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Abstract

In this study, we introduce and rigorously formalize the notion of (P, m)-superquadratic
stochastic processes, representing a novel and far-reaching generalization of classical
convex stochastic processes. By exploring their intrinsic structural characteristics, we
establish advanced Jensen and Hermite–Hadamard (H.H)-type inequalities within the
mean-square stochastic calculus framework. Furthermore, we extend these inequalities
to their fractional counterparts via stochastic Riemann–Liouville (RL) fractional integrals,
thereby enriching the analytical machinery available for fractional stochastic analysis. The
theoretical findings are comprehensively validated through graphical visualizations and
detailed tabular illustrations, constructed from diverse numerical examples to highlight
the behavior and accuracy of the proposed results. Beyond their theoretical depth, the
developed framework is applied to information theory, where we introduce new classes of
stochastic divergence measures. The proposed results significantly refine the approximation
of stochastic and fractional stochastic differential equations governed by convex stochastic
processes, thereby enhancing the precision, stability, and applicability of existing stochastic
models. To ensure reproducibility and computational transparency, all graph-generation
commands, numerical procedures, and execution times are provided, offering a complete
and verifiable reference for future research in stochastic and fractional inequality theory.

Keywords: mean-square stochasticRL fractional integrals; (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic
process; Jensen’s inequality; H.H’s inequality; stochastic divergence; RL fractional stochastic
H.H-divergence

MSC: 26D15; 94A17; 26A33; 26A51; 26D10; 60G05; 94A15

1. Introduction
The mathematical notion of convexity occupies a pivotal role in engineering and

mathematics, as it supports a wide range of theoretical and applied phenomena. The
core of convex analysis are convex sets and convex functions that are essential tools in
simplifying very complicated systems and optimizing complex mathematical models. By
virtue of their well-behaved nature, especially the fact that there is a global minimum
problems in convex functions become much easier to handle, and hence are central in
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optimization. Besides its interest for its own sake as pure mathematics, convexity has deep
implications in most fields like control theory, economics, and systems engineering. In
control theory, for instance, convexity guarantees that the designs for systems are stable
and robust over a wide range of operating conditions. In economics, convexity also plays
a role in the description of consumer preferences and analysis of market behavior, hence
enabling efficient decision-making and resource allocation. It is interesting to note that
convexity has practical applications in addition to being a theoretical or academic idea.
Convex structures are frequently encountered by engineers and practitioners who are
attempting to maximise system performance in order to increase operational efficiency and
dependability. Convex functions are essential to integral inequalities, which may be the
most aesthetically beautiful use of convexity. In mathematical analysis, integral inequalities
are essential, particularly when it comes to bounding or approximating integral values.
The H.H inequality, which gives estimates of the average value of a convex function over a
specified interval, is one of the most significant of these [1–3]. The topic is a rich and potent
area of current mathematics research because of the relationship between convexity and
integral-type inequalities.

Fractional calculus that generalizes classical calculus to non-integer order derivatives
and integrals has emerged as a hot topic in recent years due to its ability to model systems
with memory and with hereditary characteristics. It emerges as a valuable tool in physics,
engineering, and even perhaps surprisingly in computer science [4]. Its increasing relevance
is not only restricted to practical sciences; fractional calculus has also been instrumental
in the building of inequality theory. Fractional integral inequality is now a favorite and
rapidly developing field of research in recent years. Sarikaya et al. [5] added an important
contribution by using the RL fractional integrals framework to establish the generalized
H.H inequality. Their research enhanced the mathematical techniques employed in dy-
namic systems analysis and the theory of inequality analysis by creating tighter bounds in
analytical terms and greater understanding of the behavior of convex functions. Recent
studies also broadened this field with new methods for fractional integral operators and
inequalities. Nápoles-Valdés and Bayraktar in 2025 [6], explored Caputo-weighted integrals
and their uses, citing the potential to generalize traditional results and refine analytical
procedures in fractional frameworks. Similarly, Guzmán and Nápoles-Valdés in 2025 [7],
explored H.H-type fractional integral inequalities, formulating new bounds and extensions
that close the gap between classic analysis and modern fractional theory. These advances in
their entirety enrich the knowledge of the structural features and uses of fractional integral
inequalities in mathematics analysis and applied sciences.

After the landmark discovery of the H.H inequalities for the RL fractional inte-
grals, important advances have been made in extending H.H-type inequalities to sev-
eral fractional integral definitions. Researchers have explored these inequalities in the
context of numerous fractional operators, including the generalized proportional frac-
tional integrals [8], Sarikaya fractional integrals [9], Katugampola fractional integrals [10],
k-fractional integrals [11], ψ-RL-fractional integrals [12], (k − p)-fractional integrals [13],
generalized RL-fractional integrals [14] and conformable fractional integrals [15]. Along-
side these developments, a wide array of inequalities of fractional order has also been
established, reflecting the growing depth and diversity of the field. These include fractal
Hadamard-Mercer-type inequalities [16], Simpson-type inequalities [17], Euler-Maclaurin-
type inequalities [18], Bullen-type inequalities [19], and Ostrowski-type inequalities [20],
among others. For readers seeking a comprehensive overview of recent advancements in
fractional integral inequalities, several up-to-date contributions are recommended, such
as those found in [21–23] and the references therein.
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A collection of random variables parameterized by time or space describing the
change of a system under uncertainty is referred to as a stochastic process in statistics and
probability theory. They characterize the apparently random change of a system, often over
different time or space separations. The term “stochastic” qualifies processes that occur
at unpredictable or irregular rates. Stochastic processes can be used to simulate random
change over time in systems. For instance, there are many random parameters that may
result in fluctuations of bacterial growth, but long-term forecasting is not impossible. Just
as thermal noise within electrical systems produces random changes in voltage or current,
such apparently random behavior can be represented by simple stochastic processes, and
these can offer insight into the behavior of the system.

Physicists and mathematicians have traditionally used stochastic processes as mathe-
matical models to describe a wide range of phenomena, including changes in population in
ecosystems, randomly diffusing gas molecules, and stock price fluctuation. Stochastic mod-
els, which have many uses in research and engineering, can often be used to model these
processes and other elements like molecular interactions whenever there is unpredictability.
They mimic population dynamics or the emergence of diseases in biology, and they depict
systems based on the mobility of various molecules in physics. The importance of stochastic
processes lies in their ability to systematically explain systems that behave randomly. They
are vital in domains where randomness or particular results at every stage are critical, such
as computer science, data transfer, cryptography, and signal processing. They are therefore
essential for conducting research and resolving practical issues. Scientists and engineers
are able to forecast future trends, optimize systems, and design solutions that consider
environmental uncertainties by numerically simulating these processes. System state pre-
diction, data compression algorithms, and secure communication through cryptography
are other significant applications. Recent developments in fractional stochastic processes
provide a strong foundation for our study. Jiang and Miao [24] examined anomalous
stochastic processes via generalized fractional calculus, offering models for non-classical
diffusion behavior. Sahebi Fard et al. [25] introduced a financial market model using the
ψ-Caputo fractional derivative, effectively capturing memory and hereditary effects in
market dynamics. Guidoum et al. [26] analyzed fractional and higher-order moments of
stochastic differential equations, highlighting the behavior of moments under fractional
dynamics. These works collectively illustrate the breadth and applicability of fractional
stochastic modeling.

Convex stochastic processes, which generalize the concept of classical convex func-
tions to stochastic processes systems including randomness were initially introduced by
Nikodem [27] in 1980. Further, he found that such stochastic processes exhibit a number
of properties similar to classical convex functions. The Jensen convex mapping, central to
the theory of inequalities, is one such useful tool in this respect. A number of crucial in-
equalities can be obtained from this mapping, and their applicability to stochastic processes
was demonstrated by Skowronski [28] in 1992. Expanding on these concepts, Kotrys [29]
showed that, in particular, for convex stochastic processes, the upper and lower bounds
of the H.H inequality may be found using integral operators. Kotrys’s work showed how
the H.H inequality, an important result in convex analysis, could be adapted for stochastic
processes. There have been a great many papers in the literature over the last few years on
all sorts of convexity for stochastic processes. Okur et al. [30] used the idea of p-convexity,
which is a particular kind of convexity, to construct the H.H inequality for stochastic pro-
cesses. Erhan [31] made a further contribution by building these inequalities with the use
of another version of convexity called s-convexity. Budak et al. [32] generalised the work
of other academics by presenting these inequalities using the concept of h-convexity. As
mentioned in the sources [33–35], there have been many research investigating different
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kinds of convexity for individuals who are interested in the most recent developments
in stochastic processes. Further broadening the applicability of these mathematical ideas,
Tunç in [36] made a substantial contribution by developing the Ostrowski-type inequality
particularly for h-convex functions. Zhao et al. [37] have connected inequality to interval
mathematics, putting these inequality within the context of interval analysis. Using interval
analysis as a foundation, Afzal et al. [38] presented the notion of stochastic processes before
the end of 2022. They also created new versions of the Jensen and H.H inequalities that
are particularly designed for stochastic processes, fusing these two mathematical ideas
in an innovative way. A novel mathematical framework called the (m, h1, h2)-G-convex
stochastic process was presented by Eliecer et al. [39]. It incorporates functions h1 and h2

together with a parameter m to extend classical convexity to stochastic processes. By this
approach, they were able to establish some inequalities associated with stochastic analysis.
By utilizing fractional operators in order to use fractional calculus on the (m, h1, h2)-convex
stochastic process, Cortez [40] generalized this work and obtained more inequalities. These
developments strengthen mathematical models in many disciplines through the power of
estimating systems subject to fractional dynamics and uncertainty. Hafiz [41] discussed
the applications of fractional calculus to stochastic processes, paving the way for modeling
stochastic processes reliant on memory. Kotrys [42] extended classical inequalities such
as Jensen, H.H, and Fejér inequalities to strongly convex stochastic processes, providing
vital information regarding probabilistic convexity theory. Further advances were made
by Agahi and Babakhani [43], who introduced fractional-order forms of Jensen and H.H
inequalities for convex stochastic processes to make them more effective in stochastic
modeling fields. Fu et al. [44] subsequently investigated n-polynomial convex stochastic
processes and presented H.H-type inequalities for such functions, which determined the
domain of stochastic optimization and uncertainty modeling. The work in general stresses
the importance of convexity in stochastic situations and its use in mathematical inequalities,
probability theory, and optimization in practice.

Superquadraticity gives tighter and more reliable bounds than ordinary convexity, con-
siderably enhancing integral inequality theory. This is extremely welcomed in applications
of applied mathematics, where a better approximation means increased model accuracy,
and for optimisation tasks, where boundary estimate quality decides the optimum solution.
Thus, superquadraticity broadens the theory basis of inequality structures and enhances
their applicability. It effectively presents a robust analytical foundation for the development
and use of integral inequalities in a wide range of mathematical and applied problems.

The concept of superquadraticity extending the traditional convexity was first intro-
duced by Abramovich et al. [45]. This initial work prepared the ground for a wider analyti-
cal framework that could provide tighter inequalities compared to those obtained from reg-
ular convex functions. Abramovich and co-authors [46] later introduced a formal definition
for superquadratic functions together with essential theoretical observations that further en-
hanced the understanding of this function class. Working from this basis, Li and Chen [47]
took the theory further by applying the fractional view of H.H-type inequalities through
RL fractional integrals, representing a huge step beyond superquadraticity to the world of
fractional calculus. More was done by Alomari et al. [48], who brought about the concept of
h-superquadraticity, studied their structural properties and defined a new subclass within
the larger family. In a valuable work in interval analysis and generalized function theory,
Khan and Butt [49] introduced cr-order interval-valued superquadratic functions and their
fractional counterparts, emphasizing their applicability through multiple illustrations. Fol-
lowing this endeavor, Khan et al. [50] introduced the (P, m)-superquadratic function, an
even broader concept that includes examples, fundamental characteristics, integral inequali-
ties, and real-world applications, thus enriching superquadraticity’s functional atmosphere.
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Continuing their exploration of information-theoretic applications, Butt and Khan [51]
developed information inequalities for superquadratic functions using the tools of interval
calculus, connecting functional inequalities with measures of information. A foundational
theoretical advance was made by Banić et al. [52], who refined classical inequalities and
solidified the theoretical underpinnings of superquadratic functions, paving the way for
future researchs in the study of superquadratic stochastic processes.

In the aforementioned, we have discussed several well-known stochastic extensions
of convexity, such as convex stochastic processes, p-convex, s-convex, h-convex, (m, h1, h2)-
G-convex, and n-polynomial convex stochastic processes, each providing generalizations
within the convexity framework. However, the recently developed concept of (P, m)-
superquadraticity serves as a refinement of convexity, offering significantly sharper bounds
than those obtained from the classical and modern variants of convexity. Despite its strong
potential, neither a stochastic formulation of (P, m)-superquadraticity nor its fractional
counterpart has appeared in the literature. To fill this gap, the present work introduces the
new class of (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes, establishes their key properties,
develops Jensen-type and H.H-type inequalities of integer order, and further generalizes
them to fractional H.H-type inequalities via stochastic RL fractional integrals. Moreover,
we provide the first applications of this new class in information theory, demonstrating
its analytical strength and broad applicability beyond the traditional convexity-based
stochastic models.

The paragraph that follows provides an explanation of the paper’s structure:
Following the review of the required background knowledge and pertinent data

regarding convexity, superquadraticity, convex stochastic processes and their inequalities
in Sections 1 and 2, we use 2D and 3D graphical representations to analyze the stochastic
version of superquadraticity and their features. More importantly, in Section 3, we develop
new Jensen’s and H.H-type inequalities. Then, in Section 4, Inequalities of H.H-type are
obtained in fractional form. To evaluate the effectiveness of the results, examples and
graphic descriptions of the findings are also taken into account. How the findings may
be used to information theory is covered in Section 5. In the final section, Section 6, a
clear and concise conclusion is drawn, accompanied by an overview of potential future
developments inspired by the current work.

2. Preliminaries
The terms of significance for fractional integrals, convexity, and superquadraticity are

defined in this section along with the associated inequalities.

Definition 1 ([3]). Let the function Ψ :
[
Uo,Vo] ⊂ ℜ −→ ℜ be a convex then

Ψ(βy1 + (1 − β)y2) ≤ βΨ(y1) + (1 − β)Ψ(y2), (1)

is valid for every y1, y2 ∈ [Uo,Vo], and β ∈ [0, 1].

The H.H’s inequality is a fundamental mathematical result that establishes both lower
and upper bounds for mean values. In inequality theory, it is among the first types of
inequality to use convex functions. For error calculations that use numerical integration,
such as the trapezoidal and midpoint formulae, this inequality is an essential tool. This
well-known finding is defined as follows.
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Theorem 1 ([3]). H.H’s inequality states that if the function Ψ : I ⊆ ℜ −→ ℜ, is convex in
I ⊆ ℜ, where Vo > Uo. The following statement satisfies:

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2

)
≤ 1

Vo −Uo

∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ(y)dy ≤ Ψ(Uo) + Ψ(Vo)

2
, (2)

∀ Uo,Vo ∈ I.

Definition 2. RL-fractional integrals with order β ≥ 0 with Uo ≥ 0 are defined as

I
β

Uo
+Ψ(y) =

1
Γ(β)

∫ y

Uo
(y − yo)

β−1Ψ(yo)dyo, (y > Uo),

and

I
β

Vo
−Ψ(y) =

1
Γ(β)

∫ Vo

y
(yo − y)β−1Ψ(yo)dyo, (y < Vo).

The notations Iβ

Uo
+Ψ(y) and I

β

Vo
−Ψ(y) are the left and right sided operators. Where Γ is a stated

as gamma function and given by Γ(β) =
∫ ∞

0 yo
β−1e−yo dyo.

Definition 3. A function Ψ : [0, ∞) −→ ℜ is superquadratic, if

Ψ(yo) ≥ Ψ(y) + Cy(yo − y) + Ψ(|yo − y|), (3)

holds for every yo ≥ 0, Cy ∈ ℜ, where y ≥ 0 and Cy is a constant.

Remark 1. If the inequality (3) is reversed then Ψ is called subquadratic.

As an example, we may use Ψ(y) = yk. The function Ψ is superquadratic for y ≥ 0
and k ≥ 2, but subquadratic for 0 ≤ k < 2. Let Cy = kyqo−1 in this instance. At k = 2,
equality is also preserved in (3).

More precisely, any randomly chosen superquadratic function meets the three supple-
mentary conditions outlined in Lemma 1:

Lemma 1. Let Ψ : [0, ∞) → ℜ be a superquadratic function, then

• Ψ(0) ≤ 0.
• Provided that Ψ is differentiable at y > 0 and satisfies Ψ(0) = Ψ′(0) = 0, it follows that

Ψ′(y) = Cy.
• If Ψ is positive and Ψ(0) = Ψ′(0) = 0 on (0, ∞), then Ψ is convex.

Two major inequalities that contribute to the growth and development of su-
perquadraticity are inequalities of Jensen’s and H.H’s types, which are the most significant
and frequently applied results.

Theorem 2 ([46]). Let Ψ : J ⊂ [0, ∞[−→ ℜ be a superquadratic then

n

∑
i=1

βiΨ(yi) ≥ Ψ(y) +
n

∑
i=1

βiΨ(|yi − y|), (4)

holds for all βi ∈ (0, 1) and yi ≥ 0, where y = ∑n
i=1 βiyi, and ∑n

i=1βi = 1.

Banić et al. [52] contributed to the field of superquadraticity by formulating the
following H.H-type inequalities.
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Theorem 3. Let Ψ : J ⊂ [0, ∞[−→ ℜ be a superquadratic on J = [Uo,Vo] then

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2

)
+

1
Vo −Uo

∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣y − Uo + Vo

2

∣∣∣∣)dy ≤ 1
Vo −Uo

∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ(y)dy

≤ Ψ(Uo) + Ψ(Vo)

2
− 1

(Vo −Uo)2

∫ Vo

Uo
[(Vo − y)Ψ(y −Uo) + (y −Uo)Ψ(Vo − y)]dy. (5)

The line of support concept of superquadraticity is defined in Definition 3. In the
following, we offer an additional definition.

Definition 4 ([45]). Let Ψ : J ⊂ [0, ∞[−→ ℜ be a superquadratic function then

Ψ((1 − β)y1 + βy2) ≤ (1 − β)Ψ(y1) + βΨ(y2)− βΨ((1 − β)|y1 − y2|)
− (1 − β)Ψ(β|y1 − y2|), (6)

holds for every β ∈ (0, 1) and y1, y2 ≥ 0.

Remark 2. Subquadraticity of the function Ψ corresponds to the reversal of the inequality sign
in (6).

Theorem 4 ([47]). Let Ψ : J ⊂ [0, ∞[−→ ℜ be a superquadratic function on J = [Uo,Vo] then

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2

)
+

β

2(Vo −Uo)β

∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣Uo + Vo

2
− x
∣∣∣∣)((Vo − y)β−1 + (y −Uo)

β−1)dy

≤ Γ(1 + β)

2(Vo −Uo)β

(
Iβ

Uo
+Ψ(Vo) + Iβ

Vo
−Ψ(Uo)

)
≤ Ψ(Uo) + Ψ(Vo)

2
− β

2(Vo −Uo)β

∫ Vo

Uo

((
y −Uo

Vo −Uo

)
Ψ(Vo − y) +

(
Vo − y
Vo −Uo

)
Ψ(y −Uo)

)
× ((Vo − y)β−1 + (y −Uo)

β−1)dy, (7)

where Iβ

Uo
+ and Iβ

Vo
− are given in Definition 2.

Definition 5 ([50]). A function Ψ : J ⊆ ℜ → ℜ is called (P, m)-superquadratic on J = [0, k] for
k > 0 and m ∈ [0, 1]; if

Ψ(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo) ≤ β[Ψ(Uo)− Ψ((1 − β)|Uo − Vo|)]
+ m(1 − β)[Ψ(Vo)− Ψ(β|Uo − Vo|)],

holds for any Uo,Vo ∈ J and β ∈ [0, 1]. Ψ is defined as a (P, m)-subquadratic function whenever its
negation −Ψ satisfies the (P, m)-superquadratic condition.

Definition 6 ([27]). A mapping Ψ : ∏ → ℜ is considered a random variable if it is A-measurable.
It is defined on the probability space (∏,A, P), where ∏ denotes the set of all possible outcomes, A
is a σ-algebra representing the collection of measurable events (subsets of ∏), and P is a probability
measure that assigns probabilities to these events.

Example 1. Imagine a coin toss in which ∏ = {H = Head, T = Tail}, A includes complete
subsets of ∏, and P assigns a probability of 1

2 to each conceivable circumstance. So, Ψ(T) = 1 and
Ψ(H) = 0 would be the definitions of a random variable Ψ.

Definition 7 ([27]). If for all y ∈ J, Ψ(y, ·) is a random variable, then a map Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ is
called a stochastic process.
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Example 2. Think about taking daily readings of the temperature at noon for a week. ∏ can
represent all possible weather conditions in this instance, J = {1, 2, . . . , 7} represents each day of
the week, and Ψ(y, ω) gives the temperature on day y, provided that ω is met. As a random variable,
Ψ(y, ·) for each fixed day y shows how the temperature varies under different meteorological
conditions. Temperature variation over time, as influenced by changes in y, is modeled by the
stochastic process Ψ(y, ·).

Definition 8 ([27]). A stochastic process Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ, is called to be continuous on J ⊂ ℜ, if
for every k ∈ J, we have

P − lim
y→k

Ψ(y, ·) = Ψ(k, ·).

The notation P- lim is used to represent convergence in probability within a probability space.

Definition 9 ([27]). A stochastic process Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ, is called to be mean-square continuous
on J ⊂ ℜ, if for every k ∈ J, we have

lim
y→k

E
[
(Ψ(y, ·)− Ψ(k, ·))2] = 0.

Where the random variable’s expectation is represented by E
[
Ψ(y, ·)

]
.

Remark 3. Probability continuity is obviously shown by mean-square continuity, while the contrary
is not true.

Definition 10 ([27]). A stochastic process Ψ : J ×∏ → ℜ is called to be mean-square differentiable
on J ⊂ ℜ at k, if a random variable Ψ′ : J × ∏ → ℜ is given. This means that:

Ψ′(k, ·) = P − lim
y→k

Ψ(y, ·)− Ψ(k, ·)
y − k

,

Definition 11 ([27]). A stochastic process Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ, is called to be mean-square integrable
on J ⊂ ℜ, if for every y ∈ J, with E

[
Ψ(y, ·)2] < ∞,

[
y1, y2

]
⊆ J, y1 = k0 < k1 < k2 . . . <

kn = y2, partitions
[
y1, y2

]
, and yi ∈

[
ki−1, ki

]
, ∀i = 1, . . . , n then

lim
n→∞

E

( n

∑
i=1

Ψ(yi, ·)(ki − ki−1)− S(·)
)2
 = 0.

It indicates that the stochastic process’s mean-square integral is S : J × ∏ → ℜ, and it may be
expressed as

S(·) =
∫ y2

y1

Ψ(y, ·)dy. (8)

Remark 4. The mean-square continuity of the stochastic process Ψ is sufficient to ensure the
existence of the mean-square integral.

Remark 5. It asserts that if Ψ(y, ·) ≤ S(y, ·) for all y ∈ [y1, y2], then the following holds:∫ y2

y1

Ψ(y, ·)dy ≤
∫ y2

y1

S(y, ·)dy. (9)
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Lemma 2 ([29]). Let a stochastic process Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ be defined by Ψ(y, ·) = A(·)y + B(·),
where A, B : ∏ → ℜ are such that E(A2) < ∞ and E(B2) < ∞. If [y1, y2] ⊂ J, then the
following holds:

∫ y2

y1

Ψ(y, ·)dy = A(·)y2
2 − y1

2

2
+ B(·)(y2 − y1), (10)

where A and B denote random variables.

Definition 12 ([29]). We define a process Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ to be convex stochastic on J ⊂ ℜ if, for
every β ∈ [0, 1], the following condition is satisfied:

Ψ(βUo + (1 − β)Vo, ·) ≤ βΨ(Uo, ·) + (1 − β)Ψ(Vo, ·), (11)

for any Uo,Vo ∈ J.
If β = 1

2 is chosen in (11), the process Ψ is referred to as Jensen convex. Furthermore, if Ψ
exhibits convexity, then its negation −Ψ is regarded as a concave stochastic process. For more
interesting characteristics, the reader is referred to [28].

Lemma 3 ([28]). If y1, y2 ∈ Jo and y1 < y2, then the following inequalities hold.

Ψ′
−(y1, ·) ≤ Ψ′

+(y1, ·) ≤ Ψ′
−(y2, ·) ≤ Ψ′

+(y2, ·). (12)

where Ψ′
+, and Ψ′

−, are the right and left derivatives of Ψ.

Theorem 5 ([28]). It states that if a convex stochastic process Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ is mean-square
continuous and satisfies Jensen’s convexity on J, then the following inequalities holds

Ψ
(

y1 + y2

2
, ·
)
≤ 1

y2 − y1

∫ y2

y1

Ψ(y, ·)dy ≤ Ψ(y1, ·) + Ψ(y2, ·)
2

, (13)

for every y1, y2 ∈ J

Definition 13 ([41]). Let Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ be a stochastic process satisfying the conditions stated
in Definition 11. Then, the mean-square stochastic RL fractional integrals of order α > 0, denoted
by Iα

Uo
+ and Iα

Vo
− , are defined for Ψ as follows.

Iα
Uo

+ [Ψ](y) =
1

Γ(α)

∫ y

Uo
(y − s)α−1Ψ(s, ·)ds, y > Uo,

and

Iα
Vo

− [Ψ](y) =
1

Γ(α)

∫ Vo

y
(s− y)α−1Ψ(s, ·)ds, y < Vo.

3. Analysis of Integral Inequalities Involving (P, m)-Superquadratic
Stochastic Processes

In this section, we begin by introducing the definition of an (P, m)-superquadratic
stochastic process, which generalizes the concept of an (P, m)-convex stochastic process.
This generalization allows for the development of more refined results. Based on this
definition, we investigate its properties and establish associated integral inequalities.
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Definition 14. Let Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ be a (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process over J = [0, k],
Where k > 0 for m ∈ [0, 1] then

Ψ(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) ≤
[
Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

]
+ m[Ψ(Vo, ·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, .)], (14)

holds for every β ∈ [0, 1] and Uo,Vo ∈ J.

If β = 1
2 is chosen in (14), then the process Ψ is termed as Jensen-(P, m)-superquadratic.

If the process Ψ is classified as (P, m)-superquadratic, then −Ψ is then termed as (P, m)-
subquadratic stochastic process.

Example 3. A process Ψ: [2, ∞] × ∏ → ℜ defined by Ψ(y, ·) = yk for k ≥ 2 is a (P, m)-
superquadratic stochastic process for every m ∈ [0, 1]. The graphs in Figure 1 illustrate the validity
of Definition 14 via the process Ψ considering different values of the parameters that go into it. Let
R and L denote the right and left sides of the expression (14) respectively. It has been shown in the
in Figure 1 that pink color represents the right term of the Definition 14 while black color represents
the left term of the Definition 14. We noticed that for various values of the parameters m, Uo and Vo

and β, the pink color always occurs above the black color. It implies that the Definition 14 holds true.

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 1. Graphical illustration of Definition 14. (a) m, Uo and Vo are fixed, while β varies such
that m = 0.2, Uo = 3, Vo = 4 and β ∈ [0, 1]. (b) β, Uo and Vo are fixed, while m varies such that
β = 0.5, Uo = 3, Vo = 4 and m ∈ [0, 1]. (c) Uo and Vo are fixed, while β and m vary such that Uo = 3,
Vo = 4, β ∈ [0, 1] and m ∈ [0, 1]. (d) Uo and Vo vary, while β and m are fixed such that Uo ∈ [3, 3.4],
Vo ∈ [3.5, 4], β = 0.5 and m = 0.7.

Next, we investigate the core properties that define and characterize (P, m)-superquadratic
stochastic processes.
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Proposition 1. If Ψ1, Ψ2 : [0, k]× ∏ → ℜ are (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes, then
Ψ1 + Ψ2 and rΨ, where r > 0 are (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes.

Proof. Let Ψ1 and Ψ2 be (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes, we have

Ψ1(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) ≤
(
Ψ1(Uo, ·)− Ψ1((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ m

(
Ψ1(Vo, ·)

− Ψ1(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)
)
,

and

Ψ2(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) ≤
(
Ψ2(Uo, ·)− Ψ2((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ m

(
Ψ2(Vo, ·)

− Ψ2(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)
)
,

now

(Ψ1 + Ψ2)(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) = Ψ1(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) + Ψ2(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·)
≤
(
Ψ1(Uo, ·)− Ψ1((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ m

(
Ψ1(Vo, ·)− Ψ1(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+
(
Ψ2(Uo, ·)− Ψ2((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ m

(
Ψ2(Vo, ·)− Ψ2(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
=
(
(Ψ1 + Ψ2)(Uo, ·)− (Ψ1 + Ψ2)((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ m

(
(Ψ1 + Ψ2)(Vo, ·)− (Ψ1 + Ψ2)(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
.

Thus we have

(Ψ1 + Ψ2)(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) ≤
(
(Ψ1 + Ψ2)(Uo, ·)− (Ψ1 + Ψ2)((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ m

(
(Ψ1 + Ψ2)(Vo, ·)− (Ψ1 + Ψ2)(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
. (15)

Similarly

rΨ(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·)
≤ r
((

Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)
)
+ m

(
Ψ(Vo, ·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

))
=
(
rΨ(Uo, ·)− rΨ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ m

(
rΨ(Vo, ·)− rΨ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
.

Thus we have

rΨ(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) ≤
((

rΨ(Uo, ·)− rΨ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)
)

+ m
(
rΨ(Vo, ·)− rΨ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
. (16)

Therefore, (15) and (16) jointly imply that both Ψ1 + Ψ2 and rΨ satisfy the definition of
m-superquadratic stochastic processes.

Proposition 2. Let Ψ1, Ψ2 : [0, k]× ∏ → ℜ be the (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes,
then Ψ(y, ·) = max{Ψ1(y, ·), Ψ2(y, ·)} is a (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process.

Proof. Since one derives that
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Ψ(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·)
= max{Ψ1(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·), Ψ2(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·)}
≤ max{[Ψ1(Uo, ·)− Ψ1((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)] + m[Ψ1(Vo, ·)− Ψ1(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)],
[Ψ2(Uo, ·)− Ψ2((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)] + m[Ψ2(Vo, ·)− Ψ2(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)]}
≤ [max{Ψ1(Uo, ·), Ψ2(Uo, ·)} − max{Ψ1((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·), Ψ2((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)}]
+ m[max{Ψ1(Vo, ·), Ψ2(Vo, ·)} − max{Ψ1(β|Vo −Uo|, ·), Ψ2(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)}]
= [Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)] + m[Ψ(Vo.·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)]. (17)

Consequently, Ψ(y, ·) is a (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process.

Theorem 6. Let Ψ : [0, k]× ∏ → ℜ be a (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process and y1 < y2 <

y3 for all y1, y2, y3 ∈ [0, k], then

∣∣∣∣∣Ψ(y2, ·) 0
0 1

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤
∣∣∣∣∣∣

Ψ(y1, ·) 1

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y2−y1)(y3−y1)

my3−y1

∣∣∣∣, ·) 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣+ m

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Ψ(y3, ·) 1

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (my3−y2)(y3−y1)

my3−y1

∣∣∣∣, ·) 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ (18)

holds, for every m ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. Let the stochastic process Ψ is a (P, m)-superquadratic, then

Ψ(βy + m(1 − β)yo, ·) ≤
(
Ψ(y, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|y − yo|, ·)

)
+ m

(
Ψ(yo, ·)− Ψ(β|y − yo|, ·)

)
. (19)

Setting

y2 = βy + m(1 − β)yo. (20)

Next putting y = y1 and yo = y3 in (20), we get

y2 = βy1 + m(1 − β)y3.

⇒ β =
my3 − y2

my3 − y1
.

Substituting y = y1, yo = y3 and β =
my3−y2
my3−y1

in (19), we get

Ψ(y2, ·) ≤
[

Ψ(y1, ·)− Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y2 − y1)(y3 − y1)

my3 − y1

∣∣∣∣, ·)]
+ m

[
Ψ(y3, ·)− Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (my3 − y2)(y3 − y1)

my3 − y1

∣∣∣∣, ·)].

It implies that[
Ψ(y1, ·)− Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y2 − y1)(y3 − y1)

my3 − y1

∣∣∣∣, ·)]
+ m

[
Ψ(y3, , ·)− Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (my3 − y2)(y3 − y1)

my3 − y1

∣∣∣∣, ·)]− Ψ(y2, ·) ≥ 0. (21)
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Inequality (21) can be written as follows∣∣∣∣∣∣
Ψ(y1, ·) 1

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y2−y1)(y3−y1)

my3−y1

∣∣∣∣, ·) 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣+ m

∣∣∣∣∣∣
Ψ(y3, ·) 1

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (my3−y2)(y3−y1)

my3−y1

∣∣∣∣, ·) 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥
∣∣∣∣∣Ψ(y2, ·) 0

0 1

∣∣∣∣∣. (22)

Hence this concludes the proof.

Next we provide the proof of an inequality of Jensen’s type for (P, m)-superquadratic
stochastic processes.

Theorem 7. Let Ψ : [0, k]× ∏ → ℜ be a (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process then

Ψ
( n

∑
i=1

βiyi, ·
)
≤

n

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(

yi

mn−i , ·
)
−

n

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−i −
n

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−i

∣∣∣∣, ·), (23)

holds ∀y1, . . . , yn ∈ [0, k], β1, . . . , βn > 0, such that ∑n
i=1 βi = 1, where m ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. We prove this result by using the principle of mathematical induction, therefore by
taking n = 2 in (23), we have

Ψ
(

β1y1 + β2y2, ·
)
≤ Ψ(y2, ·)− Ψ

(
β1

∣∣∣∣y2 −
y1

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ m
(

Ψ
(

y1

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β2

∣∣∣∣y2 −
y1

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)).

Which reflects the Definition 14. Thus the statement (23) is true for n = 2.
Next we assuming the validity of (23) for n− 1, it follows that:

Ψ
( n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi, ·
)
≤

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−1−iΨ
(

yi

mn−1−i , ·
)
−

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−1−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−1−i −
n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−1−i

∣∣∣∣, ·), (24)

now let us prove that (23) is valid for n.

Ψ
( n

∑
i=1

βiyi, ·
)
= Ψ

(
βnyn + mβ

n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi
mβ

, ·
)

,

where β = ∑n−1
i=1 βi, then it implies that

Ψ
( n

∑
i=1

βiyi, ·
)
≤ Ψ(yn, ·) + mΨ

( n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi
m β

)
, ·
)

− Ψ
(

β

∣∣∣∣yn −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi
mβ

)∣∣∣∣, ·)− mΨ
(

βn

∣∣∣∣yn −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi
mβ

)∣∣∣∣, ·), (25)

using (24) in (25), then we obtain
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Ψ
( n

∑
i=1

βiyi, ·
)
≤ Ψ(yn, ·) +

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(

yi

mn−i , ·
)
−

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−i −
n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−i

∣∣∣∣, ·)

− Ψ
(

β

∣∣∣∣yn −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi
mβ

)∣∣∣∣, ·)− mΨ
(

βn

∣∣∣∣yn −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi
mβ

)∣∣∣∣, ·)

= mn−nΨ
(

yn

mn−n , ·
)
+

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(

yi

mn−i , ·
)
−

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−i −
n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−i

∣∣∣∣, ·)

− Ψ
(

β

∣∣∣∣yn −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi
mβ

)∣∣∣∣, ·)− mΨ
(

βn

∣∣∣∣yn −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi
mβ

)∣∣∣∣, ·)

≤
n

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(

yi

mn−i , ·
)
−

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−i −
n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−i

∣∣∣∣, ·)− Ψ
(

β

∣∣∣∣yn −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi

mn−iβ

)∣∣∣∣, ·)

=
n

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(

yi

mn−i , ·
)
−

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−i −
n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−i

∣∣∣∣, ·)

− mn−nΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yn

mn−n − βnyn

mn−n −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi

mn−i

)∣∣∣∣, ·)

=
n

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(

yi

mn−i , ·
)
−

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−i −
n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−i

∣∣∣∣, ·)

− mn−nΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yn

mn−n − βnyn

mn−n −
n−1

∑
i=1

(
βiyi

mn−i

)∣∣∣∣, ·)

=
n

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(

yi

mn−i , ·
)
−

n−1

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−i −
n−1

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−i

∣∣∣∣, ·)
− mn−nΨ

(∣∣∣∣ yn

mn−n −
n

∑
i=1

(
βiyi

mn−i

)∣∣∣∣, ·)
=

n

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(

yi

mn−i , ·
)
−

n

∑
i=1

mn−iΨ
(∣∣∣∣ yi

mn−i −
n

∑
i=1

βiyi

mn−i

∣∣∣∣, ·).

Hence the proof.

Theorem 8. The following statements are true for m ∈ [0, 1] and ∀ Uo, Vo, co ∈ [0, k] and
β ∈ [0, 1]

1. Ψ ∈ Sm[0, k], where Sm[0, k]=Set of (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes.
2. The process Ψ holds the result given below:

Ψ(β1Uo + (1 − β1)Vo, ·) ≤ Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ
(
(1 − β1)

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m

(
Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β1

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)).

3. For β1 + β2 = 1, the process Ψ holds the inequality given below:

Ψ(β1Uo + β2Vo, ·) ≤ Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ
(

β2

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m

(
Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β1

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)).
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4. For Uo ≤ co ≤ Vo the inequality given below holds:

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
1 Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ

(
(1 − β)

∣∣Uo − Vo
m

∣∣, ·) 1

−1 m
[(

Ψ(Vo
m , ·)− Ψ

(
β
∣∣Uo − Vo

m

∣∣, ·))] 0

0 Ψ(co, ·) 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ 0.

Proof. It is straightforward that (1) ⇔ (2) ⇔ (3) and (3) ⇔ (4). Since Uo ≤ co ≤ Vo there
exists a scalar β1 ∈ [0, 1] such that co = β1Uo + β2Vo = β1Uo + (1 − β1)Vo. Consequently,
the following results can be established.

Ψ(co, ·) = Ψ(β1Uo + β2Vo, ·) = Ψ(β1Uo + (1 − β1)Vo, ·) = Ψ
(

β1Uo + m(1 − β1)
Vo

m
, ·
)

≤
(

Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ
(
(1 − β1)

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))+ m
(

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β1

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)).

Since it follows that∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
1 Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ

(
(1 − β1)

∣∣Uo − Vo
m

∣∣, ·) 1
−1 m

(
Ψ(Vo

m , ·)− Ψ
(

β1
∣∣Uo − Vo

m

∣∣, ·)) 0
0 Ψ(co, ·) 1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
= Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ

(
(1 − β1)

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m

(
Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β1

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))− Ψ(co, ·) ≥ 0.

Hence, (4) is satisfied (4) ⇒ (1). In view of the assumption

Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ
(
(1 − β1)

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ m
(

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)

− Ψ
(

β1

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))− Ψ(co, ·) ≤ 0,

it can be applied to

Ψ(co, ·) = Ψ(β1Uo + (1 − β1)Vo, ·)

≤
(

Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ
(
(1 − β1)

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣), ·
)
+ m

(
Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β1

∣∣∣∣Uo −
Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)).

Hence the proof.

Next we offer the H.H’s inequality for (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes.
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Theorem 9. Let Ψ: [Uo, Vo
m ]× ∏ → ℜ be a mean-square integrable (P, m)-superquadratic stochas-

tic process, then

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
+

1 + m
Vo −Uo

∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (Uo + Vo)− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ 1
Vo −Uo

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ(y, ·)dy + m

∫ Vo
m

Uo
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

≤ Ψ(Uo, ·) + m
{

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Uo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Vo

m2 , ·
)}

− 1
Vo −Uo

{ ∫ Vo

Uo

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ mΨ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m2Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

, (26)

holds ∀ Uo,Vo > 0 and m ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Since Ψ is a (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process therefore we have

Ψ
(

y + yo

2
, ·
)
= Ψ

(
y
2
+

(
m
2

)(
yo

m

)
, ·
)
≤
(

Ψ(y, ·)− Ψ
(

1
2

∣∣∣∣y − yo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))
+ m

(
Ψ
(

yo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
1
2

∣∣∣∣y − yo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)). (27)

Replacing y by βUo + (1 − β)Vo and yo by βVo + (1 − β)Uo in (27), we get.

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
≤ Ψ(βUo + (1 − β)Vo, ·) + mΨ

(
βVo + (1 − β)Uo

m
, ·
)

− (1 + m)Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (1 + m)(Uoβ + Vo(1 − β))− (Uo + Vo)

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·). (28)

After mean-square integration of (28) w.r.t β over [0, 1], we have

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
≤
∫ 1

0
Ψ(βUo + (1 − β)Vo, ·)dβ + m

∫ 1

0
Ψ
(

βVo + (1 − β)Uo

m

)
dβ

− (1 + m)
∫ 1

0
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (1 + m)(Uoβ + Vo(1 − β))− (Uo + Vo)

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dβ.

It implies after change of variables and simple calculations that

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
≤ 1

Vo −Uo

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ(y, ·)dy + m

∫ Vo
m

Uo
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

− 1 + m
Vo −Uo

∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (Uo + Vo)− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy.

Thus

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
+

1 + m
Vo −Uo

∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (Uo + Vo)− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ 1
Vo −Uo

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ(y, ·)dy + m

∫ Vo
m

Uo
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

. (29)

Since Ψ is an (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process, it follows that
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Ψ(βUo + (1 − β)Vo, ·) + mΨ
(

βVo + (1 − β)Uo

m
, ·
)

= Ψ
(

βUo + m(1 − β)

(
Vo

m

)
, ·
)
+ mΨ

(
(1 − β)

Uo

m
+ mβ

(
Vo

m2

)
, ·
)

≤
(

Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ
(
(1 − β)

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))+ m
(

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))
+ m

(
Ψ
(
Uo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m2

∣∣∣∣, ·))+ m2
(

Ψ
(
Vo

m2 , ·
)
− Ψ

(
(1 − β)

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m2

∣∣∣∣, ·)), (30)

integrating (30) w.r.t β over [0, 1] and after simple calculation and change of variables we get

1
Vo −Uo

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ(y, ·)dy + m

∫ Vo
m

Uo
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

≤ Ψ(Uo, ·) + m
{

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Uo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Vo

m2 , ·
)}

− 1
Vo −Uo

{ ∫ Vo

Uo

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ mΨ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m2Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

. (31)

Combining (29) and (31), we get what we want.

Corollary 1. When the inequality in (26) is reversed, it gives rise to an inequality of H.H-type
characterizing (P,m)-subquadratic stochastic processes.

To verify Theorem 9, we present the following example involving (P,m)-superquadratic
stochastic process.

Example 4. Consider the same process as given in Example 3, then we have the Figure 2a,b given
by Figure 2, depict the right, middle and left terms, which are denoted by R, M and L respectively
for Theorem 9.

m L M R
0.1 2573.33 18,809.1 5.34×106

0.2 276.909 2372.04 169,857
0.3 72.4611 719.63 23,361.5
0.4 30.056 317.4 5984.62
0.5 17.9503 174.162 2195.01
0.6 14.0841 110.849 1022.4
0.7 12.9429 78.6475 564.916
0.8 12.7918 60.57 354.138
0.9 12.9999 49.6485 244.109
1.0 13.3151 42.6653 180.865

(a) (b)

Figure 2. Graphical and numerical description of Ψ = y3 via Theorem 9 for Uo = 3,Vo = 4 and
m ∈ (0.1, 1.0). (a) Numerical description of Theorem 9. (b) Graphical description of Theorem 9.
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In the aforementioned Example 4, the graph consists of three colors: pink, black
and red. Pink, black and red stands for the right, middle and right terms of Theorem 9,
respectively. It is obvious from Theorem 9 that right term is always greater than the middle
and middle term is greater than the left term, therefore the graph’s pink color always occur
above the black, and black always occur above the red color for various values of the
parameters involved in it. This graphically confirms that the established result is true.

4. H.H Type Inequalities for (P, m)-Superquadratic Stochastic Processes:
A Fractional Calculus Approach

This section is devoted to deriving fractional analogues of the H.H inequalities via RL
fractional operators.

Theorem 10. Let Ψ: [Uo, Vo
m ] × ∏ → ℜ be a mean-square integrable (P, m)-superquadratic

stochastic process, then

Ψ
(

uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
+

2(1 + m)α

(Vo −Uo)α

∫ Uo+Vo
2

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (Uo + Vo)− (m + 1)y
2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ Γ(1 + α)

(Vo −Uo)α

[
Iα
Uo

+Ψ(Vo, ·) + mαIα
Vo
m

−Ψ
(
Uo

m
, ·
)]

≤ Ψ(Uo, ·) + m
{

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Uo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Vo

m2 , ·
)}

− α

(Vo −Uo)α

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ mΨ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m2Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

, (32)

holds for all Uo,Vo ≥ 0 and m ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Let the process Ψ, satisfying the conditions of (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic
process, suggest that

Ψ
(

y + yo

2
, ·
)
= Ψ

(
y
2
+

(
m
2

)(
yo

m

)
, ·
)
≤
(

Ψ(y, ·)− Ψ
(

1
2

∣∣∣∣y − yo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))
+ m

(
Ψ
(

yo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
1
2

∣∣∣∣y − yo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·)), (33)

Replacing y with βUo +(1− β)Vo and yo with βVo +(1− β)Uo in (33), we obtain the following

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
≤ Ψ(βUo + (1 − β)Vo, ·) + mΨ

(
βVo + (1 − β)Uo

m
, ·
)

− (1 + m)Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (1 + m)(Uoβ + Vo(1 − β))− (Uo + Vo)

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·), (34)

Multiplying (34) by βα−1 and then integrating it via β over [0, 1], we have

1
α

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
≤
∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ(βUo + (1 − β)Vo, ·)dβ + m

∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ

(
βVo + (1 − β)Uo

m
, ·
)

dβ

− (1 + m)
∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (1 + m)(Uoβ + Vo(1 − β))− (Uo + Vo)

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dβ,

it implies that
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1
α

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
≤ 1

(Vo −Uo)α

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1Ψ(y, ·)dy + mα

∫ Vo
m

Uo
m

(
y − Uo

m

)α−1

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

− 1 + m
(Vo −Uo)α

∫ Vo

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (Uo + Vo)− (m + 1)y
2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy,

thus

1
α

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
+

1 + m
(Vo −Uo)α

∫ Vo

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (Uo + Vo)− (m + 1)y
2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ Γ(α)
(Vo −Uo)α

[
Iα
Uo

+Ψ(Vo, ·) + mαIα
Vo
m

−Ψ
(
Uo

m
, ·
)]

, (35)

again as Ψ is a (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process, then we have

Ψ(βUo + (1 − β)Vo, ·) + mΨ
(

βVo + (1 − β)Uo

m
, ·
)

= Ψ
(

βUo + m(1 − β)

(
Vo

m

)
, ·
)
+ mΨ

(
(1 − β)

Uo

m
+ mβ

(
Vo

m2

)
, ·
)

≤
(

Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ
(
(1 − β)

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))+ m
(

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))
+ m

(
Ψ
(
Uo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m2

∣∣∣∣, ·))
+ m2

(
Ψ
(
Vo

m2 , ·
)
− Ψ

(
(1 − β)

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m2

∣∣∣∣, ·)), (36)

Multiplying (36) by βα−1 and then integrating it via β over [0, 1], we have

∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ(βUo + (1 − β)Vo, ·)dβ + m

∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ

(
βVo + (1 − β)Uo

m
, ·
)

dβ

≤
∫ 1

0
βα−1

(
Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ

(
(1 − β)

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

+ m
∫ 1

0
βα−1

(
Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

+ m
∫ 1

0
βα−1

(
Ψ
(
Uo

m
, ·
)
− Ψ

(
β

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m2

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

+ m2
∫ 1

0
βα−1

(
Ψ
(
Vo

m2 , ·
)
− Ψ

(
(1 − β)

∣∣∣∣mUo − Vo

m2

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ. (37)

It implies that

1
(Vo −Uo)α

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1Ψ(y, ·)dy + mα

∫ Vo
m

Uo
m

(
y − Uo

m

)α−1

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

≤ 1
α

Ψ(Uo, ·) + 1
α

m
{

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Uo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Vo

m2 , ·
)}

− 1
(Vo −Uo)α

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ mΨ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m2Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

, (38)
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thus

Γ(α)
(Vo −Uo)α

[
Iα
Uo

+Ψ(Vo, ·) + mαIα
Vo
m

−Ψ
(
Uo

m
, ·
)]

≤ 1
α

Ψ(Uo, ·) + 1
α

m
{

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Uo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Vo

m2 , ·
)}

− 1
(Vo −Uo)α

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ mΨ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m2Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

. (39)

The proof is completed by merging inequalities (35) and (39).

Corollary 2. The fractional inequalities of H.H-type for (P, m)-subquadratic stochastic processes
are obtained by applying RL fractional integral operators, provided that the inequalities in (32)
are reversed.

Corollary 3. The H.H type inequalities for (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic process are obtained
by taking α = 1 in (32).

Theorem 11. Let Ψ: [Uo, Vo
m ] × ∏ → ℜ be a mean-square integrable (P, m)-superquadratic

stochastic process, then

Γ(1 + α)

2(m + 1)

{
1

(mVo −Uo)α

(
Iα
Uo

+Ψ(mVo, ·) + Iα
mVo

−Ψ(Uo, ·)
)

+
1

(Vo − mUo)α

(
Iα
Vo

−Ψ(mUo, ·) + Iα
mUo

+Ψ(Vo, ·)
)}

≤
(
Ψ(Uo, ·) + Ψ(Vo, ·)

)
− α

2(mVo −Uo)α

( ∫ mVo

Uo
(mVo − y)α−1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (mVo − y)(Vo −Uo)

mVo −Uo

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo −Uo)

mVo −Uo

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

)
− α

2(Vo − mUo)α

( ∫ Vo

mUo
(y − mUo)

α−1
(

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − mUo)(Vo −Uo)

Vo − mUo

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo −Uo)

Vo − mUo

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

)
. (40)

holds for all Uo,Vo ≥ 0 and m ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Suppose that the process Ψ exhibits (P, m)-superquadraticity, then

Ψ(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) ≤ Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)
+ m

(
Ψ(Vo, ·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
, (41)

and

Ψ((1 − β)Uo + mβVo, ·) ≤ Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)
+ m

(
Ψ(Vo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
. (42)
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Adding inequalities (41) and (42), we arrive at the following result:

Ψ(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·) + Ψ((1 − β)Uo + mβVo, ·)
≤ Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·) + m

(
Ψ(Vo, ·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·) + m

(
Ψ(Vo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
= 2Ψ(Uo, ·) + 2mΨ(Vo, ·)− (1 + m)

(
Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
+ Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

))
. (43)

The inequality (43) is multiplied by βα−1 and integrating via β over [0, 1], so we then
attain that∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ(βUo + m(1 − β)Vo, ·)dβ +

∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ((1 − β)Uo + mβVo, ·)dβ

≤ 2
∫ 1

0
βα−1(Ψ(Uo, ·) + mΨ(Vo, ·)

)
dβ

− (1 + m)

( ∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)dβ +

∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)dβ

)
, (44)

it implies that

α

(mVo −Uo)α

{ ∫ mVo

Uo
(mVo − y)α−1Ψ(y)dy +

∫ mVo

Uo
(y −Uo)

α−1Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

≤
(
2Ψ(Uo, ·) + 2mΨ(Vo, ·)

)
− α(1 + m)

(mVo −Uo)α

( ∫ mVo

Uo
(mVo − y)α−1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (mVo − y)(Vo −Uo)

mVo −Uo

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo −Uo)

mVo −Uo

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

)
, (45)

thus

Γ(1 + α)

2(mVo −Uo)α

{
Iα
Uo

+Ψ(mVo, ·) + Iα
mVo

−Ψ(Uo, ·)
}

≤
(
Ψ(Uo, ·) + mΨ(Vo, ·)

)
− α(1 + m)

2(mVo −Uo)α

( ∫ mVo

Uo
(mVo − y)α−1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (mVo − y)(Vo −Uo)

mVo −Uo

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo −Uo)

mVo −Uo

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

)
, (46)

Likewise, there are

Ψ(βVo + m(1 − β)Uo, ·) ≤ Ψ(Vo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)
+ m

(
Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
, (47)

and

Ψ((1 − β)Vo + mβUo, ·) ≤ Ψ(Vo, ·)− Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)
+ m

(
Ψ(Uo, ·)− Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

)
. (48)

Adding inequalities (47) and (48), we derive:

Ψ(βVo + m(1 − β)Uo, ·) + Ψ((1 − β)Vo + mβUo, ·)
≤ 2Ψ(Vo, ·) + 2mΨ(Uo, ·)− (1 + m)

(
Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·) + Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)

))
, (49)
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the inequality (49) is multiplied by βα−1 and integrating via β over [0, 1], we then attain that

∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ(βVo + m(1 − β)Uo, ·)dβ +

∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ((1 − β)Vo + mβUo, ·)dβ

≤ 2
∫ 1

0
βα−1(Ψ(Vo, ·) + mΨ(Uo, ·)

)
dβ

− (1 + m)

( ∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ(β|Vo −Uo|, ·)dβ +

∫ 1

0
βα−1Ψ((1 − β)|Vo −Uo|, ·)dβ

)
, (50)

it implies that

α

(Vo − mUo)α

{ ∫ Vo

mUo
(y − mUo)

α−1Ψ(y, ·)dy +
∫ Vo

mUo
(Vo − y)α−1Ψ(y, ·)dy

}
≤
(
2Ψ(Vo, ·) + 2mΨ(Uo, ·)

)
− α(1 + m)

(Vo − mUo)α

( ∫ Vo

mUo
(y − mUo)

α−1
(

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − mUo)(Vo −Uo)

Vo − mUo

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo −Uo)

Vo − mUo

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

)
, (51)

thus

Γ(1 + α)

2(Vo − mUo)α

{
Iα
Vo

−Ψ(mUo, ·) + Iα
mUo

+Ψ(Vo, ·)
}

≤
(
Ψ(Uo, ·) + mΨ(Vo, ·)

)
− α(1 + m)

2(Vo − mUo)α

( ∫ Vo

mUo
(y − mUo)

α−1
(

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − mUo)(Vo −Uo)

Vo − mUo

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo −Uo)

Vo − mUo

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

)
. (52)

The required result is obtained by summing (46) and (52).

Corollary 4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 11, and by taking α = 1, one arrives at the
following inequality for (P, m)-superquadratic functions.

1
(m + 1)

{
1

mVo −Uo

∫ mVo

Uo
Ψ(y, ·)dy +

1
Vo − mUo

∫ Vo

mUo
Ψ(y, ·)dy

}
≤
(
Ψ(Uo, ·) + Ψ(Vo, ·)

)
− 1

2(mVo −Uo)

( ∫ mVo

Uo

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (mVo − y)(Vo −Uo)

mVo −Uo

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo −Uo)

mVo −Uo

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

)
− 1

2(Vo − mUo)

( ∫ Vo

mUo

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − mUo)(Vo −Uo)

Vo − mUo

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo −Uo)

Vo − mUo

∣∣∣∣, ·))dβ

)
, (53)

Example 5. Consider the same process as given in Example 3, then we have the Figure 3a,b given
by Figure 3, shows the right, middle and left terms, which are denoted by R, M and L respectively
for Theorem 10.

In the aforementioned Example 5, the graph consists of three colors: pink, black
and red. Pink, black and red stand for the right, middle and right terms of Theorem 10,
respectively. It is obvious from Theorem 10 that right term is always greater than the middle
and middle term is greater than the left term, therefore the graph’s pink color always occur
above the black, and black always occur above the red color for various values of the
parameters involved in it. This graphically confirms that the established result is true.
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m L M R
0.1 5602.88 43,793.8 5.002 × 106

0.2 606.688 5512.50 163,981
0.3 173.250 1664.12 23,032.6
0.4 83.9077 727.344 5975.39
0.5 57.7168 393.750 2204.63
0.6 48.5417 246.296 1028.33
0.7 45.0282 171.301 567.665
0.8 43.6457 129.199 355.275
0.9 43.1186 103.764 244.531
1.0 42.9375 87.5000 181.000

(a) (b)

Figure 3. Graphical description of Theorem 10. (a) Numerical description of Theorem 10. (b) Graphi-
cal and numerical description of Ψ = y3 via Theorem (10) for α = 0.6, Uo = 3,Vo = 4 and m ∈ [0, 1.0].

5. Implications for Information Theory
Distinguishing between two probability distributions is a fundamental task across

various disciplines, including statistics, information theory and machine. Divergence
measures serve as quantitative tools for assessing the dissimilarity between probability
distributions. Lin [53], in 1991, proposed a novel class of divergence measures derived
from Shannon entropy, a core principle in information theory used to quantify uncertainty
and the informational content within a probability distribution. Lin’s departure provided
a principled, information-theoretic way of measuring distributional discrepancy. Shioya
and Da-te [54] later built on Lin’s contribution by bringing out the H.H Ψ-divergence in
1995. Their development utilized the H.H inequality, a standard mathematical finding
connected with convex functions, to create an extended and more versatile basis. This
breakthrough greatly extended the range of application of divergence measures, allowing
deeper understanding and new applications in the comparative examination of probability
distributions.

For clarity and focus, we restrict ourselves to the definitions that are directly relevant
to the results that follow.

Definition 15 ([55]). Csiszár Ψ-divergence is defined as follows:

DΨ(po||qo) =
∫
℧
qo(y)Ψ

(
po(y)
qo(y)

)
dU (y), po, qo ∈ P.

In this context, P represents the collection of all probability densities with respect to a σ-finite
measure U , ℧ is assumed to be a nonempty set, and Ψ is a convex function defined over (0,+∞).

P =

{
po|po : ℧ → ℜ, po(y) ≥ 0,

∫
℧
po(y)dU (y) = 1

}
.

Remark 6. Taking the function Ψ as an (P, m)-superquadratic function yields the Csiszár
Ψ-divergence for (P, m)-superquadratic function.

Definition 16 ([56]). H.H Ψ-divergence is denoted and defined as follows:

DΨ
HH(po||qo) =

∫
℧
qo(y)

∫ po(y)
qo(y)

1 Ψ(y)dy(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
) dU (y), po, qo ∈ P. (54)
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Definition 17 ([57]). RL fractional H.H Ψ-divergence is denoted and defined as follows:

αDΨ
HH(po||qo) =

∫
℧
qo(y)

(Iα
1+Ψ)

(
po(y)
qo(y)

)
+ (Iα(

po(y)
qo(y)

−
)Ψ(1))


2
(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)α dU (y), po, qo ∈ P. (55)

Where the Definition 2 provides the fractional operators used in (55).

Remark 7. We obtain (54), if α = 1 is set in (55).

Definition 18 ([58]). Let Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ be a convex stochastic process defined on J ⊆ (0, ∞),
satisfying the condition Ψ(1, ·) = 0. Then, the stochastic divergence associated with po, qo ∈ P is
defined as follows:

SDΨ(po||qo) =
∫
℧
qo(y)Ψ

(
po(y)
qo(y)

, .
)

dU (y), po, qo ∈ P. (56)

Remark 8. When the convex stochastic process in (56) is substituted with an (P, m)-superquadratic
stochastic process, the resulting expression defines the stochastic divergence for (P, m)-superquadratic
stochastic processes.

Definition 19 ([58]). The stochastic H.H-divergence for po, qo ∈ P for a convex stochastic process
Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ on J ⊆ (0, ∞) is stated as

SDΨ
HH(po||qo) =

∫
℧
qo(y)

∫ po(y)
qo(y)

1 Ψ(y, .)dy(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
) dU (y), po, qo ∈ P. (57)

Remark 9. We find stochastic H.H-divergence for P-superquadratic stochastic process when P-
superquadratic stochastic process is substituted for convex stochastic process in (57).

Definition 20 ([58]). A convex stochastic process Ψ : J × ∏ → ℜ, defined on J ⊆ (0, ∞) and
satisfies Ψ(1, ·) = 0, provides the following definition for the stochastic divergence corresponding to
po, qo ∈ P and is called RL fractional stochastic H.H-divergence.

αSDΨ
HH(po||qo) = Γ(α + 1)

∫
℧
qo(y)

[
Iα
1+ [Ψ]

(
po(y)
qo(y)

)
+ Iα

po(y)
qo(y)

− [Ψ](1)

]
2
(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)α dU (y), po, qo ∈ P. (58)

The fractional integral operators appearing in (58) are those provided in Definition 13.

Remark 10. By replacing the convex stochastic process in (58) with an P-superquadratic stochas-
tic process, we derive the RL fractional stochastic H.H divergence corresponding to the P-
superquadratic case.

Here, we present the proofs of the results pertaining to fractional stochastic H.H-
divergence and stochastic H.H-divergence for P-superquadratic stochastic processes.
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Theorem 12. Let Ψ: [Uo, Vo
m ] × ∏ → ℜ be a mean-square integrable (P, m)-superquadratic

stochastic process, and Ψ(1, .) = 0, then

SDΨ

(
1
2
qo +

1
2
po||qo

)
+ η1 ≤ 2SDΨ

HH(po||qo) ≤ 2SDΨ(po||qo)− η2. (59)

∀ po, qo ∈ P, where

SDΨ
HH(po||qo) =

∫
℧

qo(y)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)(∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1
Ψ(y, ·)dy

)
dU (y),

η1 =
∫
℧

qo(y)(2)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)(∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣qo(y) + po(y)

2qo(y)
− y

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

)
dU (y),

and

η2 =

{ ∫
℧

qo(y)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)( ∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣)

+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)

+ m2Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
)

dU (y)
}

.

holds for all Uo,Vo ≥ 0 and m ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Consider the H.H’s inequalities for (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes, from
Theorem 9:

Ψ
(
Uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
+

1 + m
Vo −Uo

∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (Uo + Vo)− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ 1
Vo −Uo

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
Ψ(y, ·)dy + m

∫ Vo
m

Uo
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

≤ Ψ(Uo, ·) + m
{

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Uo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Vo

m2 , ·
)}

− 1
Vo −Uo

{ ∫ Vo

Uo

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ mΨ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m2Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

. (60)
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Now setting Uo = 1, and Vo =
po(y)
qo(y)

, in (60), we obtain

Ψ
(
qo(y) + po(y)

2qo(y)
, ·
)
+

1 + m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
) ∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣qo(y) + po(y)

2mqo(y)
− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ 1
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1

{ ∫ po(y)
qo(y)

1
Ψ(y, ·)dy + m

∫ po(y)
mqo(y)

1
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

≤ Ψ(1, ·) + m
{

Ψ
(

po(y)
mqo(y)

, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
1
m

, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
po(y)

m2qo(y)
, ·
)}

− 1(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
){ ∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1

(
Ψ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(y − 1)

(
po(y)
qo(y)

− m
)

m
(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)

∣∣∣∣∣∣


+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)

+ m2Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

. (61)

Since Ψ(1, ·) = 0, it follows that:

Ψ
(
qo(y) + po(y)

2qo(y)
, ·
)
+

1 + m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
) ∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣qo(y) + po(y)

2mqo(y)
− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ 1
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1

{ ∫ po(y)
qo(y)

1
Ψ(y, ·)dy + m

∫ po(y)
mqo(y)

1
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy
}

≤ m
{

Ψ
(

po(y)
mqo(y)

, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
1
m

, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
po(y)

m2qo(y)
, ·
)}

− 1(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
){ ∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1

(
Ψ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(y − 1)

(
po(y)
qo(y)

− m
)

m
(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)

∣∣∣∣∣∣


+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)

+ m2Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

. (62)

Multiplying both sides of (62) by qo(y) ≥ 0, for all y ∈ ℧, and integrating the resulting
expression over ℧, yields:
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∫
℧
qo(y)Ψ

(
qo(y) + po(y)

2qo(y)
, ·
)

dU (y)

+
∫
℧

qo(y)(1 + m)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
) (∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣qo(y) + po(y)

2mqo(y)
− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

)
dU (y)

≤
∫
℧

qo(y)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)(∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy

)
dU (y) + m

∫
℧

qo(y)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)(∫ po(y)

mqo(y)

1
m

Ψ(y, ·)dy

)
dU (y)

≤ m
{ ∫

℧
qo(y)Ψ

(
po(y)

mqo(y)
, ·
)

dU (y) +
∫
℧
qo(y)Ψ

(
1
m

, ·
)

dU (y)

+
∫
℧
qo(y)Ψ

(
po(y)

m2qo(y)
, ·
)

dU (y)
}
−
{ ∫

℧

qo(y)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)( ∫ po(y)

qo(y)

1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣)

+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)

+ m2Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
)

dU (y)
}

. (63)

By applying the definitions of stochastic divergence and stochastic H.H-divergence, we
arrive at the desired result.

Theorem 13. Let Ψ: [Uo, Vo
m ] × ∏ → ℜ be a mean-square integrable (P, m)-superquadratic

stochastic process, and Ψ(1, .) = 0, then

SDΨ

(
1
2qo +

1
2po||qo

)
Γ(1 + α)

+
2α(1 + m)τ1

Γ(1 + α)
≤ 2αSDm

Ψ
HH(po||qo)

≤ m
Γ(1 + α)

{
SDΨ(po||mqo) +

∫
℧
qo(y)Ψ

(
1
m

, ·
)

dU (y) + mαSDΨ(po||m2qo)

}
− ατ2

Γ(1 + α)
.

∀ po, qo ∈ P, and α > 0, where

αSDm
Ψ
HH(po||qo) =

∫
℧

qo(y)

2
(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)α

[
Iα

1+Ψ
(
po(y)
qo(y)

, ·
)
+ mαIα

po(y)
mqo(y)

−Ψ
(

1
m

, ·
)]

dU (y),

τ1 =
∫
℧

 qo(y)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)α

∫ qo(y)+po(y)
2qo(y)

1

(
po(y)
qo(y)

− y
)α−1

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (1 +

po(y)
qo(y)

)− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

dU (y),
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and

τ2 =
∫
℧

qo(y)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)α

( ∫ po(y)
qo(y)

1

(
po(y)
qo(y)

− y
)α−1(

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)

+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)

+ m2Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
)

dU (y).

holds for all Uo,Vo ≥ 0 and m ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Consider the fractional H.H-type inequalities for (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic
processes, established via RL integral operators of order α > 0, as presented in Theorem 10:

Ψ
(

uo + Vo

2
, ·
)
+

2(1 + m)α

(Vo −Uo)α

∫ Uo+Vo
2

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (Uo + Vo)− (m + 1)y
2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ Γ(1 + α)

(Vo −Uo)α

[
Iα
Uo

+Ψ(Vo, ·) + mαIα
Vo
m

−Ψ
(
Uo

m
, ·
)]

≤ Ψ(Uo, ·) + m
{

Ψ
(
Vo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Uo

m
, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
Vo

m2 , ·
)}

− α

(Vo −Uo)α

{ ∫ Vo

Uo
(Vo − y)α−1

(
Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ mΨ

(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (Vo − y)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·)
+ m2Ψ

(∣∣∣∣ (y −Uo)(Vo − mUo)

m2(Vo −Uo)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

, (64)

Now setting Uo = 1, and Vo =
po(y)
qo(y)

, in (64), we obtain

Ψ
(
qo(y) + po(y)

2qo(y)
, .
)
+

2α(1 + m)(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)α

∫ qo(y)+po(y)
2qo(y)

1

(
po(y)
qo(y)

− y
)α−1

× Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (1 +

po(y)
qo(y)

)− (m + 1)y

2m

∣∣∣∣, ·)dy

≤ Γ(1 + α)

(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)α

[
Iα

1+Ψ
(
po(y)
qo(y)

, ·
)
+ mαIα

po(y)
mqo(y)

−Ψ
(

1
m

, ·
)]

≤ Ψ(1, ·) + m
{

Ψ
(

po(y)
mqo(y)

, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
1
m

, ·
)
+ Ψ

(
po(y)

m2qo(y)
, ·
)}

− α(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1
)α

{ ∫ po(y)
qo(y)

1

(
po(y)
qo(y)

− y
)α−1(

Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)

+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)+ mΨ
(∣∣∣∣ (

po(y)
qo(y)

− y)(po(y)
qo(y)

− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·)

+ m2Ψ
(∣∣∣∣ (y − 1)(po(y)

qo(y)
− m)

m2(
po(y)
qo(y)

− 1)

∣∣∣∣, ·))dy
}

. (65)
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Given that Ψ(1, ·) = 0, it follows that:
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. (66)

By multiplying both sides of (66) by qo(y) ≥ 0, where y ∈ ℧, and integrating the resulting
expression over ℧, we derive the following:
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. (67)

Employing the definitions of stochastic divergence, stochastic H.H-divergence and RL
fractional stochastic H.H-divergence, we obtain the required result.
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Remark 11. By setting α = 1 in Theorem 13, we recover the result stated in Theorem 12.

5.1. Assumptions Underlying the Study and Their Limitations

This study is built upon a carefully designed set of assumptions that ensure both math-
ematical rigor and practical relevance. The new class of (P,m)-superquadratic stochastic
processes is treated within the context of mean-square continuity, a general but natural
assumption which ensures integrability of the stochastic RL fractional integrals used in
our construction. The random variables and the stochastic processes are assumed to be
square-integrable, thus enhancing the stability and robustness of the theoretical results.
The derivation of more intricate H.H-type inequalities finds its basis in the generalized
convexity through the m-superquadratic requirement, significantly broadening the range
of investigation beyond the conventional techniques based on convexity. Through the use
of RL operators within fractional extensions, the article opens new doors in stochastic
fractional calculus and provides a sound basis for future investigation with other fractional
operators like Caputo or Hadamard. The methodology through demonstrating its applica-
tion within information theory, namely through the presentation of innovative stochastic
measures of divergence, and thereby highlighting its interdisciplinary importance. To
ensure the theoretical contributions are credible, the paper has informative numerical
examples and accurate visualizations with the computation times specifically noted. To-
gether, these contributions provide a solid foundation for future work and application,
positioning this paper as an important contribution to the new field of stochastic analysis
and applications.

5.2. Complexity and Implementation

In order to justify the theoretical results and verify the applicability of our suggested
framework to (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes, we supply numerical benchmarks
for all symbolic calculations and plot outputs. The symbolic procedures employed to create
figures and numerical results for the Jensen-type and H.H inequalities and their fractional
RL counterparts were run using Mathematica 11.3 on a typical computing platform (In-
tel Core i7 processor with 16 GB RAM). For illustrative tasks, the measured wall-clock
times varied between about 0.142565 and 5.36818 s, depending on the levels of symbolic
integration and plotting required. In spite of the symbolic character of the procedures,
these findings establish that the calculations remain within efficient and comfortably within
practical limits. To allow complete reproducibility and transparency of computations,
we share a publicly available GitHub repository with the entire Mathematica notebook:
https://github.com/dawoodpk1947/-P-m--superquadratic-stochastic-processes.git. Fur-
ther, precise timing results can be viewed through: https://github.com/dawoodpk1947/
time-for-P-m--superquadratic-stochastic-processes.git (visited on 10 July 2025), enabling
the users to navigate and replicate the computational steps stepwise.

6. Conclusions
In this work, we first proposed the notion of (P, m)-superquadratic stochastic processes,

which provided a new and mathematically rigorous extension of traditional superquadratic
theories in the context of mean-square stochastic calculus. Through rigorous analysis of
their structural characteristics, we established extended forms of Jensen’s inequality and
H.H inequalities, and then further extended these findings to their fractional analogues
by stochastic RL fractional integrals. These results greatly expand the analytical arsenal
available for fractional stochastic analysis.

The theoretical results were supplemented by well-conceived graphical representations
and tabulated illustrations, confirming both the applicability and the generality of the

https://github.com/dawoodpk1947/-P-m--superquadratic-stochastic-processes.git
https://github.com/dawoodpk1947/time-for-P-m--superquadratic-stochastic-processes.git
https://github.com/dawoodpk1947/time-for-P-m--superquadratic-stochastic-processes.git
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inequalities suggested. The legitimacy of the framework was also demonstrated further
through novel applications in information theory, specifically in constructing new classes
of stochastic divergence measures.

In order to facilitate reproducibility and computational transparency, all symbolic
procedures, graphical plots, and running times have been well documented and made
publicly available. This work not only contributes to the theoretical development of stochas-
tic inequalities but also opens the door for further investigation in fractional stochastic
processes and their inter-disciplinary applications.
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inequalities involving (k − p)-fractional operator for various types of convex functions. Fractal Fract. 2022, 6, 376. [CrossRef]
14. Dragomir, S.S. Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for generalized Riemann-Liouville fractional integrals of h-convex functions.

Math. Meth. Appl. Sci. 2021, 44, 2364–2380. [CrossRef]
15. Bohner, M.; Kashuri, A.; Mohammed, P.O.; Nápoles Valdés, J.E. Hermite-Hadamard-type inequalities for conformable integrals.

Hacet. J. Math. Stat. 2022, 51, 775–786. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-3013-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-33304-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2023.122250
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mcm.2011.12.048
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/num.22767
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/math-2020-0038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2016.09.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/dema-2022-0254
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13660-019-1982-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract6070376
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mma.5893
http://dx.doi.org/10.15672/hujms.946069


Fractal Fract. 2025, 9, 771 32 of 33

16. Butt, S.I.; Khan, A. New fractal-fractional parametric inequalities with applications. Chaos Solitons Fractals 2023, 172, 113529.
[CrossRef]

17. Merad, M.; Meftah, B.; Boulares, H.; Moumen, A.; Bouye, M. Fractional Simpson-like inequalities with parameter for differential
s-tgs-convex functions. Fractal Fract. 2023, 7, 772. [CrossRef]

18. Hezenci, F. Fractional inequalities of corrected Euler-Maclaurin-type for twice-differentiable functions. Comput. Appl. Math. 2023,
42, 92. [CrossRef]

19. Zhao, D.; Ali, M.A.; Budak, H.; He, Z.Y. Some Bullen-type inequalities for generalized fractional integrals. Fractals 2023, 31,
2340060. [CrossRef]

20. Rahman, G.; Vivas-Cortez, M.; Yildiz, C. .; Samraiz, M.; Mubeen, S.; Yassen, M.F. On the generalization of Ostrowski-type integral
inequalities via fractional integral operators with application to error bounds. Fractal Fract. 2023, 7, 683. [CrossRef]

21. Saleh, W.; Lakhdari, A.; Kilic.man, A.; Frioui, A.; Meftah, B. Some new fractional Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for functions
with co-ordinated extended (s, m)-prequasiinvex mixed partial derivatives. Alex. Eng. J. 2023, 72, 261–267. [CrossRef]

22. Zhou, Y.X.; Du, T.S. The Simpson-type integral inequalities involving twice local fractional differentiable generalized (s, P)-
convexity and their applications. Fractals 2023, 31, 2350038. [CrossRef]

23. Atangana, A.; Baleanu, D. New fractional derivatives with non-local and non-singular kernel theory and application to heat
transfer model. Therm. Sci. 2016, 20, 763–769. [CrossRef]

24. Jiang, J.; Miao, B. A study of anomalous stochastic processes via generalizing fractional calculus. Chaos 2025, 35, 023156. [CrossRef]
25. Sahebi Fard, H.; Dastranj, E.; Jajarmi, A. A Novel Fractional Stochastic Model Equipped with ψ-Caputo Fractional Derivative in a

Financial Market. Math. Methods Appl. Sci. 2025, 48, 9653–9661. [CrossRef]
26. Guidoum, A.C.; Almulhim, F.A.; Bassoudi, M.; Boukhetala, K.; Alamari, M.B. Fractional and Higher Integer-Order Moments for

Fractional Stochastic Differential Equations. Symmetry 2025, 17, 665. [CrossRef]
27. Nikodem, K. On convex stochastic processes. Aequationes Math. 1998, 2, 427–446. [CrossRef]
28. Skowronski, A. On some properties of j-convex stochastic processes. Aequationes Math. 1992, 2, 249–258. [CrossRef]
29. Kotrys, D. Hermite-Hadamard inequality for convex stochastic processes. Aequationes Math. 2012, 83, 143–151. [CrossRef]
30. Okur, N.; Isçan, I.; Dizdar, E.Y. Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for p-convex stochastic processes. Int. J. Optim. Control Theor.

Appl. 2019, 9, 148–153. [CrossRef]
31. Set, E.; Tomar, M.; Maden, S. Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for s-convex stochastic processes in the second sense. Turk. J.

Anal. Number Theor. 2014, 2, 202–207. [CrossRef]
32. Budak, H.; Sarikaya, M.Z. A new Hermite-Hadamard inequality for h-convex stochastic processes. RGMIA Res. Rep. Collect. 2019,

19, 30. [CrossRef]
33. Barraez, D.; Gonzalez, L.; Merentes, N. On h-convex stochastic processes. Math. Aeterna 2015, 5, 571–581.
34. Budak, H.; Sarikaya, M.Z. On generalized stochastic fractional integrals and related inequalities. Theor. Appl. 2018, 5, 471–481.

[CrossRef]
35. Afzal, W.; Abbas, M.; Eldin, S.M.; Khan, Z.A. Some well known inequalities for (h1, h2)-convex stochastic process via interval set

inclusion relation. AIMS Math. 2023, 8, 19913–19932. [CrossRef]
36. Tunç, M. Ostrowski-type inequalities via h-convex functions with applications to special means. J. Inequalities Appl. 2013, 2013,

326. [CrossRef]
37. Zhao, D.; An, T.; Ye, G.; Liu, W. New Jensen and Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for h-convex interval-valued functions.

J. Inequalities Appl. 2018, 2018, 302. [CrossRef]
38. Afzal, W.; Botmart, T. Some novel estimates of Jensen and Hermite-Hadamard inequalities for h-Godunova-Levin stochastic

processes. AIMS Math. 2023, 8, 7277–7291. [CrossRef]
39. Hernandez, J.E.H. On (m, h1, h2)-G-convex dominated stochastic processes. Kragujev. J. Math. 2022, 46, 215–227. [CrossRef]
40. Vivas-Cortez, M.J. On (m, h1, h2)-convex stochastic processes using fractional integral operator. Appl. Math. Inform. Sci. 2018, 12,

45–53. [CrossRef]
41. Hafiz, F.M. The fractional calculus for some stochastic processes. Stoch. Anal. Appl. 2004, 22, 507–523. [CrossRef]
42. Kotrys, D. Remarks on Jensen, Hermite-Hadamard and Fejer inequalities for strongly convex stochastic processes. Math. Aeterna

2015, 5, 104. [CrossRef]
43. Agahi, H.; Babakhani, A. On fractional stochastic inequalities related to Hermite-Hadamard and Jensen types for convex stochastic

processes. Aequationes Math. 2016, 90, 1035–1043. [CrossRef]
44. Fu, H.; Saleem, M.S.; Nazeer, W.; Ghafoor, M.; Li, P. On Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for n-polynomial convex stochastic

processes. AIMS Math. 2021, 6, 6322–6339. [CrossRef]
45. Abramovich, S.; Jameson, G.; Sinnamon, G. Refining Jensen’s inequality. Bull. Math. Sc. Math. Roum. 2004, 47, 3–14. Available

online: https://www.jstor.org/stable/43678937 (accessed on 10 July 2025).
46. Abramovich, S.; Jameson, G.; Sinnamon, G. Inequalities for averages of convex and superquadratic functions. J. Inequal. Pure

Appl. Math. 2004, 5, 1–14.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chaos.2023.113529
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract7110772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s40314-023-02235-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218348X23400601
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/fractalfract7090683
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aej.2023.03.080
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0218348X2350038X
http://dx.doi.org/10.2298/TSCI160111018A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/5.0244009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/mma.10832
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/sym17050665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02190513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01830983
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00010-011-0090-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.11121/ijocta.01.2019.00602
http://dx.doi.org/10.12691/tjant-2-6-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.20852/ntmsci.2019.376
http://dx.doi.org/10.15559/18-VMSTA117
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/math.20231015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1029-242X-2013-326
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13660-018-1896-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/math.2023366
http://dx.doi.org/10.46793/KgJMat2202.215H
http://dx.doi.org/10.18576/amis/120104
http://dx.doi.org/10.1081/SAP-120028609
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00010-012-0163-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00010-016-0425-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.3934/math.2021371
https://www.jstor.org/stable/43678937


Fractal Fract. 2025, 9, 771 33 of 33

47. Li, G.; Chen, F. Hermite-Hadamard type inequalities for superquadratic functions via fractional integrals. Abstr. Appl. Anal. 2014,
2014, 851271. [CrossRef]

48. Alomari, M.W.; Chesneau, C. On h-superquadratic functions. Afrika Mat. 2022, 33, 41. [CrossRef]
49. Khan, D.; Butt, S.I. Superquadraticity and its fractional perspective via center-radius cr-order relation. Chaos Solitons Fractals 2024,

182, 114821. [CrossRef]
50. Khan, D.; Butt, S.I.; Seol, Y. Analysis of (P, m)-superquadratic function and related fractional integral inequalities with applications.

J. Inequalities Appl. 2024, 2024, 137. [CrossRef]
51. Butt, S.I.; Khan, D. Superquadratic function and its applications in information theory via interval calculus. Chaos Solitons Fractals

2025, 190, 115748. [CrossRef]
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