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When $f$  is a convex function, it holds the classical Hadamard inequality.  
The author studies similar inequalities when $\log f$ is convex.  
 If $\log f$ is convex, then taking the exponential in (1) , it gives (2).  The author gives a direct proof of (2). 
Then (5) is an immediate consequence of (2),  since the functions are positive.  
The other inequalities (8)-(11)-Theorem 12 and Theorem 13 are more delicate to obtain. 
 It seems that Theorem 14 is the same as  Theorem 13, exchanging $f$ and $g$,  
thus Theorem 14 should be dropped 
 The proofs are interesting and the results deserve to be published. However, the proof of (5) 
given by the author can certainly be a little  shortened. 
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