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WEIGHTED CRITERIA FOR ONE-SIDED POTENTIALS WITH
PRODUCT KERNELS ON CONES OF DECREASING FUNCTIONS

ALEXANDER MESKHI, GHULAM MURTAZA AND MUHAMMAD SARWAR

Abstract. Necessary and sufficient conditions governing two—weight estimates for one—sided po-
tentials with multiple kernels and corresponding one—sided strong fractional maximal functions
are established. The one—weight problem for the multiple Riemann—Liouville transform is also
studied.

1. Introduction

In this paper necessary and sufficient conditions guaranteeing two—weight inequal-
ities for one—sided potentials with product kernels and appropriate strong one—sided
fractional maximal functions on the cone of decreasing functions are obtained, pro-
vided that the right-hand side weight is a product of one—dimensional weights. For
the weighted Riemann—Liouville transform with product kernels we establish the one—
weight inequality. To derive the main results of this paper first we show that the two—
sided pointwise relation Ry, ... o, f & H, f holds on the class of functions f: R — R,
which is non-negative and decreasing in each variable separately, where

tla Y )
Re; ... S Xn) dty--dty, 0 <o <1,
(Ra v f) (i1, T / /H, (C— )

and

(an)(.X1,"', Hn 1xt/ /f I, dtl -dty.

The appropriate pointwise estimate for the multiple Weyl transform

1y )T i
(W(Xl,'~',06nf)(x17" 3 X / /f ! n = ll dll"'dty“ O<al<1,

_xl)l o

is also discussed on the cone of increasing functions.
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potentials, one—weight inequality, two—weight inequality.
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A full characterization of the class of weights u for which the boundedness of the
one-dimensional Hardy transform

()W =+ [ 1w

from L, (u,Ry) to L?(u,R4) holds, was given in [2]. Two-weight Hardy inequalities
on cones of decreasing (resp. increasing) functions were established in the paper [18].
We mention also [5] for other relevant references. The multidimensional analogs of
these results were studied in [3], [4], [1] (see also [17], [13] for related topics).

For the weight theory for Hardy—type and potential operators we refer to the mono-
graphs [15], [14], [8], [7], [6] and references cited therein. The monograph [12] is ded-
icated to the two—weight problem for multiple integral operators (see also the papers
[9], [10], [11] for criteria guaranteeing trace inequalities for potential operators with
multiple kernels).

Finally we mention that constants (often different constants in the same series of
inequalities) will generally be denoted by ¢ or C. Under the symbol T f ~ Kf, where
T and K are linear positive operators defined on appropriate classes of functions, we
mean that there are positive constants c¢; and ¢, independent of f and x such that

(Th)x) < cr(Kf)(x) < eaTS) ().

2. Preliminaries

We say that a function f : R — R, is decreasing (resp. increasing) if f is
decreasing (resp. increasing) in each variable separately. Further, a set D C R} is
decreasing (resp. increasing) if the function yp is decreasing (resp. increasing). We
shall need the following notation:

Dy, .., :=DN([0,x1] x -+~ x [0,x,]), DCRY.

Let & (resp. ¥ ) be the class of all non—negative decreasing (resp. increasing)
functions on R’ . Suppose that u is measurable a.e. positive function (weight) on R’} .
We denote by L? (u,R’jr), 0 < p < oo, the class of all non—negative functions on R’}
for which

1/p
1 lerure) = (/R" fp(xl,'"7xn)u(x17"'7xn)dxl"-dxn) < oo,
+

Under the symbol L), (u,R".) we mean the class L7 (u,R".)N 2.
Now we list the well-known results regarding the one—weight problem for the

operator H, . For the following statement we refer to [2] (see also [5]):

THEOREM A. Let 0 < p < oo. Then the inequality

o

| @) wwds<c [ wyutds, £ e L k),

0
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holds if and only if there is a positive constant C such that for all r > 0,

/roo (}—:)pu(x)dx < C/Oru(x)dx. (1)

Condition (1) is called B, condition and was introduced in [2].

THEOREM B. [1] Let 0 < p < eo. Then H, is bounded from L}, (u,R"%) to
LP(u,R%) if and only if there is a positive constant ¢ such that for all decreasing sets
D, DCRY,

Dy oo /
’7”'ux7...’xn dx ...dxn<C U(X1, -, Xn dx dxn 2
/Rn\D(xl---xn)P (x1 )dx A (x1 )dx (2)

The next statement regarding two—weight criteria for the operator H on the cone
of decreasing functions was proved in [18]:

THEOREM C. Let v and w be weight functions on R... Suppose that 1 < p <
q < oo. Then the inequality

1/q 1/p

[ /:(Hf(x))qv(x)dx] <c{ /Ooo(f(x))pw(x)dx] . fell (wRy),

holds if and only if the following two conditions are satisfied:

sup ( /0 av(x)dx) v ( /0 aw(x)dx) .

o 1/q a , , 1/p'
sup < / @dx> < / WP (x)xP w(x)dx) < oo,
a>0 a X1 0

where W (x) := [y w(t)dt.

and

3. Two-Sided Pointwise Estimates

In this section we establish auxiliary two—sided pointwise estimates for the weighted
Riemann-Liouville transform with product kernels on the cones of decreasing functions
which might have an independent interest. The appropriate estimate for the weighted
multiple Weyl transform is also studied on the cone of increasing functions.

PROPOSITION 3.1. Let 0 < o; < 1. Then the following relations hold:
(a)
Roy o = Hof, [ €D,

(b)
Won oo f = Hyf, f €5,
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where

t s ..,
(H f X1, X / f ll_In . dtl dln.
—=1%

Proof. (a) Upper estimate. For simplicity assume that n = 2. Represent Ry, ... o,
as follows:

x1/2 x2/2 tl t2)
Ry, X1,X%) = / / ’ dt dt
( OCI,OQf)( 1 2) 1 x2 xl_tl l (Xl(xZ_tz) 1452

x1/2 ft,t
/ / 1 ah 2) = dtldtz
xl x2 v /2 (X1 —1)1 7% (xy —1p) 17
x2/2 flt1,t
/ / = al’ 2) —rdhidn
xl x2 x/2do (=) %(xp—n)-®

f(t1,0)
dtdt
xl x2 /xl/z/xz/z (x1—11) 1 % (xy —1p)l = e
= (Rocl,oczf) (X],xz) + (RahaZf) (X17x2)
+(R£)?1),O(2f) (X],xz) + (Rgi)ﬂzf) (X17x2).

Observe that if 0 < #; <x;/2 and 0 <t <x/2,then x1/2 <x;—# and x,/2 <
x» — 1. Hence

(RS o ) (x1,32) < c(Haf) (x1,32),

where the positive constant ¢ does not depend on f, x| and x; . Further, using the same
argument for the first integral and the fact that f is decreasing in the second variable
we find that

(R? , f) (x1,32) <rm (/ ftl,x2/2)dt1) (/xj(xz—tz)% ldtQ)

(/ f l‘1,X2/2 dl‘l) x1x2/ / f t1,)€2/2 dtdt)

C(Hzf) (x1,%2).

N

The estimate for RSI)’OQ f is similar to that of REEI)’% f-

4)

It remains to estimate of Ry o, f. Since f is decreasing we have that

) < ek (32) ([ ) ([
c(Haf) (x1,x2).

If n > 2, then we split the integral [ --- [ as a sum of n— dimensional multiple
integrals consisting of one—dimensional integrals having one of the following forms

i /2 _
fo s Sy /2 and argue as in the case n = 2.
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Lower estimate follows immediately by using the fact that f is non—negative and
the obvious estimates x; —#; < x;, where i=1,---,n and 0 <¢; < x;.

(b) Upper estimate. Let us assume for simplicity that n = 2. We have

(Was. o) (31,52) 77(---)+/°°72<--->+7/m<--->+772«--)
2x1 2%, 2%, % X1 2x) X x

Z (Wal azf) xl;x2)

The inequality

(Wal oczf) (x1,2) < c(Haf) (x1,x2)
holds because #;/2 < t; —x; for i = 1,2 when #; > 2x;. By using the fact that f is
increasing in each variable separately we find that

2x1 2xp
(Wo(,??azf) (x1,x2) < ex; My 2 f(2x1,2x2) / /(l1 —x1)4 Y1y — x2) 2 Ydnydry
X1 X1
4xy 4xy
< of (2n,20) < = //f 1, 0)dndy < c(Hbf) (x1,%2).
! 22x1 2)(2

These arguments with respect to each variable separately yield that

(Wochazf) (.Xl,xz) (H2f)(X1,XQ) k=2,3.

Finally we conclude that the desired upper estimate holds.
Lower estimate is a direct consequence of the inequalities #; —x; <#;, i € {1,---,4},
where t; > x;. O

4. One and two weight criteria for the multiple Riemann-Liouville transforms

This section is dedicated to one and two weighted criteria for the multiple Riemann-
Liouville transforms and appropriate one—sided strong fractional maximal functions.
We begin with the one—weight result.

THEOREM 4.1. Let 0 < p < oo. Then the following statements are equivalent:
() Rey,a is bounded from LY, (u,R) 1o LP(u,R");
(ii) condition (2) holds.

To formulate our next result we need some notation:
Xj
Wilx) = /O wilt)dt, Wt tn) =TI Wi(t;):

Vilx;) ;:/ viO)dt, Vit t) =TT Vilt);
Xj
p = L, 1< p<eoo.
p—1
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Let

x| ,t)dndty
(%al Oézf) -xla-x2 / / x1 —tl 1 o (xz —t2)17a27

(Mg, 0, f) (x1,%2) = sup Rt / B f(t1,2)dtdt,
X1—h

0<hy<xy x—hy
0<hy<xy

where x,x € R4, f20and O< o < 1,i=1,2.
The next statement gives two-weight criteria for Zg, ., and A, g, -

THEOREM 4.2. Let l <p<g<ooandlet 0< o; <1, i=1,2. Assume that v
and w are weights on R%.. Suppose also that w(x1,x2) = w1 (x1)w2(x2) for some one—
dimensional weights wi and wy, and that Wi(e) = o, i = 1,2. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(@) Ry, is bounded from L) (w,R2) to L9(v,R%);

(b) My, o, is bounded from Ldec(w,]Ri) to Lq(v,]Ri);

(c) the following four conditions hold simultaneously:

()
a [ ~1/p
P ( / / W(tlatz)dtldtz)
lll,a2>0 0 0
1/q
(/ / ixl % fl,fz)dtldtz) < oot )
(i) .
a a , ) )
sup (/ 1/ 2(1112)1’ WP (l17t2)w(t1752)dl1dt2>
ay,a>0 0 0
1 1 1/q
(/ / oc1 Otz (ll,tz)dtldQ) < oo @)
a
(>iii)
aj —1/p @ 1y
sup (/ w1(t1)dt1> (/ dw, P (fz)wz(tz)dtz)
ay,ay>0 0 o
“ arq(op—1) 1/q
</ / PG (tl,tz)dtldlj) < oo} (5)
(iv)

-1/p

ay 1l - 1/17, a)
sup (/ w (tl)wl(tl)dt1> (/ wz(tz)dtz)
ap,ar>0 0 0

o an (OC 1 1/‘1
X (/ / 1 tgo‘zv(zl,tz)dnm) < oo, (6)
ag 0
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COROLLARY 4.1. Let 1 <p<g<ooandlet 0< oy <1, i=1,2. Then the
following conditions are equivalent:

(a) the boundedness of Ko, o, from LZ (w,R? 1) to Li(v, Ri) holds for w=1;

(b) the operator My, ,, is bounded from L}, (w, R2) to LI(v,R%) for w=1;

dec
()
B] (= Ssup Bl(al,az)
ap,a>0
a;  rap 1/q
‘= sup (alaz)l/p</ / x‘falxg%"(xl,xz)dxldxz) < o9
ay,a>0 0 0
(@
32 = Sup Bz(al,az)
ap,ar>0
) glon—1)_gloo—1) Va
= sup (ayan)'/” / / TN v (xy,x0 ) dxy dxy < oo;
ap,a>0 aj
(e)
By := sup Bs(aj,az)
ay,ar>0
1/q
/ ap
‘= sup al_l/paé/p (/ / x4 Z(“Z 1)V(xl»x2)dxldx2) < 005
ap,ar>0 0 a
()
By := sup By(aj,a2)
ay,a>0
1y —1) qloa—1) ta
‘= sup alp p(/ / KRy (xl,xz)dxldxz) < oo,
ay,ar>0

The following statement deals with the case g < p.

THEOREM 4.3. Let l <g<p <o andlet 0 < o; <1, i=1,2. Assume that
v and w are weights on R2.. Suppose also that w(x1,x2) = wi(x1)wa(x2) and that
Wi(eo) = oo, i = 1,2. Then the following conditions are equivalent:

(@) Zo,,a, is bounded from Ldec(w ]Ri) to L(v, ]Ri)

(b) My, o, is bounded from Ldec(w,]Ri) to Lq(v,]Ri);

(c) the following four conditions hold:

(i)
/ </Il /[2 V(X ,)CZ) (xll.xz )qu dx ) /
]R+ ( 0 2 q

1/r
Wr/q(fl,fz)w(fl,fz)dlldtz} < oo}
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(i)
r/q
|:/ (/ / .Xl,xz al ! OQ 1) d}Cldxz)
R2 %)
) , , r/q
X (/ / (x1x)P WP (xl,xg)w(xl,xg)dxldxz)
0 JO
, , 1/r
x ()P WP (tl,tz)w(tl,tz)dtldtz] < oo;
(iii)

4 v ~r/q
/]RZ / /t2 (x1,x2) x1 x2 )dxldxg w, (1)
1/r

rld
X(/o x5 Wz (xz)wz(xz)dx2> 1y Wz(fz)wz(fz)dtldlz] < oo}

(iv)

¢ r/q
[/}RZ (/ /2 v(x1,x72) a - xgzydxldxz) Wz_r/q(tz)
. rlq 1/r
X </o xfW (xl)Wl (xl)dxl> Wi (t)w (fl)dtldfz] < oo,

where 1/r=1/q—1/p.

REMARK 4.1. Analyzing the proof of Theorems 4.2 and 4.3 necessary and suffi-
cient conditions governing the two—weight inequality

JIUTERRD) 9 1/q
</R"</ / I lxl_tll T o adh d’n) V(xl,"',xn)dxl---dxn)
1/p
( fP (1, X)) wlxg, - - n)dxl"'dxn)

can also be obtained on L/, (w,R’.), where w is a product weight.

Now we prove these statements.

Theorem 4.1 is a direct consequence of Theorem B and Proposition 3.1.

To prove Theorem 4.2 we need some auxiliary statements which are formulated
for n = 2 but due to the induction they are also true for any n > 2 (see also [12],
Chapter 1).

PROPOSITION 4.1. Let 1 < p < g < oo and let either v(xy,x2) = v (x1)v2(x2)
or w(xy,xp) = wi(x1)wa(x2), where vy, vo, wi and wy are one—dimensional weights.
Then:
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(i) the inequality

X1 X2 1/11 1/p
</Rz<// ) v(xi,x dxldxg) ( fp (o1, x2)w (xl,xz)dxldx2> (7)

holds for all functions f € LP(w,R2) if and only if

l/q aj l/p
sup (// v(t1,12) dtldt2> (/ / wl™ tl,tz)dtldQ) < oo
ap,ay>0 aj

(ii) the inequality

(/Rz (/}q/x2 ) v(x1,x2) dxldxz)‘l'q(/ FP (1, 30)w (xl,xg)dxldxz)p )

holds for all f € LP(w,R2) if and only if

ay ra 1/q 1/
D:= sup (/ / (11,1 dtldt2> (/ / l‘1,t2 dtldlz) < o0
ap,a;>0 ay Jap

(iii) the inequality

- Va 1/p
(/RZ </xl/ ) v(x1,x2 dxldxz) < c(/Rifp(xl’xz)w(xl’xz)dxldxz) 9)

holds for all f € LP(w,R2.) if and only if

aj L l/q 00 an / l/p/
sup (/ / v(thtg)dtldtg) (/ / wl=? (tl,tz)dtldQ) < oo,
ap,a>0 0 Jap a; JO

PROPOSITION 4.2. Let 1 < p < g < oo. Assume that v and w are weights on Ri.
Suppose that w(x1,x;) = wi(x1)wz(x2) and that Wi(eo) = oo, i = 1,2. Then inequality
(7) holds for all functions f € L}, (w,R%) if and only if the following four conditions
are satisfied:

(i)

ay ap 71/1’ ap ap l/q
sup (/ / w(tl,tz)dtldQ) (/ / (tltz)qv(tl,tz)dtldQ) < oo}
ap,ary>0 0 0 0 0

(ii)
are T 1/p
o </ / (mz)pw_p(t17f2)W(117t2)dt1dt2)
o Jo

ap,ay>0
o oo 1/q
X / / V(tl,tz)dtldtz) < o0;
ap Jaz
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(iii)
a “Up s opay , 1/
sup (/ wy (tl)dtl) (/ W, P (tz)wz(tz)dtz)
ap,a>0 0 0
ap oo 1/‘1
X (/ / tfv(tl,tg)dtldQ) < oo
0 a

V' s ray —1/p
sup (/ t1W (tl)wl(tl)dtl) (/ W2(l2)dl2>
ay,a;>0 0 0
0 rdy 1/‘1
x(/ / tgv(tl,tg)dtldQ) < oo,
aj 0

Proposition 4.2 was proved in [3] in the case when both v and w are product
weights.
For the following statement we refer to [19] (see also [12], Section 1.4).

PROPOSITION 4.3. Let 1 < g < p <oo. Suppose that the weight v defined on ]R?|r
is of product type, i.e. v(x1,x2) = vi(x1)va(x2) for some one-dimensional weights v,
and vy. Suppose also that V1(0) = V,(0) = oo. Then

(i) inequality (7) holds for all f € LP(w, Ri) if and only if

1/r

1 %) r/p/
{/2 (/ / P (x1,%2) dxldx2> Vr/p(thtz)v(tl,tz)dtldtz] < oo;
R
(ii) inequality (8) holds for all f € LP(w,R2) if and only if
r/p'
{/ (/ / xhxz dxlde)
RR2 1%
151 2 r/p 1/r
X (/ / V(Xl,Xz)Xmdxz) V(ll,tz)dtldtz] < o0;
o Jo
(iii) inequality (9) holds for all f € LP(w,R%) if and only if
r/p’
[/ </ / .X1,.X2 dX1d)C2>
RZ
f r/p 1/r
X (/ / v(x17x2)dx1dx2> v(tl,tz)dtldtz} < oo,
0 15

PROPOSITION 4.4. Let 1 < p < g <eo. Assume that v and w are weights on R, .
Suppose that w(x1,x;) = wi(x1)wz(x2) and that Wi(eo) = oo, i = 1,2. Then inequality
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olds for all functions f € w, if and only if the following conditions are
7) holds for all fi fell,. R2) if and only if the followi diti
satisfied:

()
t, b r/q
{/ (/ / v(xl,xg)(xlxg)quldm)
RrRZ \Jo Jo
1/r
Wr/q(fhlz)w(tl,tz)dhdtz] < oo,
(ii)
11 %) / f r/q’
[/ Vr/q(tl,t2)</ / (xlxz)pW_p (xl,xz)w(xl,xz)dxldx2>
R% o Jo
, , 1/r
x (nn)" w? (fl,tz)W(fl,fz)dfldfz] < oo;
(iii)

11 /‘1
[/2 (/ / x{v(x,x2) dxldx2> Wl_r/q(tl)
3
1/r

r/d
><< / Wy p()@)Wg(Xz)dXz) EWs P (1)w (zl,zz)dzldzz} < oo;
0

(iv)

r/q
[/Rz </ / xIv(x1,x dxldx2> Wzir/q(tg)
r/q 1/r
X (/(; fo Wl (xl)wl(xl)d)q) tl W (l‘z) (tl,tz)dtldtz} < oo,

Proof of Proposition 4.1. First assume that w(xy,xz) = wy (x1)wa(x2).
Part (i) was proved in [16] (see also [19], [12], Chapter 1); therefore we omit it.
Part (ii). Let us denote:

flxr,x0) == f(l/xl, l/xg)xf2x52,

V(x1,x2) == v(1/x1, l/xz)xl_zxz_z,

W(xl,)CQ) = (l/xlal/XZ) A %P ?

Then it is easy to check that inequality (8) is equivalent to

{/v(xlvx2)<777)quldxz] 1/q<0</Rz TPW>W.
R 00

+
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Observe now that

oo (L1 ()

By using Part (i) of Proposition 4.1 and obvious change of variables we have the
desired result.

Part (iii) can be proved in a similar manner; therefore we omit the details.
Let now v(xj,x3) = vi(x1)v2(x2). Then the result follows using the duality argu-
ments. For example, inequality (8) holds if and only if

X1 X2 / 1/17,
(/ (/ / ) xl,xz)dxlde)
RZ
, , 1/
< c(/zfq (xl,xz)vl_q (x17x2)dx1dx2> ,
R+

where the weight function yi=d (x1,x2) is of product type. Consequently, using the
result of the previous case we are done. [

Proof of Proposition 4.2. 'We follow the proof of Theorem 5.3 in [3]. In that paper
it was shown that if w is a product weight, i.e., w(x1,x3) = wy(x1)wa(x2), such that

Wi(eo) =0, i = 1,2, and v is any weight on R?, then inequality (7) holds for all
feLl, (wR?) if and only if

X] X o0 oo P S 1/p
(/2 (/ / [/ / g(fl,fz)dfldfz]d’nd’iz> w=r (x17x2)w(x1;x2)dxldx2)
]R+ 0 0 T] T

, , 1/q
c(/]R2 g? (xl,xz)vl_q (x17x2)dx1dx2> , £20. (10)
T

Further, we have that

X1 X oo oo
/ / (/ / g)drldrz
0 0 7 Jn
X1 X oo X
X1

X| [ oo oo
+X2/ /llg(fl,tz)d11d12+xw2/ / g(t1,2)dndty
0 X2 X1 JXx2
=11 (x1,x2) + B (x1,x2) + B(x1,x2) 4+ 1a(x1,x2).

It is obvious that (10) is satisfied if and only if

/ ’ /p , , 1/qd
</2 17 (x1,x2)W 7 (xlax2)w(x17x2)dxldx2) < C( 8! qu) (11)
R+

2
R+
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for j =1,2,3,4. By applying Proposition 4.1 (Part (i)) we find that

/ , 1/p
(/}1@2 1 (x1,x)W =7 (xhxg)w(xl,xz)dxldxz)
2

, , /4
c(/]R2 g? (x17x2)v1_q (x17x2)dx1dx2>
T

if and only if

1/p' a - q —-q 1/q
(/ / W~ P (t1,02)w(t1,12) dtldt2> (/ 1/ < xl’x2)> dtldt2>
ap .x1.x2
aj 2 1/p aj 2 1/q
:cp</ / w(t17t2)dt1dt2> (/ / v(x17x2)(x1x2)qu1dx2) <C.
o Jo o Jo

Taking now Propositions 4.1 ( Part (ii) ) into account we find that (11) holds for
Jj =4 if and only if condition (ii) is satisfied, while Proposition 4.1 (Part (iii)) and the
following observation:

oo 1/p a , 1/p
sup (([watw 7 wan ) ([ aw wmalean)

ap,a;>0
ajy 00 1/‘1
X (/ / tfv(thtz)dtldm)
0 a
ap —l/p ap / / 1/17,
=c, sup (/ wl(tl)dn) (/ Fw, P (tz)wz(ZQ)dZQ)
ap,ay>0 0 0
ay 00 1/‘1
X (/ / ti]v(thtg)dtldtg) < oo}
0 a
ap 1/ oo ) 1/p
sup ( / WP (tl)wl(tl)dn) ( / Wa(t2)W, " (t2)dt2)
ap,ar>0 0 a
0 rdy 1/‘1
X (/ / tgv(tl,tz)dtldtz)
aj 0
1/17, a _1/17
=Cp Sup (/ tpW (tl)wl (tl)dtl) </ Wz(l‘z)dl‘z)
ay,ay>0 0 0

e an 1/‘1
X (/ / tgv(thtz)dtldm) <o
aj 0

yield (11) for j=2,3. O

Proof of Proposition 4.3. Part (i) was proved in [19] (see also [12], Section 1.4).
Part (ii) follows from Part (i) by using the arguments of the proof of Part (ii) of
Proposition 4.1 and observing that
/ Vi(t)dt = oo
0
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if and only if V;(e0) = oo (i = 1,2), where ¥;(x) = v;(1/x)x2

Part (iii) follows by the similar arguments. [

Proof of Proposition 4.4. We keep the notation of the proof of Proposition 4.2.
First observe that the condition Wj(eo) = e implies that [;°W; ” (1)w(t)dt = oo, i=
1,2.

Inequality (11) for i = 1 holds if and only if

K/R+ /Otl /OtzV(xl7x2)(x1x2)quldx2)r/q

o peo rld
X (/ w=P (xhxz)w(xhxz)dxldxz) WP (tl,tz)w(tl,tz)dtldtz]
n %)

15 15) r/q l/l’
= |:/2 (/ / V(xl,)CQ)(X1XQ)qu1dXQ) Wr/q(tl,tz)W(ll,tz)dtld12:| < oo,
r2 \Jo Jo

Analogously it follows that inequality (11) holds for i = 2,3,4 if and only if con-
ditions (iv), (iii) and (ii) are satisfied respectively. [

1/r

Proof of Theorem 4.2. Let us denote

(Ao o f) (x1,52) == x]1" ! X3 1/ / f(t,0)dtydt.
It is easy to see that Proposition 3.1 yields the following relation:

%ochazf ~ %hazf

for all decreasing functions f : Ri — R . Now Proposition 4.2 completes the proof of
the equivalence (a) < (c).
The fact that (b) < (c) can be obtained from the inequalities:

(’%ﬂahazf) (x1,x2) < (//ozlﬂzf) (x1,22) < (%alﬂzf) (x1,%2) < ('%0061 azf) (x1,x2)

and Proposition 4.2. [

Proof of Corollary 4.1. Due to Theorem 4.2 it is enough to show that conditions
(c), (d), (e) and (f) are equivalent. We prove, for example, that (c) < (d). The facts
that (c) < (e), (c) < (f) follow analogously.

Let aj,a; > 0. Then there are integers m and n such that a; € [2'”,2’”“), a €
[27,2"F1) . We have
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2m+1 2)1+l

/ 1119852y (xy,x2 ) dx  dxa

2k+1

Bl(ar,a) < 2—mq/p2—nq/p/

— p—ma/pp—nq/p 2 2 /

—=—o0 j=—00

_mgq nq mn
k
SCoupapg2 7277 Y 22‘12“1/2

k——ooj_—oo

2J+l
/ 1119852y (xy,x2 ) dxy dxa

k+1 J+1
22 v(x1,X2)

/2 (N o (1-o)g 4¥19%2
2

m n
< Coy o gBR27"/P271a/P Y N ka/poialr < CBY.
k=—o0 j=—o0
Consequently, B < ¢B;. Conversely:

k+1 j+1
2z v(x1,X2)

/2 1 o) q -o)q dxld)CQ
X

, , 2 > 2k+l
< Cp’quq/p ona/p 2 2 2—kq2—m/2
k=m j=n

Ba(ar,a)? < Cp 2m/7 20a/V 2 2/

k=m j=n

2J+l
/2] v(xr,x2)x7 19552 dxy dxy

< Cp’qB‘lizmtI/P'zntI/P' 2 2 o—ka/p'—ja/p' < CB[f. 0
k=m j=n

Proof of Theorem 4.3. is similar to that of Theorem 4.2. The difference is that in
this case we apply Proposition 4.4 instead of Proposition 4.2. [
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