lournal of
athematical
nequalities

Volume 10, Number 2 (2016), 471-489 doi:10.7153/jmi-10-37

SOME BENNETT-COPSON TYPE INEQUALITIES ON TIME SCALES
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(Communicated by J. Pecaric)

Abstract. In this paper, we will prove some new dynamic inequalities with two different weighted
functions on a time scale. As special cases, the inequalities contain some dynamic inequalities
on time scales and also involve some discrete inequalities formulated by Copson, Leindler, Ben-
nett, Chen and Yang. The results will be proved by using Holder’s inequality and Minkowski’s
inequality on time scales.

1. Introduction

In 1920 Hardy [12] proved the discrete inequality

p

oo P
> Ya <<p%l> Sal, p>1, (1.1)
= n=1

where a, > 0 for n > 1. This inequality was discovered in his attempt to give an ele-
mentary proof of Hilbert’s inequality for double series that was known at that time. In
1925 Hardy [13] proved the continuous inequality

([ o) aes (G25) [ arcoa .

by employing the calculus of variations, where f > 0 is integrable on any finite inter-
val (0,x) and f? is integrable and convergent over (0,ec), where p > 1. The constant
(p/(p—1))” in the two inequalities is the best possible constant. These two inequal-
ities have been extensively studied in the literature; we refer the reader to the books
[24, 17,18, 21] and the papers [1, 9, 16, 23, 25, 37, 38] and the references cited therein.

In 1934 Hardy et al. [14, Theorem 337] showed that the reverse of the inequal-
ity (1.2) also holds when O < p < 1. In particular, they proved that if f(x) > 0,
Jo_ fP(x)dx < oo, then

/(1 [ p p P oo
/0 (;/X f(t)dt> dx><lTp> /0 Pdx, 0<p<l, (13)
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unless f = 0. Again the constant (p/ (1 — p))”is the best possible constant.
In 1928 Copson [10] proved some new types of discrete inequalities (see also [14,
Theorem 344]). In particular one of his inequalities presented is given by

$(30)

n=1 \k=n

M=

(kwp)", (1.4)

k=1

where 0 < r < 1 and {w,} is a sequence with nonnegative terms.

In 1970 Leindler [19] generalized the Hardy inequality (1.1) in such a way that
the sequence {n "} is replaced by an arbitrary sequence A, and did not say any thing
about the integral forms of his inequalites. In particular, Leindler proved thatif p > 1,
Aus an > 0, then
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In 1976 Copson [11] showed that the continuous counterpart of the inequality (1.4)
holds. In particular, he proved that if 0 < k < 1 and g(¢) is a non-negative function,

then .
/Oh </tbg(s)ds> di >k"/0b (tg(t)) . (1.7)

In 1987 Bennett [4] extended Copson’s inequality (1.4). One of his results states that:
IfO<r<s<1,and
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for m=1,2,...,N, then

n=1
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where u,, v,, w, are nonnegative sequences for n > 1.
In 1988 Bennett [5, Theorem 1’] made some simple modifications to (1.9) and
proved a new inequality when 0 < r < s < 1. In particular it was proved that if

1—r
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for m=1,2,...,N, then

n r N §
<2vkwk> >K’-“r’<2vkw,g> . (1.11)
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In 1990 Leindler [20] showed that the analoques of (1.5) and (1.6) are also true for
0 < p < 1. In particular, he proved that if 4,, a, >0 and 0 < p < 1, then

n
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For more details of the Leindler inequalities we refer the reader to the paper [22].
In 2012 Chen and Yang [8] extended the inequality (1.4) and proved that if 0 <

_ A=l
p<1,¢>0 1<A<l+gand 3= "\ i) " (a,)? < oo, then
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where the constant factor ¢/(A — 1) is the best possible constant.

In recent years the study of dynamic inequalities on time scales has received a lot
of attention and becomes a major field in pure and applied mathematics. All of these
disciplines are concerned with the properties of these inequalities of various types, for
more details we refer to the book [2]. The general idea is to prove a result for an
inequality where the domain of the unknown function is a so-called time scale T, which
is an arbitrary nonempty closed subset of the real numbers R. This idea goes back to
its founder Stefan Hilger [15] which started the study of dynamic equations on time
scales. The study of dynamic inequalities on time scales helps avoid proving results
twice — once for differential inequality and once again for difference inequality. For
example, in 2005 Rehdk [26] proved the time scale version of (1.2). In 2014 Saker [27]
proved the time scale versions of the Leindler inequalities (1.5), (1.6), (1.12) and (1.13)
by employing a new technique that uses the Holder inequality and a chain rule on time
scales. For more details we refer the reader to some recent results [28, 29, 30, 31, 32,
33, 34, 36] of Hardy’s type inequalities on time scales.

The question now arises: Is it possible to prove some new dynamic inequalities
on time scales which as special cases when T = N contain the inequalities (1.9), (1.11)
and (1.14)? Our aim in this paper is to give an affirmative answer to this question.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminaries
about the theory of time scales and prove the basic lemmas that will be needed in the
proofs of the main results. In Section 3, we shall state and prove the main results of
this paper. In particular, in Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, we will prove the time scale versions
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of (1.9) and (1.11) and as a special case of Theorem 3.2 we will obtain the time scale
version of (1.14). When T = N we will obtain the inequalities (1.4), (1.12) and (1.13)
that have been proved by Copson and Leindler as special cases. Also, when T =R, we
will obtain the inequality (1.7) that has been proved by Copson. The main results will be
proved by employing Hoélder’s inequality, Minkowski’s inequality and an appropriate
chain rule on time scales.

2. Preliminaries and basic lemmas

In the next sequel, we present some preliminaries on time scales. A time scale T
is an arbitrary nonempty closed subset of the real numbers R. We assume throughout
that T has the topology that is inherits from the standard topology on the real numbers
R. The forward jump operator and the backward jump operator are defined by: o (¢) :=
inf{se€T:s>t}, p(t):=sup{s€T:s<r} respectively, where sup® =infT. A point
t € T, is said to be left-dense if p(¢) =¢ and ¢ > infT, is right-dense if 6(z) =1, is
left—scattered if p(r) <t and right—scattered if o(r) > . A function g: T — R is said
to be right—dense continuous (rd—continuous) provided g is continuous at right—dense
points and at left—dense points in T, left hand limits exist and are finite. The set of
all such rd—continuous functions is denoted by C,;(T). Without loss of generality, we
assume that sup T = oo, and define the time scale interval [a,b]T by [a,b]T :=[a,h]NT.

The three most popular examples of calculus on time scales are differential cal-
culus, difference calculus, and quantum calculus, i.e., when T =R, T=N and T =
Vo ={q' :1 € Ny} where g > 1. For more details of time scale analysis we refer the
reader to the two books by Bohner and Peterson [6], [7] which summarize and organize
much of the time scale calculus. In this paper, we will refer to the (delta) integral which
we can define as follows. If G*(r) = g(¢), then the Cauchy (delta) integral of g is
defined by [! g(s)As := G(t) — G(a). It can be shown (see [6]) that if g € C,4(T), then
the Cauchy integral G(z) := f,; g(s)As exists, 7o € T, and satisfies G*(¢) = g(z), t € T.

An infinite integral is defined as [° f(¢)Ar = limy_... [, f f(t)At. The following simple
consequence of Keller’s chain rule [6, Theorem 1.90] which is needed in the proof of
the main results is given by

1
W2 =y / x® + (1 — )]’ d (1), @.1)
0

and the integration by parts formula on time scales is also given by

/a (A () = ()] — / OV (1A 2.2)

The Holder’s inequality, see [3, Theorem 6.2], on time scales is given by

(s [[irora] [ [lora] g @3
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where a, be T, f, g € Cyy([a,b]y,R) and )l,—l—% = 1. This inequality is reversed if

0<y<1land [[g(t)]"At > 0.
Now we present some basic lemmas that will be used in the proofs of our main
results. These lemmas are adapted from [36].

LEMMA 2.1. Let T be a time scale with a,x € T and f € C,4([a,0 (x)]y,R). If
o> 1, then

1

o(x) @ o(x) (1) o
( / f(t)At) <al @) ( / f(s)As) Ar. (2.4)

The inequality reverses direction if 0 < o < 1.

LEMMA 2.2. Let T be a time scale with x,b € T and f € Cy([x,b]y,R). If

o> 1, then . i
</xbf(t)At> < a/xbf(t) (/tbf(s)As> At. (2.5)

The inequality reverses direction if 0 < o < 1.

LEMMA 2.3. Let T be a time scale with a, b € T and f,g € Cyy([a,b]y,R). If
m > 1, then

(/ubf(t) (/:(t)g(s)AS)mAO% < /ubg(S) (/ff(t)At)mAs. (2.6)

In the following, we will state and prove some new lemmas which will be used in
the proofs and they are also important results in their own right.

LEMMA 2.4. Let T be atime scale with a, b€ T and f, g, h€ Cy([a,b]p,RT).
If
t t
F) = [ foars [ gwan=60), @.7)

then

b b
| romoa < [Cewma, (2.8)
where H(t) := ftbh(x)Ax.
Proof. Integrating by parts the left-hand side of (2.8), we have
b b
/ FOH@OA = FOH@) + / FO(1)h(1)Ar.

By noting that F(a) = 0= H(b), and making use of F° < G°, we get that

b b
/a FOHOM < / G (1)h(1) A, (2.9)
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Integrating by parts the right-hand side of the inequality (2.9), we have that

/ G°(i G(t)H(t)|Z—/bg(t)H 1A

Since G(a) =0 = H(b), we have from the last inequality that

/ G (t / gt (2.10)

Combining (2.9) and (2.10), we get

[ semon < [Cson

which is the desired inequality (2.8). The proof is complete. [l

The following lemma is the dual of Lemma 2.4.

LEMMA 2.5. Let T be atime scale with a, be T and f, g, h€ Cyy([a,b]p,RT).
If k is a positive constant such that

1) :/tbf(x)Axék/thg(x)Ax:: kG (1), .11
then Y Y
| romc s <k [ g, (2.12)
where HC (1) := fg(t) h(x)Ax.

a

Proof. Integrating by parts the left-hand side of (2.12), we have

b b
[ ron@a = Forw - [ Fonoa

By noting that F(b) = 0 = H(a), and making use of (2.11), we obtain

/ " OB (A < k / * G, (2.13)
Again integrating by parts the right-hand side of the inequality (2.13), we have that
/ Gloyhles = GOHWL~ [ s0H (@)
Since G(b) =0 = H(a), we see that
k / G()h(1)Ar < k / ’ e(0)HO (1), (2.14)
a a

Combining (2.13) and (2.14), we get

b b
/a FOHO (1) < k / () H (1),

which is the required inequality (2.12). The proof is complete. [
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3. Main results

Throughout the paper, we will assume that the functions (without mentioning) are
nonnegative rd-continuous functions, A-differentiable, locally delta integrable and the
left hand side of the inequalities exits if the right hand side exists. We also assume that
all the constants (without mentioning) are positive real numbers. For simplification, we

define ,
Am /abu(x) (/va(t)w(t)m) Ax, (3.1)
b
B:— / V()W (1), (3.2)
and ,
Cim / ’ ux) ( / G(x)v(t)w(t)m> Ax. (3.3)

Now, we are ready to state and prove our first main result. We begin with the time scale
version of Bennett’s inequality (1.9).

THEOREM 3.1. Let T be a time scale with a, b € T, u, v, w are positive rd-
continuous functions defined on [a,bly and 0 <r <s < 1. If

/atv(x) (/ac(x) u(f)At) . Ax < (/atu(x)Ax> - , fort € [a,bly, (3.4)

[t ([ vtomwtorns) sez ([

Proof. Actually, we will split our proof into two parts. In the first part we consider
the case when s = 1. In this case it is enough to prove that

then

B

(x)Ax)s. (3.5)

A>7r'B, (3.6)

where A and B are defined as in (3.1) and (3.2) respectively. Now, we define

F=v(x) ( / o u(t)At) S u(x) and H — ( / bv(s)w(s)As) B

Using the functions ', g and H defined above and the condition (3.4) with s =1, we
see that the condition (2.7) holds. Now, by applying Lemma 2.4, we get that
b
(/ v(s)w(s)As) Ax (3.7)

/a ") ( / o u(t)At)
< [ut ([ vomions) av=a.

r r
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where r* = r/(r—1). Applying the reverse of (2.5) in Lemma 2.2 on the integral
r
( ffv(t)w(t)m) with £(t) = v(t)w(r) and 0 < o = r < 1, we get that

r/abu(t) ([bv(x)w(x) (/xbv(s)w(s)As) rle> Ar <A (3.8)

Applying the Minkowski inequality (2.6) on the left-hand side of (3.8) with m =1, we

have that
r/abv(x)w(x) (/:(X) u(r) (/tbv(s)w(s)As) r_lAt> Ax < A. (3.9)

From this, since 1/r+ 1/r* =1, we have that

r/uh VF (v (x)w(x) (/;m u(t) ([b v(s)w(s)As) - At) AY<A. (3.10)

Applying the reverse of Holder’s inequality (2.3) with 0 < y=r < 1, on the left-hand
side of (3.10), we obtain that

B! (/ubv(x) (/:(X) u(t)At) ’ (/xbv(s)w(s)As) rm) ’ <A 3.11)

Substituting (3.7) into (3.11), we get that

A> rBIAF,
which leads us directly to (3.6). The proof of the first part in the case s = 1 is complete.
Next, we prove the second part of the proof by reducing the general case 0 < r < s <

1 to the case when s = 1 that has been proved in the first part. Applying Holder’s
inequality (2.3) on the integral

/a t (v (x)>%v%*(x) ( / G(X)u(t)At) Ax,

A=— and A*=—, (3.12)
N

*

“is

with exponents

we get that
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L
where f8 = < [Ev(x)ws (x)Ax) * . Using the assumption (3.4) in the last inequality, we
have that

/u[ (v(x)w

Now, we observe that the inequality (3.13) is just a restatement of assumption (3.4) with

>

wis

@) v () <L6(X)u(t)m)r*mgﬁ/atu(x)Ax. (3.13)

1
s=1 and v(x) is replaced by B! (v(x)wf (x)) e (x). Applying the inequality (3.6)

L
A

. 1 r L .
of the first part for the new function 3 (v(x)w.v (x)) VA (x), we obtain that

B

(x)) % 3% (x)wi (x)Ax. (3.14)

Using (3.12) and simplifying the exponents on the inequality (3.14), we get (note that
0<r<s<1)that

[ ([ it ez (s

which is the desired inequality (3.5). The proof is complete. [

wis

(x)Ax) , (3.15)

As special cases of Theorem 3.1, we have the following results.

REMARK 3.1. If T =N, then inequality (3.5) in Theorem 3.1 reduces to Ben-
nett’s inequality (1.9).

REMARK 3.2. If T =R, then inequality (3.5) in Theorem 3.1 reduces to the fol-
lowing continuous inequality of Bennett-Copson type

/a ’ () ( / hv(t)w(t)dt)

Now, we will use some different forms of the weighted functions to obtain new
inequalities as special cases of Theorem 3.1. First, we assume that ¢ < 0, setting 0 <
r=gq, s=q/p where 0 < p < 1, and define

r

h , N
dx>r’</ v(t)ws(t)dt), O<r<s<l. (3.16)

e — Al o) o< (91—, |7
0= o 0= 40| (A710) (Za-0) ] ,
W) = (A7) g0, A0 = [ 2(5)8,

where A () is a non-negative rd-continuous function defined on T. So, to apply Theo-
rem 3.1, we need to prove that the hypothesis (3.4) is satisfied for the new functions u
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and v. Using the new definitions of these functions and substituting into (3.4), we get
that

1
T

ey (La-o) ] h G.17)

= [rowemF ((La-0) (3.18)

Applying Lemma 2.1 on the inner integral with oz = (¢/p) (1 —¢), we get that

/ As (/ A0 AG) 1As><a‘”x() )a.

But since 0 < p < 1, we obtain that

L
1

(a/aa(t)x(s) (/QG(S)MG)AG)alAs> T< (/j(t)x(s)m) " 39

Substituting (3.19) into (3.17), we have that

(3.20)
< [ 20 (@) ((a0) ) s
X p=c q(1—c)

which proves the assumption (3.4). This and Theorem 3.1 give us the following result.

COROLLARY 3.1. Let T be a time scale with a, b€ T and 0 <g<p<1. If
<0, A(t) = [I A(s)As, and ®(t) = ftbl(s)g(s)As fort €la,bly, then

/bx(t)(AO(;))%U—C)—lq)q(z)Az> qqpll (/x (A% (£))" ¢ ()At>_
- (3.21)
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REMARK 3.3. If T =R, then A°(r) = A(r) and Corollary 3.1 reduces to the
following continuous inequality of Bennett-Copson type

//l 1)) 7<) "(t)dz> qql (/ At g”(t)dt)%,

(3.22)

which is essentially new and is not stated in any of Bennett’s work.

REMARK 3.4. If T = N, then Corollary 3.1 reduces to the following discrete
result

q
g—1

—o-1 (& " pg 3 )
EJLA” kE}kak > ———7 N AnALKE ) (3.23)

(I—¢) T

=

due to Bennett [5, Corollary 4].

If p =g =k, then the inequality (3.21) reduces to the following dynamic Copson-
type inequality on time scales due to Saker et al. [35, Theorem 2.3].

COROLLARY 3.2. Let T be a time scale with a, b € T and ¢ <0<k < 1. Let
A(t) = [' A(s)As, and

b
- / A(s)g(s)As, 1€ [a,Bly, (3.24)

then

boA@) kK b e
[ megreton= () [ronsof don. )

We can also obtain the Leindler type inequalities on time scales proved in [27,
Theorem 2.4]. In fact by choosing

W) =20), V() =2() (/at%(s>As)]Lp7 w) = £ (/at%(s)As)ﬁ7

(3.26)
and s =1, r = p and substituting in (3.4), we get (since 0 < p < 1) that

(o) ([ )

< /:A(z) (/atit(s)m)ﬁ (/ l(s)As)ﬁAtz/:l(t)At

which proves that the condition (3.4) is satisfied for the new functions u# and v defined
in (3.26). This and Theorem 3.1 give us the following Leindler type inequality on time
scales.

p
l
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COROLLARY 3.3. Ler T be a time scale with a € T and 0 <p < 1. If A(t) >0
and g(t) = 0, then

/a T ( /, Ng(s)As)pAt> PP / TP ( / G(t)/l(s)As>pg1’(t)At. (3.27)

REMARK 3.5. If T =N, then Corollary 3.3 reduces to the discrete result (1.13)
due to Leindler [20] and Mohapatra and Salzman [22].

In the following, we will use some simple different forms of the weighted func-
tions to obtain new inequalities. For example, if we set a =0, s=1, u=x"",
v=(1—r)"" and w= f, then inequality (3.5) in Theorem 3.1 reduces to the following

. i
inequality R ) s
/0 (E/x f(”A’) Ax> (1_r) /Of’(t)At, (3.28)

which can be considered as the time scale version of (1.3) due to Hardy. If we set
u=t"",v=1 and s = 1, then the inequality (3.5) reduces to the following inequality

/ab (% /xbW(t)At>rAx> r’/abw’(Z)At, (3.29)

which can be considered as the time scales version of the following Copson-type in-
equality (see [14, Theorem 345])

N (| N " N
3 (iZn) 2rEm
n=1

k=n

Ifweseta=0,0<r<l1,s=1, u=1, — andw:xﬁf,weseethatthe
hypothesis (3.4) reads

o, o(x) = o, .
/xﬁ (/ 1At> Ax:/xﬁ (6 (X)) Ax.
0 0 0

Now, since r/(r—1) <0, it follows that

o, o(x) 7T o, , 1 t
/xﬁ (/ lAt) Axg/xﬁ(x)ﬁAx:/ le:/ u(x)Ax,
0 0 0 0 0

which gives the validity of hypothesis (3.4). Then the inequality (3.5) in Theorem 3.1
reduces to the following inequality

/Ob (/xbf(t)At>rAx > r’/ub (tf(1)) Ar, (3.30)

which unifies the discrete inequality (1.4) and the continuous inequality (1.7) to an
arbitrary time scale T.
Next, we prove the time scale version of Bennett’s inequality (1.11).
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THEOREM 3.2. Let T be a time scale with a, b € T, u, v, w are positive rd-
continuous functions defined on [a,bly and 0 <r <s < 1. If

/tbv(x) (/xbu(t)At> éAx <K ([bu(x)m) - ., for t €la,b|y, (3.31)

then
/a ’ () ( / o v(t)w(t)At)

where K is a positive constant depends on r and s.

r

YR

Ar S K5 ( / ow (x)Ax) : (3.32)

Proof. Actually, we will split our proof into two parts. In the first part, we consider
the case s = 1. In this case it is enough to prove that

C>K'vB, (3.33)

where B and C are defined as in (3.2) and (3.3). Now, we define

r

o =vin | ) ) and ()~ (/ " W)

Using these functions and the condition (3.31), we see that the condition (2.11) in
Lemma 2.5 holds. Now applying Lemma 2.5, we get that

/ " ( / bu(t)At) ( / " v(t)w(t)At) Ax

<K / ’ () ( / o v(t)w(t)At)rAx:KC. (3.34)

*

Applying Lemma 2.1 on the term C defined in (3.3), we get that

r/abu(t) (/:(Z) v(x)w(x) (/:(X) v(s)w(s)As) r_le> Ar <C. (3.33)

Applying the Minkowski inequality (2.6) on the left-hand side of (3.35) with m =1,

we have that
r/abv(x)w(x) (/xbu(t) (/ao(t) v(s)w(s)As) - At) Ax < C. (3.36)

From this we see that

. / " v () ( / ut) ( / o v(s)w(s)As) - At) A<C. (337
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Applying the reverse of Holder’s inequality (2.3) with 0 < r < 1, on the left-hand side
of (3.37), we obtain that

B! ( / ") ( / bu(t)At) ( / G(X)v(s)w(s)As>rAx> ’ <c. (3.38)

Substituting (3.34) into (3.38), we get that

*

1 1 1
C>rBrK7Cr,

which leads us directly to (3.33). The proof of the first part in the case s = 1 is complete.
Next, we prove the second part of the proof by reducing the general case 0 <r <s < 1
to the proof of the first part when s = 1. Applying Holder’s inequality (2.3) on the

integral .
/tb (vw§> g (x)vll* (x) (/xbu(t)At) Ax,

1— 1—
A= Tand A= —L, (3.39)

— S S—r

with exponents

we have that

1
AF

[ (i) e ( bu(r)Ar)r*Ax <h ( IRCIVACRY ﬁm) |

r
s

where h = <ftbv(x)w.

have that
b
/ <vw
t

Now, we observe that the inequality (3.40) is just a restatement of the assumption (3.31)

R

(x)Ax) . Using the assumption (3.31) in the last inequality, we

1 r

)" o ([ utw) st [ o

@i~

1
with s = 1 and v(¢) replaced by T (v(x)wf (x)) e (x). So we can apply the
special inequality (3.33) of the theorem for the new function

hoKE (v(x)wg(x)> : vA* (x),

to obtain

/abu(x) (/LIG(X) (vw§> * (t)vkl*(t)w.vl*(t)At)rAx (3.41)
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Using (3.39) and simplifying the exponents on the above inequality, we obtain (note
that 0 <r<s<1)

/abu(x) (/LZ"(x)v(t)w(t)At)rAx > K5 (/abv(x)wi(x)m)s, (3.42)

which is the desired inequality (3.32). [

As a special case of Theorem 3.2, we get the following result.

REMARK 3.6. If T =N, then the inequality (3.32) in Theorem 3.2 reduces to
Bennett’s inequality (1.11).

REMARK 3.7. If T =R, then inequality (3.32) in Theorem 3.2, reduces to the
following continuous inequality of Bennett-Copson type

/abu(x) ( /ucoc) " dt)’ PR ( / bv(z)wz(t)dt)Y. (3.43)

Now, we will use some different forms of the weighted functions to obtain new
inequalities as special cases from Theorem 3.2. We let

R
— V(1) = A1) (Q(I))p_c<%(c—l)> ] ;

e
W) = <<>>%g 0= [ awas

¢>1, s=gq/p and r = q. Now by following the proof of the hypothesis (3.4) in
Corollary 3.1 and applying Lemma 2.2 instead of Lemma 2.1 we can prove that the
condition (3.31) holds. This and Theorem 3.2 give us the following result.

COROLLARY 3.4. Let T be a time scale with a, b€ T and 0 <p <qg<1. If
e>1, Q@) = [P A(s)As, and

o(r)
D(t) = A(s)g(s)As, fort € [a,bly,

a

then

/hx(z)glfﬁ@*%) (@ (1)) Ar > Ko (/bx(z)gw(t)gﬂ(t)m> T G

where
pq’!

p(l—q) *

(c—1) 1=¢

K=
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If p = q = k, then the reduced version of the inequality (3.44) gives the Copson-
type inequality proved in [35, Theorem 2.4].

COROLLARY 3.5. Let T be a time scale with a, b €T, ¢ >1 and 0 < k < 1.
Let Q(t) = [ A(s)As, and

o(r)
D(r) :/ A(s)g(s)As, fort € [a,by, (3.45)
then

k
ubéc((tt)) (q>"(t))kAt>< ) /ahl(t)Q"*“(t)g"(z)At. (3.46)

We can also obtain the Leindler type inequality on time scales that has been proved
in [27, Theorem 2.3] by choosing

k
c—1

_r_
p—T

u(t) = Ae), v(r) = A(t) (/tw“ms) A (/ﬁMs)As) "
s =1 and r = p as follows. (3.47)

COROLLARY 3.6. Ler T be a time scale with a € T and 0 < p < 1. If A(t) >0
and g(t) = 0, then

/:A(t) (/;(t)g(s)As)pAt > pp/:xl—l’(z) (/twl(s)As>pgp(t)At. (3.48)

Next, in the following we consider the functions

) =22 e = o)

o(
w(t) =o()” 7T f),

s =1 and r = p. To apply Theorem 3.2 we need to prove that the hypothesis (3.31) is
satisfied for the new functions u# and v. Now, the left-hand side of (3.31) becomes

)

LN e A - &
(_A;) |/ o (g(z—n/ a(xﬁ“‘“—le) A (3.49)
x 1

Using the chain rule (2.1), we get that
A 1
(x0) = Lo —JL)/ (ho (x) + (1 — h)x) =1 gp
0
)/0 dh
U (ho (x) + (1 — h)x) 40!

0 dh
A —
( 1)/1 (ho (x) + (1 — kYo (x)) s+~ DF!

(1-2) (o () a7

=
|
o

RIT RIT QRIT
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Integrating from ¢ to e, we obtain that

La-n) [ (o)t ar< [0 (<5079)

which can be rewritten as

p
q

S AT LY A
<L [

But since 1 — A < 0, we have that

P
q

Py (o) i0-M-1
o0i M <L) [ (oIt A

By raising both sides to the power p/(p — 1) < 0, we obtain that

P
il p =T o (p(1—

(g(l—U/t (G(x>)'ﬁ“_”_lm)p <o 0P) a5

Substituting (3.50) into (3.49), we have that

_pP_ A

_ ALY o =
<7L;l)pl /wt”(l 1:1,;) ! <§ (l—l)/ xg(ll)le)p lAt
x t

- (1-%

5 e AZLy g ) (p
(BT [out el

A—1\TT (= 2(1-2)-1
Ry
q X

which asserts the assumption (3.31). Now, as a special case of Theorem 3.2 by using
(3.47), we obtain the time scale version of the inequality (1.14) that has been proved by
Chen and Yang [8, Theorem 1] as follows.

COROLLARY 3.7. Let T be a time scale with a € T. If0<p <1, ¢g>0, 1<

A < 1+gq, then
1
oo p o(r) P D
(/ o (1)1 (/ f(s)As) At) (3.51)

>4 ( I oy f”(t)At) g

If we choose g = p in Corollary 3.7, we obtain the following result.
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COROLLARY 3.8. Let T be a time scale with ac€ T. If0<p <1 and 0 <

A—1< p, then

/: G(lt)/m (/:(I)f(S)AsYAt > (%)p/j %At. (3.52)

If we choose p = A — 1 in Corollary 3.8, we obtain the following result.

COROLLARY 3.9. Let T be a time scale with a € T. If 0 < p < 1, then

[ o o [ o) s [ o o

REMARK 3.8. If T =N, then (3.51), (3.52) and (3.53) reduce to the inequalities

(11), (12) and (13) in [8], respectively.
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