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We consider in this paper generalized convexity cones
C(¢y,- - - ,¢n) with respect to an Extended Complete Tchebycheffian
system {¢(x), -+, ¢.(x)}. These cones play a significant role in
various areas of mathematics, such as moment theory, theory
of approximation and interpolation, and theory of differential
inequalities,

The properties of the cone C(¢y, - --, ¢,) are investigated.
In particular, the extreme ray problem is solved explicitly for
this cone, and for the intersection of such cones. Several
structural properties of the cones are then determined.

The cone dual to C(¢,, -+, ¢,), which was introduced by
S. Karlin and A, Novikoff is examined and a charaecterization
of the cones which are dual to intersections of generalized
convex cones is given. Some extensions of known theorems
are given as applications,

We start by recalling some definitions and properties of functions
of the generalized convexity cones. The concept of generalized
convexity, which can be viewed as a generalization of the classieal
concept of convex functions of order », was introduced by T. Popoviciu,
[6]. The investigation of the dual cones was started by S. Karlin
and A. Novikoff [4].

Let {y(x)}7, be continuous functions on a finite interval [a, b].
This system is called a Tchebycheffian system, or a T-system, provided
that the nth order determinants

”'h(xi) °te Q#I(xn)

(1) : :
wn(xl) et ’llf‘n(x%)

D<,¢~1’ LI "ll\n

xl’ ) xn

maintain the same sign for every choice of a 2, < «+-- <, < 0.
Without loss of generality we may assume that they are positive.
If the functions {y;(¢)}%, are of class C™'[a, b], we can extend

Y1y 0y Y

the definition of D(
Lyy o0y Ty

), as given by (1), to allow for equalities
Yryy o0 0y “/WL) .
is

amongst the «,, If a2, <+ Z2,=<0b, then D(
xl’ o--, x?’b
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defined to be the determinant in the right-hand side of (1) where for
each set of equal x,’s the corresponding rows are replaced by the
successive derivatives evaluated at the point.

With this definition, the system {vy-;(x)}2, will be called an Extended
Tehebycheffian system (ET-system) provided

Viy =00y Va

Ly 00, Ty

IA

(2) D( >>0foralla§x1§---§xn b.
A system of funetions {y;}7., such that for every k, 1 <k < mn,
{v¥., is an ET-system, will be called an FExtended Complete

Tchebycheffian system (ECT-system).

DEFINITION 1. A function @(x) defined on (a, b) is said to be
convex with respect to {yr;}*, provided

Yoy 2oy Py @
mly ) x‘ny '/Y’.n—l»l

(3) D( )go,a<x1<-.-<xn+l<b.

The set of funetions satisfying (38) is evidently a cone. This cone is
referred to as a “generalized convexity cone” and is denoted by
C("lfly ] qlf‘”).

We consider in this paper only convexity with respect to ECT-
systems. It can be proved (see [3]), that for a given ECT-system
{0}, there exist functions {yr;(x)}~, such that

1) (@) = 2ae0,(x), 1 =1, -+, n.

2) {y;}r-, is an ECT-system.

3) The cone C(4,, ---, 0,) is identical with C(vyry, + -, 4,).

4) The functions {y;(2)}7-, admit of the representation

”'1[’1(90) - ul(x)
(4) : R
pal@) = @) @ o (e de, - e

where u,(x), - -+, u,(x) are continuous positive functions on [a, b].

Henceforth, we shall assume that {y;}?, the basic functions of the
cone, admit of the representation (4). The functions {u;}; will be
called the generating set of the ECT-system {vy}. Note that the
ordinary convexity of order n is convexity with respect to the system
(1, z, ---, 2"") which is generated by {u; =1,1=1, -+, n}.

We define the differential operators

d 1

(5) Djf:-d—‘—f» Ejf:Dj“’Dxf-
T

and note that
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(6) Eiy, =0 1=k=yg
By, = Ui > 0.
We list some properties of functions belonging to C(yr, + -, V¥.).

These properties are noted for ready reference as they are used
extensively throughout the sequel. The first three are proved in [3],
while the others are simple observations:

(1) If p(@)e C™a, b) NCly, -+ +, ), then E'p(z) = 0.

@) If p(x)e C(yy, ++-,,), then o(x)e C"*a, b). Furthermore,
@ ¥(x) has a right derivative @i " which is right continuous and a
left derivative @ which is left continuous and "™ = @i a.e.

(3) The set {p(x) | p(x) € C*(a, b)NC(yy, * -+, 4,)} is weakly dense
in C(yy, +++, ¥.), in the topology of pointwise convergence.

(4) Let p(x)€ C(y,) and let it be right continuous. Then

do@) = d [%]

is a completely additive positive measure, which is determined uniquely
by the requirement that it have no mass at a.

(5) We next introduce the concept of a “reduced” system. The
system (Eiyr; .y, +++, Eiy,) is called the tth “reduced” system associated
with (4, =+, ¥,). It is clearly seen that this is the ECT-system
generated by (#;,,, ---,u,), so that we may consider the “reduced”
cone C(E'*yy, -+, Eiy,). From the definitions, it follows that

(p(m) € C(“lfl, ] "l’n) = El(P(x) € C(E’i"‘/’\i F1y © %y Ei"/fn)

for n =2 and t <n — 2. For 4 =mn — 1, in order that the relation
persist we have to replace

n—2 . . ’

B (@) by B pl) = | 20 ]

Upa() r '

(6) Let ox)eC(yi, *++,4,), m =2, Then, by property (5),
Er'p(x) e C(u,). Furthermore, by property (2) it is right continuous.
Hence, by property (4), there exists a positive measure dp =
dIEx " 'p(x)/u,(x)] without mass at @, which is uniquely determined by
P(x).

2. Extreme rays and the representation theorem. A great
deal of information about a cone can be derived from the structure
of its extreme rays (if it has any). Fortunately, our cone has extreme
rays; moreover, there is available a representation for funections of
the cone in terms of the extreme rays. A similar structure is also
inherited by the finite intersections of generalized convexity cones, of
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the type C*N[NC(yy, <+, 9;)], where C* denotes the cone of
positive functions.

THEOREM 1. The extreme rays of C(yy, =<+, 4,), n =2, modulo
the linear combinations >ii.,a: (), are the solutions of

(7) AlE'p(@)/u.(@)] = 0,(x) a<t<b.

where 0,(x) is the delta distribution with jump at ¢.
The case » = 1 is exceptional, as will be explained later,

Proof. We note first that two solutions of the equation

(*) ALEE (@) [w.(@)] = dpu(x)

for a given dpu(x), can differ only by a linear combination of the
{vs(x)}r-,. Indeed, the difference of two such solutions has to satisfy
E"p(x) = 0. By (6), the functions {y, ()}’ are solutions of this equa-
tion, and since their Wronskian is different from zero, they form a
fundamental system of solutions, so that every solution is a linear
combination of {y;(x)}’-,. Hence, the equation (*) with = prescribed
initial conditions admits a untque solution.

(@) Let @*(x) be a solution of (7), and let ¢*(x) = ¢i(®) + @.(x)
where @,(@), pu(x) € C(yy, * -+, 9,). We have

AL E o (@) [u(@)] = 0/(x) = dEz " o (x)/u.(x)] + d|Ez™ gy (@) ()] ,

where the terms on the right hand side are nonnegative measures.
Thus, their supports have to be concentrated at the point ¢. But the
only nonnegative measures whose support consists of one point are non-
negative multiples of the o-functions. Hence,

0<k =1,

and by the uniqueness property which was mentioned above

Pi(@) = lup™(@) + 3} airi(x) i=1,2.
Thus, each solution of (7) is an extreme ray.
(b) Let now @(x) be a solution of
ALER ' p(@)/u.(2)] = dpe(x) = 0

where the support of dp(x) contains at least two distinet points «,
and x,. Let I, and I, be two disjoint intervals such that x;e1l;, © =
1, 2. Then, we have du(x) = dp(x) + dp(x) where
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_ [dp(@) we
dplw) = { 0  otherwise
o) — { 0 xel

i) = dg(x) otherwise .

If we denote by o,(x) a solution of
A E; o) u,(@)] = dpr(x) = 0 t=1,2,

then @ x)e C(yry, =+, ), © = 1,2, and

[73(“") = @1(90) + @2(90) -+ :};n i) .
Hence, () is not an extreme ray.

REMARK. The case n = 1 requires special attention, since in this
case we are not assured of the right continuity of ¢(x) so that
d[p(x)/u,(x)] is not well defined. Nevertheless, the modifications are
slight.

The regularization @(x) of a function p(x)ec C(y,) is defined to be
the function obtained by changing the values at the points of
discontinuity (a denumerable set), so as to render the function right
continuous, With this definition, we have:

The extreme rays of C(4r,) are the functions ¢p(x) whose regulari-
zation satisfies

(8) A P(@)/u(@)] = 0,(x) a<t<b.

Henceforth, every statement about the cones is to be understood,
when n = 1, to apply to regularized functions only. The modifications
necessary in order to obtain the general case follow the ideas indicated
above.

DEFINITION 2. Let ¢,(x; t) denote the extreme ray of C(yry, « -+, ¥,)

corresponding to d,(x), (for » =1, it is determined only a.e.), which
satisfies

(9) Ep(a) =0, t=1,.,m.

where E’p(a) = ¢p(a).

These conditions determine the function completely because of the
uniqueness property mentioned in the proof of Theorem 1 and the
following lemma, which will be used several times.

LemMA 1. The set of initial data {E'f(a)}r determines com-
pletely the data {f " (a)}r and conversely.
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Proof. The relations that express one set of data in terms of
the other, are explicitly of the form

E'f(a) = f(a)
Ei=f(a) = jf‘f“”(a)cj 2t =n.
=1
We clearly have, for 2 =4 =mn, ¢l = 1/u,(a) -+ u;,_(a) > 0. Hence,

the matrix of these relations is triangular and nonsingular, and the
lemma follows.

A further insight into the structure of the extreme rays is offered
by the following theorem:

THEOREM 2. Let the functions y;(x;t), ¢+ =1, -+, n, be defined
recursively by the rules

(10) (@ 1) = a o<t
BEE= 1) t<w=b
0 a <t
. — Ik—1 i—1
=l w;(t) <=k<Zn

Then Y.(x; t) = @, (x; t) (as defined in Definition 2).

Proof. The following formulas can be proved by induction

0 et
Eiy,(2)

) a—j=1 Jpiti-i, )
(12) B t) =1 — 5 B0 gay e
=2 Uj4(0) )
_ Eiy,(Q) Eiv.. (vt J=n—2
u]-+1(t) RX.Hvl(xy ) ’ t _S_ x é b
18 Epo-—| 0 eEost
&A@ 8) =
(13) X U, () t=ax=b
(14) d[M] =6,®) .
U (2)

The proof proceeds by double induction. First, we apply induction
on n, and then, for fixed # we apply induction on j. We shall not
bother the reader with the computational details.

Furthermore, for the point z = @, the conditions
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E=y. (a;t) =0 t=1,,m
are evidently satisfied.

Using these formulas, we note that
(15) Eig,(x;x) =0 for ze(a,b), 0 Z5j=<n—2.

This result follows by simple induection from (12), since by using (12)
and (13) we deduce its validity for j7 = m — 2. Thus, the functions
P.(x;t), n = 2, are continuous in ¢, @ < ¢t < b, for any fixed x. (More-
over, they possess a continuous derivative in (a, ), (2, b)). Forn =1,
there is one point of discontinuity, namely, ¢ = x. In order to extend
the continuity property to the closed interval a <t < b, we define

(16) (@5 @) = 9, (%), Pu(@,0) = 0.

COROLLARY 2.1. The functions @,(x;t) belong to

CHALNCHR, =, ¥

J

Proof. We observe first that, for j <mn — 1, the relation
Ei~p,(t;t) = 0 together with Eip,(x;t) = 0 for x = ¢, imply that
Ei~'p (x;t) = 0 for © = ¢. Indeed, from the inequality Eip,(x;t) = 0
we deduce that Ei~'p,(x;t)/u;(x) is monotone increasing for x = ¢.
Since its value at ¢ is zero and w,(x) = 0, it follows that E'~'p,(x; t) = 0
for x = ¢t. By (13), (15) and this observation, we have

E =g, (x;t) = 0 for every @, 65 =1, -+, n— 1.
Furthermore, by (13) and (14), ¢,(x; t) belongs also to
C("/fly ) "#n—l) N C("/flv %y 'Wn) .

Having obtained the extreme rays and some of their structural
properties, we can now state the representation theorem.

THEOREM 3. Let f(x) be any function of C(yy, «+-, 4,), and let

17 d[_ﬂu_(xi)x)_] — do(@) = 0.

Then f(x) admits of the representation

(18) f@) = | o 0 dott) + 5L LDy ).

= u(a)

REMARK. For n = 1, the representation (18) is valid only for the
regularized f(x), but the adaptation for general f(x) is simple,
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Proof. We shall prove the theorem for # = 2. Denote the right
hand side of (18) by f*(x). We shall show that

d[ﬂif_*_(ﬂ] — do(@)

e
E~f*(0) = E“f(a) , i=1-m.

(19)

Then, by Lemma 1 and the uniqueness property, f*(x) will have to
be identical with f(x).
We shall make use of the following lemma.

LEMMA 2. The operators {E*} satisfy

B oty do®) | = | Epum 0 dot), i =1, m -1,

(20) . ot
B[ ouw 0 dow) | = || Bieue; b do

Proof. The first equation is proved by induction on 7. The
second equation follows by the same argument as the one used in the
induction. For 4 =1, (20) holds trivially. Suppose now that it holds
for 1=k <n — 2. Then

B | u(a; 0 d00) | = DB [ | putws 0 dott)|
_ Dk[S” Eip,(w: 8) d p(t)] (by the induction

hypothesis)
_ A E,(w; t)
- dx[ga Y (t)]

= B, ) do) .

The last equation holds because of the properties of ¢,(x;t) expressed
in Theorem 2 and equation (15). For the case &k = n — 1, we have to
include in the integral the possible jump of p(f) at ¢ =z, In the
other cases, by (15), this inclusion makes no difference.

Using Lemma 2, (19) follows easily. Indeed, by (6)

& _Eif(a) I
B 5 )= v, 1=k=n.

Furthermore, the integral term vanishes for 2 = a, since dpo(t) is
normalized so that no mass occurs at a. This establishes the second
part of (19).

By Lemma 2,
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) = B e 0 dot) + T 0 @)

which by (13) is equivalent to
Bf @ (o) 1 EH@

%, () @ w (@)
or d[M] = do(z) , as was to be proved.
(%)

THEOREM 4. The functions {p,(x; {)} together with {y,(x)} form
the complete system of extreme rays of CrN[N1,C(yy, ==+, ¥l

Proof. Note that here it is no longer modulo a linear combination,
but a bona fide system of extreme rays.

We observe that C* N[N Clyy, +«-, ¥;)] < Clapy, » =+, 4p,). Fur-
thermore, by Corollary 2.1, the functions {p,(z;t)} belong to
C*N[N2Clyy, +++, ¥;)]. Hence, since {p,(x;t)} are extreme rays
for C(y,, =+, 4,) and belong to the subcone C* N [N, C(yry, - -+, ¥)],
they have to be extreme rays for the subcone as well.

Next we show that {y;(x)}7 are also extreme rays of
c N [ﬂyzlc("lfly M) “#j)]- By (6)7 we have

(21) Pi@)e CT N L0 Crs, ooy )] t=1, .-
Furthermore, we assert that the following is true,

(22) 0@) = 3 by 9@ € C* N[N C, =+, )]
if and only if 6,=0, 5 =1,---, % .

Indeed, sufficiency of the conditions b, = 0,5 =1, ---, n is obvious by
(21). The necessity is easily proved by contraposition: If b;, is the first
negative coefficient, then by applying the operator E/o~! to 3\7_.by (%)
and substituting = = a, we ascertain that >7.,b,4;(x) cannot belong to
C("ub‘ly ) 7//\1'0—*1)'

Let 4 be any number between 1 and n. Suppose that there exists
a decomposition of +;(x) of the form

¥i(@) = @i(®) + @u(w)
where o), p(x) € Ct N [}L_jl Clpyy <oy i)l .

Applying the operator d[Er*-/u,(x)] to both sides and using the non-
negativity of the resulting summands, we deduce

Erp(z) = E*py(x) = 0,
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Hence, both o,(x) and @.(x) are linear combinations of {v;(x)}r. Using
(22) and the linear independence of {vy-;(x)}}, we find

Pu(®) = ai(@) Pu(®) = (1 — a)yri) 0=a=1,

thus proving that +;(z) is an extreme ray.
The same argument as in Theorem 1 part (b) shows that there
can be no extreme ray other than {p,(x; t)} and {y;(x)}%

REMARK. The representation theorem for the cone C(y, - -+, )
gives rise to a similar one for the subcone C* N [N2,C(py, +++, ¥)].
The additional requirement is that the coefficients E*~f(a)/u(a), 2 =
1, -+, m, in (18) be nonnegative.

Consider now the jth “reduced” system {E7; (), <+, By, (x)}
and the corresponding cone C{Eir;,,, -+, Eiy,}. Let

gk;j! Cé)k;j 10;17”';/)%4.7.

be the differential operators associated with this cone. (They are
defined with respect to the new system in the same way that D;, K7
were defined in (5) with respect to the original system.) Denote by
{@n.;(x; ©)} the extreme rays of this cone which satisfy

(23) gk»ﬂ;j@(a) =90 k= 1’ e M — j .

LemMMA 3. The extreme rays o, (x;t) are related to the extreme
rays of the ortginal cone by means of the formula

Proof, Direct application of the definitions yields.

{gk]f(x) = D; . f(2)
gk;iEif(x) — Ej"'kf(:l}) .

Hence, by using the properties of ¢,(x;¢), we obtain

[ BN | of Blesh ] g
U, () U, (x)

and
[g/:~1;jEj q)n(xr t)lx:a - E’Hv’;l@n(a; t) =0 y fo = 1’ e, M — .7
and the uniqueness property implies (24).
3. Characterization of the dual cones. Throughout this section

dpt will denote a signed measure of bounded variation on (a,b). The
dual cone to a cone C of functions is the set of signed measures dp
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such that
(25) Sb(p(:)c) dp() = 0 for all peC .

The dual cone is denoted by C*.

Necessary and sufficient conditions for a signed measure to belong
to C*(yy, + -, 4,)—the cone dual to C(yr, +--, +,)—were obtained in
[4]. We wish to characterize the dual cone of an intersection of
generalized convexity cones, We will obtain, for example, necessary
and sufficient conditions for a measure to belong to the cone dual to
the cone of positive, increasing and convex functions.

We first investigate finite intersections of generalized convexity
cones, of the type C™ N [N3,Clyy, « -+, )]

THEOREM 5. Necessary and suffictent conditions for dp to belong
to the dual to Ct N[ N3 C(py, * -+, ¥,)] are:

(26) M) | ite) dp) = 0 i=1,

27) @) Sb(pn(x; t) dp(z) = 0 forast<b.

Proof. (a) Necessity. By (6), the functions {y;(x)}?, belong to
C NINw.C(y, +++, ¥;)]. Henece, (26) is a necessary condition.
Furthermore, by Corollary 2.1, @,(x;t)e C* N [N2,C(ypy, ==+, ;)] for
every t. Hence, (27) is necessary too.

(b) Sufficiency. Let g(x) be an arbitrary function belonging to
C*Nin2.CHry, -+, v)]. Then, by Theorem 3 and the Remark fol-
lowing Theorem 4, g(x) admits of the representation

o) = pute; 0 dote) + 3 D o

where dp(t) is a nonnegative measure and

ET9@) for i=1, -+, m.
)
Thus,
o) dpe) = | [ outes o) | dpur + 55 ——("%lﬁ i) dpe()
= (1o 1) dpor | dot
29 o
- S g o (1 1) d/e(x)] dp(t) (by Theorem 2)
=0.
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An examination of (28) yields also:

COROLLARY 5.1. Necessary and sufficient conditions for dp to
belong to the dual to N} ,.C(yy, -+, 9;), L=k =m, are

1) gzq/fi(x) dp(@) = 0 i1, ek
@ |y dpa) = 0 Frlzizn
(3) Sb%(W; ¢) dp(x) = 0 ast=b.

REMARK. For &k = n, Corollary 5.1 expresses the characterization
of the cone dual to C(+, +++, 4,). Thus it subsumes as a special case
the results for C*(y, -+, 4r,) which were obtained, in a different
way, by S. Karlin and A. Novikoff [4].

The dual cones of other types of intersections can also be
characterized, but the conditions are more complicated. One might be
led to believe that replacing the suitable inequalities in (26) by
equalities, as was done in Corollary 5.1, would provide necessary and
sufficient conditions. Unfortunately, as we show later by a counter
example, this is not the case. It is true, however, that the conditions
obtained in this way are sufficient. The sufficiency proof proceeds in
exactly the same way as in Theorem 5.

We defer the discussion of the counter example and divert now
our attention to the case m = 2, which is important in applications,

Let C(+yy, + -+, 4,)” denote the cone of functions @(x) such that
— o(x) € C(4py, +++, 9,). For example, C(1)~ is the cone of nonincreasing
functions and C(1, x)~ is the cone of concave functions (in the standard
sense).

THEOREM 6. Necessary and sufficient conditions for dt to belong
to the dual to C(y))~ N C(¥ry, ¥,) are

(29) | (@) dp@) = 0
(30) [ ) dpte) = 0 a=t=b
where +r(t; x) is defined by

D) @) — o) v =t

"zb’(t; /’0) = u](t)

0 t=<x=b.
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Proof: (a) Necessity. Since + +(x) € C(y)~ N C(ypry, 4), we find
that (29) is necessary. It can be easily verified that - (¢; )€
C()~ 0 Claps, 2ps), so that (30) is necessary as well.

(b) Sufficiency. Aeccording to property 3) of Section 1, it would
be sufficient to consider only functions with continuous second deriv-
atives. Let @(z) be an arbitrary function of C*a, b) N C(apr,)~ NC(Vry, 4rs)
and introduce the notation

Lmyzaxwwdmw,gmm:~{;mm@du

Repeated integration by parts together with relation (29) yields

(31) | (t; ) dpu@) = LL®)
and
(32) S%mmm:—mw%ﬁg+ﬁmmmme

Using (31), (30) and taking into consideration the fact that o(x)c
C(y)~ N C(yy, 4ry), the right hand side of (32) is seen to be nonnegative.
Similar arguments establish also:

THEOREM 7. Necessary and sufficient conditions for dy to belong
to the dual to C* N Clyy, ) are

M v dpie) = 0
(2) Sb«/f(t; x) dp(x) = 0 a<t=b

b
(&§¢MJMM@20 a=t=<h,
REMARK. We give now the counter example whose existence was
asserted before Theorem 6. Let ¢ =10, b=1 and u,(x) = u,(x) = 1.

The necessary and sufficient conditions for dyt to belong to the dual
of C* N CQ, x) take the simple form

§Hmmgo,
and
Yaﬁmdmmgo,Ym—mdmmgo, 0<t<1.

Considering dpu(x) = (v + a)dr, we find that a necessary and
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sufficient condition for this dy¢ to belong to the dual is that « = 0.
On the other hand, if the methods of Corollary 5.1 were applicable,
a necessary condition would be

S:x df(x) =0,

which, for dp(x) = (x + a)dw, is equivalent to 3 + 2= 0. Sinee this is
incompatible with « = 0, it follows that it is not a necessary condition,
as was to be shown.

4. Miscellaneous properties and applications. In this section
we wish to demonstrate the possibilities inherent in our approach.
Classical inequalities can be obtained in a straightforward manner,
and some further results can be discovered.

(a) Let {ux)}r, and {v,(x)}}., be two sets of positive functions.
Let {y;(x)}* and {0,(x)}; be the ECT-systems generated by {u,(x)}* and
{v;(x)}r respectively. Define {u;,;(x)}, by

/u’k-i»i(x) - /U'i(x) /L - 1; ttty n ’

and let {y.(«)}:2* be the ECT-system generated by {u;(®)}lZ". Denote
by {pi(x;t)} the extreme rays of C(y, ---, ¥,) which satisfy

E~p(a) =0 =1, k,

where D;, E', ¢ = 1, -+, k + n are the differential operators associated
with {x;(2)}i*". With these definitions, we have

THEOREM 8. Let f(x)e C(4,, ---,0,); then
(33) 0@ = ‘o 0 1ty e
belongs to C(y, =+, Lisn)
Proof. By Lemma 2, we have
(o) = | Btpula; 0 Fo)dt .
Substituting the value of E*’p,(x; t) from (12) results in

1) = | [ B i) — L )| r0de

Hence, E*~'g(x) exists in this case, and it satisfles

Ja

B-g(@) = | w@ st = uo)| f it
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so that

Etg(x) = f(x) .

We observe that from the definitions it follows that {0,(x)}" is
the kth reduced system associated with {y(x)}{*". We denote by
Ty 8% =1, -+, m, the differential operators associated with
{042)}r. Then

[ B0 | [ i B | )]

U 1(2) Uy 1() V(%)

which is nonnegative since f(x)e C(4,, ---, 0,).

REMARK. Let us consider the case of ordinary convexity of order
n, ie., let u(x) = v(x) = 1 for every ¢ and 5. We then have explicit
expressions for the extreme rays of the cone C(1,z, ---, 2. In
fact, as can easily be verified by induction (using relation (12)), we
have

0 a<x <t
M4 (25 ) = 3 (@ — t)rt
(34) Pul; 1) {%ﬁtﬁ%r R

Using this result, Theorem 8 yields:
COROLLARY 8.1. If fx)e CQ, -+, "), then the function
o@) = | @ — o~ ryat
belongs to C(1, -, x™t*1),

The result stated in Corollary 8.1 was mentioned by Popoviciu [6]
and is a generalization of a result due to Montel [5].

(b) A second application is related to the following interesting
problem: TUnder what conditions on the sequences {a;}, {b;},% =
0, -+, 7 — 1, can we construct a function f(x) belonging to C(yr,,« « +,4,)
on [a, b] and satisfying

(35) fib—l(a) = Q_; , f’b—l(b) = bi—1 , ’]; = ]_’ RN

Furthermore, what are the conditions under which the solution is
unique?

For the case of ordinary convexity of order %, the question was
solved by S. Kakeya [2] and T. Popoviciu [6].

We note first that, by Lemma 1, prescribing the data (35) is
equivalent to specifying the values
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E7M@ _ gr ., E-ym) =6, i=1,,m.
u;(a)

THEOREM 9. Let the sets {a;},{b}, ©t=0,:--,n —1 be given.
We define

(36) ¢t = buss — nimaf_lE”“"qu(b) , i=1, eeem .
There are four possible cases

1) If ¢f =0, there exists a solution if and only 4f ¢, =10
for 1 =2,+-+,n. If a solution exists it is unique.

If ¢t + 0, we have three alternatives:

(2) If the muwmbers (cflef)u,(d), 1 =1,+++,n —1 lie in the
wnterior of the cone spanmed by the functions {Eip,(b;t),5 =0, .-,
n—2 a<t=b}, then there exists an infinite number of solutions.

(8) If the numbers lie on some parts of the boundary of this
cone, there exists a unique solution.

(4) If the numbers are exterior to the cone, there is mo solution.

Proof. By Theorem 3, every f(x) belonging to C(+,, --, 4r,) can
be written as

7@ = [ a0y dote) + 5L g o).

Using Lemma 2 and equations (6), we obtain

- SbE”"}pn(b; tydo(t) + 3 ar E iy (b) for i =2, «e,m
a J=n—i+1

o = | B p,6:0) do(t) + az,0)
With the aid of (36) and (18) we deduce

e = SbE”"'%(b; t) do(t) 1=2, 0, m
(37) -
i = u®) |'dott) .

Hence, if ¢f = 0, then do(t) = 0 since it is a nonnegative measure,
Thus, f(x) must satisfy

E"f(z) =0

and it is evident that there exists a solution if and only if ¢¥,= 0,
9 =1, ---,m. The linear combination >j_,a} ,v;(x) is then the unique
solution of the problem.
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In the other case, i.e., when ¢f # 0, the relations (37) imply that
the existence of a nonnegative measure dg(t) such that

Y@@:l
YEH@@wmﬁw:€§me i=2 - m

is the necessary and sufficient condition for a solution. This in turn
implies that we have only the three alternatives mentioned in the
theorem,

(e) It is of importance to be able to construct classes of measures
of the dual cones, since every such measure induces an inequality which
might be useful in various contexts. We shall present some results
in this direction.

THEOREM 10. No nontrivial linear combination of the form
dpe = S (x)de, belongs to C*(yry, «++, Pr,).

Proof. By Corollary 5.1, a necessary condition for d/ to belong to
C*(yryy +++, ¥r,) is that

(38) ngmwm»%@MxZO =1, m.

The determinant of this system of # equations in %7 unknowns is the
“Gram determinant” which does not vanish since {y;(x)}* are linearly
independent.

We next construet a simple measure belonging to the dual cone
of C*NCA)NCQA,t) and deduce a new inequality. We let a =0
in order to simplify calculations. Let f(f) =¢ — a. By using the
necessary and sufficient conditions stated in Theorem 5, we find that
dp= (@t —a)dte|CTNCA)NCA,H|* if and only if a <b2. We
shall use here the discrete analogue of this result, viz.,

LEMMA 3. The sequence {a; =% — ¢, 1 =1, «++, n} belongs to the
cone dual to the cone of positive, increasing and convex n-sequences,
iof and only if ¢ < (n + 1)/2.

Consider now the generalized mean function

% / n
M@, ) = (Sant) ', @20, Sai=1.
=1 =1
It is well known that ¢ log M,(«, x) is a convex function [1]. If

x;, =21,4=1,---,n, then tlog M(a,x) is also a positive increasing
function of ¢, for ¢t = 0, Hence, by Lemma 3, we have
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n n+1
(39) (i — ) t;log M, (a, ©) = 0, 0=
i=1
0t 5t < =t,
or,
]'_:IlMtiili = =l (Mftii)c .
The same analysis applies to the funection
n 1/¢
Si(a) = (Sot)
1==1
Here, we have
xiglyizly' y 5
(3ot ) = 11(Se0) Ostistz st
OEDESUGEY po il
- 2

(d) As a final application, we derive by our methods a result
which is ascribed to Fejer, and is stated and proved in [7].

Let 0=, <, <+ <2, <@ =1, 0=9, < ++-9,, <1, and
let these numbers satisfy

(40) Ty < Yyp1 < Byips v=20,-:--,n.
We introduce the notation
Yyir — By = Dy, Typs — Yyis = @y v=20,-,m,
Duir =0,
and we form the Riemann sums corresponding to these subdivisions.
SOF) = 3y (@os — 3) f@,)

+

Sw_l(f) = é(yvﬂ — ) W),

- o

I <

SO(F) = 3 (@ — ) @) -

The result we prove is:
THEOREM (Fejer). Necessary and sufficient conditions for

(41) SP(f) = SEh(f); S(f) = SEh(S)

to hold for every f(x) decreasing and convex, are
,f'\
(42) %}qv(p» — Py — D) =0 (=20, m,

Proof. We prove the result for S, but this is essentially the
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proof for S{” too. We have
2n+4-2
Sf) — SH(f) = VZ:lavf(zv) ,

where the {z,} are the numbers {z,}, {y,} ordered by magnitude, while
the coefficients {a,} are given by

O = Qo;  Gop = — (Di + Qi) le=1,-+,m+1
Qo1 = Qi + D k=11,

We see easily that Theorem 6 is applicable with wu,(¢) = u,(t) = 1, and
a discrete measure dy(f) with mass a, at z,, v=1,---,20 + 2. The
necessary and sufficient conditions in this case reduce to:

1

S dpt() = 0
(43) S

S[Sd;z(t)]dz_ZO, 0=a=1.

The function Szdﬂ(t) takes the values
0

qi xi§z<yi+l 1::0’-..’%
(44) Sd#(t): — P Y, <z < a, i=1, ., n
0
0 yn+1§z§1.

Hence, the first condition is automatically satisfied. Since the p,, ¢;
are nonnegative, it is clear that if the second inequality holds for
x=2a, k=1, -+, n, it will hold for every x. Hence,

Ty z y—1 7/_‘
So [Sod#(t) :Idz = %qz‘pi - %ilpiqi~1
v—1
:Z‘oqz(pz_pz+1)§0, pzl,,,.’,,.l,
are the desired necessary and sufficient conditions,

REMARKS. We can derive some further results by our methods.

(1) From Corollary 5.1 we deduce that a necessary condition for
dpe C(l)* is that — g dpfty = 0 for 0 <« < 1. Hence, (44) implies

0

that there do not exist {a,} such that (41) holds for every increasing
function.

(2) Necessary and sufficient conditions for (41) to hold for every
convex function are

p—1
E_:IOQV(pV—pv-H)gO, p=1 - n
45) -
%qv(pv - pwrl) — 0 .

v
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These conditions are incompatible since ¢, > 0, p, > 0 while p,,, = 0.
Thus, there do not exists {a,} such that (41) holds for every convex
function.
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