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1. Introduction

Convexity is one of the most important and useful ideas in mathematical analysis. It connects
geometry, topology, and optimization theory; see [1,2]. Its importance is especially clear in the area
of integral inequalities, where convex functions make it easier to find exact error bounds for different
approximation methods. Since the discovery of the classical Hermite-Hadamard inequality, which
provides a double estimation for the mean value of a convex function, researchers have extensively
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utilized convexity to establish bounds for quadrature rules [3-5]. These inequalities are not merely
theoretical constructs; they play a pivotal role in numerical analysis by quantifying the error incurred
when approximating definite integrals using discrete data points.

Among the various numerical integration techniques, Newton-Cotes quadrature formulas are
arguably the most widely adopted due to their simplicity and effectiveness. These formulas
approximate the integral of a function over an interval by evaluating the function at equally spaced
nodes. While the trapezoidal rule (2 nodes) and Simpson’s 1/3 rule (3 nodes) are standard staples
in calculus curricula, Simpson’s 3/8 rule offers a higher degree of accuracy for sufficiently smooth
functions. This rule utilizes a cubic interpolation polynomial passing through four equally spaced
points. In classical analysis, the error estimation for Newton’s 3/8 rule typically relies on the fourth
derivative of the integrand. But in real-world applications, where functions might not be smooth or
have limited differentiability, this reliance on high-order regularity is frequently a limiting condition.
As a result, the use of convexity and generalized convexity to obtain error estimates involving only
first or second derivatives has become more prevalent in contemporary research, expanding the scope
of these quadrature rules.

The field of fractional calculus has experienced rapid expansion in recent decades, alongside major
developments in inequality theory. Fractional calculus, whose origins can be traced back to the 1695
correspondence between L'Hopital and Leibniz on the meaning of a half-order derivative, extends
the classical notions of differentiation and integration to arbitrary non-integer orders. In contrast
to classical local operators, fractional operators are inherently nonlocal, meaning that the present
state of a system depends on its past history. Owing to this distinctive memory effect, fractional
calculus has become an essential framework for modeling complex phenomena in many areas of
science and engineering. In particular, fractional partial differential equations have been successfully
applied in fluid dynamics to describe viscoelastic behavior, anomalous transport, and other hereditary
processes [6]. They also play an important role in image processing, especially in image denoising
and super-resolution, where fractional models provide enhanced capability for preserving edges and
fine textures while reducing noise [7, 8]. These diverse applications further demonstrate the broad
applicability and effectiveness of fractional-order models in capturing real-world phenomena that
cannot be adequately described by classical integer-order approaches.

Over the years, numerous definitions of fractional operators have been proposed to better describe
specific physical problems. These include the Riemann-Liouville, Caputo [9], Hadamard [10],
Conformable [11], and Katugampola [12] fractional derivatives, among others [13—15]. Recently, a
novel class of operators known as “proportional fractional operators” or “generalized proportional
operators” has attracted significant attention. These operators incorporate exponential kernels,
allowing for a more refined control over the decay of memory effects. Within this context, the
hybridization of proportional derivatives with the Caputo setting has led to the development of
“proportional Caputo-hybrid operators”. Unlike the classical Caputo operators, which are defined
solely through the fractional integral of the first-order derivative, the proportional Caputo-hybrid
operators incorporate an additional hybrid structure, typically involving an extra kernel. Therefore,
they provide a more flexible memory representation than the standard Caputo operators and should be
viewed as a generalized framework rather than a mere reformulation of the classical Caputo derivative.

The theoretical foundation for these operators was laid out in recent literature. As defined in [16],
the general form is given as follows:
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Definition 1.1. [16] Let o/ € L'(ey,¢,). The proportional Caputo-operator of order o € [0,1) is
defined by

1
I'(l -o)

where I'(:) is the Gamma function, and the kernels Gy and ¢, satisfy specific limit conditions as o — 0*
ando — 1°.

DL o (@) =

fo [¢1(0, W) (w) + (0, W)’ (w)] (@ — w) *dw,

Building upon this foundation, Sarikaya [17] formalized the left and right proportional Caputo-
hybrid operators for a specific choice of kernels, explicitly defined as follows:

Definition 1.2. [I7] For o € [0,1], the left-sided and right-sided proportional Caputo-hybrid
operators are given, respectively, by

1 .
ffCsz% (e2) = ) f (% (0, ¢2 — w) .7 (W) + 9 (0, ¢, — W) &’ (W)) (¢3 — W)™ dw,
and
e
SPNA ()= 5y f (% (0. — &) o (W) + %y (0,0 — &) &' (W) (w — ¢)) ™ dw,

where 4, (0, w) = (1 — 0)*w'™ and %, (0, w) = o*w°.

In the same work, Sarikaya [17] established the Hermite-Hadamard and trapezium-type inequalities
for convex functions as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Ler o/[e(, ¢;] > R, with 0 < ¢y < ¢,. If &/ and </’ are convex, then

e + ¢
2

"D 7 (e) + "D, (e2)]

er—

1- e+ ¢
J+ S - (1)

0 (er — ¢))°.f (
r'ad-o)

T 2(ep—ey)le

< 0%(ey —¢))° (”'(el) ’2“ A" (¢2)

2

) (1 - )(er — )1 (” )+ o "(ez)).

Theorem 1.2. Let o7[eq,¢;] = R, with 0 < ¢; < ¢,. If|.<’| and |.<"’| are convex, then

0%(e2 — 61)9(,527’(61);,2{’(62))4_ (= s — et ( (o) er M,,(ez))
I'(1 - Q)
T 2(ey —¢)le [PDf.mf (e)+” sz_ﬂ(ez)]

< 0%(e2 — ¢)°"! (Iﬂ’(el)l + Iﬂf’(ez)l) Ld-o(e - ¢1)*¢ -1 (I«Qf"(el)l + |«@7"(€2)|)
a 2 4 (3 - 20)? 23-% 2 '

The formalization of proportional Caputo-hybrid operators has catalyzed a significant body of
research dedicated to extending classical integral inequalities to this fractional framework. The
literature regarding these specific operators has expanded rapidly, with a particular focus on
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establishing error bounds that mirror classical quadrature rules. Pioneering this direction, Sarikaya [18]
derived Simpson-type inequalities, effectively bounding the error for functions with convex first- and
sencond-order derivatives. Expanding the scope to higher-order quadrature rules, Demir [19] recently
investigated Milne-type inequalities via proportional Caputo-hybrid operators. These foundational
works highlight the versatility of hybrid fractional operators in approximation theory and set the stage
for further generalizations.

In [20], Demir and Tung established the following Newton-type inequalities for functions whose
first- and second-order derivatives are convex:

2 -
(&2 — e1)” (Mel) . W(Zel; e2) N W(el 2262) " w(eg)

8
(1 —Q) 261 + ¢ e + 292
—— | 34 34 o
16(e; —epyet |7V F A 3 )T
I'(1-0) [prye Pry0
= W[ D, . (e)) + Dez_r@{(ez)]
250%(ey — e (197" (e))| + | () ~ . ,
S AC ) L 22|+ (1= 0)(es = ¢)* A Q) (1 ()] + 7 (e2)])
576 2
where the coefficient A(p) is defined as
3-20
3-20 5
N2 1-2(3)7% s . In(3) - In(2 V2)
2(5) RS Pa if O<e=—7G3
3-2 32 1\3-2
440 [(1)2—2@ (7)2—29] 2(3) T+ 3 @) -meV2) In3) - In(2 V2)
— (= +|= +—— if ——— <<
3-20|\8 8 3-20 4 In(3) In(3) — In(2)
3-2 32 32
4—-4o((1\22 1\2-2 7\2-2
T
Alo) = [\3~20 ,\3-20
2(3) T +2(3) 41 L G3)-1CVD) _InG3) - In(V2)
+ -2, if <o=
3-20 In(3) — In(2) In(3)
3-2 3-2 5\3-20
4 — 4o [(1)2—29 (7)2—29] 2(5) +1 5 In@3)-In(V2) In(3 V7) — In(4 V2)
= +|= +— - if ————— <<
3-20|\8 8 3-20 3 In(3) In(3) — In(2)
3-20
4—4p(1\72 1 1 . In(3 V7) - In(4 V2)
3-20 (§) T30 2 if me) —m@  ~¢=<t

Beyond these results, the literature has been enriched by Demir [19,21], who derived Milne-type
inequalities for various classes of functions. Furthermore, Mehtab et al. [22] expanded the scope
by investigating corrected Maclaurin-type inequalities utilizing the same proportional Caputo-hybrid
operators. More recently, Al-Hazmy et al. [23] established a new version of Milne-type inequalities via
convexity, while Al-Anzy et al. [24] conducted a parametrized study on three-point Newton-Cotes-type
inequalities for functions with s-convex first- and second-order derivatives.

Despite these advancements, there remains a need to investigate parameterized versions of these
inequalities to provide greater flexibility and tighter error bounds. In this paper, motivated by the
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utility of the Newton’s 3/8 rule and the flexibility of parameterized identities, we aim to establish
new parametrized Newton-type inequalities for proportional Caputo-hybrid operators. By introducing
a new integral identity and leveraging the properties of convexity, we derive error estimates that
generalize and improve upon existing results in the literature.

2. New parametrized identity involving proportional Caputo-hybrid operators

In this section, we introduce a new identity involving proportional Caputo-hybrid operators
indispensable for the derivation of our results.

Lemma 2.1. Let o/ : I — R be a twice differentiable function on I° (the interior of I), where ¢, ¢, € I°
satisfies 0 < ¢; < ¢y and let o7, /", /" € L[ey,¢,], where L ¢y, ¢;] denotes the space of all Lebesgue-
integrable real-valued functions defined on (¢}, ¢;]. Then, the equality

et (e1) + Bt (252) + Bt (W22) + 0o (e2)
2m+p) )
L 1-0 [mf’ (e1) + Bl (25°2) + pat (W52) + et (e2>]
2(e =) 2(m+p)

-0 (prcpye PC
ool (D8 (e + PDE S ()

Q2 (2 — 91)9[

1
1+ 3

- (ez—e) : f(" 2(n +ﬁ))(£f’((1—v)el+vez) A" (vey + (1 =v)ep))dv
0

" (v— %)(w (L= v)er +ves) = ' (ve + (1 = v) &) dv

w|—%wn\)

—+

2
(V_ 277(7;r+ﬁ/3))(£7' (L=v)e; +ver) =" (ve; + (1 = v) &) dv

r‘,)“\)%._‘

1- —¢)’?
) (? &) f(vz_zg 0 +,B))<d” (1 =v)er +vey) — " (ve; + (1 —v)ey))dv
0

2
3
+ f(vz—zg - %) (" (1 =v)e; +vey) — " (ve; + (1 —v)er))dv
1
3
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1

" f(VZ—Zp _ 2’153@))(%" (1 =v)eg +vey) — " (vey + (1 —v)ey))dv],

3

holds, where 1 and 3 are two non-negative parameters and o € [0, 1).

Proof. Let
1
3
M :[(V 2(n +B))(~0f’((1 —v)ep+vey) — A (vey + (1 —v)e))dv,
2
3
= f(v‘ _)(szf’ (L=v)e; +ver) =" (ver + (1 - v) &) dv,
g
1
N3 = [(V— zn(;fg)(szf’ (A =v)er +vey) =" (vey + (1 = v) &) dv,
3
1
3
f(v )(ﬂf” (I=w)yep +ver) =" (ver + (1 —v) &) dv,
0
2
y 1
My = f(VHQ - E)(ﬁf” (I =v)er +vey) =" (ver + (1 —v) &) dv,
3
and

1

My = f (v”g - n; 2 )(mf” (1 =v)er +vey) =" (vey + (1 = v) &) dv.
2
3

Using the integration by parts, .#] gives

1
3

N = ! (y_ (nn+ﬁ))(d((1—v)e1+ve2)+,52%(ve1+(1—v)92))

0

e2—91

_ 1 l_ n 2¢; + ¢ e + 2¢ 1
‘ez—el(s 2(77+,3))(M( 3 )“Z{( 3 ))+2—91(2(U+ﬂ))(d(el)+d(e2))
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1
3
— 3 e‘[(gf’((l—v)el+ve2)+42%(ve1+(1—v)e2))dv 2.1)
2— €
0
Similarly, we obtain
Ny = ! (v—l)(ﬂ((l—v)el+ve2)+42f(ve1+(1—v)e2))
€ — ¢ 2 %
1
. 2
— ef(&f((l—v)el+ve2)+,5a/(ve1+(1—v)e2))dv
2 — €
%
1 2¢; + ¢y e +2¢
3(62—61)(%( 3 )J“Q{( 3 ))
2
3
— 3 ef(;z{((l—v)el+ve2)+gf’(ve1+(1—v)e2))dv, 2.2)
2— €
3
1
A= ] (v— n+2ﬁ)(;z/((l—v)el+ve2)+¢27’(ve1+(1—v)ez))
e — ¢ 2(n+p) %
1
— f(;zf((l—v)el+Ve2)+,5zf(ve1+(1—v)e2))dv
2~ €
3
1 _n+2B
= (1 z(nw))(d(emw(ez))
1 2 n+ Zﬁ e + 2¢ 2¢1 + ¢
_ez—e1(§_2<n+ﬁ>)(”( 3 )”27( 3 ))
~ f(;zf’((l—v) ¢ +ver)+ . (ver + (1 —v)ey))dy, 2.3)
2= ¢
3
: 1
//llzez—el (VHQ 0 +ﬁ))(;zi’((1—v)e1+ve2)+d’(ve1+(1—v)e2))0

1

_ 2_2val_29(£7"((1 —v)ep+vey) + . (vey + (1 —v)ey))dv

€y — €
0
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_ 1 12_29 n , 261+€2 , e1+2ez
_ez—el((g) _2(’7+ﬁ))(%( 3 )+%( 3 ))

1 n , ,
fasaagep @)

1

3

fvl_zg (427' (1 =v)e, +vey) + o’ (ver + (1 —-v) ez))dv,

0

2-20
€ — ¢

3
My = ! (VH@ - 1) (" (1 =v)e; +ver) +. ' (ver + (1 —v) &)
ey — € 2 %
) 3
3
2_2Q 1-2 ’ ’
e | (A (1 =v)ep+vey) + ' (ver + (1 —v)ey))dy
2 7 ¢l
3
1 2\ (1\7® 2¢; + ¢ ¢+ 2¢,
= z (= o o
oG 6 ) ()
2
_2-2%

fvl_zg (" (1 =v)er +ver) + & (ver + (1 —v) &) dv,

€ — €
1
3

and

My = 1 (V2—2@_ n+ 2B )(;zi’((l—v)el +vey) +. (vep + (1 =v)er))

2(m+p)

f VIR (A (L= v) ey +vey) + " (vey + (1 = v) ) dv

€ — ¢
2
3
1 _ n+2B
- (1 2(n+ﬁ))(£7(€1)+£7(92))
1 ((2\"* n+28 ¢+ 26 2¢1 + ¢
) sl () )
1
- 3_ 2eQ f Vl_zg (bQ{/ ((1 - V) e + Vez) + .’ (ve1 + (1 - V) 62)) dv.
27 Y

Summing (2.1)—(2.3), then using the change of variable, we get

o (0 )+ B (B5) + Bt (M) + e (e2)
Z%_ez [ 201 +p) )

=1 4

(2.4)

(2.5)

(2.6)

2.7)
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1
~ 1e f(;zf’((l—v)e1+ve2)+,;z%(ve1+(1—v)ez))dv
2— ¢
0
2 (n )+ (B2 4 B () 40 (@)) 2 efzd(m)dm.
e — ¢ 2(n+p) (e —¢)?

€1

Now, adding (2.4)—(2.6), then using the change of variable, we get

Nl () + ' (B52) + fat’ (o1 + &2 = 202) 4 s’ (92)] 2.8)

2
2}%:@—m( 2(n+p)

2-20
€ — ¢

1
fv‘-ZQ (" (1 =v)e; +ver) + " (ve; + (1 —v)eyr))dv
0
2 (0l (@) + Bl (B52) + Bt (152) + et ()
2n+p)

€ — €

R - [f(m — o)™ ' (w) dw + f(e2 — )% o (w) dm].

(e —¢y)

Multiplying (2.7) by QZQZ_TQ‘)HQ and (2.8) by M, and summing the resulting equalities, we
obtain

2 (e —¢) 170 & 1—0)(es —e))2 0o
9(221) ZJVk+( 0) (e 1) Z///k
=1 =1

3

) e (e1) + B/ (252) + Bt (L52) + ./ (e2)
=0 (e3—ep)
2(n+p)
L Lm0 (m o+ (B) £ B (50) 0 () @2 j.gz%(m)dm
2(ey —ep)°! 2(n+p) (e — )@
2 () €
—2(8_—5))1_0 f(m—el)l-%zf' (m)dm+f(e2—m)l_29d’ (m)dm]
2~ ¢
of of (2t of (422 of
=0 (3 —¢))° ns (¢)+8 ( 3 )+’8 ( 3 )+77 (¢2)
2(n+p)
L l-o el (e) + B (252) + B’ (L52) + 0o/ (e2)
2(ey — )0 2(m+p)
1 K
R TP f (0% (w = e1)? o (w) + (1 = 0)* (W — )¢ 7" (w)) (w = &) dw
2~ ¢

€]
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+f]&«a—mfw«my+u—gf@yam‘&%%mn@yam@dm]

€]

_ (ez_el)g[w“l“w(héﬂ)+W(%)+nﬁ(ez)]

201+8)
L—g (19 () + Bl (252) + B’ (U52) 4 et ()
2(er =) 2(n+p)

I'a-
- (—Q?_)(fcl)flﬂ(el) + SCDESZJZ{ (ez)),
2(ep—ep) ¢\ !

which is the desired result.

Remark 2.1. It is important to note that Lemma 2.1 generalizes several well-known results found in the
literature. By selecting specific values for the parameters n and 3, we recover the following identities:

e By setting B = 0, we get

2 _ 0 1
w (o (1) + o (02)) + ﬁ (" o) + ot (&)
- M PC)© PCTyO

2(82 _ el)l—g (e; Delﬂ(el) + e1+ Dezﬂ(ez))
_ @)

1+ 1
> ’ f (v— %)(%’ (1 =v)e; +vey) — " (ver + (1 —v)ey))dv
0

(1-0)(ey —¢))*
- 4

1
f (VHQ - %) (" (1 =v)e; +ver) = (ve; + (1 —v)er))dv
0
0% (e —¢p)'* 1
- %f@v — 1) (1 = v)ey + vey)dv
0

1
2—
_+a—@x?—w0 if@*%_(l—w}@%%%ﬂ—vky+wﬁd%

0

which was provided by Sarikaya in [17, Lemma 2.2].
e By choosing n = 1 and = 3, we obtain

P e ) [sz%(el) + 30/ (B42) + 37 (22) + M(ez)]

8
l—o (9 () +3a (B52) + 307 (2422) + ' (&)
2(ep =) 8
- Do o (o) + PDE S (o)
2(e—e) 0\ 2 ‘
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1
1+ 3
0

" G—%)@f«l—wm+wwynd%wl+u—vNﬁﬁw

Q| = — DD

1
+f(v——)(,52f’ (1 =v)eg+vey) — " (ver + (1 —v)ey))dv
2
3

1

a— u— 2_
= Q)(ZZ v f(vz—zg - %)(427” (1 =v)e; +vey)) =" (vey + (1 —v) &) dv

0

2
3
+f(v ) (" (1 =v)e+vey) — " (ve; + (1 —v)er))dv
%
1

+ f(vz‘ - §) (" (1 =v)ey+vey) — " (vey + (1 —v)er))dv].

2

3

Multiplying the above equality by (¢; — ¢)' 7%, we obtain Lemma 2.1 from [20].
3. Parametrized Newton-type inequalities via proportional Caputo-hybrid operators

This section presents the main outcomes in the form of a parametrized Newton-type inequalities via
s-convexity for proportional Caputo-hybrid operators.

Theorem 3.1. Let o7 : I — R be a twice differentiable function on I°, where ¢, ¢, € I° (the interior
of I) satisfies 0 < ¢; < ey and let o7, o’ , /" € L|ey,¢;). If |/’ and |.</"’| are s-convex on [¢1, ¢,], then
the following inequality holds:

of of (2t of (a2 of
S LA GRS (252) + B (852) + 0 (e2)
2(n+p)
1—o (0 )+ (252) + B’ (452) + e’ (e2)
2(ey —¢1)?! 2(n+p)
I'(l-p)

(PCDQ o (e) + IDEof (ez))

2(92 —ep)'e

AIMS Mathematics Volume 11, Issue 5, 14270-14301.



14281

2 1+o
¢ — ¢
<Q(2 1)

< 5 2C1 (5,1, + C2 (5,7, 8) (17 (eD)| + | (e2)])

OICE e)*®
4

3
[Za,- @5, n,ﬁ)) (1" (eDl + 1" (e2)),
j=1

where Ci(s,n,B), C2(s,1,8), and E(o, s,n,B) for j =1 to 3, are expressed as

1
3

Ci(s, n,@)—f' /3) '+ (- v))dv—f‘ I’g) V' + (1 =v))dv (3.1
3
s+2 s+2
n 2B+ ns+2)-2B+n)
2 p) il
(2(B+n)) T (2(/3+77)) D)
+2(ﬁ+n)(s+1)—377(s+2)(1)S+l
6(B+n) 3l
1 <2ﬁ—n><s+2>+4<ﬁ+n>(2)” i
- - Py 4 77<2ﬁ’
G+ D(s+2) 6(B+mn) 3
3n<s+2>—2<ﬂ+n>(s+1>(1 L @B+ 4B ) (g)”l
( 2)6(@4(—;) ) 3 6(B+1n) 3
nis+ - +n .
G+ n) ifn =28,
1 K 1 s+2 S—2 o) s+2
CQ(S,I],ﬁ):m (5) —(S+4)(§) +T(§) ], (32)
1
3
SI(Q,s,n,ﬁ)=[v2_29 (—ﬁ) O+ (1 -v))dv (3.3)

s+1
4 4@ ( n )l+2 20 _ n 1_( n )2 20
(s+1D@B-20+9)\2B+n) B+m(s+1) 2(8+m)

+ n 4 1 1329+q+ n 2s+1 1
2B+ (s+1) 3-20+s5\3 2B+n)(s+ 1| 31

1

2-20 ]
= +813-20,s+1)-28 1 (3-20,s+1), f( ) < -,
3 ()" 2B +m 3
n 1 2S+1 1 1 3-20+s
2B+n)(s+ 1)\ 351 3-20+s\3
L
n , n \T2 1
-B1(3-20,s+1), ==,
@Gy peTesr D lf(2(B+'7)) 3
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2
3
1
Sz(Q,S):fVZ_zg—E '+ (1 =v))dv (3.4
1
3
23—2@+s -1 2s+l -1
32t (3-20+s) 3 (s+1) 1
1\2-20 1
+B,3-20,s+1)-B; (3-20,s+1), zf(—) < -,
2 3 2 3
s+l 1 \s+1
2-20 1\2-2 1 1\>%
= - -1z +8B13-20,5+1
E (s+1x3—2g+g(2) s+1[ (2) 10205+
1
1 4 2372%0*s 1 1\2-2¢ 2
3 -20, -2 3 -20, 1), if — <|= < -,
+33—29+s(3_29+s) +B%( 0, S+ ) B(l)ﬁ( 0, S+ ) l.f3 (2) 3
2
1
2s+l -1 1_23—29+s . 1 m 2
G110 +33—2@+S(3—29+s) —B%(3—29,s+1)+B%(3—29,s+1), lf(i) >§,
and
1
2
&0, 5,1, B) = f VHQ—% 0 + (1 =v)°) dv (3.5)
3
3-20+s
-G we2s 2l
3-20+s 2m+pP)(s+1) 3stl
1
[ m+28\r2 2
3 -20, 1) - B2 (3 -20, 1), — =,
+B( 0,5+ 1) Bg( 0,5+ 1) lf(2(77+ﬁ)) <3
_ 1+25%219 1+ 2 3-20+s
= 4-do n+ 2 +——Li———+86—2@s+n
s+ 1D)B-20+5)\2(n+p) 3-20+s
n+ 2B 25+ — |
-2 -2 -2 1) -
+B% B3-20,5+1) B( n+2ﬁ)2—129 3-20,5s+1) S+ B+ 1) 3o
2(n+p)
_1 sl 1
2-2 2-2
. n+28 1_(n+2ﬂ) o ’ if%g(n+2ﬁ) 2 1
Mm+pB)(s+1) 2(n+p) 3 \2+p)

Proof. From Lemma 2.1, absolute value, and s-convexity of |.<7’| and |.<7”|, we have

0 ey e 1L OB (B52) £ B (452) + e/ ()
2(m+pB)
o (1B () it (452) s net e
2(ey — e1)9‘1 2(77 +ﬁ)
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(1 Q) PC 9 PC 9

1
3
Q)™ (ez—e)“g f‘
0
2
3
+f
1
3

1
+f‘v— n+ 2B '(l&f’((l—V)el+ve2)|+|£{'(ve1+(1—v)e2)|)dv

2

3

(1 =v)er +ver)| + |7 (ve; + (1 —v)er))dv

1
y— E' (7’ (1 =v)e; + ver)| + |7 (ver + (1 —v) ey)|)dv

2(m+p)

1

3
(1—0)(62—61)2_9f
+ 1 v

0
2
3
of
|
3
|
+fv
3

1

3
(=)™ f‘v_ Ui
h 2 ) 2(n+p)

1
0"+ (1 =) (1" ()] + 1" (e2)]) dv

T2

2-20 _

(1" (L =v)er +ver)l + | (ver + (1 = v) o)) dv

2(77+,3)

Vi~ %' (1” (1 =v)ep +ver)l + 1" (vey + (1 = v) e)]) dv

- 277(;373)' (" (1 =v)er +ver)l + 1" (vey + (1 = v) &) dv

0"+ (1 =) (1" ()l + 1" (e2)]) dv

+

wl»—%wlm

0"+ 1 =) (1" (D)l + |2 (e2)]) dv

1
" [‘V 2(n+ﬁ)
3

o
P it 21 Ce SV Q[ f 2o o Ty (1 =)y (" ()] + |2 (e2)]) dy

4 2(77 B)

0
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2-20 _

(V + (1 =) (1&” (el + 17 (e2)]) dv

2
3
+f
1
3
1
+f
2
3

_ 1+o0
- % (2C1 (5,1,8) + C2 (5,1,8) (1" (e + |/ (2)])

(1-0) (e —¢))*®
" 4

2-20 _

26+ +/3) 07+ (A=) (7 (0] + 17 (@2)l) dv

3
(Zaj (©, s, mﬁ)] (1" (eDl +17” (e2)),
j=1

where we have used (3.1)—(3.5).

Corollary 3.1. By setting s = 1, Theorem 3.1 yields

2(m+p)

L l-o (1G0tp (252) + B’ (2522) + s’ (e2)

2(ep — )" 2(n+p)
I'a-o
2 (e — e1)1 e
_ 1+o

< ¢lea=e) ™ > @) " o, (1,7,8) + Ca (1,m,8) (17" (e1)] + |7’ (e2)])

(1-0)(e; —¢))*®
* 1

net (e1) + Bt (252) + pof (222 + ot (ez))

Q2 (2 — el)g[

(PCDQ&%(e)4—PCDQ&%(eg)

3
[Zaj o 1, n,ﬁ)) (1" (eDl + 17" ()],
=1

where C(1,1,8), C2(0, 1,1,B), and E(0, 1,n,B) for j = 1to 3, are expressed as

T+CB+n)’  3B-n
_) 24@B+n)®  18B+n)
Cilnp =1 463

18 (B + 77)’
1
C(1,n,B) = %,

if n<2B,
if n=2p,
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81(Qa1,77’,8)
Z—Q 1 \2
1—9( n )1—9_ n 1_( n )2—29 L
2-0\2(B+n) 28+m) 28+m) 3(B+n)
1 2 =T
= +—(—) +8,3-202)-28 1 (3-202) zf( q ) ‘o2
23] T () 2@am)
4-20 —
n 1 1 ) n 220 1
- | -813-202), > 2,
6B+ 4—%%3) 1622 4f(2w+n) 3
s 1
207 — ] 1 1\2-20 1
- - 3-20,2) - ~20,2), if|= -
32429 6+B%( 0.2)-81(3-20,2), lf(z) <3
1 1 \2
-0 (1\T 1 1\2-2
| -zl1-(= 3-20,2
2(2—1»(2) 2 (2) +8 G202
&0, 1) = | (3.6)
1 4+24% 1 1\2-2¢ 2
S N ~20,2)-2 ~20,2), if= <|= <z
+34_29(4_2Q)+B%(3 0,2) B(%)zlzg (3 - 20, ),0‘3_(2) <3
1
1 1-24% \T2 2
et~ B,(3-20,2 3-20,2), if|= =
6+34—29(4—2g) B%( 0, )+B%( 0,2), lf(z) >3
and
4-20 1
1-(2) +28 \722 2
— ~20,2) — —20,2) - L% T z
-2 +83-20,2) B%(S 02 ~ gripy if 2B+ <3
2 4-20
4 —4p (n+2ﬁ 1+2—29+1+(%)
_ 2(4 -20) \2(n +p) 4-20
G0 LB =Y 8(3-20,2)+ 8, (3-20,2) - 28 L (3-20,2)
3 r]+2ﬁ)272@
(2(n+/3)
17 1
2-2 2-2
_n+28  n+28 1_(77+2,8) 0 ’ lf%g(ﬂ) QSI
3m+p)  2m+p) 2m+pB) 3-\2B+n)
Corollary 3.2. If we attempt to tend o to 1, Theorem 3.1 gives

e f—
<&
2

nﬂ(el)t&z{(zegﬁ)+ﬁ%(%)+ﬂ%(ez)_ 1 jfﬂ(m)dm
2(m+p) 2=

QG (5.1.8) + Ca (5,1, 8) (17" ()] + 17 (e2)]),
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where Cy (s,n,8) and C, (s,n,8) are defined as in (3.1) and (3.2).
Moreover, by setting s = 1, we get

nd(el)t&z{(zegﬂ)+ﬁ%(%)+ﬂ%(ez)_ 1 ffﬁ{(m)dm
2n+p) ©2=4

< 22200 0B+ Co (L ) (" ()] + |7 (e2)),

-2
where
7T+QB+n)’  n-28 48-57  108+n .
— s 2’
Ci(1,n,p) = 24 (B + 1)’ +12(,8+7))+324(ﬂ+77) 81 (B+1n) o<
v Sp—4p  108+n = n-26 i 08
324B+mn) 81(B+n) 12B+n)’ M= 4P,
and

1
1,n,B8 =—.
C(lmp) = 3¢
Corollary 3.3. If we attempt to take o = 0, Theorem 3.1 yields

nd’(e)‘kﬁﬂf’ 2ute +ﬁﬂ’ ei+2e +77=Q7'(e)
1 ( 3 ) ( 3 ) )1 o )= ot (o)
2(m+p) & — e

3
<= (28,- (0.5, n,m] (17" (D) + 17" (e2)]).

=

where
81(0’5777’3)
1+ﬁ 1 s+1
cesleg) e e
(s+Ds+3)\2(B+n) B+m(s+1) 28+m)
.\ n . 1 13+s+ n 2s+l_1
2B+n)(s+1) s+3\3 2B+n)(s+ 1)\ 351
_ : n \2 1
+B%(3,s+1)—28(%)%(3,s+1), lf(2(,8+n)) <§,
+1)
n 1_2S+1 B 1 lJr+3
2B+ (s+ 1)\ 3+ s+3\3
1
U . n \2_1
@inGrn oL ’f(z(/s+n)) >3
2s+1_1 1_2s+3
& (0,8) = 1D + 39 (s 1 3) _B§ (3,s+1)+B% (3,s+1), 3.7
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83(0’S’77’ﬁ)
2s+3 -1 ~ n + Zﬁ (2s+l _ 1)
3B (s+3) B+np(s+1)\ 3+ 1
{n+28\2 2
+B§(3,s+l)—8%(3,s+l), lf(z(ﬂl"‘ﬂ)) <§,
s+1 1\st
4 (n+2ﬁ )”7_ n+2p 1_(n+2,6’ )5
1 G+DGs+3I)\2@+n) B+m(s+1) 2(B+1n)
n+2ﬁ 2s+1_1 1+2s+3
+(,3+n)(s+1)( 3571 )+3S+3(s+3)+B%(3’s+1) |
2 n+28 2
+B%(3,s+1)—2B(£;ig))% B,s+1), lfgg(m) <1

Moreover, by choosing s = 1, we get

n’ () + B’ (B22) 4+ By’ (L222) + not”’ ()
D+ B (R52) + pet (452) D i

2(7+B) S
3
Sﬁghbkmum@%dww+ww@m
j=1
where
1
-l -l bl
g0 1np=] 81 326+m) 326+n) 826+ 2(ﬁ+n)1 3
slms) -5 if ( .1
3\2@+m) 81 P 2een) T3
13
&(0.1) = 1.
R S
&0, Lpp =1 8 \2E+D ; 2@+m) 3
1 _2(n+28 +‘_1(77+2ﬁ)2 ” g<(q+2ﬁ)z
157 32@+n) 3\2@+n) Y 3726+

4. Specific cases

In this section, by fixing specific values of the parameters, we discuss some specific cases.

Corollary 4.1. If we attempt to take 3 = 0, Theorem 3.1 yields the following trapezium-type inequality
for proportional Caputo-hybrid operators via s-convexity:
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200  (e1) + o (&) l-o0 A’ (&) + A’ (&)
‘Q ) e1)@( > )+ Yo el)é"l( 5 )

- LUZ0(repss ) + IoDeter ()
2(ep—e)'2\" 1
1+o

2 (e, —
= Q(%% (2C1 (8) + C2 () (| (eD)] + 1" (e2)])

1-0) (2= &)<
POt (Zaj (e- s>} (17" (Dl + 177 (e2)]),
j=1

4

where C(s), Ca(s), and E;(o, s) for j =1 to 3 are expressed as

s+4 1s+1 7 _§ 2s+l s
Z iy o - 4.1
265 6) 5 @

1 K} 1 s+2 S—2 2 s+2
(5 -eoafi) 30 | “

1
(s+D(s+2)

Ci(s) =

1

ERRCEIIEES)

1435l 1 s+
4 -4o 1\ > 1 . 1\72
s+ 1D)(3-20+s)\2 s+l \2
P 13‘29”Jr 1 (21—
2(s+ 1) 3-20+s\3 2+ D\ 3
1
_ (1222 1
Si(o,s) = +Bl(3—2g,s+l)—28(1)21(3—2Q,s+l), zf(z) <3 (4.3)
3 =)
1 (1-2 ¥ 1\t
2(s+1)( 35+ )_3—2g+s(§)
1
— B1(3-20,5+1) (L) s ]
25+1) % @5t \2) T3
3-20+s
1—(%) 1 25+1_1
3-20+s 2s+1) 3s+l
1
(1272 2
+B83-20,5+1)-8B2(3-20,5+1), lf(z) <§,
3
s+l 2\3-20+s
&3(0,9) = 4-40 1722 N 1+(3) (4.4)
(s+1)3-20+s)\2 3-20+s
+B(3—2Q,S+1)+Bg(3—2@,s+1)—28(1)212(3—2Q,S+1)
3 1 ©
12S+1 1
1 25+ — ] 1 1\ 2 (1\T 2
- - 1_ ~ s l_f ~ 2_’
2(s + 1) 35+l s+ 1 2 2 3
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and &;(p, 5) is defined as in (3.4).
Specifically, by setting s = 1, we get
%(61)+~<27(ez))+ -0 (ﬂf’(el)+ﬁf’(ez))
2 2(ey —¢p)°”! 2

'Qz (er —ep)° (

LG (1D (o) 4 1D (o)

2(ep—¢p)'2\"
2 140 2—0 3
(e—e)£ , , (1_ )(e_e)£ ” 7
< S (1 (@)l 1 () + [ZS,-(@,D](W (el +17” (),
j=1
where
1-o(1\"77 1 o 12'202Jr 1
2-0\2 2 2 12
Eio.1) = N Y 1) O R
1o, 1) = +m(§) + %( -20,2) - (%)2120( -20,2), lf(i) <§, .
1
1 1 (1) 1\Z2% 1
———— (=] -813-202). =] ==,
12 4—29(3) 16-20.2) ’f(z) 3
4-2 1
L%)Q+B(3—2 %)= By (3-20,2) - & r(L)7 <2
4-2@ Q’ % Q’ 67 L 2 3’
2 4-2, 2
- 2 © _1
& =4 -4 1“2—29+i_1_1 Lo (1) (4.6)
2(4-20)\2 4-20 3 2 2
1
{1\ 2
+B(3—2@,2)+BZ(3—2@,2)—28(1)212(3—2@,2), zf(i) >3,
3 ) ¢

and & (o, 1) is defined as in (3.6).

Corollary 4.2. If we tend 0 — 1 in Corollary 4.1, then the following trapezoid-type inequalities hold:
(1) For any s € (0, 1],

AN+ () 1 f o
2 e2_e1 4]

€y —

> % (2C1(5.1,0) + Cals, 1,0)) (17" ()| + |7 (e2)]) .

<

where C1(s) and C,(s) are defined in (4.1) and (4.2).
(2) For s = 1, we recover the classical trapezoid inequality for first differentiable functions:

AR CY. f o (H)dt

2 € — €

€ — €

<
8

(1" (el + 17" (e2)]) ,

presented by Dragomir and Agarwal in [25].
Similarly, for o = 0, the following inequalities hold:
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e Forany s € (0,1],

€

- 1
@) + (@) - 5 (F (e2) - (@)

_ 2
< sy el + ke (@),

where the constant K(s) is explicitly given by
1

1s+1 1s+11
- -1 - — R
il )
+B(3,s+1)—2B%(3,s+1).
n

K(s) = + ! 1-2 L\
e IRt

Here, B(x,y) is the Beta function, and B,(x,y) is the incomplete Beta function.
e For s = 1, the inequality simplifies to

€

- 1
T () 4 e2) = 5 () - (@)

22 -1
24

<

(&2 — e)> (| (e + | (e2)]).

Corollary 4.3. If we attempt to take n = 1 and 3 = 3, Theorem 3.1 yields the following Simpson 3/8
inequality:

o (1) + 3/ (B52) + 3.7 (2222 ) + gf(ez)]
8

0° (e — el)g(

-0 (gf' (1) + 37" (252) + 37" (2222 4 7’ (ez)]

2(ey —e1)?! 8
_H (‘:;Del@;zf’ (e)) + fTCDezé’,;z% (ez))
27 1
QZ (62 _ el)H‘Q ’ 4
S 5 (21 (5.1.3) + Ca o5 13N (1 ()] + | (@)
1-0) (2 —e)? (<
P SO (Zaj @5, 1,3>J (1" (el + 17" (&),
j=1

where

1 IV (7YY s—6 Ss+2 (1Y Ss+26 2\
Cl(s’1’3)‘<s+1><s+2>xl2((§) +(§) )+ ! (5) T (5) l 7
1 N 2”1(s—2)—(s+4)
2s 3s+2 ’

1

A S )

(4.8)

AIMS Mathematics Volume 11, Issue 5, 14270-14301.



14291

&Ei(o,s,1,3) 4.9)

s+1 ; s+1
4— 40 1\ L (|,
(s+1)B3-20+s)\8 4(s+1) 8 8(s+1)

. 1 1 3-20+s .\ 1 2x+1 -1
3-20+s\3 8(s+ 1)\ 3s+!

_ C(1\22¢ 1
= +B13-20,5+1)=-28 1 (3-20,5+1), zf(—) < -,
3 (L)% 8 3
1 1 — 2! 1 1\ 7%
8(s+1)( 35+l )_3—2Q+s(§)
1
! B (3-2 1) (1 2__2Q>1
- - s + s ’s = T
B AP Tes 713 3
&E;3(0,5,1,3) (4.10)
3-20+s
1—(%) 7 s+l _
3-20+s 8(s+1) 3stl
1
[T\ 2
+83B-20,s+1)-B,(3-20,5+1), lf(§) <§,
3
s+l 3-20+s
_ 4 —4p 7\* 22 1+(%)
(s+1)3-20+s)\8 3-20+s
+B(3—2Q,s+1)+Bg(3—2@,s+1)—28(7)2_12(3—29,s+1)
3 1L ©Q
81 s+1 1
s+l _ 2220 220
B 7 2‘ 1_ 7 l—z 0 ’ lf%gz QSL
8(s+1) 3s+l 4(s+1) 8 3 8

and &;(p, s) is defined as in (3.4).

Remark 4.1. By choosing s = 1, Corollary 4.3 coincides with the result presented by Demir and Tung
in [20, Theorem 2.4].

Corollary 4.4. Setting o = 1 in Corollary 4.3, we obtain

() +3 (252) + 3/ (U22) + A (&) | o
3 R fe o/ (w)dw

1

< € — €
2
where C1(s, 1,3) and Cy(s, 1, 3) are defined as (4.7) and (4.8), respectively.

(2C1(5, 1,3) + Ca(s, 1,3)) (1" (e)| + | (e2)])
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Specifically for s = 1, this reduces to

A (e) +3 (B52) + 3/ (W22) + o (e2) | o
: aleery fe o/ (w)dw

1

25(ey — €7) , ,
< — 56 (|7 (el + |27 (2)]) s

which was obtained by Sitthiwirattham et al. in [26].
Similarly, setting o = 0 in Corollary 4.3, we get

(1) + 3" (B2 4 3077 (2422 + o' (e)) () - ()

8 e — ¢

e — e
L2
2

3
[Z &,0,5,1, 3)] (1" ()] + 17" (&)
j=1

For s = 1, this simplifies to

() + 3/ (352) + 3/ (UF2) + (@) /(o)) - (&)

8 e — ¢
7V14 1319 .,
<(ep—ep) (T - @] (12” (e) + |27 (e2)]) .

Corollary 4.5. By setting n = 13 and 8 = 27, Theorem 3.1 yields the following corrected Simpson 3/8
inequality via proportional Caputo-hybrid operators:

1347 (e)) + 27/ (252) + 27/ (432) + 13/ (ez))
80

0" (e — el)g{

-0 {13;2{' (1) + 277 (252) + 277" (L422) + 1377 (ez)]

2(ep— ¢! 80
—H (708 @)+ D2 (e2)
274"
0% (e —e)'™ , ,
<TG (5,13,27) + C2 (5, 13,27)) (1" (eD)| + 17" (e2)])
1-0)(es—e)* 2
@) (Zaj . s,13,27)) (1" (el + 1" (e2)).
j=1
where
Ci(s,13,27) 4.11)
~ 1 13" (67", 135-54 4ls+2 (1" 4ls+242 (2)"
T s+ D(s+2)|\80 80 80 240 \3 240 \3) |
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1 1 K 1 s+2 S—2 o) s+2
13,2 = —— ||| —(s+d)|= =12 |, 4.12
Cals )= DG (2) (s )(3) ) (3) (+12)
4- 140 13\ 13 L (13) "
(s+1)(3=20+5)\80 40(s+1) 80
LB 13‘29”Jr 13 (21 -1
80(s+1) 3—-20+s\3 80(s+ 1) | 3+
1
_ C{13\7% 1
&1(0, 5,13,27) = +Bl(3—2g,s+l)—28(13212(3—2Q,s+1), if ) <=, (413
3 30 e
s 3-20+s
13 1270 1y
80 (S + 1) 35+l 3-20+s\ 3
1
13 13\z2 1
+— - B, (3-20,5+1), i (= >,
S0y StG-2es+tD ’f(so) 3
Es(0, 5,13,27) (4.14)
3-20+s
1-(3) 67 251 _
3-20+s 80(s+1) 35+l
1
_[67\22 2
+83B-20,s+1)—-B,(3-20,5+1), if | —= <=,
3 80 3
s+1 3-20+s
— 4 —4p 6_71+2—2Q+1+(§)
(s+1)3B—-20+s)\80 3-20+s
+B(3-20.s+ 1D +By(3-20,5+1)=28 _ 1 (3-20,5+1)
3 (5)
L 1
67 25t _ ] 67 67\ 2 ,fz _(67\7 _,
- - - Py b l P— S —_— b
80(s + 1) 35+l 40(s + 1) 80 37180

and &;(p, s) is defined as in (3.4).
Moreover, by selecting s = 1, we get

. (13 (e0) + 277 (252) + 277 (192) + 137 ()
0" (&2 —¢y) 30

-0 [13%’ (e1) + 2797 (252) + 277" (2522) + 1377 (ez))

2(ey— )" 80

r'(l-o) (PCDelgszf (1) + (Derfe/ (ez))

2(ep—e¢p)'@\®

2401
< 0 (&2 — e (1 (e + | (e2)])

~ 57600
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— — 2- 3
e g(28,-@,1,13,27>)(|M<e1>|+W”(ez)l),

4 .
with
2
1—o(13\7 _13(, 13\7% L3 1
2-0\80 80 80 160  4-20\3
1
MENE 13\T2 1
€10, 1,13,27) = + B (4-20,2)-28 4-202), if|l= -
160 (9) ] ( Q’ ) (80) 129( Q’ )’ lf‘ 80 < 37
1
13 (1 1 (1\"* 13 13\72 1
iy () [p—— +——B1(4-202), if|l=| ==,
160( 3) 4 - 29(3) 60 CLU—20.2). ’f(so) 3
&(0,1,13,27)
4-20
G +BG-202)- By (3-20,2) - 2
4-20 RO DY |
67\ 2
+82 (4-20,2) - B (4-20,2), if [25) <2,
3 3 80 3
= 2 4-29 2
4— 4o 6_7 1+2—2@+1+(%> ~ 67 _g - 67 229
2(4 = 20) {80 4-20 120 80 30
1
2 [67\22
+B(3-20.2)+83(3-20.2) - 28( )120(3—2@2), ,fg_(%) <1,
80

and &,(0, 1) is defined as in (3.6).

Corollary 4.6. Tending o to 1 in Corollary 4.5, we obtain

13:67(e1) + 277 (242) + 2707 (2422 + 13/ (&) 1 e
80 ey — ¢ L (w)de

(2C1(5,13,27) + Ca(s, 13,27)) (17" (e D] + | (2)])

€ —¢
<21

where C(s,13,27) and Cy(s, 13,27) are defined as in (4.11) and (4.12), respectively.
Specifically for s = 1, this reduces to

1307 () + 277 (252) + 27/ (£22) + 13/ (e2) | %
80 _ez—elfq ()

(1" (e + | (2)]) -

< 2401(ey —¢y)
B 57600
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Similarly, setting o = 0 in Corollary 4.5, we get

137"(e)) + 277" (242) + 2707 (22) + 13077(e2) o7 (eg) — 7 (e))
80 € — ¢

3
<=2 [Z &,(0.5.13, 27)] (17" (€Dl + 17 (e2))

=

where X | s |
&100,5,1,3) = S D) (1+ 3o )_(s+3)35+3 —B%(3,s+1),
4 7 e 7 7 s 7 75+l _q 1 4+ 05+3
s =nes () a0 (1 ) §] ‘Tl ) e

1
+B§(3,s +1) +B%(3,s+ 1) - 28\/2(3,s+ 1),

and &,(0, s) is defined as in (3.7).
For s = 1, the constants simplify to

137/ (e)) + 277" (B42) + 277" (U522) + 134°(2)  of(e) — /(e))
80 € — ¢
1809 V335 - 11950

<(ep—ep) 64300 (17" (el + | (e2)]) .

5. Graphical validation
To illustrate the validity of our findings, we present two numerical examples together with graphical
representations that visually support and clarify the obtained results.

Example 5.1. Consider the mapping <7 : [0, 1) — R expressed as

s+2

o (w) = 2 for any s € (0, 1].

Verifying that this function meets the conditions of the main theorem is straightforward; simple
differentiation confirms that .27’ (w) = w**! and &7”(w) = (s + 1)w’. These derivatives are well-known
examples of s-convex functions on the unit interval. Thus, by employing Theorem 3.1, we obtain the
subsequent bound:

o A+ 1-o [ BA+2"
2+ps+ Tt T 3 |Tagep 1T T 3
(1-0)? e
- B(S+2’2_29)+s—2Q+3 _3(S+3)|
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2

| o)

(2C1(s,1,8) + Ca(s,1,8)) (G.D

(I-0)
4

<

+ o

(&1 (0,5.1,8) + & (0, 5) + E3 (0, 5,11, 8)) -

Here, the parameters C;(s,n,8) (i = 1,2) and &;(o, 5,1, B) follow the definitions given in (3.1)—(3.5).

In what follows, we examine two particular choices of the parameters 7 and 3 to recover well-known
quadrature rules and provide a visual verification of the obtained bounds.

Case 1. By fixing n = 1 and 8 = 3, inequality (5.1) yields the following Simpson 3/8 inequality:

35 425+ 4
3s

3s+1 + 2s+2 +1
3s+l

-0
16

o
8(s+2)

(-0

‘ 2

B(s+2,2-20)+

QZ
s—20+3 _3(s+3)‘

2
<2 2C,(5.1,3) + Cy(5.1,3)) (5.2)

(I-0)
4

(81 (Q’ A 1’ 3) + 82 (Q’ S) + 83 (Q’ s, 1, 3)) )

where C(s, 1,3), Ca(s, 1,3), &1 (0, 5, 1,3), E (0, 5), and &E; (o, 5, 1, 3) are given by (4.7), (4.8), (4.9),
(3.4), and (4.10), respectively.

The validity of this inequality is visually demonstrated in Figure 1(a), which displays the surfaces
of both the left- and right-hand sides of (5.2) for varying o € [0,1) and s € (0, 1].

Case 2. By fixing n = 13 and 8 = 27, inequality (5.1) yields the following corrected Simpson 3/8
inequality:

2 271 +22)] - 27(1 + 251
‘ Q [13+ (1+ )]+ 9[13+ a+ )]

80(s + 2) 3s+2 160 3s+l
(1-0)? o

- 2,2-2 -

Bls+2.2-20+ 5 73| " 35+ 3)
2
< % 2C1(s,13,27) + Cy(s,13,27)) (5.3)

(1-0

+ (81 (Qa S, 13527)+82 (Q’ S)+83 (Qa S, 13527))7

4

where C (s, 13,27), Cy(s, 13,27), &, (0, 13,1,27), &, (0, 5), and E; (o, s, 13,27) are given by (4.11)—
(4.13), (3.4), and (4.14), respectively.

Similarly, Figure 1(b) depicts the behavior of both sides of inequality (5.3), confirming the result
for the specified range of parameters o € [0, 1) and s € (0, 1].
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W LHS (Left term) W HS
[ RHS (Right term) [ RHS

0.2 0.2
S 0 o P S 0 o p

(a) Graphical validation of Case 1. (b) Graphical validation of Case 2.

Figure 1. Graphical illustration supporting the theoretical findings.

Example 5.2. Let &7 : [0, 1] — R be defined by

A (w) = e”.

Then o/’'(w) = &/”(w) = €®. Since e® is convex on [0, 1], the assumptions of Corollary 3.1 are

satisfied.
Fore; =0and e, =1, put

1 1

I(o) = f w' 2" dw + f (1 — w)'%" dw

0 0

1

where | Fi(a;b;z) denotes the confluent hypergeometric function of the first kind, also known as

Kummer’s function.
Case 1. Forn = 1 and 8 = 3, Corollary 3.1 gives

¢! —9)2

1-0\1+3e'?+3e23 +¢
‘(92+ Q) —oXe—1)-

. : (o )l

<(l+e) [%Q + —(81(9,1 1,3) + E(0, 1) + E3(0, 1, 1,3))].

Case 2. For n = 13 and § = 27, Corollary 3.1 gives

1 - 13 +27e'3 + 27623 + 13¢ - )2
o+ 1@ —oe-n-4 2 10)
2 80
2401 1 -
<4 0)| oot + L €10, 1,13,27) + 0, + Exte 1, 13,27»].
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The graphical and numerical validations of the obtained inequalities are presented below. Figure 2
shows the behavior of both sides of the inequalities for o € [0, 1), while Table 1 provides some
numerical values.

0.2 T 0.2 T
LHS LHS
045/« = — —RHS P 0.150" ~ — = =RHS =T
- So Pt
0.1 Sseo _-" - 0.1r \‘x, _,”,
0.05} 0.05}
% 02 0.4 0.6 0.8 K % 02 04 06 0.8 —
P p
(a) Graphical validation forn = 1 and 8 = 3. (b) Graphical validation for n = 13 and 8 = 27.
Figure 2. Comparison between the left- and right-hand sides for <7 (w) = €.
Table 1. Numerical values of both sides for two choices of (1, 5).
n=1landpB =3 n=13and g =27

0 Left term Right term o Left term Right term
0.0 1.291625e-04 1.623495e-01 0.0 7.159200e-03 1.675561e-01
0.1 1.065915e-03 1.287377e-01 0.1 7.533550e-03 1.336537e-01
0.2 1.549494e-03 1.020481e-01 0.2 7.735928e-03 1.049403e-01
0.3 1.555230e-03 8.466026e-02 0.3 7.741663e-03 8.514250e-02
0.4 1.074011e-03 7.738751e-02 0.4 7.541646¢-03 7.580128e-02
0.5 1.291625e-04 8.069188e-02 0.5 7.159200e-03 7.749648e-02
0.6 1.191030e-03 9.462174e-02 0.6 6.682613e-03 9.041283e-02
0.7 2.668646e-03 1.181063e-01 0.7 6.329803e-03 1.135960e-01
0.8 3.814570e-03 1.434236e-01 0.8 6.589887e-03 1.392180e-01
0.9 3.087164e-03 1.617066e-01 0.9 9.004501e-03 1.565306e-01

The graphical comparison of these two pairs of functions confirms the validity of Corollary 3.1 for
the considered mapping.

6. Conclusions

We have effectively developed a new class of integral inequalities involving proportional Caputo-
hybrid operators in this work. Our method was based on establishing a generalized parametric identity,
as well as applying s-convexity properties to the first and second derivatives of the functions under
consideration to obtain a family of parametrized Newton-type inequalities.

We demonstrated that our results generalize a number of well-known quadrature formulas, such as
the standard and corrected Simpson’s 3/8 rules, by choosing particular values for the parameters n
and . Lastly, a thorough numerical analysis confirmed the applicability of our main theorem. The
tightness and accuracy of the established bounds were visually confirmed by graphical comparisons
between the left- and right-hand sides of the inequalities, carried out for different values of o and s.
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14299

This work creates new opportunities for the use of hybrid fractional operators in error estimation and
numerical integration.
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