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SOME NEW HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES IN ¢g—ANALYSIS

A. O. BAIARYSTANOV, L. E. PERSSON, S. SHAIMARDAN AND A. TEMIRKHANOVA

(Communicated by J. Pecari¢)

Abstract. We derive necessary and sufficient conditions (of Muckenhoupt-Bradley type) for the
validity of g-analogs of (r, p)-weighted Hardy-type inequalities for all possible positive values
of the parameters r and p. We also point out some possibilities to further develop the theory of
Hardy-type inequalities in this new direction.

1. Introduction

G. H. Hardy announced in 1920 [17] and finally proved in 1925 [18] (also see [19,
p. 240]) his famous inequality

oo X P -
1 p
/ ;O/f(t)dt dx < (ﬁ) O/fp(x)dx’ P>, (L.1)

0

for all non-negative functions f (in the sequel we assume that all functions are non-
negative). The constant (#) ! in (1.1) is sharp. Since then it has been an enormous
activity to develop and apply what is today known as Hardy-type inequalities, see e.g
the books [21], [23] and [24] and the references there.

One central problem in this development was to characterize the weights u(x) and
v(x) so that the more general Hardy-type inequality

P

/ fdr | uwax | <c / F7(x)v(x)dx (1.2)
0 0 0

holds for some constant C and various parameters p and r.
To make our introduction clear we just concentrate on the case 1 < p < r < eo. In
this case e.g the following result is well-known:
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PROPOSITION A. Let 1 < p < r <oo. Then the inequality (1.2) holds if and only

if
1 5
Ap:= sup (U(x))" (V(x))7" <eo
0<x<eo
or
1
X r
1
Ayi= sup / WO W0yt | VI (x) < oo
0<x<eo
or

-
=
A
8

Az := sup /vlfpl(t)UI’,(t)dt U

0<x<eo

oo

X /
where U(x) = [u(t)dt, V(x) = [v'"P(t)dt, p' = p%l and r' = -5 . Moreover, for

0
the sharp constant in (1.2) we have that C =~ A1 ~ A =~ As.

REMARK 1.1. A nice proof of the condition A; < e was given in 1978 by J. S.
Bradley [9]. The case p = r was proved by B. Muckenhoupt [28] already in 1972 . The
condition A; < e was proved in 2002 by L. E. Persson and V. D. Stepanov [30], but
was for the case p = r proved by G. A. Tomaselli [34] already in 1969. The condition
A3 < oo is just the dual condition of the condition A; < co.

In the beginning G. H. Hardy was most occupied with the discrete version of (1.1).
The discrete version of (1.2) reads:

(i <2fk> u) <c<if,fvn> : (1.3)
n=1 \k=1 n=1

where u = {u,} and v = {v,} are non-negative weight sequences and the question
is to characterize all such weight sequence so that (1.3) holds for an arbitrary non-
negative sequence f = {f, } (in the sequel we assume that the considered sequences are
non-negative).

It is interesting that the similar results as that in Proposition A for the discrete case
was independently proved by G. Bennett [6] in 1987 (see also [2], [8] and [22, Theorem
7]). It reads:

PROPOSITION B. Let 1 < p < r < oo. Then the inequality (1.3) holds if and only
if
Lo
By :=supU, V)l <o
neN

or

neN \ r=1

1
n Nt
B, ::sup<2uka’> Vy 7 < oo
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or

neN \ r=p

v
oo . 2\ 7 1
B3 ::sup<21)k1 pU,f) U, " < oo,

where U, = ZukandV = Zv -
k=n
Moreover, for the sharp constant C in(1.3) it yields that C ~ B; ~ B, =~ B3.

For our purposes we will consider the inequality (1.3) on the following different

but equivalent form:
L 1
oo n r oo P
(2 (”nzkak> ) <C<2 1?) ) (1.4)
n=1 k=1 n=1

with the obvious changes of the conditions B; < eo, i = 1,2, 3.

In 1910, F. H. Jackson defined g-derivative and definite g-integral [20] (see also
[11]). It was the starting point of g-analysis. Today the interest in the subject has
exploded. The g-analysis has numerous applications in various fields of mathematics
e.g dynamical systems, number theory, combinatorics, special functions, fractals and
also for scientific problems in some applied areas such as computer science, quantum
mechanics and quantum physics (see e.g. [3], [5], [12], [13] and [14]). For the fur-
ther development and recent results in g-analysis we refer to the books [3], [11] and
[12] and the references given therein. The first results concerning integral inequalities
in g-analysis were proved in 2004 by H. Gauchman [15]. Later on some further g-
analogs of the classical inequalities have been proved (see [22], [27], [32] and [33]).
We also pronounce the recent book [1] by G.A. Anastassiou, where many important
g-inequalities are proved and discussed. Moreover, in 2014 L. Maligranda, R. Oinarov
and L.-E. Persson [26] derived a g-analog of the classical Hardy inequality (1.1) and
some related inequalities. It seems to be a huge new research area to investigate which
of these so called Hardy-type inequalities have their ¢g-analogs.

One main aim in this paper is to prove the g-analog of the results in Propositions
A and B (see our Theorem 3.1). We will also prove the corresponding characterization
for other possible values of the parameters p and r (see our Theorem 3.3). We also
prove the corresponding dual results (see Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 3.4).

Our paper is organized as follows: The main results are stated Section 3 and proved
in Section 4. In order not to disturb our discussions there some preliminaries are given
in Section 2. In particular, we present some basic facts from g-analysis and also state

Proposition B on a formally more general form namely where Y, is replaced by . (see
1 —o0

Proposition 2.2). We also state this result for other parameters which is important for
our proof of the Theorem 3.3 (see Proposition 2.3). Finally, in Section 5 we present
some remarks and in particular point out the possibility to generalize our results even
to modern forms of Propositions A and B, where these three conditions even can be
replaced by four scales of conditions (For the continuous case, see the review article
[25] and for the discrete case see [29]).
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Some basic facts in ¢-analysis

This subsection gives the definitions and notions of g-analysis [11] (see also [12]).
Let the function f defined on (0,b), 0 <b < o and 0 < ¢ < 1. Then

f(x) = flgx)
(1—g)x
is called the g-derivative of the function f. This definition was introduced by F. H.

Jackson in 1910.
Let x € (0,0). Then

D, f(x) := , x€(0,b) 2.1)

[10dg = -axY ¢ rxad), @2
0 k=0

is called g-integral or Jackson integral.
If b = oo the improper g-integral is defined by

=

[10ds=0-0) 3 a5 @3

d k=—oo

The integrals (2.2) and (2.3) are meaningful, if the series on the right hand sides
converge.
Let 0 < a < b < . Then we have that

a

b b
/ F(t)dyt = / F(t)dyt — / F(1)dyt. 2.4)
a 0

0

We also need the following fact:

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let k € Z. Then

[ fode=1-q) 3 4@ 25)

s
Proof of Proposition 2.1. By using (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) with b =00, a = gt we
have that

k+1

= oo

[ sas = [ rta— [ r0as
0

qk+1 0

—(1-q) Y @) (1—a) T g (g
j i=0

J=—oo
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(-9 Y i) -(-a) Y 1)

Jj=—oo i=k+1

k
=(1—q) > ¢'f(d),

Jj=—o0

i.e. (2.5) holds. The proof is complete. [J

Let Q be a subset of (0,00) and Zq(¢) denote the characteristic function of the
set Q. Let z > 0. Then from (2.3) we can deduce that

oo

/%o,z](f)f(t)dqt= (1 —q)i qd209d)f(d)=0-q) Y, df(d), (26)
q

i<z

j=—o0

0
and -
| 2 ®r0dt = (1) T a'10): ey
0 q'>z
Moreover, _
[ i1 = (1= 1), 8)
0

forgc<z< g ', ke,
/ 29O 0)dgt = (1=49)q" f(q"), (2.9)
0

for "' < z<q", meZ.

2.2. An important variant of Proposition B

We consider the inequality:

(i (unikak>>'<0<iff>p,fn>o. (2.10)
n=-—oo k=—o0 n=—oo

We need the following formal extension of Proposition B, of independent interest:

PROPOSITION 2.2. Let 1 < p < r < oo. Then the inequality (2.10) holds if and
only if

1

1 1
clzsup<2u;> (2 u{”)l < oo .11)

neZ \ k=n j=—o0
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or
1

k AN\
1

N L
" o [ P
C; = sup (2 u,ﬁ) > vf (2 u,ﬁ) < oo, (2.13)

neZ \ k=n

==

7~

M=

El
YN

\g!

<

3

n AN
Cy=sup| Y, vf
NEZ \ j=—oo

or

Moreover, for the sharp constant C in (2.10) it yields that C =~ C; = C; = C3.

This proposition is even equivalent to Proposition B, which can be seen from the
proof below we give for the reader’s convenience.

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Let Z = ZU{+eo} U{—o0}, N=NU{+oo}. The func-
tion ¢ : Z — N, given by

+oo n = oo,
— 2n n>0,
VneZ:on) = “ont3 n<o0
1 n = —oo,

is a bijection.
Therefore, ¢(n) =m, m=1,2,--- and ¢(k) = j, j=1,2,---m, so that

S
\
0
VR
<
S
T
07
<
=
v
g
N—
I
I
 ~
b}
=
1 p=3
AR
|
&
RS
<
S
S
S
=
S
=Mz
|
K3
c
S
=
5
=
v
-
N———

and

n=eo P(n)=p(==) m=1

where f~, = f(p(n) , Uy = Up(n) > 1~)j = vq)(k)'
By (2.14) and (2.15), we obtain that (2.10) holds if and only if the inequality

(i(”mi”‘h)) <C<if£)p (2.16)
m=1 j=1 m=1

holds.
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Let 1 < p <r <. By Proposition B we get that the inequality (2.16) holds if and

only if
e N\ /w NE
By =sup | Y i Yol | <eo
meN \ j=m i=1

holds. Moreover, since the function (p’1 : N — Z is a bijection, we find that

1 1
oo r n , p,
Blzsup<2u,ﬁ> (2 u}’) =C. (2.17)

n€Z \ k=n j=—c0

Hence, according to (2.14), (2.15) and (2.17), we obtain that the inequality (2.10)
holds if and only if C; < e. Moreover, by Proposition B we find that C ~ C;, where C
is the sharp constant in (2.10).

The proofs of the facts that also Cy < e and C3 < e are necessary and sufficient
conditions for the characterization of (2.10), and also that C =~ C, ~ Cj, are similar so
we leave out the details. The proof is complete. [

We also need the corresponding result for other cases of possible parameters p

and r.

PROPOSITION 2.3. (7). Let 0 < p <1, p <r < oo. Then the inequality (2.10)
holds if and only if

n€Z \ k=n

1
Cy = sup (2 u,@) U, < oo (2.18)
(ii). Let 1 < p < oo, 0 <r < p. Then the inequality (2.10) holds if and only if

rp=1) _r pr
oo n , p—r o0 p—r
G=| Y | X Y u ul < oo, (2.19)
n=-—co \ j=—oc0 k=n
(iii). Let 0 < r < p = 1. Then the inequality (2.10) is satisfied if and only if
1-r

oo r oo I—r r
— T=r r r oo
Co = E %xvi ( E uk> u, < oo, (2.20)

N=—o0 k=n

In all cases (i)—(iii) for the best constant in (2.10) it yields that C = B;,i = 4,5,6,
respectively.

Proof of Proposition 2.3. By using well-known characterizations (see [6], [7], [8],
[10], [16] and [21, p. 58]) for the cases (i)—(iii) where Y, is replaced by Y., the proof
—oo 1

can be performed exactly as the proof of Proposition 2.2. We leave out the details.
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2.3. Some g-analogs of weighted Hardy-type inequalities

Let O < r,p < eo. Then the g-analog of the discrete Hardy-type inequality of the
form (1.4) can be rewritten in the following way:

/ u() / v f(D)dyt | dpe | <C / x| (2.21)
0

0 0

oo x

By Proposition 2.1 we find that the inequality (2.21) can be rewritten on the fol-
lowing dual form:

/ L, 1

oo oo P P 00 7
/ v(x)/u(t)g(t)dqt dgx <C /g'/ (X)dgx | . (2.22)
0 qx 0

We see that the (2.22) lacks some symmetry as in classical analysis.

We consider the operator (H,f) (x) = [ Z(o. (¢)v(¢)f(¢)dqt , which is defined for
0

X

all x > 0. Although it does not coincide with the operator [v() f(¢)d,t (they coincide
0

at the points x = ¢*, k € Z) we have the equality

r r

oo X oo =

/ u(x) / V() f(@)dyt | dgx = / u(x) / Lo (WO f )yt | dy.

0 0 0 0

Therefore, the inequality (2.21) can be rewritten as

/ u(x) / Lo (WO F Oyt | dpe| <C / Pdr | @23
0

0 0

=3 oo

which will be called the g-integral analog of the weighted Hardy-type inequality. The
dual inequality of the inequality (2.23) (equivalent of (2.22)) reads:

, L
oo oo )4 P

. )
[0 [ Ziw@uemde | ar| <c| [& @)
0

0 0
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3. The main results
Our main result reads:

THEOREM 3.1. Let 1 < p < r < oo. Then the inequality (2.23) holds if and only

if
1 1
oo r p,
Dy = sup / Dy () () / Lo (Odgt | < o0
z>0 0
or
_1
o P
Dy =sup | [ Ziog ()" (1)dyt
z>0
0
. 1
[ Zioa@u @) | [ 2o 0yt | dyx| <
0 0
or

1
, 1
4 4

/EKZ.X, W (¢ /3&”5 dgt < oo,

Moreover, for the sharp constant in (2.23) we have that C = D| =~ D, ~ Ds.

Next, we will consider the corresponding inequality

oo oo r =

/ u(x) / D OO f(O)dyt | dge| <C / Pdx| . G

0 0 0

1 1
" P

for the dual operator of H,, .
THEOREM 3.2. Let 1 < p < r < oo. Then the inequality (3.1) holds if and only if

oo r oo P

Dt = sup / P (O (x)dyx / iy (7 (Odyt | < oo
0

>0

or
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==

Dy =sup | [ oy (007 ()

>0
. 1
/ Dy (V) () / Lo OV (gt | dr | <o
0 0
or
_ 1
o o
Dy = sup | [ Zioqg ()’ ()dyx
>0
, 1
P 4

[ Zoa@w' @) | [ Zioagww @ | dg| <o
0 0

Moreover, for the sharp constant in (3.1) we have that C = D} ~ D} ~ Dj.

Concerning other possible parameters of p and r we have the following comple-
ment of Theorem 3.1:

THEOREM 3.3. (i). Let 0 < p < 1, p <r < oo. Then the inequality (2.23) holds
if and only if

4 = sup / Dy (" (X)dgx / Do OV Oyt | < oo,
0

>0

(ii). Let 1 < p < oo, O <r < p. Then the inequality (2.23) holds if and only if

r(p—1)

) p—r

i /‘%f(oz](t)"pl(t)dqt
0 \0

/3&”&0) (x)u” (x)dgx u'(z)dyz < oo,
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(iii). Let 0 < r < p = 1. Then the inequality (2.23) is satisfied if and only if

/ sup / 5&” qv,y] )
y<z

1—r

,
T -
T—r

/ Pz o0y ()1 (x)dgx u'(z)dyz < oo,

In all cases (i)—(iii), for the best constant in (2.23) it yields that C =~ D;, i =4,5,6,
respectively.

Finally, the corresponding complement of Theorem 3.2 reads:

THEOREM 3.4. (i). Let 0 < p < 1, p <r < oo. Then the inequality (3.1) holds if
and only if

v

D} = sup /%bz (Wt || [ P 0t | <
0

z>0

(ii). Let 1 < p < oo, O <r < p. Then the inequality (3.1) holds if and only if

I
) p—r

i / 210, (X)u’ (x)dgx
0 \0

r(p—1) pr
p—r

/ Do) OV (1)dgt ' (2)dgz < oo,

(iii). Let 0 < r < p = 1. Then the inequality (3.1) holds if and only if

| fan( [ 7t

1—r

,
r -
T—r

[ 2o e | w@dge| <o

In all cases (i)—(iii), for the best constant in (3.1) it yields that C = D, i =4,5,6,
respectively.
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To prove these theorems, we need some Lemmas of independent interest:

LEMMA 3.5. Let f and g be nonnegative functions and

- a /oo B
- ( / %(o,sz(r)dqt) ( / %z,w><x>g<x>dqx) ,
0 0

Jor o, B € R, and where at least one of the numbers o, B is positive. Then

o o k B
sup/(z) = (l—q)“ﬁsup(Z qu(tﬂ)) ( > qig(ff)) : (3.2)

>0 keZ \ j=k i=—oo

LEMMA 3.6. Let a, B € RT,

. o« . p
(2) == ( / 20,4 () f(x)dqx> ( / %Zﬂlz)(t)g(t)dqt) )
0 0

and
o o s B
I (z):= (/ ,%”[L,X,)(x)f(x)dqx) (/ f%”(qzﬁz](t)g(t)dqt) )
0 0
Then
+ oc+[3 ko (k B
supl™(z) = (1 - sup (qu ) (q 8(q )) , (3.3)
z>0 keZ
and
upl™ . O£+/3 u k k ﬁ .
supl™(2) = (1 sup (Eﬂf ) (d's(4") (3:4)

LEMMA 3.7. Let f, ¢ and g be nonnegative functions. Then

D= 0/ (/3{[ ~,°°)(t)f(t)dqt) (/e%”(o’z](x)g(x)dqx) ¢ (2)dyz

0

:(l_q)ﬁﬁkiw[(iimqf )(qu )ﬁqkw(qk)},
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LEMMA 3.8. Let k€ Z, o € R and

oo o
/ Dy gy (O F ()t
0
Then o,
sup F(y) = (1—q)*sup (¢'f(q"))" - (3.5)
y=4* i<k
4. Proofs

Proof of Lemma 3.5. From (2.6) and (2.7) it follows that

B
I(z)=(1 "‘*ﬁ(Eq’f ) <qu ) :
q7/<z >z

If z= 4", then, for k € Z,
N . . a k . . ﬁ
1(z) =1(g") = (1—q)**P (Eq’f(q’)> ( Y q’g(q’)> :
=k i=—oco

If ¢ < z< ¢k !, then, for k € Z,

oo & /1 B
I(z) = (1—q)**P (quf(qj)> ( > q"g(qi)> :
=k i=—eo

Hence, for k € Z and 3 > 0 we find that
oo o k B
sup  1(z) =1(q*) = (1—q)**P (E qff(q’)) ( > q’g(q’)> :
¢*<z<gt! =k = —oo

Therefore

supl(z) =sup sup I(2)
>0 KEZ gk<z<qh1

o P B
=(1- )“*ﬁilem(zcﬂf ) (_Z qig(qi)> :

We have proved that (3.1) holds wherever > 0.
Next we assume that o > 0. Let ¢*T! < z < ¢*, k € Z. Then we get that

o X B
I(z)=(1—q) ‘”ﬁsup< > @' f(q ) (Z q"g(q")>

kEZ \ j=k+1 j=—oo
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and analogously as above we find that
o LAVt B
sup () =1(¢") = (1-q)**P (E q’f(q’)) ( > q’g(q’)>
gl <z<qh ik —_—

and (3.1) holds also for the case o > 0. The proof is complete. [J

Proof of Lemma 3.6. According to (2.6) and (2.9) we have that
o o
+(,k o+p i i koo \P
I'(q") = (1-q)* P Xdr@)) (dsd").
i=k
forzzq’ﬂ ke Z,and

=01 “+ﬁ< Y 4'f(q ) (q"g(q")>ﬂ,

i=k+1

for ¢l <z < g ke Z.
Therefore,

sup I7(z) = (1—¢q)*"P (icff(c/)) (q"g(q"))ﬁ~
i=k

gl <z<gh

Since sup,.o/*(z) =sup sup I7(z), we conclude that (3.3) holds.
KEZ ghtl <7< gk

Next, by using (2.7) and (2.8) we find that

I'(d=( ‘”ﬁ(Z qflq ) (q"g(c/‘))ﬁ, 4.1)

j=—o0

for z:qk, keZ,and

I"(z)=(1—-q)**P ( > 4d'flq >a<q"g(qk))ﬁ7

[=—o0

for ¢t <z< ¢!, keZ.
Thus,

gk <z<qk! i=—oco

sup I () = O‘“3<2q7f ) (qu(q"))ﬁ~

Since sup/~(z) =sup sup I (z), we have that (3.4) holds. The proof is com-
>0 kEZ gk<z<ghk=1

plete. 0
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Proof of Lemma 3.7. By using (2.3), (2.6) and (2.7), we have that

Ly B
=(1—¢ kE q (/ ) dq’) (/ %Oﬂk](x)g(x)dqx) o(q")
- 0

@, B
=(1—q)**P Z q (Z q'f(q ) (qug(qj)> o(q").
=k

[=—o0

The proof is complete. [

Proof of Lemma 3.8. By using (2.9), we get that

f) = (/ %qk,qkl)(f)f(t)dqt> =(1—¢)* (q"f(q"))a, 4.2)
0

fory=¢~, ke Z, and

sup F(y) =sup sup F(y)

y>q* i<k gl <y<q—!

=(1—q)%sup (¢ "f(d )"

i<k

=(1-9)“ sup (¢'f(g"))", 4.3)

i<k—1

fori<kand g <y<gq '
From (4.2) and (4.3) it follows that

sup F(y) = max{sup F(y),F(¢")} = (1—q)*sup (¢'f(g"))"
y=qk y>q* ik

Thus, (3.5) holds so the proof is complete. [J
Proof of Theorem 3.2. By using (2.3) and (2.7), we have that

(ﬁ%mgzm—ﬁ<iwﬂwy7 (@)
0

J=—

and
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1

= (1-q)"" (i (@) ( )y q"v<q">f<q">> )
q

J=—o0 i>qj

— (1—g)'*7 (i q'u’(q’) (i qu(qi)f(qi)> ) 4.5)

j=—00 j=—o0

By now using (3.1), (4.4) and (4.5) we find that

(1—7* (,i % (wm_i qfv<qi>f<qf>> ) <C<i qu”(tl’))

Jj=—00 j=—o0 J=—00

Let

7@ =17 vi=q"v(@)1—q)7 uj=(1-q) q ulq’), j € Z. (4.6)

Then we see that the inequality (3.1) is equivalent to the inequality (2.10). The
best constants in inequalities (3.1) and (2.10) are the same.

Since the inequality (3.1) is equivalent to the inequality (2.10) we can use Propo-
sition 2.2 to conclude that the inequality (3.1) holds if and only if at least one of the
conditions C; < oo, Cy < o0 and C3 < « holds. Moreover, for the best constant C in
(3.1 ityieldsthat C~C, =~ C, = C;5 .

Hence, according to Lemma 3.5 we have that

1 1
o N7/ a N7V
Cr=sup | Y u PRV
n€Z \ k=n j=—oc0

Si—
I

= sup /3/(0,2] (xX)u" (x)dgx /‘%f[zwx} ()P (r)dgt = Dj.
>0 0

In particular, C ~ D]. Moreover, by arguing as above and using Lemma 3.6 we
obtain that C; ~ Dj and C3 ~ D3. Hence, for the best constant C in (3.1) it yields that
C ~ D = D3 =~ D5 . The proof is complete. []

Proof of Theorem 3.4. In a similarly way as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, by using
(2.3), (2.7) and (4.6), we find that the inequality (2.10) is equivalent to the inequality
(3.1).

Since the inequality (3.1) is equivalent to the inequality (2.10) we can use Propo-
sition 2.3 to conclude that the inequality (3.1) holds if and only if the conditions (2.18),
(2.19) and (2.20) hold, for considered cases 0 < p <1, p<r; 1 <p<eo, 0<r<p
and 0 <r < p=1,respectively.
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Next, we prove that the conditions (2.18), (2.19) and (2.20) are equivalent to the

conditions D} < eo, D5 < oo and Dy < oo, respectively.
By using Lemma 3.6 from (2.18) and (4.6) we obtain that

1
i " 1, 1 ’ L/
C4:5up<2u;;> Vn:(l— r /sup<2q ) (qnvl’ (qn)>P
nez nez

~l—=

k=n k=n
. e v
= sup / o (O (x)dgx / P g0 (Vdg | =D
>
0 0

Moreover, by Lemma 3.7 we have that

r(p=1)

N n , p=r o p%r
(89 (5
n=—co \ j=—oo k=n

I
—
=
S
x
\8
- N
| M=
QN.
<
]
=
~
3

N o \I=— k=n
r(p— r
-/ IS -
- / / Dy OV (1)t / Lo (W (X)dgx | ' (2)dyz =D}
0 0 0

Now let p =1 so that p’ = o. Then v; = v(¢') in (4.6). By Lemma 3.8 we find
that

maxr 7 = (maxo(q)) 7 = (1 —q>maXM)

i<n i<n i<n (l — q)q
= 1* %
V() V()
= sup/,%” (1) —= = sup /,%” ———dgt
gt ba'y) (1— q) g 1) —q)t 1
Therefore,
(= =
Co = Z m<axv - (Z u,ﬁ) u,
N oo ST f—n

= i g" maxv]” ((l—q)iq"ui(qk)> : W' (q")

<
n=-—co ISn k=n

n=—co y2q"

2 q" sup ()/%U’qu)(t)%dqt

/ Lo (X)dgx | ' (q")
0
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. /e e =
v(t) . -
_ / sup / i) 0) e / Lo (W (W)dgx | 1 (dyz
y=z q
0 0 0
— D;.

Thus, in all cases (i)—(iii), for the best constant in (3.1) it yields that C =~ Dj,
i=4,5,6, respectively. The proof is complete. [J

Proof of Theorem 3.1. As in the proof of Theorem 3.2 we get that the inequality
(2.23) is equivalent to the inequality

(i (wiwﬁ)) <C< i f}’) : 4.7)
j=—eo \ =) J=—oe

By using standard dual arguments the characterizations similar to those in Propo-
sition 2.2 hold also in this situation (see e.g. [16, p. 59]). Here it is even simpler to just
put u;=u_;, vi=v_;, fi = f_i, i € Z, and note that then (4.7) reads

oo j A\’ ' o ’
() «(2r) o
Jj=—oo i=—co j=—oe

Now use Proposition 2.2, and find that the inequality (4.8) holds if and only if one
of the conditions C; < oo, 1 << 3 holds. Note that here C;, 1 <i < 3, are defined by
just in the expressions for C; inserting u;, v;, j € Z. Moreover, for the best constant
C in (4.8) it yields that C ~ C; ~ C, ~ Cs.

Next, by replacing #; and v; by u; and v;, j € Z, in the expressions CN’,-, 1<
i < 3, respectively, we obtain the corresponding characterizations for the validity of the
inequality (4.7). In a similar way as in the proof of Theorem 3.2, from the equivalence
of inequalities (2.23) and (4.7) and using Lemma 3.6 we find that the inequality (2.23)
holds if and only if D| < eo or Dy < eo or D3 < e holds. Moreover, for the best
constant C in (2.23) it yields that C = D| ~ D, ~ D3. The proof is complete. [J

Proof of Theorem 3.3. The equivalence between (4.7) and (4.8) holds in the case
too. Hence, by arguing exactly as in proof of Theorem 3.1 but using Proposition 2.3
instead of Proposition 2.2 the proof can be done analogously, so we leave out the details.

5. Final remarks

REMARK 5.1. Assume that v(r) =0, u(t) =0, f(t) =0, > 1 and the integrals
in the expressions D;, D}, 1 <i < 6 are replaced by the integrals from zero to one and
the sets [z,%0), [z,¢~'z) are replaced by the sets [z,1], [z,min{g 'z, 1}], respectively.
Then, by using Theorem 3.1, Theorem 3.2, Theorem 3.3 and Theorem 3.4, we obtain
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that the corresponding characterizations for the validity of the inequalities

1
r = 1 =

1 1
[ w0 [ Zioqorirswdg | dpx | <c| [rreae) .
0 0 0

~
=

and

1 1
r 1 »

1 1
[ w0 [ Zigemoroar ) de| <c| [roda) .
0 0 0

for all parameters r and p in these theorems.

~l—=

REMARK 5.2. Note that nowadays it is known that the conditions B; < e, i =
1,2,3, in Proposition B are special cases of more general conditions. More exactly
these conditions can be replaced by infinite many conditions, namely the following
four scales of conditions (see [29] and also [17, p. 60]):

~I—

=1 r(p—s)
n - P oo k - r
(s):==sup| D v 7" Su| X <
neN \ r=1 k=n m=1

for s satisfying 1 <s < p;

oo ’ n , oo N
Bj(s) :=sup (2 uk> D v ? (2 um> < oo,
k=1 m—k

neN k=n

for s satisfying 1 < s <7/

Ba( —sup<iv p) iuk<
k=1 k=1

neN

5
1 M=~
<
=T
“\
N——

g
~-
+
=z
~1
A
8

1.

for s satisfying 0 < s < rE

1
7

- - PG+s)\ P
B5(s) := sup(Z uk> Zv (2 m) < oo,

neN \ r=pn m=k

for s satisfying 0 < s < X. Note that By(p) = Bj(r') =By, Bz(ll;) =B, and B3(4) =
Bs.

Our results in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 can be generalized in a corresponding way
namely that the three alternative conditions in these theorems can be replaced by infinite
many equivalent conditions.
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REMARK 5.3. The corresponding alternative conditions for the parameters in Pro-
position 2.3 are not known except for the continuous case » < p, p > 1 where even four
scales of such alternative equivalent conditions are known (see [31]). Hence, at the mo-
ment only in this case it seems to be possible to generalize Theorems 3.3 and 3.4 in this
direction.

REMARK 5.4. Some similar results as those in this paper can found in [4] (in
Russian). However, the results in this paper are more complete and putted to a more
general frame. The proofs are also different and more precise and clear.
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