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ON THE NORM OF A MULTIDIMENSIONAL
HILBERT-TYPE OPERATOR

Y. BICHENG AND M. KRNIC

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider multidimensional Hilbert-type in-
tegral inequalities with non-conjugate exponents and homogeneous ker-
nels of negative degree. As an application, we define related Hilbert-type
integral operators and consider their norms. The problem of determin-
ing the norm of such operators is equivalent to the problem of the best
possible constant factors involved in the right-hand sides of related in-
equalities. In such a way, we obtain the norms and the best possible
constant factors in some general settings with conjugate exponents. In
particular, we obtain generalizations of some recent results from the
literature.

1. INTRODUCTION AND PRELIMINARIES

Let |- |o denote a a—norm of the vector x = (x1,2,...,2,) € R, that

n 1
%o = <Zxﬂ> , a>0. (1.1)
=1

Let ¢, : Rt — R be non-negative measurable power functions defined by

is

d(x) = \x\ap(%_ﬁ) and ¥ (y) = |y|oéq(%_%>7 where s > 0 and %—i— % =1,
% —i—% =1, with p,r; > 1. Further, let || 'HLB(M) denote the norm of a non-
negative measurable function f : R} — R, with respect to a non-negative
measurable weight function Q : R} — R, that is

1

il = | [ o0lreora]” (12)

+
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In relation (1.2), L§,(R") denotes the measure space

LaRY) = { £+ RY = Ry |fllzgmn) < 00} (1.3)

and dx is a Lebesgue measure.
The Hilbert-type integral operator 7T : LZ(R?F) — Lf;l,p (R") is defined
by

TN = [ kxolyl) fxax, yeRE (14)
+
where ks : Ri — R is non-negative measurable homogeneous function of
degree —s, s > 0, that is ks(tu, tv) =t *ks(u, v) for all t,u,v > 0.
In [7], Y. Bicheng obtained that the norm of the operator 7y is
o) e e
= ——ar ks(t, 1)t "dt, 1.5
s ) D (1.5
where I' denotes the usual Gamma function under the assumption that the
integral in formula (1.5) converges. Here, we assume that the norm of the
operator T is defined as

HTsfHLZl_p(Rf;)

ITsll = sup

(1.6)
feLy(RY),f#0 HfHLZ(Ri)

The obtained norm is established by means of two equivalent inequalities

L[ kel 3ke) £Ig)ixdy < Tl gy - gl sy (1.7
+ VR
and

{ L5 [k lyia) £ooix] dy} < IRl 1o
R™ R"™

+ +
(1.8)

which hold for conjugate exponents p and ¢, that is % + % =1, withp > 1,
and for non-negative measurable functions f, g : R} — R. In [7], it is verified
that the constant factor ||7s|| is the best possible in both inequalities (1.7)
and (1.8), which is equivalent that the norm of operator 7 is given by (1.5).

Inequality (1.7) is a generalization of the classical Hilbert inequality, and
will be referred to as a Hilbert-type inequality. On the other hand, inequality
(1.8) will be referred to as a Hardy-Hilbert type inequality.

If 0 < p < 1 then the signs of inequality in (1.7) and (1.8) are reversed.
Also, equalities in (1.7) and (1.8) hold if and only if f =0 or g =0 a.e. on
R”.
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Previous results are some extensions of papers [5], [11] and [18]. Further,
if n =1 and ks(z,y) = (x + y) %, inequality (1.7) reduces to

[l |
<B (S,S> [/Ooo xp(;_’fl)fp(i)dw]p [/OOO yq(%_agq(y)dy ! (1.9)

where B is the usual Beta function (see [2], [12], and [13]). Clearly, for
p=gq=r7r =719 =2and s = 1, inequality (1.9) reduces to a classical
Hilbert integral inequality, which is one of the most important inequalities
in analysis and its applications (see [6], [10] and [16]). In recent years, some
authors also studied a few kinds of Hilbert-type operators and their relating
inequalities (see [1], [2], [3] and [4]).

The main objective of this paper is a generalization of a Hilbert-type
operator (1.4) and related inequalities (1.7) and (1.8). More precisely, such
operators and inequalities can be treated in a more general setting with
non-conjugate exponents and with more general weight functions.

The paper is organized in the following way: After this Introduction, in
Section 2 we introduce a unified treatment of the Hilbert and Hardy-Hilbert
type inequalities with non-conjugate exponents, developed in a recent paper
[9]. In Section 3 we obtain a pair of equivalent inequalities which extend
the inequalities (1.7) and (1.8) to the case of non-conjugate exponents and
with more general power weights. Further, we define a related Hilbert-type
operator and, as a consequence, we obtain the upper bound for its norm.
In Section 4 we restrict obtained results to a conjugate setting and analyze
the conditions which yield the best possible constant factors in obtained
inequalities and the norm of the related operator. Section 5 is dedicated
to Hardy-type operators, deduced from the defined Hilbert-type operator.
Finally, in the last section we apply derived results to some special homoge-
neous kernels and compare our results with some previously known results
from the literature.

Conventions. Throughout this paper, let ' be the conjugate exponent to

a positive real number r # 1, that is, % + % =1,orr" = 5. A weight
function is assumed to be any non-negative measurable function. Further,
definitions (1.1), (1.2), and (1.3) of the norms | - [a, || - ||z, r7), and the

measure space L, (R ) will be valid throughout the whole paper. Similarly,
the norm of the operator between two measure spaces is defined according
to definition (1.6). In addition, all functions are assumed to be non-negative
and measurable. Expressions of the form 0 - oo, %, > and % are taken to
be equal to zero.
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Techniques that will be used in the proofs are mainly based on classical
real analysis. So, before we state and prove our main results, we have to
introduce an extension of the Hilbert-type inequalities to the case of non-
conjugate exponents.

2. AN UNIFIED TREATMENT OF HILBERT-TYPE INEQUALITIES WITH
NON-CONJUGATE EXPONENTS

Suppose p and g are real parameters, such that
1 1
p>1,¢g>1, —+—-2>1, (2.1)
p q

q

I p r_
andletp—pflandQ— T

. respectively be their conjugate exponents,
g 1 1 _ 1,1
that is, 5+]7—1and q+q,

1. Further, define
A=—+4— (2.2)

and observe that 0 < A < 1 holds for all p and ¢ as in (2.1). In particular,
equality A = 1 holds in (2.2) if and only if ¢ = p/, that is, only if p and ¢ are
mutually conjugate. Otherwise, we have 0 < A < 1, and such parameters p
and ¢ will be referred to as non-conjugate exponents.

Considering p, ¢, and A as in (2.1) and (2.2), Hardy, Littlewood, and
Pélya, [10], obtained an extension of the classical Hilbert inequality to
the case of non-conjugate exponents. A more simple proof of that exten-
sion, based on a single application of the Holder inequality, was given by
F. F. Bonsall, [8] later.

Very recently, A. Cizmesija et. al. developed in paper [9] a unified treat-
ment of the general Hilbert-type inequalities extended to the case of non-
conjugate exponents. Their main result, based on one Bonsall’s idea from
paper [8], is the following.

Theorem 2.1. Let real parameters p, q, and X be as in (2.1) and (2.2), and
let X and Y be measure spaces with positive o-finite measures 1 and fio
respectively. Let K be a non-negative measurable function on X XY, ¢ a
measurable, a.e. positive function on X, and v a measurable, a.e. positive
function on Y. If the functions F on X and G on Y are defined by

S
7

Flo) = | / K(x,yw’(y)duz(y)} zeX, (2.3)

Q

and

e

aly) = | / K(az,ym—p’(x)dm(w)} L yey, (2.4)
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then for all non-negative measurable functions f on X and g on Y the
inequalities

/X /Y KN ) f(2)9(y) dion (2)dpia () < 10F Flinun 110Gl pon) (25)

and

{ / [wG)l(y) / KM:c,y)f(z)dm(x)} d;@(y)}q < 1o F fll
Y X

(2.6)
hold and are equivalent. Here, LP(u) denotes the measure space LP(X; )

and || fll o) = [fx fp(ac)d,u(a:)]% is the corresponding norm.

Clearly, inequalities (2.5) and (2.6) are generalizations of the classical
Hilbert and Hardy inequalities. So, inequalities deduced from (2.5) will be
referred to as the Hilbert-type inequalities and inequalities deduced from
(2.6), as the Hardy-Hilbert type inequalities.

Further, in paper [9] it was shown that necessary and sufficient conditions
for equalities in (2.5) and (2.6) are described with the relations

f= oup_p/Fq?_l a.e. on X and ¢ = 5¢—Q’G%‘l a.e.onY, (2.7)

and
K =~F'G"” ae. onX xY, (2.8)

where «, 8 and v are some positive real constants.

The same authors also considered reversed inequalities in (2.5) and (2.6),
these are the inequalities with the reversed sign of inequality. They obtained
that reverse inequalities in (2.5) and (2.6) hold if

1 1
p<0, g€ (0,1), —4+ - <1, (2.9)

p q

1 1
pe(0,1), ¢<0, —4+ - <1, (2.10)

p q

or

pe(0,1), g€ (0,1), (2.11)

since the crucial step in proving Theorem 2.1 was applying the Hoélder ine-
quality, and parameters given by (2.9), (2.10) or (2.11) provide the so-called
the reversed Holder inequality (for details, see e.g. [16, Chapter V]). Note
that in conjugate case, reverse inequalities in (2.5) and (2.6) are achieved if
0<p<landgqg<O.
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3. BASIC RESULT AND DEFINITION OF HILBERT-TYPE OPERATOR

We proceed with an application of Theorem 2.1 to homogeneous kernels of
negative degree and certain power weights, with respect to Lebesgue measure
in R}, n € N. The results will be given in two equivalent forms in non-
conjugate setting, analogous to (2.5) and (2.6). However, the best possible
constants will be obtained only in the conjugate case, since the described
problem in the non-conjugate case seems very difficult and remains open.

At the beginning, we need some auxiliary results. In [7], one can find the
following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose m € N, a« > 0, and R > 0. If ¥ :[0,1] > R is a
non-negative measurable function, then

/D:zs Y [é (@a} B }m /01 C(wunldu,  (31)

where D}y = {X = (x1,22,...,xm) ERP: D" 4@ < RO‘} and T is the
usual Gamma function.

As a direct consequence of Lemma 3.1 we easily get the following result.

Lemma 3.2. If m e N, a >0, and ¢ > 0 then

r(3)
/ xla " Cdx = { ez <7 (3:2)
{x€RT:[x[a>1} 0, =0,

where 1" is the usual Gamma function.
Proof. We use Lemma 3.1. Let R > 1. We define O : [0,1] — R as

0 , 0<u< R™¢,
Ou) = (Rué)fmfs CRO<u<l.

Now, by using (3.1) and the notation from Lemma 3.1 we have

m TN\
x|o " fdx = lim S} [ = ]dX
/{XGRT:|X|a>1} | | R—o0 Dy zz_; (R)

BT )

O(u)us tdu

and the result follows. O
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In this paper we assume that kg : Ri — R is a non-negative, measurable
homogeneous function of degree —s, s > 0, and we consider the integral

ea(n) = jgook@(l,t)t_”dt, (3.3)

defined in terms of the function ks. Clearly, the convergence of integral (3.3)
depends on the function kg, so the parameters n are assumed to be chosen
so that integral (3.3) converges.

Further, we consider inequalities related to (1.7) and (1.8) with power
weight functions ®5 : R" — R, ¥4 : R} — R defined by

Da(x) = x| THTOTIT and wa(y) = [y]p AT
(3.4)
where m,n € N and A, Ay € R.
Now we are ready to state and prove the result that will be the base in
our investigation of Hilbert-type operators and their norms.

Theorem 3.3. Let real parameters p, q, A be as in (2.1) and (2.2), let
m,n € N, and let o, 3 > 0. Suppose ks : Ri — R is a homogeneous
function of degree —s, s > 0, and Ay, Ay are real parameters such that
cs(A2+1—n) < oo, cs(m+1—p'A; —s) < co. If the functions A on
R and WA on RY} are defined by (3.4), then the inequalities

/ ) / (1%l Iy13) Fx)o(y)ixdy < Callfly @mllolliy ) (35)

q 7
)\(X|av|Y|ﬁ)f(X)dX:| dy}

< Callflly, ey (36)

'(A1—A s—m q—;
plaf e [,

+

1

] co® (' Aot1—n)cs

1
P’

Y (m+1—p'A1—s),

(3.7)
hold for all non-negative measurable functions f : R — R, g : R} — R and
are equivalent. Equalities in (3.5) and (3.6) hold if and only if f =0 a.e.
on R or g =0 a.e. onRY. Moreover, if p and q are as in (2.9), (2.10) or
(2.11), the signs of inequality in (3.5) and (3.6) are reversed.

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.1 to the homogeneous kernel kg : Ri — R
and certain power weights. More precisely, we substitute the power weights
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p(x) = x|, x € RT and ¢(y) = |y|*?, y € R?, in inequality (2.5). Now,

since
y|s = R[Z (3}1%)5} ,R>0,

i=1

|

by using the notation from Lemma 3.1, we have

o= g [ s (s S )T S ()]

Dy

where the function F': R" — R is defined by (2.3).
Further, by using relation (3.1), with W(u) = R~7 42k, (|X|a, Ru%) u B
the above formula (3.8) reads

F(x) = ;;%)) Jim R4 /0 s (\x\a,Ru%) $ I g (3.9)

1
Finally, by using substitution Ru? = t|x|, and homogeneity of function ks,
we have

o () , R ,
FO(x) = — 2/ x|, o704 B}im ke(1, )" 179 A2y
ﬁnle (%) —00 J

m—s

1
p/
] CsP (m+1—p'A1—s)|y|5 AL (3.11)

" (2)

a

@I (7)

=

G(y) = [

Finally, by substituting (3.10) and (3.11) in (2.5) and (2.6) we obtain rela-
tions (3.5) and (3.6).

It remains to investigate the case of equality in the obtained inequalities.
According to conditions (2.7) and (2.8), the necessary condition for equality



ON THE NORM OF A MULTIDIMENSIONAL HILBERT-TYPE OPERATOR 231

in (3.5) and (3.6) is that the function f has the form
f(X) _ y|X|a_p/A1+(1—)\)(n—s—q/A2)’ a.e. On RT’ (312)

for some positive constant v. For such a choice of function f, the first integral
on the right-hand side of inequality (3.5) becomes

—s—p A1—q'A
v [l
m
+

which clearly diverges. Hence, we came to a contradiction so the equality
in (3.5) and (3.6) holds only if f =0 a.e. on R or g = 0 a.e. on R"}. The
proof is now complete. O

Remark 3.4. If we choose the parameters A; = 1% (m—s1) and Ag =

), where s; + s2 = s, inequalities (3.5) and (3.6) respectively read

/ ) / kX (Xl y15) £ (<)a(y)dxdy < Cal| 5 e llalliy,_ ey (313)

1

7 a
{ / \yW”[ / k9<|x\a,|y|ﬁ>f<x>dx] dy} < Callfllug, ey
R™ R™ S

: : (3.14)

m v (L v
o= | &) ] [ <ﬁ) ] M1 — so) (3.15)
r

where

and
20 = ) ey =y @)

Of course, inequalities (3.13) and (3.14) are valid if ¢5(1 — s2) < co. Now, if
we substitute s = > and sp = ;% in (3.13) and (3.14), where 1,77 is a pair
of conjugate parameters, these inequalities become (1.7) and (1.8) (in the
conjugate case and for a = #, m = n). Thus, we may regard relations (3.13)
and (3.14) as extensions of relations (1.7) and (1.8), from the Introduction,
to the case of non-conjugate exponents.

On the other hand, if we substitute m =n =a = =1in (3.13), we get
the result from paper [6], also in the conjugate case.

Remark 3.5. In the paper [17], the author obtained the related Hilbert and
Hardy-Hilbert type inequalities for a homogeneous kernel with n variables,
but with the same norms of appropriate vectors. So, we can regard inequal-
ities (3.5) and (3.6) as a slight generalizations of results from [17], for n = 2.
One can obtain the extensions of (3.5) and (3.6) for a homogeneous kernel
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in n variables. Such results are here omitted since we shall investigate the
operators which include the homogeneous kernel in two variables.

The Hardy-Hilbert type inequality (3.6) allows us a precise definition of
the Hilbert-type operator in a non-conjugate setting, and some conclusions
about its norm, as well.

Hence, under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3, we define the Hilbert-type

operator M : Ly, (R) — Li}\_q, (R%) as

M) ) = [ Bl lyl) fdx, y €RL (31)

Clearly, the operator H; is well defined since from inequality (3.6) we con-
clude that Hsf € L?pliq, (R%). Moreover, inequality (3.6) reads in the oper-

A
ator form

HHSfHL;’l—q/(Ri) S CAHfHLgA(RT) (318)
A

On the other hand, since the norm of the operator H; is defined by
HHSfHL(‘;/l_ (Ri)

q/
feLy  (RT).f£0 L5, ()

inequality (3.18) yields the upper bound for the norm of operator Hs:
[Hs|| < Ca. (3.20)

In the next section we shall investigate some general cases in which we can
find the norm of operator Hs. Obviously, that problem is equivalent to the
problem of the best possible constant factors involved in the right-hand sides
of inequalities (3.5) and (3.6).

4. ON THE BEST POSSIBLE CONSTANT AND NORM

As already mentioned, we are not able to find an explicit value for the
norm of the operator (3.17) in a non-conjugate setting.

In spite of that, we can solve the mentioned problem in some general
settings with conjugate exponents. Hence, in this section parameters p and
q are assumed to be conjugate, that is, when p = ¢, ¢ = p and A = 1. We
consider constant factor C'a involved in the right-hand sides of inequalities
(3.5) and (3.6). Of course, it is enough to investigate the problem for the
Hilbert-type inequality (3.5) since we have pair of equivalent inequalities.

The main idea in obtaining the best possible constant factor is a reduction
of the constant C'a, defined by (3.7), in the form without some exponents,
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by the appropriate choice of parameters A; and As. Thus, it is natural to
set the condition

qgAi1 +pAs=m+n—s, (4.1)

where p and ¢ are conjugate exponents, since cs(pAs +1—n) =cs(m+1—
qA; — s) in that case.

Under condition (4.1) in the conjugate case, the constant factor (3.7)
becomes

](11 [ v <%> ]pcs(pA2+1—n). (4.2)

o (3)

Further, if the constraint (4.1) is satisfied, inequalities (3.5) and (3.6) from
Theorem 3.3 become respectively

/ L e 1) 105150ty < Ol sl ey (43)

{/R |y |gPadatps—m)=n [/ ks (|x]asylg) f } }

5Hf\|m ry) (44)

where C'a is defined by (4.2) and
Ba(x) = [x[oP4M™ and Ta(y) = |y|gP22 (4.5)

Clearly, if 0 < p < 1 and ¢ < 0, then the reverse inequalities in (4.3) and
(4.4) hold.

The following result provides the best possible constant factors in inequal-
ities (4.3) and (4.4).

Theorem 4.1. Suppose p and q are conjugate exponents, A1 and As are real
parameters satisfying constraint (4.1), and suppose there exist 6 > 0 such
that cs(n) < oo for n € [pA2+1—n—0,pAs +1—n]. Then the constant
factor C a is the best possible in both inequalities (4.3) and (4.4).

Proof. We consider two cases depending on whether p > 1 or 0 < p < 1.

If p > 1 then ¢ > 1. Suppose the constant factor Ca, defined by (4.2),
is not the best possible in inequality (4.3). That implies that there exists a
constant factor K, smaller than Ca, such that the inequality (4.3) is still
valid if we replace C'p with K.
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Let € > 0. We substitute functions f. : R — R and g. : R! — R defined
by

0 ,0 < |x|o < 1,

—gA—
| T Jxla > 1

0 = {

and

0 ,0<]y]5<1,
CpAo_E

|Y|B Pag 7‘Y|621

ge(x) = {

in inequality (4.3), with the constant factor K instead of C's. Then, by using
relation (3.2) from Lemma 3.2, the right-hand side of (4.3) becomes

ety

Now we compute the left-hand side L. of inequality (4.3) for the above choice
of functions f. : R* — R and g. : R} — R. We have

—gA{—% —pAs—E
La:/ ‘X’Oé R |:/ ks (|X|ou ’ylﬁ) |y|ﬂ P27 dx.
{x€RTIx]a>1} {yeR? lyls>1}

] " (4.6)

(4.7)

Clearly,

—pAo—E
/ ko (s Iy13) Iyls ™42y
{yeR% :|y|p>1}
—pAg—E CpAs_E
2/ ks (1%, [ylg) [yl qdy—/ ks (Xlas [y1g) [ylg™"* " e dy,
RY {yeR}:lyls<1}

(4.8)

since the set {y € R’} : |y|s = 1} has measure 0. On the other hand, by using
relation (3.1), we have

—pAy—=
[ e il lyls) byl

Dy
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where the set D% is defined in a statement of Lemma 3.1. Hence, if we
substitute R = 1 and R = oo in (4.9), then from (4.8) we get

€
—pA2—3

ks (Ixla, lyl) 1yls dy

/{yGRizylazl}

R ©)

.= / ]x|a_m_5{/ k:s(l,t)t"_pAQ_l_zdt] dx.
Bn—ll" (%) {xERT:\xMZl} |

-1
X|a

(4.11)
Now, we separate the inner integral in (4.11) into two integrals over the
intervals (|x|;',1) and (1, 00). Clearly, by using the Fubini theorem and
substitution variable theorem, with x = t~'z, we get

1
/ e I e
{x€RP:|x|a>1} Ix|a "
1
= / ks<1,t)t”"’A2‘l‘{ / |xra—m—€dx]dt
0 (xR |x|0>t"1}

1
:/ k;s(l,t)t”_pAQ_Hp[/ |z|am€dz]dt. (4.12)
0 {ZERT:\ZMZI}

Finally, (3.2), (4.11) and (4.12) yield

Loy ()
Coe (D) g ()

1 00
: [/ ko(1, )" A2 714, +/ ks(l,t)t”‘pAQ‘l‘q]. (4.13)
0 1

If p > 1, then the estimates

tn—pAz—l-l—% < tn—pAz—l’ t e <O, 1>
tn—pAQ—l—% < tn—pAg—l’ te <1,00>

are obviously valid, so

1 £ o0 £
/ ky(1, D) PA2 1 +/ ko (1, 7427175 < ¢ (pAs +1 — ) < oo,
0 1
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Thus, according to the Lebesgue control convergent theorem (see [15]) we
have

1 o]
/ kg (1, )" PA271T, +/ k(1" PA27170 = ¢ (pAy +1 — n) + o(1).
0 1

(4.14)
Finally, since L. < R., by using (4.6), (4.13) and (4.14) we have

) ()

I
oI (S) ot (3)

™ | =

ccs(pAa+1—n)(1+o0(1))

Yy prrmG) )
TR q
e [amID () gn-17 <%>
that is Ca(1 + o(1)) < K. Now, by letting £ \, 0 we get Ca < K, which
contradicts the fact that K is smaller than C'a. Thus, C 4 is the best possible
constant factor in (4.3), for p > 1.

It remains to cover the case when 0 < p < 1 and ¢ < 0. In that setting
we have the reverse inequality in (4.3). We consider the same functions
fe :R? — R and g. : R} — R as in the case when p > 1, and substitute
them in the reverse of (4.3). Now, for € < —dg, the obvious estimate

hSA

|

tn_pAQ_l_E S tn—pAQ—l'i‘(S’ t e <1’ OO>

implies that

1 £ oo £
/ k(L )" AT / k(1 )" A1
0 1

<cs(pAs+1—n)+cs(pAs+1—n—0) < oo,

so the relation (4.14) holds in the reverse case, as well. That means that
we obtain the same expressions for the left-hand side and right-hand side of
the reverse in (4.14), as in the previous case.

Now, suppose C'a is not the best possible constant in the reverse case.
That means that there exist a constant M > Ca such that the reverse
inequality in (4.3) holds if we replace C'o with M. Similarly as in the first
case, that is when p > 1, we get Ca(1 + o(1)) > M, which implies that
C A > M. Hence, we get a contradiction and the proof is now complete. [

Remark 4.2. Note that the constraint cs(n) < oo, n € [pAa +1—n — 0,
pAgs+1—n] in the statement of Theorem 4.1 is necessary only in the reverse
case, that is when 0 < p < 1. If p > 1, it is enough to set condition
cs(pA2+1—n) < 0.
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Remark 4.3. Let m = n and a = 8. We consider the parameters A, =
%(n— %) and Ay = %(n— %), where p, ¢ and rq, r9 are two pairs of conjugate
exponents. Clearly, A; and A satisfy relation (4.1). Now, if we substitute
these parameters in (4.3) and (4.4), we get inequalities (1.7) and (1.8) from
Introduction. Thus, relations (4.3) and (4.4) are generalizations of (1.7) and

(1.8), with the best possible constant factors.

Remark 4.4. It is easy to see that the parameters A; and As, defined
in Remark 3.4, satisfy relation (4.1). Thus, the constants involved in the
right-hand sides of inequalities (3.13) and (3.14) are the best possible in the
conjugate case.

According to the discussion in Section 3, Theorem 4.1 also provides the
norm of the operator Hy, defined by (3.17), in the case of conjugate expo-
nents.

Corollary 4.5. Let p and q be conjugate exponents, let the parameters A;
and Ag satisfy relation (4.1), and let there exist § > 0 such that cs(n) < oo
forn € [pAs+1—n—308,pAs+1—n|. Then the norm of the operator Hs :
L%A (RT) — L%};p (R%), defined by

() )= [k (ixloslyls) fhix .y € R

is ||[Hs|| = Ca. Here, the weight functions ®a : R — R, Wy R? — R
are defined by (4.5) and the constant C'a by (4.2).
5. THE RELATED HARDY-TYPE OPERATORS

We can also generate some interesting Hardy-type operators, deduced
from homogeneous kernels of negative degree. More precisely, if kg : ]R?|r —-R
is a non-negative measurable homogeneous function of degree —s, s > 0,
then the function k, : Ri — R, defined by

() = ks (o) = { g0 LS

is also homogeneous of degree —s. Further, since

cs(n) = / kg (1, 8)¢dt = / ks(1, £)tdt,
0 1

(5.1)

we define -
¢s(n) :/ ks(1,t)t™"dt. (5.2)
1

Now, by inserting the homogeneous kernel (5.1) in inequalities (3.5) and
(3.6) we have
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Corollary 5.1. Suppose p, q, X are as in (2.1) and (2.2), m,n € N, and
a,B8 > 0. Let ks : Rﬁ_ — R be homogeneous function of degree —s, s > 0,
and let Ay, As be real parameters such that ¢s(¢’A2 +1 —n) < oo and
és(m+1—p'A; —s) < oo. If the functions @A on R and U on R} are
defined by (3.4), then the inequalities

/ / k> (%o [¥15) £(x)g(y)dxdy
m J{yeRn Jyls>[xla)

< éA|’fHLgA(Rff)HgHL?PA(Ri) (5.3)

and

1
/ q/ ?
"(A1—A2)+(s—m) L,
{ / |y|BQ( 1=A2)+( )p |:/ ks)\ (’x|ou b"ﬁ) f(x)dx] dy}
R? {xeRY:x[a<|yls}

< éA||f‘|LgA(RT)> (5.4)

where

1 1
od (q'A2+1—n)é§/ (m+1—p'A1—3),

(5.5)
hold for all non-negative measurable functions f : R — R, g : R} — R and
are equivalent. Equalities in (5.3) and (5.4) hold if and only if f =0 a.e.
on R or g =0 a.e. on R"}. Further, reverse inequalities in (5.3) and (5.4)
hold if p and q are as in (2.9), (2.10) or (2.11).

On the other hand, we define the dual Hardy-type kernel deduced from the
homogeneous kernel k; : Ri — R. More precisely, we define k; : Ri — R,
by

0, u < v,

Eo(u,v) = ks(u, v)xu>v(u,v) = { ka(u,v), u> v (5.6)

Clearly, k, is a homogeneous function of degree —s, so if we denote

1
&) = / k(1 )N, (5.7)
0
Theorem 3.3 takes the following form.

Corollary 5.2. Let p, q, A be as in (2.1) and (2.2), let m,n € N, and let
a, B > 0. Suppose ks : Ri — R s the homogeneous function of degree —s,
s> 0, and Ay, Ay are real parameters such that ¢s(¢’A2 +1 —n) < oo and
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és(m+1—p'A; —s) < oo. If the functions @A on R and U on R} are
defined by (3.4). Then the inequalities

/ / k> (Xl [y 1) £(x)g(y)dxdy
T HyeR:ly|p<|x|a}

< CA|’fHLgA(RT)HgHL?PA(Ri) (5.8)

and

1

/ - s—m Z g’ !
{/ |y|6q (A1=Az)+(s—m) [/ kﬁ(lxla,lylﬁ)f(x)dx] dy}
R? {xeRT:|x|a2>lyls}
gCAHfHLgA(RTf)? (5.9)

where

]5' r (4)
e

(5.10)
hold for all non-negative measurable functions f : R — R, g : R} — R and
are equivalent. Equalities in (5.8) and (5.9) hold if and only if f =0 a.e.

on R or g =0 a.e. onRY. Moreover, if p and q are as in (2.9), (2.10) or
(2.11), the signs of inequality in (5.8) and (5.9) are reversed.

¢ 1 a
] & (q'A2+1fn)é§’l (m+1—p'A1—3),

Corollaries 5.1 and 5.2 determine the Hardy-type operators H 5! L%A (]RT)
— L@i\—p (RY) and H, @ Ly, (RT) — LY - (R™) defined by

()= [ EA (s Iylo) S0, y €RE (5.11)

x€RY:[x|a<|y|s}

and

(Hof) (y) = / ke (%o lylg) f()dx, ¥ €RT.  (5.12)
(xERTx|a>ly|s}

Remark 5.3. Similarly as in Section 3, inequalities (5.4) and (5.9) yield
the upper bounds for the norms of operators (5.11) and (5.12):

1] < Ca and |[H|| < Ca. (5.13)

Moreover, Corollary 4.5 implies that, in the case of conjugate exponents p
and ¢ and under condition (4.1), the norms of Hardy-type operators are

1Hs]] = Ca and  [[Hy]| = Ca. (5.14)
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Clearly, expressions for the constants Ca and Ca simplify in the conjugate
case according to condition (4.1), similarly as the constant C'a becomes C'o
(see Section 4).

6. APPLICATIONS

The last section is dedicated to some special homogeneous functions and
some special choices of parameters A; and A, from Theorem 3.3. Namely,
we consider related Hilbert-type operators in such settings. According to
Corollary 4.5, we shall find explicit formulas for the norms of operators in
the conjugate case.

Example 6.1. If we consider the homogeneous function ks : Ri — R,
defined by

1
(u+v)s’
then the constant Cp, from Theorem 3.3, is expressed in terms of the usual
Beta and Gamma functions since

[oe} o0 tfr]
cs(n :/ k:l,tt_”dt:/ - dt = B(l-n,n+s—1), 1-s <n <L
= [ k1) A ey ( )

In papers [2], [9], [12], [13] one can find the Hilbert and Hardy-Hilbert type
inequalities involving the homogeneous function (6.1). Moreover, the same
homogeneous function is considered in papers [11] and [17], in multidimen-
sional settings. Of course, our Theorem 3.3 generalizes all those results.
For example, let m =2, n =1, a = 8 = 1 and let parameters A7, As be
defined by Ay = %(2 — %) and Ay = %(1 — %), where 71,79 > 1 is a pair of
conjugate exponents. For these parameters and homogeneous kernel (6.1),

inequality (3.6) reads

1
/ ARS {/ 1 £ \dz1d ]Q’d oy
72
R+y k2 (T1 4 22 + Yy T1,T2)AT10T2 Y

2
+
A s S
<B (2.2 fll sy 62)

ks(u,v) = s >0, (6.1)

~ 2 s
where ¢g(x1,22) = (:Ul—i—xz)p(P’ 1 ) Note that the inequality (6.2) is closely
related to inequality (1.9) from the Introduction. Namely, (6.2) represents
non-conjugate Hardy-Hilbert type extension of (1.9) on R% x R;. Now, we

define the Hilbert-type operator Ly : L%s (R%) — Lgl_ o (Ry), as
1
(Lsf) (y) = /Ri (o1 L 72 & y),\sf(ﬂ?hfvz)dwldﬂm, yeRy, (6.3)
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where Js(y) = yq<%7%> . Having in mind the discussion at the end of Section
3, we conclude that the constant B)‘(%, %) represents the upper bound for
the norm of operator L. On the other hand, the defined parameters A; and
Ay satisfy relation (4.1) in the conjugate case. Thus, according to Corollary
4.5 we get that

s s

ledi=5(2.2). (6.4)

o T2
in the conjugate case, since A = 1.

We conclude this paper with an example in which we shall be able to
find the norm of a Hilbert-type operator and related Hardy-type operators,
defined in Section 5, as well.

Example 6.2. Let m =2, n =1, a = f =1 and let s = s1 + s2, where
s > 0. We consider homogeneous function k; : Ri — R defined by
[min{u, v}]”

ks(u,v) = sty

[max{u,v}] (6:5)

where v > —min{si, so}. Hence, in this setting, with parameters A; =
1% (2—s1) and Ay = % (1 — s2), inequality (3.6) takes the form

L

. Ay q a
/ yAp52_1 [/ [min{x; + $27yi]( — )f(;pl,xQ)dxldxz} dy
R4 B2 [max{z; + zg,y}]"* "
< [ 2y +s
T Ly +s)(y + s

A
| 11l . 00

- 2 _
where ®g(x1,22) = (11 —|—x2)p(P’ ASI). Now, we define the Hilbert-type ope-
rator M : L% (R2) = LL, (Ry), as

~
A

[min{z; + =gy}
s+

M) = [

f($17 le)dl']_dl‘g, Yy e R+7 (67)
R2 [max{z; + g, y} TV

where \Tls(y) = yq<%_>\82). As we have already concluded in Section 3, in-
equality (6.6) provides the upper bound for the norm of operator M. Fur-
ther, since the defined parameters A; and Ag satisfy relation (4.1) in the
conjugate case, we get the norm of My in that setting (A = 1):

2y +s
HA%HZ( :
v+ s1)(7 + s2)
On the other hand, Corollaries 5.1 and 5.2 provide definitions of Hardy-type
operators Mg, M, : Lgs (R%) — L({]f,;—q’ (Ry), deduced from the definition

(6.8)
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of operator M. More precisely, operators M, and M, are defined by the
formula (6.7), where the set of integration Ri is respectively replaced with
[0,y] x [0,y] and [y, o0] X [y, o0]. Of course, the same sets of integration are
also replaced in inequality (6.6). Finally, by using definitions (5.2), (5.7),
and Remark 5.3, we easily get the norms of operators M, and M, in the
conjugate case:

1
Y+ 52

. 1 .
IMs]| = ——— and [[M;]| = (6.9)
Y+ s1
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