show anomalous diffusion, non-local
interactions, or viscoelastic behavior. Because of this, fractional calculus has shown itself to
be a vital tool for comprehending intricate systems that defy easy explanations. For recent
advances in fractional calculus, we refer to [12-16].

In recent years, fractional calculus has seen substantial expansion, attracting con-
siderable interest from scholars in both theoretical and applied domains. This increased
interest has led to the development of various fractional operators, each designed for
specific applications and mathematical contexts. The introduction of operators such as
the Riemann-Liouville, k-Riemann-Liouville, Hadamard, and Conformable fractional inte-
grals, among others, has broadened the reach of fractional calculus, enabling more flexible
and precise modeling of complex systems. Using the notion of convexity, several studies
have been conducted to establish certain integral inequalities through various types of
fractional integrals; see [17-19]. To address the diversity of these operators, Sarikaya and
Ertugral, in [20], proposed a generalized fractional operator that unifies many well-known
fractional integrals, as follows.

Definition 2 ([20]). Let [11,12] be a real interval, and b € L[11,15]|. The left- and right-sided
generalized fractional integrals are given, respectively, by

i Job (%) = 719(:__:)h(t)dt, 1< 2)
and .
5 Job () = /%h(t)dt, x <1y, 3)
where 8 satisfies )
719(:) drx < .
0

Remark 1. The capacity to include several kinds of fractional integrals, such as the Riemann—
Liouville, Katugampola, k-Riemann—Liouville, conformable, Hadamard, and others, is the main
characteristic of the generalized fractional integrals (2) and (3). The following describes these
important special cases:

e Ford(t) = %;) with o > 0, operators (2) and (3) will be reduced to the Riemann—Liouville

fractional integrals defined in [21].
o Ford(t) = '~ with a > 0, we obtain the k-Riemann—Liouville fractional integrals defined

kTy ()
in [22].

a—1
e Ford(t) = t(IOg(lzlz(_al)o(i(l_zt_)t)) with « > 0and 11 > 1, the generalized integrals will be

reduced to the Hadamard integrals, defined in [21].

a_q
e Ford(t) = t(IOg(li)r;(lsﬁ(;Z:f)))k with « > 0 and 11 > 1, we obtain the Hadamard k-

fractional integrals, defined in [23].
1=, (£ — (1, —p)P )]
. For 19(1,) _ P (2—1) 5“1(2“)(12 ) )
integrals introduced in [24].

with a,p > 0, we obtain the Katugampola fractional
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e For d(t)

o Ford(t) = t(1ia — )" " with a > 0, (2) and (3) will be reduced to the conformable fractional
integrals proposed by Khalil et al. in [26].

= t;fz;gt with o > 0, we obtain the tempered fractional integrals introduced in [25].

o Ford(t)="Lexp (— —t) with « € (0,1), we obtain the fractional integrals with exponen-
tial kernel mtroduced in [27].

In the realm of fractional calculus, numerous researchers have concentrated on the
investigation of Simpson-type inequalities through the use of a various types of frac-
tional integrals [28-31]. However, the most notable work in this regard is that of Ertugral
and Sarikaya in [32], where the authors established the following generalized Simpson-
type inequality.

Theorem 4 ([32]). Let b : D — R be a differentiable function on D°, 11,1, € D° with 11 < 15,
such that /' € Lq[n,12]. If |b'| is convex on [11, 1], then we have

4o00) +40(242) +002)] — 55 (oJob (242) + Jon (242) )|
<ot K ()| 4 [ ()],

where

K= /|2Al —3A. (1) dt,

(12=1)

t o

with A(t) = [ Mds < oo, and it Js, ;5 Jo are given by (2) and (3), respectively.
0

Remark 2. It is worth noting that by choosing 9(t) = t, Theorem 4 simplifies to Corollary 1,
provided by Sarikaya et al. in [6].

Fractal sets are geometric structures that frequently possess intricate, irregular shapes
and demonstrate self-similarity at various scales. Defined through recursive processes,
fractals are fundamental in fields like dynamical systems and signal processing, as they
can model natural phenomena with irregular patterns, such as coastlines or turbulent
flows. They are also studied for their ability to quantify complexity using concepts like the
Hausdorff dimension.

In [33], Yang expanded the notion of convexity to fractal sets as follows.

Definition 3 ([33]). Let h : D C R — R¢, where 0 < ¢ < 1is the fractal dimension. For any
s, € Dand t € [0,1], if

h(tse + (1)) < £H(a) + (1= 1)°h(>2)
holds, then b is a generalized convex function on D.

In [34], Mo et al. provided the following definition of generalized s-convexity in the
second sense.

Definition 4. Let h: D C R — R@. Forany s¢,5¢ € Dand t € [0,1], if

bt + (1 - t)30) < £ (a) + (1))

holds for some fixed s € (0, 1], then the function b is generalized s-convex in the second sense on D.
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Fractal calculus has swiftly evolved as a result of intensive research by different experts
and is now widely used in a variety of scientific and technical disciplines. Its growing
popularity in recent years can be related to its emphasis on non-differentiable mappings,
which provide new insights and methods for modeling complicated and irregular processes.

In the context of integral inequalities on fractal sets, several scholars have devel-
oped novel estimations connected to various quadrature formulae and different types of
generalized convexity; see [35—44] and the references therein.

In [45], Yu et al. were the first to introduce generalized fractal integrals. These are
called fractal-fractional integrals, and are defined as follows.

Definition 5. The left and right-sided fractal—fractional integrals are given, respectively, by

x 19 .
gj(g)h(%) - r(ll‘FQ)/ ((%% t)tg) h(t) (dt)gr x >1, (4)
and 1
2 19 .
LT = it [ GO < ®

where I'(.) is the Gamma function, and © satisfies

1
B (s
F(llﬂg)/—ig) (d»)? < oof.
0

In the same paper [45], the authors provided midpoint-type inequalities for twice
local fractional differentiable generalized convex functions. Building on this, using fractal-
fractional integrals, Butt et al. established Simpson-type inequalities in [46] and parametric
inequalities in [47], also for functions whose second-order local fractional derivatives
are generalized convex. In [48], Yuan et al. first introduced the class of generalized
(P, m)-convex functions, and then developed a multi-parameter identity using fractal-
fractional integral operators. From this, they were able to establish interesting results
related to various formulas for twice local fractional differentiable generalized (P, m)-
convex functions.

Inspired by the preceding works, we begin this article by presenting a new fractal-
fractional identity, from which we derive several new Simpson-type inequalities for func-
tions whose first-order local fractional derivative is generalized s-convex in the second
sense. This study is particularly significant because it is the first to prove such inequalities
using the first-order local fractional derivative, which does not require high regularity. On
the other hand, we examine two ways, one of which produces more refined results, by
refining classical results from the literature.

2. Basics of Local Fractional Calculus

In this section, we recall some concepts of fractal theory, as detailed in the mono-
graphs [33,49]. It is important to highlight that ¢ does not represent an exponential symbol,
but rather a fractal dimension defined on the Cantor set. For 0 < ¢ < 1, we have the
following o-type set.

The g-type set of integer is defined as the set

78 = {00, +1¢, 429, .., +n?,..}.

The o-type set of the rational numbers is defined as

Q0= {mQ = (S)Q :p,q € Zand q # O}.
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The o-type set of the irrational numbers is defined as

Q
Je .= {mQ # (5) 1p,q € Zand q # 0}.
The o-type set of the real line numbers is defined as
R? := QU Je.

If u®, v¢ and w? belongs the set R? of real line numbers, then we have
. u? 4+ v and u?v? belongs the set R€.

u+ e =00+ ul = (u+0)° = (v+u)

U+ (02 +w?) = (u+0)° + we.

u%? = v%u? = (uv)? = (vu)®.

cuf(vw?) = (u0?)we.

Cul(v? +w?) = uv? 4 ulwq.

cuf 4+ 0% =0° 4 u? = u? and u?1? = 1%° = u®.

N oUW N e

Definition 6 ([33]). A non-differentiable function by : R — R® is local fractional continuous at
», if
Ve >0,36 >0: |h(s) —h(s0)| < €

holds for | — 3¢9| < 6, where €,6 € R. We denote the set of all local fractional continuous
functions on (11,12) by Cy(11,12).

Definition 7 ([33]). The local fractional derivative of b (<) of order ¢ at 3¢ = ¢ is defined as

h(@)(%O) _ d";}sgf) = )}E{OW

where A2(h(2) — (50)) = T(0 +1)(h(>2) — h(>)).
k times

—
If there exists h*@) (1) = DCD?...D% () for any » € D C R, then we say that
he DkQ(I), wherek =0,1,2,3, ....

Definition 8 ([33]). Let h(sc) € Cqy[11,12] . Then, the local fractional integral is defined by

W10 = iy / b(1)(d1)° = iy AlimOZh

with Atj = tjyq — tjand At = max{Aty, Aty ap, , }, where [tj,ti1],j =0,1,..,N —1and

.....

a=ty <t <..<ty = bispartition of interval [11,15].

Here, it follows that ;, Igh(%) =0if1y = 1p and ,Jgh( ) = ,2 11()( ») if 11 < 1. If for
any » € [11,15], there exists ,, I h(5¢), then we denoted by () € IX[11, 12].

Lemma 1 ([33]). Suppose that () = gl®) (3¢) € Cy[11,12); then, we have
wI0h(3¢) = g(12) — 9(11).
Lemma 2 ([33]). Suppose that b, g € D,[11,12] and 5@ (5),g@(5) € C olt1,12]; then, we have

n130(30)8'9 (32) = H(0)a(>0)[2 — 101 () (50).
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Lemma 3 ([33]). For () = »*¢, we have the following equations:

dosre _ T(ltko)  (k-1)g
D%~ T(+(k-1)o) ’
14k (k+1) (k+1)o
1+g /% (dx)® 1J(r(k+gl))g) (z Q—zl ),kER.

In [33], Yang presented the generalized Holder inequality in fractal domain as follows.

1p], and the functions \?, g7 are both local fractional integral on

Lemma 4 ([33]). Let b, g € Co[ny,1
= 1; then

[11,12] for p,q > Lwith  +

ey ALIOEOICORES (W / Ih(f)l”(df)g) (W / |g<t>q<dt>@) :

More recently, Luo et al. [50] introduced the following improved version of generalized
Holder integral inequality.

Lemma 5 ([50]). Let b, g € Co[t1,12], and the functions b¥, g7 are both local fractional integral on
[11,12] for p,q > 1 with % + % =1, then,

ritg [ 1))l (dn)°
<(%)° ( 1+Q)/12—fg|b()|( ) (HHQ)/ )°a(t mt))
+(r(f+g)/( 1)°|b(t)|” (dt) ) ( 1+Q>/ 11)%)g(t) (dt)@) .

I

1
q

In [51], Yu et al. gave the generalized power mean inequality in fractal domain
as follows.

Lemma 6 ([51]). Let b, g € Co[ny, 1], and the functions b, g7 are both local fractional integral on
[11,12] for g > 1; then,

1 2 1_% 2 %
ritg [ 10(0a(8) (d)° < (mlﬂ,) / Ih(f)l(df)g) (mlﬂ,) / Ih(t)llg(f)q(df)g> .

In the same paper, the authors provided the following improved version of generalized
power mean inequality.

Lemma 7 ([51]). Let b, g € Co[1y,12], and the functions b, g7 are both local fractional integral on
[11,12] for g > 1, then

rig [ I0(0s(8) (dt)°
1
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12 17% ) %
<(3%) (mig) [t2- t)QIh(f)l(dt)Q) (mlﬂ,) [t2- t)glh(f)IIQ(t)lq(df)Q>

151 I

) 17% ) %
+(r(f+g)/<t—zl>@|b<t>|<dt>@> (r(fm/u—zl)%(wug(ﬂq(dt)@) .

51 I

3. Main Findings

This section commences with the introduction of a novel fractal-fractional integral
identity, which will serve as the basis for the establishment of error bounds for the Simpson
rule when applied to fractal-fractional integrals. Following this, we will discuss some
special cases.

3.1. Fractal-Fractional Identity
In order to prove our results, we need the following lemma. We assume that ¢ :

1
[0,00) — [0¢, 00?) satisfy the following condition: r(llﬂ){(lz 11) (e )(d%) < 000,

Lemma 8. Let b : D — R® be a function such that b € Dy(D°), 11,12 € D° with 1y < 15, and
hlo) e Colt1,12]; then, the following equality holds:

5 [b0n) +4% (252 +5(2)| — sy (L7 90(0) + £ T(12))

1
2
1p—11)°
:éez/\qa) r(l?)ig) /Ae(t)b(g)((l — )1y + t1p) (dt)?
0

1
+ F(ll‘*‘Q)/(AQ(t) = 200,(1))p' (1 = )11 + 1) (dt)"
i ANt + (1 - ) e

(Ag(t) =220 (1))0' (111 + (1 = )i2) (1) |,

|

—

—~

—

+[=

o
N\»—k\»—l (=]

where +._7 ) and ® 7@ are defined as in (4) and (5), respectively, and the functions A,(.) and
I
0(.) are defined as bellow,

9((z z
1+e/ E . ¢ <o
0
and
1
4
Qq(t) = r(11+9)/ ((12 11) )(ds) < oof
t
Proof. Let

P = 3Q(P1 — 7)3) + Py — Py, (6)
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where

P1=rargy [ A0 (1= D) + ) (d1)°,

(Ag(t) =290 (1) (1 = )11 + ti2) (d1)°,

A(H)hO (t11 + (1 — £)1p)(d1)S,

(Ag(t) =20 (1)) 5% (11 + (1 = H)12) (d1)°,

N\»—‘\»—l O\N\~ N\»—l\»—l O\N\»—-

Using the local fractional integration by parts for PP;, we obtain

Py :r(1l+e) /Ae(t)b(g)((l — )11 + t1p) (dt)?
0

1

= ﬁ/\e(tﬂ]((l — )iy + tp) ;

1
2

g [ et (1~ a4 ) (@)
0

O\M»ﬂ

=Gt (1)0("52) ~ Gt

Similarly, for P,, we obtain

1
P2 :r(1+e)/(AQ( ) =220 (£)) 5 (1 = )11 + t12) (dt)°

= i (A1) — 220 (1) ((1 — ) + 1),

1
2

_ 3
(12—11)°T(1+0)

i)+ s (0 (4) - (1)o7

1

_ (lz—ll)seqr(ug)/ﬁ((lztzu)t)b((l — 1)1y + t1p) (dt)®
1
2

= e Ae(Db(2) + K (2@1\@( )_3QAQ(%>)[](%)

1
B((1p—1
B <lz—zl>3‘~’gr<1+e>/ Log((1 = ) + t) (d1)°,

1
2

ez (1 - by + ty) ()

N\H\H

ez (1~ bty + i) (A1),

®)
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1
P3:nﬁ@/Adﬂﬂ@Gn+(1—wuwa
0

1

~ e Ae (Dbt + (1= 1)) | .

1
2

+ oty [ (22 Yo + (1= ) (d1)°
0

I—

2
19zlt
=~ A (3)0(52) + g [ (C )bt + (1= D)@ ©)
0

and

1
Py :r(11+g)/ (Ag(t) — 2200 (1))@ (f11 4 (1 — £)10) (dt)°

" (- zl)e (Ag(t) =220 (1)) b(t + (1 — )12) !

1
2

N 30 19((12;11)” hty + (1 —t)1p)(dt)?

(2—11)T(1+0)

N\H\r—‘

0+ e (e(1) -0 (1))

3¢
T o) T (ite)

Ol (1, 4 (1 — £)12) (dF)°

N\~\>—l

=~ Tt () = i (2040(1) - 30 (1) o (25)

L3 Oz )0 (1) 4 (1 — £)ip) (d)°. (10)

(12—11)°T(1+0)

N\H\»—l

(p=1)"

6eA, (1) e obtain

Using (7)—(10) into (6), then multiplying the resulting equality by 2
the desired result. [

Corollary 2. In Lemma 8, if we attempt to take 9(s) = s°, we obtain the following Simpson
identity via local fractional integral:

o s (22) 6] - 50 00

1
2

”’“ /ﬁ (1= t)g + tp) —pl@ 0u+ufﬂnﬂwgg
0

1
Tty [ 3t =20 01— By + 1) = 5@ (b + (1= )| (@) |,

which represents a novel contribution to the literature.
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Remark 3. By setting 0 = 1 in Corollary 2, we obtain

o)+ 40 (252 ) + b0 zzu/h
—2zh 37t[h’((1 — ) +tp) — b’ (ty + (1= t)ip)]dt

+ [ (Bt=2)[0' (1 —t)iy +tip) — ' (11 + (1 — t)1p)]dt |,

Nh—l\»—l

which is proved by Alomari et al. in Lemma 1 from [52].

3.2. Simpson-Type Inequalities via Fractal-Fractional Integrals
Theorem 5. Let b : D — R® be a function such that b € Dy(D°), 11,12 € D° with 1 < 13, and
DONS Colt, 12]. If ‘ b(Q)’ is generalized s-convex on [11,13], for some fixed s € (0, 1], then we have

5 [00n) +4% (152) +5(2)| — 5oy (LT @) + & T ()|
< (3°C(0,5) +3°Co(0,5) + Cal0,5) + Cal0,9) ([0 (1) + [0 (1)),

where X
C1(0,5) = it )/\Ag(tn (1— 1%t (1)

0
Ca(0,5) = gy [ |AelB)]E2at)", (12)

0
05) =ty /|2 Ag(1) = 32 (1)] (1 — 1) (d)? (13)
and

Ca(o,s) = 1+Q)/|2 Ao(1) — 30N (1) |20 (dt)°. (14)

2

Proof. From Lemma 8, the properties of the modulus, and the generalized s-convexity of

o

11—512> +b(12)] ZQAQ ( jg [7( ) :?jgh(lz))‘

Ag(H)][6@ (1 =y + t2) | (d1)°

A—
=S
>
i1 -~
S
[N -
=
-
o
T2
S
&
O — =
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+ g [ 105 o + (1 = )| ()¢
0
1
+ g [ 18et) = 2000|019 (11 + (1= t)2) | dt)°
e r(fjg)/\AQ(t)y(u — 1) h(Q)(n)‘ + 150 b(g)(lz)D(dt)Q
0
+ g [ 8B = 2900 | (1= %20 @ a) |+ £2|p 0 12)|) (1)

MO (£2[6@ ()| + (1 = 1)

he) (12) D (dt)°

5() (1) D (dt)°

| Ag(t) — 290 (1) (#°

50 11)| + (1 1)

+
x|
Tl
cJ
N‘H\,_. o\mw m\»—-\»—n

1

1
2 2
1n—11)° '
=G | i [ 18e)](1 = 7@ + iy [ |Ag(®)]Fe(ar)®
0 0

1
1

+ g [ 129D = 3200 E0(an° | (|5 )| + [0 ()]
C

),

where we have used (11)-(14), and the fact that A,(t) + Qy(t) = Ay(1). The proof is
completed. O

= {1 (3°C1 (0,5) +3°Ca(e,5) + Ca,5) + Cale,9)) ([ @ an)]| + 5@ (12)

3.3. Special Cases

Corollary 3. In Theorem 5, if we set ¢ = 1, we obtain the following Simpson-type inequality via
generalized fractional integrals:

’%[b(11)+4b(m)+h(12)} A 1)( ~Job(11) + +]&b(12)>‘
<5 (3C1(1,5) +3Ca(1,5) + C3(1,5) + Ca(1,5)) (|0 (11) ] + [0/ (12)

)

where C; (i = 1,4) are defined as in (11)—~(14), respectively, and o+ Iry 5 o are given by (2) and (3).

Remark 4. Taking into account the many circumstances covered in Remark 1, the conclusion de-
rived in Corollary 3 represents a multitude of results pertaining to Fractional Simpson’s inequalities.
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Corollary 4. In Corollary 3, if we take 9(t) = t, we obtain

o) + 40 (552) + ()] - 2 ,1/h<t

6S+2 s+2)—4 35+3+3>< 225+5+29+2
S(12 - 11) (42 6sf3(5+1)(5+(2) (|h/(11)| + ’h/(12>|)

Remark 5. We observe that the result obtained in Corollary 4 represents a new estimate similar to
the one by Sarikaya in [6], as given by Theorem 3. If we denote by

Y(s) = (s—4)65T14+2x5512 2% 35+2 42
- 65+2(s+1)(s+2) ’

and
6s+2(s+2)_4><3s+3+3>< (225+5+25+3)

653 (s+1)(s+2) ’
the coefficients of (13 — 11)(|b’(11)| + |’ (12)|) in Theorem 3 and Corollary 4, respectively.

These are shown in Figure 1, from which we observe that the estimate given in Theorem 3 is
finer than that of Corollary 4.

X(s) =

0.2

0.18

o
=)

Values of ¥ and Y

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
s€(0,1]

Figure 1. Comparison between Theorem 3 and Corollary 4.
3.4. Refinement of Fractal-Fractional Simpson-Type Inequalities
To improve our result, we will attempt to involve the term ’b(g (11+12) ‘ by making

the appropriate variable substitutions. This leads to the following theorem.

Theorem 6. Let b : D — R® be a function such that b € Dy(D°), 11,12 € D° with 11 < 1, and
@ e Colt1,12). If ’b(@)’ is generalized s-convex on (11, 12), for some fixed s € (0, 1], then we have

%[b(ll) +4QU(M) +b(zz)} — %(i—j@b(h) + l9+jgh(12))‘
<i oo (]« ) Dol 52) )

where Dy and D, are given by

1
D1(e:5) = rrrg)

=3 (1= 5) +3%0(3) A — vt (@) (15

and

Dy (o

— 390, (1—5) +3%A, (%) | v (dv). (16)
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Proof. From Lemma 8, the properties of the modulus, and the generalized s-convexity of

’b(g)‘,we have

=

5 [b0n) +4% (152) +5(2)| — 5oy (LT @) + & T ()|

} .
—| o | vty [AeODO (1= ) + 1) (@) + gy [ (Ao(t) = 200(0)D O (1= )y + tiz) ()
0 1

1
Loy [ (Me(t) = 2205(1))6@ (b1 + (1 = 1)) (d)°

0
1
)¢ 1
= 1(21291\;1()1) (1“(13-91-9) /AQ(%)U( )((1 —vjutv 1+12) (dv)®
0

1
+ 1y [ (Be(1 = §) = 2905 (1— )@ (v352 + (1 = v)rz) (dv)

1
—1.)¢
= 1(2129A;1()1) (r(1+g)/(3QA@(lzj) Ag(1—5) +290 (1 - §))p" )<(1 —v)n +V11+12) (dv)®
0

(Rg(1 = 3) = 200,(1 - §) =3, (§))p®) (v252 + (1 —vﬁz)(dv)Q) ‘

+
—
’:
+[=
&
O\»—\

1
1p—1)° v 11+1
S1(2321\;()1) (r(llig)/pql\e(z) —Ap(1—3) +2°0(1 ”b ( (1-v)y +V%) (dv)®
0
1
+ i / 3A0(3) = Ag(1 -~ §) +200,(1 - )| (v +<1—v>zz)|<du>@)
S&@%( HQ/BA@@ Ag(1=5) +200, (1= §)] (1= v 6@ ()| + %2 5@ (1552 |) (av)®

1
+ (1 —v)*®

(8) = Aa(1 = §) + 200 (1= §) (v o'®) (457)

w@wwyWW)
0

1
fé%A:l()f)([ Sl ORI >+z@og<1—z>\<1—v>“’<dv>‘2] (o )| + o )

|

1
_1(5%/\@ [(F(He/ [29A,(1) = 3%, (1 - )+39A9(5)|)ng(d1’)g>‘h(%”?z)

0

[ / A(3) - A1 ) +zmq<1—;>|vse<dv>e] 50 (1)
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1
( o (22(1) =30, (1= §) + 3800 (5) )1 = ¥)*(a) )(1n 11)+\n<e><zz>\)]
0
il v (5 + o) Do (552 )

where D and D; are defined as in (15) and (16), respectively. [

Corollary 5. By setting ¢ = 1 and ¢ = t in Theorem 6, we obtain

1
lzill/h(t)dt
1
1h—1 s+3_ 2s+1 s
S 2121 (§5+1—(Zil)((s+;)) (‘h/(ll)‘ + |h/(12)‘)
i 2( 2431 (25+1) ) /(11—512) D

3 (511)(512)
/(11J2FIZ>‘ < [h’ (zlll)Lertfgl()lz)\

E[o) +4n(152) +5(12) | -

Furthermore, using the convexity of |b'| (i.e.,

), we obtain

o+ 0(322) 0] - 2 o

Ih—11
< 12

25+3+35+1 (S 1) (S+1)+2S+1+35+1 (25 25+1
<< 35-21(S+1) 2(s+2) (|h | + |h/(12)|)>

Moreover, by setting s = 1, we obtain

Llo(n) +4n(142) +5()] -

),

which coincides with Corollary 1 obtained by Sarikaya et al. in [6].

= ll/b

<321 (1/ (17)] + |b (12)

Remark 6. In contrast to Corollary 4, the result in Corollary 5 is a refinement of the one presented
in Theorem 3 by Sarikaya et al. in [6], for s € (0,1).
Indeed, if we denote by

(25734351 (s—1) ) (s+1)+2°+ 14351 (25(25+1))

I(s) = 4x35+2(541) (s+2) !

the coefficients of (1 — 11) (|9’ (11)| + [b'(12)|) in the second inequality of Corollary 5. From the
representation in Figure 2, it can be seen that the estimate in Corollary 5 is more accurate and finer
compared to those in Theorem 3 and Corollary 4.

0.2

0.18

=
< 0.16
=4
©
=014

z,
°
N

Values of
=

o
=}
=}

o
=}
=3

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
se(0,1]

o

Figure 2. Comparison between Theorem 3, Corollary 4, and Corollary 5.
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4. Further Results

Theorem 7. Let by : D — R® be a function such that b € Dy(D°), 11,12 € D° with 11 < 15, and
q. . .

5@ € Col11,12]. If‘h(g)’ is generalized s-convex on [11, 1], where q > 1 with % + % =1; then,

we have

fo [00n) + 4% (52) +52)] — Ay (£ T@0() + £ T (w))|

1 :
—1;1)¢ 0
<ty | | | o/ (= 1) 120 — 3o a0t |3 ity [ (3= 1) e
3 0
2

% ((L1(Q,S)‘h(@(z1)‘q n Lz(Q/S)‘h(Q) (12)‘f4)

=

+ (Lz(Q,S)}f)@(q)‘q +Ly(o,s) ’h(e)(zz) ’q) ;>

1
2
1+Q /t ’AQ
0
1

X ((L3(€'/5)‘h(9)(11)‘q + L4(Q,s)‘b(9) (Q)‘q) T (L4(Q,s)‘[,(@)(”)‘q + L3(o,s) ’b(e)(12)‘q) ;> ] ,

where L; (i = 1,2,3,4) are defined as in (17)—(20), respectively.

1
p

P

+

1
11+e)/(1 — 1)?[20A,(1) — 3°A,(t) | (dt)®

Proof. From Lemma 8, the properties of the modulus, the improved generalized Holder’s

q
, we have

inequality, and the generalized s-convexity of ‘h(g)

[0 +49(152) +0(0)] — e (LT @) + LT (1) )|

==

1 P 1
2 2
1 Q q
Sl(zzoAg 1+Q/ % |A@ )| (@) 1Jre)/(%_t) ‘h(g)((l_t)ll+tlz) (a)?
0 0

1
4 q

+3°

1 1
2 2
q
1+Q)/tQ|AQ(t)‘p(dt)Q ig)/tQ’b(Q)((lft)z1+t12)‘ (dt)°
0 0

1
p

1 1

+ F(1+g)/ (1—1)?Aq(t) — 220 ()| (dt)® F(1+g)/ (1—1t) ‘h(@ 1—t)11—0—t12)‘ (dt)®
1 1
2 2

==
Q=

1 1
et [ (= 1) 10 20000 @0 | | ity [ (1= 2) 50— 11+ 1)ty
: :

=

+3° r(larg)?(% - t)Q|AQ(t)|p(dt)Q r(11+g)7(§ - t>g‘h(g)(t11 +(1- f)IZ)’q(dt)Q
0 0

==
=

+3°

—
—~
=
+
O\Nw
~
b=}
s
/—\
QL
pary
S~—
—
—
i [
+
o
&
O S— o
~
kS
=
—
e
—
~
pay
iy
—
—_
-
N2
=
)
N
—
QU
gy
=
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1

! » . L
+ F(HQ)/ (1= 1)%[Aq(1) ZQQQ(t)p(dt)Q) (r(lw)/ (1-1) ‘h Oty +(1- f)lz)‘ (dt) )

1 , 1 i
+ r(11+e)/( %)Q|Aq(f) ZQQQ(t)p(df)Q) (r(lie)/(t - %)Q‘h(e)(“l Y (1- t)lz)q(dt)g)

1 1

1
q

—1201\@ { ( 1+g/ |AQ ) (r(lig)/(%t)g((lt)sg
0 0
+3@( ]@|AQ dt) ( 7 (1-6)" h(Q)(zz)q)(dt)Q)
0 0

P
(1= )% Aq(t) 2QQ@(t)p(dt)Q) (r(llw)/(l t)(l 2 ‘h (11’ + £
%

5@ (ar)|" + fsgh(g)(lz)q)(df)g)

1
q

11 + ¢

1

5@ >q)<dt>@>

+
—
—
/.__\\
+
S

1

5 (1) ’q) (dt)Q)

==

+
—
—
—
Tl=
S
&
I\)M—‘\P—‘ I\)\»—\\P—l
-
Nl—

1
) [Aq(t) ZQQ@(t)p(df)Q) (r(ll-&-g)/(t %)Q<(1_t)se‘h(e)(ll)‘qutse

1 1

+3¢| b Q)]( t)QAQW(dt)e) (mLQ) / (3-1)"(re h(g)(ll)q+(1t)sgh(g)(lz)q)(dt)g)
0 0

+3¢ r(1+ 7tQ|AQ £ (dt)Q) (r(llw)7t@(t5@ h(Q)(z1)‘q+(1—t)sQ f)(g)(lz)q)<dt)g)
0 0

1

» ) i
(1—1)°|Ag(t) ZQQQ(t)p(dt)Q) (r(11+g)/(1 —t)° (tw’h(e)(ll)’q (1 t)sQ’h(@(zz)’q) (dt)Q)

+
—
/,:
+ =
S

1
+ |

I\)\'—‘\P—‘ N\'—‘\r—l

b %
(- %>9A9<f>2m@<””d”g) ( / <fé>g<f5@n<@<n>q+<lff@wwvz“)wf)g) ]

_HQAQ { ( 1+g] |AQ P(dt) ) (Ll(g,s)‘()(@(ll)‘q+L2(Q,s)’b(9)(12)“7)}7
0

+3e(
1

1 P 1
) (mi@/ (1= 1)°[22A,(1) 3@Ag<t>”<dt>‘\’) (Lale,s)[6@ )| + La(e )o@ (1))

1
2

1 r
7t9| P(dt) ) Ls( Q,s)‘f)(g)(ll)‘q+L4(QIS)‘U(Q)(12)V)§
0
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1 : |
+ (r(lig)/(t %)QIZQAQ(U 3QAQ(f)p(dt)Q) (Lz(QfS)‘h(Q)(ll)‘q +L1(Q/S)‘f)(g)(lz)‘q)ﬁ

1

(;t)QAg<t>|"<dt>Q> (L2(e9) 6@ )|+ Lale,9) |5 )[")

=

1
2

1
+3¢ 1"(1+Q)/
0

=

+3| ritg / f%(t)”(dt)@) (Lates) 6@ ()| + Lae.9) @ ()]
0

o~
==

+ (r(llw)/ (1= £)*[22Aq( )3QAQ(f)p(dt)Q> (L3(Q/S)‘h(g)(11)‘q+L4(Qr5)‘h(g)(12)‘q)

1 ; |
+ (r(lig)/(t %)9’29%(1) 3QAQ(f)p(dt)Q) (Ll(QIS)‘h(Q)(ll)‘q JrLz((’:s)‘f)(g)(lz)‘q)a

1

P
1n—11)° ¢
Ry (mig) (1= 3) l2oag(0) - agAg<t>"<dt>Q) +3¢ (

% <(L1(le)‘b(e)(ll)“7 n Lz(g,s)‘[)(e)(lz)‘q)

1
+ (F(1+Q)

7/ (=) 10 <dt>@)
0

)

N —

==
==

+ (La(e,9) |0 @ w)| + La(e,9) 5@ (12)|)

1 % 5 P
/(1 — £)2)20A,(1) SQAQ(t)p(dt)Q) (r<1+e / )
1 0

X
VR
/N
2
=
flry
+
h
-
(=)
S
=
3
~—
= =
+
/N
=~
=
(=)
©n
=
S
=
+
h
o5}
(=)
@
=
=
N}
N——
= (=
~
| I

1
2
(5+2)0\ r(1+(s+1 ¢ (+2)) _ra
= ) - () - O )ity o

(5+2)e 1 T(14s0) T (14+(s+1)g)
:(%) (I’(l-&-(sj—gl)g) B F(1+(2+2)g))’ (1%
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20 (14 (5+2)e (14 (s41
:(%> r((1+zgq)) _(%) r21+gz+2;g; (19)
and
1
T TR L (+s)o(gpy0 — (1) EF2er(a(
Li(,8) =rigy [ 10000 = gy [ = M qane = (1) s (20)
0 1
2

The proof is completed. [

Theorem 8. Let b : D — R® be a function such that h € Dy(D°), 11,12 € D° with 11 < 15, and

hlo) e Coln, 12]. If ‘h(g) ‘q is generalized s-convex on [11, 1], where q > 1; then, we have

v

52 ()] — ity (4T D) + 8. T%(w) |

<ty | 3| rae / (=1)"lael@® | (n(es)|p@ )| +mies)|n®)]")
0

<=

1
q

+3| mitg ]tQIAQ M@ | (nse9)]n@ ][ +nses)p@)]")
0

==

_1
1 1q

+ F(1+Q)/1_t IZQAQ 1) - 3QAQ(t)’(dt>Q (WS(Q’S)‘b(Q)(Zl)‘q+776(Q,S)’f)(g)(lz))q);

NI

1-1
1 q 1
| g [ (= 3) e =3, @)? | (wre9)|p@ )|+ ns(e,9)|0@ )][")’
2 l 17%
+3¢ r(11+g)/(% - t)Q|AQ(t)‘(dt)Q (WZ(QIS)‘U(Q)(ll)‘q +’71(Q:5)‘h(9)(lz)‘q)ﬁ
0

1—

+3| iy / [ A (1) (1ses) @ )| + (e, 9]0 ) ")’
0

|-

_1
1‘1

1
| ity [ =02 R2eA) =3a0|@) | (ns(e9) 6@+ 15(0,5) 6@ 12)| )

=

_1
1‘7

1 1
+ | b [ (= 4)12080(0) = 38y 1) (a1 (%(@ﬁ)\"(g)(“)\q+”7<Q'S)”’(Q)(”)V)q>’

where n;, (i =1, ...,8) are given by (21)—(28), respectively.

Proof. From Lemma 8, the properties of the modulus, the improved generalized power

q
, we have

mean inequality, and the generalized s-convexity of ‘h(Q )
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S lb(n) +49n(2

+ 8. 7%(n))]

)
( (11+Q)7< ) ‘Ao !’f) 1—t)11+t12)‘q(dt)9>
0

1
22—l ° ¢
Sl(ék’Ag()l) (3Q (r(llw)/@ - t) [Ag(t)
0
! "
+3¢ (r<1l+g>/t‘9|l\g(t)|(dt)@) (
0

1

+ (r(1+g>/ (1= 1)%|Aq(t) —2°Q(t)|
1
2

1 1-3
+ (F(11+e>/(t_ %>Q}A9(t) _ZQQQ(f)|(dt)Q) (

72) +0(2)] = 3,17 (4
|
r

1
q

(2T
-3

(dt)g)

gy [ A®]p@ (= Bn + tlz)‘q(dt)‘?)
0
17% 1

(dt)Q) (mlﬂ)/a —1)%|Ap(t) — ZQQQ(t)”F)(Q)((l — )+ tzz)‘q(dt)g)

1
q

1
/ 1) Aq(t) zmq(t)uh@((l—t>u+uz>)q<dt>Q)

1
q

],_t | Ag(t) I‘h tzl+(1—t)lz)) (df))
0

1
q

12 Ag(5)| 5@ (b1 + (1 = )12) [ (dt))

1
4
1
| rtg [0 DAut) — 2004 ()| (@)
1
1 3 1 g
+ | /(t—l)Q}A (£) — 2200, (1) (dt)° 1 /(t—l)Q|A (£) = 200 ()| |6 (11 + (1 = s )’q(dt)g
T(1+o) 2 0 0 T(1+0) 2 0 0 1 2
1 1
1 1- l
h—n ¢ T ¢ s
§1(20.Ag<)1) (SQ (F(ll-&-g)/(% *t> |Ae(t)‘(dt)g) ( T(1+) / ‘Aa 1 (1-1)%
0

0

1 @
( (11+Q)/(1 — 1) Aq(t) —QQQQ(t)"f)(Q>(f11 +(1- f)lz)‘q(dt)g)

1
q

(@) ()| + ¢

) (b)‘q)(dt)g)

1
q

5@ ay)|" + £

+
63}
A/
—
)
+
%N»—A
=
=
~_
_
|
Sl
/___\
H
+
o]
\
>
/Q
_
|
-
%

5(® <12>\q)<dt>@)

‘7

1
q

(@) ()| + 1

b (12)’q>(dt)g)

1
X r<1+g)/ (1-£)2[22A,(1) = 32, (1)] (1 = 1)
1

1-1
1
| retg [ (1= 1) oA —3QAg(t)(dt)Q>

1
q

00 (1)[+ ¢

(@ (zz>\q)<dt>‘~’)

1
[t -1 -no oo
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1
q

17% !
<—t>%e<t>r<df>@) (m:@/(%—ffrA@w(tw
0
17l !
tQ|AQ |dt)) ( 1+o/ tQ‘b (1) +(1—t)59
0

q s
( ol

5®)(1)[") <dt>€)

1
q

O\N\'—‘ o\ww»—

5@ (1) ‘q> (dt)g)

1
=3

(1—1)2]22A,(1) — 3@AQ(t)|(dt)9)

1
q

(1—1)2|22A,(1) — 3@Ag(t)\<t5‘2

0@ )|+ (1 - )%

b (12)’q>(df)g)

1-1
(- %)Q}ZQAga)—a@AQ(t)(dt)@)

NI — N\H\H N\H\r—\ N\»—‘\b—l

A

£—1)"[28A0(1) = 3 Ag(1)| (1€

5@ (1y)| "+ (1 = 1)

So, we have

<52 (SQ (T(llw) 7 (- t)QA@(t)(dt>Q) (o) p @)+ WZ(Q’S)‘E’(Q)(ZZ)V);
0

. =
ﬂAgdw) (1509 |5@ )| + na(e,)[6@ )] ")

_|_
w
o
~ g )
T_.\
O\,\,_

==

.
1 1
+ | g (1= D02 )3MAHMN) (152, 9)|0@ ()| + 152, 9)[p@ (12)] ")
i |
| g (- Qgﬂ%ﬂ)3MdﬂMN) (172 9)|p@ )| +ns(e.9)[p@ (12)] ")

1=3
thaowm) (e 9)|p@ )" +mies)|p@)][")’

/N
N|—

+
o)
o
—
=
T_T
O\N\»—‘ O\N\»—'

1.1
tQ|AQ )( dt)g) (;74(Q,s)’b(9)(z1)’q+773(Q/5)‘U(Q)(12)’q)2’
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The proof is completed. [J

5. Applications
5.1. Quadrature Formula
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1 -3 1
g [ (= 0020010 =300, (0](@0 | (sles) 0@ )|+ 1s(e,9) 0@ w2)|")”
1-1
! 0 q 'N;
g [ (£ 1) oag) =3, @) | (ns(e,9)|0@ )] +17(e9)]n' (2)] )">,
where we have used
1(0,5) = mlw)/(% — )| Ag(8)] (1 - £y (dn®, (21)
0
n2(0,5) = F(lig)/(% _ t)Q|AQ(t)}tSQ(dt)Q, (22)
0
%
15(05) = gy [H18e(8)] (1= ()", 23)
0
n4(0,s) = F(11+g) /‘|A1(t)|f(1+5)9(dt)9, (24)
0
1
n5(0,8) = r(1l+g)/‘ZQAQ(1) — SQAQ(t)‘(l — f)(”S)Q(dt)Q, (25)
1
16(0:5) = iy [ (1= )°20A0(1) = 3eA ()] P2(d)*, (26)
! Q
17(05) = iy [ (£ = 1) 122A0(1) = 3¢Ao(8) (1 — H(a)° (27)
1
and
(28)

Let @ be the partition of the points 11 = xp < x1 < ... < x,, = 1p of the interval 1, 1],

and consider the quadrature formula,

rry /b)) = A(b,®) + R(h, ®),
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where

(b q) Q+1) Z (x,+1 x;) ( ) +4Q[J (Xi+£fi+1) + h(xiJrl))
and R(h, @) denotes the associated approximation error.

Proposition 1. Let n € Nand b : [11,12] — R® be a differentiable function on [11,13] with

0<1 <npandh® ¢ Coln, 12]. If‘b(g) is generalized convex function, we have

IR(b, @)
= Xiq—x;)%° _ _
<riirg & e sty — s (96| + [0 ()]

Proof. Applying Theorem 5 with ¢#(t) = t¢ and s = 1 on the subintervals [x;, x;1]
(i=0,1,..,n—1) of the partition ®, then using the generalized convexity of |h¢|, we
obtain

5 (00r) +22 (35550 ) 4 h(xig) ) — &l I b(1)
< (D1(e 1) (|09 ()| + 0@ (xis0)|) + D2, 1)[p(@ (%151)

where D; and D; are defined as in (15) and (16), respectively, with

) @

No(t) = ‘(xlfhzl)) te.

@) (x;)|+] 6 (
2

Using the fact that ‘b(g) ( Lt ) ‘ <o fis1)] , Inequality (29) gives

5 (b0x) +20 (255 ) 4 h(xin) ) — g 8,00

<H2Ds(0,1) (|00 x| + 6@ (i), (30)
where Dj is given by
5
i i _ Xip1—x ¢ 20_9@ Q_ne
Ds(e,1) = ("rﬁﬁé Iro) /|1 =3t (dt)? | = (’“r*(hfﬁ)) [3@3r(1+220) ~ 5rare
0

Multiplying both sides of Inequality (30) by I§(Em) M) (xi+1 — x;)", and then summing the

obtained inequalities for all i = 0 to n — 1, and using the triangular inequality, we obtain
the desired result. [

5.2. Special Means
For arbitrary real numbers 11,1, we have the following.

0,0
1+,
20 -

The Arithmetic mean: A,(11,12) =

) . r(1+ng) 1;”+1>Q71§n+1>g
The n-Logarithmic mean: Ly,(11,12) = M (i 1)0) (i) (me)? ) 112 > 0,11 #1p

and n € Z\{-1,0}

Proposition 2. Let 11,1 € Rwith0 < 11 < 1p, and n € N with n > 2; then, we have

‘AQ(U (2041, 18) + 424 (1,12) | —3° (;i_j@)b(zl) + ?Tj(g)f)(zz)) ‘
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<(13—11)%(C1(0,1) + Ca(0,1) + C3(0,1) + C4(Q'1))1m (lgn—l)o + léﬂ—l)g)/

where C;, i = 1 to 4 are defined as in (11)—(14), respectively.

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 5 with s = 1, applied to the function
h(x) =x". O

Proposition 3. Let 11,10 € Rwith0 < a < b, and n € N with n > 2; then, we have

\AQ(1) (20401, 18) + 424 (1, 12) | —3° (192 T@b(11) + gj@h(zz)) ‘

<(12—11)Q I'(1+ no)
=T T(1+ (n—1)0)

(2(”*1)9D1(Q, 1) + Dz (o, 1)) (zgnfl)g + 15"71)Q>,
where Dy and D, are defined as in (15) and (16), respectively.

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 7 with s = 1, applied to the function
h(x) =x". O

6. Conclusions

In conclusion, this work has introduced a new fractal-fractional identity and derived
innovative Simpson-type inequalities for functions with generalized s-convexity in the
second sense through their first-order local fractional derivatives. By lowering regularity
requirements, our approach expands the scope of fractal-fractional calculus applications
and provides refined methods that enhance classical results. This research opens new
horizons in the study of fractal-fractional integral inequalities, paving the way for further
exploration and potential advancements in mathematical analysis and applied sciences.

Additionally, this work lays the groundwork for investigating the error associated
with Simpson’s formula under other types of generalized convexity. Future studies could
also explore extensions to other quadrature rules, such as Bullen’s and Milne’s formulas, to
further enrich the framework of fractal-fractional analysis.
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