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REVERSE HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR
SUPREMAL OPERATORS WITH MEASURES

RzZA MUSTAFAYEV AND TUG(;E UNVER

(Communicated by I. Peri¢)

Abstract. In this paper we characterize the validity of the inequalities

Hg”p#(a#h)#l < CHM()C) HgHmA,(x,b),/,t Hq,(a,b),v
and
llgllpyap)n < cll()g oo, () g, (), v
for all non-negative Borel measurable functions g on the interval (a,b) C R, where 0 < p <

+eo, 0 < g< 4o, A, 4 and v are non-negative Borel measures on (a,b), and u is a weight
function on (a,b).

1. Introduction

n [1], authors make a comprehensive study of general inequalities of the form

”gWHp,(a,b c”” J(x,b) ,u” (a,b), gEB+(1) (11)

and
g§E€B(I), (1.2)

ng||p7(a7b CHM av’“)v””q,(a,b),V’

involving non-negative Borel measures (, v and A, with complete proofs and esti-
mates for the best constants ¢, provided that 0 < p < 1 and 0 < g < +-<<. In addition
to the extra generality and the filling gaps in previous works on these inequalities, the
approach used in [1] unifies the continuous and discrete problems, so that the integral
and series inequalities follow as particular cases. The general inequalities involving
three Borel measures A, y and v

”g”p,(a,b CHM J(x.b) pH (a,b), geBJr(I) (1.3)

and
g€ BT (I), (1.4)

Hng,(u,h CHM (a.x) ﬂ” J(a,b),

are reduced to either to (1.1) or (1.2).
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The object of this paper is to characterize the inequalities

18Wllp (apyu < cllu)l|glleo, 0 pllg.(ap).v (1.5)

and

18wl (a.).u < €l 18l (,0),ullg,a.) v (1.6)
for all non-negative Borel measurable functions g on the interval (a,b) C R, where
0<p <+, 0<g< +oo, u and v are non-negative Borel measures on (a,b). Note
that we do not need the restriction 0 < p < 1, which is important when one consider
the reverse Hardy inequalities. The general inequalities (involving three non-negative
Borel measures A, p and v) are reduced either to (1.5) or (1.6).

The main results of the present paper are Theorems 3.4 and 4.1. Our method is
based on a discretization techniques for function norms developed in [1].

The paper is organized as follows. We start with notation and preliminary results in
Section 2. Necessary and sufficient conditions for the validity of inequalities (1.5) and
(1.6) can be found in Sections 3 and 4, respectively. Finally, in Section 5 we show that
the results from Sections 3 and 4 can be used to characterize the validity of inequalities
mentioned at the Abstract of this paper.

2. Notation and preliminaries

Throughout the paper, we always denote by ¢ a positive constant, which is inde-
pendent of main parameters but it may vary from line to line. However a constant with
subscript such as ¢; does not change in different occurrences. By a <b (b 2 a), we
mean that a < ¢b, where ¢ > 0 depends on inessential parameters. If ¢ < b and b S a,
we write a ~ b and say that a and b are equivalent. We use the abbreviation LHS ()
(RHS(x)) for the left (right) hand side of the relation ().

We adopt the following usual conventions.

CONVENTION 2.1. (i) We put 1/(de0) =0, 0-(£e) =0, 0/0=0.

(i) We denote by
ﬁ if 0<p<l,
/. +°° lf p = 17
- oo i 1< p<teo,
1 if p= oo

(iii) If g is a monotone function on I := (a,b) C R, then by g(a) and g(b) we
mean the limits lim, ., g(x) and lim,_,,_ g(x), respectively.

Let u be a non-negative Borel measure on /. We denote by B*(I) the set of all
non-negative Borel measurable functions on /. If E is a nonempty Borel measurable
subset of I and f is a Borel measurable function on E, then we put

1/p
= ([ Uoran) ", it 0<p<io
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£ llee. = sup{a: u(fy € E: [f()| > a}) > 0}

In this paper, u, v and w will denote weights, that is, non-negative Borel measur-
able functions on /.

Let 0 #£ 2 C7Z:=ZU{—o0,+oo}, 0 < q< +eo and {wi} = {wi}rez be a se-
quence of positive numbers. We denote by ¢9({wy},Z’) the following discrete ana-
logue of a weighted Lebesgue space: if 0 < g < +-oo, then

(), 2) = { ahees: Hadlngon 2 (z|akwﬂ)1/q<+oo},

ke

and

F(m), 2) = {{ak}w ety 2)+= sup e < +oo} |
e(l

If we =1 for all k € 2, we write simply ¢9(%) instead of ¢9({w;},Z). When
N,McZ,N<Mand % ={N,N+1,....M —1,M}, we will sometimes use notation
V4(N,M) instead of (4(%).

We shall use the following inequality, which is a simple consequence of the dis-
crete Holder inequality:

{axbitlleacz) < [{axtllercz) {0} (2 2.1
where 1/r=(1/g—1/p);.!

DEFINITION 2.2. Let NJM € Z, N < M. A positive almost non-increasing se-
quence {Tk}kM: v (that is, there exists K > 1 such that 7, < KT,) is called almost
geometrically decreasing if there are o € (1,+o0) and L € N such that

ot < Ty forall ke {N+L,...,M}.

A positive almost non-decreasing sequence {Gk}%: y (that is, there exists K > 1 such
that 6, < Ko,,+1) is called almost geometrically increasing if there are o € (1,+o0)
and L € N such that

o > 00y forall ke{N+L,....M}.

REMARK 2.3. Definition 2.2 implies that if 0 < g < 4o, then the following three
statements are equivalent:

@) {Tk}ﬁi y 1s an almost geometrically decreasing sequence;

(ii) {1:,? }24: y 1s an almost geometrically decreasing sequence;

(i) {r 7 }2”: 18 an almost geometrically increasing sequence.

We quote some known results. Proofs can be found in [5] and [6].

'For any a € R denote by a; =a when @ >0 and a;, =0 when a <0.
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LEMMA 2.4, Let g€ (0,+o], NMEZ, N<M, Z={N,N+1,....M—1,M}
and let {Tk}ﬁ’[: y be an almost geometrically decreasing sequence. Then

k
H{Tk > “m} ~ | mwar}t | a2 (2.2)
m=N ) lle(z)
H{Tk sup am} ~ |{ it ea(2) (2.3)
N<m<k 4(%)

for all non-negative sequences {ay}¥’ .

Given two (quasi-) Banach spaces X and Y, we write X — Y if X C Y and if the
natural embedding of X in Y is continuous.

The following two lemmas are discrete version of the classical Landau resonance
theorems. Proofs can be found, for example, in [3].

PROPOSITION 2.5. ([3, Proposition 4.1]) Let 0 < p,q < +eo, 0 # % C Z and
let {vitrew and {wy}trew be two sequences of positive numbers. Assume that

P}, Z) = ti({m}, Z). (2.4)

Then
H{wevi Hiero) < e
where 1/r=(1/q—1/p)+ and ¢ stands for the norm of embedding (2.4).

Now we recall some basic facts on discretization of function norms from [1].

LEMMA 2.6. ([1, Lemma 3.1]) Let ¢ be a non-negative, non-decreasing, fi-
nite and right-continuous function on (a,b). There is a strictly increasing sequence
{x Qg\}, —oo < N < M < +eoo, with elements from the closure of the interval (a,b),
such that:

(i) if N > —oo, then @(xy) > 0; @(x) =0 for every x € (a,xy); if M < oo, then
Xyl =b;

(i) @(x1—) <20(xx) if N<k<M;

(i) 2¢(x—) < @(xe+1) f N<k<M.

DEFINITION 2.7. ([1, Definition 3.2]) Let ¢ be a non-negative, non-decreasing,
finite and right-continuous function on (a,b). A strictly increasing sequence {xx }2’1: ngl ,
—oo <N <M < +oo, is said to be a discretizing sequence of the function @ if it satisfies

the conditions (i) — (iii) of Lemma 2.6.

REMARK 2.8. ([1, Remark 3.3]) We shall use the following convention: if N =
—oo, then we put xy = limy_._.. x; . Itis clear thatif N = —oo and xy > a, then ¢(x) =0
for all x € (a,xy) (cf. condition (i) of Lemma 2.6).
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Let ¢ be a non-negative, non-decreasing, finite and right-continuous function on
(a, b) Using a discretizing sequence {xy };_ M +1 of @, we define the sequence of intervals
{I M, as follows:

Ji= (xi,xip], if N<i<M, and Jy=(xm,b) if M <oo. (2.5)

THEOREM 2.9. ([1, Corollary 3.6 and Corollary 3.7]) Let 0 < g < +eo. Suppose
that i and v are non-negative Borel measures on 1 = (a,b). Let u € B (I) be such
that the function H”Hq,(_aJ],v < oo, t €. If {xx 2’1:5\,1 is a discretizing sequence of
(P(t) = ”u”q (ap+],v = thHIJr ”u”q (a,s],v» t €1, then

q,(ax+],v HM(N,M) (2.6)

Nl o = gl
forall g € BT(I), where {Jk}ﬁ’[:N is defined by (2.5).

REMARK 2.10. Lemma 2.6 (iii), implies that {||ul|, (4.+],v}+_y in Theorem 2.9
is an almost geometrically increasing sequence. (We can take o = L =2 in Defini-
tion 2.2).

REMARK 2.11. Let g < +oo. Then
el et = Nlellg g,y forall  xel.

In this paper we shall need the Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral. To this end, we recall
some basic facts.

Let ¢ be non-decreasing and finite function on the interval I := (a,b) C R. We
assign to ¢ the function A defined on subintervals of I by

AleBl) = @(B+) — @(a—), 2.7)
A(le.B)) = @(B—) — p(a—), (2.8)
A(a, B]) = @(B+) — p(a+), (2.9)
A((a,B)) = ¢(B—) —p(a+). (2.10)

The function A is a non-negative, additive and regular function of intervals. Thus (cf.
[8], Chapter 10), it admits a unique extension to a non-negative Borel measure A on I.
The Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral [, fd@ is defined as [; fdA.

If J C I, then the Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral [, fd¢ is defined as [, fdA. We
shall also use the Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral [, fd¢ when ¢ is a non-increasing and
finite on the interval I. In such a case we put

[ rdoi=— [ ra-

If ¢ is a non-decreasing, finite and right-continuous function on I = (a,b) and
J is a subinterval of I of the form (o, f3), e, ) or (o, ], then the formulae (2.10),
(2.8) and (2.9) imply that

/(a7ﬁ)d<p=<p(ﬁ—)—<p(a>, @.11)
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/[aﬁ)d<p=<p(ﬁ—)—<p(a—), (2.12)
/( oy 10 =00 (@) (2.13)

In this paper the role of the function ¢ will be played by a function 4 which will
be non-decreasing and right-continuous or non-increasing and left-continuous on I. At
the first case, the associated Borel measure A will be determined by (cf. (2.9))

A((a,B]) =h(B) —h(x) for any (a,B]CI (2.14)

(since the Borel subsets of I can be generated by subintervals (o, 3] C I).

Considering inequalities (1.5) and (1.6), in the case when 0 < p < g < o0 and
1/r=1/p—1/q, we shall write conditions characterizing the validity of inequalities in
a compact form involving f(%h) fdh. To this end, we adopt the following conventions
from [1].

CONVENTION 2.12. Let I = (a,b) CR, f:1—[0,00] and h: [ — [—o0,0]. As-
sume that /4 is non-decreasing and right-continuous on /. If /2 : I — (—e0,0], then the
symbol [; fdh means the usual Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral. However, if 7 = —eo on
some subinterval (a,c) with ¢ € I, then we define [; fdh only if f =0 on (a,c| and

we put
/ Fdh= / fdh.
1 (e.b)

CONVENTION 2.13. Let I =(a,b) CR, f:I1—[0,00] and h: I — [0,e0]. Assume
that % is non-decreasing and left-continuous on 7. If 4 : 1 — [0,e), then the symbol
J; fdh means the usual Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral. However, if & = +eo on some
subinterval (c,b) with ¢ € I, then we define [, fdh only if f =0 on [c,b) and we put

/Ifdh: /W)fdh.

3. Reverse Hardy-type inequalities for supremal operators

In this section we characterize inequality (1.5). We start with the following dis-
cretization lemma.

LEMMA 3.1. Assume that 0 < p,q < +oo. Let U and v be non-negative Borel
measures on I = (a,b) CR. Let w € B*(I) and let u € B*(I) satisfy ||ullq,(as,v < >
forallt €l and u+#0 a.e. on (a,b). If {x 2’1;;\,1 is a discretizing sequence of Q(t) 1=
[tt]| g,(a,6+),v» then inequality (1.5) holds for all g € B*(I) if and only if

— -1
A= {0l o f |
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and
w=0 pU—ae in(axy] if xn>a, (3.2)
where 1/p:=(1/p—1/q), .
The best possible constant ¢ in (1.5) satisfies ¢ ~ A.

Proof. By Theorem 2.9,
||u(x)”g”oo,(x,b),uH%Lv ~ ||{HgHw,Jk,IJ”u”q,(a,xkﬂ,v}H/jq(MM) y (3.3)
for all g € B (I), where {x; ;¥ N, is a discretizing sequence of the function ¢(r) =

g.(ai+]vs T € (a,b), and {Ji 1, is defined by (2.5). By Lemma 2.6 (cf. also
Remark 2.8),

if xy>a, then ”u”q,(u,xN),v =0; (3.4)
if M < +oo, then xpy41=0>0;

<L2ullgamryy i N<kSM; (3.5
if N<k<M. (3.6)

”u”q (axps),

v
2||u||q.,(axk ),V < H

q,(axpi1+],v
Sufficiency. Let (3.1) and (3.2) hold. Since
lgwllp.@p)n = [{18Wllpan} oy pry > forany g€ B (D), (3.7)

and
ng”[?,.]k,# < HgH‘X’JkJJHWHPJk,#: N < k < Ma (38)

on using (2.1) and (3.3), we have that

1gW1lpay.sx < [ 118 1ottt 191 st Hl oo an
<[ { vl H oy 100t aneet o}l
| {9t by F gy 12Nl

Consequently, ¢ SA.
Necessity. We now prove necessity. The validity of inequality (1.5) on B™(I) and
(3.3) imply that

(3.9)

H{HgW”Pkaﬂ}H(P(N,M) S e [[{llgllee.spllze 517(a7xk+]7"}HM(N,M)

forall g€ B (I).
Let g € BT(I), N < k < M, be functions such that

suppgk C Ji,  lIgklleosip =1 and |[gwllp s 2 [Wlp s (3.10)
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Then we define the test function g by

M=

8= a8k, (3.11)

k

Il
=

where {a;} is a sequence of non-negative numbers. Consequently, (3.9) yields
H {ak”WHka# } HeP(N,M) Sc H {ak||“||q7(u7xw]7v} H/jq(MM) ] (3.12)

and, by Proposition 2.5, we arrive at

A= {0l Nl v}

On the other hand, assuming that xy > a, testing (1.5) with g = x(,,,| and using
(3.4), we arrive at |[wl|, (4,0 = O, which implies (3.2). O

<ec. 3.13
wovan ~© (3.13)

a.xy),

The following lemma is true.

LEMMA 3.2. Assume that 0 < q < p < +oo. Let I and v be non-negative Borel
measures on I = (a,b) CR. Let w € B*(I) and let u € B*(I) satisfy ||ullq (as,v <
forallt €I and u#0 a.e. on (a,b). If {xk}kMngvl is a discretizing sequence of @(t) =

ull g (ars1v- t €1, then

A= H { 11l HuH;fa,xkﬂ,v} iy < (3.14)
and (3.2) hold if and only if

A= H||wH,7,(u,x],yIIuII;Ea,X),V e < (3.15)

Moreover, A~ Aj.

Proof. Sufficiency. Assume that A| < oo. This condition and (3.4) imply that
Wl (anylu =0 if xnv>a (3.16)

Consequently, (3.2) holds.
Applying (3.5), we get that

— -1 -1
A - SUEM||WHp,Jk,[JHqu’(a’ka,_]’v gzNil]:EM”WHPJI\’,u ‘qu’(a,kaFl),V

LSS EUSS

<2 sup Wl ol

N<ks$M
<2A,.

Necessity. Assume that (3.14) and (3.2) hold. Therefore, on using (2.5),

o Y

N<k<M oo Jp, 1



REVERSE HARDY-TYPE INEQUALITIES FOR SUPREMAL OPERATORS WITH MEASURES 1303

and hence

-1
Av< o [l e

EUSS

oo Jp, 1

< sup

L A

Applying (3.2) again, on using the fact that {||u||;%a.xk 4, 1Ly is almost geometrically
decreasing and Lemma 2.4, we obtain that

—1
AL S sup HWHka#||”||q,(aﬁxk+],v:A~ U

<h<
To prove our main statement we need the following lemma.

LEMMA 3.3. Assume that 0 < p <q< +eand 1/r=1/p—1/q. Let u and v
be non-negative Borel measures on 1 = (a,b) CR. Let w € BT (I) and let u € B (I)
satisfy ||ullg, v < °°f0rall teland u#0 ae. on (a,b). If {x;}1 is a discretizing
sequence of @(t) = ||ul|g (as4],v> t €1, then

A= H { HWHP’Jk’u HuH;éa,xk+],v} (VM) < oo, (317)
and (3.2) hold if and only if
1/r
i ([ Il (1) )+ Il <= 319

Moreover, A =~ Aj.

Proof. Let {x; }3] be a discretizing sequence of the function ¢(¢) = (at+]v >
t € (a,b), and {Jk}k=1v is defined by (2.5). By Lemma 2.6 (cf. also Remark 2 8) (3.4)-
(3.6) hold.

Sufficiency. Assume that Ay < eo. This condition, (3.4) and Convention 2.12 imply
that (3.2) holds. By (3.6),

atany S (g ooty < lullg@uy i N<k+1<M.

Therefore,
—r —r
el oy <27 Ml T
which yields
ol = 0l e = (=20l sy 0 N<kSM-2.

Assume that N < M — 2. On using (3.5) and the last estimate, we arrive at

Ar 5 Z ||WH[7JkIJH H axk+1)
k=N

s;%wm##@wwwﬂ 0l )
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190 s (10 e = 180 )
‘qu,(a,b),v + ||WH17,JM,[J H”Hq,(a,b)’w (3.19)

+ HW”PJM—I#

Now, by (2.12) with ¢(r) = ||u|| {az+)v> L €1, and (o, B) = [xps1:%%43), N < k<

M—=2,or [a,f3) = [xu,b), we obtaln that

M-2
WSS Wl [ (M)

Xk+1Xk+3
Wl f 8 () 2l
M-2
SY [ lnnd (Sl )
=N 7 e 1%43)

r r
+/[XM7b)HW”P7(aJ]u (0 ) 20900 0 o
g/( ,,)HW||;7(a,z]u ( ull Carsy, >+2||WH’ any el
SA)

(note that we have used (3.2) and Convention 2.12), that is,
A< A (3.20)
If N> M —2, then (3.20) can be proved more simply and we omit the proof.

Necessity. Now assume that A < oo and (3.2) holds. On using (3.2), together with
(2.13) and (2.11), we have that

055 3 [ 1l g () 4 10l

<TI0 e / (Ml )

=N

¥l @ (0 )+ 90 a1 o

X,
M_
,

=3 I, (ot (1 o = 1l )

101 i (1l o ||u||;@,7,,)7v)+||wu;,,(a.,,),u\\u\\;za,,,>,v

M—1
S D0 AP 1 e RS 1 AP |17 s SO (3.21)
k=N
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Thus, using (3.2) again, we arrive at

M

AS ,S 2 Hw”;,(a,karl]ﬁI,u||u||z;za,xk+],v
k=N
M [k
= Wl | Hlaell,
kg;v ig;\, pJisH q.(ax+],v
Now, the fact that {||u||;f“k +]-v}2/[: ~ is almost geometrically decreasing and Lemma
2.4 imply that
M 1/r
A (kzNw||;,Jk7u||u||;fu7xk+]7v) —a. (3.22)

Combining (3.20) and (3.22), we get A~ A,. U

Now we are in position to prove our first main result.

THEOREM 3.4. Assume that 0 < p, g < +oo. Let L and v be non-negative Borel
measures on I = (a,b) CR. Let w € B*(I) and let u € B*(I) satisfy [Jullg (as,v <
forallt €I and u+#0 a.e. on (a,b).

(i) Let 0 < g < p < +o0. Then inequality (1.5) holds for all g € BT (I) if and only

if

< oo, (3.23)
eo,(a,b) 1t

The best possible constant ¢ in (1.5) satisfies ¢ =~ Aj.
(i) Let 0 < p< g < oo and 1/r=1/p—1/q. Then inequality (1.5) holds for all
g € BT (I) if and only if

w=(

The best possible constant ¢ in (1.5) satisfies ¢ =~ A,.
(iii) Let 0 < p < 40, q = +oo. Then inequality (1.5) holds for all g € BT (I) if
and only if

w(x) p 1/p
Ay = — | d 3.25
: </<b><(>> ‘“”) 623

1/p
= (0 (1) )+ Il <

The best possible constant ¢ in (1.5) satisfies ¢ =~ Aj.

Ar= {19l sl

1/r
r —r -1
b) ||W“p,(a,x],ud <_||u||q,(u,x],v>) + ||WHp.,(ll.,b).,[JHqu7(a7b)7v < oo, (324)

9

Proof. (i) Let 0 < g < p < +oo. The statement follows by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2.

(i1) Let 0 < p < g < 4. The statement follows by Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3.

(iii) Let 0 < p < g = +oo. The statement follows by Lemmas 3.1, 3.3 and an
integration by parts formula. [
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REMARK 3.5. Let g < +oo. Since
lullg sty = lullg ap,y  forall — xel,
the cases (ii) and (iii) can be combined:

(i) Let 0 < p<g< e and 1/r=1/p—1/q. Then inequality (1.5) holds for
all g € BT(I) if and only if

1/r
A= ([ 19l (Ml frirs) )+ il <

The best possible constant ¢ in (1.5) satisfies ¢ ~ A}.

REMARK 3.6. Note that inequality (1.5) can be easily characterized by a more
simply argumentations when g = +oo. Exchanging essential suprema, we have that

2618l eo, .0, 11l ., = Wt ), v8 (O e () & EBTA). (3.26)

Consequently, (1.5) is nothing else the description of the embeddings of weighted
L=(u) to weighted LP(v) (see, for instance, [2, Proposition 6.13]). Indeed: on us-
ing (3.26), for the best constant ¢ in (1.5) we have that

w
¢ =sup Hg ”p,(a,b),u
20 [1C)[18leo, ) o (a5). v

w
~up lgwllp.(a.p).u
840 [ ”u”oo,(a,x),vg(x)‘ oo, (a,b),u

(v N
- </(a,b) <||M||oo,(a,x)7\/> du(X)> ’

=Wl .0

when 0 < p < 40, and

oo, (a,b),p

b

. -1
= H HW“OQ’(LI,X],IJ HuHoo,(a,x),v oo (a,b) 11

when p = +-oo. In the last equality, exchanging essential suprema, we have used that

—1 -1
Hw(x)||u||m7(a7x)7v = w(x>H||u||m,<a,,>,v S .

- HW(X)HMH;}(M),V

oo, [x,b), 1 oo (a,b), i

o [ E RO - o
2\ @b) M oo (a,b) 1
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B 1
_HHw(x))q ||oc (a,b), H H Sait),v oo (a,b), 1

- HHwnw,(a,,],u||u||;}<a,t),v

oo (ab)
(see, [1, Remark 4.2]).
4. Reverse inequality for the dual operator
The aim of this section is to characterize the inequality (1.6).
THEOREM 4.1. Assume that 0 < p, g < +oo. Let |1 and v be non- negative Borel
measures on I = (a,b) CR. Let w € B™(I) and let u € B*(I) y < oo

forallt €I and u+#0 a.e. on (a,b).
(i) Let 0 < g < p < +oo. Then inequality (1.6) holds for all g € B*(I) if and only

if
< oo, 4.1)
eo,(a,b),1t
The best possible constant c in (1.0) satisfies ¢ ~ Bj.
(i) Let 0 < p< g < oo and 1/r=1/p—1/q. Then inequality (1.6) holds for all
g € BT(I) if and only if

Bt = [l oyl

1/r
Fai= </(ah)w||;v[xvh d (el e, )) 1wl )l (o, <o @D

The best possible constant c¢ in (1.6) satisfies ¢ ~ B>.
(iil) Let 0 < p < 4o, q = +oo. Then inequality (1.6) holds for all g € BT (I) if
and only if

w(x) p 1/p
By:— / LSRN e 43)
(@b) \ @], (x),v
1/p
(o 90 et (W15 1)) =ty <

24lloo ey, 3= 1O [fat] | s ), v-

where

The best possible constant ¢ in (1.6) satisfies ¢ ~ B3.

REMARK 4.2. Note that the proof of Theorem 4.1 is similar to the proof of The-
orems 5.1 and 5.4 from [1]. For the sake of completeness we give complete proof here.

Proof. If A is a non-negative Borel measure on 7, we denote by Aa non-negative
Borel measure on [ := (—b, —a) defined by

A= A(—E), where —E:={—x:x€E}.
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Similarly, if 7 € B (I), then the function & € B (I) is given by

h:=h(—x), xel.

It is clear that

hdA = [ hdA, (4.4)
Jynar =,

Al 2 = 1Al g5 (4.5)

for any Borel subset E of I. In particular,

and

18wl p (@) = 18l p.(—b,~a) 2>
() llglles,a,0),p1llg.(a,),v = NECE) 18]l (0,000
= (@00 18lles,(x,~a)

q,(—b,—a),v>

q,(=b,—a),v-

Consequently, inequality (1.6) holds for all g € B™(I) if and only if the inequality

q,(—b,—a),v (4.6)

1871l p(—b~a). < € EX)|8]|eo,(x,~a)

holds for all g € BY(I).
(i) Let 0 < g < p < +eo. Since iy —p,5 = lullg—xp),v if ¥ € (=b,—a), we
deduce from Theorem 3.4 that inequality (1.6) holds on B (I) if and only if

il (g <o (4.7)

sup (Wl p,(—p.0
x&(—b,—a)

However, using (4.4) and (4.5), we see that condition (4.7) coincides with (4.1).
(i)Let 0 < p<g<+ooand 1/r=1/p—1/q. By Theorem 3.4, inequality (1.6)
holds for all g € B*(I) if and only if

1/r
Ay = ( /( N LA (—Ilullq,(h,x],o»

Wb -aallill gy <o 4.8)

It is clear that

Wl —p—a)p = Wl @pyu and  illg—p—a),5 = lullg,a0),v- (4.9)

Moreover, by the definition of the Lebesgue-Stieltjes integral,

L Wil cnd (UG gs) = [ W9l Cgpdh =20, (@10)

where 2 is the non-negative Borel measure associated to the non-decreasing and right-

continuous function ¢(x) := —||1Z||;€_b.x] o> X € (=b,—a), that s,

A((a.B))=¢(B)—@(@) forany  (@,pB]C (—b,—a).
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Since, by (4.4),
~ N _ r
0, —pp = Wy forall 1 €(=b,—a),

we obtain from (4.4) that

D= /(_h_a) (s :/(a,b> 117 ey @2 @.11)
where A(E) = A(—E) if E is a Borel subset of 1. In particular, if [ct, B) C (a,b), then

A([or.B)) = A((~B.~0)) = p(~e) = p(~P)
= —llall y(—p—egp 1l 5 g5
= —llull g foy. + 11l {5 )0

That means that the non-negative Borel measure A is associated to the non-decreasing
and left-continuous function ¢ given on (a,b) by

00) =7y XE (ab).
Consequently,

S nudd = [l () 12)
The result now follows from (4.8)-(4.12).

(iii) Let 0 < p < 4-e0, g = +oo. By Theorem 3.4, inequality (1.6) holds for all
g € BT(I) if and only if

N( ) P
/ M) dfix) < oo, 4.13)
(=b,~a) H””w,(fb,x),\”/

By (4.5) and (4.4), we have that HzZ||o<,’(_b’x)"~, = HuH.x,’(_xﬂb),v

o)\ v\
/<b,a><a||m,<b,x>,o> an "/<h7a><uw7<x7,,)7v> ")

wi) )
= T | du(x),
(a,b) H”Hoo.,(x,b),v

and we see that (4.13) coincides with (4.3).
The equivalency in (4.3) can be shown by the same argumentations as in the case
(1) and (ii) or by an integration by parts formula. [

REMARK 4.3. Let g < +oo. Then

letllg v p).v 2= Him [aellg )y = lletllg vpyy  forall — xel,
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which allows us to combine the cases (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 4.1:

(i) Let 0 < p<g< +eoand 1/r=1/p—1/q. Then inequality (1.6) holds for
all g € BT(I) if and only if

1/r
Bim ([, s (17 ) ) ol <
The best possible constant ¢ in (1.6) satisfies ¢ ~ B’z.

5. Inequalities involving three measures

Now, we consider the inequality

18]l papya < clu@lgloseullg@e v  g€BTU), (5.1

for all non-negative Borel measurable functions g on the interval (a,b) C R, where
0<p<+e,0<g<+oo, A, u and v are non-negative Borel measures on (a,b), u
is a weight function on I and either Sy = (a,x) or Sy = (x,b) forall x e 1.

By the same way as it has been done in [1], it is easy to show that in order to
characterize the validity of (5.1) it is enough to characterize the validity of the inequality

18w p. 0.y < cllu(x) 18I0, llg,(a,0).v> gEBH(I). (5.2)

THEOREM 5.1. Assume that 0 < p,q < 4oo. Let A, L and v be non-negative
Borel measures on I = (a,b) C R and let u € B™(I). Then inequality (5.1) holds for
all g € BT(I) if and only if the measure ) is absolutely continuous with respect to
and inequality (5.2) with w := (dA./du)"/? holds for all g € B*(I).

Proof. Assume that (5.1) holds forall g € B¥(I). Let E C I be such that u(E) =0
and put ¢ = g . Then ||g[|w s, =0 forall x € I. Therefore, the right-hand side of (5.1)
is zero, which implies that A(E) = 0, when 0 < p < +eo, for A(E) = ||g||§7(a7b) )=
0, and when p = +oo, for ||g|lw ap).2 = I XEleo,(ap),2 = 0. Hence, A is absolutely
continuous with respect to 1, and, by the Radon-Nykodym theorem, there is v € BT (I)
such that dA = vdyi. Putting w = v'/7, we have that dA = wPdu . Consequently, for
any g € BT (I), we can rewrite the left-hand side of (5.1) as

181l p.(ab)r = 118Wllp.(a.p) o>

and our claim follows. [
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improved the final version of this paper.
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